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STATE OF MINNESOTA 
BEFORE THE 

MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
 

 
In the Matter of Updating the 
Generic Standards for the 
Interconnection and Operation of 
Distributed Generation Facilities 
Established Under Minn. Stat.  
§ 216B.1611 

Docket No. E999/ CI-16-521 
 
INITIAL COMMENTS 
 

 

I. INTRODUCTION  

Issue: Should the Commission approve the Technical Subgroup’s proposed changes to 
the Minnesota Distributed Energy Resource Technical Interconnection and 
Interoperability Requirements (TIIR) and the Minnesota Distributed Energy Resources 
Interconnection Process (MN DIP) regarding Battery Energy Storage Systems and 
Limited/Non-Export Systems? 
 

A. The topics open for all parties to comment: 

• Should the Commission adopt the TSG’s proposed changes to the TIIR as found 
in Attachment B of this Notice? 

• Should the Commission adopt the TSG’s proposed changes to the MN DIP as 
found in Attachment C to this Notice? 

• What action should the Commission take regarding the three disputed items in 
the TSG’s report as found in Attachment A to this notice? 

• Should the Commission extend the temporary annual reporting on 
interconnection through at least 2030 by modifying the requirement in the 
August 13, 2018 Order (paragraph 20)?1 

o Should the Commission make any changes to these reporting 
requirements? 

• Are there other issues or concerns related to this matter? 

II. OTTER TAIL RESPONSES 

Otter Tail Power will address the topics open for all parties to comment: 

A. Should the Commission adopt the TSG’s proposed changes to the 
TIIR as found in Attachment B of this Notice? 

 

Otter Tail Power recommends that the Commission adopt the Technical Subgroups 
proposed, consensus changes to the TIIR as found in Attachment B of this Notice.   

Otter Tail Power will comment on any proposed, contested changes to the TIIR in 
section C. below. 
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B. Should the Commission adopt the TSG’s proposed changes to the 
MN DIP as found in Attachment C of this Notice? 

Otter Tail Power recommends that the Commission adopt the Technical Subgroups 
proposed, consensus changes to the MN DIP as found in Attachment C of this 
Notice.  

Otter Tail Power will comment on any proposed, contested changes to the MN DIP 
in section C. below. 

C. What action should the Commission take regarding the three 
disputed items in the TSG’s report as found in Attachment A to 
this notice? 
 
1. Contested Item #1 – Use of Export Capacity OR Nameplate Rating in 

MN DIP section 1.1.1 

Otter Tail Power believes that this disputed item is out of scope for this specific 
subgroup and should be referred to the larger Distributed Generation Working 
Group (DGWG) and the Commission for a resolution.  Changing the language here 
to “export capacity” instead of “nameplate rating” could affect a wide range of other 
dockets, tariffs, and proceedings beyond just the MN DIP.  To avoid negative 
effects from this proposed change cascading into other areas, Otter Tail Power 
believes it would be most appropriate to have this discussion with the full DGWG 
rather than this targeted subgroup. 

Furthermore, Otter Tail Power notes that there are open dockets that are related 
to this contested item, specifically in Dockets CI-24-200 & R-25-86.  Currently, 
there is an open comment period regarding a Rulemaking to Amend the Definition 
of “Capacity” under Minn. R. 7835.0100 in Docket R-25-86.  Otter Tail Power 
believes it would be best to take no action on this contested item until after the 
Rulemaking in Docket R-25-86 has been completed. 

If the Commission decides to act on this item, Otter Tail Power believes that the 
continued use of Nameplate Rating in this section would be appropriate to ensure 
a clear delineation of the 10 MW limit. 

2. Contested Item #2 – Modify to use 40 kW Export Capacity OR retain 
20 kW and use Nameplate Rating in MN DIP section 1.1.5.1.2. 
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Otter Tail Power is not opposed to an increase in the limit from 20 kW to 40 kW 
but believes it would be reasonable to maintain the existing 20 kW limit found in 
the MN DIP today.  

Regardless of whether the limit is set at 20 kW or increased to 40 kW, Otter Tail 
Power believes that the limit should be based on Nameplate Rating rather than 
Export Capacity. The Uniform Statewide Contract (USC) uses the phrase “…rated 
at…” when describing the size in kilowatts of electricity. This term implies 
“nameplate rating” as it is stating that this is what the generation system is rated 
for and is capable of producing at maximum output, not what the generation 
system can export to the grid. The USC did not consider export capacity when it 
was created and, as such, a modification to the USC would be required to allow an 
explicit definition of export capacity. To avoid this, Otter Tail Power believes that 
if and when export is limited through acceptable control modes and methods, the 
execution of an Interconnection Agreement to contractually denote those 
acceptable modes and methods of operation is appropriate and should be required. 

Similar to what we commented above in Contested Item #1, Otter Tail Power 
believes that no modification to this item should be made until after the 
Rulemaking to Amend the Definition of “Capacity” under Minn. R. 7835.0100 has 
been completed, Docket No. R-25-86.  These are overlapping dockets discussing 
similar topics that could impact one another. Due to this, any changes made to this 
item should be made following completion of the rulemaking docket. 

3. Contested Item #3 – In MN DIP section 5.14.3 use either “The Export 
Capacity specified by the Interconnection Customer in the 
Interconnection Application will be applicable as a limitation in the 
Interconnection Agreement.” OR “A DER using an acceptable control 
method is required to execute an Interconnection Agreement and the 
Export Capacity specified by the Interconnection Customer in the 
Interconnection Agreement will subsequently be included as a limitation 
in the Interconnection Agreement.” 

Currently, the Uniform Statewide Contract (USC) does not envision export 
capacity, and it does not have any way to define the acceptable control modes or 
methods used to limit the generator below its nameplate rating.  Therefore, if an 
Interconnection Customer wants to limit their system’s export capacity through an 
acceptable control mode or method, the execution of an Interconnection 
Agreement to capture and define the terms of operation will have to be required, 
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regardless of the system’s nameplate rating or export capacity (contested item) 
being under 20 kW or 40 kW (contested item).  It is necessary to maintain these 
records regarding how a system will operate outside of what its nameplate rating 
defines to both ensure continued safe and reliable operation of the electrical grid 
and to ensure fair assessments of all future interconnection applications. Follow-
on DER projects could be subjected to increased, and potentially unwarranted, 
interconnection costs for system upgrades identified through the study process if 
there is no way to accurately record the limited export capabilities and associated 
acceptable control modes and methods of other local DERs in their respective 
Interconnection Agreements. Not capturing these limited export capacities could 
also cause overbuilding of the power system.  Since the USC has no existing way to 
capture these specifics, it is important and necessary that export limited systems 
pair the USC with a DIA, regardless of size. 

D. Should the Commission extend the temporary annual reporting 
on interconnection through at least 2030 by modifying the 
requirement in the August 13, 2018 Order (paragraph 20)? 

i. Should the Commission make any changes to these 
reporting requirements? 

Otter Tail Power is not opposed to extending the annual reporting requirement on 
interconnections through at least 2030 by modifying paragraph 20 in the above 
Order from August 13, 2018.  

Otter Tail Power does not recommend any additional changes to the existing 
reporting requirements. 

E. Are there other issues or concerns related to this matter? 

Otter Tail Power does not believe that there are any other issues or concerns related 
to this matter that are relevant to comment on at this time. 

 

III. CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, Otter Tail Power appreciates both being able to take part in this 
Technical Subgroup and to provide feedback on these increasingly important 
topics. We are open and available to answer any questions Staff or the Commission 
may have regarding Otter Tail Power’s comments above. 
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Dated: May 1, 2026  
 
  Respectfully submitted, 
 
  OTTER TAIL POWER COMPANY  

   
By: /s/ CODY R. ANDERSON  
Cody R. Anderson  
T & D Studies – Engineer II 
Otter Tail Power Company 
215 S. Cascade Street 
Fergus Falls, MN 56537 
(218) 739-8227 
canderson@otpco.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

RE: In the Matter of Updating the Generic Standards for the 
Interconnection and Operation of Distributed Generation Facilities 
Established Under Minn. Stat. § 216B.1611 
Docket No.  E999/CI-16-521 

 
 I, Paris Olson, hereby certify that I have on this day served a copy of the 
following, or a summary thereof, on Sasha Bergman and Sharon Ferguson by e-filing, 
and to all other persons on the attached service list by electronic service or by First 
Class Mail.  
  
 Otter Tail Power Company 

Initial Comments 
 

Dated this 1st day of May, 2026. 
 
      /s/ PARIS OLSON   
      Paris Olson 
      Regulatory Filing Coordinator 
      Otter Tail Power Company 
      215 South Cascade Street  
      Fergus Falls MN 56537 
      (218) 739-8685 
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