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In the Matter of the Application of Northern 
States Power Company, d/b/a Xcel Energy, 
for Authority to Increase Rates for Electric 
Service in the State of Minnesota 

DOCKET NO. E-002/GR-24-320 

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
– RESIDENTIAL UTILITIES DIVISION’S
MOTION TO TAKE OFFICIAL NOTICE

Pursuant Minnesota Rules part 7829.0410 and Minnesota Statutes section 14.60, 

subdivision 4, the Office of the Attorney General – Residential Utilities Division (OAG) hereby 

moves the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission to take official notice of the 2025 and 2026 

indirect wildfire-mitigation expenses reflected in Xcel’s April 14, 2026 compliance filing in 

Docket No. E-002/AI-25-245, attached as Exhibit A to this motion, and the costs incurred in 

2025 for Xcel’s extreme weather reconnection program reflected in Xcel’s April 1, 2026 

compliance filing in Docket No. E-002/M-26-27, attached as Exhibit B to this motion.  

Any party wishing to contest this motion must file a written response and serve copies on 

all parties within 14 days of receiving service of the motion. The OAG understands that no party 

opposes the Commission taking notice of Xcel’s compliance filing in Docket No. 25-245; 

however, Xcel stated that its lack of opposition does not imply agreement to any financial 

adjustment related to the issue of indirect wildfire-mitigation expenses.  

GROUNDS FOR THE MOTION AND RELIEF SOUGHT 

Minnesota Statutes section 14.60, subdivision 4, provides that the Commission “may take 

notice of judicially cognizable facts and in addition may take notice of general, technical, or 

scientific facts within [its] specialized knowledge.” Minnesota district courts may take judicial 
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notice of a fact that is “not subject to reasonable dispute” because it is “capable of accurate and 

ready determination by resort to sources whose accuracy cannot reasonably be questioned.”1  

I. XCEL’S ALLOCATED INDIRECT WILDFIRE-MITIGATION EXPENSES 

In this case, Xcel used a method called the “total plant ratio” to assign Minnesota a share 

of “indirect” wildfire-mitigation costs incurred at the service company.2 The OAG and the 

Department opposed Xcel’s use of the total plant ratio but were unable to determine appropriate 

2025 and 2026 indirect wildfire-mitigation expense amounts because Xcel refused to provide the 

impact of their preferred allocation method.3 

After this case was submitted to the ALJ, the Commission addressed the allocation of 

indirect wildfire-mitigation costs in another docket.4 The Commission found Xcel’s total-plant-

ratio method unreasonable and ordered Xcel to make a compliance filing providing the financial 

impact, for the 2025 and 2026 test years, of using the OAG and the Department’s method, which 

allocates indirect wildfire-mitigation expenses in proportion to each jurisdiction’s direct wildfire-

mitigation costs.5 Xcel made this compliance filing on April 14, 2026, a copy of which is attached 

as Exhibit A.  

The indirect wildfire-mitigation expenses that Xcel calculated pursuant to the Commission 

order in Docket No. 25-245 are not subject to reasonable dispute; they are reflected in Xcel’s own 

filing in another Commission docket. The amounts calculated by Xcel bear directly on a live issue 

in the case, and the information is only missing from the record here because Xcel failed to 

 
1 Minn. R. Evid. 201. 
2 Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Recommendation ¶ 529 (Apr. 29, 2026) [hereinafter 
ALJ Report]. 
3 ALJ Report ¶ 531; Ex. OAG-5 at 29 (Lee Direct). 
4 See In the Matter of Xcel Energy’s Petition for Approval of Its 2025 Annual Administrative 
Service Agreement, Docket No. E-002/AI-25-245, Order Approving Modifications of Service 
Agreement and Requiring Compliance Filing (Apr. 1, 2026). 
5 Id. at 4. 
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adequately respond to the Department’s discovery.6 The Department and the OAG contested this 

issue in Docket No. 25-245, and the Commission required the compliance filing so that the 

appropriate adjustments could be made to final rates in this case.7 Because of the high probative 

value of Xcel’s compliance filing and its reliability, the Commission should take official notice of 

its contents. 

II. XCEL’S 2025 EXTREME WEATHER RECONNECTION PROGRAM COSTS 

In Xcel’s 2025 annual service quality docket, the Commission ordered Xcel to implement 

a reconnection program where Xcel will temporarily reconnect service for economically 

vulnerable ratepayers during extreme heat events and when the Air Quality Index is 151 or higher.8 

The Commission also ordered Xcel to provide a summary of the costs of implementing the 

program in future annual-service-quality-docket compliance filings.9 

In rebuttal testimony in this rate case, Xcel requested recovery of estimated costs arising 

from this reconnection program.10 Xcel alleged that the estimated costs of the program would 

include a $404,000 addition to its rate base in 2025, a $1,600,000 addition to rate base in 2026, 

and $1,893,000 in operating expenses in 2026,11 amounting to a $28,000 revenue deficiency in 

2025 and a $2,445,000 revenue deficiency in 2026.12 

Xcel has now filed the summary of actual 2025 reconnection program costs that the 

Commission ordered it to file in its latest annual service quality docket, a copy of which is attached 

 
6 See ALJ Report ¶¶ 529–45; Ex. OAG-7 at 22–23 (Lee Surrebuttal). 
7 See March 3, 2026 Agenda Meeting Video Recording at 2:02:10–:07:59, 
https://minnesotapuc.granicus.com/player/clip/2648?view_id=2&redirect=true (discussing how 
to get impact of Commission’s decision into rate-case evidentiary record).  
8 ALJ Report ¶ 425. 
9 In re N. States Power Co. d/b/a Xcel Energy’s 2024 Annual Safety, Reliability, and Service 
Quality Report, Docket No. E-002/M-25-27, Order at 2 (Jul. 25, 2025). 
10 Ex. Xcel-19 at 20 (Halama Rebuttal). 
11 ALJ Report ¶ 426. 
12 Ex. OAG-3 at 46 (Hinderlie Surrebuttal). 

https://minnesotapuc.granicus.com/player/clip/2648?view_id=2&redirect=true
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as Exhibit B.13 Xcel states there that it actually incurred $63,309 in 2025, which is much lower 

than its 2025 test year estimate.14 

Xcel’s actual 2025 costs for the reconnection program are highly probative of the 

reasonableness of Xcel’s rate request, not only for the 2025 test year but also for the 2026 plan 

year, and are appropriately considered this case. They are also not subject to reasonable dispute. 

Xcel introduced its request to recover the costs of the program for the first time in rebuttal with 

less than a page of supporting testimony, limiting the development of the evidentiary record 

regarding the basis for its cost estimates. Xcel’s statement of its actual 2025 costs incurred provides 

crucial additional information for the Commission in assessing the accuracy and reasonableness 

of Xcel’s request. Because of the highly probative value of Xcel’s statement of its actual 2025 

costs, and its reliability, the Commission should take official notice of this fact. 

For the foregoing reasons, the OAG respectfully requests that the Commission grant its 

motion to take official notice. 

Dated: May 15, 2026  Respectfully submitted, 

KEITH ELLISON 
Attorney General 
State of Minnesota 
 
 /s/ Peter G. Scholtz 
PETER G. SCHOLTZ (#0389936) 
Assistant Attorney General  
 
445 Minnesota Street, Suite 1400 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-2131 
(651) 757-1473 (Voice) 
(651) 296-9663 (Fax) 
peter.scholtz@ag.state.mn.us 

 
13 In re N. States Power Co. d/b/a Xcel Energy’s 2025 Annual Safety, Reliability, and Service 
Quality Report, Docket No. E-002/M-26-27, Xcel Energy’s Service Quality Annual Report Part 
III at 116 (Apr. 1, 2026). 
14 Id. 
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ATTORNEYS FOR OFFICE OF  
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL— 
RESIDENTIAL UTILITIES DIVISION 
 



414 Nicollet Mall 
Minneapolis, MN 55401 

April 14, 2026 
—Via Electronic Filing— 

Sasha Bergman 
Executive Secretary 
Minnesota Public Utilities Commission 
121 7th Place East, Suite 350 
St. Paul, MN 55101 

RE: COMPLIANCE FILING-WILDFIRE MITIGATION 
2025 ANNUAL REPORT – ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICE AGREEMENT 
DOCKET NO. E,G002/AI-25-245 

Dear Ms. Bergman: 

Northern States Power Company, doing business as Xcel Energy, submits this compliance 
filing pursuant to the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission’s (Commission) April 1, 
2026 ORDER APPROVING MODIFICATIONS OF SERVICE AGREEMENT AND REQUIRING
COMPLIANCE FILING in Docket No. E002/AI-25-245. Order Point 2 states: 

2. By April 15, 2026, Xcel must make a compliance filing in this docket (E-002/AI-25-
245) that provides the financial impact of the wildfire mitigation service function for the 2025
and 2026 test years, reflecting any allocation changes proposed in this docket that are
approved by the Commission.

Using the direct wildfire mitigation costs allocated to each of Xcel Energy’s four 
operating companies, the Company has calculated that 17.8 percent of indirect costs 
should be allocated to Northern States Power Company-Minnesota in 2025 and 21.5 
percent of indirect costs in 2026. Table 1 below provides the annual indirect costs to 
be allocated to our Minnesota Electric jurisdictions.1 All costs shown are operation 
and maintenance costs.  

1 Minnesota’s electric utility is allocated 87.0 percent of Northern States Power Company-Minnesota’s costs. 

EXHIBIT A 
Page 1 of 3



2 

Table 1 
Minnesota Electric Allocated Wildfire Mitigation Costs 

Year Annual 
Indirect Costs 

2025 $950,393 
2026 $1,253,901 

Attachment A to this Compliance Filing includes the calculation of the indirect costs 
included in Table 1 above and the financial impact of the wildfire mitigation service 
function for the 2025 and 2026 test years.  

We have electronically filed this document with the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission, and copies have been served on the parties on the attached service list. 
Please contact Brandon Kirschner at Brandon.M.Kirschner@xcelenergy.com or (612) 
215-5361 or Lynnette Sweet at Lynnette.M.Sweet@xcelenergy.com or (612) 321-3159
if you have any questions regarding this filing.

Sincerely, 

/s/ 

AMBER HEDLUND 
MANAGER, REGULATORY AFFAIRS 

Enclosure 
cc: Service List 

EXHIBIT A 
Page 2 of 3
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Northern States Power Company Docket No. E,G002/AI-25-245
Compliance Filing-Wildfire Mitigation

Attachment A  - Page 1 of 1

Indirect Cost Allocation Calculation 2025 2026
Total Indirect Wildfire Mitigation Costs 6,124,424$          6,698,777$          
NSPM Allocation Percentage based on Direct Costs 17.8300% 21.5071%
Indirect Wildfire Mitigation Costs Allocated to NSPM 1,091,985$          1,440,711$          
NSPM-Electric Utility Allocator 87.0335% 87.0335%
As Ordered Indirect Wildfire Mitigation Costs Allocated to Minnesota-Electric 950,393$            1,253,901$         
24-320 Indirect Wildfire Mitigation Costs Allocated to Minnesota-Electric* 1,703,658$          1,850,808$          
24-320 Test Year Adjustment (753,265)$           (596,907)$           

*Docket No. E002/GR-24-320, Xcel Exhibit-95 at 15 (Doyle Rebuttal)

NSPM Cost Allocator Calculation 2025 2026
NSPM Direct Assigned Wildfire Mitigation Costs 1,833,767 2,790,835 
Total XES Direct Assigned Wildfire Mitigation Costs 10,284,727          12,976,360          
NSPM Allocation Percentage based on Direct Costs 17.8300% 21.5071%

EXHIBIT A 
Page 3 of 3
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