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INTRODUCTION

Northern States Power Company, doing business as Xcel Energy, submits this Reply
to the May 6, 2016 Comments of the Minnesota Department of Commerce —

Division of Energy Resources and other Parties regarding fees charged on qualifying
facilities (QF).

We believe the facts demonstrate that:

e Federal and state law including Minn. Stat. 216B.164 allows the Company to
establish a monthly metering fee and apply that fee to QF customers who have
voluntarily entered into a net metering arrangement;

e The Commission has in several instances and Orders approved the monthly
metering fees the Company applies to QF customers;

e The monthly metering fees have been lawfully collected and there is no basis
tor providing a refund to QF customers for these metering fees; and

e The monthly metering fees we currently apply are reasonable based on the
incremental costs associated with the metering equipment, programming and
installation of the meters required by QF customers.

This docket was initiated by the Commission to collect information about the fees
charged to customers with DG systems that are not charged to all customers. The
comments of parties encompass a broad range of issues related to DG customers that
are beyond the scope of the initial request. We recognize that significant evolution
has occurred in the DG industry demonstrated by the breadth of these comments.
We acknowledge that the Commission may want to address the policy question of
whether to prospectively collect metering fees solely from QF customers, or to
turther spread the costs associated with this service among all customers.



We also include the following attachments as part of our Reply Comments:
e Attachment A: Summary of QF Metering Requirements and Fees
e Attachment B: Revised MPUC-003 Response

e Attachment C: Review of Commission Orders and Statutes

L. Background and Key Issues

We know customers are interested in having a variety of choices to meet their energy
needs and we have therefore developed a portfolio of options to be responsive to
those interests. For customers who choose to install a DG system, we offer net
metering which provides customers the benefit of connecting to the grid and the
opportunity to receive payment from the utility for excess production. The
Company’s tariff provisions pertaining to small QFs, including metering fees, are
contained in Section 9 (Cogeneration and Small Power Production) of the
Company’s Minnesota Electric Rate Book No. 2. Attachment A to this Reply
provides a summary of the Company’s QF metering requirements and fees.

A.  Metering fees are permissible under federal and state law

Under the Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (PURPA), QF customers!
may elect to install a DG system in order to serve all or part of their electrical energy
needs. With this voluntary election, there are associated costs. Public utilities,
through PURPA rules, are required to sell energy, purchase excess energy, and
provide net energy billing services to those systems or customers that comply with the
utility’s interconnection requirements.

The 2014 PURPA Title II Compliance Manual affirms the utility’s allowance to collect

tees to cover these costs with the following statement:

“the QF pays the utility an interconnection fee which is assessed on a non-discriminatory basis
with respect to other customers with similar load characteristics. ..  Interconnection costs
mean the reasonable cost of connecting, switching, metering, upgrades to transmission,
upgrades to distribution, safety provision, and administrative costs incurred by the utility
directly related to the interconnecting to the QF."”

1 QF customers who have installed a DG system under Section 9 of our Minnesota Electric Rate book are
subject to certain DG system size limits (generally less than 1 MW and for some options even less).
Customers who install larger DG systems that do not qualify under Section 9 are covered under Section 10 of
our Electric Rate Book. In these reply comments, references to QF customers and DG systems are those
which meet the eligibility requirements of our Section 9 tariff.

2 PURPA Title II Compliance Manual at pg. 11, available at this link:

http:/ /www.eei.org/issuesandpolicy/stateregulation/Documents/PURPA_Title_II_Manual.pdf



In addition to the federal PURPA allowances, these fees are also permissible based on
Minn. Stat. § 216B.164, Subd. 8. The statute, in conjunction with the Commission’s
1983 Order,’ requires that the QF bear all interconnection costs, including the
additional metering costs that arise as a result of the interconnected activity.

There is an incremental cost associated with QF customers as the Company provides
and installs the necessary bi-directional metering equipment to recognize the energy
exported from the QF’s system onto the Company’s distribution system and to
provide net energy billing service to compensate the QF customer for production in
excess of their usage. Based on the long-standing principle of cost causation, the
Company’s metering fees applied to QF customers are designed to recover the
incremental costs of the services provided to those customers. There are two
methods for the recovery of those incremental costs: an up-front charge or a monthly
metering fee. At the time QF metering fees were first established, there was a
preference for recovering these costs from DG customers on a monthly basis. This
was done in response to the interests of stakeholders in reducing up-front costs, and
the view that monthly metering charges were a reasonable way to recover such costs.
In addition, the fee is based on a meter life of 15 years and recognizes periodic
replacements. Given this cycle, the monthly fee is appropriate regardless of how long
the DG system 1s in place.

The metering fees in the Company’s Section 9 tariff were first authorized on an
interim basis by the Commission in its August 11, 1981 Order in Docket No.
E002/M-81-341 (In the Matter of a Change in the Rate Schedule for the Purchase of Power from
a Qualzfying Cogeneration Facility). In this Order, the Commission authorized the filing
of the Company’s revisions to the Section 9 tariff to implement the Commission’s
then-pending proposed rules concerning Cogeneration and Small Power Production.
The 1984 Order approved the process still in place today whereby the Company’s

annual tariff is in effect upon filing unless the Commission takes subsequent action.s

Legislation passed in 2015 amended some provisions of Minn. Stat. § 216B.164, but
those changes were specific to Subd. 3 (a), which applies only to rural electric
cooperatives and municipal utilities. We understand the intent of the 2015 legislation
was to provide the option to cooperatives and municipal utilities to charge a rate that
compensates them for distribution costs that QFs avoid by electing the net metering

3 Match 7, 1983 Otder in Docket No. E999/R-80-560 (I the Matter of the Proposed Adoption of Rules of the
Minnesota Public Utilities Commission Governing Cogeneration and Small Power Production), at pages 46-48, discussed in
more detail in Attachment C.

4 Minn. Stat. 216B.03 specifies that rates “shall not be unreasonably preferential, unreasonably prejudicial, or
discriminatory, but shall be sufficient, and consistent in application to a class of consumers”.

5 October 16, 1984 Otrder in Docket No. E999/R-84-105 (I the Matter of the Proposed Adoption of Amendments to
the Rules of the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission Governing Cogeneration and Small Power Production), at pages 31-
32, discussed in more detail in Attachment C.



service option. Nothing in the 2015 legislation modified or revised Minn. Stat. §
216B.164, Subd. 8, or the 1983 Order discussed above, which allow utilities to

establish a fee to recover incremental interconnection costs.

Additional detail on the relevant Commission Orders as well as state and federal laws
is provided as Attachment C to this Reply.

B. The Company’s current metering fees have been approved by
Commission

The Company has obtained approval from the Commission for the various options
we offer QF customers, such as the Solar*Rewards program. In addition, the
metering fees for these programs are filed with the Commission in our annual Small
Power Production and Cogeneration Report.

There are also several key Commission Orders that authorize the Company’s current
metering charges:

e 1981 — A separate metering charge in the Company’s Section 9 DG tariff was
authorized by the Commission’s August 11, 1981 Order in Docket No.
E002/M-81-341 (In the Matter of a Change in the Rate Schedule for the Purchase of
Power from a Qualifying Cogeneration Facility).

e 1983 — In its March 7, 1983 Order in Docket No. E999/R-80-560 (I the Matter
of the Proposed Adoption of Rules of the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission Governing
Cogeneration and Small Power Production), made it clear that metering costs are a
legitimate interconnection cost born by the QF and arise solely from the
interconnection activity unique to the QF. The Order included a hypothetical
bill that assumed a monthly metering charge was reasonable.

e 1984 —In its October 16, 1984 Otder in Docket No. E999/R-84-105 (1 the
Matter of the Proposed Adoption of Amendments to the Rules of the Minnesota Public
Utilities Commission Governing Cogeneration and Small Power Production), the
Commission approved the process, whereby the Company files changes to our
Section 9 small QF tariff rates, and those charges go into effect 60 days after
the filing unless the Commission takes other action. In fact, the Commission
rejected the Company’s proposal that changes to the Section 9 taritf should
first be approved by the Commission, as explained more fully in Attachment C.

e 2006 — The Section 9 tariff was part of the Company’s 2006 electric rate case

test year in Docket No. E002/GR-05-1428 (I the Matter of the Application of
Northern States Power Company d/ b/ a for Authority to Increase Rates for Electric Service
in Minnesota). As part of its filing in that case, the Company proposed tariff

4



sheets which included the entirety of the Section 9 DG tariff, including the
metering rates in that tariff. Following the Commission’s Order in that case,
the Company submitted a compliance filing that included the entirety of the
Section 9 DG tariff as it had originally been proposed.

e Other Orders — The Commission has affirmatively approved tariff filings
supporting the DG metering charges in several other dockets including:

O Its February 16, 2010 Order in Docket No. 09-1167 (In the Matter of the
Petition of Northern States Power Company, a Minnesota Corporation, for
Approval of a Solar*Rewards Contract Tariff).

O Its July 23, 2014 Order approving the second generation of the
Solar*Rewards small DG incentive program in Docket No. E002/M-13-
1015 (In the Matter of Xcel Energy’s Application for Approval of Solar*Rewards
Tariffs).

0 Its September 17, 2014 Otrder in Docket No. E002/M-13-867 (In the
Matter of the Petition of Northern States Power Company, dba Xcel Energy, for
Approval of Its Proposed Community Solar Garden Program).

A more detailed discussion of the Commission’s approval of these Orders, and other
precedents that support the legality of a monthly metering fee, is provided in
Attachment C to this Reply.

C. Metering fee refund is not appropriate

Minn. Stat. § 216B.23 provides for refunds only when all of the following have been
met:
1. A public utility has charged a rate in violation of this chapter, a commission rule,
or a commission order;
2. Revenues were collected as a result of unlawful conduct; and
3. The Commission issues a notice for a proceeding to address the refund issue, and
makes a determination in that proceeding showing a refund is appropriate up to
six years.

(Emphasis added.)

Given that the Company’s Section 9 tariff metering fees have been properly
established in a filed tariff and lawfully collected, there is no basis for the
Commission to order a refund or issue a notice for a proceeding to address a
refund. In fact, it would have been unlawful for the Company not to have
charged the tariffed rate. The Commission may determine for policy reasons to
adjust metering fees on a prospective basis, but a retroactive change is not
appropriate in this case.



D.  Current metering fees are reasonable

The monthly metering fees the Company collects from QF customers are based on
the incremental costs of serving the metering, labor, and the billing requirements of
net energy billed customers in excess of those normally incurred by the utility for non-
QF customers. In our response to information request MPUC-003, we provided
support to demonstrate that these charges are a reflection of the incremental costs
associated with installation, equipment, customer accounting, programing, and other
incremental costs of the meters required to provide net energy billing service to QF
customers, which vary based on the DG facility. The information presented in our
response to MPUC-003 is based on the same methodology that was used to approve
the metering charges that have been in place since 2007.5 In fact, MPUC-003 shows
our existing metering fees are supported by our current incremental costs, and they
would need to be increased to fully recover the incremental costs of providing the
voluntary net metering service chosen by many QF customers.

II.  Policy Issues for the Commission to Consider

The Company believes that our Commission-approved metering fees are permissible
and reasonable and therefore should not be adjusted on a retroactive basis. That said,
we acknowledge that there are broader policy issues at play. Thirty years have
transpired since the Commission stated its preference for monthly metering fees and,
since that time, the landscape around DG has evolved significantly. The number of
QF customers on our system has grown with increasing customer interest in
renewable energy and the incentives made available to support DG system
installation. As a result, it may be appropriate to consider how to handle metering
tees in the future including whether we should charge an up-front fee rather than a
monthly fee, or prospectively such costs should be spread among all utility customers.

These issues are complex. A number of parties referenced the potential benefits to
all ratepayers that may result from the attributes of DG systems. It is also important
to recognize the fixed costs associated with providing service that QF customers
avoid paying because they are charged on a volumetric rate (kWh usage). The revenue
required to cover fixed customer costs, in addition to fixed production, transmission,
and distribution costs, is collected through the Company’s base rate energy charge.
Non-QF customers pay for these costs volumetrically through their kWh
consumption charges. Net metered customers avoid paying those fixed costs through
the reduced kWh charge on their bill, and in some cases are compensated by non-QF
customers for any production in excess of their load.

¢ We acknowledge one minor error in MPUC-003 Attachment A. We do not apply a carrying charge to bi-
directional meter installation costs. A corrected version of Attachment A with an updated calculation is
provided as Attachment B to these Reply Comments.



The Company is open to engaging in a policy discussion with the Commission and
stakeholders about the allocation of DG system costs and benefits. If the
Commission so chooses, we will provide additional information to facilitate that
discussion.

CONCLUSION

We appreciate the opportunity to provide this Reply. We believe the facts
demonstrate that monthly metering fees are permissible under federal and state law,
including Minn. Stat. 216B.164. Furthermore, the fees have been approved by several
long-standing Commission Orders. As a result, there is no basis for the Commission
to order a refund to customers for these fees. In addition, we believe the facts
demonstrate that the current metering fees are reasonable based on the incremental
costs of providing this service to customers who voluntarily enter into a net metering
arrangement with the Company.

The Company appreciates this opportunity to provide comments and we look
torward to further discussion about the future of QF metering fees.

Dated: June 6, 2016

Northern States Power Company



Northern States Power Company

Current metering charges in Section 9 of the Company’s electric rate book are as follows:

Docket No. E999/CI-15-755

Attachment A, Page 1 of 1

Summary of QF Metering Requirements and Fees

Monthly Cost Additional
Customer Number of Customer o .
Tvoe Meter Type Customers Who Pays Rate for net energy billing Tariff
M v services References
Qualified $3.15 or $8.00
Facili Customer A50 depending upon service Section 9
?(SF)W Bi-Directional Meter* 314 " A51 type * Sec:ion 10
A52 General service charge
also applies
. Bi-Directional Meter* Customer $3"1 > or §8.00 .
Made in A50 depending upon service Section 9
Minnesota 442 A51 type * Sec:ion 10
. ce eneral service charge
F Production Meter Xcel A52 G 1 ice charg
oduction Aete Energy also applies
Bi-Directional Meter* Customer $3"15 or §8.00 .
Solar A50 depending upon service Section 9
Rewards 1,070 A51 type * Seizoz 0
QF Production Met Xeel A52 General service charge
roduction etet Enzfgy also applies
$5.50 or $8.00
Solar Bi-Directional Developer depending upon service
Production Meter A51 type
Rewards . .
Community 3 (for Also requires house Section 9
(Non-QF) unsubscribed | power — this is placed | Section 10
General Service Developer energy) on a A10 service rate

Meter

and has its own monthly
service charge

(*)Optional meter - The monthly cost associated with net energy billing services is a customer choice option based on the
generation output of the customer QF in relation to their energy use. Based on this ratio, some customers do not
require/ request net energy billing services and are therefore not charged the monthly fee.




Northern States Power Company Docket No. E999/CI-15-755
Attachment B, Page 1 of 2

Typical Service and Distributed Generation Metering and Customer Accounting & Assistance Costs
Prepared as support for MPUC IR-003 - E999 CI-15-755 (Annual Costs per customer unless otherwise noted)

Net Energy Billing Service FUETESE S_ales ELLY Time of Day Purchase Service
Service
Line Description Single Phase | Three Phase Single Phase | Three Phase Single Phase | Three Phase
1 Typical Metering Cost (Initial Upfront Costs)
2 Production Meter 93.16 354.24 354.24 556.96 354.24 556.96
3 Service Meter Bi-directional Programming 22.34 22.34 22.34 22.34 22.34 22.34
4 Installation of Bi-directional Service Meter (if separately billed for initial and replacements) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5 Incremental Meter Costs (2+3+4) $115.50 $376.58 $376.58 $579.30 $376.58 $579.30
6 Carrying Charge 13.88% 13.88% 13.88% 13.88% 13.88% 13.88%
7 Annualized Incremental Metering Cost (5) x (6) $16.03 $52.28 $52.28 $80.42 $52.28 $80.42
8 Typical Annualized Service Meter Cost $12.93 $49.18 $49.18 $77.32 $49.18 $77.32
9 Typical Metering Cost for a Customer with DG (7)+(8) $28.97 $101.46 $101.46 $157.74 $101.46 $157.74
10 Customer Accounting and Assistance *
11 Supervision - FERC 901 $0.09 $0.09 $0.14 $0.14 $0.41 $0.41
12 Meter Reading - FERC 902 $11.25 $11.25 $18.78 $18.78 $53.48 $53.48
13 Customer Records - FERC 903 $16.14 $16.14 $26.96 $26.96 $76.77 $76.77
14 Customer Assistance (Cust. Related) - FERC 908 $0.79 $0.79 $0.79 $0.79 $0.79 $0.79
15 Customer Accounting & Assistance (Prod. Meter) (11+12+13+14) $28.27 $28.27 $46.68 $46.68 $131.46 $131.46
16 Customer Accounting & Assistance (From Service Metering Analysis) $36.38 $36.38 $60.21 $60.21 $170.01 $170.01
17 Total Customer Accounting & Assistance (15)+(16) $64.65 $64.65 $106.89 $106.89 $301.47 $301.47
18 Total Cost for Customers with DG (9)+(17) $93.61 $166.10 $208.35 $264.64 $402.93 $459.22
19 Incremental Cost
20 Total Cost for Customers with DG (18) $93.61 $166.10 $208.35 $264.64 $402.93 $459.22
21 Total Cost for Typical Service Customer (From Service Metering Analysis) $49.31 $85.55 $109.39 $137.54 $219.19 $247.33
22 Incremental DG Customer Cost (20)-(21) $44.30 $80.55 $98.96 $127.10 $183.74 $211.88
23 Monthly Cost (22)/12 $3.69 $6.71 $8.25 $10.59 $15.31 $17.66
24 Current Monthly Cogeneration Meter Charge $3.15 $6.40 $5.50 $8.00 $5.50 $8.00

* Based on 2015TY costs and customer counts approved in 13-686



Northern States Power Company

Typical Service Metering and Customer Accounting & Assistance Costs
Prepared as support for MPUC IR-003 - E999 CI-15-755 (Annual Costs per customer unless otherwise noted)

Docket No. E999/CI-15-755
Attachment B, Page 2 of 2

Residential Small C&l Large C&l

Line Description Single Phase Three Phase Single Phase Three Phase Single Phase | Three Phase
1 Typical Metering Cost (Initial Upfront Costs)
2 Installed Cost of Service Billing Meter 93.16 354.24 354.24 556.96 354.24 556.96
3 Carrying Charge 13.88% 13.88% 13.88% 13.88% 13.88% 13.88%
4 Annualized Service Billing Meter Cost (4) x (5) $12.93 $49.18 $49.18 $77.32 $49.18 $77.32
5 Customer Accounting and Assistance *
6  Supervision -FERC 901 $0.09 $0.09 $0.14 $0.14 $0.41 $0.41
7 Meter Reading - FERC 902 $11.25 $11.25 $18.78 $18.78 $53.48 $53.48
8  Customer Records - FERC 903 $16.14 $16.14 $26.96 $26.96 $76.77 $76.77
9 Collection Expense - FERC 904 $8.11 $8.11 $13.54 $13.54 $38.56 $38.56
10 Customer Assistance (Cust. Related) - FERC 908 $0.79 $0.79 $0.79 $0.79 $0.79 $0.79
11  Total Customer Accounting & Assistance Cost (6+7+8+9+10) $36.38 $36.38 $60.21 $60.21 $170.01 $170.01
12  Total Cost (4)+(11) $49.31 $85.55 $109.39 $137.54 $219.19 $247.33

! Based on 2015TY costs and customer counts approved in 13-686



Northern States Power Company Docket No. E999/CI-15-755
Attachment C

Relevant Commission Orders & Statutes

The tariff provisions pertaining to a small Qualifying Facility (QF) including metering
charges are contained in Section 9 (Cogeneration and Small Power Production) of the
Company’s Minnesota Electric Rate Book No. 2. These tariff provisions include
payment rates for excess production sold to the Company by the QF customer, and
the metering charges that apply to the QF customer. Section 9 also includes metering
charges for customers that subscribe to the Company’s Solar*Rewards program and
the Solar*Rewards Community program.

The Section 9 tariff provisions that apply to net metered customers have been
authorized by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission through various
Commission Orders and tariff filings since 1981.1 In addition, the metering charges
included in the Company’s Solar*Rewards program and the Solar*Rewards
Community program have been approved by the Commission in conjunction with the
filed petitions requesting approval of these relatively new customer tariffed offerings.

The following provisions in the Code of Federal Regulations (18 CFR § 292.300) also

address the issue of interconnection costs:

(a) Obligation to pay: Each gqualifying facility shall be obligated to pay any interconnection
costs which the State regulatory authority (with respect to any electric utility over which it has
ratemafking authority) or nonregulated electric utility may assess against the qualifying facility
on a nondiscriminatory basis with respect to other customers with similar load characteristics.

The manner in which a utility should collect those charges is also outlined in this same
CFR section, which states:

(b) Reimbursement of interconnection costs. Each state regulatory anthority (with respect to
any electric utility over which it has ratematking anthority) and nonregulated ntility shall
determine the manner for payments of interconnection costs, which may include reimbursement
over a reasonable period of time.

' In submitted Comments, some Parties have referred to the monthly metering fee as a “facilities
charge” or an “administrative fee”. However, a facilities charge designed to recover the fixed costs
incurred by a public utility of providing retail service not recovered through the retail basic monthly
charge is not allowed under Minnesota Statutes, unless it is applied by a cooperative or municipal
utility as authorized by the Commission under Minn. Stat. 216B.164, subd. 3(a). Such charges are not
related to the monthly metering charge, which is allowable and designed to recover the
interconnection costs relating to DG metering.



Northern States Power Company Docket No. E999/CI-15-755
Attachment C

A brief review of these Orders and relevant statutes as well as administrative rules
follows:

I. Key Commission Orders

A. The Commission’s August 1981 Order authorized Xcel Energy’s Section
9 tariff including a monthly metering charge

The metering charges in the Company’s Section 9 tariff were first authorized on an
interim basis by the Commission in its August 11, 1981 Order in Docket No.
E002/M-81-341 (In the Matter of a Change in the Rate Schedule for the Purchase of Power from
a Qualifying Cogeneration Facility). In this Order, the Commission authorized the filing
of the Company’s revisions to the Section 9 tariff to implement the Commission’s
then-pending proposed rules concerning Cogeneration and Small Power Production.

B. The Commission’s March 1983 Order sets forth a hypothetical monthly
bill that includes a metering charge

The Commission’s March 7, 1983 Order in Docket No. E999/R-80-560 (I the Matter
of the Proposed Adoption of Rules of the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission Governing
Cogeneration and Small Power Production,) includes a section which addresses metering
charges (at pages 46-48) and also sets forth a hypothetical monthly bill (at pages 62 —
63) which includes a monthly metering charge.

The section of this Order pertaining to metering charges makes it clear “zhat, ordinarily,
metering is a legitimate interconnection cost born by the QF. ... Such costs are additional costs
arising solely from the fact of interconnected activity, and are peculiar to the QF.” Citing Minn.
Stat. 216B.164, subd. 8, the Order also noted that “nothing contained in this section shall be
construed to excuse the qualifying facility from any obligation for costs of interconnection...” and
that under this subd. 8, “a QF must bear all interconnection costs” including the costs of
the second meter.

In the hypothetical bill discussed in this Order, the Commission assumed a monthly
metering charge of $4.60/ month as “... a reasonable estimate of the monthly carrying cost of
one time-of-day meter (this is the fixed monthly charge which Northern States Power Company bills
its General Service Time-of-Day customers).” 1t used this hypothetical bill to show that the
methodology for computing the DG time of day purchase rates was reasonable.

By outlining in this March 1983 Order, in some detail, that metering costs are an
interconnection cost which the QF must pay, and by providing a hypothetical bill
which included a monthly metering charge, the Commission was cleatly authorizing



Northern States Power Company Docket No. E999/CI-15-755
Attachment C

the additional metering charges based on a monthly charge that is driven by the
customer’s installation of a DG system.

In their comments, Parties referenced this same March 1983 Order to come to a
different conclusion, citing page 54 of the Order. In context, that portion of the
Commission Order was discussing the need to address the requirement under Minn.
Stat. 216B.164, Subd. 3,2 that the Commission consider whether there are fixed
distribution costs which are not otherwise recovered in the retail monthly customer
charge and whether the Commission would allow such costs to be recovered from
the DG customer. The Commission was addressing the point that a refaz/ customer’s
energy rate could be raised to cover any under-recovery of fixed costs through the
retail monthly customer charge, but in the case of the DG customer (who has
reduced energy sales from the utility because it at least in part self-generates) it would
be discriminatory to assess that DG customer a fixed monthly charge to recover the
tixed costs which are not recovered through the retail monthly customer charge.
This discussion is unrelated to the DG metering charge; the DG metering charge is
not for the recovery of a fixed distribution cost. Instead, as noted above, the
Commission in this same Order noted that the metering cost is an interconnection
cost which must be paid for by the DG customer and that it may be recovered
through a fixed monthly metering charge.

C. The Commission’s October 1984 Order established an annual process of
Section 9 tariff revisions going into effect without need for Commission

Order

In its October 16, 1984 Order in Docket No. E999/R-84-105 (I the Matter of the
Proposed Adoption of Amendments to the Rules of the Minnesota Public Utilities Conmission

2 At the time of this March 1983 Order, Minn. Stat. 216B.164, Sub. 3 was different from the current version
of that statute referenced at a later page below. The March 1983 version of this statute provided in pertinent
part as follows:

Subd. 3. PURCHASES; SMALL FACILITIES. For qualifying facilities having less than 40

kilowatt capacity, the customer shall be billed for the net energy supplied by the utility

according to the applicable rate schedule for sales to that class of customer. In the case of

net input into the utility system by the qualifying facility, compensation to the customer shall

be at a per kilowatt hour rate set by the commission. In setting these rates, the commission

shall consider the fixed distribution costs to the utility not otherwise accounted for in the

basic monthly charge and shall ensure that the costs charged to the qualifying facility are not

discriminatory in relation to the costs charged to other customers of the utility.

Notwithstanding any other language to the contrary in this section, the commission shall set

the rates for net input into the utility system based on avoided costs as defined in 18 C.F.R.

Section 292.101(b)(06), the factors listed in 18 C.F.R. Section 292.304, and all other relevant

factors. ...
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Governing Cogeneration and Small Power Production), the Commission approved the process
still in place today whereby the Company’s annual tariff is in effect unless the
Commission takes subsequent action. The Commission rejected the Company’s
initial proposal that changes to the Section 9 tariff must first be approved by the
Commission before they go into effect and are included in the Company’s tariff book.

In its Comments, the Commission addressed a proposal by Northern States Power
Company (NSP) in Comments which it filed August 2, 1984. NSP proposed that the
words “approved by” be substituted for the words “filed with”.

The Commission stated:
The Commission disagrees. The purpose of the state-wide contract is
to encourage cogeneration and small power production. The
Commission finds that the delay in requiring prior approval of utility
purchase rate schedules followed by Commission scrutiny and
approval insures that the rates will be consistent with the rules. ...

The ALJ agreed with the Commission, writing:
Northern States Power Company suggests that the phrase ‘approved
by’ be substituted for the phrase ‘filed with’ in the second line of this
portion of the Agreement section. The result of the amendment
would be to require prior approval by the Commission of the utility
purchase rate schedule. The Administrative Law Judge rejects the
comment of NSP since the purpose of the rules is to encourage
cogeneration and small power production. The delay in requiring
prior approval of utility purchase rate schedules would discourage
cogeneration and small power production by possibly introducing a
substantial time delay prior to required purchase. Qualifying facilities
should not be required to wait for the Commission to complete its
examination of the rate schedule before the utility is required to
purchase its output. The filing of the schedules followed by
Commission scrutiny and approval ensures that the rates will be
consistent with the rules.

The Commission concludes based on its Comments and the ALJ’s findings
that no further modification need be made to this part of the contract.’

As a result, for the last 30 years, the Company has been following the Commission’s
established process of annually submitting proposed tariff revisions with the
Commission, and then filing the revised tariff sheets in its tariff book if no comments
are received or Commission action is not taken after a 60 day comment period. This
has resulted in the authorized and approved annual changes to the kWh rates in the
Section 9 tariff including occasional changes to the monthly metering rates. Given

3 October 1984 Order, at 31-32 (emphasis in original).
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the above, we note the contemporaneous construction of a statute by an
administrative agency should not be lightly overturned or disregarded where the
construction has been acted upon for many years. U.S. ». State of Minnesota, 113 F.2d
770, 774 (8" Cir. 1940). Also, long-term acquiescence in the practical construction
placed upon a statute by an administrative official is entitled to great weight in the
construction thereof. City of St. Panl v. Hall, 239 Minn. 378, 381-382, 58 N.W.2d 761,
763 (Minn. 1953).

D. Other Commission Orders

As previously noted, the Section 9 tariff has been revised and updated several times
over the past years. These updates included general revisions in a 2005 electric rate
case, and the addition of new customer offerings such as the Company’s
Solar*Rewards and Solar*Rewards Community programs.

In our 2006-test year rate case Docket No. E002/GR-05-1428 (In the Matter of the
Application of Northern States Power Company d/ b/ a for Authority to Increase Rates for Electric
Service in Minnesota,) the Company proposed tariff sheets which included the entirety of
the Section 9 tariff, including the metering rates in that tariff. This was part of the
process of moving these tariff provisions from Rate Book No. 1 to Rate Book No. 2.
Following the Commission’s September 1, 2006 Order, the Company submitted on
November 20, 2006, a compliance filing that included the entirety of the Section 9
tariff as it was originally proposed. The Department, on December 20, 2000, filed
comments on this compliance filing, and other than seven points it raised not
pertinent to the current discussion, it approved the the Company’s compliance filing.

Since that time, the Commission has affirmatively approved the Section 9 metering
charge in conjunction with new customer offerings. The Commission, in its February
16, 2010 Order in Docket No. 09-1167 (In the Matter of the Petition of Northern States
Power Company, a Minnesota Corporation, for Approval of a Solar*Rewards Contract Tariff)
approved the first generation Solar*Rewards program, including the tariff provisions
in Section 9, Sheet 14, which affirmatively have the customer paying the monthly
metering charge as set forth in the Section 9 tariff. The tariff provisions on this sheet
note the fluctuating nature of these rates, stating:

“The rates, terms and conditions for sales and purchases of electricity may be changed over the
time this Contract is in force, due to actions of the Company or of the Commission, and
Customer and Company agree that sales and purchases will be made under the rates in effect
each month during the time this Contract is in force. .. The metering charge may be changed
over the time this Contract is in_force, due to actions of the Company or of the Commission,
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and Customer and Company agree that the metering charge will be under the rates in effect
each month during the time this Contract is in _force.”’

The current Section 9 tariff monthly metering charges have not changed since the
February 18, 2010 Order.

The Company then proposed and the Commission approved, in its July 23, 2014
Order in Docket No. E002/M-13-1015 (In the Matter of Xcel Energy’s Application for
Approval of Solar*Rewards Tariffs) the second generation of its Solar*Rewards incentive
program. The approved tariff in that Order includes Section 9, Sheet 34, which also
affirmatively has the customer paying the monthly metering charge as set forth in the
Section 9 tariff, with similar language as found on Sheet 14 as referenced above.

In its September 17, 2014 Otrder in Docket No. E002/M-13-867 (In the Matter of the
Petition of Northern States Power Company, dba Xcel Energy, for Approval of Its Proposed
Community Solar Garden Program) the Commission approved the Solar*Rewards
Community program, which is part of the Section 9 tariff. The Solar*Rewards
Community program tariff includes metering charges on Sheet 75 which mirror the
monthly metering charges on Sheet 4 of the Section 9 tariff.

II1. Minnesota Statutes and Rules

A. Minn. Stat. 216B.164, Subd. 3 (b) and 2015 legislation amending the statute
does not bar a monthly metering charge

The 2015 legislation amending the various provisions of Minn. Stat. 216B.164,
subd. 3 does not preclude public utilities from assessing a monthly metering
charge. Indeed, the amended statutory revision made in 2015, as shown in
underlined formatting in the following partial excerpt, does not apply to
investor-owned utilities:

Subd. 3. Purchases; small facilities. (a) This paragraph applies to cooperative electric
associations and municipal utilities. For a qualifying facility having less than 40-
kilowatt capacity, the customer shall be billed for the net energy supplied by the
utility according to the applicable rate schedule for sales to that class of customer. A
cooperative electric association or municipal utility may charge an additional fee to
recover the fixed costs not already paid for by the customer through the customer's
existing billing arrangement. Any additional charge by the utility must be reasonable
and appropriate for that class of customer based on the most recent cost of service
study. The cost of service study must be made available for review by a customer of
the utility upon request. In the case of net input into the utility system by a qualifying
facility having less than 40-kilowatt capacity, compensation to the customer shall be
at a per kilowatt-hour rate determined under paragraph (c) e, (d), or (f).
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(b) This paragraph applies to public utilities. For a qualifying facility having less than
1,000-kilowatt capacity, the customer shall be billed for the net energy supplied by
the utility according to the applicable rate schedule for sales to that class of
customer. In the case of net input into the utility system by a qualifying facility
having: (1) more than 40-kilowatt but less than 1,000-kilowatt capacity,
compensation to the customer shall be at a per kilowatt-hour rate determined under
paragraph (c); or (2) less than 40-kilowatt capacity, compensation to the customer
shall be at a per-kilowatt rate determined under paragraph (c) or (d).

(c) In setting rates, the commission shall consider the fixed distribution costs to the
utility not otherwise accounted for in the basic monthly charge and shall ensure that
the costs charged to the qualifying facility are not discriminatory in relation to the
costs charged to other customers of the utility. The commission shall set the rates for
net input into the utility system based on avoided costs as defined in the Code of
Federal Regulations, title 18, section 292.101, paragraph (b)(6), the factors listed in
Code of Federal Regulations, title 18, section 292.304, and all other relevant factors.

The new statutory language is in a section which clearly states this provision
only applies to rural electric cooperatives and municipal utilities. Furthermore,
the phrase “fixed distribution costs to the utility not otherwise accounted for in the basic
monthly charge” reterenced here applies to the situation where a cooperative or
municipal utilities fixed costs are not being covered by their basic monthly
charge. In such a situation where these costs are not recovered from a QF, the
statute allows the cooperative or municipal utility, upon a sufficient showing, to
impose a charge on a QF to recover these fixed costs. This is different from
recovery of the incremental metering costs due to interconnecting a DG.

B.  Minnesota Rules 7835.4013, Subp. 1, does not bar a monthly metering
charge

Comments by some Parties assert that the Commission’s rules only allow the utility to
charge QF's the rate in the utility retail tariff and therefore other tariff provisions
which have the monthly metering charge are not authorized. However, a full reading
of the pertinent rules suggests otherwise.

Method of billing. The utility must bill the qualifying facility for the energy supplied
by the utility that exceeds the amount of energy supplied by the qualitying facility
during each billing period according to the utility's applicable retail rate schedule.”

4 Minn. R. 7835.4013, Subp. 1.
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The relevant context here is billing for energy supplied by the utility needs to be based on
the retail tariff. The monthly metering charge for QFs, on the other hand, which is
part of the necessary costs for energy supplied by the QF are part of the interconnection
costs for the QF and are not related to the energy supplied by the utility.

C.  The Uniform Statewide Contract provides for a monthly metering charge

Comments by some Parties argue that Section 6 of the Uniform Statewide Contract,
approved in the Commission’s 1984 Order, does not permit the utilities to impose a
charge in addition to the rates contained in the retail tariff. Section 6 of the current
version of the Uniform Statewide Contract is the same today as what had been in
Section 3 of the original Uniform Statewide Contract. This provision is as follows:

The rates for sales and purchases of electricity may change over the time this contract is in force, due
to actions of the Utility or of the Commission, and the QF and the Utility agree that sales and
purchases will be made under the rates in effect each month during the time this contract is in force.

This provision is referring to “rates” for purchases, meaning the tariffed QF rates, not
the retail rates. It is the Section 9 tariff, not the retail tariff, that addresses the sale of
energy by the QF or the purchase of energy by the utility.s

The October 1984 Order made this clear on page 32 when discussing this section by
referring, by way of example, to the “tariffed” “net energy billing rates” and noting
that the net energy billing rates will change annually and other rates are likely to
change periodically. At that time, as shown above, the Company’s Section 9 tariff
sheet for “net energy billing rates” included a monthly metering charge. This, in
conjunction with the other provisions of the October 1984 Order referenced above,
demonstrate that a tariffed DG monthly metering charge is appropriate and is
consistent with the Uniform Statewide Contract. By noting that these rates can
change due to actions of the utility, it was referencing its prior discussion in the same
order that the utility can change the DG tariff rates without first having Commission
approval. This process for changing rates annually only applies to the DG tariff.

Comments by Parties also suggest that Section 12 of the Uniform Statewide Contract
(which is the same as Section 8 of the original version of the contract) does not allow
the imposition of metering charges because they are imposed as part of a monthly
tariffed charge instead of as an amount under this section of the Uniform Statewide
Contract. This provision states:

5 The Commission rules clarify the perspective on “purchases” and “sales”. See, Minn. R. 7835.0100, subps. 18 and
20. A “purchase” is a purchase by the utility from the QF. A “sale” is a sale by the utility to the QF.
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The QF is responsible for the actual, reasonable costs of interconnection which are estimated to be

b . The QF will pay the Utility in this way:

The October 1984 Order, in commenting on this provision on page 36 noted
that % is reasonable and necessary to include only an estimate of such costs in the initial
contract because the actual cost will not be known until the final interconnection is made. The
OF, however, remains responsible for payment of the actual, reasonable cost of
interconnection.”

It is important to note that this provision in Section 12 (former section 8) is not
the only part of the Uniform Statewide Contract which details estimated costs.
In those portions of the Uniform Statewide Contract where the DG customer
selects the purchase and sale rate (Sections 2, 3, 4, and 5 of the current version,
and Section 2 of the original version) all have the exact same clause which
states: “A copy of the presently filed rate schednle is attached to the contract.”” The
monthly metering charge is in this rate schedule which is attached to the
contract; thus, when entering into the contract, the customer is fully informed
of the monthly metering rate. The Section 9 tariff rate schedule on file with the
Commission at the time of this Order included the monthly metering charge.
There is no requirement in the contract that the monthly metering charge be
included in Section 12 when it is also provided as part of an attachment to the
contract consistent with other provisions of the Uniform Statewide Contract.

D. The public policy need for production meters is shown in the
Commission’s 2014 Order

Comments by some Parties assert that a production meter should not be
required. However, the Commission recently reaffirmed the public policy of
requiring a production meter in its January 27, 2014 Order in Docket No.
E002/M-13-642 (In the Matter of Northern States Power Company’s Petition for
Approval of Tariff Modifications Implementing Net Metered Facility Provisions, Standby
Service Exemptions, and Meter Aggregation Pursuant to the 2013 Ommnibus Energy Bill).s
The Commission stated in part as follows:

6 On February 18, 2014, Xcel Energy filed a request for clarification, noting that the requirement for a
production meter was embedded within the proposed tariff sheets to implement expanded net metering at issue
in that docket, but that those tariff sheets on net metering were not approved. The request stated that if
clarification were granted then Xcel Energy would not submit tariff sheets at that time that incorporated the
production meter requirement. The Commission issued an order on April 10, 2014, granting Xcel Energy’s
request. April 10, 2014 Order Clarifying January 27, 2014, Order Approving Certain Tariff Amendments.
Docket No. E002/M-13-642.
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The Department initially recommended that the Commission remove the
requirement for two meters from Xcel’s proposed net-metered facilities contract. In
its reply comments, Xcel stated that the production meter would be necessary for
Xecel to meet reporting requirements to the regional reliability council. At the time of
the Commission meeting, the Department no longer contested the proposed two-
meter requirement in the contract. ...

The Commission will also approve the proposed language for Xcel’s net-metered
facilities contract that relates to the requirement for production meters, to ensure the
utility’s compliance with the reporting requirements of its regional reliability council.

We recognize that current Commission rules have removed what had been
Minn. R. 7835.2700 and the requirement that the QF pay for metering. In
context, the metering referred to in that Rule was information required in the
annual QF report filed by a utility. However, this has no relation to the
metering required by the Midcontinent Independent System Operation (the
regional reliability council referred to above) or other tariff requirements.

Comments by some Parties assert that the Commission’s December 2014
Statement of Need for its revised rules note that production meters are
currently not required except where the customer is enrolled in a utility
incentive program. This may be an interpretation of the Statement of Need
rather than a specific citation. Instead, the reference provided for this assertion
in the Commission’s Statement of Need reads as follows:

Some advisory committee members identified two other issues for further
development: whether to require a production meter at every customer site and
whether to require that the customer's system be sized based on customer
consumption. The proposed rules do not reach these issues, and the statute does not
address them.

The Commission's 2004 interconnection standards set forth generation metering,
monitoring, and reporting requirements, which vary depending on the method of
interconnection and size of the generation system. They do not require a production
meter at every site, and revisiting the Commission's interconnection standards would
appear to be the most appropriate method for further exploring this issue.”

Nothing in this statement addresses whether production meters are needed
under the Section 9 tariff and rules.

7 Docket No. E999/R-13-729, In the Matter of Possible Amendments to Rules Governing Cogeneration and Small
Power Production, Minnesota Rules Chapter 7835, Statement of Need and Reasonableness, December 29, 2014, at
19.

10
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E. The Section 10 tariff does not limit the monthly metering charge in the
Section 9 tariff

Comments by some Parties assert that the standard Section 10 process must be
used to authorize fees and fee structures as set forth in the Section 10 tariff.
The original Uniform Statewide Contract in Section 9 also acts as the
interconnection agreement for systems sized up to 40 kW. In other words, if a
QF customer applied for the A50, A51 or A52 net metering rates in the Section
9 tariff, and it was less than 40 kW, it would not need to also sign the Section
10 interconnection agreement. The Uniform Statewide Contract in Section 9
is the interconnection agreement for systems of this size. This is consistent
with Minn. Stat. § 216B.164, Subd. 6(c) which requires the use of the Uniform
Statewide Contract for interconnections with a QF having less than 40 kW
capacity, and is also consistent with Sheet 136 of the Section 10 tariff which

states that parts of the Section 10 tariff do not apply to generation installations
of 40 kW or less.

With the statutory revision expanding net metering for QF systems up to 1
MW, the interplay between the Section 9 and Section 10 tariffs has come under
review. The Company has set forth its specific recommendations on how the
two should work together in Docket No. E002/M-16-222 (In the Matter of the
Petition of Northern States Power Company for Approval of Tariff Modifications
Implementing Rules on Cogeneration and Small Power Production).s

III. Metering Fees Refund and Retroactive Ratemaking

Comments submitted by some parties argue that Xcel Energy should be
required to refund its monthly metering charges that have been assessed in
accordance with approved tariffs in place for the past 30 years on the basis that
charges are unlawful.

Black letter law? states that “Ultilities are required to file schedules with the
commission ‘showing all rates, tolls, tariffs and charges which it has established

£ Minn. Stat. § 216B.05, subd. 1.... Filings made with the commission by
utilities ‘continue in force until amended by the public utility or until changed

8 See, Petition in Docket No. E002/M-16-222, at p. 13.
9 In common law legal systems, black letter laws are the well-established technical legal rules that are no longer
subject to reasonable dispute.

11
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by the commission ***.” Minn. Stat. § 216B.09, subd. 3....” A filed tariff is ““an
inherent part of the lawful rate changed to consumers.”10

The proposals for refunds would amount to retroactive ratemaking. However,

“Retroactive ratemaking is expressly forbidden by statute.”1t Minn. Stat.
216B.23, subd. 1, so provides:

Whenever upon an investigation made under the provisions of Laws 1974, chapter
429, the commission shall find rates, tolls, charges, schedules or joint rates to be
unjust, unreasonable, insufficient, or unjustly discriminatory or preferential or
otherwise unreasonable or unlawful, the commission shall determine and by order fix
reasonable rates, tolls, charges, schedules, or joint rates to be imposed, observed, and
tollowed #n the future in lieu of those found to be unreasonable or unlawful. (ezzphasis

added)

The statute was amended, effective May 20, 2009, to keep the above provision,
but also added the following new provision addressing refunds:

Subd. 1a. Authority to issue refund. (a) On determining that a public utility has
charged a rate in violation of this chapter, a commission rule, or a commission order,
the commission, after conducting a proceeding, may require the public utility to
refund to its customers, in a manner approved by the commission, any revenues the
commission finds were collected as a result of the unlawful conduct. Any refund
authorized by this section is permitted in addition to any remedies authorized by
section 216B.16 or any other law governing rates. Exercising authority under this
section does not preclude the commission from pursuing penalties under sections
216B.57 to 216B.61 for the same conduct.

(b) This section must not be construed as allowing:
(1) retroactive ratemaking;
(2) refunds based on claims that prior or current approved rates have been

unjust, unreasonable, unreasonably preferential, discriminatory, insufficient,
inequitable, or inconsistent in application to a class of customers; or

10 Northern States Power Company v. City of Oakdale, 588 N.W.2d 534, 537-538 (Minn. App. 1999), citing,
Computer Tool & Eng’g, Inc., v. Northern States Power Co., 453 N.W.2d 569, 573 (Minn. App. 1990).

11 In re Minnesota Power for Approval, Minn. Ct. Appeals, Nos. C2-00-456, C4-00-457, December 19, 2000,
unpublished, 2000 WL 1847621, at p. 4, also available at:
https://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?g=cache:h8rMnDYOXRY J:https://mn.gov/law-library-
stat/archive/ctapun/0012/456.htm+&cd=1&hl=en&ct=cInk&gl=us. See also, Peoples Natural Gas Co. v. Minnesota
Public Utilities Commission, 369 N.W.2d 530 at 533 (Minn. 1985), “[T]he Public Utility Act expressly prohibits
retroactive ratemaking.”

12
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(3) refunds based on claims that approved rates have not encouraged energy
conservation or renewable energy use, or have not furthered the goals of
section 216B.164, 216B.241, or 216C.05.

(c) A refund under this subdivision does not apply to revenues collected more than
six years before the date of the notice of the commission proceeding required under
this subdivision.

Accordingly, this statute provides for refunds only in those instances where all
of the following have been met:

A rate in violation of this chapter, a commission rule, or a commission order;

. Revenues were collected as a result of unlawful conduct;

3. The Commission issues a notice for a proceeding to address the refund issue, and
makes a determination in that proceeding showing a refund is appropriate; and,

4. No refund can be ordered for revenues collected more than six years before the

date of the notice of the commission proceeding.

N —

Given that the Company’s Section 9 tariff metering charges have been properly
established and lawfully collected, there is no basis under this statute for the
Commission to issue a notice for a proceeding to address a refund. As shown
above, any revenues collected were pursuant to our propetly filed tariffs, and a
filed tariff is an “inherent part of the lawful rate charged to consumers, from
which neither the utility nor the customer may depart.”2 Where we have
properly filed a tariff, and charged the tariff rate, there has been no unlawful
conduct and no valid reasoning to order a refund. In fact, it would have been
unlawful for the Company not to have charged the tariffed rate. If a refund was
ordered for the Company’s Section 9 metering charges, it would amount to
engaging in the prohibited practice of retroactive ratemaking. As noted by the
Commission in 2011, its authority is to “prospectively regulate” rates and that it
will “adjust rates according to its own investigations and judgment.”13

Dated: June 6, 2016

Northern States Power Company

12 Computer Tool, 453 N.W.2d at 573.
13 In the Matter of a Petition by Minnesota Power for Approval of a Rider for Facilities Franchise Fee, Docket No.
E015/M-11-806, October 21, 2011, pp. 4-5

13
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John Farrell jfarrell@ilsr.org Institute for Local Self- 1313 5th St SE #303 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Reliance Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55414
Emma Fazio emma.fazio@stoel.com Stoel Rives LLP 33 South Sixth Street Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Suite 4200 Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55402
Sharon Ferguson sharon.ferguson@state.mn | Department of Commerce |85 7th Place E Ste 500 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
.us Service List _PUC
Saint Paul,
MN
551012198
Kevin T. Fox kfox@kfwlaw.com KEYES, FOX & WIEDMAN, (1580 N. Lincoln St Ste 880 |Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
LLP Service List _PUC
Denver,
CcoO
80203
Nathan Franzen nathan@geronimoenergy.c |Geronimo Energy 7650 Edinborough Way Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
om Suite 725 Service List _PUC
Edina,
MN
55435
Amy Fredregill Amy.S.Fredregill@xcelener | Xcel Energy 414 Nicollet Mall Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
gy.com Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55401
Hal Galvin halgalvin@comcast.net Provectus Energy 1936 Kenwood Parkway Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Development lic Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55405
Elaine Garry egarry@peoplesrec.com Peoples Energy 1775 Lake Shady Ave S Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Cooperative Service List _PUC
Oronoco,
MN
55960-2351
Edward Garvey garveyed@aol.com Residence 32 Lawton St Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Saint Paul,
MN
55102
Allen Gleckner gleckner@fresh-energy.org | Fresh Energy 408 St. Peter Street Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Ste 220 Service List _PUC
Saint Paul,
Minnesota

55102




First Name Last Name Email Company Name Address Delivery Method View Trade Secret Service List Name
Bryan Gower bgower@apx.com APX, Inc. N/A Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Timothy Gulden info@winonarenewableene |Winona Renewable 1449 Ridgewood Dr Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
rgy.com Energy, LLC Service List _PUC
Winona,
MN
55987
Tony Hainault anthony.hainault@co.henn [Hennepin County DES 701 4th Ave S Ste 700 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
epin.mn.us Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55415-1842
Duane Hebert duane.hebert@novelenerg |Novel Energy Solutions 1628 2nd Ave SE Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
y.biz Service List _PUC
Rochester,
MN
55904
John Helmers helmers.john@co.olmsted. |Olmsted County Waste to  |2122 Campus Drive SE Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
mn.us Energy Service List _PUC
Rochester,
MN
55904-4744
Jared Hendricks hendricksj@owatonnautiliti | Owatonna Public Utilities PO Box 800 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
es.com 208 S Walnut Ave Service List _PUC
Owatonna,
MN
55060-2940
Annete Henkel mui@mnutilityinvestors.org | Minnesota Utility Investors |413 Wacouta Street Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
#230 Service List _PUC
St.Paul,
MN
55101
Lynn Hinkle Ihinkle@mnseia.org Minnesota Solar Energy 2512 33rd Ave South #2 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Industries Association Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55406
Jim Horan Jim@MREA.org Minnesota Rural Electric 11640 73rd Ave N Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Association Service List _PUC
Maple Grove,
MN
55369
Ashley Houston 120 Fairway Rd Paper Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official

Chestnut Hill,
MA
24671850

Service List _PUC




First Name Last Name Email Company Name Address Delivery Method View Trade Secret Service List Name
Lori Hoyum Ihoyum@mnpower.com Minnesota Power 30 West Superior Street Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Duluth,
MN
55802
Jan Hubbard jan.hubbard@comcast.net 7730 Mississippi Lane Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Brooklyn Park,
MN
55444
Casey Jacobson cjacobson@bepc.com Basin Electric Power 1717 East Interstate Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Cooperative Avenue Service List _PUC
Bismarck,
ND
58501
John S. Jaffray jjiaffray @jjrpower.com JIR Power 350 Highway 7 Suite 236 | Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Excelsior,
MN
55331
Nate Jones njones@hcpd.com Heartland Consumers PO Box 248 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Power Service List _PUC
Madison,
SD
57042
Michael Kampmeyer mkampmeyer@a-e- AEG Group, LLC 260 Salem Church Road Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
group.com Service List _PUC
Sunfish Lake,
Minnesota
55118
John Kearney jmkearney@MnSEIA.org MnSEIA 2512 33rd Ave S Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55406
Kevin Keene kevin.keene@cummins.co N/A Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
m Service List _PUC
Jack Kegel jkegel@mmua.org MMUA 3025 Harbor Lane N Suite |Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
400 Service List _PUC
Plymouth,
MN
55447-5142
Julie Ketchum N/A Waste Management 20520 Keokuk Ave Paper Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official

Lakeville,
MN
55044

Service List _PUC




First Name Last Name Email Company Name Address Delivery Method View Trade Secret Service List Name
Madeleine Klein mklein@socoreenergy.com | SoCore Energy 225 W Hubbard Street Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Suite 200 Service List _PUC
Chicago,
IL
60654
Brad Klein bklein@elpc.org Environmental Law & 35 E. Wacker Drive, Suite |Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Policy Center 1600 Service List _PUC
Suite 1600
Chicago,
IL
60601
John Kluempke jwkluempke@winlectric.co |Elk River Winlectric 12777 Meadowvale Rd Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
m Service List _PUC
Elk River,
MN
55330
Jon Kramer jk2surf@aol.com Sundial Solar 4708 york ave. S Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55410
Michael Krause michaelkrause61@yahoo.c |Kandiyo Consulting, LLC 433 S 7th Street Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
om Suite 2025 Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
Minnesota
55415
Jeffrey L. Landsman jlandsman@wheelerlaw.co |Wheeler, Van Sickle & 44 E. Mifflin Street, 10th Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
m Anderson, S.C. Floor Service List _PUC
Madison,
Wi
53703
Harold LeVander, Jr. hlevander@felhaber.com |Felhaber, Larson, Fenton & | Suite 2100 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Vogt, P.A. 444 Cedar Street Service List _PUC
St. Paul,
MN
551012136
Dean Leischow dean@sunriseenergyventur | Sunrise Energy Ventures 601 Carlson Parkway, Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
es.com Suite 1050 Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55305
Deborah Fohr Levchak N/A Basin Electric Power 1717 East Interstate Paper Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official

Cooperative

Avenue

Bismarck,
ND
585030564

Service List _PUC
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John Lindell agorud.ecf@ag.state.mn.us | Office of the Attorney 1400 BRM Tower Electronic Service Yes OFF_SL_15-755_Official
General-RUD 445 Minnesota St Service List _PUC
St. Paul,
MN
551012130
Phillip Lipetsky greenenergyproductslic@g |Green Energy Products PO Box 108 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
mail.com Service List _PUC
Springfield,
MN
56087
Rebecca Lundberg rebecca.lundberg@powerfu | Powerfully Green 11451 Oregon Ave N Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
llygreen.com Service List _PUC
Champlin,
MN
55316
Erica McConnell mcconnell@smwlaw.com [ Shute, Mihaly & 396 Hayes St Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Weinberger LLP Service List _PUC
San Francisco,
California
94102-4421
Sara G McGrane smcgrane@felhaber.com |Felhaber Larson 220 S 6th St Ste 2200 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55420
Dave McNary David.McNary@hennepin.u | Hennepin County DES 701 Fourth Ave S Ste 700 |Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
s Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55415-1842
John McWilliams jmm@dairynet.com Dairyland Power 3200 East Ave SPO Box Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Cooperative 817 Service List _PUC
La Crosse,
Wi
54601-7227
Thomas Melone Thomas.Melone@AllcoUS. |Minnesota Go Solar LLC 222 South 9th Street Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
com Suite 1600 Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
Minnesota
55120
Alan Miller N/A 2210 20th St NE Paper Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Stewartville,
MN
55976
Stacy Miller stacy.miller@state.mn.us [Department of Commerce |State Energy Office Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official

85 7th Place East, Suite

500
St. Paul,
MN
55101

Service List _PUC
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David Moe momentums@aol.com 2825 28th Ave S Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55406
Darrick Moe darrick@mrea.org Minnesota Rural Electric 11640 73rd Avenue North | Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Association Service List _PUC
Maple Grove,
MN
55369
David Moeller dmoeller@allete.com Minnesota Power 30 W Superior St Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Duluth,
MN
558022093
Dalene Monsebroten dalene@mncable.net Northern Municipal Power |123 2nd St W Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Agency Service List _PUC
Thief River Falls,
MN
56701
Andrew Moratzka andrew.moratzka@stoel.co | Stoel Rives LLP 33 South Sixth St Ste 4200 |Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
m Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55402
Martin Morud mmorud@trunorthsolar.co |Tru North Solar 5115 45th Ave S Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
m Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55417
Ben Nelson CMMPA 459 South Grove Street Paper Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Blue Earth,
MN
56013
David W. Niles david.niles@avantenergy.c |Minnesota Municipal Power | Suite 300 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
om Agency 200 South Sixth Street| Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55402
will Nissen nissen@fresh-energy.org  |Fresh Energy 408 St. Peter Street Ste Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
220 Service List _PUC
Saint Paul,
MN
55102
Michael Noble noble@fresh-energy.org Fresh Energy Hamm Bldg., Suite 220 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official

408 St. Peter Street
St. Paul,

MN

55102

Service List _PUC
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Rolf Nordstrom rnordstrom@gpisd.net Great Plains Institute 2801 21ST AVE S STE 220 | Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55407-1229
Samantha Norris samanthanorris@alliantene | Interstate Power and Light |200 1st Street SE PO Box |Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
rgy.com Company 351 Service List _PUC
Cedar Rapids,
1A
524060351
Jeff O'Neill jeff.oneill@ci.monticello.mn | City of Monticello 505 Walnut Street Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
.us Suite 1 Service List _PUC
Monticelllo,
Minnesota
55362
Russell Olson rolson@hcpd.com Heartland Consumers PO Box 248 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Power District Service List _PUC
Madison,
SD
570420248
Dan Patry dpatry@sunedison.com SunEdison 600 Clipper Drive Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Belmont,
CA
94002
Jeffrey C Paulson jeff.jcplaw@comcast.net Paulson Law Office, Ltd. 7301 Ohms Ln Ste 325 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Edina,
MN
55439
John Pendray john.pendray@cummins.co N/A Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
m Service List _PUC
Mary Beth Peranteau mperanteau@wheelerlaw.c | Wheeler Van Sickle & 44 E. Mifflin Street, 10th Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
om Anderson SC Floor Service List _PUC
Madison,
Wi
53703
Donna Pickard dpickardgsss@gmail.com | Citizen 1215 Lilac Lane Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Excelsior,
MN
55331
David G. Prazak dprazak@otpco.com Otter Tail Power Company |P.O. Box 496 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
215 South Cascade Stfeet Service List _PUC
Fergus Falls,
MN
565380496
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Gayle Prest gayle.prest@minneapolism | City of Mpls Sustainability |350 South 5th St, #315 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
n.gov Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55415
Mark Rathbun mrathbun@grenergy.com |Great River Energy 12300 EIm Creek Blvd Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Maple Grove,
MN
55369
Michael Reinertson michael.reinertson@avante | Avant Energy 220 S. Sixth St. Ste 1300 | Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
nergy.com Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
Minnesota
55402
John C. Reinhardt Laura A. Reinhardt 3552 26Th Avenue South |Paper Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55406
Kevin Reuther kreuther@mncenter.org MN Center for 26 E Exchange St, Ste 206 |Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Environmental Advocacy Service List _PUC
St. Paul,
MN
551011667
Craig Rustad crustad@minnkota.com Minnkota Power 1822 Mill Road Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
PO Box 13200 Service List _PUC
Grand Forks,
ND
582083200
Robert K. Sahr bsahr@eastriver.coop East River Electric Power |P.O. Box 227 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Cooperative Service List _PUC
Madison,
SD
57042
Richard Savelkoul rsavelkoul@martinsquires.c | Martin & Squires, P.A. 332 Minnesota Street Ste | Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
om W2750 Service List _PUC
St. Paul,
MN
55101
Larry L. Schedin Larry@LLSResources.com |LLS Resources, LLC 332 Minnesota St, Ste Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
W1390 Service List _PUC
St. Paul,
MN
55101
Kenric Scheevel kjs@dairynet.com Dairyland Power 3200 East Avenue South Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Cooperative PO Box 817 Service List _PUC
La Crosse,
Wisconsin
54602
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Christopher Schoenherr cp.schoenherr@smmpa.or | SMMPA 500 First Ave SW Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
g Service List _PUC
Rochester,
MN
55902-3303
Dean Sedgwick N/A Itasca Power Company PO Box 457 Paper Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Bigfork,
MN
56628-0457
David Shaffer shaff081@gmail.com Minnesota Solar Energy 2952 Beechwood Ave Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Industries Project Service List _PUC
Wayzata,
MN
55391
Doug Shoemaker dougs@mnRenewables.or |MRES 2928 5th Ave S Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
g Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
55408
Mrg Simon mrgsimon@mrenergy.com | Missouri River Energy 3724 W. Avera Drive Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Services P.O. Box 88920 Service List _PUC
Sioux Falls,
SD
571098920
Trevor Smith trevor.smith@avantenergy. |Avant Energy, Inc. 220 South Sixth Street Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
com Suite 1300 Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
Minnesota
55402
Beth H. Soholt bsoholt@windonthewires.or | Wind on the Wires 570 Asbury Street Suite Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
g 201 Service List _PUC
St. Paul,
MN
55104
Cary Stephenson cStephenson@otpco.com |Otter Tail Power Company |215 South Cascade Street |Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Fergus Falls,
MN
56537
Eric Swanson eswanson@winthrop.com | Winthrop Weinstine 225 S 6th St Ste 3500 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Capella Tower Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
554024629
Thomas P. Sweeney Il tom.sweeney@easycleane |Clean Energy Collective P O Box 1828 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
nergy.com Service List _PUC
Boulder,
CcO
80306-1828
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Steve Thompson stevet@cmmpa.org Central Minnesota 459 S Grove St Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Municipal Power Agency Service List _PUC
Blue Earth,
MN
56013-2629
SaGonna Thompson Regulatory.records@xcele |Xcel Energy 414 Nicollet Mall FL 7 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
nergy.com Service List _PUC
Minneapolis,
MN
554011993
Pat Treseler pat.jcplaw@comcast.net Paulson Law Office LTD Suite 325 Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
7301 Ohms Lane Service List _PUC
Edina,
MN
55439
Sam Villella sdvillella@gmail.com 10534 Alamo Street NE Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Service List _PUC
Blaine,
MN
55449
Roger Warehime warehimer@owatonnautiliti | Owatonna Public Utilities 208 South WalnutPO Box | Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
es.com 800 Service List _PUC
Owatonna,
MN
55060
Paul White paul.white@prcwind.com Project Resources 618 2nd Ave SE Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Corp./Tamarac Line Service List _PUC
LLC/Ridgewind Minneapolis,
MN
55414
Jason Willett jason.willett@metc.state.m |Metropolitan Council 390 Robert St N Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
n.us Service List _PUC
Saint Paul,
MN
55101-1805
Daniel Williams DanWilliams.mg@gmail.co |Powerfully Green 11451 Oregon Avenue N Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
m Service List _PUC
Champlin,
MN
55316
Randi Winter rwinter@felhaber.com Felhaber Larson Felhaber Larson Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
220 South Sixth Street| Service List _PUC
Suite 2200
Minneapolis,
MN
55402
Cam Winton cwinton@mnchamber.com | Minnesota Chamber of 400 Robert Street North Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Commerce Suite 1500 Service List _PUC
St. Paul,
Minnesota
55101
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Robyn Woeste robynwoeste@alliantenerg |Interstate Power and Light |200 First St SE Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official
y.com Company Service List _PUC
Cedar Rapids,
1A
52401
Daniel P Wolf dan.wolf@state.mn.us Public Utilities Commission |121 7th Place East Electronic Service Yes OFF_SL_15-755_Official
Suite 350 Service List _PUC
St. Paul,
MN
551012147
Thomas J. Zaremba TZaremba@wheelerlaw.co |WHEELER, VAN SICKLE |44 E. Mifflin Street, 10th Electronic Service No OFF_SL_15-755_Official

m

& ANDERSON

Floor

Madison,
WI
53703

Service List _PUC
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