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Dear Mr. Wolf: 
 
Attached are the comments of the Minnesota Department of Commerce, Division of Energy Resources 
(Department) in the following matter: 
 

In the Matter of the Petition of Northern States Power Company, doing business as Xcel Energy, for 
Approval of a Gas Utilities Infrastructure Cost Rider True-up Report for 2019, Revenue Requirements for 
2020, and Revised Adjustment Factors (Petition). 

 
The Petition was filed on October 25, 2019 by: 
 

Lisa Peterson 
Manager, Regulatory Analysis 
Xcel Energy 
414 Nicollet Mall, 401-7th Floor 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55401 

 
The Department recommends that the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission continue to allow Xcel to recover 
eligible project costs in its GUIC Rider, with modifications.  The Department also recommends that Xcel provide 
additional information in Reply Comments. 
 
The Department is available to answer any questions that the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission may have. 
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/s/ DOROTHY MORRISSEY /s/ DANIELLE WINNER 
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Comments of the Minnesota Department of Commerce 
Division of Energy Resources 

 
Docket No. G002/M-19-664 

 
 
I. BACKGROUND 
 
The Gas Utility Infrastructure Cost (GUIC) Recovery Rider was established under Minn. Stat. § 
216B.1635.  It allows natural gas utilities to commence recovery of certain qualifying projects between 
general rate cases.  Eligible projects can constitute either replacement or modification of existing 
natural gas facilities, and also can include non-capital expenses such as surveys and assessments.  
However, to be eligible for recovery through the GUIC Rider, project expenses must meet the following 
requirements: 
 

• Project costs must be incremental to costs already recovered in base rates; 
• Projects cannot serve to increase revenues by connecting new customers to the system; and 
• Projects cannot constitute a “betterment” to the system, unless that betterment is required by 

a political subdivision or federal or state agency.   
 

On August 1, 2014, Northern States Power Company, d/b/a Xcel Energy (Xcel, Xcel Gas or the 
Company), filed its inaugural GUIC recovery petition requesting approval to establish a rider (2015 
GUIC Rider).  On January 27, 2015, the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (Commission) issued an 
Order Approving Rider with Modifications in Docket No. G002/M-14-336 (Docket 14-336) approving 
Xcel’s proposed 2015 GUIC Rider and tariff sheets with certain modifications.1  Also in Docket 14-336, 
the Commission granted recovery of previously approved deferred costs2 through the GUIC Rider, 
authorizing a five-year amortization recovery period for the GUIC-qualifying deferred expenditures.3    
 
On October 30, 2015, Xcel Gas filed a petition for approval of a 2016 GUIC Rider, Docket No. G002/M-
15-808 (Docket 15-808), which included the 2016 GUIC revenue requirement and a prior period true-
up.  On August 18, 2016, the Commission issued its Order requiring an updated report, approving rider 
recovery, and requiring metrics to evaluate GUIC expenditures.4   

 

1 Attachment B of Xcel Energy’s February 6, 2015 compliance filing in Docket 14-336 shows a $14.7 million revenue 
requirement for 2015.  The final 2015 recovery rate was designed to recover the revenue requirement over an 11-month 
period, February 2015 – December 2015. 
2 Docket No. G002/M-10-422 (Minnesota Office of Pipeline Safety’s required sewer and gas line conflict remediation 
project) and Docket No. G002/M-12-248 (Xcel’s Transmission- and Distribution- Integrity Management Program initiatives). 
3 In the Matter of the Petition of Northern States Power Company, d/b/a Xcel Energy, for Approval of a Gas Utility 
Infrastructure Cost Rider, Docket No. G002/M-14-336, Order Approving Rider With Modifications (January 27, 2015), p. 8. 
4Attachment B of Xcel Energy’s August 29, 2016 compliance filing in Docket 15-808 shows a $15.6 million revenue 
requirement for 2016.  The final 2016 recovery rate was designed to recover the revenue requirement over a 15-month 
period, January 2016 – March 2017.  

https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/edockets/searchDocuments.do?method=showPoup&documentId=%7bE98B8807-6A0A-4DCC-A6A8-C40F63CB8693%7d&documentTitle=20152-107110-01
https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/edockets/searchDocuments.do?method=showPoup&documentId=%7b21498035-95E5-4D58-9248-189E08562887%7d&documentTitle=20168-124447-01
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On November 1, 2016, in Docket No. G002/M-16-891 (Docket 16-891), Xcel requested approval of a 
2017 GUIC Rider to recover the 2017 revenue requirements and its prior-year (2016) true up (2017 
GUIC Rider).  On February 8, 2018, the Commission issued its Order Approving Rider with 
Modifications.5  The Commission authorized a 12-month recovery period effective no sooner than 
January 1, 2018. 
 
On November 1, 2017, in Docket No. G002/M-17-787 (Docket 17-787), Xcel filed its 2018 GUIC Rider in 
which the Company requested approval of a 2018 GUIC Rider to recovery its revenue requirements for 
2018 and its prior year (2017) true up (2018 GUIC Rider).6   On August 12, 2019, the Commission issued 
its Order Authorizing Rider Recovery and Setting Reporting Requirements.  The Commission authorized 
a 12-month recovery period effective the month following the Order’s date. 
 
On November 1, 2018, in Docket No. G002/M-18-692 (Docket 18-692), Xcel requested approval of a 
2019 GUIC Rider to recover the 2019 revenue requirement and its prior year (2018) true up (2019 GUIC 
Rider).  On January 9, 2020, the Commission issued its Order Authorizing Rider Recovery with 
Modifications.   The Commission authorized a 12-month recovery period, effective March 1, 2020, as 
proposed by Xcel. 
 
On October 25, 2019, Xcel filed this current Petition for approval of its revenue requirements for 2020, 
and its 2019 true up report (2020 GUIC Rider).  On November 22, 2019, the Commission granted the 
Department’s six-month extension request, and on May 12, 2020, the Commission granted the 
Department’s second six-month extension request. 
 
II. PETITION SUMMARY 
 

A. PROPOSED RATE FACTORS 
 

Xcel proposed to recover from ratepayers a total annual amount of $21.3 million, assign the 2020 GUIC 
Rider total revenue requirements to its various customer classes in the same manner as revenue 
responsibilities were apportioned in its most recent natural gas rate case,7 consistent with the 
Commission’s 2015-2019 GUIC Rider Orders.  As proposed, the 2020 GUIC Rider’s impact on the 
average residential customer’s bill would be an approximate $2.74 charge per month.8  To update 
these bill impacts and reflect that Xcel’s natural gas customers tend to use more natural gas in the 
winter, the Department provides the following Tables, which show the bill impact by class both 
annually and based on Xcel’s weather-normalized sales in December, 2019, which is the most recent 
information available: 
 

 

5 Attachment B of Xcel Energy’s February 20, 2018 compliance filing in Docket 16-891 shows a $20.1 million revenue 
requirement for 2017.  The final 2017 recovery rate was designed to recover the revenue requirement over a 12-month 
period, March 2018 – February 2019. 
6 Because the 2017 GUIC Rider recovery had not yet been approved at the time of Docket 17-787 filing, the prior-year 
(2017) true-up report was not available. 
7 Docket No. G002/GR-09-1153. 
8 Petition, p. 33.  Xcel appears to estimate that the average residential customer consumes approximately 74 therms of gas 
per month.  $2.74 = 73.78 therms * $0.037138 per therm.   

https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/edockets/searchDocuments.do?method=showPoup&documentId=%7b21498035-95E5-4D58-9248-189E08562887%7d&documentTitle=20168-124447-01
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Department Table 1. Annual Bill Impacts 
 

Class 
Annual Sales 

(Dkt)* 
Actual 

Customers* 
Use/Customer 

(Dkt) 
Rate 

(therm) 
Annual Bill 

Impact 

Residential with Heating 38,021,281 428,483 
                    

88.73  $0.037138   $           32.95  

Commercial 22,256,761 35,182 
                  

632.61  $0.019301   $        122.10  

Industrial and Mining 3,069,408 137 
            

22,336.50  $0.014657   $     3,273.86  

Small Interruptible 10,829,344 346 
            

31,336.42  $0.011864   $     3,717.75  

Transportation 51,361,731 24 
      

2,140,072.13  $0.003425   $  73,297.47  
*Source:  G,E999/PR-20-4, Xcel's annual weather-normalized sales, Tabs 36, 37 

 
 

Department Table 2. December Bill Impacts 
 

Class 
December 

Sales (Dkt)* 
Actual 

Customers* 
Use/Customer 

(Dkt) 
Rate 

(therm) 
December 
Bill Impact 

Residential with Heating 6,461,703 430,767            15.00  $0.037138   $          5.57  

Commercial 3,782,369 35,374 
                    

106.93  $0.019301   $        20.64  

Industrial and Mining 365,370 137 
                

2,658.85  $0.014657   $     389.71  

Small Interruptible 1,354,433 336 
                

4,031.05  $0.011864   $     478.24  

Transportation 4,457,591 24 
           

185,732.96  $0.003425   $  6,361.35  
*Source:  G,E999/PR-20-4, Xcel's December weather-normalized sales, Tabs 36, 37  

 
 
Further details of Xcel’s proposed billing factors, presuming use of Xcel’s sales forecast, for each 
customer class are provided on page 33 of Xcel’s Petition (Xcel Table 7) and are compared to the 
current 2019 GUIC factors in Department Table 3 below: 
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Department Table 3. Xcel’s Current (2019) and Proposed (2020) GUIC Rate Factors 
 

GUIC Rider Charge per therm 
 2019 Factors    

Dkt 18-692 
2020 Proposed 

Residential $0.036654 $0.037138 
Commercial Firm $0.019680 $0.019301 
Commercial Demand Billed $0.014813 $0.014657 
Interruptible $0.010632 $0.011864 
Transportation $0.001528 $0.003425 

 
The Department notes that the 2020 proposed factors in the above table represent Xcel’s calculations 
at the time of filing; in Xcel’s compliance filing in this docket, these figures will be changed to reflect 
updated calculation inputs. 
 

B. PROPOSED REVENUE REQUIREMENT 
 

As noted above, Xcel Gas requested recovery of its $21.3 million proposed 2020 GUIC revenue 
requirement over a 12-month period through a rider rate effective March 1, 2021.9  The proposed 
revenue requirement includes recovery of capital property taxes, current and deferred taxes, and book 
depreciation.   Xcel calculated its requested $21.3 million revenue requirement using the Company’s 
proposed return on equity (ROE) of 9.04 percent, the same ROE that the Commission has approved in 
Xcel’s prior GUIC petitions.10   
 
The proposed 2020 GUIC rider revenue requirement equates to approximately 13.4 percent of the 
$159.10 million total base rate revenues approved in Xcel Gas’s previous general rate case (Docket No. 
G002/GR-09-1153).11  For comparison purposes, the rate increase that Xcel requests in this proceeding 
is over $5 million more than Xcel requested in its prior rate case and nearly twice the amount that the 
Commission awarded to Xcel in that case.12  Xcel estimates that the 2020 GUIC Rider request composes 
approximately 4.4 percent of the customers’ total bill charges in 2020.    
 
A summary of Xcel Gas’s proposed 2020 revenue requirement (from Petition, page 29) is included 
below: 
  

 

9 Petition, pp. 1, 29.  The Company’s proposed $21.3 million revenue requirement for 2020 assumes no GUIC tracker 
carryover balance from prior years. 
10 Petition, p. 36. 
11 Petition, p.31.  The $159.10 million excludes gas costs, transportation charges and other operating income.  Prior and 
future years estimated GUIC revenue requirements are summarized in Attachment L of the Petition. 
12 Xcel requested an increase of $16.22 million and the Commission granted $7.291 million. 
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Department Table 4. Xcel Gas’s Proposed 2020 Gas Utility Infrastructure Revenue Requirements 

 
 
Xcel Gas’s requested GUIC revenue requirement reflects cost recovery of its ongoing Transmission 
Integrity Management Program (TIMP) and Distribution Integrity Management Program (DIMP) project 
initiatives.  There are no new TIMP or DIMP project initiatives for 2020.  
 
The 2020 revenue requirement included offsets to the GUIC Rider (labeled “GUIC Retirement Revenue 
Credits,” “O&M Recovery in Base Rates,” and “Regulatory Treatment”), as well as a carryover from the 
2019 tracker balance (“True-up Carryover”).  However, the 2020 revenue requirement does not include 
two previously approved deferred cost requests that were included in 2019, as 2019 marked the final 
year for the amortized recovery of those deferrals.13   The Department discusses these 2020 GUIC 
cost/adjustment categories in the following sections. 
 

1. TRANSMISSION INTEGRITY MANAGEMENT PROGRAM (TIMP) 
 
Integrity management programs were introduced pursuant to the Pipeline Safety Improvement Act, 
passed by the U.S. Congress in 2002, which directed the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) to 
promulgate rules to address gas transmission pipelines.  Xcel established its TIMP to comply with 
federal regulations.14  A TIMP is a prescriptive risk-based program and its goal is to assess the health 
and condition of a utility’s gas transmission assets, and evaluate and prioritize repairs to mitigate the 
risks and threats.15    

 

13 Petition, p. 29.  Deferred costs from 2019 include implementation of the inspection and remediation of sewer/natural gas 
line conflicts approved in Docket No. G002/M-10-422 and costs to comply with gas pipeline safety programs approved in 
Docket No. G002/M-12-248. For more discussion, see page 5 of the Department’s March 4, 2019 Comments in 18-692. 
14 49 C.F.R. § 192, Subpart O. 
15 Petition Attachment C, p. 1. 
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In general, Xcel’s TIMP project activity involves assessing and improving the safety of its gas 
transmission system, which consists of approximately 75 miles of pipeline in the state of Minnesota.16  
Xcel’s current designated TIMP project initiatives include:   
 

• Transmission Pipeline Assessments, including in-line inspections (ILI), pressure tests, and direct 
assessment; 

• Automatic Shutoff Valves (ASV) and Remote Controlled Shutoff Valves (RSV), allows more 
expedient gas shutoff in an emergency; and  

• Programmatic Replacement and Maximum Allowable Operating Pressure (MAOP) 
Remediation, a capital-intensive program that strives to meet the requirement to have 
traceable, verifiable, and complete (TVC) records of a pipeline’s MAOP and targets repairs or 
replacement efforts needed on transmission pipelines that have been assessed for asset health 
and condition in prior years. 

 
2. DISTRIBUTION INTEGRITY MANAGEMENT PROGRAM (DIMP) 

 
The Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration (PHMSA) published DIMP rules 
establishing integrity management requirements for gas distribution pipeline systems in 2009.  Xcel 
established its DIMP to comply with these federal regulations.17  A DIMP is intended to help gas 
utilities identify, prioritize, and evaluate risks, implement measures to address risk, and validate the 
integrity of their gas distribution system.   
 
In general, Xcel’s DIMP project activity involves assessing and improving the safety of its distribution 
system located in the state of Minnesota.  Xcel’s current designated DIMP project initiatives include:   
 

• Poor Performing Main and Service Replacement, identify high-risk pipeline segments and 
prioritizing their replacement in concert with city and county road maintenance; and 

• Distribution Pipeline Inspection and Replacement, determine the health and condition of 
medium-sized distribution pipelines. 

 
3. OFFSETS TO GUIC RIDER REVENUE REQUIREMENTS 

 
Per Minn. Stat. § 216B.1635, the GUIC Rider is to recover only costs incremental to those reflected in 
base rates.  Therefore, to achieve only incremental cost recovery through the GUIC rider, base rate 
revenue requirement offsets (i.e., adjustments) are included to account for costs already being 
recovered through existing rates.   
 
Two of the adjustments shown in Department Table 4 above , $(0.7) million and $(0.5) million, reflect  
recoveries included in base rates.  The estimated $(0.7) million adjustment accounts for the capital-
related costs.  Many GUIC projects replace or modify existing natural gas facilities.  This adjustment 
recognizes that the Company’s base rates include recovery of costs associated with those facilities, 
now retired due to GUIC project work.  Xcel will update this impact on the rider revenue requirement   

 

16 Petition, p. 7. 
17 49 C.F.R. § 192, Subpart P. 
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once actual 2019 and 2020 retirements are known.18  Next, the $(0.5) million operating and 
maintenance (O&M) adjustment reflects transmission integrity management expense levels that were 
built into Xcel Gas’s base rates.19  By recognizing the revenue requirement of these cost recoveries 
embedded in the Company’s existing base rates, by adjusting them out from the gross GUIC project 
work revenue requirements, an incremental revenue requirement for the rider is established. 
 
Department Table 4 also shows an adjustment for $(2.1) million for “Regulatory Treatment.”  This 
offset reflects the impact of prior Commission decisions to modify certain cost recoveries through the 
GUIC rider mechanism.    For example, the Commission decided in Xcel’s prior two GUIC petitions to 
remove from rider recovery the internal capitalized overhead costs and also deny recovery of certain 
project cost overruns.20   This  offset estimate is subject to update once year-end asset retirements21 
for 2019 and 2020 are known and for any directives made herein. 
 

4. PRIOR YEAR CARRYOVER BALANCE 
 

The prior year (2019) rider rate and recovery is ongoing and designed to be in effect through February 
2021, with the objective to resolve to no carryover balance.  At the time of the filing, the prior period 
carryover balance was projected to be zero for purposes of the 2020 GUIC rate.  This amount will be 
updated to the actual 2019 rider carryover balance once that value is known and final 2020 rider rates 
are calculated. 
 
III. DEPARTMENT ANALYSIS OVERVIEW 
 

A. STATUTORY BACKGROUND AND FILING REQUIREMENTS 
 
Generally, a public utility may not change its rates without undergoing a general rate case in which the 
Commission comprehensively reviews the utility’s costs and revenues.  However, the Legislature 
created exceptions to this general policy, allowing a utility to implement specific riders with rate-
adjustment mechanisms to expedite recovery of certain costs not reflected in the utility’s current base 
rates. 
 
Minnesota Statute § 216B.1635 allows utilities to seek rider recovery of gas utility infrastructure costs.  
Gas utility infrastructure costs are costs that are not included in the gas utility’s rate base in its most 
recent general rate case, which the utility incurred from gas infrastructure projects involving (1) the 
replacement of natural gas facilities required by road construction or other public work by or on behalf 
of a government agency, and (2) the replacement or modification of existing facilities required by a 
federal or state agency, including incremental costs of surveys, assessments, reassessment, and other  
  

 

18 Petition, pp. 26-27. 
19 These base rate inclusions of $480,000 (rounded to $0.5 million) are summarized in Xcel's petition in Docket No. G002/M-
12-248, pp. 6-7 and 9-10.   
20 Docket Nos. G002/M-17-787 and G002/M-18-692.  Although not provided in these comments, further breakdown of this 
sum is available in Xcel Gas‘s trade secret response to information request DOC IR No. 2, the MS Excel Attachment - GUIC 
Rider Revenue Requirements Model, Tab ”RIS - Reg Treatment.” 
21 Petition, pp. 26-27. 

https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/edockets/searchDocuments.do?method=showPoup&documentId=%7b75BF13A4-ED0B-40C9-8E8A-018F205BDBA7%7d&documentTitle=20123-72777-01
https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/edockets/searchDocuments.do?method=showPoup&documentId=%7b75BF13A4-ED0B-40C9-8E8A-018F205BDBA7%7d&documentTitle=20123-72777-01
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work necessary to determine the need for replacement or modification of existing infrastructure.22  
The Department notes that the Commission interpreted this Statute in its January 27, 2015 Order in 
Docket 14-336 to mean that a gas infrastructure project is eligible for rider recovery under Minn. Stat. 
§ 216B.1635 if either subpart (1) or (2) are satisfied.  Projects that constitute a “betterment” do not 
qualify for rider recovery unless the betterment is “based on” requirements by a political subdivision or 
a federal or state agency.23   
 
A utility seeking approval of a GUIC Rider must file a petition with the Commission detailing the 
projects and costs proposed for recovery.24  The petition for rate recovery is to be of only incremental 
costs.25  The utility must file sufficient information to satisfy the Commission regarding the 
reasonableness of the proposed gas utility infrastructure costs, including, but not limited to, the 
following: 
 

• Project description and scope, estimated costs, and in-service date; 
• The government entity ordering or requiring the project and the purpose for which the project 

is undertaken; 
• A description of the estimated costs and salvage value, if any, associated with the existing 

infrastructure replaced or modified as a result of the project; 
• A comparison of the utility’s estimated costs and the actual costs incurred, including a 

description of the utility’s efforts to ensure that the costs of the facilities are reasonable and 
prudently incurred; 

• Calculations to establish that the rate adjustment is consistent with the terms of the rate 
schedule, including the proposed rate design and an explanation of why the proposed rate 
design is in the public interest; 

• The magnitude and timing of any known future projects that the utility may seek to recover 
under the GUIC statute; 

• The magnitude of the costs in relation to the utility’s base revenue as approved by the 
Commission in the utility’s most recent general rate case, exclusive of gas-purchase costs and 
transportation charges; 

• The magnitude of the costs in relation to the utility’s capital expenditures since its most recent 
general rate case; and 

• The amount of time since the utility last filed a general rate case and the utility’s reasons for 
seeking recovery outside of a general rate case.26 

 
The Commission may approve a GUIC Rider only if the costs proposed for recovery through the rider 
are prudently incurred and achieve gas facility improvements at the lowest reasonable and prudent 
costs to ratepayers.27  Costs eligible for rider recovery include a rate of return, income taxes on the  
  

 

22 Minn. Stat. § 216B.1635, Subd. 1(b), (c). 
23 Minn. Stat. § 216B.1635, Subd. 1(b) (3). 
24 Id., Subd. 2-3. 
25 Id., Subd. 2 
26 Id., Subd. 4. 
27 Id., Subd. 5. 
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rate of return, incremental property taxes, incremental depreciation expense, and any incremental 
operation and maintenance costs.28 
 
Xcel included a compliance matrix for the filing requirements specified in Minn. Stat. § 216B.1635 and 
in prior Commission orders (summarized in Attachment A to its Petition) along with identification of 
specific projects in Attachments such as C, C1, C2, D, D1, D2(a)-D2(b).  
 
The Department concludes that Xcel Gas’s filing reasonably complies with the statutory filing 
requirements. 
 

B. PROJECT ELIGIBILITY 
 

Gas utility infrastructure projects required by road construction or other public work by or on behalf of 
a government agency, or that are required by a federal or state agency are eligible for GUIC Rider 
recovery.29  By Commission Order,30 Xcel is required to disclose in its GUIC petitions the agency, 
regulation or order that requires the Company’s proposed projects.31  Xcel’s Petition includes projects 
previously approved for recovery in earlier GUIC filings and does not propose new projects.   Since the 
projects included in the Petition have already been reviewed by the Commission, and absent new 
information to the contrary, the Department concludes that the projects are eligible for GUIC recovery.   
 
In conjunction with GUIC project activity, Xcel may carry out additional work not otherwise eligible 
under the GUIC statute.  Consistent with the Commission Order in Docket No. G002/M-18-692, the 
Company committed to remove from its final revenue requirement actual cost amounts for any 
additional low-risk work done along with its GUIC-eligible projects.32  The Department appreciates 
Xcel’s commitment to do so.   

 
C. COMMISSION FILING REQUIREMENTS  

 
In various prior GUIC filings, the Commission has directed Xcel to include or refine certain information 
in subsequent filings.  The cumulative petitions’ requirements are summarized by Xcel in a matrix 
included as Attachment A to this petition.33   In our comments, the Department limits its discussion of 
these requirements to those that have not been reasonably satisfied.   
  

 

28 Id., Subds. 2 and 4. 
29 Id., Subd. 1. 
30 Docket No. G002/M-15-808, Order issued August 18, 2016.   
31 Petition, Attachment A, p. 5, Requirement 6. 
32 See Petition Footnote 2, p. 2.  In the Matter Ordering paragraph 7  
33 See DOC Attachment A for Xcel’s amending of Xcel Attachment A matrix in its response to DOC IR No. 7.  Because this 
instant petition predates the issuance of the Commission’s order in the latest GUIC petition, Docket No. G002/M-18-692, 
the Company‘s attached response includes references pertinent to the Commission‘s decisions in that docket in a similar 
matrix format.  

https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/edockets/searchDocuments.do?method=showPoup&documentId=%7b59368174-C3E1-4CFB-9B2F-49ADBBEFAC0C%7d&documentTitle=20168-124227-01
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D. TIMING OF 2020 GUIC RIDER FACTOR IMPLEMENTATION 
 
The Company proposed to implement the 2020 GUIC Rider rate starting March 1, 2021, to recover 
costs over a 12-month period.  The proposed implementation date and recovery period is consistent 
with the timing of the 2019 GUIC rate, thus allows for more stable factors and eliminates the need for 
the proration of ADIT.  The Department is supportive of Xcel’s proposal.   
 
The Department notes that, should the Company file a general rate case petition with a 2021 proposed 
test year, though the general rate case may roll-in the in-service GUIC Rider projects into its proposed 
2021 test year, the 2020 GUIC Rider rates would  still need to be in effect because it is recovering prior 
2020 operating year’s costs.   Further, the Commission may hear and decide this petition in 2020, well 
in advance of proposed rate implementation.  Since the Company will await certain 2020 actual data to 
update its final revenue requirement and rider rate calculations, the Department requests that Xcel file 
a preliminary revenue requirements and rider factor schedules within 10 days of the Commission’s 
order, followed by a final compliance filing, prior to rate factor implementation, once any actual 2020 
input data is known.   Since the GUIC petition has some complexity, a preliminary filing will provide 
parties the opportunity to resolve any discrepancies prior to issuance of final compliance and rate 
factor implementation. 
 

E. ISSUES IDENTIFIED 
 
The Department conducted its review of the Company’s Petition and prior Commission Orders.  The 
Department raises the following issues with Xcel’s proposal which are discussed separately in the next 
section. 
 

1. Sales Forecast 
2. TIMP – Programmatic Replacement And MAOP Remediation 
3. Internal Capitalized Costs 
4. Risk Assessment and Performance Metrics 

 
IV. DEPARTMENT ISSUES 
 

A. SALES FORECAST 
 
In Xcel’s Petition, the Company calculated the final rate factors by dividing each customer class’s 
proposed revenue requirement by its projected gas consumption.  The projected gas consumption for 
each class is based on a sales forecast shown in Attachment Q. 
 
Similarly, in Xcel’s petitions for 2018 and 2019 GUIC Riders, the Company calculated final rate factors 
using a gas sales forecast.  In those proceedings, however, the Department disagreed with Xcel’s 
assumptions about the projected Interdepartmental Transport usage.  Specifically, the Company 
assumed that it would experience reductions in natural gas volumes for this class due to increases in  
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new wind projects, which would in turn decrease natural gas generation.  The Department did not 
support Xcel’s approach of using generalized speculation in the forecast; while such speculation may 
be beneficial in the Company’s internal settings, it is not an appropriate methodology for calculating 
rates.  In both years, the Department instead recommended that the Company base factors on the 
most recent 12 months of actual sales data.  In both years, the Commission supported the 
Department’s recommendation. 
 
The Department notes that the Company bases its current use of forecasted values on the 
Commission’s 2017 GUIC Order Point, as shown in the Company’s Compliance Matrix found in 
Attachment A to the Petition.  This Order Point reads: 
 

The Commission approves a revised sales forecast based on the company’s 
regression model results before monthly sales and demand-side 
management (DSM) adjustments as set forth by the Company in 
Attachment F of its reply comments for the 2017 GUIC rider. 

 
At the time of Xcel’s filing of the instant Petition, the Commission’s 2019 GUIC Order had not yet been 
released.  However, the Commission’s 2018 GUIC Rider Order was available, and required the 
Company to instead use the most recent actual sales data.  The Department recommends that the 
Company update its compliance matrix with the most recent rate factor calculation methodology, and 
provide updated sales figures and rate factors in Reply Comments.   
 

A. TIMP – PROGRAMMATIC REPLACEMENT AND MAOP REMEDIATION 
 
In Xcel’s two most recent GUIC rider petitions (Docket Nos. G002/M-17-787 and M-18-692), the 
Commission limited the return on this TIMP project to the Company’s weighted cost of debt.  The 
Department’s analysis concludes and recommends the same action in this petition.   
 
Federal pipeline safety law on the transportation of natural and other gas, 49 CFR 192.619, effective 
since 1970, prohibits persons from operating segments of steel or plastic pipelines at a pressure that 
exceeds its maximum allowable operating pressure (MAOP).  This same law prescribes how a pipeline’s 
MAOP may be determined.  Natural gas pipeline operators must be able to substantiate that its 
pipeline operating pressures are safe.  Also, effective since 1970, federal laws 49 CFR 192.517 and 
192.603 require that all records regarding MAOP determination must be kept for the useful life of the 
pipeline.34   
 
The National Transportation Safety Board’s investigation of the San Bruno, CA explosion found that the 
operator lacked accurate records to substantiate operating pressure levels,35 and as result, on May 7, 
2012, PHMSA issued an Advisory Bulletin to remind operators of gas and hazardous liquid pipeline  
  

 

34 DOC Attachment B, p. 3 (MAOP 192.619 letter from PHMSA). 
35 https://www.ntsb.gov/safety/safety-recs/recletters/P-10-001.pdf 
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facilities to verify their records relating to operating specifications for MAOP required by 49 CFR 
192.517, as well as inform gas operators what PHMSA considers to be adequate records.36   
 
On October 1, 2019, PHMSA published final rules, effective July 1, 2020, revising certain Federal 
Pipeline Safety Regulations (PSR) to address congressional mandates, National Transportation Safety 
Board (NTSB) recommendations, with the consideration of public input.  Rule revisions relevant to 
MAOP validation were among those adopted.  PHMSA took steps to assure certain finalized provisions 
were not retroactive.  Below is the Department’s summary of rules relevant to MAOP records:  
 

For steel transmission pipelines installed prior to July 2, 2020, if operators have records 
documenting, 

• (1) tests, inspections and material properties applicable at the time the pipe 
was manufactured [49 CFR 192.67(b)],  

• (2) pipe design and the determination of design pressure [49 CFR 
192.127(b)], and  

• (3) the manufacturing standard and pressure rating for components used,  
 
operators must retain such records for the life of the pipeline [49 CFR 192.205(b)];  
 
however, if an operator does not have these records which are necessary to establish the 
MAOP, then the operator may be subject to MAOP reconfirmation requirement, i.e., 49 
CFR 192.624 [49 CFR 192.205(c)] 
 
The MAOP reconfirmation of steel transmission pipelines is required if certain conditions 
are met, which include either (1) the pipeline’s pressure test records are not traceable, 
verifiable and complete, and the pipeline is located in a more densely37 populated area,  
or (2) the pipeline’s MAOP was grandfathered, is in excess of 30 percent of specified 
minimum yield strength (SMYS), and the pipeline is located in a moderate-to-densely38 
populated area, or near prominent roadways.  [49 CFR 19.624] 
 
The MAOP reconfirmation rule specifies six acceptable methods and permits operators  
to complete the required actions over the next 15 years, until July 2, 2035.  These methods 
include: pressure test, pressure reduction (two methods), engineering critical assessment 
(ECA) such as data from an ILI, pipe replacement, or a supported alternative technology 
(such as guided wave ultrasonic testing) [49 CFR 192.624]. 

 
Xcel’s MAOP Project initiative focuses on remediating data gap findings in order to ensure that the 
pipeline’s MAOP can be supported by records.   
  

 

36 https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2012-05-07/pdf/2012-10866.pdf 
37 High consequence area, Class 3 and 4 locations as defined in 49 CFR 192.5    , as well as moderate consequence area 
38 Ibid. as well as moderate consequence area as defined in 49 CFR 191.3. 
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As stated in prior GUIC petitions, the Department understands that MAOP record retention and 
substantiation has been a requirement of pipeline operators since 197039; therefore, because these 
requirements have been in place since 1970, it would seem that unless the Company has not 
conducted tests on its pre-1970 installed pipelines, the Company should have the supporting records.   
 
The Department concluded that inadequate data records is concerning, especially given that data 
records were and continue to be within the control and responsibility of Xcel Gas’s management.  
Having substantiated, objective MAOP records is fundamental to safe pipeline operations, protecting 
not only the liability of the utility and its operators, but the safety of those located near the pipeline 
infrastructure.  To suggest that the pipeline records to establish MAOP levels, prior to PHMSA’s recent 
rule revisions, were not required to be supportable or complete is not reasonable.  For convenience, 
inserted below is the 1970 version of pipeline regulation language on pipeline tests: 
 

§ 192.517 Records.  
Each operator shall make, and retain for the useful life of the pipeline, a record of each test 
performed under §§ 192.505 and 192.507. The record must contain at least the following 
information:  

(a) The operator’s name, the name of the operator’s employee responsible 
for making the test, and the name of any test company used.  
(b) Test medium used.  
(c) Test pressure.  
(d) Test duration.  
(e) Pressure recording charts, or other record of pressure readings.  
(f) Elevation variations, whenever significant for the particular test.  
(g) Leaks and failures noted and their disposition. 

 
Xcel should be held accountable for its responsibility to substantiate by objective data records that its 
pipelines are operated within safe operating pressures.   
 
The Department concludes that Xcel should not be afforded the opportunity to earn a profit for doing 
less than the 1970 law required; to do so otherwise would not be in the public interest.  Therefore, the 
Department recommends that the Commission reaffirm its prior decisions and limit the “return on” 
any approved recovery of MAOP remediation capital costs to no more than the Company’s weighted 
debt cost rate over the life of these capital expenditures.  This recommendation is reasonable because 
it allows Xcel Gas to recover the expenditures made to comply with MAOP substantiation 
requirements; although ratepayers will still restore to Xcel the cost outlays40 made to rectify data gaps, 
this action will not enrich the Company for lacking in its responsibility to retain and keep system 
records in order.   
  

 

39 PHMSA has required since 1970 (49 CFR sections 192.517 and 192.603) that operators retain, for the useful life of the 
pipeline, records regarding the pipeline MAOP determination, including pressure testing.   
40 In Attachment C, page 4, Xcel estimates its 2019 capital expenditures for this TIMP Project to be $26.36 million. 
Attachment C1 to the Petition reports prior years’ 2017 and 2018 capital expenditures amounted to $5.8 million and $7.4 
million, respectively.  Attachment C1(c) reports estimated future expenditures of $32.4 million in 2020.    
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B. INTERNAL CAPITALIZED COSTS 
 
The Commission has generally not allowed recovery of internal capitalized costs outside of rate cases in 
order to avoid double-recovery of costs.  This includes Xcel Gas’s GUIC Rider; the Commission denied 
recovery of certain internal capitalized costs in both the 2018 and 2019 GUIC Riders.   
 
The Department discussed this issue at length in its Comments in both of those dockets,41 noting that a 
primary concern is that a utility could expense its employee internal labor in a rate case, then later 
capitalize that same labor in a rider, thus charging ratepayers for those same internal labor costs twice.  
In base rates, the utility would earn a return of this labor as an operating expenses; in the rider, the 
utility would earn both a return of this labor as a depreciation expense and a return on this rider 
through a return on rate base.  The Department further cited the Commission’s reasoning and 
conclusions regarding internal capitalized costs from a prior Order, including the following quotes: 
 

And the Department is also correct that this docket, like any rider update 
docket, is not an appropriate vehicle for making the exacting factual 
distinctions necessary to identify any internal labor costs not already 
included in base rates.42 
 
Nor does this, or any other rider proceeding, provide the comprehensive 
evidentiary development required to permit the Commission to make the 
factual determinations required to classify individual labor-cost accounts 
as subject to capitalization or expensing.43 
 

The Department continues to conclude that it is inappropriate for Xcel to recover internal capitalized 
costs outside of a rate case.  Consistent with the Commission’s actions and the Department’s 
recommendations from the 2018 and 2019 GUIC Riders, the Department recommends that the 
Commission deny recovery of Overheads, Transportation, and Other internal capitalized costs. 
 

C. RISK ASSESSMENT AND PERFORMANCE METRICS 
 
The Commission uses risk assessment and performance metrics tools to help determine the 
reasonableness of GUIC investments.  Risk assessment is prospective, so this tool can be used to help 
the Commission evaluate specific projects that are expected to be undertaken in the upcoming year.  
Performance metrics are retrospective, so this tool can help the Commission determine how 
reasonable Xcel Gas’s cost estimates were after projects are completed.   
  

 

41 Department‘s March 4, 2019 Comments in Docket No. G002/M-18-692, pp. 24-28, and Department‘s July 3, 2018 Reply 
Comments in Docket No. G002/M-17-787, pp. 22-26. 
42 Docket No. E017/M-13-103. In the Matter of Otter Tail Power Company’s Request for Approval of a Transmission Cost 
Recovery Rider Including the Proposed Transmission Factor for the Recovery Period from May 2, 2013 to April 30, 2014.  
Commission Order dated March 10, 2014, Page 6. 
43 Docket No. E017/M-13-103. In the Matter of Otter Tail Power Company’s Request for Approval of a Transmission Cost 
Recovery Rider Including the Proposed Transmission Factor for the Recovery Period from May 2, 2013 to April 30, 2014.  
Commission Order dated March 10, 2014, Page 6. 
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In Xcel's instant filing, the risk assessment tool is applied to projected 2020 projects and can be found 
in Attachments C2, D2(a), and D2(b) of the Company’s Petition.  The Department reviewed the risk 
assessment reporting, and concludes that the Company’s risk assessment process appears to be 
reasonable.  
 
Xcel did not provide performance metrics evaluating completed projects, as it has in prior years, but 
instead included a discussion of performance metrics.  The Department notes that this is likely an 
acceptable alternative, since the Commission has not approved specific performance metrics as of the 
time of these Comments, but instead has only directed parties to work towards consensus. 
 
The Department provided an in-depth analysis of the Company’s proposed performance metrics in its 
comments concerning the 2018 GUIC Rider.44  In those comments, the Department determined that 
the Company’s performance metrics did not adequately evaluate each of the GUIC programs.  The 
Department recommended that the Commission should require, at minimum, at least one cost 
performance metric and one effectiveness performance metric for each TIMP and DIMP program in 
the relevant year.  The Department also noted that metrics should be specific enough to give the 
Commission meaningful information about the specific program being evaluated.  
 
The Department continues to have concerns that the currently proposed metrics do not adequately 
provide meaningful cost and effectiveness information for each TIMP and DIMP program.  However, 
Xcel responded thoughtfully to the Department’s critiques concerning performance metrics in both the 
2018 and 2019 GUIC Rider proceedings.  Xcel also met with the Department, Commission staff, the 
Minnesota Office of Pipeline Safety, and the Office of Attorney General on multiple occasions to fulfill 
the Commission’s directive to work with stakeholders.  As a result of these meetings, the Department 
was able to provide additional feedback, some of which Xcel incorporated into the performance 
metrics.  In the instant Petition, Xcel states that the Company intends to request informal comments 
from parties and again schedule a meeting with stakeholders.  Given Xcel’s ongoing efforts to address 
the Department’s concerns, the Department is reassured that the Company will continue to refine 
performance metrics reporting as it is able to.  Therefore, the Department is no longer opposed to the 
metrics currently proposed by the Company. 
 
V. DEPARTMENT CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
The Department recommends that the Commission approve the Company’s petition with the following 
modifications: 
 

• Require Xcel to use the most recent 12 months of actual natural gas sales to calculate the final 
GUIC Rider rates; 

• Allow Xcel to update the base rate recovery offset inputs to the 2020 rider revenue 
requirement once actual 2019 and 2020 retirements are known, and direct Xcel to include the 
corresponding support schedules that list the type of cost (i.e., property taxes, depreciation, 
rate base, etc.) and its corresponding offset amount; 

 

44 Department’s March 4, 2019 Comments in Docket No. G002/M-18-692, pp. 28-48. 
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• For the TIMP project, Programmatic Replacements and Maximum Allowable Operating Pressure 
(MAOP) Remediation, limit the “return on” any approved recovery of MAOP remediation capital 
costs to no more than the Company’s weighted debt cost rate over the life of these capital 
expenditures; 

• Deny the Company’s proposed recovery of GUIC internal capital costs for Overheads, Other, 
and Transportation, to the extent these costs are not removed elsewhere; 

• Direct Xcel to provide electronic files with formulae intact, of the revenue requirement and 
corresponding rate factor schedules, based upon the Commission decisions herein, in any 
preliminary rate (within 10 days of Commission Order) and final rate compliance filings. 

 
 
/ja 
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Question: 

Topic: Commission Order issued January 9, 2020, in Docket 18-692 

Reference(s): Petition, Attachment A; and Order Points in Dkt G002/M-18-692 

Request: 

Refer to each of the Order Points, 3 through 16, from the January 9, 2020, 
Commission Order in Docket No. G002/M-18-692.  Although this petition filing 
predates the issuance of this Order, 

(a) please identify each of these Order Points that are continued and carried
out in this current petition, and cite the relevant section/schedules within
this filing; and

(b) please identify each of these Order Points that are not reflected in this
petition, and state whether or not the Company intends to adopt and reflect
that decision/directive in this current petition.

Response: 

(a) The table below lists the Order Points incorporated into our 2020 GUIC Rider
proposal as initially filed, along with references to where they are discussed or
shown in the Petition.

Order Point Reference 
3. Xcel shall not apply prorated accumulated
deferred income tax (ADIT) to rate base
when it is not required by the Internal
Revenue Service for normalization purposes.

Petition, Section VII.B. 
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Order Point Reference 
6. The Commission denies Xcel’s request for
a carrying charge in the GUIC tracker
account.

Request does not include carrying charge. 

7. Xcel shall remove and exclude from the
GUIC rider costs related to low-risk
infrastructure replacement that are not
mandated by government regulations or
public-work requirements.

Petition, Introduction 

8. The return on the capital costs incurred to
remediate the system’s MAOP data gaps
shall be limited to Xcel’s weighted long-term
cost of debt.

Adjustment included in revenue requirement 
calculations in original proposal, reflected in 
regulatory treatment line of Attachments N 
and O. 

9. Xcel shall remove the costs of Overhead,
Transportation, and Other, totaling
$8,157,695, from the GUIC rider.

Adjustment included in revenue requirement 
calculations in original proposal, reflected in 
regulatory treatment line of Attachments N 
and O. 

10. The Commission approves the following
cost of capital for Xcel’s 2019 GUIC Rider:
Capital Structure Cost Weighted Cost
Long-Term Debt 45.81% 4.75% 2.18%
Short-Term Debt 1.69% 4.31% 0.07%
Common Equity 52.50% 9.04% 4.75%
Rate of Return 7.00%

Introduction, Attachment K 

11. Xcel shall exclude from its 2019 and
future GUIC rider revenue requirements all
costs related to emergency sewer-conflict
work. Accordingly, Xcel shall adjust its 2019
GUIC rider revenue requirement to remove
(1) $50,000 for these costs applicable to
2019, and (2) $371,364 for costs that were
erroneously included in the rider in previous
years.

Adjustment included in revenue requirement 
calculations, reflected in regulatory treatment 
line of Attachments N and O. 

13. Xcel is permitted to recover $900,000 in
DIMP-related cost overruns.

Costs are reflected in our DIMP revenue 
requirements. 

14. Xcel shall continue to improve its risk
assessment reporting in future GUIC filings,
with the goal of providing better
explanations of the Company’s assets.

Petition, Section VI.A.3 

15. Xcel shall provide consequence class
information for both plastic and steel mains
and services in future GUIC filings.

Consequence class information for mains 
and services was included.  Petition, Section 
VI.A.3 and Attachments C, C2, D, and D2.

16. Xcel shall develop full risk-assessment
profiles for the TIMP Transmission Pipeline
Assessment program and the TIMP
Programmatic/MAOP Remediation
program.

Full risk-assessments profiles were included 
for the TIMP programs.  Petition, Section 
VI.A.3 and Attachments C and C2
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(b) The table below lists Order Points not yet incorporated into our 2020 GUIC
Rider request.  For each, we include an explanation as to why and/or when we
will include it in our proposals.

Order Point Notes 
4. In the revenue-requirement schedules of
its final compliance filing, Xcel shall show a
breakdown of the ADIT balance to
separately identify the excess ADIT balance,
attributed to Pub. L. 115-97, a tax reform bill
originally introduced in Congress as the ‘Tax
Cuts and Jobs Act,’ that will be returned to
ratepayers as well as the amortized amount of
the excess ADIT being included in the
GUIC revenue requirement.

Not included in our initial Petition.  
Requested breakdown will be shown in final 
compliance filing for this docket and in all 
future GUIC Rider filings.  

5. Xcel shall use the most recent 12 months
of actual natural gas sales to calculate the
final GUIC rate.

Petition used forecast that aligned with the 
requested revenue recovery time period in 
order to match requested revenues with 
expected sales.   

12. Xcel shall remove $1.97 million from the
2019 GUIC revenue requirement for
forecasted TIMP-related costs that were
ultimately not incurred.

Initial filing showed 2019 revenue 
requirement based on 6 months of actual 
data, and forecasted expenditures for 
remaining six months of the year.  2019 
revenue requirement in our final compliance 
filing for our 2019 GUIC Rider (Docket No. 
G002/M-18-692) reflected our actual 2019 
TIMP-related costs. 

Supplement 

To aid in the understanding of which of the Commission’s Order points are included 
in our revenue requirement requests in this docket, and how they have been 
incorporated, the Company provides this supplement with some clarifications to part 
(a) of our original response above.  We believe that no clarification is needed for part
b of our response.

Order Point Reference 
3. Xcel shall not apply prorated accumulated
deferred income tax (ADIT) to rate base
when it is not required by the Internal
Revenue Service for normalization purposes.

As our requested recovery period begins 
after the end of our requested test year, there 
is no need to prorate ADIT.  This issue is 
discussed in Petition, Section VII.B. 

6. The Commission denies Xcel’s request for
a carrying charge in the GUIC tracker
account.

Request does not include carrying charge. 

7. Xcel shall remove and exclude from the
GUIC rider costs related to low-risk
infrastructure replacement that are not
mandated by government regulations or
public-work requirements.

We removed all known low-risk 
infrastructure work from the 2018 through 
2020 revenue requirements.  This issue is 
discussed in Petition, Introduction.  
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Order Point Reference 
8. The return on the capital costs incurred to
remediate the system’s MAOP data gaps
shall be limited to Xcel’s weighted long-term
cost of debt.

Our initial filing included the MAOP 
adjustment to limit the return on capital 
costs for MAOP to the Company’s weighted 
long-term cost of debt for the 2018 and 
2019 revenue requirements.  Adjustment was 
reflected in the 2018 and 2019 regulatory 
treatment adjustments in Attachments N  
and O.   

We did not include the adjustment in our 
2020 revenue requirement request.  We will 
make the MAOP adjustment for 2020 in 
Reply Comments in Docket No. G002/M-
19-664.

9. Xcel shall remove the costs of Overhead,
Transportation, and Other, totaling
$8,157,695, from the GUIC rider.

Our initial filing included adjustments to 
remove $8.2 million from the revenue 
requirement calculations for 2018, 2019, and 
2020.  This reflects the amount of overheads 
removed from 2018 and 2019 GUIC 
projects.  

Adjustment was reflected in the 2018 
through 2020 regulatory treatment 
adjustments in Attachments N and O. 

We did not remove additional overheads for 
our 2020 GUIC projects. These are 
incremental costs that we argue are eligible 
for GUIC Rider recovery.  We discussed this 
in our Petition, Section VI.C.2. 

10. The Commission approves the following
cost of capital for Xcel’s 2019 GUIC Rider:
Capital Structure Cost Weighted Cost
Long-Term Debt 45.81% 4.75% 2.18%
Short-Term Debt 1.69% 4.31% 0.07%
Common Equity 52.50% 9.04% 4.75%
Rate of Return 7.00%

Calculation of revenue requirements for 
2019 and 2020 are based on this approved 
capital structure.  Calculation of final 
revenue requirements for 2018 were based 
on capital structure approved in that GUIC 
filing.  Issue is discussed in Introduction, 
Attachment K. 

11. Xcel shall exclude from its 2019 and
future GUIC rider revenue requirements all
costs related to emergency sewer-conflict
work. Accordingly, Xcel shall adjust its 2019
GUIC rider revenue requirement to remove
(1) $50,000 for these costs applicable to
2019, and (2) $371,364 for costs that were
erroneously included in the rider in previous
years.

Our initial filing included an adjustment to 
the 2019 revenue requirement to reflect the 
removal of emergency sewer-conflict 
work.  Adjustment included in revenue 
requirement calculations for 2019, reflected 
in regulatory treatment line of Attachments 
N and O. 

No adjustment was necessary for 2020 as no 
emergency sewer work was included in our 
2020 request, and impact of previous work 
was removed in 2019 revenue requirement. 
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Order Point Reference 
13. Xcel is permitted to recover $900,000 in
DIMP-related cost overruns.

Costs are reflected in our DIMP revenue 
requirements. 

14. Xcel shall continue to improve its risk
assessment reporting in future GUIC filings,
with the goal of providing better
explanations of the Company’s assets.

We discuss our continued improvement 
process for risk assessments in Petition, 
Section VI.A.3 

15. Xcel shall provide consequence class
information for both plastic and steel mains
and services in future GUIC filings.

Consequence class information for mains 
and services was included.  Issue is discussed 
in Petition, Section VI.A.3 and information 
is shown in Attachments C, C2, D, and D2. 

16. Xcel shall develop full risk-assessment
profiles for the TIMP Transmission Pipeline
Assessment program and the TIMP
Programmatic/MAOP Remediation
program.

Full risk-assessments profiles were included 
for the TIMP programs.  Issue is discussed 
in Petition, Section VI.A.3 and information 
is shown in Attachments C and C2. 

__________________________________________________________________ 

Preparer: Brandon Kirschner 
Title: Regulatory Policy Specialist 
Department: NSPM Regulatory 
Telephone: 612-215-5361
Date: August 28, 2020   Supplemented:  September 10, 2020 
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