
S T A T E   O F   M I C H I G A N 
 

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
 

* * * * * 
 

In the matter of the application of ) 
CONSUMERS ENERGY COMPANY   ) 
for approval of a settlement agreement ) Case No. U-20615  
to resolve rights and obligations under the ) 
Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978. ) 
                                                                                         ) 

    ) 
In the matter of the complaint of sPOWER ) 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, LLC against      ) 
CONSUMERS ENERGY COMPANY for violations ) Case No. U-20500 
of the Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act ) 
of 1978 and related Commission orders. ) 
                                                                                        )  

    ) 
In the matter of the joint complaint of  ) 
the CYPRESS CREEK QFS against     ) 
CONSUMERS ENERGY COMPANY ) Case No. U-20516 
for unjust, unreasonable and improper ) 
practices under federal and state law. ) 
                                                                                        )  

    ) 
In the matter of the complaint of ) 
BOBOLINK SOLAR, LLC; CORMORANT SOLAR, ) 
LLC; CROSSBILL SOLAR, LLC; FLYCATCHER  ) Case No. U-20558 
SOLAR, LLC; KINGFISHER SOLAR, LLC; OE ) 
LONGSPUR SOLAR, LLC; OE MEADOWLARK ) 
SOLAR, LLC; OE MERLIN SOLAR, LLC; ) 
ORIOLE SOLAR LLC; SANDPIPER SOLAR, ) 
LLC; SHEARWATER SOLAR, LLC; SISKIN ) 
SOLAR, LLC; TANAGER SOLAR, LLC; ) 
TOWHEE SOLAR, LLC; TURNSTONE SOLAR, ) 
LLC; VIOLETEAR SOLAR, LLC; VIREO SOLAR, ) 
LLC; WAXWING SOLAR, LLC; and ) 
WHIMBREL SOLAR, LLC against ) 
CONSUMERS ENERGY COMPANY concerning ) 
violations of the Public Utility Regulatory ) 
Policies Act of 1978, MCL 460.6v, and ) 
related Commission orders. ) 
                                                                                        )  



In the matter of the complaint of BINGHAM ) 
SOLAR, LLC; BURLINGTON SOLAR, LLC; ) 
WHITE PINE SOLAR, LLC; TEMPERANCE  ) Case No. U-20565 
SOLAR, LLC; and GENESEE SOLAR, LLC ) 
against CONSUMERS ENERGY COMPANY ) 
concerning violations of the Public Utility ) 
Regulatory Policies Act of 1978, MCL 460.6v, ) 
and related Commission orders. ) 
                                                                                        )  

    ) 
In the matter of the complaint of ARGENTINE ) 
SOLAR, LLC; BURR OAK SOLAR, LLC; BURTON ) 
SOLAR, LLC; DAVISON SOLAR, LLC; DIXIE   ) Case No. U-20575 
HIGHWAY SOLAR, LLC; FIFE SOLAR, LLC; ) 
FIFTEEN MILE ROAD SOLAR, LLC; FRUITPORT ) 
SOLAR, LLC; IONIA SOLAR, LLC; IRISH ROAD ) 
SOLAR, LLC; KING ROAD SOLAR, LLC; KNOX ) 
SOLAR, LLC; LONG ROAD SOLAR, LLC; ONION ) 
CREEK SOLAR, LLC; PEWAMO SOLAR, LLC; ) 
VERMONTVILLE SOLAR, LLC; and WHITE STAR ) 
SOLAR, LLC against CONSUMERS ENERGY ) 
COMPANY concerning violations of the Public ) 
Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978, MCL 460.6v, ) 
and related Commission orders. ) 
                                                                                        ) 
 
 
  
 At the September 11, 2019 meeting of the Michigan Public Service Commission in Lansing, 

Michigan. 

 
PRESENT: Hon. Sally A. Talberg, Chairman  

Hon. Daniel C. Scripps, Commissioner  
         Hon. Tremaine L. Phillips, Commissioner 

 
 

ORDER APPROVING SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
 
 

 On August 8, 2019, Consumers Energy Company (Consumers) filed an application for ex 

parte approval of a settlement agreement that broadly resolves the rights and obligations 
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pursuant to the Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978, PL 95-617; 92 Stat 3117 

(PURPA), between Consumers and the qualifying facility (QF) signatories to the settlement 

agreement.  The Commission Staff is also a signatory to the settlement agreement.  

Background 

 PURPA requires electric utilities to purchase electric energy from QFs at the electric utility’s 

avoided cost.  16 USC 824a-3(a)-(b), 18 CFR 292.101(6), and 18 CFR 292.204.  The 

Commission established Consumers’ avoided cost methodology, avoided cost, and related 

determinations in Case No. U-18090 and approved revisions to the avoided cost structure and 

other PURPA requirements in a settlement agreement approved in the company’s integrated 

resource plan (IRP) case, Case No. U-20165.  Consumers’ application, p. 5.  Consumers 

describes the significant increase in interconnection applications from renewable energy 

developers, which was also described in Case No. U-20444, resulting in more than 3,500 

megawatts (MW) of proposed renewable projects in the company’s interconnection queue that 

has strained Consumers’ ability to timely process interconnection applications.  Id.  

 Consumers states that the settlement agreement approved in the June 7, 2019 order (June 7 

order) in Case No. U-20165, while approving a new PURPA framework, did not resolve the 

complaints that were filed against the company by QFs seeking PURPA contracts in Case Nos. 

U-20500, U-20516, U-20558, U-20565, and U-20575.1  Consumers also notes that the settlement 

agreement in Case No. U-20165 did not address the outstanding appeal of the final order in Case 

No. U-18090 filed by Geronimo Energy, LLC (Geronimo Energy) with the Michigan Court of 

Appeals.  Id., p. 6.  Thus, Consumers states that the purposes of the settlement agreement in this

 
      1 These complaint proceedings are captioned in this order and list the party or parties that 
filed the complaint.   
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docket include resolving the previously mentioned complaints and pending appeal in Case No. 

U-18090; providing a streamlined framework for signatory PURPA projects to participate in; 

obtaining a limited waiver2 from certain timelines set out in the Electric Interconnection and Net 

Metering Standards, Mich Admin Code, R 460.620 (Interconnection Standards)(Rule 20); and 

allowing Consumers to focus its full attention on the implementation of its Clean Energy Plan.3   

 In its application, Consumers states that the signatories to the settlement agreement include, 

with the exception of sPower Development Company, LLC (sPower),4 each of the parties in the 

complaints listed above, as well as Geronimo Energy (the plaintiff in the pending appeal), and 

approximately 94% of the potential PURPA projects in the company’s interconnection queue 

totaling 3,300 MW.  Consumers’ application, p. 9.  Consumers emphasizes that it is not asking 

the Commission to bind any eligible QF or other entity that has not signed or that has chosen not 

to participate in the settlement agreement.  Id., p. 3.   

 On August 20, 2019, the Commission issued a notice of opportunity to respond to the 

proposed settlement agreement in this docket.  The notice informed the public that any interested 

person may file a response to the proposed settlement agreement with the Commission no later 

 
      2 Mich Admin Code, R 460.612 (Rule 12) permits an electric utility to apply for a waiver 
from one or more provisions of the Interconnection Standards and authorizes the Commission to 
grant a waiver upon a showing of good cause and a finding that the waiver is in the public 
interest.   
 
      3 Consumers’ Clean Energy Plan, approved in Case No. U-20165, is a plan to phase out coal-
fueled electric generation and replace a large portion of that energy with renewable generation, 
including 6,000 MW of solar resources.  Consumers’ application, pp. 1-2.  
 
      4 Consumers explains that the settlement agreement in this docket accounts for an award to 
sPower but that Consumers and sPower have agreed to terms under a separate settlement that the 
company expects to file for Commission approval in the near future.  Consumers’ application, 
p. 9, n. 4.  
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than 5:00 p.m. (Eastern time) on September 3, 2019.  The Commission did not receive any 

timely responses.5   

Consumers Energy Company’s Proposed Settlement Agreement 

 Consumers attached to its application the settlement agreement, a Settlement Term Sheet, 

and a complete list of signatories (as of August 8, 2019).  For brevity purposes, all of the terms 

and provisions in the settlement agreement will not be recited here.  The settlement agreement 

and the Settlement Term Sheet are attached to this order as Exhibit A and Exhibit B, 

respectively.  The complete list of signatories is attached to this order as Exhibit C.  The notable 

provisions of the settlement agreement are summarized as follows:  

• Any renewable energy developer with projects properly submitted into 
Consumers’ interconnection queue as of the close of business (eastern daylight 
time) on June 7, 2019 (cutoff date), will be entitled to execute the settlement 
agreement and participate in the settlement agreement framework.  Any developer 
will have 30 calendar days from the date of the Commission’s approval of the 
settlement agreement to execute the settlement agreement and thereby become a 
party to the agreement and participant in the framework. 
   

• 170 MW will be awarded to QFs 20 MW or lower in size that are in the 
interconnection queue as of the cutoff date, and those QFs would be eligible to 
enter into power purchase agreements (PPAs) at the full avoided cost (FAC) rate 
set forth in Case No. U-18090.  As to the allocation of the 170 MW in the FAC 
queue, sPower will be awarded 75 MW, Geronimo Energy will be awarded 40 
MW, and Cypress Creek will be entitled to replace 10 two-MW projects within the 
first 150 MW of the interconnection queue as of the cutoff date with any one 20 
MW project in the interconnection queue as of the cutoff date.  Consumers will 
add the next project in the FAC queue in the event a project slated to receive an 
award in the FAC queue refuses a PPA.  After the award of the 75 MW and 40 
MW, if the last project reached has a proposed capacity greater than the remaining 
MW available in the FAC queue, the project will be permitted to downsize to 
conform to the available MW in the FAC queue.  Consumers would enter into 
PPAs at the FAC rate with QFs in the FAC queue within 15 days from the date of 
the order approving the settlement agreement.  
 

 
      5 The Commission notes that on September 6, 2019, Heelstone Renewable Energy, LLC filed 
a late comment outside of the September 3, 2019 deadline.  
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• 414 MW will be awarded (after the 170 MW of FAC PPAs) to QFs 20 MW or 
lower in size that are in the interconnection queue as of the cutoff date, and those 
QFs would be eligible to enter into PPAs at the energy plus Midcontinent 
Independent System Operator, Inc. (MISO) planning reserve auction (PRA) rate 
set forth in Case No. U-18090.  To be eligible to receive an award from the 414 
MW, the QF must have a status that is current in the interconnection queue; QF 
certification from the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC); site control 
through ownership, lease, or option to purchase or lease for a 20-year PPA term; 
and execution by the QF’s parent company of a binding commitment to abide by 
the settlement agreement.  The 414 MW would be allocated on a proportional basis 
based on the QF’s amount of qualifying MW in the interconnection queue as of 
three date ranges:  January 1, 2017 through February 22, 2018 (Bucket 1), 
February 23, 2018 through October 5, 2018 (Bucket 2), and October 6, 2018 
through the cutoff date (Bucket 3).  Bucket 1 would be allocated 180 MW, Bucket 
2 would be allocated 150 MW, and Bucket 3 would be allocated 84 MW.   
 

• Within 30 calendar days of approval of the settlement agreement, each developer 
with an eligible project wishing to participate in the settlement agreement must 
send a statement to Consumers confirming its commitment to abide by the 
settlement agreement and identifying the eligible project(s) it seeks to include in 
the allocation process with documentation of the project’s eligibility.  Consumers 
will have 30 days to confirm project eligibility and to advise each developer of its 
determination and shall, if necessary, grant five business days to cure any defect 
identified in a developer’s eligibility.  At the conclusion of any such cure period, 
Consumers will notify all eligible developers of their allocation award, the date of 
which will be referred to as the allocation date.  
 

• Geronimo Energy will not be eligible for any additional award from the 414 MW 
award queue except that a Geronimo Energy project that would otherwise be 
eligible may acquire allocation from other developers and, to the extent of that 
allocation, may participate in the 414 MW award queue.  Alternatively, a 
Geronimo Energy project may be acquired by another developer, and, to the extent 
that such developer has sufficient allocation to support the project, may participate 
in the 414 MW award queue.  
 

• Awarded MW can be aggregated and/or transferred within and among developers 
who submitted eligible projects and across Buckets 1, 2, and 3, for 30 days with 
proper notification to Consumers.  No later than 30 days after the allocation date, 
any developer holding and wishing to utilize its allocation shall notify Consumers 
of the specific eligible project(s) that it wishes to have included in the award queue 
and shall document that it holds sufficient allocation for such project(s).  The date 
of this notification to Consumers shall be referred to as the notification date.  
 

• Within 15 days after the notification date, Consumers shall finalize the 414 MW 
award queue and shall provide all such eligible projects with an executable PPA.  
Developers will have 30 days to return an executed PPA, and Consumers shall 
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countersign and return the PPA to the developer within 15 days.  
 

• A QF that terminates after executing a PPA but prior to the project start date may, 
after notification to Consumers and within two years from the notification date, 
transfer its allocation in the award queue to another eligible QF.  Any QF receiving 
an allocation after the initial formation of the 414 MW award queue shall be 
considered part of a supplemental award queue.  
  

• QFs not eligible for the allocation in the 170 MW FAC queue or the 414 MW 
award queue will be eligible to receive contracts and/or avoided cost rates as set 
forth in the settlement agreement approved in the June 7 order in Case No.          
U-20165.  
 

• Consumers will use commercially reasonable efforts to complete and/or revise 
engineering reviews and distribution studies for all projects in the award queue and 
all projects in the separate FAC queue within 12 months of the finalization of the 
award queue.  All studies will be completed in sequential order in accordance with 
Consumers’ current practice, provided that:  (1) projects in the 170 MW FAC 
queue, the 414 MW award queue, and the supplemental award queue that have met 
their obligations under the Interconnection Standards, Mich Admin Code,             
R 460.601a et seq., will be studied on a priority basis ahead of QFs that are not; 
and (2) projects in the 170 MW FAC queue and the 414 MW award queue will be 
studied ahead of projects in the supplemental award queue.  
 

• Consumers will use commercially reasonable efforts to:  (1) interconnect all 
projects in the 170 MW FAC queue, the 414 MW award queue, and the 
supplemental award queue by September 1, 2023; and (2) interconnect a minimum 
of 150 MW of projects each year, to the extent that at least 150 MW of projects 
execute necessary interconnection agreements each year beginning in 2020.  
Starting on December 31, 2020, Consumers will provide reasonable documentation 
demonstrating its compliance with the 150 MW interconnection minimum.  
 

• A waiver of the Interconnection Standards, if necessary, would be requested by 
Consumers and supported by the parties to the settlement agreement to allow the 
170 MW FAC queue, the 414 MW award queue, and the supplemental award 
queue to be processed as set forth in the agreement.   
 

• The execution of the settlement agreement would be conditioned on the 
Commission’s approval of the settlement agreement, including all waivers from 
the Interconnection Standards necessary to implement the allocation and 
interconnection provisions.  
 

• The parties agree that the question of whether QFs not covered by the settlement 
agreement that enter into PPAs pursuant to the modified PURPA implementation 
set forth in the settlement agreement approved in Case No. U-20165 may bid into 
future requests for proposals (RFPs) to replace an existing PPA with an RFP PPA 
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has not been resolved, and if raised, will be addressed in future proceedings.  
However, no party to the settlement agreement will use this question to challenge 
the instant settlement agreement or the Commission’s approval of the settlement 
agreement in Case No. U-20165.   
 

• Upon execution of the settlement agreement, the parties agree to work in concert to 
stay, or to suspend or extend the schedule, of any pending litigation pertaining to 
the subject matter of the settlement agreement, including pending PURPA 
complaints before the Commission and Geronimo Energy’s appeal of the October 
5, 2018 order in Case No. U-18090.  The parties also agree that, upon approval of 
the settlement agreement, any party to the settlement agreement (or a QF that has 
committed to comply with this settlement agreement as described herein) that has 
filed a complaint against Consumers related to PURPA and/or interconnection 
matters will withdraw its complaint, and no QF or party to this settlement 
agreement will appeal the order approving the settlement agreement in Case No. 
U-20165 or in any way challenge the Commission’s June 7 order.  

 
 In its application, Consumers requests ex parte approval on an expedited basis of its 

application contending that the agreement binds only the signatories to the settlement agreement, 

the parties do not seek for the Commission’s approval of the settlement agreement to bind any 

entity choosing not to participate, and approval will not increase rates or charges or alter, change, 

or amend any rate or rate schedule.  Consumers’ application, pp. 10-11, citing MCL 460.6a.  The 

company also requests that the Commission determine that there is good cause for a limited 

waiver from the Interconnection Standards as necessary to effectuate the settlement agreement, 

find that a waiver is in the public interest, and grant such a limited waiver.  Id., p. 12.   

Discussion 

 The Commission has reviewed Consumers’ application and the settlement agreement in its 

entirety and finds that the public interest is adequately represented by the parties who entered 

into the settlement agreement.  The Commission further finds that the settlement agreement is in 

the public interest, represents a fair and reasonable resolution of the proceeding, and should be 

approved.  Mich Admin Code, R 792.10431(5)(b), (c).  
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 As alluded to in the application, the Commission’s recent endeavor into revising the state’s 

implementation of PURPA by updating the avoided cost methodology, avoided cost, and related 

PURPA issues for Consumers (and other rate-regulated utilities) has resulted in long and 

contentious litigation over PURPA in Case Nos. U-18090, U-20165, and the above-captioned 

complaint cases.  The adjustment in avoided costs as well as the quickly evolving renewable 

energy market has also led to a substantial increase in the number of developers seeking 

interconnection with Consumers, which has in turn created some difficulty in the timely 

processing of interconnection applications for the utility as discussed in Case No. U-20444.  

 The Commission finds that the settlement agreement presents a reasonable and fair 

resolution to the company’s outstanding PURPA issues by:  (1) addressing the Commission’s 

previous directive to interconnect 150 MW at the full avoided cost as set out in the February 22, 

2018 order in Case No. U-18090; (2) resolving the above-captioned PURPA and interconnection 

complaints pending before the Commission; (3) finding an agreeable solution that provides some 

relief to the utility regarding its obligations under the Interconnection Standards while ensuring 

that the interconnection of eligible developers continues in accordance with PURPA and       

MCL 460.10e; and (4) providing a pathway forward for additional interconnection and PURPA 

implementation with the signatories to the settlement agreement.  The Commission also finds 

that the settlement agreement conforms to the Commission’s previous orders in both Case Nos.        

U-18090 and U-20165 in that the settlement agreement does not attempt to alter the 

Commission’s determinations in those proceedings as applicable to non-signatories of the 

settlement agreement.   

 The Commission has also reviewed the request by Consumers for a limited waiver from the 

timelines set out in Rule 20 of the Interconnection Standards in order to effectuate the settlement 
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agreement.  Rule 12 authorizes the Commission to grant a waiver from one or more provisions of 

the Interconnection Standards upon a showing of good cause and a finding that a waiver is in the 

public interest.  The Commission finds that Consumers has demonstrated good cause in that it 

has set out how it plans to complete, within a reasonable timeframe, the studies required under 

the Interconnection Standards and accomplish interconnection for the developers in the FAC 

queue, the awards queue, and the supplemental queue, as well as developers outside of those 

categories.  Thus, granting the waiver will not leave developers without a means to achieve 

interconnection because the terms of the settlement agreement provide protections for those 

developers by setting out an alternative timeline for the company to complete these studies.  

Additionally, the limited waiver would be applicable only to implement the settlement 

agreement, which has been agreed to by the signatory developers, and Consumers would 

otherwise be required to comply with the Interconnection Standards as they apply outside of the 

settlement agreement.  Lastly, the Commission finds that granting the waiver is in the public 

interest because it will allow Consumers to implement a settlement agreement that moves 

forward a significant amount of renewable energy projects through the interconnection process.  

Thus, the Commission approves Consumers’ request for a limited waiver from Rule 20 of the 

Interconnection Standards to the extent it is necessary to implement the settlement agreement.  

 In its application, Consumers explains that ex parte approval of the settlement agreement is 

appropriate because the company is not seeking to bind any entity that has not signed on or 

agreed to participate in the settlement agreement.  The Commission affirms that the terms of the 

settlement agreement do not bind or otherwise impose any legal rights or obligations on any 

entity that is not a party to the settlement agreement.  The Commission further clarifies that the 

settlement agreement does not in any way alter the final orders that the Commission has issued in 
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Case Nos. U-18090 and U-20165, and the Commission’s determinations in those proceedings 

remain in effect.  The terms of the settlement agreement shall apply only to the signatories of the 

agreement and those entities that choose to participate within the 30-day window following 

approval of the settlement agreement as described in Consumers’ application and in the 

settlement agreement.  Additionally, because approval of the settlement agreement will not result 

in an increase in Consumers’ rates or charges or otherwise alter rates or rate schedules, ex parte 

approval is appropriate.  See, MCL 460.6a(3). 

 The Commission takes this opportunity to commend Consumers and the signatory QFs on 

their efforts to work together to negotiate a fair and reasonable solution that is amenable to all 

parties and sets out a positive path forward for PURPA implementation in Michigan.  The 

Commission recognizes the difficulty in achieving this end, considering the history of contention 

that has surrounded PURPA proceedings in recent years and the quickly evolving energy 

landscape complicating the determination and application of accurate avoided cost pricing for the 

utility.   

 THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Consumers Energy Company’s application for the 

approval of a settlement agreement is granted, and the settlement agreement and its terms, 

attached to this order as Exhibit A and Exhibit B, respectively, are approved as well as the relief 

requested, consistent with this order.  
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 The Commission reserves jurisdiction and may issue further orders as necessary. 

 
 Any party desiring to appeal this order must do so in the appropriate court within 30 days 

after issuance and notice of this order, pursuant to MCL 462.26.  To comply with the Michigan 

Rules of Court’s requirement to notify the Commission of an appeal, appellants shall send 

required notices to both the Commission’s Executive Secretary and to the Commission’s Legal 

Counsel.  Electronic notifications should be sent to the Executive Secretary at 

mpscedockets@michigan.gov and to the Michigan Department of the Attorney General - Public 

Service Division at pungp1@michigan.gov.  In lieu of electronic submissions, paper copies of 

such notifications may be sent to the Executive Secretary and the Attorney General - Public 

Service Division at 7109 W. Saginaw Hwy., Lansing, MI 48917. 

MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION   
                                                                          
 
                                                                                      

________________________________________                                                                          
               Sally A. Talberg, Chairman    
 
 
 

________________________________________                                                                          
               Daniel C. Scripps, Commissioner    
 
 
 

________________________________________                                                                          
               Tremaine L. Phillips, Commissioner    
 
  
By its action of September 11, 2019. 
 
 
 
________________________________                                                                 
Lisa Felice, Executive Secretary

mailto:mpscedockets@michigan.gov
mailto:pungp1@michigan.gov
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Date: 2019.08.01 11:21:18 -04'00'

EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



Riverside Solar, LLC

Brownie Newman
President
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Inovateus Solar, LLC

Michael F. Pound
Chief Operations Officer
July 26, 2019



Calvert Energy LLC

Brian Quinlan
President/CEO
7/24/19

EXHIBIT A



Leeks Solar Energy Center LLC

Brian Quinlan
Manager
7/24/19
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 P R O O F   O F   S E R V I C E  
 

 
   STATE OF MICHIGAN )         
          
         Case No. U-20615 et al. 
 
          
          

      County of Ingham  ) 
 

 
 

Brianna Brown being duly sworn, deposes and says that on September 11, 2019 A.D. she 

electronically notified the attached list of this Commission Order via e-mail transmission, 

to the persons as shown on the attached service list (Listserv Distribution List). 

        
 
       _______________________________________ 

       Brianna Brown  
 
  Subscribed and sworn to before me  
  this 11th day of September 2019.  

 
    _____________________________________ 

Angela P. Sanderson 
Notary Public, Shiawassee County, Michigan 
As acting in Eaton County 
My Commission Expires: May 21, 2024 



Service List for Case: U-20615

Name Email Address

Consumers Energy Company 1 of 2 mpsc.filings@cmsenergy.com
Consumers Energy Company 2 of 2 matorrey@cmsenergy.com
Emerson J. Hilton emerson.hilton@cmsenergy.com

  



Service List for Case: U-20500

Name Email Address

Benjamin J. Holwerda holwerdab@michigan.gov
Christopher M. Bzdok chris@envlaw.com
Consumers Energy Company 1 of 2 mpsc.filings@cmsenergy.com
Consumers Energy Company 2 of 2 matorrey@cmsenergy.com
Emerson J. Hilton emerson.hilton@cmsenergy.com
Heather M.S. Durian durianh@michigan.gov
Justin Ooms jkooms@varnumlaw.com
Michael C. Rampe michael.rampe@cmsenergy.com
Robert W. Beach robert.beach@cmsenergy.com
Sally Wallace wallaces2@michigan.gov
sPower Development Company  LLC ic@spower.com
Timothy J. Lundgren tjlundgren@varnumlaw.com

  



Service List for Case: U-20516

Name Email Address

Consumers Energy Company 1 of 2 mpsc.filings@cmsenergy.com
Consumers Energy Company 2 of 2 matorrey@cmsenergy.com
Cypress Creek Renewables LLC mckay@ccrenew.com
Emerson J. Hilton emerson.hilton@cmsenergy.com
Heather M.S. Durian durianh@michigan.gov
Jennifer U. Heston jheston@fraserlawfirm.com
Kandra Robbins robbinsk1@michigan.gov
Michael C. Rampe michael.rampe@cmsenergy.com
Robert W. Beach robert.beach@cmsenergy.com
Spencer A. Sattler sattlers@michigan.gov

  



Service List for Case: U-20558

Name Email Address

Consumers Energy Company 1 of 2 mpsc.filings@cmsenergy.com
Consumers Energy Company 2 of 2 matorrey@cmsenergy.com
Emerson J. Hilton emerson.hilton@cmsenergy.com
Heather M.S. Durian durianh@michigan.gov
Michael C. Rampe michael.rampe@cmsenergy.com
Monica M. Stephens stephensm11@michigan.gov
Robert W. Beach robert.beach@cmsenergy.com
Sharon Feldman feldmans@michigan.gov
Timothy J. Lundgren tjlundgren@varnumlaw.com

  



Service List for Case: U-20565

Name Email Address

Benjamin J. Holwerda holwerdab@michigan.gov
Consumers Energy Company 1 of 2 mpsc.filings@cmsenergy.com
Consumers Energy Company 2 of 2 matorrey@cmsenergy.com
Geronimo Energy betsy@geronimoenergy.com
Heather M.S. Durian durianh@michigan.gov
Sharon Feldman feldmans@michigan.gov
Theresa A.G. Staley theresa.staley@cmsenergy.com
Timothy J. Lundgren tjlundgren@varnumlaw.com

  



Service List for Case: U-20575

Name Email Address

Benjamin J. Holwerda holwerdab@michigan.gov
Consumers Energy Company 1 of 2 mpsc.filings@cmsenergy.com
Consumers Energy Company 2 of 2 matorrey@cmsenergy.com
Heather M.S. Durian durianh@michigan.gov
Riverside Solar LLC riversidesolarllc@gmail.com
Sally Wallace wallaces2@michigan.gov
Theresa A.G. Staley theresa.staley@cmsenergy.com
Timothy J. Lundgren tjlundgren@varnumlaw.com

  


	U-20615exbabc_09-11-19.pdf
	Exhibit A
	Exhibit B
	Exhibit C

	U-20615 et al.pdf
	P R O O F   O F   S E R V I C E
	Case No. U-20615 et al.

	Service List - U-20615.pdf
	Sheet1

	Service List - U-20500.pdf
	Sheet1

	Service List - U-20516.pdf
	Sheet1

	Service List - U-20558.pdf
	Sheet1

	Service List - U-20565.pdf
	Sheet1

	Service List - U-20575.pdf
	Sheet1



		2019-09-11T14:21:45-0400
	Sally Talberg


		2019-09-11T14:22:03-0400
	Dan Scripps


		2019-09-11T14:22:18-0400
	Tremaine Phillips


		2019-09-11T14:22:34-0400
	Lisa Felice




