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

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
 

* * * * * 
 

In the matter, on the Commission’s own motion, ) 
to commence a collaborative to consider issues             ) 
related to implementation of effective new                    ) 
technologies and business models.     )) Case No. U-20898 
                                                                                         ) 
 
 
 At the October 29, 2020 meeting of the Michigan Public Service Commission in Lansing, 

Michigan. 

 
PRESENT: Hon. Daniel C. Scripps, Chair 

         Hon. Sally A. Talberg, Commissioner 
         Hon. Tremaine L. Phillips, Commissioner  

 

ORDER 

 
 In the October 17, 2019 order in Case No. U-20645, the Commission established the MI 

Power Grid initiative, in partnership with Governor Gretchen Whitmer (October 17 order).  MI 

Power Grid is a focused, multi-year stakeholder initiative to maximize the benefits of the transition 

to clean, distributed energy resources (DERs) for Michigan residents and businesses.  MI Power 

Grid seeks to engage utility customers and other stakeholders to help integrate new clean energy 

technologies and optimize grid investments for reliable, affordable electricity service, and includes 

outreach and education as well as changes to utility regulation designed to advance Michigan’s 

clean energy future.   

 In the October 17 order, addressing the issue of integrating emerging technologies, the 

Commission indicated that “[e]nsuring timely and fair grid access and appropriate information 
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exchange to support customer-oriented solutions and reliable system operations” is a focus of the 

initiative, and that one of the corresponding work areas would be: 

New technologies and business models, including preparing for the opportunities 
and challenges associated with the commercialization of new technologies and 
business models such as electric vehicles, electric storage, and other technologies 
still under development, both at customer and utility scale.  

October 17 order, p. 7 (emphasis in original).  The purpose of this order is to officially launch the 

New Technologies and Business Models stakeholder workgroup as part of Phase II of MI Power 

Grid, and provide guidance to the Commission Staff (Staff) and stakeholders on the Commission’s 

objectives and expectations for this effort.   

Background and Recent Developments  

 Since the issuance of the October 17 order, several developments have occurred related to this 

topic.  These provide important context as discussed below.   

• Electric Vehicles and Mobility – Three electric utilities, DTE Electric Company, 

Consumers Energy Company (Consumers), and Indiana Michigan Power Company, have 

been implementing new or expanded electric vehicle (EV) programs to include rebates and 

time-of-use rates,1 in coordination with other state and regional efforts such as the state’s 

mapping of a fast charging network, transportation electrification projects funded by the 

Volkswagen settlement, the recently announced Michigan Connected Corridor (an 

autonomous vehicle mobility corridor between Detroit and Ann Arbor), and a Midwest 

multi-utility EV charging network.2  In addition, on February 25, 2020, Governor Whitmer 

 
      1 See, March 29, 2018 order in Case No. U-18368; January 9, 2019 orders in Case No. U-
20134 (two orders); May 2, 2019 order in Case No. U-20162; and November 8, 2018 order in Case 
No. U-20282.   
 
      2 See, https://www.mlive.com/news/kalamazoo/2020/09/electric-vehicles-will-get-a-boost-for-
interstate-travel-with-midwest-fast-charger-network.html (accessed October 26, 2020).  

https://www.mlive.com/news/kalamazoo/2020/09/electric-vehicles-will-get-a-boost-for-interstate-travel-with-midwest-fast-charger-network.html
https://www.mlive.com/news/kalamazoo/2020/09/electric-vehicles-will-get-a-boost-for-interstate-travel-with-midwest-fast-charger-network.html
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issued Executive Directive (ED) 2020-1 directing the creation of the Michigan Office of 

Future Mobility and Electrification, and designating a Chief Mobility Officer to head it.  In 

addition, she signed Executive Order (EO) 2020-2 to create the Michigan Council on 

Future Mobility and Electrification.  The Commission chair, or designee, serves on the 

Council.   

• Federal Developments on Energy Storage and Distributed Energy Resources – The 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) has continued to review regional 

transmission operators’ (RTOs’) implementation of Order 841,3 which addresses energy 

storage in wholesale electricity markets and has recently been affirmed by the U.S. Court 

of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit.  See, Nat’l Ass’n of Regulatory Utility Comm’rs v Fed 

Energy Regulatory Comm, 964 F3d 1177 (CA DC, 2020).  This includes approval of Order 

841 compliance filings by the Midcontinent Independent System Operator, Inc. (MISO) 

and PJM Interconnection, L.L.C. (PJM).4  Moreover, on September 17, 2020, FERC issued 

Order 2222, building off of Order 841 and addressing the aggregation and participation of 

all DERs in wholesale markets.5  There is also federal legislation pending that would 

provide incentives and reduce barriers for energy storage.6  

 
      3 Electric Storage Participation in Markets Operated by Regional Transmission Organizations 
and Independent System Operators, 162 FERC ¶ 61,127 (February 28, 2018) (Order 841). 
 
      4 See, e.g., Midcontinent Independent System Operator, Inc., 172 FERC ¶ 61,120 (August 3, 
2020); PJM Interconnection, L.L.C., 172 FERC ¶ 61,029 (July 16, 2020). 
 
      5 Participation of Distributed Energy Resource Aggregations in Markets Operated by Regional 
Transmission Organizations and Independent System Operators, 172 FERC ¶ 61,247 (September 
17, 2020) (Order 2222).   
  
      6 See, S.2657 (the American Energy Innovation Act); H.R.4447 (the Expanding Access to 
Sustainable Energy Act of 2019); and S.2332 (Grid Modernization Act of 2019).   
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• State Energy Storage Roadmap – The Department of Environment, Great Lakes, and 

Energy (EGLE) has commissioned the development of an energy storage roadmap for the 

state that will identify opportunities, policy barriers, and recommendations for energy 

storage in Michigan.  This project is planned to conclude by September 30, 2021. 

• Governor Whitmer’s Economy-Wide Net Zero Carbon Target – On September 23, 

2020, Governor Whitmer issued ED 2020-10 and EO 2020-182, which announced the “MI 

Healthy Climate” Plan.  ED 2020-10 builds on the commitments and actions taken in ED 

2019-12, pursuant to which Michigan joined the U.S. Climate Alliance, a bipartisan 

coalition of governors from 25 states devoted to pursuing the goals of the internationally 

accepted Paris Agreement.   

• Utility Roles in Behind-the-Meter Generation and Renewable Energy Credit and 

Carbon Offset Sales – The Commission has recently issued orders addressing a regulated 

utility owning behind-the-meter (BTM) solar generation7 or selling non-energy commodity 

environmental attribute products such as renewable energy credits (RECs).  See, September 

24, 2020 order in Case No. U-20649; and August 20, 2020 order in Case No. U-20839.     

 
      7 In the September 24, 2020 order in Case No. U-20649, pp. 50-56, the Commission declined 
to approve the Bring Your Own Bright Field program as part of Consumers’ voluntary green 
pricing (VGP) portfolio and provided direction for the Staff, the utility, and stakeholders to discuss 
(as part of the MI Power Grid initiative) issues related to the utility’s role in owning and operating 
BTM solar.  The Bring Your Own Bright Field program, as proposed by Consumers, would have 
involved the utility facilitating customers’ application of BTM solar and potentially battery 
storage, with the utility owning the equipment as a rate-based asset.  Id.  The Commission has not 
determined whether or not this is a suitable role for the regulated utility (under VGP or otherwise), 
what guidelines are necessary should the utility or affiliate be engaged in this activity, or whether 
this activity is appropriate as a value-added service pursuant to MCL 460.10ee.      
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• Staff Survey - To help define the scope and timing of the New Technologies and Business 

Models effort, the Staff issued an informal survey to stakeholders on August 21, 2020.  

Results of the survey included the following:  

• A majority of stakeholders (93%) supported the Commission launching the workgroup 
in October 2020. 

 
• Most stakeholders (74%) supported the workgroup meeting series commencing before 

year-end 2020, with 20% supporting a January 2021 start. 
 

• The top five technology areas stakeholders were most interested in exploring were: 
energy storage, demand response (DR), community solar, EVs, and energy efficiency 
advancements.  

 
• Stakeholders suggested varied regulatory barriers and business models be explored in 

the workgroup ranging from accounting treatment and incentive alignment, to 
increased flexibility and support for business model innovations. 

 
• Stakeholders recommended the problem statement be defined to help guide topics. 
 

Scope of the New Technologies and Business Models Workgroup  

 The Commission realizes the potential scope of this workgroup could be expansive, and could 

cross over into other MI Power Grid efforts and Commission proceedings such as energy planning, 

utility incentives and disincentives/performance-based ratemaking, DR, energy waste reduction 

(EWR), competitive procurement, data access, rate design, generation interconnection, and 

customer engagement.  The response to the Staff’s survey illustrates not only the breadth of 

potential topics of interest among stakeholders but also the fact that no single topic is clearly 

prioritized over others.  Therefore, to best prioritize the time and efforts of the Staff and 

stakeholders, the Commission seeks to clarify through this order its intentions for the initial scope 

of the workgroup.  Additional guidance can be provided by the Commission through the course of 

this effort as needed.   
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 At the outset, the Commission agrees with the survey suggestion to include a problem 

statement in this order to guide this effort, and finds the following statement best captures the 

Commission’s intention:  

• There are regulatory and business model barriers to the deployment and full utilization 

of clean, distributed energy resources in Michigan.  Stated differently, there is the need 

to adapt the regulatory framework to allow for different applications of DER and to 

define the appropriate roles of utilities and other entities in supporting a more 

decentralized energy system that is clean, affordable, reliable, and accessible.  

With this problem statement guiding the approach, the New Technologies and Business Models 

workgroup will be designed to create a shared understanding of different technologies and their 

potential applications, and to identify barriers and potential solutions for consideration by the 

Commission.  The examination of barriers should focus on issues and solutions that the 

Commission, in its oversight of utilities under the current regulated market model established by 

the Michigan Legislature, can address.  Nonetheless, the Commission recognizes that market, 

policy, or legal impediments to certain technology applications may be identified through this 

process that extend beyond the Commission’s ability to address directly under its existing 

authority.  To illustrate this point, there may be non-existent, conflicting, or confusing regulatory 

provisions pertaining to microgrids in utility rates and tariffs, interconnection procedures, planning 

models, procurement methods, and investment evaluation methods.  These issues could be 

identified and presented for Commission guidance or action through this docket, or another 

Commission forum.  There may also be legal ambiguity and public policy questions involving the 

participation by multiple end-use customers in a microgrid project that is owned by a third-party or 

by end-use customers.  Although certain technology applications or solutions may face legal 
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constraints under the Commission’s existing authority, the Commission finds that it would be 

appropriate to catalog these issues as part of this process.  The workgroup is not expected to 

resolve issues that would require action by the Legislature or to define what could or could not be 

addressed within the Commission’s existing authority.   

 This microgrid example also highlights the interplay between this workgroup and other MI 

Power Grid workgroups or Commission proceedings.  Clearly, microgrids, energy storage, and 

EVs face barriers related to utility incentives/disincentives, as survey respondents acknowledged, 

as well as interconnection, procurement, and planning barriers.  What is unique about the New 

Technologies and Business Models workgroup is the educational focus, to learn about the potential 

benefits, impacts, and barriers associated with emerging technologies and to address issues, at least 

initially, through a technology-specific lens.  The Commission will be evaluating utility 

incentives/disincentives in more depth and breadth through another MI Power Grid workgroup and 

other initiatives.  See, October 17 order; May 8, 2020 order in Case No. U-20561; and August 20, 

2020 order in Case No. U-20147.  

 Likewise, the Commission is attempting to address energy planning, interconnection, rate 

design, and procurement barriers through other workgroups.8  The Commission envisions that 

examining barriers faced by specific technologies and their various applications should 

complement and inform these other efforts.  The Staff leads will coordinate on a regular basis to 

share information, avoid duplication, and, where appropriate, hold joint sessions among 

 
      8 MI Power Grid activities are spread across several dockets, including:  (1) Distribution 
Planning in Case No. U-20147; (2) Interconnection Standards and Worker Safety in Case No. U-
20344; (3) DR in Case No. U-20628; (4) Grid Security and Reliability Standards in Case Nos. U-
20629 and U-20630; (5) Energy Programs and Technology Pilots in Case No. U-20645; (6) 
Advanced Planning – Integration of Resource/Distribution/Transmission Planning in  Case No. U-
20633; and (7) Competitive Procurement in Case No. U-20852.   
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workgroups.  The Commission and the Staff will also coordinate with other agencies, including 

EGLE, on the energy storage roadmap, carbon mitigation planning, and energy project 

permitting/siting, as well as with the Department of Labor and Economic Opportunity on mobility 

and EVs. 

 The Commission directs the Staff to focus initially on several specific technologies, and then 

consider broader issues surrounding the vision and role of the utility in the operations of a more 

distributed energy future.  Regarding the scope of technologies, given MI Power Grid’s emphasis 

on “clean, distributed energy resources,” the Commission clarifies that the technologies and 

business model discussions should be centered around clean, distributed energy resources as 

opposed to other emerging technologies, at least at this time.  This would not foreclose 

consideration of topics such as renewable hydrogen, renewable natural gas, or carbon 

sequestration at some point either through this workgroup or another forum based on additional 

direction from the Commission.  The Commission takes a broad view of DER to include both 

customer and utility-scale projects.9  

 Given the anticipated regulatory implications and opportunities, and the survey feedback, the 

Commission directs the workgroup to start with a focus on the following technologies and topics, 

with the sequencing to be determined and topics potentially expanded by the Staff with input from 

stakeholders (thus, these topics are listed in no order of priority, nor should this be viewed as an 

exhaustive list of topics or issues to address):  

 
      9 The Commission acknowledges the various definitions of DERs, some of which encompass 
EVs and demand-side resources, and others of which do not.  For example, the Commission 
adopted a definition of DERs in its recent distribution planning order, which excludes demand-side 
resources for clarity.  August 20, 2020 order in Case No. U-20147, pp. 11, 41.  This is different 
from the more expansive definition in Order 2222, as well as the Commission’s reference to DERs 
in the context of the overall MI Power Grid initiative.   
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• Microgrids  

• Electric vehicles10  

• Energy storage 

• Distributed energy generation11 

• Space and water heating using heat pumps 

The Commission recognizes that survey respondents suggested DR and EWR as additional topics.   

While demand-side resources are critical to achieving the goals of MI Power Grid in a cost-

effective manner and raise many technology and business model questions, the Commission is not 

including them within the scope of this workgroup at this time given the various ongoing formal 

proceedings and workgroups addressing demand-side solutions.   

 
      10 As mentioned above, the Commission has already approved EV pilot programs for three 
major investor owned utilities based on a make-ready model for the utility, with utility rebates for 
Level 2 and DC fast-charging installations with time-of-use rates and other technology or 
programmatic pairings such as DR and battery storage.  As these programs are being implemented 
and other efforts are underway in coordination with other state agencies, the Commission expects 
that this workgroup could monitor experiences to date and provide feedback on potential gaps, 
barriers, or areas for improvement for these utility programs.  Detailed discussions related to rate 
design and offerings for EVs and other DERs may be covered in the to-be-formed MI Power Grid 
“innovative rate offerings” workgroup, or conducted as a joint session with the New Technologies 
and Business Models workgroup when focusing on EVs.  Finally, while the Commission has 
generally addressed the “sale for resale” issue in specific cases, there may be outstanding 
regulatory or legal barriers or ambiguities with respect to roles in equipment ownership and 
maintenance, such as a third-party owned charging installations being paired with onsite 
generation and/or a battery owned by that or another non-utility third-party. See, e.g., May 2, 2019 
order in Case No. U-20162, pp. 103-106; February 28, 2017 order in Case No. U-17990, pp. 159-
160; and October 25, 2017 order in Case No. U-18368.   
 
      11 The consideration of distributed energy generation should consider multiple technologies, 
including but not limited to solar and combined-heat-and-power (CHP), as well as multiple 
configurations and ownership structures.  For solar, this could include both BTM and community 
solar projects, and for CHP this could include BTM and utility-scale applications sited at a 
customer’s location. 
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 For the specific technologies referenced above, the Commission envisions addressing issues 

such as:   

1. What are the drivers and trends for adoption of these technologies and the potential impacts 
under various scenarios?12   

 
2. What are the roles of utilities, third parties, regional transmission organizations, and 

customers under different technology configurations or applications?  What should these 
roles be under different utility business models?   
 

3. What information exchange, controls, or monitoring systems are needed to enable a safe, 
reliable, and cost-effective integration of technologies?  Are these systems under 
development and, if not, what are the major gaps? 
 

4. Are there regulatory barriers that minimize or prevent implementation of these 
technologies or configurations of technology applications?  
 

a. If so, what are these barriers and how may they be addressed? 
 

b. If not, are there non-regulatory barriers these technologies face that prevent 
implementation? 
 

5. How are these technologies currently treated in Commission rates and tariffs?  Are there 
gaps, clarifications, or other changes that should be further considered?13 

 
6. Are the benefits from these technologies fully considered in current regulatory processes? 

 
a. What benefits of the technology are currently included in utility planning and 

regulatory processes? 
 

 
      12 The Integrated/Advanced Planning workgroup is charged with formulating forecasting 
assumptions for EVs and other DERs for the next round of long-term energy planning by regulated 
utilities.  See, August 20, 2020 order in Case No. U-20633, p. 3.  There may be the opportunity to 
leverage this forecasting information for this workgroup, but the focus here is to provide high-
level context on the potential pace and impact of change from increased technology adoption 
based on available forecasts.  This outlook may inform the Commission’s prioritization of issues 
and barriers to be addressed.   
 
      13 The objective is not to formulate new rate designs through this effort.  The Commission 
expects to conduct a rate design study addressing DERs in response to Senate Resolution 142.  
See, MI Power Grid Status Report, October 15, 2020, Case No. U-20645, filing #U-20645-0004.  
Moreover, findings from the New Technologies and Business Models workgroup can feed into the 
future MI Power Grid efforts focused on rate offerings.   
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b. Are there other benefits that are unaccounted for (e.g., resilience)?  If so, what are 
they and how have others accounted for them in regulatory proceedings?  Should 
they be included when analyzing benefits in regulatory proceedings and if so, how? 
 

The Commission envisions that workgroup sessions would be organized to examine, as applicable, 

different configurations or ownership models, technical capabilities (e.g., resilience, voltage 

support, ramping), potential benefits or impacts, cost and adoption trends, and an inventory of 

barriers and potential solutions in the near and long term.  In terms of examining potential benefits 

or impacts, the Commission is interested in considering a broad array of benefits in the context of 

Michigan’s electric power system such as reliability, safety, affordability, accessibility, resilience, 

energy (energy, capacity, ancillary services), environmental impacts, equity, and community.   

 The Commission is not calling for cost-benefit analysis or quantification of benefits of 

technologies but rather to generally understand the impact and role of such technologies as 

Michigan’s electric grid undergoes transformation and what needs to be done to realize benefits.  

In terms of barriers, the Commission is most concerned with regulatory and business model 

barriers that can be addressed by the Commission either directly or in coordination with the 

Governor and/or Legislature, as discussed above.   

 Following the technology-specific topics, the Commission also expects a focused session on 

models for modern grid operations with increased DERs, including consideration of the evolving 

role of the utility, the potential for the utility to serve as a distribution system operator, potential 

utility ownership of BTM or other customer-sited resources, regulatory models being pursued in 

other jurisdictions, and lessons learned from the workgroup’s investigation of specific 

technologies, configurations, and ownership structures.  
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Timing and Next Steps  

 Based on the survey responses, the Commission is establishing this workgroup, with the kick-

off meeting to be held in January 2021.  During the remainder of 2020, the Staff will conduct 

research and planning for productive workgroup sessions.  This may include additional informal 

stakeholder surveys to refine and prioritize topics and identify experts and complementary efforts 

to learn from.  A proposed work plan will be posted to the website as part of the January kick-off 

meeting, and the kick-off meeting should also feature consideration of various models to 

accommodate the growth of DERs, including a holistic review of the various regulatory, market, 

and operational considerations involved in integrating increased levels of DERs.  Deliverables will 

include the Staff preparing short summaries by technology covering community interest, forecasts, 

existing regulatory treatment, gaps, and barriers as well as identified solutions.  In addition, no 

later than September 1, 2021, the Staff shall file in this docket a report summarizing efforts to date, 

providing recommendations for the Commission’s consideration, and identifying potential next 

steps.     

 THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that: 

 A.  The New Technologies and Business Models workgroup is established, as described in this 

order.      

 B.  No later than September 1, 2021, the Commission Staff shall file in this docket a status 

report summarizing efforts of the workgroup to date, providing recommendations for the 

Commission’s consideration, and identifying potential next steps.     
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 The Commission reserves jurisdiction and may issue further orders as necessary. 

 
       MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION   

                                                                  
 
                                                                                      

________________________________________                                                                          
               Daniel C. Scripps, Chair    
 
          
 

 ________________________________________                                                                          
               Sally A. Talberg, Commissioner 
 
 
 

________________________________________                                                                          
               Tremaine L. Phillips, Commissioner    
 
  
By its action of October 29, 2020.  
 
 
 
________________________________                                                                 
Lisa Felice, Executive Secretary 



 P R O O F   O F   S E R V I C E  
 

 
   STATE OF MICHIGAN )         
          
         Case No. U-20898 
 
          
          

      County of Ingham  ) 
 

 
 

Brianna Brown being duly sworn, deposes and says that on October 29, 2020 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 29th day of October 2020.  
 
 
 

 
    _____________________________________ 

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



GEMOTION DISTRIBUTION SERVICE LIST 
 

 

 

 

kadarkwa@itctransco.com ITC  
tjlundgren@varnumlaw.com Energy Michigan 
lachappelle@varnumlaw.com Energy Michigan 
awallin@cloverland.com  Cloverland 
bmalaski@cloverland.com Cloverland 
mheise@cloverland.com  Cloverland 
vobmgr@UP.NET                       Village of Baraga 
braukerL@MICHIGAN.GOV             Linda Brauker 
info@VILLAGEOFCLINTON.ORG            Village of Clinton 
jgraham@HOMEWORKS.ORG                Tri-County Electric Co-Op 
mkappler@HOMEWORKS.ORG               Tri-County Electric Co-Op 
psimmer@HOMEWORKS.ORG                Tri-County Electric Co-Op 
frucheyb@DTEENERGY.COM               Citizens Gas Fuel Company 
mpscfilings@CMSENERGY.COM            Consumers Energy Company 
jim.vansickle@SEMCOENERGY.COM        SEMCO Energy Gas Company 
kay8643990@YAHOO.COM                 Superior Energy Company 
christine.kane@we-energies.com  WEC Energy Group 
jlarsen@uppco.com Upper Peninsula Power Company 
dave.allen@TEAMMIDWEST.COM  Midwest Energy Coop 
bob.hance@teammidwest.com               Midwest Energy Coop 
tharrell@ALGERDELTA.COM              Alger Delta Cooperative 
tonya@CECELEC.COM                    Cherryland Electric Cooperative 
bscott@GLENERGY.COM                Great Lakes Energy Cooperative 
sculver@glenergy.com  Great Lakes Energy Cooperative 
kmarklein@STEPHENSON-MI.COM          Stephenson Utilities Department 
debbie@ONTOREA.COM                   Ontonagon County Rural Elec 
ddemaestri@PIEG.COM                    Presque Isle Electric & Gas Cooperative, INC 
dbraun@TECMI.COOP                   Thumb Electric 
rbishop@BISHOPENERGY.COM             Bishop Energy 
mkuchera@AEPENERGY.COM          AEP Energy 
todd.mortimer@CMSENERGY.COM          CMS Energy 
igoodman@commerceenergy.com  Just Energy Solutions 
david.fein@CONSTELLATION.COM         Constellation Energy 
kate.stanley@CONSTELLATION.COM       Constellation Energy 
kate.fleche@CONSTELLATION.COM        Constellation New Energy 
mpscfilings@DTEENERGY.COM            DTE Energy 
bgorman@FIRSTENERGYCORP.COM     First Energy 
rarchiba@FOSTEROIL.COM               My Choice Energy 
greg.bass@calpinesolutions.com Calpine Energy Solutions 
rabaey@SES4ENERGY.COM                Santana Energy 
cborr@WPSCI.COM                      Spartan Renewable Energy, Inc. (Wolverine Power Marketing Corp) 
cityelectric@ESCANABA.ORG            City of Escanaba 
crystalfallsmgr@HOTMAIL.COM          City of Crystal Falls 
felicel@MICHIGAN.GOV                 Lisa Felice 
mmann@USGANDE.COM                    Michigan Gas & Electric 
mpolega@GLADSTONEMI.COM              City of Gladstone 

mailto:kadarkwa@itctransco.com
mailto:tjlundgren@varnumlaw.com
mailto:lachappelle@varnumlaw.com
mailto:awallin@cloverland.com
mailto:bmalaski@cloverland.com
mailto:mheise@cloverland.com
mailto:vobmgr@UP.NET
mailto:braukerL@MICHIGAN.GOV
mailto:info@VILLAGEOFCLINTON.ORG
mailto:jgraham@HOMEWORKS.ORG
mailto:mkappler@HOMEWORKS.ORG
mailto:psimmer@HOMEWORKS.ORG
mailto:frucheyb@DTEENERGY.COM
mailto:mpscfilings@CMSENERGY.COM
mailto:jim.vansickle@SEMCOENERGY.COM
mailto:kay8643990@YAHOO.COM
mailto:christine.kane@we-energies.com
mailto:jlarsen@uppco.com
mailto:dave.allen@TEAMMIDWEST.COM
mailto:bob.hance@teammidwest.com
mailto:tharrell@ALGERDELTA.COM
mailto:tonya@CECELEC.COM
mailto:bscott@GLENERGY.COM
mailto:sculver@glenergy.com
mailto:kmarklein@STEPHENSON-MI.COM
mailto:debbie@ONTOREA.COM
mailto:ddemaestri@PIEG.COM
mailto:dbraun@TECMI.COOP
mailto:rbishop@BISHOPENERGY.COM
mailto:mkuchera@AEPENERGY.COM
mailto:todd.mortimer@CMSENERGY.COM
mailto:igoodman@commerceenergy.com
mailto:david.fein@CONSTELLATION.COM
mailto:kate.stanley@CONSTELLATION.COM
mailto:kate.fleche@CONSTELLATION.COM
mailto:mpscfilings@DTEENERGY.COM
mailto:bgorman@FIRSTENERGYCORP.COM
mailto:rarchiba@FOSTEROIL.COM
mailto:greg.bass@calpinesolutions.com
mailto:rabaey@SES4ENERGY.COM
mailto:cborr@WPSCI.COM
mailto:cityelectric@ESCANABA.ORG
mailto:crystalfallsmgr@HOTMAIL.COM
mailto:felicel@MICHIGAN.GOV
mailto:mmann@USGANDE.COM
mailto:mpolega@GLADSTONEMI.COM


GEMOTION DISTRIBUTION SERVICE LIST 
 

 

 

 

rlferguson@INTEGRYSGROUP.COM         Integrys Group 
lrgustafson@CMSENERGY.COM            Lisa Gustafson 
daustin@IGSENERGY.COM                Interstate Gas Supply Inc 
krichel@DLIB.INFO                    Thomas Krichel 
cityelectric@BAYCITYMI.ORG                Bay City Electric Light & Power 
jreynolds@MBLP.ORG                   Marquette Board of Light & Power 
bschlansker@PREMIERENERGYLLC.COM  Premier Energy Marketing LLC 
ttarkiewicz@CITYOFMARSHALL.COM       City of Marshall 
d.motley@COMCAST.NET                 Doug Motley 
mpauley@GRANGERNET.COM               Marc Pauley 
ElectricDept@PORTLAND-MICHIGAN.ORG   City of Portland 
gdg@alpenapower.com                   Alpena Power 
dbodine@LIBERTYPOWERCORP.COM         Liberty Power 
leew@WVPA.COM                        Wabash Valley Power 
kmolitor@WPSCI.COM                   Wolverine Power 
ham557@GMAIL.COM                     Lowell S. 
BusinessOffice@REALGY.COM               Realgy Energy Services 
landerson@VEENERGY.COM              Volunteer Energy Services 
cmcarthur@HILLSDALEBPU.COM              Hillsdale Board of Public Utilities 
mrzwiers@INTEGRYSGROUP.COM           Michigan Gas Utilities/Upper Penn Power/Wisconsin 
Teresa.ringenbach@directenergy.com  Direct Energy 
christina.crable@directenergy.com    Direct Energy 
angela.schorr@directenergy.com       Direct Energy 
ryan.harwell@directenergy.com          Direct Energy    
johnbistranin@realgy.com Realgy Corp. 
kabraham@mpower.org Katie Abraham, MMEA 
mgobrien@aep.com  Indiana Michigan Power Company 
mvorabouth@ses4energy.com Santana Energy 
suzy@megautilities.org  MEGA 
tanya@meagutilities.org  MEGA 
hnester@itctransco.com ITC Holdings 
lpage@dickinsonwright.com Dickinson Wright 
Deborah.e.erwin@xcelenergy.com Xcel Energy 
mmpeck@fischerfranklin.com Matthew Peck 
CANDACE.GONZALES@cmsenergy.com  Consumers Energy 
JHDillavou@midamericanenergyservices.com  MidAmerican Energy Services, LLC 
JCAltmayer@midamericanenergyservices.com    MidAmerican Energy Services, LLC 
LMLann@midamericanenergyservices.com MidAmerican Energy Services, LLC 
karl.j.hoesly@xcelenergy.com   Northern States Power  
kerri.wade@teammidwest.com   Midwest Energy Coop 
dixie.teague@teammidwest.com  Midwest Energy Coop 
meghan.tarver@teammidwest.com   Midwest Energy Coop 
Karen.wienke@cmsenergy.com   Consumers Energy 
Michael.torrey@cmsenergy.com  Consumers Energy 
croziera@dteenergy.com   DTE Energy 

mailto:rlferguson@INTEGRYSGROUP.COM
mailto:lrgustafson@CMSENERGY.COM
mailto:daustin@IGSENERGY.COM
mailto:krichel@DLIB.INFO
mailto:cityelectric@BAYCITYMI.ORG
mailto:jreynolds@MBLP.ORG
mailto:bschlansker@PREMIERENERGYLLC.COM
mailto:ttarkiewicz@CITYOFMARSHALL.COM
mailto:d.motley@COMCAST.NET
mailto:mpauley@GRANGERNET.COM
mailto:ElectricDept@PORTLAND-MICHIGAN.ORG
mailto:gdg@alpenapower.com
mailto:dbodine@LIBERTYPOWERCORP.COM
mailto:leew@WVPA.COM
mailto:kmolitor@WPSCI.COM
mailto:ham557@GMAIL.COM
mailto:BusinessOffice@REALGY.COM
mailto:landerson@VEENERGY.COM
mailto:cmcarthur@HILLSDALEBPU.COM
mailto:mrzwiers@INTEGRYSGROUP.COM
mailto:Teresa.ringenbach@directenergy.com
mailto:christina.crable@directenergy.com
mailto:angela.schorr@directenergy.com
mailto:ryan.harwell@directenergy.com
mailto:johnbistranin@realgy.com
mailto:kabraham@mpower.org
mailto:mgobrien@aep.com
mailto:mvorabouth@ses4energy.com
mailto:suzy@megautilities.org
mailto:tanya@meagutilities.org
mailto:hnester@itctransco.com
mailto:lpage@dickinsonwright.com
mailto:Deborah.e.erwin@xcelenergy.com
mailto:mmpeck@fischerfranklin.com
mailto:CANDACE.GONZALES@cmsenergy.com
mailto:JHDillavou@midamericanenergyservices.com
mailto:JCAltmayer@midamericanenergyservices.com
mailto:LMLann@midamericanenergyservices.com
mailto:karl.j.hoesly@xcelenergy.com
mailto:kerri.wade@teammidwest.com
mailto:dixie.teague@teammidwest.com
mailto:meghan.tarver@teammidwest.com
mailto:Karen.wienke@cmsenergy.com
mailto:Michael.torrey@cmsenergy.com
mailto:croziera@dteenergy.com


GEMOTION DISTRIBUTION SERVICE LIST 
 

 

 

 

stanczakd@dteenergy.com   DTE Energy 
Michelle.Schlosser@xcelenergy.com  Xcel Energy 
dburks@glenergy.com    Great Lakes Energy 
kabraham@mpower.org   Michigan Public Power Agency 
shannon.burzycki@wecenergygroup.com Michigan Gas Utilities Corporation 
kerdmann@atcllc.com      American Transmission Company 
handrew@atcllc.com     American Transmission Company  
mary.wolter@wecenergygroup.com  UMERC, MERC and MGU   
phil@allendaleheating.com   Phil Forner 

 

  

 
 
 

mailto:stanczakd@dteenergy.com
mailto:Michelle.Schlosser@xcelenergy.com
mailto:dburks@glenergy.com
mailto:kabraham@mpower.org
mailto:shannon.burzycki@wecenergygroup.com
mailto:kerdmann@atcllc.com
mailto:handrew@atcllc.com
mailto:mary.wolter@wecenergygroup.com
mailto:phil@allendaleheating.com

	U-20898.pdf
	P R O O F   O F   S E R V I C E
	Case No. U-20898



		2020-10-29T14:51:20-0400
	Dan Scripps


		2020-10-29T14:51:51-0400
	Sally Talberg


		2020-10-29T14:52:24-0400
	Tremaine Phillips


		2020-10-29T14:52:57-0400
	Lisa Felice




