
 

 

 

 

 

May 15, 2020 

 

Dear Senate Finance Committee Members, 

We appreciate the opportunity to share our thoughts regarding Senate File 1456, the Clean Energy First 

Act.  

First, we want to acknowledge the significant time and effort that has gone into developing this legislation. 

We especially want to recognize the hard work done by Senator Senjem, as well as Chair Osmek and 

members of the Energy and Utilities Committee. 

On January 15, Fresh Energy provided both written and public testimony to the Energy and Utilities 

Committee at a public hearing held in Rochester, Minnesota. In our comments, we identified several items 

we support as well as a significant number of concerns with the language that remains in Senate File 1456. 

Fresh Energy continues to appreciate and support the inclusion of language in the bill relating to local jobs 

and hiring, host community transition, and transmission planning. These are important issues that are also 

areas of common ground across many stakeholders, and we hope to see these pieces continue to move 

forward this session. 

In addition, our previous testimony identified a number of policy provisions that we found problematic, 

including: 

• Eliminating longstanding state law by limiting the resource planning preference for carbon free 

generation to only facilities built in Minnesota (Lines 8.12 to 8.23) 

• Exemptions for proposed and unconstructed gas-powered facilities in Becker, MN and Superior, WI 

(Lines 9.19 to 9.22) 

• An overly lenient and broad definition for carbon capture and sequestration that allows utilities to 

count carbon capture at performance levels well below best available technology and well below 

the claims made in utility marketing materials (Lines 6.22 to 6.29) 

• Open-ended allowance of enhanced oil recovery and other third-party commercial applications for 

captured carbon, with no measure or limitation on subsequent emissions (Lines 6.27 to 6.29) 

• Inclusion of municipal solid waste incineration as renewable for the purposes of resource planning, 

again with no limitation with regards to emissions, siting or alternatives (Lines 5.28 to 5.29) 

• A “thumb on the scale” for basing electricity rates on “cost of service” – a policy shift unrelated to 

resource planning that risks unfairly shifting costs from large industry to residential and small 

business customers(Lines 1.17 to 1.18) 

 



The items of concern referenced above have not yet been addressed in the current language of SF1456. An 

additional item of concern added during the committee process is the provision on lines 9.23 to 10.8 that 

creates a special process for evaluating plant retirement decisions at one utility that risk limiting a full 

review through the integrated resource planning (IRP) process. 

We remain optimistic that agreement can eventually be reached between the Senate, House and Walz 

Administration on Clean Energy First legislation. We additionally recognize that there are significant 

differences between the various public versions of this legislation, and that there will likely be additional 

opportunities to address concerns should this legislation advance further in 2020.  

Fresh Energy remains fully committed to working with members from both chambers and both parties to 

find clean energy solutions that work for Minnesota. We look forward to further collaboration during the 

remainder of the 2020 legislative session and, as appropriate, potential special sessions to come. We 

appreciate your consideration as you determine next steps for this important legislation. 

Sincerely, 

 

Allen Gleckner 

Senior Director, Energy Markets and Regulatory Affairs 

Fresh Energy 

 

 


