950 NEW ORLEANS

VOTE SOLAR

June 3, 2019

By Hand Delivery

Ms. Lora W. Johnson
CMC Clerk of Council
Room 1E09, City Hall
1300 Perdido Street
New Orleans, LA 70112

In Re: RESOLUTION AND ORDER ESTABLISHING A DOCKET AND OPENING A
RULEMAKING PROCEEDING TO ESTABLISH RENEWABLE PORTFOLIO STANDARDS
DOCKET NO. UD-19-01

Dear Ms. Johnson,

Please find enclosed an original and three (3) copies of the parties Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans first round
of comments in accordance with the procedural schedule established in Resolution R-19-109, with the Service
List for the above-mentioned docket. Please file the attached communication and this letter in the record of the
proceeding and return one time stamped copy to our courier, in accordance with normal procedures. If you have
any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Best Regards,

Just Transition Group
350 New Orleans
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350 New Orleans - 1407 Napoleon Ave Apt C - New Orleans, LA 70117 - 350neworleans.org



BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL OF NEW ORLEANS

UTILITY, CABLE, TELECOMMUNICATIONS AND TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEE

Establishing a Docket and Opening a Rulemaking Docket No. UD-19-01
Proceeding to Establish Renewable Portfolio
Standards

OPENING COMMENTS OF VOTE SOLAR AND 350 NEW ORLEANS ON
ESTABLISHMENT OF A RESILIENT AND
RENEWABLE PORTFOLIO STANDARD {R-RPS)

Vote Solar' and 350 New Orleans appreciate this opportunity to provide comments
regarding the establishment of a Renewable Portfolio Standard for the City of New Orleans.
Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans join with several other parties in calling for the establishment
of an ambitious and homegrown renewable energy standard that addresses New Orleans’ unique
challenges by bolstering energy resilience and promoting equitable access to the economic,
environmental, and health benefits of a cleaner electrical grid. We propose a “resilient”
renewable energy portfolio standard (“R-RPS”) that anchors twin policy objectives of improving

the operation and resilience of the grid while promoting a just sharing of a twenty-first century

clean energy economy with all of the City’s citizens. We recognize that the achievement of such

I Vote Solar is a 501(c)3 nonprofit working to repower the U.S. with clean energy by making
solar power more accessible and affordable through effective policy advocacy. Vote Solar seeks
to promote the development of solar at every scale, from distributed rooftop solar to large
utility-scale plants. Vote Solar has over 80,000 members nationally, including members in
Louisiana and within New Orleans. Vote Solar is not a trade group and does not have corporate
members.



important goals will be iterative and require ongoing collaboration with a diverse set of
stakeholders and experts. But establishing the roadmap and setting those objectives is a critical
and timely first step that is already within the Council’s reach.

We recognize with humility that a home-grown solution is required that addresses the
unique attributes, opportunities, and urgencies of the City of New Orleans, but offer the
following responses to Council questions based on our experiences across the country. We are
actively working to support local partners and community organizations to bring the Council a
fully articulated R-RPS proposal, based on the outlines discussed in our and other intervenor
responses. We expect to present this full proposal in reply comments, as it will be informed by
the written comments of all intervenors as well as the informal input of essential community
stakeholders who best understand the challenges facing residents of New Orleans with high
energy burdens and vulnerable environmental conditions driven by the energy sector.,

For a successful R-RPS to benefit all citizens of New Orleans, equity must be a central
pillar. Low-income and underserved communities in New Orleans face unique barriers and
vulnerabilities that an R-RPS should be designed to relieve. Locally-sited renewable energy
resources like rooftop solar paired with battery storage (e.g., onsite residential or
community-based) and renewable microgrids (sited in critical areas of the community to ensure
continuity of essential services to protect public health during emergency conditions) could
stimulate new local economies and provide significant quality of life improvements for
vulnerable populations through lower bills and improved service continuity and quality. An
equitable approach to an R-RPS should inform all aspects of this effort: R-RPS renewable

penetration goals, hearing procedure, and implementation processes. Ratepayers, low-income



households, and communities of color are perhaps the most important and traditionally most
overlooked stakeholders in the electricity system of New Orleans, and the Council should ensure
that they get adequate opportunity to provide input into the R-RPS, both now and as it is
implemented over time.

In addition, we propose that a Renewable Portfolio Standard in New Orleans should put a
special emphasis on renewable energy resources that provide energy resiliency (i.e., provide
participating customers and critical infrastructure a source of power after outages and emergency
conditions). Encouraging distributed renewable energy—i.e., resources interconnected to the
ENO distribution system—inherently help the transition to a more resilient New Orleans.
According to the US Energy Information Administration, Entergy New Orleans ranked in the
lowest-performing tenth of investor-owned utilities in System Average Interruption Duration
Index (excluding weather events) in 2017. Through a resilient RPS (R-RPS), distributed
renewable power could provide points of stability and resiliency at times when the broader grid
is not providing electricity. Homesz, schools, police and fire stations, and even grocery stores
with this capacity will provide critical support during and in the direct aftermath of extreme
weather events like heat waves or tropical storms. The focus should be on preserving life, public
health, and quality of life.

At the outset of this process, the Council should carefully consider the goals that they
intend to achieve through crafting this policy. Examples across the country show that Renewable

Portfolio Standards are effective tools for not only creating a cleaner energy mix, but also

2 We propose that any program supporting residential battery storage as part of a resilience
measure should prioritize low-income citizens that depend on electric-powered medical devices
or on critical medicines that require constant refrigeration.
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bolstering jobs, supporting healthy communities, and supporting a local clean energy economy.
If developed and designed effectively, an R-RPS could blaze a trail to show the country how to
create a more equitable and resilient grid in New Orleans. Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans look
forward to working with and learning from stakeholders throughout this process to achieve an
R-RPS that truly reflects and advances the interests of all New Orleanians. We thank the Council
for opening this docket and appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments for

consideration.

SPECIFIC RESPONSES TO THE COUNCIL’S QUESTIONS
1. What would an appropriate RPS target for New Orleans be, and should it be a

requirement or a goal?
RESPONSE to Q1: Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans urge the council to develop a mandatory
renewable energy standard, rather than a voluntary goal. A voluntary renewable energy goal
sends an unclear policy signal to all stakeholders: Utilities are left to make their own decisions
about what level of disrupting business as usual is appropriate for achieving the goal, and
ratepayers lack a standard of accountability or timeline for the benefits of clean energy. In
contrast, a requirement sets clear goals for utilities and solid expectations for other stakeholders.
Similarly, frequent interim goals maintain accountability and transparency, and ensure that
Entergy New Orleans is making adequate and appropriate investments toward a resilient,
renewable-powered grid.

Utilities within the Midcontinent Independent System Operator (“MISO™) and the

Southeast are already leading on ambitious rencwable energy targets. This year, a major utility



company serving customers throughout MISO and Texas publicly stated that they could achieve
an 80% reduction in carbon emissions by 2030 cost-effectively “[w]ith the renewable,
carbon-free generation, and energy storage technologies available today.” Consumers Energy,
DTE Energy, Florida Power & Light, and the broader Entergy holding company have also set
carbon reduction goals of between 50% and 90% by 2040 or earlier. That these utilities have
engaged in procuring and deploying renewable energy at scale without enabling legislation
suggests that an ambitious renewable portfolio standard is not only possible, but practical and
timely.

a. What percentage of ENO’s load should be met through renewable resources,
and what data or other information exists indicating that the target is
achievable in New Orleans?

RESPONSE to Q 1.a: In an environment of increasing ambition for reduction in carbon
emissions, an R-RPS provides accountability and allows all citizens of New Orleans participate
in the transition to clean energy. Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans urge the Council to set an
R-RPS requirement that 55% of all retail sales will be met with renewable energy products by
2033, with annual interim goals progressing linearly from the baseline period to the goal date.
We support establishing a 100% carbon-free grid by 2040, but believe that it would be wise to
calibrate the target date and means of achieving/counting a carbon-free grid at some point after
the Council, ENO, and stakeholder have significant experience with the initial R-RPS phases.
Using solar capécity values from ENQ’s 2018 Integrated Resource Plan and projected
2034 load from its 2015 Integrated Resource Plan, we estimate that ENO could generate an
equivalent amount of energy to its total 2034 load with 1.9 gigawatts of solar power. For context,

a Google Sunroof survey estimates that 2.7 gigawatts of solar capacity are available on New



Orleans’ rooftops alone. As another example, Florida Power and Light recently announced plans
. . 3
for a 1.5-gigawatt community solar program.

As noted above, other MISO utilities’ ambitious carbon plans show that high penetrations
of renewables are not only workable but economical. Even in the time between ENO’s 2015 and
2018 IRPs, the ground has shifted for ENO’s anticipated solar portfolio—from zero planned
incremental megawatts of solar capacity in 2015 to at least 200 and up to 400 megawatts in 2018.
Projections from utility industry leaders’ and c-:xperts5 indicate that the trend of economical solar

power will only accelerate in the coming years.

b. In what year should ENO be required to meet this target, and should ENO
have specific, incremental targets to meet?

RESPONSE to Q.1.b: ENO stands at the precipice of a transformation of its generation
portfolio. In preparatory materials for the 2018 Integrated Resource Plan, ENO anticipated that
17-46% of its market coal and legacy gas capacity would be retired by 2028, growing to 57-76%
in 2038. Those resources represented more than 60% of ENQ’s operating capacity as of 2015,
The anticipated retirement of the Union Power Station in 2033 and the turnover of these legacy
resources constitute a major need for generation capacity in 2033. By specifically targeting 2033
as the goal for the R-RPS, ENO can build a renewable and resilient resource mix to address that

capacity shortfall and seamlessly integrate new renewables into its portfolio.

1. How should a New Orleans RPS target be satisfied?

3 See Florida Power & Light’s SolarTogether Program.

4 PV Magazine (2019). “NextEra: Solar and Wind plus Batteries will be ‘massively disruptive’ to
conventional generation.”

5 GreenTech Media (2019). “WoodMac: Solar Plants Cheaper than Natural Gas ‘Just About

L k]

Everywhere’ by 2023.



a. Should ENO be allowed to purchase RECs.to satisfy the requirement and if
so what, if any, limitations should be applied to the use of RECs? If RECs are
allowed, how should they be certified or verified?

RESONSE to Q.2.a: Yes, Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans envision a three-tier framework
through which Entergy could satisfy its compliance obligations through customer programs that
reduce compliance load (e.g., community solar, net metering) and other renewable energy
resources that are registered with M-RETS (Tier 3), a registration process and standard that is
consistent with other states within MISO that recognize tradeable RECs for RPS compliance.

b. What resources should be included in the definition of resources that may be
used to meet the target (whether through the addition of resources to ENO’s
system or through the purchase of RECs)--solar water heat, solar space heat,
geothermal electric, solar thermal electric, solar thermal process heat, solar
photovoltaics, wind (large and small), biomass, hydroelectrie, geothermal
heat pumps, combined heat & power, landfill gas, hydroelectric (large and

small), geothermal direct-use, anaerobic digestion, fuel cells using renewable
fuels, other?

RESPONSE to Q.2.b: The list of eligible technologies should be expansive, but should not
include any resources that produce local air emissions (biomass, anaerobic digestion) or that
require water discharge permits. All Tier 3 resources (MISO-connected renewables) should
exclude carbon-emitting technologies. It would be contradictory for New Orleans to temper an
aggressive push to address climate threats with acceptance of carbon-emitting resources, even if
the carbon intensity is lower than ENQ’s existing fleet. Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans intend
to work with local stakeholders to produce a more complete definition of eligible “renewable
energy resources” and will provide that definition in its reply comments.

¢. Should there be a requirement that some portion of the RPS must be met

through specific types of renewables (or RECs), such as solar for distributed
generation?



d. Should the Council consider adopting a method of encouraging local
renewable resources, such as by providing ENO with greater credit toward
meeting the RPS requirement for local resources than for remote resources?

RESPONSE to Q.2.c and d: The heart of fashioning an R-RPS that achieves specific, local
objectives is utilizing a multi-tiered compliance system that gives preference to resources that are
determined to provide maximum benefit to the community and to advance the overarching
objectives of the policy. In the case of a resilient and renewable policy standard, Vote Solar and
350 New Orleans recommend that “renewable resilience projects”, including renewable
microgrids, solar+storage on individual residences and businesses, be given top preference. As a
Tier 1 resource, renewable resilience projects would play an important role in not only providing
an onsite generating resource for critical infrastructure (hospitals, schools, grocery stores,
pumping stations) that would be capable of islanding and operating during grid outages, but in
also providing grid support services throughout the year.

A Tier 1 resiliency resource would be differentiated from a Tier 2 customer program
resource (e.g., net metered, community solar, energy efficiency, etc.) because it would require
some dedication of the Tier 1 resource to be used and dispatchable by ENO to enhance its
operation of the distribution system. This could include the automated use of smart inverters and
energy storage devices to provide frequency regulation and other ancillary services, as well as
the interoperability with the distribution communication network to support grid modernization
efforts. We could foresee participation in a Council-approved demand-response and grid
interoperability program being a condition for receiving Tier 1 status and the multiplier effect for
associated renewable energy credits associated with these Tier 1 resources. By applying a

multiplier to the REC associated with renewable generation from a Tier 1 resource, the



participating customer (or owner of the resource) would receive a premium for dedicating some
part of the facility to being used and useful in the utility’s grid operations. However, these
conditions would suspend in the event of a grid outage, where an individual customer or
microgrid would island and operate the resilience resource entirely for the benefit of the host
customer during times of prolonged grid outages.

Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans envision Tier 1 resources benefiting critical
infrastructure by keeping the power on during storm events where buildings such as hospitals,
police stations, fire stations, schools, and pumping stations are used to provide public services in
the midst of an ongoing emergency. Receiving a premium for installing onsite resiliency projects
may provide the double benefit of producing cost savings for local agencies as well as physical
assurance of back-up power at mission critical moments. The public benefits of having these
facilities in a resilience posture is not captured by a simple “avoided utility cost” perspective, but
must be examined as a broader societal and economic goal. Preparing for the worst, by installing
devices and adopting programs that improve the reliability and performance of the grid on an
ongoing basis, makes sense as both a grid and a social strategy for dealing with the extreme
weather and climate-related challenges that face New Orleans.

Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans propose that a second Tier, which would receive a REC
multiplier less than Tier 1 but still creating a premium, would include customer-facing program
such as net metering, community solar, feed-in tariffs, energy efficiency, and non-Tier 1 demand
response (i.e. not associated with operation of a resiliency resource). In the case of facilities that
are not readily or feasibly registered with M-RETS, as in the case of small rooftop solar facilities

on residential dwellings, Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans propose that the Council adopt a



methodology to allow ENO to count all estimated customer generation from net metering as a
decrement to compliance load. In other words, while the net metering facility might not
practically be able to afford registering with M-RETS, ENO should be able to adjust its
compliance load by the amount of generation that is exported to the grid and later netted against
those customers’ purchases from the utility.

Alternatively, Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans would suggest that the Council adopt a
special treatment of net metered systems to allow ENO to aggregate and estimate the gross
generation of the total installed capacity of the entire net metering program each month. A new
net metering tariff could be filed stating that all renewable attributes associated with the net
metered facility are surrendered to ENO as a condition of taking service under the net metering
tariff. This would allow ENO the opportunity to count generation from an existing program to
satisfy its Tier 2 requirements. Net metering policy should be enshrined and protected within the
R-RPS as a valuable means of leveraging private investment by customers and third-party
owners of such facilities. The R-RPS should provide that net metering customers will face the
identical rate for purchases they would have faced without net metering and that the full retail
netting mechanism be extended to all interested customers without limit (subject to technical and
cost limitations inherent in the interconnection process).

Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans propose that Tier 1 and Tier 2 systems should be
limited to renewable energy resources that are interconnected directly to the distribution system
within the footprint of ENO’s service territory. This local nexus amplifies the economic impact
to the city and increases the ability of the R-RPS to achieve its equitable goals. Vote Solar and

350 New Orleans would propose that no less than 10% of the total R-RPS compliance come
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from Tier 1 resources with no less than 50% of the total compliance requirement coming from a
combination of Tier 1 and Tier 2 resources.

Unlike Tier 1 and 2 resources, Vote Solar envistons that the third category (Tier 3) of
renewable energy resources could be located anywhere on the MISO system. This would allow
up to 50% of all RPS requirements to come from large-scale renewable facilities that could be
expected to provide renewable generation at or below ENO’s avoided cost. In order to encourage
new generation, Vote Solar recommends that Tier 3 resources have an in-service date of
approximately January 1, 2020 or later. Tier 1 and Tier 2 would have no such requirement as it
would be the interest of the Council to recognize existing investments by its citizens in resources
and in the local industry that will deliver the benefits of the R-RPS.

Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans would also recommend the formation of a citizen
advisory council, appointed to reflect the diverse population of the city, to oversee the ongoing
mission to implement the R-RPS in a manner that achieves the goal of equitably sharing the
economic and resiliency benefits with underserved and low-income populations. The citizen
advisory council could make specific recommendations to the Council and a process could be
built into the R-RPS rules to allow for periodic rule calibration to help achieve the diversity and
equity goals of the R-RPS. Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans encourage the Council to adopt
complimentary policies and initiatives to ensure that job training is available to help open
avenues for inclusion and prosperity for minority-owned businesses, electrical contractors, and
installers. The shift to a clean energy economy in New Orleans could create the largest new
source of economic growth seen in New Orleans in generations. It is imperative that

communities of color not only be included in this clean energy economy, but that they be given
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every opportunity to lead the transition and create new sources of wealth from within. New
Orleans could be a model for the entire country by showing how the clean energy economy can
be a source of uplift and economic opportunity for socially and economically disadvantaged

communities and businesses.

2. How should the RPS standard be enforced, should the Council consider a penalty or

Alternative Compliance Payment structure?

RESPONSE to Q.3: Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans recommend that any Renewable Energy
Credit-based accounting system for an R-RPS include an alternative compliance payment as a
backstop. Alternative compliance payments demonstrate a clear and predictable impact for
utilities if they do not comply with a given interim requirement for renewable energy. The
alternative compliance payment can be thought of the policy implementation of a clean energy
requirement: A clear signal to Entergy New Orleans about the expectations of the Standard and
the penalties for non-compliance. Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans recommend that the Council
implement the following ACP best practices:
s Differentiate the level of alternative compliance payment by class of resource to account
for the difference in cost of procuring different resources.
¢ Set the alternative compliance payment at a leve] that is high enough to incent the
appropriate amount of investment in the technology. An escalating alternative
compliance payment could “find” the appropriate ACP level for incenting investment

over time.
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Each alternative compliance payment also represents a foregone investment in renewable
energy, and therefore un-fulfilled economic, resilience, and health benefits for ratepayers. To
ensure those benefits are distributed to ratepayers, Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans recommend
that revenue generated by alternative compliance payments be earmarked for investments in
resilient and renewable energy through a deposit in a specially designated fund. The District of
Columbia, for example, uses alternative compliance payments for its local distributed generation
carve-out to fund the DC Solar for All program. Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans recognize the
District of Columbia’s approach as an incredible enabling tool for accessible and equitable solar
power.

Finally, the alternative compliance payment structure is not mutually exclusive with other
compliance and enforcement mechanisms, and multiple mechanisms might be complementary.
Additional incentives to utilize resilient and renewable energy as a non-wires alternative to
transmission and distribution investment could better integrate distributed renewable generation
into distribution planning, for example, or a performance incentive mechanism could adjust the
utility’s rate of return according to other desired outcomes (e.g. reduced SAIDI). In general, the
Council should ensure that each of its policy objectives is supported by clear goals, reporting

requirements, and specific signals through compliance and enforcement mechanisms.

1. What protection should be put in place to protect ratepayers from unreasonable
inereases in rates due to the RPS?

a. What would be an unacceptable level of rate impact resulting from
compliance with an RPS?

13



b. If a limit on rate impacts is established, how should it be structured--as a flat
cap, as an Alternative Compliance Payment structure, or through some other
structure?

RESPONSE to Q.4.a-b: Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans acknowledge that any policy
change—especially one that is purposefully designed to improve energy equity in the electric
system in New Orleans—must be conscious of any unintended consequences or negative cost
impacts to customers. Given the recent success of independently owned and built renewable
energy resources competing head-to-head on pricing with traditional utility-owned generation,
we do not expect an RPS to present significant cost impacts to any class of ratepayers. However,
to the extent that specific resources are given preference and additional encouragement through
REC multipliers (e.g., Tier 1 and Tier 2 resources), there will be some amount of upfront,
short-term incremental costs required to “prime the pump” to achieve the success of the broad
overarching goals of establishing an effective R-RPS. Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans
encourage the Council to look beyond the grid, to the deeper long-term societal and economic
benefits that the envisioned resilient renewable grid can provide.

To cap the impact of these incremental costs, Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans propose
that the Council adopt a fixed monthly R-RPS rider that is reset annually to reflect changes in
account balances (including any offsets for known and measurable grid benefits provided by the
addition of Tier 1 and Tier 2 systems). Following the model used in North Carolina’s RPS law,
the Council could adopt a per customer cost cap of $1/month for residential customers and adopt
a modest cost cap of $10/month for all non-residential customers. In North Carolina’s

experience, now over 10 years into its RPS law, the cost caps have never been reached as the
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incremental costs of procuring renewable energy has been lower than expected. A $1 cost cap
would ensure that low-usage customers are protected from rate shock.

In the event that incremental costs exceed the per customer caps, Vote Solar and 350
New Orleans would recommend that utilities be allowed to track those balances as a regulatory
asset and recover the reasonable, Council-approved carrying costs into the future until such time
as the balances are reduced below the monthly per customer caps. This would protect customers
and be fair to the utility.

Of course, Vote Solar and 350 New Orleans suggest that the R-RPS should come with
strict accountability measures to ensure that ENO is acting as efficiently as possible on
administering and satisfying its R-RPS obligations. For customer programs, either Tier 1 or Tier
2 programs where ENO is responsible for designing, overseeing, managing, and implementing
Council-approved programs that satisfy R-RPS requirements or serve to reduce compliance load,
Vote Solar proposes that no more than 7.5% of all individual program costs should be related to
administration. Any administrative and operational costs above 7.5% of a programs total costs
(including the costs of incentives, purchase of power, etc.) should be disallowed and absorbed by
shareholders. ENO should have an incentive to provide efficient delivery of programs to ensure
that the majority of incremental costs of the R-RPS are helping deliver the benefits promised by
this policy.

The rate cap does not limit the Council from adopting additional incentives or policies
that are targeted at achieving specific elements of the R-RPS. Job training, property tax
abatements for renewable energy resources, and rebates or grants for solar-paired energy storage

devices for city buildings or agencies could be achieved outside of the regulatory structure and
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be funded by other mechanisms that are not included in retail electric rates. Additional policies
could be put through a separate cost-benefit analysis to support the Council’s action independent

of its regulatory function over ENO.
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Respectfully submitted this 3™ day of June, 2019,

BY __/s/ Thadeus B. Culley

Thadeus B. Culley

Regional Director, Vote Solar
1911 Ephesus Church Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

Tele: (504) 616-0181

Email: thad@votesolar.org

Tyler Fitch
Regulatory Manager, Southeast, Vote Solar
tvlerivotesolar.org

Andy Kowalcyzk
Chair of Just Transitions Group, 350 New Orleans New Orleans
a.kowalczyk350 New Orleansno@gmail.com
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GULF STATES RENEWABLE ENERGY INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION
Stephen Wright, 318-663-3810, swrightiwgsreia.org

522 Marilyn Dr.

Mandeville, LA 70448

Jeff Cantin, 877-785-2664, jcantinfa’gsreia.org
2803 St. Philip St.



New Orleans, LA 70119
NATIONAL AUDUBON SOCIETY

Karen J. Profita, 225-768-0820, kprofita/‘@audubon.org
Gary Moody, gmoody(@audubon.org

5615 Corporate Blvd., Suite 600B

Baton Rouge, La. 70808

SOUTHERN RENEWABLE ENERGY ASSOCIATION

Simon Mahan, 337-303-3723, simon(southernwind.org
5120 Chessie Circle
Haltom City, Texas 76137

AIR PRODUCTS AND CHEMICALS, INC.

Katherine W. King, Katherine.king@keanmiller.ocm
Randy Young, randy.youngi@kean miller.com

400 Convention St. Suite 700

Baton Rouge, LA. 70802

Or

P.O. Box 3513

Baton Rouge, LA 70821-3513

Carrie R, Tournillon, carrie. tournillon@keanmiller.com
900 Poydras St., Suite 3600
New Orleans, LA 70112

Maurice Brubaker, mbrubaker@iconsultbai.com
16690 Swigly Ridge Rd., Suite 140

Chesterfield, MO 63017

Or

P.O. Box 412000

Chesterfield, MO. 63141-2000

NEW ORLEANS CHAMBER

G. Ben Johnson, (504) 799-4260, biohnsonineworleanschamber.org
1515 Poydras Street, Suite 1010
New Orleans, La. 70112




SIERRA CLUB

Grace Morris, 973-997-7121 Grace.Morris@sierraclub.org
4422 Bienville Ave
New Orleans, LA 70119

Dave Stets, 804-222-4420, Davidmstetsig@gmail.com
2101 Selma St.
New Orleans, LA 70122

POSIGEN SOLAR

Elizabeth Galante, 504-293-4819, bgalantezposigen.com
Ben Norwood, 504-293-4819, bnorwood{@posigen.com
819 Central Avenue, Suite 201

Jefferson, La. 70121

YOTE SOLAR

Thadeus B. Culley, 504-616-0181, thad@votesolar.org
1911 Ephesus Church Road
Chapel Hill, North Carolina 27517

DEEP SOUTH
Monique Harden, 504-510-2943, monigueh(@dscej.org

3157 Gentilly Boulevard, #145
New Orleans, La. 70122




