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L Introduction and Summary of Recommendations.

The Clean Energy Buyers Association (CEBA) thanks the Commission for the opportunity
to participate in this proceeding. CEBA also thanks Georgia Power Company (Georgia Power or
the Company) for its collaboration with CEBA and its members to develop the Customer Identified
Resources option. Georgia Power’s Customer Identified Resources proposal is a good start, but
changes are required to fully unlock the potential of this program. With CEBA’s recommended
improvements listed below, the Customer Identified Resources option will:

e Empower large customers to contribute their capital to help Georgia Power meet its

urgent capacity and energy needs at lower cost,

e Lead to the near-term deployment of cost-effective clean resources that benefit all

Georgia Power customers, and

e Encourage large customers with clean energy commitments to locate new loads and

expand their existing loads in Georgia.

To achieve these goals, CEBA respectfully recommends that the Commission approve the
Customer Identified Resources option with the following modifications:!

1) Direct Georgia to procure Customer Identified Resources as a follow-on to the

upcoming 2025 CARES Request for Proposals (RFP).

! CEBA notes that we have simplified and shortened our list of recommendations based on feedback from

Staff, Georgia Power, and intervenors.
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2) Direct Georgia Power to account for the avoided capacity value of clean firm Customer
Identified Resources (e.g. renewables paired with storage) in the subscription price
calculation, just as it does in the CARES CFE-ATC tariff.

3) Direct Georgia Power to allow multiple customers to coordinate to bring forward and
subscribe to a single Customer Identified Resource.

4) Direct Georgia Power to allow existing customers to subscribe to up to 5,000 MW of
Customer Identified Resources to support their existing loads and not to impose any
cap on the amount of clean firm Customer Identified Resources procured to match new
and incremental loads.

With respect to the CARES program as whole, CEBA further recommends that the Commission:

5) Affirm that the current Commission-approved CARES bill credit structure protects
non-participating customers and so it is not necessary to establish “reimbursement
thresholds™ or otherwise cap hourly bill credits for the CARES program and the
Customer Identified Resource option.

Further, CEBA urges the Commission to direct Georgia Power to improve its transmission
planning processes by applying the principles that are working well within the Georgia Integrated
Transmission System (ITS) on a region-wide and proactive basis. Specifically, CEBA
recommends that the Commission:

6) Direct Georgia Power to conduct and submit a study on potential improvements to its

joint transmission planning process with Alabama Power and Mississippi Power that

includes the use of multiple future scenarios, consideration of multi-value benefit
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streams, and the use of a cost allocation framework that ensures costs allocated to each
operating company are roughly commensurate with the benefits to each.

7) Direct Georgia Power to proactively plan for various levels of utility-scale and
customer-driven clean generation resource deployment in its transmission planning,
and to include more information on renewable scenario analysis in future IRPs.

8) Direct Georgia Power to conduct and submit a study of the potential benefits of
increasing the interregional transmission transfer capability between its balancing

authority and adjacent regions.

1L Unlocking the potential of Customer Identified Resources.

Georgia Power faces an unprecedented challenge: meeting a projected capacity need of
over 9,000 MW by the winter of 2030/203 1.2 At the same time, many of Georgia Power’s existing
and prospective large customers, including CEBA members, have ambitious clean energy
commitments and “now consider, if not prioritize, their ability to access clean energy when
determining where to locate new facilities and which existing facilities to expand.” As the
Commission navigates the challenges before it, the Customer Identified Resource option — as
modified by CEBA’s recommendations — offers a revenue-neutral solution to Georgia Power’s
capacity needs. In short, the Customer Identified Resource option will allow many of the customers

driving load growth to contribute their capital toward meeting the load growth challenge. With

2 Rebuttal Testimony of Jeffrey R. Grubb, J. Randy Hubbert, M. Brandon Looney, Michael B. Robinson, and
Francisco Valle at 22:1 (Figure 3).

3 Direct Testimony of Priya Barua and R. Brent Alderfer at 10:11-15.
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CEBA’s recommended improvements, the Customer Identified Resource option will attract
economic growth from customers willing to deploy their own capital to support clean energy.

1) Direct Georgia to procure Customer Identified Resources as a follow-on to the
upcoming 2025 CARES Request for Proposals (RFP).

Large customer demand for clean energy is high, and time is of the essence. Georgia Power
has only fulfilled a fraction of the over 9,000 MW of customer interest in clean energy
subscriptions through the CRSP and CARES programs.* In the 2023 CARES RFP that recently
concluded, Georgia Power selected just over one-third (1,068 MW) of the total amount (2,875
MW) of clean energy capacity it was seeking.” Additionally, a recent report commissioned by
CEBA found that, nationwide, large customers are expected to demand a total of 275 GW of
carbon-free energy resources by 2035, including 36 GW in the Southeast.b

In this context, Georgia Power’s proposal not to begin the “Phase II”” extended RFP process
to procure Customer Identified Resources until 2027 or later, resulting in projects coming online
years later, is far too late.” Large customers are eager to contribute toward meeting Georgia
Power’s near-term resource need through Customer Identified Resource subscriptions. Many large

customers have near-term clean energy commitments and are making decisions now about where

4 Id. at 20:15-21:2.

5 Rebuttal hearing Day 2 at 1:57:40, PSC Doc 56002 GA Power IRP & 56003 Certification, Decert, Amended
Demand-Side Management Plan.

Direct Testimony of Priya Barua and R. Brent Alderfer at 21:3-6 (citing “U.S. Corporate Carbon Emissions-
Free Energy Demand Outlook™” (available at: https://cebuyers.org/blog/new-report-corporate-demand-for-
carbon-emissions-free-electricity-grows-to-275-gw-over-next-
decade/#:~:text=Large%20companies%20are%20set%20to0,in%20collaboration%20with%20Woo0d%20Ma
ckenzie) .

7 Id. at 22:8-10.
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to locate or expand their loads; their ability to subscribe to Customer Identified Resources sooner
rather than later will encourage them to do so in Georgia.

In testimony, CEBA recommended that the Commission direct Georgia Power to allow
customers to bring forward and subscribe to Customer Identified Resources on a rolling basis
without waiting for an RFP process.® This approach has several advantages, including allowing
projects to come online more quickly and taking advantage of project opportunities as they become
available.” This rolling procurement process would protect non-participating customers because
subscribing customers will pay for the full cost of the Customer Identified Resources to which they
subscribe.!® Accordingly, CEBA recommended that the Commission find that its competitive
bidding rules were satisfied by the rolling procurement process or find that Customer Identified
Resources are supply-side resources of “extraordinary advantage” and therefore qualify for an
exemption from the competitive bidding rules.!!

While CEBA continues to support its recommendation for rolling procurement, CEBA’s
primary recommendation with respect to timing is to direct Georgia Power to implement the Phase
IT process to procure Customer Identified Resources as a follow-on to the 2025 CARES RFP.

When asked at hearing about the feasibility of this timing, Georgia Power Witness Mr. Mallard

responded that “each RFP stands on its own so I think changes could be made.”'? This

8 Id. at 22:1-23:14.
o Id.
1o 1d. at 23:15-24:19.

i 1d. (citing Commission Rule 515-3-4-.04(3)()(3)).
12 Id. at 26:6-11 (citing Hearing Transcript Vol. 2 at 0934:2-14).
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recommendation appropriately balances CEBA members’ urgent clean energy needs with Georgia
Power’s preference to procure Customer Identified Resources through a bidding process.
2) Direct Georgia Power to account for the avoided capacity value of clean firm Customer

Identified Resources when it calculates the subscription price, just as it does in the
CARES CFE-ATC tariff.

Recognizing that Georgia Power cannot serve their loads with variable renewable resources
alone, many CEBA members are eager to subscribe to clean firm Customer Identified Resources,
which CEBA defines as resources with dispatchable capacity value such as renewables paired with
storage and advanced nuclear.!® Despite the rapid load growth it is facing, Georgia Power has not
proposed to compensate subscribing customers for the capacity contribution that clean firm
Customer Identified Resources make to the system. This omission would fail to encourage large
customers to deploy their own capital to support the firm resources that Georgia Power so urgently
needs. Simply put, large customers are willing to support higher-cost clean firm resources that
Georgia Power needs if the avoided capacity value these resources provide is recognized through
the program as a reduction to the subscription price. Since the subscribing customers would pay
for the full cost of clean firm resources, it is only fair that the avoided capacity value that these
resources bring to the system is adequately recognized.

CEBA understands that Georgia Power treats its All-Source RFP as the venue for acquiring
capacity resources and considers its CARES RFPs as processes for acquiring energy resources.
While CEBA does not seek to upend these existing processes, it is important to remember that the

distinction between energy and capacity is not as sharp as Georgia Power portrays it. “Capacity

13 Id. at 33:3-7.
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resources” are simply generators or storage devices that can be dispatched to provide energy when

it is needed, such as during peak demand periods. By the same token, “energy resources” provide

capacity value even when they are not dispatchable and this capacity value, measured by their

Effective Load Carrying Capability (ELCC), appears in Georgia Power’s resource ledger, meaning
it reduces the amount of new capacity Georgia Power needs to procure to serve its load.

Accordingly, it is entirely consistent with Georgia Power’s vertically integrated structure

and the regulatory compact for Georgia Power to recognize the capacity value of dispatchable

Customer Identified Resources through its subscription pricing. Georgia Power already recognizes

the capacity value of dispatchable clean resources (specifically renewables paired with battery

storage) in its CARES Carbon-Free Electricity Around-the-Clock (CFE-ATC) option.

Specifically, the CARES CFE-ATC tariff (Schedule: CFE-ATC-1) states “In exchange for

payment of the Portfolio Price, each participating customer will receive Hourly Credits and a

monthly fixed Capacity Credit in an amount based on the customer’s subscription level and the

corresponding pro-rata share of the output of the CARES CFE-ATC Portfolio.”!'* This tariff

defines the monthly capacity credit a subscribing customer receives as follows: “Customer’s pro-

rata subscription share in $/kW of the CARES CFE-ATC Portfolio avoided or deferred generation

capacity.”'® The value of this capacity credit reduces the monthly subscription price that a

subscribing customer pays to participate in the CARES CFE-ATC option.'® Again, this structure

14 Exhibit CEBA-1 at 1.
15 Id. at 2.
16 Id. at 1 (Specifically, the formula for calculating the subscription price, CARES CFE-ATC Mo., is reduced

by the value of the Capacity Credit.)
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is entirely consistent with the regulatory compact in Georgia and the fact that the CARES CFE-

ATC option involves an “overbuild” of batteries has nothing to do with this straightforward legal
conclusion.

CEBA simply recommends that the Commission direct Georgia Power to apply the same
capacity credit structure that it uses for the CARES CFE-ATC subscription cost to the Customer
Identified Resource option for clean firm resources. While not all firm Customer Identified
Resources will have 24-hour availability, any dispatchable resource can contribute to meeting
demand during peak hours, which is what drives Georgia Power’s capacity needs. CEBA also
clarifies that we only recommend that Georgia Power apply a capacity credit to customer
subscriptions for Customer Identified Resources that are dispatchable, such as storage-paired
renewables. Crucially, the capacity credit should begin applying to customer subscriptions starting

in 2027, which is the first year Georgia Power projects a capacity need.!’

3) Direct Georgia Power to allow multiple customers to coordinate to bring forward and
subscribe to a single Customer Identified Resource.

The CARES program currently offers customers the ability to subscribe to a portion of
capacity from the entire CARES portfolio on a pro-rata basis — to the extent capacity is available.
The Customer Identified Resources option offers large customers the opportunity to subscribe to
specific resources of a size that they choose, which is a feature that many large customers with

clean energy commitments strongly support.'®

17 Direct Testimony of Priya Barua and R. Brent Alderfer at 33:8-13 (citing IRP Main Document at 61, Tables
8.1A and 8.1B). Note that Georgia Power’s revised load forecast presented in its rebuttal testimony similarly
projects a capacity need starting in 2027. See Rebuttal Testimony of Jeffrey R. Grubb. J. Randy Hubbert, M.
Brandon Looney, Michael B. Robinson, and Francisco Valle at 22, Figure 3.

18 Direct Testimony of Priya Barua and R. Brent Alderfer at 35:16-36:5.
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However, there is no reason that a Customer Identified Resource should be limited to only

one customer. While some large load customers will need their own dedicated Customer Identified

Resource, or perhaps several resources, to match their loads, other C&I customers may have loads

that are not large enough to justify pursuing a dedicated utility-scale resource on their own, but

their demand could be pooled with a handful of other customers.!® Several CEBA members such

as retail and hospitality customers, for example, are interested in being able to work together and

pool their demand to procure utility-scale projects on a faster timeline than they have been able to

purchase through Georgia Power’s existing subscription programs. CEBA respectfully urges the

Commission to provide the same flexibility and economies of scale benefits to C&I customers of

all sizes by allowing multiple customers to collaborate and subscribe to a single Customer

Identified Resource. Georgia Power Witness Mr. Mallard indicated at hearing that Georgia Power

is open to offering this flexibility, stating: “I don’t think the Company is opposed, conceptually,

to that.”?° CEBA appreciates Georgia Power’s lack of opposition to this programmatic change and
requests that the Commission approve it.

4) Direct Georgia Power to allow existing customers to subscribe to up to 5,000 MW of

Customer Identified Resources to support their existing loads and not to impose any

cap on the amount of clean firm Customer Identified Resources procured to support
new and incremental loads.

Many of the large customers and large prospective customers driving Georgia Power’s

projected load growth are CEBA members that have ambitious clean energy commitments and

19 Id. at 36:13-22.
20 Hearing Transcript Vol. 2 at 0935:4-13.
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that are willing to deploy their own capital to match their loads with clean energy.?! According to

CEBA’s analysis, there is at least 4,650 MW of unmet customer demand for clean energy

subscriptions from existing subscription requests, which does not include additional demand from

future and expanding large customers.?> And Georgia Power is now even further behind on

procuring resources for CARES subscriptions after the 2023 CARES RFP procured well below its

target. CEBA is confident that customer enthusiasm for a robust Customer Identified Resource

program is high and that Georgia Power can expect substantial customer demand — if the

Commission adopts CEBA’s recommended improvements.?® To meet that substantial demand, the

Commission should direct Georgia Power to allow customers to subscribe up to 5,000 MW of
Customer Identified Resources matched to existing loads.

A robust Customer Identified Resource program will encourage customers to locate or
expand their loads in Georgia while adding clean energy resources at no cost to non-participating
customers.?* To ensure that prospective and expanding customers can access the clean energy
subscriptions they need to meet their commitments, the Commission should direct Georgia Power
to allow customers to match all incremental loads with clean firm Customer Identified Resources
without any cap. Because Customer Identified Resources are revenue-neutral for non-participating

customers, not placing any limits on clean firm Customer Identified Resources for incremental

loads will benefit Georgia Power’s system and all customers.

A Direct Testimony of Priya Barua and R. Brent Alderfer at 46:11-19.
2 Id. at 46:19-47:7.
2 1d. at 47:8-16.

2 ld.
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III. Affirming the existing, Commission-approved CARES bill credit structure.

Without providing a specific proposal or tariff language, Georgia Power stated that it plans
to establish “reimbursement thresholds” for the hourly energy bill credits that it provides to
subscribers through the CARES program, including the Customer Identified Resources option.?
CEBA appreciates that Georgia Power clarified at the rebuttal hearing that it is not seeking
Commission approval of this concept in this docket.?® However, Georgia Power has provided
sufficient information in this docket for the Commission to reject the concept and affirm that the
existing CARES bill credit structure is just and reasonable.

5) Affirm that the current Commission-approved CARES bill credit structure protects

non-participating customers and so it is not necessary to establish “reimbursement

thresholds” or otherwise cap hourly energy credits for the CARES program and the
Customer Identified Resource option.

Georgia Power characterizes the “reimbursement threshold” concept as being necessary to
protect non-participating customers in the event the value of CARES bill credits exceed CARES
subscription costs.?’” However, the possibility that bill credits could exceed subscription costs at
certain times does not mean that non-participating customers would be harmed. CARES bill credits
would only exceed CARES subscription costs if Georgia Power’s marginal costs spike and, as
Georgia Power Witness Mr. Mallard acknowledged at hearing, marginal costs can spike for any

number of reasons that have nothing to do with the CARES program.2® In other words, when

% IRP Main Document at 97.

26 June 24, 2025 Hearing Recording at 1:25:01-1:25:15 (available at:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X0zKbOCcFu4).

27 Id. at 1:22:20-1:22:40.

28 Id. at 2:32:26-2:33:40:


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X0zKbOCcFu4
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marginal costs spike, customers will pay more for energy. The fact that marginal costs have spiked

for reasons unrelated to the CARES program does not mean that non-participating customers are

subsidizing participating customers; it simply means that Georgia Power is paying CARES

subscribers the prevailing cost of energy. Capping CARES bill credits would penalize participating
customers without protecting non-participating customers.

Moreover, the ability to hedge against future spikes in energy costs is an additional reason
many customers sign up for CARES. CARES subscribers commit upfront to pay the full cost of
the resources to which they subscribe, which is not guaranteed to be a good investment. Many
customers take the risk on investing in a CARES subscription with the expectation that if marginal
energy costs spike, they are somewhat hedged against such volatility. Georgia Power’s proposal
would create asymmetric risks for subscribers in that the potential benefits of their subscriptions
are capped without any limitation on their downside risk. As a result, Georgia Power’s proposal
would needlessly discourage participation in the CARES program, including the Customer
Identified Resources option.

Finally, Georgia Power agreed at the rebuttal hearing that the Commission has never found
that the existing CARES credit structure is not just or reasonable.?® As the saying goes, “If it isn’t
broken, don’t fix it.” Georgia Power has presented no evidence that the current CARES bill credit
structure is problematic or harms non-participating customers in any way. To avoid the need to

relitigate this issue in the future, the Commission should affirm in this docket that the current

CARES bill credit structure protects non-participating customers.

29 Id. at 2:31:00-2:31:30:
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IV. Improving transmission planning to benefit customers.

The Direct Testimony of CEBA’s witness Ted Thomas described how transmission
infrastructure and better transmission planning can play a key role in mitigating many of the risks
that utilities face and that regulators like the Commission manage for the benefit of customers. Just
as a pension fund manager seeks to manage risks and create value for investors, the Commission
should seek to mitigate risks and create value for Georgia Power’s customers through effective
regulation and proactive transmission planning.

6) Direct Georgia Power to conduct and submit a study on potential improvements to its

joint transmission planning process with Alabama Power and Mississippi Power that
includes the use of multiple future scenarios, consideration of multi-value benefit

streams, and using a cost allocation framework that ensures costs allocated to each
jurisdiction are roughly commensurate with the benefits.

Mr. Thomas’s testimony describes the benefits to customers of the Southern Company
Pool, which is the arrangement between Georgia Power, Alabama Power, and Mississippi Power
to share generation resources when it is cost effective to do s0.>° While the Southern Company
operating companies clearly recognize the benefits of joint generation planning and dispatch, they
do not appear to evaluate the benefits of joint transmission planning in the same manner. While
the operating companies’ FERC-jurisdictional tariffs may include provisions for allocating the
costs of a transmission project that crosses multiple service territories, Georgia Power should study
the benefits of developing a system of cost sharing that makes the cost of transmission projects
roughly commensurate with the benefits achieved for each operating company, rather than based

only on the location of the transmission facility.

30 Direct Testimony of Ted Thomas at 15:14-17:9.
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In addition, it is not clear that the Southern Company operating companies evaluate and
account for the multiple benefit streams of transmission, including production cost savings, in their
transmission planning process. CEBA recommends that the Commission direct Georgia to conduct
and submit a study of the benefits of improvements to joint transmission planning across the

Southern Company Balancing Authority.

7) Direct Georgia Power to incorporate various scenarios of utility-scale and customer-
driven clean generation resource deployment into its transmission planning

assumptions.

Despite being keenly aware of the interconnection injection capacity limitations that solar
and other clean energy developers face in Georgia, Georgia Power’s ITS transmission plan does
not consider the ability to connect new clean resources as one of the benefits of new transmission
projects.®! Georgia Power also acknowledges that it has studied the transmission needs associated
with 6 GW, 8 GW, and 10 GW of solar development, but the ITS transmission plan likewise does
not include information about these potential scenarios.*? Moving forward, Georgia Power should
proactively plan for different levels of future clean energy development and include information
about renewable scenario analysis in its transmission plan as part of the IRP.

8) Direct Georgia Power to conduct and submit a study of the potential benefits of

increasing the interregional transmission transfer capability between its balancing
authority and adjacent regions.

The North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) recently completed its

congressionally mandated report, the Interregional Transfer Capability Study, and recommended

31 Id. at 22:3-23:4.
32 Id. at 23:5-11.
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that utilities study and maintain the transfer capability between adjacent regions.*® To help mitigate
risks in future extreme weather events, the Commission should direct Georgia Power to study the
potential benefits of increasing interregional transfer capabilities with its neighbors in various
weather scenarios and report the results to the Commission.
V. Conclusion.
CEBA again thanks the Commission for the opportunity to participate in this proceeding

and for considering our recommendations.

Dated: July 3, 2025, Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Scott F. Dunbar

Scott F. Dunbar

(Colorado Bar No. 44521)
Keyes & Fox LLP

1580 Lincoln St., Suite 1105
Denver, CO 80203

(949) 525-6016
sdunbar@keyesfox.com

33 Id. at 24:4-7.


mailto:sdunbar@keyesfox.com

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

STATE OF GEORGIA

In Re:

GEORGIA POWER COMPANY’S

2025 INTEGRATED RESOURCE PLAN

AND

GEORGIA POWER COMPANY’S 2025

APPLICATION FOR THE

CERTIFICATION, DECERTFICATION,

AND AMENDED DEMAND-SIDE
MANAGEMENT PLAN

DOCKET NO. 56002

DOCKET NO. 56003

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have served the following parties with the foregoing via electronic

mail as follows:

Brandon Marzo, Esq.

Steve Hewitson, Esq.

Troutman Sanders LLP

Bank of America Plaza, Suite 5200
600 Peachtree Street N.E.

Atlanta, GA 30308-2216
brandon.marzo@troutman.com
steven.hewitson@troutman.com
Allison.pryor@troutman.com

Jeffry C. Pollock

J. Pollock Incorporated

14323 South Outer 40 Road, Suite 206N
Town and Country, Missouri 63017-5734
jcp@jpollockinc.com

Steven W. Lee

Preston Thomas, Staff Attorney
Justin Pawluck

Chris Collado

Sallie Tanner, Executive Secretary
Georgia Public Service Commission
244 Washington Street, SW
Atlanta, Georgia 30334
Jpawluk@psc.ga.gov
ccollado@psc.ga.gov
pthomas@psc.state.ga.us
stanner@psc.ga.gov

Stephanie U. Eaton

Carrie H. Grundmann

Spilman Thomas & Battle, PLLC
110 Oakwood Drive, Suite 500
Winston-Salem, NC
seaton(@spilmanlaw.com
cgrundmann(@spilmanlaw.com

Simon Mahan


mailto:brandon.marzo@troutman.com
mailto:steven.hewitson@troutman.com
mailto:Jpawluk@psc.ga.gov
mailto:ccollado@psc.ga.gov
mailto:pthomas@psc.state.ga.us
mailto:stanner@psc.ga.gov
mailto:jcp@jpollockinc.com
mailto:seaton@spilmanlaw.com
mailto:cgrundmann@spilmanlaw.com

Spilman Thomas & Battle, PLLC
1100 Bent Creek Blvd., Suite 101
Mechanicsburg, PA 17050
slee@spilmanlaw.com

William Bradley Carver Sr. Esq.
Hall Booth Smith, P.C.

191 Peachtree Street NE

Suite 2900

Atlanta, GA 30303
bearver@hallboothsmith.com

Isabella Ariza, Esq.

Dorothy E. Jaffe, Esq.
Zachary M. Fabish, Esq.
Sierra Club

50 F Street NW, 8th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20001
isabella.ariza(@sierraclub.org
dori.jaffe(@sierraclub.org
zack.fabish@sierraclub.org

Bryan Jacob

Southern Alliance for Clean Energy
1455 Hampton Hill Drive
Alpharetta, Georgia 30022
bryan(@cleanenergy.org

Jeffry C. Pollock

J. Pollock Incorporated

14323 South Outer 40 Road, Suite 206N
Town and Country, Missouri 63017-5734
jcp@jpollockinc.com

Southern Renewable Energy Assoc.
11610 Pleasant Ridge Rd., Suite 103 #176
Little Rock, AR 72223
simon(@southernwind.org

Whit Cox

Southern Renewable Energy Association
337 Druid Oaks Northeast

Atlanta, GA 30329
whit@southernwind.org

Curt Thompson, Esq.

Thompson & Associates Law Firm, PC 3775

Venture Drive, D100
Duluth, GA 30096
curtbthompson@bellsouth.net

Jennifer Whitfield

Bob Sherrier

Southern Environmental Law Center
Ten 10th Street NW, Suite 1050
Atlanta, Georgia 30309
jwhitfield@selcga.org

bsherrier@selcga.org

Charles B. Jones, III

Lloyd Avram

Georgia Association of Manufacturers
The Hurt Building

50 Hurt Plaza, Suite 1620

Atlanta, Georgia 30303
cjones(@gamfg.org
lavram@gamfg.org

Chandra Farley

John R. Seydel

City of Atlanta, Mayor's Office of
Sustainability & Resilience

55 Trinity A venue

Atlanta, GA 30303
cfarley(@atlantaga.gov
Jrseydel@atlantaga.gov
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Alicia Brown

City of Savannah, Office of Sustainability
801 E. Gwinnett Street

Savannah, GA 31401
alicia.brown@savannahga.gov

Mike Wharton

Athens-Clarke County Unified Government,
Sustainability Office

110 Bray Street

Athens, GA 30601
Mike.wharton@accgov.com

Kathy Reed

DeKalb County Government,

Department of Planning and Sustainability
178 Sams Street

Decatur, GA 30030
kdreed@dekalbcountyga.gov

Liz Coyle

Georgia Watch

55 Marietta Street, Suite 903
Atlanta, GA 30303
lcoyle@georgiawatch.org

Peter J. Andrews

Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority
2424 Piedmont Road, NE

Atlanta, GA 30324

pandrews(@itsmarta.com

Tyler Mauldin

Microsoft Corporation

200 17% Street NW

Atlanta, GA 30363
tylermauldin@microsoft.com

Kimberly Scott

Georgia WAND Education Fund Inc
250 Georgia Ave SE STE 202
Atlanta, GA 30312

David Nifong

City of Decatur, City Manager's Office
2635 Talley Street

Decatur, GA 30030
david.nifong@decaturga.com

H. Gordon Kenna

DeKalb County Government, Department of
Public Works

1300 Commerce Drive

Decatur, GA 30030
hgkenna@dekalbcountyga.gov

Peter Hubbard

Georgia Center for Energy Solutions
55 Leslie St SE

Atlanta, GA 30317
peter@georgia-ces.org

Kimberly (“Kasey”) A. Sturm
Weissman PC

One Alliance Center, Fourth Floor
3500 Lenox Road

Atlanta, Georgia 30326
kaseys@weissman.law

Kimberly B. Frank

K&L Gates LLP

1601 K Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20006
Kimberly.frank@klgates.com

Mr. Newton M. Galloway
Ms. Terri M. Lyndall
Galloway & Lyndall, LLP
The Lewis Mills House

406 North Hill Street
Griffin, Georgia 30223
ngalloway@gallyn-law.com
tlyndall@gallyn-law.com

John J. McNutt
Regulatory Law Counsel
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Jim Clarkson

Resource Supply Management

135 Emerald Lake Road Columbia, SC 29209
jclarkson@rsmenergy.com

Donald Moreland

Georgia Solar Energy Association
1199 Euclid Avenue

Atlanta, GA 30307
don@solarcrowdsource.com

Patrick King II

Luis Martinez

Amanda Levin

Maeve Sneddon
Natural Resources Defense Council
1152 15% St NW #300
Washington, DC 20005
pkingii@nrdc.org
Imartinez@nrdc.org
alevin@nrdc.org
msneddon@nrdc.org

Kasey Sturm

Weissman PC

One Alliance Center, Fourth Floor
3500 Lenox Road

Atlanta, GA 30326
kaseys@weissman.law

Juan Estrada

Juan Estrada Law, LLC

3675 Crestwood Parkway, Suite 400
Duluth, GA 30096
Juan@)juanestradalaw.com

U.S. Army Legal Services Agency Office of
The Judge Advocate General 9275 Gunston
Road, Suite 4300

Fort Belvoir, VA 22060-5546
john.j.mcnutt.civi@army.mil

Robert B. Baker

Robert B. Baker, P.C.

2480 Briarcliff Road, NE, Suite 6
Atlanta, Georgia 30329
bobby@robertbbaker.com

Maggie Shober

Heather Pohnan

Eddy Moore

Southern Alliance for Clean Energy
PO Box 1842 Knoxville, TN 37901
maggie@cleanenergy.org
heather@cleanenergy.org
eddy@cleanenergy.org

Joey Crews

Athens-Clarke County, Sustainability Office
110 Bray Street

Athens, GA 30601
joseph.crews@accgov.com

Jonathan Hunt

Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority
2424 Piedmont Road, NE

Atlanta, GA 30324

jhunt@jitsmarta.com

David E. Penland

One Griffin Center

100 S. Hill Street, Suite 600
Griffin, GA 30223
dpenland@beckowen.com
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Mendie White

Gwinnett County, Offices of the County
Administrator

75 Langley Dr.

Lawrenceville, GA 30046
Mendie.white@gwinnettcounty.com

Stephen Butler, Executive Director

Georgia Solar Energy Industries Association,
Inc.

2451 Cumberland Parkway, Suite 3380
Atlanta, GA 30339
steve@connectpublicaffairs.org

Alicia Brown
Capital Good Fund
aliciab@capitalgoodfund.org

Chimera N. Thompson

K&F Gates LLP

1601 K Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20006
Chimera.thompson@klgates.com

Anna Bella Korbatov

Steve Letendre, PhD

Fermata Energy

100 10™ St. NE, #101
Charlottesville, VA 22902
annabella@fermataenergy.com
steve(@fermataenergy.com

Allison Kvein

Regulatory Director Southeast

2810 Coliseum Centre Drive, Suite 120
Charlotte, NC 28217
akvien@votesolar.org

Steven L. Jones

Matthew P. McKagen

Casey L. Frew

Taylor English Duma LLP
1600 Parkwood Circle

Suite 200

Atlanta, GA 30339
sjones@taylorduma.com
mmckagen@taylorduma.com
cfrew@taylorduma.com

Benjamin L. Snowden

Cordon M. Smart

Gerald T. Chichester

Fox Rothschild LLP
BSnowden@FoxRothschild.com
CSmart@FoxRothschild.com
GChichester@FoxRothschild.com

Tyler Mauldin

Microsoft Corporation

200 17" Street NW

Atlanta, Georgia
tylemauldin@microsoft.com
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Dated: July 3, 2025

/s/ Scott Dunbar

Scott F. Dunbar

(Colorado Bar No. 44521)
Keyes & Fox LLP

1580 Lincoln St., Suite 1105
Denver, CO 80203

(949) 525-6016
sdunbar@keyesfox.com

Counsel to Clean Energy Buyers Association
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