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STATE OF ILLINOIS 

ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION 

 

 

ILLINOIS POWER AGENCY   : 

:  ICC Docket No. 12-0544 

Petition for Approval of the 220 ILCS  :  

5/16-111.5(d) Procurement Plan   : 

       : 

 

BRIEF ON EXCEPTIONS 

OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL LAW & POLICY CENTER 

 

 ELPC submits this brief on exceptions to address one limited but extremely important 

issue—the appropriate role of the Commission in overseeing the IPA’s procurement of 

renewable energy resources using the renewable energy resources fund (RERF) pursuant to 

Section 1-56 of the IPA Act.  The PO concludes that the Commission has “no jurisdiction over 

disbursements from the RERF of funds collected on behalf of ARES customers.” (PO at 110). 

The result of this conclusion is that there will be no public oversight and no checks and balances 

regarding the use of tens and likely hundreds of millions of ratepayer dollars that are 

accumulating in the RERF.  

The need for checks and balances and effective oversight regarding the use of the RERF 

is particularly important this year. The IPA has taken the position that it is “constrained” from 

spending the RERF in any years in which there is not corresponding utility-side procurement. 

(See PO at 105; IPA Response at 13-16). However, due to dramatic reductions in the forecasted 

load of ComEd and Ameren (due largely to expanded municipal aggregation and other forms of 

retail competition), there will likely be no utility-side procurement of new renewable energy 

resources for any of the next five planning years. (See PO at 107; IPA Plan at 83) If the IPA’s 

legal interpretation is allowed to stand, there will be no new renewable energy resources 

procured in Illinois for any of the next five years.  
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For the reasons described in more detail below, the Commission should use its general 

statutory authority to ensure that the IPA complies with its statutory responsibility to procure 

renewable energy resources using the RERF “at least once each year.” See 220 ILCS 5/4-201; 20 

ILCS 3855/1-56(c). Effective Commission oversight is critical to promote transparency and 

accountability in the use of ratepayer funds and avoid what now appears likely to be a complete 

failure of the Illinois renewable energy standard (RES).   

Background 

On October 3, 2012, ELPC filed an Objection in this docket objecting to the IPA’s failure 

to “procure renewable energy resources” using the IPA’s renewable energy resources fund 

(RERF) as required by Section 1-56 of the IPA Act, 20 ILCS 3855/1-56(c).  The RERF, which 

currently contains approximately $15 million, is comprised of accumulated ACP payments made 

by alternative retail electric suppliers pursuant to Section 16-115D of the Public Utilities Act. 

See 220 ILCS 5/16-115D(d). Section 1-56 of the IPA Act governs the IPA’s use of the ACP 

funds that are collected from the ARES pursuant to 220 ILCS 5/16-115D(d). The statute directs 

the IPA to use the RERF to “procure renewable energy resources at least once each year in 

conjunction with a procurement event for electric utilities.” 20 ILCS 3855/1-56(c). The statute 

also requires that, “whenever possible,” the IPA should “enter into long-term contracts” for a 

portion of the RERF procurement each year. Id. 

(c) The Agency shall procure renewable energy resources at least once each year 

in conjunction with a procurement event for electric utilities required to comply 

with Section 1-75 of the Act and shall, whenever possible, enter into long-term 

contracts on an annual basis for a portion of the incremental requirement for the 

given procurement year.  

 

20 ILCS 3855/1-56(c) (emphasis added). 
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The RERF is growing quickly as retail load switches from ComEd and Ameren to 

alternative suppliers. Our understanding, based on publicly available information, is that there is 

approximately $15 million in the RERF as of September 1, 2012. ($12.8 million pre-existing 

funds plus approximately $2 million paid in on the first of September.) Next year, we expect the 

ARES to deposit approximately $40 million more based on the ICC’s most recent estimate of 

ACP rates.
1
 In subsequent years, the ACP rates for the ARES will likely max out due to the 

combined effect of the 2010 legacy long-term contracts and a correspondingly smaller utility 

retail load.
2
 This higher rate will also apply to a much larger volume of ARES load as customers 

continue to switch from utility supply service. Although it is not entirely certain whether the 

ARES load will remain stable at over 100 million MWH, it is at least reasonable to expect total 

ACP payments to exceed $100 million annually in future years. The following table from 

ELPC’s initial filing in this docket illustrates future ACP payments assuming that current load 

shifting trends continue and that ARES load stays relatively stable over a five-year planning 

horizon. 

Year ARES Load 

(MWh) 

ACP rate 

($/MWh) 

Total Payments 

into the RERF 

(million $)
3
 

Date Paid 

2012-2013 97,500,000 $0.826 $40.3 9/1/13 

2013-2014 112,000,000 $1.49 $83.4 9/1/14 

2014-2015 114,000,000 $1.89 $107.7 9/1/15 

2015-2016 115,000,000 $1.89 $108.7 9/1/16 

                                                           
1
 See http://www.icc.illinois.gov/downloads/public/ACP%20Rate%20History%20as%20of%202012-07-02.pdf  

2
 ACP rates are calculated as “equal to the total amount of dollars that the utility contracted to spend on all 

renewable resources for the compliance period divided by the forecasted load of eligible retail customers, at the 

customers' meters, as previously established in the Commission-approved procurement plan for that compliance 

year.” 220 ILCS 5/16-115D(d). This amount may not exceed a “maximum” rate calculated based on the statutory 

rate cap for utility customers in Section 1-75(c) of the IPA Act, which is projected to be approximately $1.89/MWH 

of sales.   
3
 The estimated payments into the RERF assume that the ARES will self-procure up to the maximum 50% allowed 

under the Public Utilities Act. See 220 ILCS 5/16-115D(b). If the ARES elect to pay ACPs for more than 50% of 

their renewable energy obligation, then total payments into the RERF could be up to double the numbers projected 

here.   

http://www.icc.illinois.gov/downloads/public/ACP%20Rate%20History%20as%20of%202012-07-02.pdf
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 Despite the requirement to use the RERF “in conjunction” with the electric utility 

procurement, the IPA’s 2013 Procurement Plan is largely silent regarding the Agency’s plans for 

spending the RERF. The Plan does discuss using part of the RERF to supplement shortfalls in 

the utilities’ 2010 long-term bundled renewable energy contracts caused in part by customer load 

shifts to ARES. (Plan at 85). However, the Plan does not discuss how to use the millions of 

additional dollars that will remain in the RERF other than to recommend that the funds “be 

allowed to roll-over for use in subsequent years.” (Plan at 86) The IPA did not explain how 

allowing the RERF funds to roll over without spending them on renewable energy resources is 

consistent with its statutory obligation to “procure renewable energy resources at least once each 

year.” 

 The IPA’s Response to Objections confirms that the Agency has no plans to spend the 

RERF on new renewable energy resources and, indeed, believes that it is “constrained” from 

spending the funds for that purpose: 

Thus, although the IPA agrees with ELPC that the 1-56 Fund is anticipated to 

have significant funds and could be used for purchase of significant additional 

resources, the IPA is constrained by 1-56(c) and Commission Orders authorizing 

procurements as to what use may be made of the funds under the current version 

of the IPA Act. 

 

IPA Response to Objections at 11-12. According to the IPA, the law allows the IPA to spend the 

RERF only in years where there is a corresponding utility procurement. See IPA Comments at 16 

(arguing that “spending the 1-56 Fund requires a Section 1-75 procurement first”). Because there 

will be no utility procurement in 2013 (and likely no procurement in any of the next five 

planning years), the IPA’s statutory interpretation will indefinitely foreclose the procurement of 

any new renewable energy resources in Illinois. Despite the lack of any new IPA procurements, 

however, the statutory mechanism for collecting ACP funds will continue to accelerate as more 
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and more customers switch to competitive suppliers (as documented in the table above). This 

will create an absurd scenario in which Illinois ratepayers (via their ARES) will be required to 

deposit hundreds of millions of dollars in the RERF to accumulate indefinitely, unspent and 

stranded in the state treasury, while the state’s renewable energy progress grinds to a halt.  

The Proposed Order 

 The proposed order discusses the IPA’s renewable energy procurement process at pages 

68 to 112. All parties agreed that due to dramatic increases in customer switching, no new 

renewable energy purchases should be approved for ComEd and Ameren at this time. Much of 

the discussion in the Proposed Order focuses on whether or not the curtailment of existing long-

term renewable contracts should be considered and whether it would be appropriate to use ACP 

funds to supplement payments to existing suppliers. The Proposed Order correctly noted that 

there are “two sources of ACP funds: AIC and ComEd make ACP payments into the REFF for 

hourly load customers; and ARES make ACP payments into the RERF on behalf of their 

customers.” With respect to the former (the “hourly load” ACP), the Proposed Order concluded 

that “the Commission has at least some authority over the disbursement of ACP funds.” PO at 

108. With respect to the latter (the ARES’ ACP), the Proposed Order concluded that “the 

Commission has no jurisdiction over disbursements from the RERF of funds collected on behalf 

of ARES customers.” PO at 110.  Therefore, the Proposed Order states that “the Commission 

will make no further finding regarding the IPA’s plans related thereto or other parties’ objections 

or suggestions regarding the issue.” Id. As a result, the Proposed Order does not address ELPC’s 

argument that the IPA is required by Section 1-56(c) to begin using the RERF to procure 

renewable energy resources “at least once each year.”  
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Analysis 

 The Proposed Order’s conclusion that the Commission lacks jurisdiction over the IPA’s 

use of the RERF rests on an unnecessarily narrow interpretation of the Commission’s general 

statutory authority to ensure that the laws of the state affecting public utilities “are enforced and 

obeyed.” See 220 ILCS 5/4-201. The Commission’s legal analysis on this point is reproduced in 

its entirety below: 

The Commission believes that the issue of curtailment of existing long-

term renewable contracts is separate from disbursements from the RERF collected 

on behalf of ARES customers. As previously discussed, the Commission has 

authority over, and has already decided the curtailment issue for, the 2013-2014 

procurement period. In contrast, it is clear the Commission has no authority over 

disbursements from the RERF collected on behalf of ARES customers.  In fact, 

by citing Section 4-201 of the PUA, entitled "General Powers and Duties of 

Commission - Intergovernmental Cooperation - Construction," ELPC is the only 

party that attempts to provide a legal basis for the Commission to assert authority 

over disbursements from the RERF of funds collected on behalf of ARES 

customers.   

 

It appears to the Commission that ELPC has ignored important language in 

Section 4-201 of the PUA, which states in part: 

 

It is hereby made the duty of the Commission to see that the 

provisions of the Constitution and statutes of this State affecting 

public utilities, the enforcement of which is not specifically vested 

in some other officer or tribunal, are enforced and obeyed, and that 

violations thereof are promptly prosecuted and penalties due the 

State therefor recovered and collected, and to this end it may sue in 

the name of the People of the State.  (Emphasis added) 

 

The enforcement of Section 1-56 of the IPA Act is specifically vested in 

the IPA.  Additionally, the Commission agrees with Staff's suggestion that the 

general provisions of Section 4-201 of the PUA are not controlling given the more 

specific provisions in Article XVI of the PUA and Sections 1-56 and 1-75 of the 

IPA Act.  Finally, as discussed above, the IPA's procurement of RECs using funds 

collected from AIC and ComEd customers are intrinsically a part of the 

procurement process for eligible retail customers of AIC and ComEd.  In contrast, 

the procurement of RECs using ACP funds collected on behalf of ARES has 

nothing to do with the procurement process.   
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Because the Commission has no jurisdiction over disbursements from the 

RERF of funds collected on behalf of ARES customers, the Commission will 

make no further finding regarding the IPA's plans related thereto or other parties’ 

objections or suggestions regarding the issue. 

   

PO at 110.  

 In summary, the Proposed Order concludes that the Commission lacks general 

jurisdiction to oversee the use of the RERF because the enforcement of Section 1-56 is 

“specifically vested” in the IPA. Id. We do not believe such a narrow reading of the 

Commission’s authority is necessary or advisable.  Given that the IPA is required to procure the 

ARES renewable energy “in conjunction with” the utilities renewable energy, we submit that the 

legislature intended that the ARES renewable procurement be part of the IPA plan or to be 

otherwise addressed in conjunction with one other. See 20 ILCS 3855/1-56(c). Logically, the 

legislature’s desire to see utility consumers protected by Commission oversight would extend to 

the ARES’ share of the renewable portfolio. It is reasonable to assume that the legislature did not 

intend the use of tens and potentially hundreds of millions of dollars of ratepayer money to be 

spent (or left unspent) with little transparency or Commission oversight. Furthermore, leaving 

the RERF to roll-over unspent into future years simply increases the chances that the fund will be 

borrowed or swept for other purposes. The RERF must be used annually, as required by statute, 

in order to have any chance for Illinois to meet its statutory renewable energy goals. The 

Commission’s continuing oversight over the IPA’s use of the RERF is critical to ensure that the 

goals of the Illinois legislature are met and that the IPA is meeting its obligations to the 

ratepayers of Illinois in a transparent and accountable way.  

 The Proposed Order’s conclusion that the Commission lacks jurisdiction over the IPA’s 

use of the RERF is inconsistent with the Commission’s statutory responsibilities and oversight of 

other renewable energy policies in the state. For example, the Commission retains jurisdiction 
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over the interconnection of distributed generation, regardless of whether the customer is 

receiving service from a utility or an ARES. See 83 Ill. Adm. Code Part 466. Similarly, the 

Commission retains jurisdiction over net metering, regardless of whether the customer is 

receiving service from a utility or an ARES. See 220 ILCS 5/16-107.5. The complex and 

multifaceted system of renewable energy policy in Illinois requires coordinated and 

comprehensive Commission oversight in order to be successful. The Proposed Order’s 

conclusion that the use of the RERF is exclusively and specifically vested in the IPA will result 

in fragmented authority and will make the legislature’s renewable energy goals harder to 

accomplish.  

 Furthermore, the Commission’s primary responsibilities to foster consumer protection 

and ensure “just and reasonable” rates suggests a broader Commission oversight role than that 

described in the Proposed Order. See 220 ILCS 5/4-601 (consumer protection is “vital to the 

health, safety, and welfare of Illinois consumers”); 220 ILCS 5/9-101 (ICC’s responsibility to 

ensure that rates or other charges are “just and reasonable”). For example, it would not be “just 

and reasonable,” nor would it serve the purposes of consumer protection to require ratepayers to 

continue paying tens or hundreds of millions of dollars to alternative suppliers that would then be 

effectively frozen in the RERF for the indefinite future without any corresponding renewable 

energy benefits. 

 Finally, the Commission should seek to interpret its statutory authority in ways that will 

promote the legislative intent of the Illinois RES and avoid absurd results. See East St. Louis v. 

Union Elec. Co., 37 Ill. 2d 537, 542 (Ill. 1967) (holding that “a construction leading to an absurd 

result will be avoided, if possible”). The IPA’s construction of the statute would lead to an 

absurd situation in which Illinois ratepayers will be asked to continue paying into a fund that 



9 
 

cannot be used. Contrary to the IPA’s position, there is nothing in Section 1-56(c) that “requires 

a Section 1-75 procurement first” before the IPA can spend ACP funds in the RERF:  

(c) The Agency shall procure renewable energy resources at least once each 

year in conjunction with a procurement event for electric utilities required to 

comply with Section 1-75 of the Act and shall, whenever possible, enter into 

long-term contracts on an annual basis for a portion of the incremental 

requirement for the given procurement year.  

 

20 ILCS 3855/1-56(c) (emphasis added). The IPA apparently reads “in conjunction with” in 

Section 1-56 as a hard and fast prerequisite that requires a “procurement event for electric 

utilities” before any corresponding ARES procurement is possible. See IPA Response to 

Objections at 14. The better interpretation is that the legislature intended the utility and the 

ARES procurements to be coordinated to the extent possible and to occur at approximately the 

same time. See Merriam-Webster online (“conjunction” means “occurrence together in time or 

space;” “concurrence”).
4
 Furthermore, the phrase “at least once each year” implies that the IPA 

has the flexibility and authority to administer a procurement using the RERF even where there is 

not a corresponding utility procurement. 20 ILCS 3855/1-56(c). The Commission should 

exercise its general authority to correct the IPA’s erroneous interpretation of the law and ensure 

that the legislature’s goals regarding the use of the RERF are met.  

Conclusion 

The Commission should amend the Proposed Order consistent with the Exception 

proposed below to clarify that the Commission possesses the general responsibility and authority 

to ensure that the IPA uses ACP funds in the RERF to procure renewable energy resources at 

least once per year, as required by Section 1-56(c) of the IPA Act. Coordinated ICC oversight of 

Illinois’ renewable energy policies will help promote consumer protection, transparency, and 

accountability as intended by the Illinois legislature.  

                                                           
4
 See http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/conjunction (accessed 11/21/2012).   

http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/conjunction
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Exceptions 

ELPC respectfully submits that the language at page 110 of the Proposed Order be 

modified as follows: 

The Commission believes that the issue of curtailment of existing long-term renewable 

contracts is separate from disbursements from the RERF collected on behalf of ARES customers.  

As previously discussed, the Commission has authority over, and has already decided the 

curtailment issue for, the 2013-2014 procurement period. In contrast, the Commission’s 

authority to oversee disbursements from the RERF flow from Section 4-201 of the Commission’s 

“General Powers and Duties” to see that the provisions of Illinois law affecting public utilities 

“are enforced and obeyed.”  

Section 1-56 of the IPA Act directs the IPA to use the RERF to “procure renewable 

energy resources at least once each year in conjunction with a procurement event for electric 

utilities.” 20 ILCS 3855/1-56(c).  Furthermore, the IPA’s argument that it is “constrained” from 

spending the RERF would lead to the absurd result that the RERF would continue to accumulate 

funds with no corresponding procurement event to disburse it.  

The IPA should amend its 2013 Procurement Plan to discuss how it will use the RERF to 

procure renewable energy in conjunction with the electric utility procurement. In future years, 

the IPA should discuss the use of the utility and ARES funds together in one Plan in order to 

promote transparency and allow a more comprehensive public vetting of the IPA’s overall 

approach to meet the state’s RPS goals. 

In contrast, it is clear the Commission has no authority over disbursements from the 

RERF collected on behalf of ARES customers.  In fact, by citing Section 4-201 of the PUA, 

entitled "General Powers and Duties of Commission - Intergovernmental Cooperation - 

Construction," ELPC is the only party that attempts to provide a legal basis for the Commission 

to assert authority over disbursements from the RERF of funds collected on behalf of ARES 

customers.   

 It appears to the Commission that ELPC has ignored important language in Section 4-201 

of the PUA, which states in part: 

It is hereby made the duty of the Commission to see that the provisions of the 

Constitution and statutes of this State affecting public utilities, the enforcement 

of which is not specifically vested in some other officer or tribunal, are enforced 

and obeyed, and that violations thereof are promptly prosecuted and penalties 
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due the State therefor recovered and collected, and to this end it may sue in the 

name of the People of the State.  (Emphasis added) 

 The enforcement of Section 1-56 of the IPA Act is specifically vested in the IPA.  

Additionally, the Commission agrees with Staff's suggestion that the general provisions of 

Section 4-201 of the PUA are not controlling given the more specific provisions in Article XVI of 

the PUA and Sections 1-56 and 1-75 of the IPA Act.  Finally, as discussed above, the IPA's 

procurement of RECs using funds collected from AIC and ComEd customers are intrinsically a 

part of the procurement process for eligible retail customers of AIC and ComEd.  In contrast, the 

procurement of RECs using ACP funds collected on behalf of ARES has nothing to do with the 

procurement process.   

 Because the Commission has no jurisdiction over disbursements from the RERF of funds 

collected on behalf of ARES customers, the Commission will make no further finding regarding 

the IPA's plans related thereto or other parties’ objections or suggestions regarding the issue.   

 

Dated: November 21, 2012 

 

       Respectfully submitted, 

 

        
______________________________ 

Bradley Klein 

Senior Attorney 

Environmental Law & Policy Center 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS 

ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION 

   

 

ILLINOIS POWER AGENCY   : 

:  ICC Docket No. 12-0544 

Petition for Approval of the 220 ILCS  :  

5/16-111.5(d) Procurement Plan   : 

       : 

 

NOTICE OF FILING 

 

To: (attached service list): 

 

 Please take note that on November 21, 2012, I submitted the above Brief on Exceptions 

of the Environmental Law & Policy Center for filing in the above-captioned matter, via e-
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Bradley Klein, Senior Attorney 

P: (312) 795-3746 
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Chicago, IL 60603  

thomas russell exeloncorp com   

 

 

 

E. Glenn Rippie, Carmen L. Fosco  

& Caitlin M. Shields  

Attys. for Commonwealth Edison Company  

Rooney Rippie & Ratnaswamy LLP  

350 W. Hubbard St., Ste. 600  

Chicago, IL 60654  

glenn.rippie@r3law.com   

carmen.fosco@r3law.com    

caitlin.shields@r3law.com  

 

 

Julie Voeck  

NextEra Energy Resources, LLC  

700 Universe Blvd.  

Juno Beach, FL 33408  

julie.voeck@nexteraenergy.com  
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Sean R. Brady  

Regional Policy Manager  

Wind on the Wires  

858 W. Armitage Ave., Ste. 239  

Chicago, IL 60614-4329   

sbrady@windonthewires.org  

William Borders & Craig Gordon  

Invenergy LLC  

One S. Wacker Dr., Ste. 1900  

Chicago, IL 60606   

wborders@invenergyllc.com   

cgordon@invenergyllc.com  

 

 

Christopher J. Townsend & Christopher N. 

Skey  

Attys. for Illinois Coalition to Advance 

Renewable Energy  

Quarles & Brady LLP  

300 N. LaSalle St., Ste. 400  

Chicago, IL 60654   

christopher.townsend@quarles.com 

christopher.skey@quarles.com  

 

Richard L. McCartney  

Ameren Illinois Company  

PO Box 66149 (M/C 1310)  

1901 Chouteau Ave.  

St. Louis, MO 63166-6149  

rmccartney@ameren.com  

  

 

Keith Goerss  

Ameren Illinois Company  

300 Liberty St.  

Peoria, IL 61602  

kgoerss@ameren.com  

 

Jessica L. Cardoni & John Feeley  

Office of General Counsel  

Illinois Commerce Commission  

160 N. LaSalle St., Ste. C-800  

Chicago, IL 60601   

jcardoni@icc.illinois.gov    

jfeeley@icc.illinois.gov  

 

Richard Zuraski, Case Manager  

Illinois Commerce Commission  

527 E. Capitol Ave.  

Springfield, IL 62701   

rzuraski@icc.illinois.gov 

 

 

Keith Goerss 

Ameren Illinois Company 

300 Liberty St. 

Peoria, IL 61602  

kgoerss@ameren.com 

 

 

Jackie K. Voiles 

Ameren Illinois Company 

d/b/a Ameren Illinois 

200 W. Washington St. 

Springfield, IL 62701-1117  

jvoiles@ameren.com   

 

Louis D'Alessandris  

FirstEnergy Solutions Corp.  

395 Ghent Rd.  

Akron, OH 44333   

ldalessandris@firstenergycorp.com 

 

 

Larry Jones  

Administrative Law Judge  

Illinois Commerce Commission  

527 E. Capitol Ave.  

Springfield, IL 62701  

ljones@icc.illinois.gov 

 

Rebecca Stanfield 

Senior Energy Advocate 

Natural Resources Defense Council 

2 N. Riverside Plz., Ste. 2250 

Chicago, IL 60606  

rstanfield@nredc.org 
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Thomas Rowland 

Attorney  

200 W. Superior St., Ste. 400 

Chicago, IL 60610  

tom@telecomreg.com 

 

Kevin D. Rhoda 

Atty. for NRDC 

Rowland & Moore LLP 

200 W. Superior St., Ste. 400 

Chicago, IL 60610  

krhoda@telecomreg.com  

Vincent Parisi 

General Counsel 

ISG Energy 

6100 Emerald Pkwy. 

Dublin, OH 43016  

vparisi@igsenergy.com  

 

 

Stephen J. Moore 

Atty. for NRDC 

Rowland & Moore LLP 

200 W. Superior St., Ste. 400 

Chicago, IL 60610  

steve@telecomreg.com  

Carla S. Meiners, Senior Attorney 

MidAmerican Energy Company 

4299 NW Urbandale Dr. 

Urbandale, IA 50322  

csmeiners@midamerican.com 

Seth Hopson 

North American Power and Gas, LLC 

One Marshall St., Ste. 205 

Norwalk, CT 06854  

shopson@napower.com 

 

Jay H. Dillavou 

MidAmerican Energy Company 

PO Box 657 

666 Grand Ave. 

Des Moines, IA 50303  

jhdillavou@midamerican.com 

 

Michael D'Angelo, General Counsel 

North American Power and Gas, LLC 

One Marshall St., Ste. 205 

Norwalk, CT 06854  

mdangelo@napower.com 
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