January 8, 2001

Ms. Adele Arnold

Michigan Public Service Commission
6545 Mercantile Way

P.O. Box 30221

Lansing, M1 48909

RE: Northern States Power Company —Wisconsin d/b/a Xcel Ener gy
I mplementation of 2000 PA 141 Retail Electric Customer Choice
MPSC Case No. U-12651 and
Statewide CHOICE Educational Program
MPSC Case No. U-12133

Revised Compliance Filing
Dear Ms. Arnold:
In compliance with the Michigan Public Service Commission’s Orders dated

October 11, 2001 in Cases U-12651 and U-12133, attached in final form are four
revised copies of the following electric tariff sheets:

Sheet Rev. | Sheet Rev. Sheet Rev. | Sheet Rev.
9 71150 5 169 4| 202 0
10 46 | 151 4 188 0| 203 0
12 5| 152 3 189 0| 204 0
13 45 | 153.5 1 190 0| 205 0
13.1 0| 154 4 191 0| 206 0
37 311541 2 192 0| 207 0
38 2| 155 5 193 0| 208 0
39 1| 156 4 194 0| 209 0
145 51 157 4 195 0 210 0
146 5| 158 6 196 o 211 0
146.1 2160 5 197 ol 212 0
149 5|162.5 3 198 0| 213 0
149.1 0| 162.51 3 199 0

1495 4| 166 5 200 0

149.51 3| 168 5 201 0




For administrative ease a Table of Contents precedes the attached set of 57 tariff
sheets. These tariff sheets reflect the Commission’s approval of the settlement
agreement and authorization for the Company’ s implementation of Retail Electric
Customer Choice provisions of 2000 PA 141 and the CHOICE Educational
Program. The tariff sheets have an effective date of January 1, 2002.

Thisfiling isintended to replace the compliance filing previously submitted to the
Commission on December 14, 2001. Please discard all copies of that filing.

After discussing our December 14, 2001 compliance filing with you and Mr.
Carlson, we have revised our tariffs to address your concerns. Specificaly, the
enclosed submittal provides more explicit references to the CHOICE Education
Program Order where appropriate, and also removes certain corrections and
clarifications that were included in the December 14™ submittal, but not originally
included in the settlement tariff sheetsfiled September 21, 2001.

The purpose of these corrections and clarificationsisto clearly preserve the
revenue neutrality aspect of the Retail Access Tariffs, as compared to the original
or existing tariffs. The proposed December 14" provisions restored inadvertently
omitted original tariff language and more clearly defined billing demand unit
determination and demand related bill component cal culations.

Although the Company believes these corrections and clarifications are consistent
with the intent of the Commission’s October 11, 2001 order in Case No. U-12651,
we understand that such changes may require additional Commission approval.
Therefore, we intend to propose these changes through an expedited ex-parte
process.

Sincerely,

Gerald W. Marx
Senior Pricing Analyst

Cc: Paul A. Carlson
Donald F. Reck



