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Community Power 2017 Minneapolis Candidate Questionnaire 

Community Power invites all candidates to complete the following questionnaire to inform 

Minneapolis voters on positions shaping Minneapolis’s energy future: 

 

1. What role do you feel energy infrastructure, sourcing, and decision-making play in shaping 
livability, affordability, economic resilience and community health for Minneapolis residents 
and businesses? How do you propose to fulfill that role? 

 

Energy policy affects all aspects of life for Minneapolis residents and businesses.  How we 

generate and regulate energy production directly affects household budgets and the bottom lines of 

businesses; how we power our city directly affects the health of residents; and how we invest in our 

infrastructure determines the fate of the planet, as well as Minneapolis.  Since energy policy affects 

so many aspects of the city in such a substantial way, my role as council member is to ensure that 

our policies are evaluated with respect to each area of city policy, including livability, affordability, 

resilience, and community health.  In addition, I will work toward evaluating non-energy policy (or, 

non-direct energy policy) such as zoning for how we can reduce energy consumption and increase 

renewable energy production.  I will encourage use of more council study sessions, interviews with 

experts, and lobbying of the state legislature so Minneapolis has the information and flexibility to 

make the best energy policies possible. 

 

 

2. Do you think Minneapolis is adequately prepared to respond to climate change? If yes, how? If 
no, what do you think Minneapolis should do to become prepared?  
 
No, I do not believe Minneapolis is addressing climate change aggressively enough. As much 

as I appreciate the intent behind the Green Energy Partnership, it does not seem likely to create the 
sea change in energy infrastructure we require.   In my view, a climate action plan that treats 
climate change as seriously as climate change deserves requires: 

 
1. Defining and measuring our total emissions in real time, or at least quarterly. 
2. Setting clear goals and tracking those goals publicly; 
3. Front-loading our carbon reduction strategies; 
4. Instituting ramp-ups in our reduction strategies if we fail to meet our goals; 
5. Focusing on demand reductions in housing and transportation; 
6. Promoting electrification so that as the electrical grid gets cleaner everything 
connected to it does as wel, as well as promoting clean, renewable electricity generation 
through solar and wind directly, and: 
7. Recognizing the critical importance of dense housing, transit, and bikeable and 
walkable neighborhoods. 

 

This is separate from the necessity of of building our infrastructure to respond to more 

aberrational weather events that are possibilities under a changed climate, such as more frequent 

flooding and its effect on our water systems.  
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The Clean Energy Partnership promotes energy efficiency around the margins, and 

Minneapolis does have climate change goals, but neither our policies nor our goals are sufficient. 

Further, we are only looking at direct drivers of carbon emissions, such as the sources of our energy, 

rather than considering every city decision as the ultimate driver of carbon emissions, such as land 

use and zoning.  I would be in favor of a strategy that creates disincentives for emissions, such as a 

carbon trading system or a consumption tax on energy, and that creates positive incentives for 

investing in clean and renewable energy, such as a feed-in tariff or requiring utilities to pay the true 

avoided costs for power generation,  including long-term fixed costs.  Although many of these 

strategies require cooperation of state for federal gatekeepers, it is important that the city of 

Minneapolis advocate for control over our energy future. 

 

3. Do you support a policy of 100% renewable electricity for city operations by 2021, 100% 
renewable electricity by 2030 for all Minneapolis energy users, and 100% renewable energy in 
all sectors (electricity, heating, transportation, industry) by 2050 for all Minneapolis energy 
users (check one)? 

□ Yes, by those timeline 
 

Our cities are going to have to play an even bigger role in addressing climate change than 

before due to the changed political environment.  If Minneapolis can’t lead the way there is 

little hope the rest of the nation will be able to do its share.  Germany has been able to 

make remarkable advances in clean energy, and with the huge advances in green energy 

technology and cost reductions Minneapolis should be able to make even more rapid 

changes. 

 

4. What do you intend to do during your time in office to help achieve the Minneapolis Energy 
Vision (established by City Council in 2014) and the goals of the Minneapolis Clean Energy 
Partnership? 
 
I will advocate a feed-in tariff along the lines of that developed in Germany, will coordinate 

with city-based businesses to help them see how investing in energy infrastructure can help their 

bottom line so as to spur investments, and will provide support for developing decentralized energy 

resources, such as neighborhood-based electric cooperatives.  

 

5. Do you support securing universally-accessible financing that allows all Minneapolis energy 
users to make energy efficiency improvements and switch to clean energy with no upfront 
cost, no debt or credit checks, and monthly payments on utility bills that are overall lowered 
due to the energy saved? 

□ Yes 
Feel free to provide a deeper explanation of your position: 

 

As we move toward a cleaner, more renewable energy future we can make sure not 

to make the mistakes of our dirty energy past, including how investments in dirty energy created 

asymmetric power dynamics among workers, consumers, and monopolist producers.  I’m fully in 
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favor of ensuring that all energy users can also be producers and have a buy-in to the new energy 

infrastructure we can create. 

 

 

6. Do you support using the rooftops of Minneapolis public buildings to host community solar 
gardens that create access for low-income families as well as train and hire Minneapolis 
residents of color to install and maintain them? 

□ Yes 
Feel free to provide a deeper explanation of your position: 

 

Yes.  Increasing renewable, clean energy is a fantastic end in itself, but reducing 

unemployment and wage inequality kills two birds with one stone.  As we create the energy system 

of the future we should not replicate the economic power structures of the past, with a few 

monopolies controlling power generation. 

 

7. How would you advance equitable access to energy resources for renters and low-income 
families to ensure that all Minneapolis families have healthy, comfortable homes, affordable 
energy bills, and the choice to shift to clean and efficient energy? 

 

I would work to establish a feed-in tariff system so as to both reduce overall energy 

consumption and to provide a source of funding for financing decentralized energy production in 

minneapolis, including no-upfront cost investments by renters and low-income individuals.  If we 

can't pass a feed in tariff or an electricity consumption tax I will look to alternative sources of 

funding like revenue from parking benefit districts, returns from a public bank, or limiting support 

of the Vikings stadium to the maximum extent legally permitted. 

 

8. Would you support an increase in utility franchise fees of 0.5% of Minneapolis energy sales to 
be re-invested in dedicated long-term funding for local energy solutions ( check all that apply )? 

□ Yes 
□ Dedicated funding could additionally/instead come from these sources:  

 

Feel free to provide a deeper explanation of your position: 

 

Yes, although I would prefer a direct connection between the fees imposed and the 

individuals that can make the changes to use less energy.  Although energy policy is complex taxing 

things with negative externalities and subsidizing things with positive externalities is a good rule of 

thumb.  As indicated above, funding could come from parking benefit districts, a public bank, or 

better management of our commitment to the Vikings, or increased property tax revenue from my 

proposed upzoning of the city. 

 

9. How should the City of Minneapolis evaluate the effectiveness of the Minneapolis Clean Energy 
Partnership as its second two year work plan ends in late 2018?  What criteria or thresholds 
would convince you that the Minneapolis Clean Energy Partnership is succeeding (and should 
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be sustained and expanded) OR is failing (and the city should pursue a different route)?  
 
The Clean Energy Partnership should be evaluated by its ability to increase clean, renewable energy 
production, decrease per-capita energy consumption, and decrease total carbon emissions.  As an 
absolute minimum, for Minneapolis to get to 100% carbon neutral by 2050, we need to get 1/33rd 
of the way there every year between now and then, assuming constant improvement, although it is 
far more likely we could make rapid, large-scale reductions in carbon emissions early on and our 
progress would slow down as we get to the last few percent of emissions.  I do not favor indirect 
measures of effectiveness, such as percentage of households that have had efficiency upgrades, 
even though we are failing on those measures.  
  
 

10. If Xcel Energy and/or CenterPoint Energy refused to agree to the measurable outcomes you 
defined in question 9, or failed to achieve them, would you support active exploration of other 
options by the City of Minneapolis, including: terminating the franchise agreement, securing 
Community Choice Aggregation, or pursuing energy municipalization ( check one )? 

□ Yes 
 
Feel free to provide a deeper explanation of your position: 

 
As much as I would like Xcel and CenterPoint to support the measurable outcomes, it ultimately is 

the responsibility of Minneapolis to meet our climate action goal.  I will pursue whichever tactics 

and policies are most likely result in effective carbon reductions and production of clean, renewable 

energy, regardless whether it seems radical, including municipalization and community choice 

aggregation.  Minimizing climate change is a radical problem requiring radical solutions. 
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