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“[TdM Emerald Corp] — Chapter 7 LTP Feedback”

Stakeholder Feedback Request for the 2026 IPA Long-Term Plan
Chapter 7: lllinois Shines

Questions
1. Should lllinois Shines adopt the same definition of “small and emerging business”

as lllinois Solar for All? If not, please provide details on an alternative definition.
i
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2. What are potential benefits of reducing the initial batch submission size from 100
kW to 25 kW for small and emerging businesses to enhance processing? If this
change is not ideal, is there an alternative initial batch submission size that is
more appropriate? Please provide additional support to your proposal.

i.

3. What factors should the Agency consider in weighing whether to allow for the
refund of collateral for a first batch to small and emerging businesses? What
additional criteria beyond qualifying as a small and emerging business could the
Agency apply?
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TOPIC 2: Community-Driven Community Solar (CDSCS) Developer Cap

Questions
1. Given the information above, and assuming the Group A and Group B block sizes
will remain fairly consistent with the 2024 Long-Term Plan, what are the
advantages and risks of establishing a developer cap process for CDCS
consistent with the other categories?

2. If a developer cap process for CDCS is appropriate, should the threshold be set at
20% or is there an alternative percentage that should be considered? Please
provide any reasoning to support a different percentage level, if possible.
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Questions

1. What would be the effect and/or benefits of once again requiring an executed
interconnection agreement in the Part | application for community solar projects?
Please provide details to support your response.

i

2. What other requirements should the IPA consider in order to ensure that
community solar projects are sufficiently mature when submitted to the Program
such that the projects are ready to be submitted to the ICC upon Part | application
verification?

i.
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TOPIC 5: Support for Abandoned Contracts

Questions

1. Is there value to the Agency developing solutions to manage this issue given this
challenge is primarily between an Approved Vendor and their customers? Please
explain.

2. What type of relief should be offered to Approved Vendors that face a situation of
an abandoned contract?
i

3. What are preventative solutions to this issue that the IPA could implement?
i

4. Are there other examples/events that should be considered an “abandoned
contract”?
i
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1. Do the current criteria for reviewing Advance of Capital requests appropriately
identify contractors that truly need capital? Why or why not?

2. What challenges do small and emerging businesses face when applying for an
Advance of Capitol though the IL Shines program?

3. What improvements to the Advance of Capital process would make it more
accessible to small or emerging businesses?

4. Are there other factors beyond the process of the application and the criteria for
review that may be limiting the application rates for Advance of Capital?
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5. Do you believe the current Advance of Capital cap (lesser of $750,000 or 50% of
REC contract value) helps or hinders equitable access to project development
opportunities? Why?

6. Should the Agency rethink the structure of the Advance of Capital mechanism to
allow for different tiers of funding to be allocated for the diverse needs of a
business, dependent on the life cycle of the contractor’s development?

a. If so, what factors should the Agency consider in determining Advance of
Capital tiers?
i
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