DRAFT COVER LETTER FOR REDLINE TARIFF
Date:  
October31, 2012

To:
Mike Wallerstein, MA DPU

From:
Dr. Jonathan Raab, Facilitator

Re:
Redlined Tariff for DG Interconnection Standards

Attached please find both the redlined tariff comparing the pre-existing tariff with the tariff changes recommended by the DG Working Group in its 9/14 Report to the DPU entitled, Proposed Changes to the Uniform Standards for Interconnecting Distributed Generation in Massachusetts.

During the translation process from the Report to the redlined tariff, the Working Group agreed to make a few additional small modifications to the proposed process that should make it clearer and more efficient. These include:

· Allowing applicants to submit up to 3 configurations of their proposal (e.g. 3 different sized systems) and providing utilities some more time for Impact studies in those circumstances.

· Clarifying that if a customer hits the pause button when there’s less than 1/3 of the time left for the utility to complete the Impact Study that the utility could add an additional 1/3 of time when the project is restarted.

· Having construction costs good for 60 days after the utility delivers the interconnection service agreement (ISA) rather than from the signing of the ISA.
· An interim process for dealing with Impact Study timing when there are multiple applications on a single feeder, and agreement to look more carefully at this issue when the Working Group tackles group study process.

· The insertion of a 15kW maximum size screen in addition to the no more than 1/15 of minimum load screen for the new Simplified Area Network track. (The modified Simplified Spot Network track, would remain as proposed in the Report--only requiring no more than 1/15th of minimum load without any maximum size screen.)

On behalf of the Working Group, I wanted to remind the Commission that not all the changes recommended in the Report are tariff related issues (and hence do not show up in the redlined tariff). However, all the issues in the Report are important to the Working Group, and we trust that the DPU will put in place the proper process to evaluate and implement those recommendations as well.

Lastly, I need to emphasize as the facilitator/mediator that the package of recommendations in the Report and in the redlined tariff represent intensive negotiations, careful balancing of interests, and compromise.  Like any other settlement type process, support for various recommendations by different Working Group members was often closely tied to having garnered support on other recommendations.  The DPU should exercise the same caution as they do with other settlement type processes as they evaluate the wisdom and workability of each individual piece, in the context of the entire package.

