Massachusetts DG Interconnection Collaborative Working Group

Facilitator: Dr. Jonathan Raab, Raab Associates, Ltd.
Working Group Transition Monthly Meeting #4
February 19th, 2013
In-Person—Saltonstall, 100 Cambridge St., Boston (Conference Room B)

Draft Meeting Summary

Meeting started at 9 and ended before 12:30—16 people attended the meeting (see Appendix 1)

9:00	Review Goals and Agenda for Day—Jonathan Raab, Raab Associates 
9:10	Updates:
· Plans for First Tech Advisory Review Group
· First mtg. next Monday.  Draft agenda developed—guidelines, prioritizing issues, workplan,
· Non-Utility Vice-Chair—Not selected yet.  Coddington still waiting on travel fund approval. 
· Circulate utility suggested changes to guidelines to non-utility parties following today’s meeting
· Boston added to non-utility, Customer Group
· Mapping and Recent Rural Electrification (on Upgrade RFP—DOER Work)
· Peregrine draft report due end of month—talked w/each utility
· Can utilities see draft of Peregrine report?  DOER consider.
· FERC NOPR
· Focus on small generators. Comments due June.  If FERC process ends up being significantly different than MA, should we reconsider MA process?
· FERC may assert more jurisdiction over states.
· MA stakeholders and state regulators should consider following closely and filing comments.
· Other updates??
9:30	Dealing With Stacked Projects thru Group Studies or Other Means
· Refresh ourselves on stacked projects procedures
· If multiple projects on same circuit, set up a queue, study first one first
· If project B wants to get studied before A decides, can study B with and w/o A going forward
· WMECO current option for 2 or more applicants to do joint study.  Run options with all together, and separate.  Share study costs by size, not sharing upgrade costs yet.
· Most customers won’t go forward w/study until decisions made by applicants in front of them.
· When new tariff goes into effect, applicants will have more time before can removed from queue.
· NSTAR won’t proceed in studying B until A drops out or signs ISA.  At that point study B as if A goes forward.  If A then drops out B has to be restudied.
· Today utilities don’t share info. on who multiple applicants are on same feeder/circuit
· Look in detail on NSTAR and NGRID cluster/group study experience
· National Grid tried one group study—sent out 4 agreements, 2 signed but wouldn’t give checks until all 4 signed—fizzled out
· NSTAR—5 developers for express feeder.  One developer decided to go first on the existing feeder, another developer at end of express feeder dropped out which lowered total cost but increased everyone’s share.  NSTAR didn’t want to do banking—and wanted developers to divvy up costs.
· Brainstorm options for dealing with stacked projects
· If no large cost for A, no big incentive for participating in Group study
· Once significant cost on horizon for A, Group study could be more attractive
· May make more sense for new express feeder
· CA has pre-existing time window for forming cluster
· Discuss CA group study proposal (due 2/19) if out, otherwise perhaps get an update 
· CA group study process due out today, unclear whether utilities are proposing one process or separate processes
· Get CA or IREC
10:45	Break
11:00	Information Tracking & Reporting
· Update on information tracking & reporting (including DOER/utility call)
· DOER update on DG website on viewing data—review and provide Gerry feedback
· Looking for month by month improvements—additional columns still need to be populated—and in consistent format to avoid manual changes by DOER
· Utilities having to do manual changes to get in right format—and add in dates –eventually needs to be more automatic—
· Chess clock most challenging—utilities looking for systems/software to implement—but still need to decide when clock is stopped
· Discuss potential central application/administrator analysis and report back to DPU
· Even if central, needs to integrate w/all utilities systems, and need way to implement chess clock
· If SQM based on chess-clock, utilities concerned about having central Administrator manage and control information related to SQM
· Central application probably makes more sense for Simplified—but for Expedited or Standard, utilities need to look at to approve.  (Even on Simplified beginning to check what’s around it—and getting larger.)
· What’s value proposition for central Application/Administrator, what will be savings/costs
· Is there something parallel in System of Assurances?
· Should DOER consider hiring consultant to scope out options, costs, & benefits of central administrator/application process (checking in w/utilities and their IT folks)?  DOER will consider.
· Consider consultant or other making presentation on options (e.g., CADMUS)
· Report back to DPU due on this issue on April 1.
11:45	Trainings and Online Modules—Utility-lead (approach, types, dates)
· Update from utilities on current thinking, and discussion (see last meeting summary for proposed directions)
· Utilities almost ready to put out dates and topics/approach
· How separate/combine Simplified, Expedited, & Standard
· Separate targeted workshops—technical standards, CHP
· Tape seminars—to allow on-demand webinars
· Consider online certification process prior to application
· NSTAR—Has list of requirements/expectations make developers sign (new version in the works).  Will bring to WG to review.  Comment: Make sure doesn’t stop clock.
12:15	Planning for March Meeting and Beyond, & Next Steps
· Group Study
· CA Group Study—Hear from IREC/CA Utilities
· Situations good candidates for group studies
· Begin to outline potential MA process—maybe have WG between March & April meetings to come in w/straw proposal 
· Central Administrator/Application Process
· DOER make some recommendations on how to proceed—possibly brining in a consultant to talk to group
· Trainings
· Look at utility schedule
· What else—e.g., webinars, certification, etc.
12:30 	Adjourn


Attendees:

Dan Berwick, Borrego Solar
John Bonazoli, Unitil
Dwayne Breger, MA DOER
Michael Brigandi, NSTAR
Robert Flottemesch, Exelon/Constellation
Cynthia Janke, WMECO
Chandra Bilsky, NGRID
Tim Roughan, NGRID
Joe Soares, CLC/CVEC
Michael Stone, My Generation Energy
Babak Enayati, NGRID
Andrea Keeffe, NGRID
Jonathan Raab, Raab Associates (Facilitator)
Erica Schroeder, IREC
Danielle Winter, Keegan Werlin (for NU)
Michael Conway, Borego Solar

MA DG Interconnection Collaborative Working Group Website: http://massdg.raabassociates.org

Facilitator, Dr. Jonathan Raab, Raab Associates, Ltd., 118 South St. #3A, Boston MA 02111 
Tel: 617-350-5544, Fax: 617-350-6655 
Email: raab@raabassociates.org or susan@raabassociates.org
www.RaabAssociates.org
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