Massachusetts DG Interconnection Collaborative Working Group

Facilitator: Dr. Jonathan Raab, Raab Associates, Ltd.

Working Group Transition Monthly Meeting #9
August 20, 2013 
MA DOER, Saltonstall Bldg, 100 Cambridge Street, Boston (Conference Rooms B&C)
DRAFT Meeting Summary
See documents related to today’s meeting 

9:00
Review Goals and Agenda for Day—Jonathan Raab, Raab Associates 

9:05
Updates:

· Removal of stale projects

· NGRID—Letter sent to 700 inactive applicants (including those in Simplified process).  Responses due by end of August, but approximately 50% wanting to continue; 17% canceled, 24% no response yet, and 7% bad address.

· WMECo—Very similar response pattern to NGRID

· NSTAR—Letter sent to all 82 inactive Expedited and Standard projects—have not heard back yet from vast majority

· WG discussed how much discretion there should be regarding when a project should have to start over in the process, including when ownership changes.  Agreed utilities have some discretion regarding “significant changes” but not regarding non-response to withdrawal letters

9:15
Utility Data Reporting

· Latest Monthly Reporting Data 

· DOER reported that June data has been uploaded and analyzed, and that they have all the data for July except from WMECo which is in the middle of automating but ran into some glitches.  DOER reported that July data should be uploaded by 9/1, and that data format compliance continues to improve with each monthly update.

· Utility Follow-Up to Spot Check Survey Results (i.e., investigation of inconsistency claims by applicants)
· DOER provided NGRID/NSTAR with contact info. and data from applicants who said their records didn’t match utilities, for utility follow-up.

· NSTAR (14 projects, from 6 developers).  Found 8 data discrepancies and some size of project descrepancies.  Found that dates were generally accurate, but that customer discrepancy could be due to emails about milestone completions sometimes going out several days after milestone deemed complete and customers referring to the email date rather than NSTAR’s milestone date (which are not consistently conveyed in the emails).
· NGRID found a few date errors in their database but only off by a few days

· All agreed that standardized communication with milestone dates flagged for applicants, would at least make paper trail clear—even if some customers still are confused about completion dates

· Central Administrator Draft Letter to DPU
· WG discussed DOER’s request to not wait until December to file report to DPU on Central Administration issues, but to include in October 1 enforcement filing.  After some discussion, WG agreed that it’s probably premature to resolve the central administrator issue in the near-future, given that utilities are still implementing and partially automating their own tracking systems—and couldn’t sufficiently spec out central administrator RFP in order to get proposals/prices so that WG could analyze the benefits/costs.  
· Instead, the WG agreed that they should move forward with the following tasks to improve the application process and reporting/tracking:
· More automated tracking and monthly reporting (to DOER) systems in place for each utility 
· Standardized communication to customers about timeline/milestone related issues across the utilities

· Ability for each applicant to look online at each utility, and see exactly where they are in the interconnection process

· Online application process beginning with the Simplified applications, and then for Expedited and Standard applications (with as much commonality across the utilities as possible-recognizing there may need to be some differences to interface with utility IT systems).
· WG agreed that the previous 4 bullets would be implemented over the next year (?), and that the central administrator would be revisited something thereafter (e.g., 1-2 years)

· WG agreed that Dr. Raab would draft this up for review by WG and eventual filing at the DPU
10:15
Enforcement Mechanisms
· Updated Proposals:
· Non-Utility Parties presented their counter-proposal to joint utility enforcement proposal.  The proposal used the joint utility basic framework but with numerous changes, and several additions (SEE NUP proposal on website—updated to reflect clarifications made at the meeting).  NUPs made clear that their proposal has evolved substantially over the last couple of weeks, and represents a delicate balance among the NUPs.  The utilities asked numerous questions about the NUPs proposal.
· Following caucus meetings over lunch, the utilities expressed their appreciation for the NUPs efforts; however, said that they would need to discuss the NUPs proposal w/upper management before responding.
· Dr. Raab then presented a side-by-side matrix of the joint utility and NUPs proposals, highlighting the similarities and differences.  The WG discussed the matrix, adding additional information, and tweaking their respective proposals in several places (generally to be in greater conformance).  (SEE Matrix on website).
· The WG agreed to schedule an extra meeting on the morning of 9/9 to get the utilities feedback on the NUPs proposal and to continue the enforcement negotiations.

· Dr. Raab also reported that he would be out of the country from 9/20 to 10/11, and the WG needs to discuss how and when it would meet the 10/1 DPU filing deadline on enforcement (either filing before Dr. Raab left, when he returned, or directly by the WG in his absence).  The WG agreed to discuss this further when it meets on enforcement on 9/9.
1:30
Dealing With Stacked Projects thru Group Studies or Other Means
· Review refined group study approach from Borrego Solar

· Michael Conway reviewed proposed changes to group study process in consultation with Bill Walsh at NU.  The WG then discussed the proposal at length, and made the following clarifications/recommendations:

· Process is required for projects that come in during Cluster Window (i.e, period when impact study conducted for Project A) 
· Utilities can share necessary information (need to delineate) to Cluster members on other projects in Cluster 
· Group studies timeline are by mutual agreement, and not part of enforcement
· Group study can also be formed voluntarily by a group of applicants
· Have review of Group Study process after 1-2 years

· See website for updated proposal with notes from today’s meeting

· Michael will continue to update and refine the proposal for the WGs review
2:45
Other Workplan Issues

· Landowner Agreements 
· Neven described reasons why utilities feel it’s important to have a landowner agreement to guarantee site access and protect utilities from liability
· NUPs expressed concern that this could be a significant barrier, in some cases, to DG and questioned its necessity as well as some of the wording
· Utilities agreed to change the “gross negligence” language to “negligence”, to develop language to describe when this is applicable and when it’s not needed, and to clarify that agreement not needed at outset but prior to construction.  Utilities would also look at QF related language to see whether this type of agreement is precluded.

· See Landowner Agreement with today’s notes on the website.

· Standardized Customer/Utility Communications (Utilities present current practice in communication with customers and report back on strategy for standardization)
· Utilities reported that they had not had a chance to meet on this, but would do so later this week and be ready to present a strategy for standardized communication with customers at the next meeting
3:15
Planning for September Meeting 

· Future of Transition WG 
· Dr. Raab flagged for the WG the fact that the September meeting was the last scheduled meeting in the workplan, and that the WG needs to discuss whether or not it wants to continue meeting and at what frequency and on what issues

· Next Steps and To Do List
· WG agreed to have an additional meeting on 9/9 primarily to discuss enforcement, and if time, future of WG

3:30
Adjourn

To Do List:

1) Meeting summary and September draft agendas—Raab

2) Complete stale project withdrawal process—All Utilities

3) Draft Language on Central Administrator related issues for 10/1 Report to DPU—Raab

4) Review/comment on Central Admin draft language—All WG

5) Develop utility response/counter-proposal to NUPs enforcement proposal--Utilities
6) Refine mandatory group study approach—Mike (Borrego Solar)

7) Review/Revise draft landowner agreement—NU
8) Discuss current practice in communication with customers and report back on strategy for standardization—Utilities

9) Consider future of DG Interconnection WG post-September meeting—All WG
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