Massachusetts DG Interconnection Collaborative Working Group

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

Working Group Transition Monthly Meeting #9
July18, 2013 
NSTAR— 1 NSTAR Way, Westwood, MA  02090-9230
DRAFT Meeting Summary
9:00
Review Goals and Agenda for Day—Jonathan Raab, Raab Associates 

9:05
Updates:

· Removal of stale projects

· NSTAR—Sent some letters out, but haven’t sent to all yet

· WMECo—Sent out first wave (approximately half want to continue and half withdrawn)

· Unitil—All letters sent out and stale projects withdrawn

· NGRID-Sent out 695 letters, heard back from 60% (300 still active want to continue, 100 withdrew, and haven’t heard back from 300 which they are canceling)

· Other?

9:15
Utility Data Reporting

· Latest Monthly Reporting Data 

· June reports in from utilities, DOER hasn’t updated website with May or June data yet (expected by Aug. 1)

· Reiterated agreement that whenever a project enters new stage, utility to complete record including back-filling dates for prior stages (but not clock start/re-start data)—acknowledged easier on study dates/harder on screening related dates

· NU/Unitil Spot Check Survey Results

· DOER showed slides based on 28 DG project responses on NSTAR/WMECo projects (none from Unitil related projects)
· Approximately 2/3 of DG respondents reported inconsistencies with one or more dates (respondents recollection of applicable date vs. utility tracking system)

· Agreed that we couldn’t conclude reasons for the inconsistencies or any conclusions about the accuracy of the reporting systems without further investigation

· DOER will provide NU and NGRID with identification for DG respondents who expressed willingness to be contacted, and utilities will look into the inconsistencies and report back at the next meeting 

· Central Administrator Questions/Issues

· NGRID reported that it has been working with Qado to make tracking more accurate, especially the clock-stopping aspects—and has asked them for a quote to go forward

· WG agreed that facilitator should draft a letter to the DPU for review by the WG outlining the activities related to data reporting (monthly reporting, DG consistency spot check, and wrestling with accurate clock stop tracking) and why we missed the 6 month deadline to report back on Central Administrator option—with our plan to report back in December (and commitment from WG to explore the Central Administrator issues in the Fall)
10:30
Enforcement Mechanisms
· Updated Proposals:

· WG reviewed and discussed 1) NU’s summary of DPU SQI related principles; 2) NUPs revised enforcement matrix option; and 3) Joint Utility enforcement/incentive proposal
· Numerous issues were flagged for further discussion and consideration, including but not limited to:
· Whether timelines for complex projects and projects w/supplemental review should be included at the outset?

· Whether each sector should be equally weighted (rather than weighting by the number of applications or by size (MWs)?

· Appropriate role, if any, of customers in validating data on their projects in utility data bases.

· Whether penalties and incentives need to be completely symmetric (in terms of dollar amounts or dead-band collars)?

· Whether penalties should have any dead-band, or begin at 100%?

· Whether penalties and incentives should be step-functions (e.g., half if from 5-10% over/under) or continuous functions

· What the size of the penalties/incentives should be—ranging from application fees (approximately $1 million for NGRID and NSTAR each) to 2.5% of revenue (which could be 20 to 40 times more than application fees)
· What the source of the incentives should be, and whether ACP funding could be used as an initial pot of funding
· Whether the dead-bands can/should change over time

· [See Notes on Revised Utility Enforcement Proposal and NUPs spreadsheet for more detail]

· WG agreed that the utilities would continue to refine its proposal based on the NUP input, and the NUPs would work on a counter-proposal

· Dr. Raab will set up calls with utilities and NUPs before Aug WG meeting, and NUPs and utilities are encouraged to talk with each as well

12:45
Lunch
1:30
Dealing With Stacked Projects thru Group Studies or Other Means
· Borrego Solar presented its concept of a mandatory group study process with window that opens once B applies and stays open for the duration of the Implementation Study for A and until Implementation Study commences for B, C, etc. [See write-up]
· NU put forward an alternative voluntary process whereby they would notify A if a B, C, etc. showed up during its study phase—and allow for a voluntary group to form.  It would then provide group members with both joint and separate options. [NU agreed to finalize write-up for posting.]

· WG discussed the strengths and weaknesses of the two proposals, and agreed to continue to refine each proposal and explore whether a consolidation into a single proposal was possible

· WG also agreed that even if electrically interdependent that smaller installations that don’t trigger upgrades should be allowed to proceed out of order (i.e., if room on feeder can you bypass A-D to allow E to interconnect)—but didn’t decide what size threshold or other requirements should be 

3:00
Other Workplan Issues

· Landowner Agreements (See document provided by utilities)
· Landowner agreement is for when DG owner and landowner are different, and would allow for utility to come on property to service or shut-off DG-related equipment.  Would be an additional attachment to tariff and require tariff revision

· WG members questioned whether this was in fact necessary, and some felt the gross negligence language in #8 was too sweeping not necessarily needed here

· WG agreed to take closer look at document and put on agenda for next time

· Standardized Customer/Utility Communications

· WG briefly discussed value in having clear and consistent communications to DG applicants about where they are in the interconnection process, and outlining next steps

· Utilities said they would get together and look at current practice and come back to WG with recommendations
3:15
Planning for August Meeting and Beyond & Next Steps

· Agreed to try and get 2nd room at next meeting, if needed to facilitate negotiations of enforcement mechanism at next meeting
3:30
Adjourn

To Do List:

1) Meeting summary and August draft agenda—Raab

2) Complete stale project withdrawal process—All Utilities

3) Post May/June Monthly DG Report Data on DOER Website—Gerry

4) Provide NGRID and NU Spot Check Survey respondents—Gerry

5) Investigate Inconsistency claims from spot check survey and report back to WG—NU/NGRRID
6) Draft/circulate letter to DPU on Central Administrator—Raab

7) Review/comment on Central Admin letter—WG

8) Refine enforcement proposal—Utilities

9) Develop NUP enforcement proposal or counter-proposal--NUPs (including DOER)

10) Provide write-up of voluntary group study approach—NU

11) Refine mandatory group study approach—Mike (Borrego Solar)

12) Review draft landowner agreement—WG

13) Discuss current practice in communication with customers and report back on strategy for standardization—Utilities

14) Investigate break-out room for August meeting--Gerry
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