Massachusetts DG Interconnection Collaborative Working Group

Facilitator: Dr. Jonathan Raab, Raab Associates, Ltd.
Working Group Transition Monthly Meeting #6
April 17, 2013 (revised)
[bookmark: _GoBack]In-Person—Saltonstall Building, 100 Cambridge St., Boston (Conference Room A)
866-576-7975; 175495#

Draft Meeting Summary

12 People attended the meeting in person, and an additional 4 people attended via phone.

9:00	Review Goals and Agenda for Day—Jonathan Raab, Raab Associates 
9:10	Updates (by Gerry—DOER)
· NSTAR interconnection workshop for tomorrow canceled due to family emergency—utilities should have contingency presenter/plan since difficult to cancel (i.e., notify folks—since many don’t RSVP but just show up)
· DPU asked NSTAR not to require 14-point checklist.  NSTAR reworking.
Follow-Up to March 29/April 2 Phone Calls
· Approval of TSRG Guidelines
· No objections to endorsing revised guidelines by WG
· DPU Attendance at WG Meetings
· JDR to report back to DPU discussion of WG including:
· Don’t want DPU staff to have to recuse themselves from any subsequent DG interconnection proceedings
· Some felt helpful to have staff there, while others felt would chill conversations
· All agreed in the end DPU staff could decide to come if and whenever they want
· There might be particular issues DG WG would invite staff to attend
· Regardless—all agreed it’s up to DPU to enforce the tariff and non-tariff issues in the Report—not the WG or the facilitator; and even if DPU doesn’t come to meetings can follow progress on website including meeting summaries
· If issues come up that need DPU clarification, WG can ask DPU—up to DPU to choose, whether or not, and how it responds
· Monthly Data Reporting to DOER—Utilities provide detailed proposed schedules
· NGRID and NU discussed how they are progressing with data tracking systems and monthly reporting to DOER (Unitil representative was not present)
· WG looked at report language (“The expected time that complete and accurate data could be derived from the reporting would be 6-8 months from the issuance of the Report.”) and utilities acknowledged that would not have complete and accurate data this month.
· NGRID said have all the building blocks, but working out bugs—and that this Summer was realistic timeframe
· NU reported that by the end of the year is more realistic given changes in some of their computer systems
· DOER and one DG stakeholder expressed some frustration with slippage and lack of greater clarity on when complete and accurate data would be reported
· There was some discussion about the challenges and need to backfill dates/times for applications already in the queue as opposed to just tracking those projects accurately in current and going-forward steps [Later in the meeting there was discussion about whether the new timeframes in tariff would apply to pre-existing applications, and if so whether it would only apply to going forward steps or entire process.  WG members agreed we were probably not crystal clear on this in Report.)  
· Annual April 1 Utility Filing to DPU--2013 vs. 2014
· There was disagreement between DOER and the utilities on this topic with utilities maintaining that since the new timelines aren’t yet in effect, the first annual filing should be April 2014; and DOER arguing that they should still file in 2013—even if it’s a brief comment on each of requirements a) thru e) or partial filing (e.g., # of times dispute resolution requested).  They agreed to disagree.
· Utility Letter to DPU on Central Administrator—Review utility draft letter
· Discussed utilities draft letter explaining why they were not ready to make a recommendation on a potential central administrator, and recommendation to file a status report on the issue on September 1.  DOER stated that they’d like something sooner and/or the 9/1 filing should be a final determination, not a status report.  They agreed to disagree, and DOER (and others) could respond to DPU’s letter filing to DPU.
· Signing of ISA and Assurances (letter to DPU)—Review Dan draft (if not agreed to prior to meeting)
· WG discussed ISA issue raised in footnote by DPU in its order.  All agreed that ISA signed after Impact Study was a full ISA. DG community to file comments on the issue in both DPU 11-75 and 11-11.  Utilities prefer to remain agnostic regarding interface of this issue with net metering.  DOER still considering its position.
10:30	Break
10:45	Enforcement of Timelines (Penalties & Incentives)
· Monthly Report Summary
· Gerry (DOER) showed slides compiled from the monthly report data, entitled Tracking Utility Performance Using Interconnection Reporting (See presentation on website).  The slides show for each utility 1) Cumulative Application by Stage Reached; and 2)Application Process Time Between Completed Application and Signed ISA.  Gerry mentioned that the analysis revealed some gaps in the data; that the analysis now takes under an hour whereas it used to take a day; and said that some version of this type of data analysis could ultimately used for enforcement of the timelines. 
· Other states—Erica and Henrietta
· Erica reported that they were not able identify other states that use penalties or incentives around timeline enforcement.  WG wanted to take a closer look at what’s transpiring in NJ.
· MA EE framework—Carol White, NGRID
· Carol White from NGRID presented slides on the history and current structure of energy efficiency incentives in MA (See slides on website).  She explained that the target incentives for the 2013-15 programs is $80 million on $1.9 billion of investment (around 4.2%).  She explained that the incentive is 3-part structure based on total savings; net benefits; and other metrics—and that incentives aren’t earned in each part until 76% of goals are reached and they are capped at 125% of goals.
· WG Discussion
· Dr. Raab reminded folks of the recent legislation ordering DPU to have in place an enforcement mechanism based on SQM or something comparable by the Fall, as well as the DPU’s two-prong approach of considering DG timeline enforcement in their recently-opened SQM docket as well as asking the WG to propose alternative approaches (looking at both penalties and incentives, and including other interested parties (e.g., the AG)).  The WG discussed a a couple of different potential models including: 1) a free-standing SQM like mechanism focused on DG timeline compliance; 2) a higher level incentive/penalty approach tied to annual DG KW interconnection goals.  DOER presented a starting list of factors and options for building an enforcement mechanism (See document on website).  NGRID mentioned that we should find a way to tie EE and DG goals together (i.e., make sure buildings are efficient before sizing PV).  
· Next Steps/Workplan (timeline)
· Dr. Raab agreed to take DOER’s starting list and begin a matrix with the different possible design components of an enforcement mechanism and starting list of options, and circulate ahead of next meeting for WG members to flesh out.  It was also agreed that NGRID would take lead in fleshing out a straw proposal on the DG goal incentive/penalty mechanism; and others were encouraged to develop other straw proposals.
12:30	Lunch
1:30	Dealing With Stacked Projects thru Group Studies or Other Means
· IREC reviewed a matrix it put together showing the various design components of a group process and a list of potential options for each component.  The WG discussed each component, and made some adjustments to some of the options and added several new options (See revised matrix on website).  Various WG members expressed interest in requiring deposits after the Impact and Detailed studies similar to CA.  The WG agreed that the utilities and non-utilities should each carefully look through the matrix and independently come in with a straw proposal for group study process at the next meeting, to keep discussion moving forward.
3:30	Planning for May Meeting and Beyond, & Next Steps
· Agreed that it would be better to have the next meeting—which will focus primarily on the Group Study Process and on Enforcement Mechanisms as face-to-face meeting.  Will still be half day from 9 to 12:30.
· To Do
· Meeting Summary and Agenda for 5/16 meeting—JDR
· Post all documents from today’s meeting—JDR
· Develop starting matrix on Enforcement and have WG members add options—JDR and then WG
· Develop straw proposals on Enforcement—NGRID on Goals approach; other approaches from other WG members
· Develop straw proposals on Group Studies—Utilities and Non-Utilities, independently
3:45 	Adjourn

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
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