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KHY/cmf  4/8/2021 
 
 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
Order Instituting Rulemaking to 
Consider Streamlining Interconnection 
of Distributed Energy Resources and 

Improvements to Rule 21. 

 
 

Rulemaking 17-07-007 

 
 

 
 

E-MAIL RULING DIRECTING COMMENTS ON PROPOSED SCOPE 

AND SCHEDULE FOR PHASE II 

 

 

 

Dated April 8, 2021, at San Francisco, California. 

 
 
 

  /s/  KELLY A. HYMES 

  Kelly A. Hymes 
Administrative Law Judge 

 

FILED
04/08/21
04:59 PM
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From: Hymes, Kelly A. <kelly.hymes@cpuc.ca.gov>  
Sent: Thursday, April 8, 2021 3:44 PM 
To: Jessalyn_ishigo@AHM.honda.com; matthew.dwyer@sce.com; KSwitzer@GSWater.com; 
DCheng@TURN.org; Jackie@Nuvve.com; JNewlander@SempraUtilities.com; Ben@clean-coalition.org; 
ted.ko@stem.com; David.Schlosberg@Enel.com; Stanfield@SMWLaw.com; pfa@cpuc.ca.gov; Hill, 
Roderick <Roderick.Hill@cpuc.ca.gov>; SBerelson@Sunverge.com; James@UtilityAdvocates.org; 
sww9@pge.com; NicholasC@AdvMicrogrid.com; BCragg@GoodinMacBride.com; 
JArmstrong@GoodinMacBride.com; Steve.Sherr@FoundationWindpower.com; AnSchwartz@Tesla.com; 
MBrandt@ebce.org; TLindl@kfwlaw.com; cesa_regulatory@storagealliance.org; 
vgicregulatory@vgicouncil.org; GMorris@emf.net; JLevin@BioEnergyCa.org; 
Anne.Smart@ChargePoint.com; BWeaver@Caiso.com; Brad@Calssa.org; 
Dan.Marsh@LibertyUtilities.com; matthew.mcvee@pacificorp.com; A3PC@pge.com; 
Denise.Grab@NYU.edu; Abdulhadi.Dina@NYU.edu; liddell@energyattorney.com; Regulatory@ebce.org; 
EXES@pge.com; John.Leslie@Dentons.com; joseph.mccabe@state.co.us; k1k3@pge.com; 
SahmSahm@umich.edu; LETa@pge.com; MECm@pge.com; mrgg@pge.com; M3PU@pge.com; 
megha.lakhchaura@sunrun.com; NXVG@pge.com; pkobernick@peninsulacleanenergy.com; 
regulatory@braunlegal.com; RUmoff@seia.org; SEL5@pge.com; Steven@IEPA.com; 
Steven.Rymsha@Sunrun.com; Tim@LargeScaleSolar.org; travis.snyder@ginlong.com; 
MRW@mrwAssoc.com; mbecker@princetonpower.com; Brian@IRECusa.org; 
JRege@GlobalAutomakers.org; CPUCdockets@eq-research.com 
Cc: ALJ_Support ID <alj_supportid@cpuc.ca.gov>; ALJ Docket Office <ALJ_Docket_Office@cpuc.ca.gov>; 
ALJ Process <alj_process@cpuc.ca.gov> 
Subject: R1707007 Email Ruling Directing Comments on Proposed Scope and Schedule for Phase II 
(email 1 of 3) 
From: Hymes, Kelly A. <kelly.hymes@cpuc.ca.gov>  
Sent: Thursday, April 8, 2021 3:44 PM 
To: shibashis.bhowmik@sinewatts.com; lwhouse@innercite.com; BTheaker@mrpgenco.com; 
BSmithwood@seia.org; SYang@LKPgl.com; NPedersen@HanMor.com; Joe.Park@LibertyUtilities.com; 
Dan.Marsh@LibertyUtilities.com; bartz@ABCsolar.com; FredYanney@gmail.com; 
Klatt@EnergyAttorney.com; douglass@energyattorney.com; eduyng.castano@sce.com; 
gary.holdsworth@sce.com; julian.rojas-ramirez@sce.com; ainsley.carreno@sce.com; 
Alexa.J.Mullarky@sce.com; Case.Admin@sce.com; Gary.Stern@sce.com; Kathryn.Enright@sce.com; 
Patrick.Nandy@sce.com; Nguyen.Quan@gswater.com; Josh@33Nenergy.com; dweizman@sdge.com; 
JMcCawley@SempraUtilities.com; CFaber@SempraUtilities.com; Paul.Marconi@bves.com; 
James.J.Hirsch@gmail.com; jmater@qualitylogic.com; Michael@MBrownLaw.net; 
hsickler@amplypower.com; JWaen@PeninsulaCleanEnergy.com; Marc.Monbouquette@Enel.com; 
Alia.Schoen@bloomenergy.com; Beaton@SMWLaw.com; YZakai@SMWlaw.com; Korpics, Brian 
<Brian.Korpics@cpuc.ca.gov>; Lee, David K. <david.lee@cpuc.ca.gov>; Pike, Ed <Ed.Pike@cpuc.ca.gov>; 
Liu, Fangxing <Fangxing.Liu@cpuc.ca.gov>; James "Jimmy" Mahady <James.Mahady@cpuc.ca.gov>; 
Aliaga-Caro, Jose <Jose.Aliaga-Caro@cpuc.ca.gov>; mht@cpuc.ca.gov; Khoe, Richard 
<Richard.Khoe@cpuc.ca.gov>; Shoemaker, Steven <Steven.Shoemaker@cpuc.ca.gov>; Roberts, Thomas 
<thomas.roberts@cpuc.ca.gov>; Kao, Valerie <valerie.kao@cpuc.ca.gov>; Marcel@turn.org; 
HHH4@pge.com; KACT@pge.com; KDCi@pge.com; LKoehler@edf.org; MMCL@pge.com; 
PME8@pge.com; Melicia.Charles@Sunrun.com; SCU1@pge.com; tyler.capps@navigant.com; 
MWCb@pge.com; FWahl@Tesla.com; John@OhmConnect.com 
Cc: ALJ_Support ID <alj_supportid@cpuc.ca.gov>; ALJ Docket Office <ALJ_Docket_Office@cpuc.ca.gov>; 
ALJ Process <alj_process@cpuc.ca.gov> 
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Subject: R1707007 Email Ruling Directing Comments on Proposed Scope and Schedule for Phase II 
(email 2 of 3)  
From: Hymes, Kelly A. <kelly.hymes@cpuc.ca.gov>  
Sent: Thursday, April 8, 2021 3:44 PM 
To: BBodell@GoodinMacBride.com; JMcIntyre@GoodinMacBride.com; LDyble@Winston.com; 
Allie@Reimagine-Power.com; MeganMMyers@yahoo.com; SSMyers@att.net; 
RegrelCpucCases@pge.com; PGETariffs@pge.com; chris_king@siemens.com; 
VVarney@BorregoSolar.com; philm@scdenergy.com; delsolgrid@gmail.com; 
Alexandra.Leumer@ChargePoint.com; Anthony.Harrison@ChargePoint.com; PrasanthG@ASE-
systems.com; Renee.Samson@ChargePoint.com; cc2sahm@gmail.com; 
Sam.Schabacker@BloomEnergy.com; CDevon@caiso.com; DHou@caiso.com; EKim@Caiso.com; 
JPowers@caiso.com; JGoodin@caiso.com; KPerez@caiso.com; PKlauer@caiso.com; 
LKristov@caiso.com; adeel.ahmad@energy.ca.gov; AHartmann@SWMconsult.com; 
Joseph.Omoletski@Energy.ca.gov; Regnier, Justin <Justin.Regnier@cpuc.ca.gov>; liet.le@energy.ca.gov; 
Tanner.Kural@Energy.ca.gov; CBriggs@esLawFirm.com; LMH@esLawFirm.com; RL@eslawfirm.com; 
bsb@eslawfirm.com; jjg@eslawfirm.com; abb@eslawfirm.com; messay.betru@energy.ca.gov; Dunton, 
Drucilla "Dru" <Drucilla.Dunton@cpuc.ca.gov>; tam.hunt@gmail.com; 
CaliforniaDockets@PacifiCorp.com; Commissioner Guzman Aceves Enotice 
<CommGuzmanAcevesEnotice@cpuc.ca.gov>; Sisto, Carolyn <Carolyn.Sisto@cpuc.ca.gov>; Lukins, Chloe 
<chloe.lukins@cpuc.ca.gov>; Parkes, Christopher <christopher.parkes@cpuc.ca.gov>; Kaser, Forest 
<Forest.Kaser@cpuc.ca.gov>; Petlin, Gabriel <gabriel.petlin@cpuc.ca.gov>; jaa@cpuc.ca.gov; Hymes, 
Kelly A. <kelly.hymes@cpuc.ca.gov>; Botros, Mina <Mina.Botros@cpuc.ca.gov>; Enyinwa, Ogeonye 
<ogeonye.enyinwa@cpuc.ca.gov>; sme@cpuc.ca.gov; Drew, Tim G. <tim.drew@cpuc.ca.gov>; 
abtin.mehrshahi@energy.ca.gov 
Cc: ALJ_Support ID <alj_supportid@cpuc.ca.gov>; ALJ Docket Office <ALJ_Docket_Office@cpuc.ca.gov>; 
ALJ Process <alj_process@cpuc.ca.gov> 
Subject: R1707007 Email Ruling Directing Comments on Proposed Scope and Schedule for Phase II 
(email 3 of 3) 
 
This Email Ruling directs parties to comment on the proposed scope and schedule for the second phase 
of Rulemaking (R.) 17-07-007, which will address cost allocation-related issues.  Comments shall be filed 
no later than April 23, 2021 and replies shall be filed no later than April 30, 2021.  
 
The October 2, 2017 Scoping Memo of Assigned Commissioner and Administrative Law Judge (Scoping 
Memo) stated there would be a Phase II in Rulemaking 17-07-007, which would address cost allocation 
issues that arise in connection with new upgrade practices in distribution resource planning.   While the 
November 16, 2018 Assigned Commissioner’s Amended Scoping Memo and Joint Administrative Law 
Judge Ruling (Amended Scoping Memo) only addressed Phase I issues of the proceeding, later decisions 
in this proceeding direct the consideration of certain issues during Phase II.    
 
As we near the completion of Phase I, it is time to consider and establish the scope and schedule of 
Phase II.  The Scoping Memo stated that a prehearing conference would be held to discuss Phase II 
issues, however, current circumstances surrounding the pandemic make it reasonable to allow for 
formal filing of comments on the scope and schedule in lieu of a prehearing conference.   Over the 
course of this proceeding, the Commission delayed any cost allocations issues to the second phase of 
this proceeding.  Accordingly, this Email Ruling provides a list of those issues as the proposed scope, as 
indicated below.   
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Proposed Scope of Phase II 
 

1. Proposal 1-A, adopted in Decision (D.) 19-03-013, modified Screen Q exemption size threshold 
from 500 kilowatt net export to 1 megavolt ampere nameplate capacity.  The Utility Reform 
Network and the Public Advocates Office of the Public Utilities Commission supported proposal 
1, contingent on evaluating ratepayer cost impacts.  Phase II will review to determine if there 
are ratepayer cost impacts as a result of Proposal 1-A and whether it is appropriate or necessary 
to establish new fees to address such cost impacts. 

2. D.20-09-035, Ordering Paragraph 10, directed Pacific Gas and Electric Company, San Diego Gas 
& Electric Company and Southern California Edison Company (Utilities) to “develop proposals 
for implementing the concept of Proposal 8l, identifying where interconnection projects are 
likely to fail Screen L of the Rule 21 Interconnection Application process.   Utilities (either 
individually or together) shall submit testimony, in Phase II of this proceeding, proposing 
concept implementation approaches with details to include the necessary technology solutions 
and tools, estimated costs, and proposed cost recovery method.” 

3. Ordering Paragraph 7 of D.20-09-035 directs that Proposal 8.i.a. will be revisited during the 
ratesetting phase of Rulemaking 17-07-007. 

4. D.20-09-035, Ordering Paragraph 15, adopted, with modifications, the counter proposal from 
Utilities to resolve Issue 9, which involves the Limited Generation Profile.  In the Working Group 
Two Report, Utilities expressed concerns about the original proposals.   These concerns are also 
applicable to Utilities’ adopted counter proposal. Concerns included: (1) lack of infrastructure to 
realize needed generation reductions, and (2) the “impact on subsequent interconnections: if an 
upgrade is avoided due to an operational constraint but the next customer elects to upgrade, 
does the operation constraint remain? Do Utilities set rules that state that this line is now an 
operational constraint line and no upgrades will be allowed even if [they are] customer funded? 
What systems would be needed to operationalize such rules?” (Working Group Two Report at 
123).  Phase II will address: (1) infrastructure and costs necessary to implement the Utilities’ 
counter proposal, (2) how upgrade costs will be treated in the event a circuit’s hosting capacity 
is exhausted by developers using the Limited Generation Profile of Issue 9, and (3) the relative 
cost effectiveness of conventional upgrades to “non wire alternative” mitigations.    

5. Ordering Paragraph 21 of D.20-09-035 directs that Utilities shall serve testimony in Phase II of 
this proceeding providing a detailed proposal, the related costs, and a cost/benefit analysis for 
implementation of the Lightning Review Process, in compliance with the principles adopted in 
Ordering Paragraph 20, and in consideration of the positions described in the Working Group 
Two Report. 

6. D.20-09-035, Ordering Paragraph 35, directed that no later than 45 days after the 
Interconnection Portals Workshop required by Ordering Paragraph 35, Utilities shall submit 
testimony addressing Issue 22, to include a set of portal improvement proposals, improvement 
costs, and cost recovery proposals. The proposals contained in the testimony shall adhere to 
two policies: i) the Commission encourages the growth of the use of distributed energy 
resources, and ii) costs for implementing a subproposal should be recovered from the set of 
customers who benefit from the subproposal. The testimony will be addressed in the second 
phase of this proceeding. 
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7. D.20-09-035, Ordering Paragraph 43 approved Proposal 23f in concept and directed Utilities to 
develop the timeline, costs, and cost recovery method to implement the proposal, which would 
modify interconnection portals to enable simple tracking of vehicle-to-grid projects.  These will 
be addressed in Phase II. 

 
Proposed Schedule for Phase II 
 

Activity Date 

Comments on Phase II Proposed Scope and Schedule April 23, 2021 

Reply Comments on Phase II Proposed Scope and Schedule April 30, 2021 

Issuance of Amended Scoping Memo for R.17-07-007 May 14, 2021 

Testimony Served August 13, 2021 

Rebuttal Testimony Served September 13, 2021 

Evidentiary Hearing Held October 25 – 29, 2021 

Opening Briefs Filed November 30, 2021 

Reply Briefs Filed December 21, 2021 

Proposed Decision Issued (no later than 90 days after Reply Briefs are 
filed) 

March 21, 2022 

 
Parties are directed to file comments on whether the list of proposed scoping issues provided above is a 
complete list of cost allocation-related issues the Commission previously indicated as being in Phase II.  
Parties should identify other cost allocation-related issues that need to be addressed as a result of the 
proposals adopted in D.19-03-013 or D.20-09-035.  Parties should also comment on the proposed 
schedule, including whether there is need for evidentiary hearing.   If parties believe working groups or 
workshops are warranted, a proposed detailed agenda should also be included in comments.   As 
previously indicated, Phase II is categorized as ratesetting.  An amended scoping memo, establishing the 
scope and schedule of Phase II, will be issued no later than May 14, 2021. 
 
IT IS RULED that parties of Rulemaking 17-07-007 shall file comments on the proposed scope and 
schedule for Phase II of Rulemaking 17-07-007 no later than April 23, 2021; reply comments shall be 
filed no later than April 30, 2021. 
 
The Docket Office shall formally file this Email Ruling.  Due to the size of the service list, this Email Ruling 
is being sent in batches. 
 

Kelly A. Hymes 
Administrative Law Judge 

California Public Utilities Commission 
kelly.hymes@cpuc.ca.gov 
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