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	A.	STRANDED COSTS

	PARTY
	POSITION

	1.	Define “stranded costs” for purposes of this proceeding.


	
	

	
	

	
	

	2. 	Will deployment of DG create “stranded costs”?  Under what circumstances?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	3. 	Should distribution benefits/other market benefits/alternative revenues offset any lost revenues for purposes of calculating stranded costs?  If so, how?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	4. 	How should “stranded costs” be identified and calculated?


	
	

	
	

	
	

	5. 	Is recovery of “stranded costs” appropriate?


	
	

	
	

	
	

	6. 	Who should “stranded costs” be collected from and what should the be the collection mechanism?
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	B. 	IMPLEMENTATION COSTS

	PARTY
	POSITION

	1.	Define “implementation costs” for purposes of this proceeding.


	
	

	
	

	
	

	2. 	What, if any, implementation costs are associated with DG?


	
	

	
	

	
	

	3. 	How should implementation costs incurred to accommodate DG be calculated?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	4. 	How should implementation costs be allocated?


	
	

	
	

	
	

	5. 	Should there be any exceptions for specific types of DG projects?  If so, for what types of projects?

	
	

	
	

	
	








	C.	STANDBY CHARGES	

	PARTY
	POSITION

	1.	What cost components should be recovered through standby rates?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	2. 	How should reliability and/or diversity of DG connected to the distribution system be reflected in standby rates?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	3. 	How should standby rates reflect energy supply/demand reduction benefits, if any, provided by DG to all ratepayers?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	4. 	Should different types of standby service be offered?  If so, what types?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	5. 	Should standby rate policy be consistent between UDCs?


	
	

	
	

	
	

	6. 	How does your proposal for standby rates compare to how standby charges are currently structured?

	
	

	
	

	
	





	D.	INTERCONNECTION COSTS

	PARTY
	POSITION

	1.	What costs are associated with DG interconnection to the distribution grid?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	2. 	Who should be responsible for each of these costs?


	
	

	
	

	
	

	3. 	What mechanism should be used for recovery of these costs?


	
	

	
	

	
	

	4. 	How should excess distribution capacity investments associated with DG interconnection be treated?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	5. 	Should interconnection costs be waived or reduced for certain types of customers installing DG?  If so, which ones?

	
	

	
	

	
	






	E.	FIXED/USAGE-BASED CHARGES

	PARTY
	POSITION

	1.	Should fixed or usage-based charges be used to recover distribution costs?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	2. 	Is the current allocation of distribution charges between customer, demand and usage charges adequate or should it be modified to accommodate DG?

	
	

	
	

	
	




	F.	DISTRIBUTION-ONLY WHEELING RATES

	PARTY
	POSITION

	1.	If distribution-only wheeling is adopted, what cost components should be recovered through a distribution-only wheeling rate?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	2. 	How should the rates be calculated?


	
	

	
	

	
	





	G.	EXIT FEES/BYPASS CHARGES

	PARTY
	POSITION

	1.	Under what conditions, if any, should exit fees or bypass charges be imposed on departing customers?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	2. 	How should such charges be calculated?


	
	

	
	

	
	

	3. 	What is the proper mechanism for collection?


	
	

	
	

	
	





	H.	PRICING FLEXIBILITY

	PARTY
	POSITION

	1.	Should UDCs be permitted to discount rates for customers considering DG?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	2. 	What criteria should be used to determine eligibility?


	
	

	
	

	
	

	3. 	What methodology should be used to calculate any discount?


	
	

	
	

	
	

	4. 	How should the revenue shortfall be allocated amongst remaining customers?

	
	

	
	

	
	




	I.	PERFORMANCE BASED RATEMAKING 

	PARTY
	POSITION

	1.	What objectives or outcomes should a PBR have with regard to DG?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	2. 	Do current PBR mechanisms contain proper incentives for use of DG?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	3. 	Should existing PBRs be modified to respond to DG?  If so, how?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	4. 	Should a distributed generation PBR be designed?


	
	

	
	

	
	





	J.	PUBLIC PURPOSE PROGRAM FUNDING

	PARTY
	POSITION

	1.	Will deployment of DG have an impact on Public purpose program funding? 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	2. 	Should customers that reduce their usage or depart the utility system as a result of installing DG pay public purpose program charges?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	3. 	How should public purpose program charges be determined/collected for these customers?

	
	

	
	

	
	









	K.	LOCALIZED/DEAVERAGED RATES AND CREDITS	

	PARTY
	POSITION

	1.	Should distribution rate components be deaveraged to reflect localized differences in costs?  If so, how should these differences be calculated?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	2. 	Should credits be offered to customers or third parties that can defer the need for localized distribution expenditures?  If yes, how should these credits be awarded, calculated and administered?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	3. 	Should localized credits be offered to customers with DG without deaveraged rates?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	4. 	How should the cost of any credits or incentives be allocated and recovered by the UDC?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	5. 	Should UDCs create DG development zones to promote DG deployment in particular areas?  What incentives should be provided?


	
	

	
	

	
	

	6. 	Should curtailable tariffs be offered to customers in areas with constrained distribution capacity?  How should such a tariff be structured?

	
	

	
	

	
	





	L.	INDEPENDENT  CLEAN ENERGY TARIFF	

	PARTY
	POSITION

	1.	Should the Commission adopt the proposed ICE-T tariff?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	2. 	Should the Commission modify ICE-T in any respect?

	
	

	
	

	
	

	3. 	If ICE-T is rejected, should the Commission adopt any special treatment for distributed solar energy systems or other renewable technologies?

	
	

	
	

	
	





