STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

DE 22-060
ELECTRIC DISTRIBUTION UTILITIES
Consideration of Changes to the Current Net Metering Tariff Structure, Including

Compensation of Customer-Generators

Prehearing Order

On April 11, 2024, the Commission held a prehearing conference in this matter
pursuant to New Hampshire Code of Administrative Rules, Puc 203.15, which was
attended by: Public Service Company of New Hampshire d/b/a Eversource Energy;
Liberty Utilities (Granite State Electric) Corp. d/b/a Liberty; Unitil Energy Systems,
Inc.; the New Hampshire Department of Energy (DOE); the Office of the Consumer
Advocate (OCA); Conservation Law Foundation; Clean Energy New Hampshire; Granite
State Hydropower Association; Standard Power of America; the Community Power
Coalition of New Hampshire (CPCNH); and Mr. Penti Alto, who participated as a
member of the public. During the prehearing conference, the Commission addressed
matters that included the following:

I. Settlement & Deadline

At the prehearing conference, the parties indicated that, except for the DOE and
CPCNH, the remaining parties (Settling Parties) were close to reaching a settlement.
The DOE and CPCNH indicated that they did not intend to join any settlement
because the negotiations between the parties had revealed disagreements on key
issues. The DOE and CPCNH represented that they intend to present witnesses at
hearing who will explain which aspects of the settlement their respective organizations

agree and disagree with.
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For their part, the Settling Parties requested that the Commission set a
deadline for the parties to file a settlement. In response to that request, the

Commission sets a deadline of May 31, 2024, for the parties to file any settlement in

this docket.

Finally, the OCA expressed concern about the DOE not joining the pending
settlement agreement and asked the Commission to consider appointing a mediator
from among its staff to facilitate a settlement between the parties. The DOE objected to
this proposal. The Commission DENIES this request for two reasons. First, the OCA
did not cite any authority that would allow the Commission to appoint mediators in
settlement negotiations. Second, the Commission trusts that the parties are capable of
engaging in good faith settlement discussions without participation from the
Commission. Accordingly, the OCA’s request is DENIED.

II. Requests to Intervene

At the hearing, Mr. Penti Alto sought to intervene in this docket. The
Commission DENIES Mr. Alto’s request for two reasons. Most importantly, the
Commission opened this docket on September 20, 2022 and stated that all individuals
interested in intervening had to do so by December 7, 2022. It is now almost eighteen
months after that deadline passed. In addition, granting intervention could potentially
prejudice the existing parties because, as the Settling Parties indicated at the
prehearing conference, they are close to reaching a settlement agreement after almost
two years of work and adding new parties at this stage of the proceeding could delay
negotiations. For these reasons, the Commission DENIES the motion to intervene.
However, Mr. Alto is encouraged to participate in this docket as a member of the

public, including at the final hearing.
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III. Record Requests

During the prehearing conference, the Commission noted that in order to
approve any settlement, it would need to ensure that any resulting rates were just and
reasonable pursuant to the Commission’s statutory obligations. The Commission
further noted that it would provide a list of questions and issues to the parties that it
considered important to the determination that the proposed net metering rates are
just and reasonable. Because these questions ask the parties to provide information
and data, the Commission issues them in the form of record requests.

The Commission requests that the Settling Parties provide answers to these

record requests by June 14, 2024. Any non-settling parties may also file answers to

the record requests by June 14, 2024. Any party may file responses to the initial

record request answers by June 28, 2024.

The record requests are as follows:

A. Based on publicly available data, how does the current New Hampshire net
metering tariff compare to those in other states?

a. Summarize California’s current net metering tariff and how much, as a
percent, the tariff covers of generation, distribution, and transmission.
Also summarize how the generation cost is determined (wholesale price
or retail price; if retail, how the price is calculated).

b. Summarize each New England state’s net metering tariff and how much,
as a percent, each tariff covers generation, distribution, and
transmission. Also summarize how the generation cost is determined
(wholesale price or retail price; if retail, how is the price determined)

c. Provide the same data as (b) for Illinois, Florida, Texas, Missouri and any
other states the parties would want to include.

B. For the same states used in (A), summarize how their avoided cost studies align
with their current tariffs and whether their tariffs are locational or cover the
whole state.

C. Have any states factored locational marginal pricing into their net metering
tariffs?

D. In the New Hampshire VDER study, what percentage of the value generated
accrues to the customer generator and what percentage flows to (non-customer
generator) ratepayers?
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E.

Would any cross subsidization between customer generators and (non-customer
generator) ratepayers be appropriate and acceptable?

How do the prior studies completed in dockets related to net-metering support
the parties’ positions in this docket?

Is the utility default service rate the appropriate rate to compensate generation
for net metering parties? If so, why?

How does the avoided cost analysis in the VDER study support each party’s
position on the appropriate compensation mechanism in the net metering tariff?

If the majority of the energy supply in New Hampshire is supplied through
Community Aggregation, will customers on either the incumbent utility’s
default service or third-party supply be subsidizing Community Aggregation?

Is the compensation for customer generators different than municipal hosts or
merchant power generators? If so, explain the differences.

For Community Aggregation customers participating in net metering, please
describe the dollar flow from the incumbent distribution utility to a net
metering customer over a month when i) that customer consumes more than it
produces; and ii) when the customer produces more than what it consumes.
Please provide specific examples to illustrate the differences.

Consider a customer generator that is part of group net metering, and the
group consumes more electricity than it produces over a month. Compare how
that generator is compensated relative to a customer that is not part of group
net metering. Assume that the generator has the same production in both
situations.

. If the response to (J) is in the affirmative, please discuss how the responses to

(K) and (L) will change.

Why would the net metering tariff be different for sub 100kW generators,
100kW-1MW generators, and 1-SMW generators?

Summarize the most expensive to least expensive sources of energy for new
construction in New Hampshire. In light of this summary, explain whether any
incentives are needed for solar power in New Hampshire. If incentives are
needed, explain why.

Calculate the Net Present Value for solar generators (participants) and non-
participants using the proposed net metering tariff. Include any assumptions
made in calculating the Net Present Value.
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IV. Final Hearing Date(s) and Amount of Time Required

At the prehearing conference, the parties represented that the hearing would
take two days. They further represented that they would confer and recommend two
days for a hearing in late July or early August. The Commission requests that these
two dates occur on a Tuesday and a Thursday of the same week. The Commission

directs the parties to file their recommended hearing dates by May 10, 2024.

V. Remote Participation

At the conference, Eversource requested blanket permission for the parties to
present their witnesses remotely. The Commission denied blanket permission for
remote participation and indicated that requests would be considered on a case-by-
case basis. As a reminder, all requests for remote participation must be made in
accordance with the Commencement of Adjudicative Proceedings and Hearing
Guidelines issued on September 20, 2022.

So ordered, this twenty-fourth day of April, 2024.

\,B‘\Wu C C]O\Dx\n/

Daniel C. Goldner
Chairman

Carleton B. Simposon
Commissioner

Pradip K.
ommissioner
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ClerksOffice@puc.nh.gov
nhregulatory@eversource.com
denise@colonialpowergroup.com
Suzanne.G.Amidonl@energy.nh.gov
scott.anderson@eversource.com
HerbArcher3@gmail.com
bargetsinger@keyesfox.com
Christopher.aslin@doj.nh.gov
Michelle.Azulay@libertyutilities.com
robertbackus05@comcast.net
sabaker@trccompanies.com
tomb@crossborderenergy.com
pbean@solarcity.com
andrew.belden@eversource.com
Clifton.Below@CommunityPowerNH.gov
eborden(@synapse-energy.com
Ibourgoine@revisionenergy.com
aboyd@acadiacenter.org
jeb.bradley@]leg.state.nh.us
mbrown@consumerenergyalliance.org
eburgess@strategen.com
rburke@nhla.org

callnanb@nhec.com
brian.callnan@communitypowernh.gov
Mark@colonialpowergroup.com
glenn@scenicnursery.net
carroll@unitil.com
clyde.carson@gmail.com
pchernick@resourceinsight.com
jessica.chiavara@eversource.com
dclapp@revisionenergy.com
samuel.crawford@navigant.com
ariel.crowley(@navigant.com
edward.davis@eversource.com
debski@unitil.com
Deana.Dennis@CommunityPowerNH.gov
Energy-Litigation@energy.nh.gov
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paul.b.dexter@energy.nh.gov
james.diluca@eversource.com
downesm@unitil.com
eisfeller@unitil.com
belder@eq-research.com
joshua.w.elliott@energy.nh.gov
eemerson@primmer.com
sam(@cleanenergynh.org
kfiori@nexamp.com
thomas.c.frantz@energy.nh.gov
kfriend@nexamp.com
furino@unitil.com
sandra.gagnon(@eversource.com
larry.gelbien@navigant.com
erik.gilbert@navigant.com
aglaserschoff(@synapse-energy.com
golding@communitychoicepartners.com
cgordon@revisionenergy.com
egreen@clf.org
austin.perea@arcadia.com

harringtl @metrocast.net
bhavumaki@synapse-energy.com
b.hayden@standardpower.com
isabelle.hazlewood@eversource.com
greg@clearpath.energy
alex.hill@dunsky.com
steveh@revisionenergy.com
dholt@consumerenergyalliance.org
mhorne@hcc-law.com
jameskw(@nhbfa.com
djuvet@BIAofNH.com
jkennerly@seadvantage.com

jack. kenworthy@waldenrenewables.com
david@clearpath.energy
bking31415@gmail.com
kkoch@biaofnh.com
nkrakoff@clf.org
donald.m.kreis@oca.nh.gov
kroll@gcglaw.com
anirudh.kshemendranath@dunsky.com
rlabrecque@agilitasenergy.com
alexis.labrie@osi.nh.gov
alexandra.k.ladwig@energy.nh.gov
clane@synapse-energy.com
alesko@preti.com
Paul@greenmtnsolar.com
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dlittell@bernsteinshur.com
Business.Agent@ibew490.org
t.macdowell@standardpower.com
alexmarquez146@gmail.com
pmartin2894@yahoo.com
smaslansky(@nhcdfa.org
Alyssa.Maston@libertyutilities.com
erik.mellen@eversource.com
Erica.Menard@libertyutilities.com
tmichelman@seadvantage.com
mmineau@essexhydro.com
clayaz23@gmail.com
fortunat@revisionenergy.com
info@mainstreetbookends.com
elizabeth.r.nixon@energy.nh.gov
amanda.o.noonan@energy.nh.gov
ran@essexhydro.com
jim_obrien@tnc.org
ocalitigation@oca.nh.gov
rebecca.ohler@des.nh.gov
joliver@vermontlaw.edu
sormsbee@colonialpowergroup.com
ipahl@icloud.com
palma@unitil.com
austin.perea(@arcadia.com
deandra.m.perruccio@energy.nh.gov
katherine.peters@eversource.com
nathan@votesolar.org
melissa.price@eversource.com
katherine.provencher@eversource.com
kim.quirk@gmail.com
treardon(@rocnh.org
brian.rice@eversource.com
griffin.j.roberge@energy.nh.gov
Katherine.roberge@eversource.com
bross@consumerenergyalliance.org
Melissa.Samenfeld@libertyutilities.com
michael.sheehan@]libertyutilities.com
sshenstone-harris@synapse-energy.com
david.j.shulock@energy.nh.gov
karen.sinville@libertyutilities.com
michael.j.sisto@energy.nh.gov
chris@cleanenergynh.org
jsohn@safarienergy.com
sprague@unitil.com
stettenheim@norwichtech.com
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anthony.strabone@libertyutilities.com
taylorp@unitil.com
teamnh@energyservicesgroup.net
heather.tebbetts@libertyutilities.com
mark.p.toscano@energy.nh.gov
stower@nhla.org
mulin@revisionenergy.com
jvanrossum@clf.org
jpvitello@gmail.com
tanya.p.wayland@energy.nh.gov
dweeks@revisionenergy.com
twoolf(@synapse-energy.com
Adam.Yusuf(@Libertyutilities.com
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