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To:  Energy Company Filing Advice Letter

From:  Energy Division PAL Coordinator

Subject:  Your Advice Letter Filing

The Energy Division of the California Public Utilities Commission has processed your 
recent Advice Letter (AL) filing and is returning an AL status certificate for your records.

The AL status certificate indicates:

       Advice Letter Number
       Name of Filer
       CPUC Corporate ID number of Filer
       Subject of Filing
       Date Filed
       Disposition of Filing (Accepted, Rejected, Withdrawn, etc.)
       Effective Date of Filing
       Other Miscellaneous Information (e.g., Resolution, if applicable, etc.)

The Energy Division has made no changes to your copy of the Advice Letter Filing; please
review your Advice Letter Filing with the information contained in the AL status certificate, 
and update your Advice Letter and tariff records accordingly.

All inquiries to the California Public Utilities Commission on the status of your Advice 
Letter Filing will be answered by Energy Division staff based on the information contained 
in the Energy Division's PAL database from which the AL status certificate is generated. If 
you have any questions on this matter please contact the:
 
       Energy Division's Tariff Unit by e-mail to
       edtariffunit@cpuc.ca.gov

STATE OF CALIFORNIA Governor

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco CA 94102-3298

GAVIN NEWSOM,



 
 

P.O. Box 800 8631 Rush Street Rosemead, California 91770 (626) 302-6411 
 

 
  Connor Flanigan 

Managing Director, State Regulatory Operations
 

March 20, 2023 

ADVICE 4992-E 
(Southern California Edison Company U 338-E) 
 
ADVICE 4175-E  
(San Diego Gas & Electric Compay U 902 E) 
 
ADVICE 6888-E 
(Pacific Gas and Electric Company ID U 39 E) 
 
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
ENERGY DIVISION 

SUBJECT: Notification-Only Approach Pilot Pursuant to Decision 
21-06-002 

PURPOSE 

In accordance with Ordering Paragraph (OP) 5 of Decision (D.)21-06-002 (or the 
Decision), Southern California Edison Company (SCE), on behalf of itself, Pacific Gas  
and Electric Company (PG&E) and San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E) 
(collectively, “the Joint Utilities”), submits this advice letter to provide the California 
Public Utilities Commission (Commission) required data from the first 18 months of the 
Notification-Only Approach Pilot that either supports a request to continue the 
notification approach on a permanent basis as adopted in the Decision, continue the 
pilot with modifications, or discontinue the notification approach.  Based on the Joint 
Utilities’ 18 months of utility-specific compiled data on the pilot, efforts to establish the 
pilot, and stakeholder feedback on the pilot provided in this advice letter, the Joint 
Utilities recommend discontinuation of the Notification-Only Approach. 

BACKGROUND 

On June 4, 2021, the Commission issued the Decision to address the remaining 
Rulemaking (R.)17-07-007 Phase 1 issues to streamline the interconnection application 
process for distributed energy resources. The Decision, among other things, adopted a 
Notification-Only interconnection application approach and directed SCE, PG&E, and 
SDG&E to conduct a two-year pilot of the approach beginning 45 days from the 
issuance of the Decision (the Notification-Only Approach Pilot).  
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On June 21, 2021, in accordance with OP 2 of the Decision, SCE submitted Advice 
4526-E, PG&E submitted Advice 6233-E, and SDG&E submitted Advice 3791-E to 
provide a website location where interested developers could find instructions regarding 
how to request eligibility for participating in the Notification-Only Approach Pilot.  Advice 
4526-E, 6233-E and 3791-E further provided that the pilot would commence July 19, 
2021, and that interested developers could submit eligibility requests on that date. To 
date, the Joint Utilities have not received any submissions or eligibility requests for the 
Notification-Only Approach Pilot.  
 
OP 4 of the Decision required the Joint Utilities to host a workshop to solicit 
recommendations on the data to be collected during the pilot to measure the impacts 
from the Notification-Only Approach Pilot and to inform proposals for an interconnection 
fee for the Notification-Only Approach that is commensurate with the costs to administer 
the approach. The Joint Utilities hosted the workshop on July 6, 2021. 
 
Moreover, the Joint Utilities, with the input from the Commission’s Energy Division, were 
required to jointly submit a Tier 1 advice letter (AL), no later than 90 days from the 
issuance of the Decision, to indicate to the Commission the data the Utilities had agreed 
to collect and the method they proposed to study the Notification-Only Approach. The 
Joint Utilities consulted with Energy Division on August 24, 2021. 
 
On September 2, 2021, the Joint Utilities submitted Joint Advice Letter SDG&E 3843-E, 
PG&E 6315-E, and SCE 4582-E with Attachment A, the Notification-Only Data 
Collection Template, in compliance with OP 4 of the Decision to identify the data they 
will collect to study the impacts of the Notification-Only Approach Pilot.  
 
In October 2021, the Joint Utilities met with Commission Energy Division staff to discuss 
their Data Collection Plan for the Notification-Only Approach Pilot per OP 4, during 
which Energy Division staff recommended changes to Attachment A.  
 
On November 19, 2021, the Joint Utilities submitted Joint Advice Letter SDG&E 
3843-E-A, PG&E 6315-E-A, and SCE 4582-E-A, which supplemented previously 
submitted Joint Advice 3843-E et. al., in its entirely. 
 
Per OP 5 of the Decision, the Joint Utilities are required to submit this AL providing data 
from the first 18 months of the Notification-Only Approach Pilot and, based on the data, 
a recommendation regarding continuation (or not) of the notification approach, as well 
as a proposal for the Notification-Only Approach application fee.  OP 6 required the 
Joint Utilities to host a workshop no later than 30 days prior to submitting the AL 
required in OP 5 and to provide and discuss a draft of the required AL.  The Joint 
Utilities provided a draft of this AL on February 14, 2023. Subsequently, the Joint 
Utilities hosted the required workshop on February 14, 2023.   
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DISCUSSION  
 
2/14/23 Workshop Recap 
 
The Joint Utilities participated in a workshop on February 14, 2023, per D.21-06-002, 
OP 6, in which they presented their data from the first 18 months of the Notification-Only 
Approach pilot. The goal of this workshop was for the Joint Utilities to make a data-
based recommendation on whether to continue the notification approach on a 
permanent basis, continue the pilot with modifications, or discontinue the notification 
approach. Attachment D contains the Joint Utilities’ slides that were presented at the 
workshop. Key takeaways from the Workshop included: 
 

• Due to lack of participation, much of the Notification-Only Data to identify impacts 
of the Notification-Only Approach Pilot was unavailable.  

• The Joint Utilities provided a recommendation not to continue the Notification-
Only Approach Pilot, consistent with the Decision (see Recommendation and 
Points 1-3 below). 

• The Joint Utilities each presented their populated Notification-Only Data 
Collection Templates (see Attachments A-C). 

• The Joint Utilities presented a draft of the Tier 3 Advice letter, per D.21-06-002, 
OP 5. 

Stakeholders voiced concern over the eligibility criteria of the notification approach as it 
currently stands as being too restrictive and stated (paraphrasing) ’that there is a 
distinction between the success of the pilot as implemented vs. how the notification 
process should work to make it successful.’ Further, stakeholders requested the Joint 
Utilities to reconsider how the “Joint-IOU Comment” column in Table 2 is framed. The 
Joint Utilities opined that they have implemented the Notification-Only Approach 
process consistent with the mandates of the Decision.  
 
The Joint Utilities did not receive any written feedback following the February 14, 2023 
Workshop. 
 
Due to the absence of a recording for the February 14, 2023 Workshop, the Joint 
Utilities circulated the “2/14/23 Workshop Recap” section of this Tier 3 Advice Letter on 
March 7, 2023, to allow stakeholders time to review and recommend any changes. The 
Joint Utilities did not receive responses to this request. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



ADVICE 4992-E 
 - 4 - March 20, 2023 

 
 

RECOMMENDATION: The Joint Utilities Recommend Discontinuing the 
Notification-Only Approach Pilot. 
 
Based on the lack data collected from the 18-month pilot, the extensive efforts made by 
the Joint Utilities to establish the pilot and good faith effort to obtain feedback from 
stakeholders, it is unclear whether any modifications to the pilot to continue it will bring 
success. The Notification-Only Approach Pilot process was not tested by anyone and 
thus future success, even if with some modification, is unfounded and speculative. 
Without testing the process as intended by the pilot, it is not known what part of the 
process should be modified to warrant continuation of the pilot. The Joint Utilities have 
recently tried to collect feedback via survey, and lack of participation in the survey 
further indicates there is limited to no interest in the pilot.  
 
Point 1: The Joint Utilities have made a good faith effort on the record to both 
establish the pilot and gain stakeholder feedback.  
 
The Joint Utilities have collaborated with stakeholders in an effort to establish the 
technical requirements for eligible projects.  These efforts are demonstrated through 
several stakeholder working groups conducted through the process: 
 

o 3/15/18 Working Group One Report (see p. 61 on “no notification” in Use 
Case 4 in the Working Group Proposals Addressing Modifications to 
Existing Facilities and history in PG&E Advice Letter 6243-E) 

o 10/31/18 Working Group Two Report (see “Issue 11 Proposal” beginning 
on p.138) 

o 6/14/19 Working Group Three Report (see p.48 and p.57 subproposal 12) 
o 1/19/23 Smart Inverter Working Group (SIWG) Meeting to Discuss Survey 

 
The Joint Utilities established public-facing processes via website for interested parties 
to use the Notification-Only approach (See Table 1 Joint Utilities’ NOA AL Matrix Lines 
1-8). The Joint Utilities developed an audit process to validate a sample size of 
Notification-Only projects received.  (See Table 1 Joint Utilities’ NOA AL Matrix Lines 9-
11).  The Joint Utilities created a Notification-Only Pilot Tracking and Reporting template 
with tracking attributes.  (See Table 1 Joint Utilities’ NOA AL Matrix Lines 12-14).  The 
Joint Utilities also facilitated a survey to gather feedback on the Notification-Only 
Approach. (See Attachment D, Slides 12, 25-30 from February 14, 2023 Workshop).
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Table 1- Joint Utilities’ NOA AL Matrix 

 
 

Line Joint/Individual Utility AL AL Supp AL Supp Tier Ref AL Filed | Supp(s) Filed AL Effective Notes

1 SCE AL 4526-E Tier 1 D.21-06-002, OP2 6/21/2021 6/21/2021 Website Location

2 PG&E AL 6233-E AL 6233-E-A Tier 1 D.21-06-002, OP2 6/21/2021 | 8/3/2021 6/21/2021 Website Location

3 SDG&E AL 3791-E AL 3791-E-A Tier 1 D.21-06-002, OP2 6/21/2021 | 7/15/2021 6/21/2021 Website Location

5 SCE AL 4534-E Tier 1 D.21-06-002, OP1g 7/6/2021 7/6/2021
Like-for-like equipment replacement/material 
modification notification pursuant to D.19-03-013

6 PG&E AL 6243-E Tier 1 D.21-06-002, OP1g 7/6/2021 7/6/2021
Like-for-like equipment replacement/material 
modification notification pursuant to D.19-03-013

7 PG&E AL 6249-E AL 6249-E-A AL 6249-E-B Tier 2 D.21-06-002, OP20
7/6/2021 | 7/23/2021 
|8/10/2021 7/19/2021

Modified Forms

8 SDG&E AL 3800-E Tier 1 D.21-06-002, OP1g 7/6/2021 7/6/2021
Like-for-like equipment replacement/material 
modification notification pursuant to D.19-03-013

9 SCE AL 4535-E Tier 2 D.21-06-002, OP3 7/6/2021 8/5/2021 Audits

10 PG&E AL 6244-E Tier 2 D.21-06-002, OP1 & 7/6/2021 8/5/2021 Audits

11 SDG&E AL 3799-E Tier 2 D.21-06-002, OP3 7/6/2021 8/5/2021 Audits

12 SCE AL 4582-E AL 4582-E-A Tier 1 D.21-06-002, OP4 9/2/2021 | 11/19/2021 11/19/2021 Collection of Data

13 PG&E AL 6315-E AL 6315-E-A Tier 1 D.21-06-002, OP4 9/2/2021 | 11/19/2021 11/19/2021 Collection of Data

14 SDG&E AL 3843-E AL 3843-E-A Tier 1 D.21-06-002, OP4 9/2/2021 | 11/19/2021 11/19/2021 Collection of Data

Joint

Individuals

Individuals

Individuals
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Point 2: No Participation in Pilot Process. 
 
Despite the Joint Utilities’ efforts described above, the process did not attract 
participation in the pilot.  There have been no submissions for Pre-Approved Developer 
Status.  There have been no Notification-Only Approach application submissions to 
participate in the pilot.  There has been minimal stakeholder feedback to the Joint 
Utilities’ surveys regarding the pilot.  The survey process entailed the following: 
 

o Survey Distribution 
 1/17/23: Survey sent to Service List of R.17-07-007 
 1/17/23 – 1/31/23: Survey run period 
 1/19/23: Presentation at SIWG 
 1/24/23: Service List Reminder email  
 1/24/23: Targeted Email from SCE on behalf of the Joint Utilities 
 See Table 2 below 

Telsa was the only stakeholder that provided feedback to the Workshop on July 6, 2021 
(See SDGE AL 3843-E, PG&E AL 6315-E, and SCE AL 4582-E, pp. 2-3).   
 
Table 2 provides Telsa’s survey feedback with the Joint Utilities’ comments in response 
to Tesla’s feedback.  While the Joint Utilities appreciate Tesla’s comments, the Joint 
Utilities continue to recommend that the Notification-Only Approach pilot be 
discontinued. 
 
Table 2- Tesla Survey Response Summary 

Tesla Remarks Previous Position on 
Record

Joint Utilities’ Comment 

Eligibility should be modified to 
allow non-exporting storage 
systems that are being retrofit to 
existing NEM solar to participate 
in the pilot.  As it currently 
stands, NEM customers would 
have to agree to make their 
entire system, including the 
NEM solar, non-exporting in 
order for a storage deployment 
to be eligible, a choice that few, 
if any, economically rational 
customers would make. 

Tesla made this argument after 
the July 2021 Workshop 
(reference SDGE AL 3843-E, 
PG&E AL 6315-E, and SCE AL 
4582-E, pp. 2-3)  
 
“This cuts out a very large 
cohort of customers whose 
interests in obtaining robust 
back-up power are 
just as legitimate as those of 
customers that are either 
retrofitting a storage system to 
an existing solar 
system, or those that are 
interested in deploying 
standalone storage.” –Tesla 
Opening Comments on PD (p. 
4). Status: Not incorporated in 
Final Decision.

The Joint Utilities disagree that 
Tesla’s proposed changes 
would increase participation in 
this Pilot. Moreover, the Joint 
Utilities have had no experience 
with Notification-Only Approach 
projects through the pilot that 
would justify changing the safety 
requirements adopted in the 
Decision.  

The upfront requirements that a 
developer needs to meet, 
specifically the need to have 

Not found. Agree with D.21-06-002 Finding 
of Fact 18- If a developer has 
successfully deployed 20 
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completed at least 20 projects 
that meet the eligibility 
requirements under the status 
quo interconnection process in 
order to be eligible should be 
reduced or eliminated. 

projects meeting the pilot 
eligibility requirements, that 
developer has demonstrated an 
understanding of the laws, 
regulations, rules, and 
processes necessary to safety 
deploy a system. (See Final 
Decision at p. 75). Additionally, 
the Joint Utilities are unaware of 
any developers who are 
interested in participating but 
were unable to meet this 
requirement. 

The limitation of 10 notification-
only projects allowed per circuit 
per developers should be 
eliminated.  If maintained, then 
there needs to be an easily 
accessible means for a 
developer to track this as it may 
not always be clear what circuit 
different projects are connected 
to. 

Tesla made this argument after 
the July 2021 Workshop 
(reference SDGE AL 3843-E, 
PG&E AL 6315-E, and SCE AL 
4582-E, pp. 2-3)  
 
Status: Limiting each developer 
to 10 non-export projects for 
each distribution circuit for the 
pilot will ensure a level playing 
field across developers. (See 
Final Decision at pp.15-16) 

Agree with D.21-06-002 limiting 
each developer to 10 non-export 
projects for each distribution 
circuit for the pilot will ensure a 
level playing field across 
developers. (See Final Decision 
at pp.15-16). Additionally, the 
Joint Utilities do not think this 
was an obstacle to participation 
because there were no 
applications received, let alone 
10 per circuit. 

The % of projects that can be 
audited should be reduced to a 
more reasonable amount, e.g. 
5% of projects. 

The proposed level of auditing 
appears excessive and should 
be scaled back to 10% of 
systems that utilize the 
notification-only process…and 
then 5% upon successful 
completion of 300 notification-
only projects…” –Tesla Opening 
Comments on PD (pp. 7-8)  
 
Status: 20% (See Final 
Decision at p. 24) 

This has been discussed at 
length during the Working 
Group. Up to 20% is a 
reasonable percentage and the 
Joint Utilities see no reason to 
change due to lack of 
participation The Joint Utilities 
did not receive any projects, so 
the audit requirement did not 
impose a burden. Nor are the 
Joint Utilities aware of any 
developers who did not 
participate due to the audit 
requirement. See SCE AL 
4535--E (at p.2), SDG&E AL 
3799-E (at p.3), PG&E AL 6244-
E (at p.3) 
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Point 3: CPUC directed the decision to be based on data. 
 
The Joint Utilities applied the “Attachment A Data Collection Template,” which revealed 
two buckets of data: 

 
o Available 

 Indicated in green overlay within Workshop slides 14-19 (see 
Attachment D) 

o Unavailable (due to zero project submissions) 
 Indicated in red overlay within Workshop slide 14-19 (see 

Attachment D) 
 
Additional data collected per D. 21-06-002 includes: 
 

o Per OP 5, “a proposal for the notification-only approach application fee to 
cover the costs of administering the approach post-pilot phase” 
 
 Joint Utilities’ Position: Due to lack of participation, the Joint 

Utilities recommend discontinuing the Notification-Only Approach, 
which negates the need for a proposal for a specific Notification-
Only Approach application fee. If the Notification-Only Approach 
program is continued, the Joint Utilities recommend the existing 
interconnection fee continue to apply as there is no information 
available to support a lower fee.   The applicable interconnection 
request fees are set forth below.   

• SCE’s Rule 21 Non-Export Fee1 (standalone storage 
<30kVA) or non-export storage plus existing non-export gen 
<30kVA) is $800 

• PG&E’s same 
• SDG&E’s same 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
1 See Rule 21, Table E.1 Summary of Interconnection Request Fees, Deposits and Exemptions. 
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o At page 15, “Furthermore, as part of the pilot, the utilities should study the 
impacts of the notification-only approach on the distribution grid and 
include the results in their data collection advice letter submittal below” 
 Joint Utilities’ Position:  Since zero projects were received, 

Notification-Only Approach (i.e., program projects) impacts cannot 
be studied. For non-program projects, utilities are allowed the 
opportunity to review project impacts during application process 
and mitigation issues (e.g., transformer loading; equipment sizing 
issues) would have been addressed.  
 

TIER DESIGNATION 

Pursuant to OP 5 of Decision 21-06-002, this advice letter is submitted with a Tier 3 
designation. 

EFFECTIVE DATE 

This advice letter will become effective upon Commission approval. 
 
NOTICE 

Anyone wishing to protest this advice letter may do so only electronically.  Protests must 
be received no later than 20 days after the date of this advice letter.  Protests should be 
submitted to the CPUC Energy Division at: 

E-mail:  EDTariffUnit@cpuc.ca.gov 
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In addition, protests and all other correspondence regarding this advice letter should 
also be sent electronically to the attention of: 

FOR SCE: 
Connor Flanigan 
Managing Director, State Regulatory Operations 
Southern California Edison Company 
E-mail:  AdviceTariffManager@sce.com 
 
and 

 
Tara S. Kaushik 
Managing Director, Regulatory Relations 
Southern California Edison Company 
c/o Karyn Gansecki 
E-mail:  Karyn.Gansecki@sce.com   
 

FOR SDG&E: 
Attn: Greg Anderson  
Regulatory Tariff Manager  
8330 Century Park Court, CP31F  
San Diego, CA 92123-1548  
E-Mail: GAnderson@sdge.com and SDGETariffs@sdge.com 

 
FOR PG&E: 

Sidney Bob Dietz II  
Director, Regulatory Relations  
c/o Megan Lawson  
E-mail: PGETariffs@pge.com   

 
There are no restrictions on who may submit a protest, but the protest shall set forth 
specifically the grounds upon which it is based and must be received by the deadline 
shown above.  

In accordance with General Rule 4 of GO 96-B, SCE is serving copies of this advice 
letter to the interested parties shown on the attached GO 96-B, R.19-09-009 and R.17-
07-007 service lists.  Address change requests to the GO 96-B service list should be 
directed by electronic mail to AdviceTariffManager@sce.com or at (626) 302-6838.  For 
changes to all other service lists, please contact the Commission’s Process Office at 
(415) 703-2021 or by electronic mail at Process_Office@cpuc.ca.gov. 
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To view other SCE advice letters submitted with the Commission, log on to SCE’s web 
site at https://www.sce.com/wps/portal/home/regulatory/advice-letters. 

All questions concerning this advice letter should be directed to Barbara Cadena at 
(626) 633-3369 or by electronic mail at Barbara.Cadena@sce.com.  

Southern California Edison Company 
 
 
/s/ Shinjini C. Menon 
/s/ Connor Flanigan 
Connor Flanigan 

CF:bc:lp  
Enclosures 
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Attachment A Data Collection (SCE) 

  
Intake Process Tracking and Reporting 

Tracking activity Description Tracking Attribute 
1 Count of total projects Numeric 

2 Count of projects per approved developer Numeric 

3 Count of projects with deficiencies Numeric 

4 Deficiency description (Notes 1 and 2) Text 

5 Day when applicant was notified of deficiency date 

6 Day when applicant responded to the deficiency date 

7 Day when IOU cleared deficiency date 

8 Day when IOU issued a suspension date 

9 Day when suspension was cleared date 

10 Day when suspension changed to revocation date 

11 Count of revocation due to inability to clear deficiencies (Note 2) Numeric 

12 Count of revocation due to safety violations (Note 1) Numeric 

13 Count of developers who were approved for the pilot Numeric 

14 Count of developers who were removed from the pilot Numeric 

15 Count of total non-program projects (Note 4) Numeric 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

  



ADVICE 4992-E 
 - 13 - March 20, 2023 

 
 

Impact Study Tracking and Reporting 
Tracking activity Description Tracking Attribute 

1 Number of circuits reaching program limits (10 per approved developer) Numeric 

2 Number of circuits where the number of program + non-program projects (Note 4) exceeds 
10 39 

3 Verified operational issues caused by (1)+(2) (Note 3) 0 

4 Verified equipment failures caused by (1)+(2) 0 

5 On a per circuit basis, for the circuits identified in (2), [summation of program and non-
program projects on the circuit] / [number of customers on the circuit]  

1.61% (average)2 

 

Impact Study Costs (Average $/Application)3 
Tracking activity Description Tracking Attribute

1 Intake processing costs $ 

2 Engineering review $ 
3 Audit costs (office audits) (If no office audits were conducted, provide an estimate) $200 
4 Audit costs (field audits) $ 

5 Technology costs (costs spread over two years) $50,000 

 
Note 1: Safety Evaluations List 
Connection within secondary networks 
Connecting on line-side taps 
Not using approved controls systems 

 
2 See Table 3 for full circuit list. 
3 Populated tracking attributes are consistent with SCE AL 4981-E 
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Not using approved inverters 
Project gross nameplate capacity >30 kVA 
Project paired with other generation, unless total project is non-export 
Project not connected to 120/240-volt service 

 
Note 2: Notification Deficiency Types 
Single-line diagram needs clarification 
Authority having jurisdiction needs clarification 
Exceedance of 10 projects per circuit 
General application information needs clarification 
Service account (service meter) needs clarification 

 
Note 3: Operational Issues 
Unexpected system load flows caused by (1)+(2) 
Unexpected safety issues caused by (1)+(2) 

  
Note 4: Non-Program Projects 
Non-program projects are those project which add storage capacity to existing approved NEM projects with a total generating facility 
nameplate capacity less than or equal to 30KVA (existing NEM + new storage)  
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Table 3- SCE Impact Study Tracking and Reporting, Tracking Activity 5, Tracking Attribute Details (per circuit) 

CIRCUIT_NAME Percentage
ATENTO 0.99%
BELPAC 1.51%
BLACKBURN 1.36%
BRENNAN 1.18%
BURLESON 2.00%
CALIFORNIA 1.75%
CANTINA 1.94%
CONIFER 1.24%
COVENTRY 1.42%
CROWNHILL 2.42%
CYCLONE 1.60%
DEL CARBON 1.43%
DRISKILL 2.56%
ENERGY 1.86%
ESTABAN 2.02%
FEY 1.13%
FLAGSTAFF 4.80%
GABBERT 1.99%
GILLIBRAND 2.15%
HANDY 1.59%
HOOLIGAN 1.37%
HOSS 1.53%
INTREPID 1.01%
LA GRANDE 1.28%
LANGER 1.83%
LAZARO 0.94%
MARX 1.34%
MAXIMUS 0.99%
MEMPHIS 1.52%
MORELAND 1.30%
MORGANSTEIN 2.42%
MUNICH 0.79%
NICHOLAS 1.67%
PARKMORE 1.58%
ROSA 0.91%
SAND CANYON 1.20%
SEXTON 1.39%
SINALOA 1.43%
STORKE 1.29%
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Attachment B Data Collection (PG&E) 

  
Intake Process Tracking and Reporting 

Tracking activity Description Tracking Attribute 
1 Count of total projects Numeric 

2 Count of projects per approved developer Numeric 

3 Count of projects with deficiencies Numeric 

4 Deficiency description (Notes 1 and 2) Text 

5 Day when applicant was notified of deficiency date 

6 Day when applicant responded to the deficiency date 

7 Day when IOU cleared deficiency date 

8 Day when IOU issued a suspension date 

9 Day when suspension was cleared date 

10 Day when suspension changed to revocation date 

11 Count of revocation due to inability to clear deficiencies (Note 2) Numeric 

12 Count of revocation due to safety violations (Note 1) Numeric 

13 Count of developers who were approved for the pilot Numeric 

14 Count of developers who were removed from the pilot Numeric 

15 Count of total non-program projects (Note 4) Numeric 
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Impact Study Tracking and Reporting 

Tracking activity Description Tracking Attribute 
1 Number of circuits reaching program limits (10 per approved developer) Numeric 

2 Number of circuits where the number of program + non-program projects (Note 4) exceeds 
10 0 

3 Verified operational issues caused by (1)+(2) (Note 3) 0 

4 Verified equipment failures caused by (1)+(2) 0 

5 On a per circuit basis, for the circuits identified in (2), [summation of program and non-
program projects on the circuit] / [number of customers on the circuit]  

0 

 

Impact Study Costs (Average $/Application)4 
Tracking activity Description Tracking Attribute

1 Intake processing costs $ 

2 Engineering review $ 
3 Audit costs (office audits) (If no office audits were conducted, provide an estimate)5 $200 
4 Audit costs (field audits) $ 

5 Technology costs (costs spread over two years) $340,000 

 
Note 1: Safety Evaluations List 
Connection within secondary networks 
Connecting on line-side taps 

 
4 Populated tracking attributes are consistent with PG&E AL 6875-E 
5 PG&E does not plan to perform office audits, but per the guidance we are providing a cost estimate as part of the order 
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Not using approved controls systems 
Not using approved inverters 
Project gross nameplate capacity >30 kVA 
Project paired with other generation, unless total project is non-export 
Project not connected to 120/240-volt service 

 
Note 2: Notification Deficiency Types 
Single-line diagram needs clarification 
Authority having jurisdiction needs clarification 
Exceedance of 10 projects per circuit 
General application information needs clarification 
Service account (service meter) needs clarification 

 
Note 3: Operational Issues 
Unexpected system load flows caused by (1)+(2) 
Unexpected safety issues caused by (1)+(2) 

  
Note 4: Non-Program Projects 
Non-program projects are those project which add storage capacity to existing approved NEM projects with a total generating facility 
nameplate capacity less than or equal to 30KVA (existing NEM + new storage)  
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Attachment C Data Collection (SDG&E) 

  
Intake Process Tracking and Reporting 

Tracking activity Description Tracking Attribute 
1 Count of total projects Numeric 

2 Count of projects per approved developer Numeric 

3 Count of projects with deficiencies Numeric 

4 Deficiency description (Notes 1 and 2) Text 

5 Day when applicant was notified of deficiency date 

6 Day when applicant responded to the deficiency date 

7 Day when IOU cleared deficiency date 

8 Day when IOU issued a suspension date 

9 Day when suspension was cleared date 

10 Day when suspension changed to revocation date 

11 Count of revocation due to inability to clear deficiencies (Note 2) Numeric 

12 Count of revocation due to safety violations (Note 1) Numeric 

13 Count of developers who were approved for the pilot Numeric 

14 Count of developers who were removed from the pilot Numeric 

15 Count of total non-program projects (Note 4) Numeric 
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Impact Study Tracking and Reporting 
Tracking activity Description Tracking Attribute 

1 Number of circuits reaching program limits (10 per approved developer) Numeric 

2 Number of circuits where the number of program + non-program projects (Note 4) exceeds 
10 26 

3 Verified operational issues caused by (1)+(2) (Note 3) 0 

4 Verified equipment failures caused by (1)+(2) 0 

5 On a per circuit basis, for the circuits identified in (2), [summation of program and non-
program projects on the circuit] / [number of customers on the circuit]  

1.044% (average)6 

 

Impact Study Costs (Average $/Application)7 
Tracking activity Description Tracking Attribute

1 Intake processing costs $ 

2 Engineering review $ 
3 Audit costs (office audits) (If no office audits were conducted, provide an estimate) $200 
4 Audit costs (field audits) $ 

5 Technology costs (costs spread over two years) $50,000 

 
Note 1: Safety Evaluations List 

 
6 See Table 4 for full circuit list. 
7 Populated tracking attributes are consistent with SDG&E AL 4172-E. 
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Connection within secondary networks 
Connecting on line-side taps 
Not using approved controls systems 
Not using approved inverters 
Project gross nameplate capacity >30 kVA 
Project paired with other generation, unless total project is non-export 
Project not connected to 120/240-volt service 

 
Note 2: Notification Deficiency Types 
Single-line diagram needs clarification 
Authority having jurisdiction needs clarification 
Exceedance of 10 projects per circuit 
General application information needs clarification 
Service account (service meter) needs clarification 

 
Note 3: Operational Issues 
Unexpected system load flows caused by (1)+(2) 
Unexpected safety issues caused by (1)+(2) 

  
Note 4: Non-Program Projects 
Non-program projects are those project which add storage capacity to existing approved NEM projects with a total generating facility 
nameplate capacity less than or equal to 30KVA (existing NEM + new storage)  
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Table 4- SDG&E Impact Study Tracking and Reporting, Tracking Activity 5, Tracking Attribute Details (per circuit) 

 

CIRCUIT_NUMBER Percentage
288 0.35%
500 0.39%

61 0.41%
520 0.46%

1118 0.47%
233 0.49%
433 0.52%
972 0.52%
476 0.62%
908 0.74%

68 0.78%
182 0.79%
597 0.84%
971 0.86%
237 1.08%

1030 1.11%
1235 1.22%

907 1.33%
175 1.34%
176 1.36%
524 1.67%
357 1.67%

1001 1.77%
67 1.98%

353 2.06%
215 2.34%
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Attachment D Joint-IOU Notification Only Workshop Slides 
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