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UTILITIES MATTER  ORDER NO.

DOCKET NO. 2015-362-E - Joint Application of Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC, Duke Energy Progress, LLC and South 
Carolina Electric & Gas Company for Approval of the Revised South Carolina Interconnection Standard - Staff Presents 
for Commission Consideration the Request for Approval of the Joint Application of Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC, Duke 
Energy Progress, LLC and South Carolina Electric & Gas Company for Approval of the Revised South Carolina 
Interconnection Standard. 

COMMISSION ACTION:
We have recently received a request from South Carolina Solar Development, LLC to postpone our decision on this 
matter. We have subsequently received several responses to that request from ORS and from several other parties. 
The request states that South Carolina Solar Development, LLC’s interests were not represented because it  “did not 
participate” in the discussions with the other parties in this Docket. The responses to this request correctly point out 
that South Carolina Solar Development is a wholly-owned subsidiary of NARENCO.  NARENCO is a member of the Solar 
Business Alliance, which was a participating member in the discussions that ultimately resulted in the Revised 
Interconnection Standard proposal brought before us for approval.  Further, in its Petition to Intervene filed November 
23, 2015, South Carolina Solar Development stated the following:

“Representatives of NARENCO and/or SC Solar Development have previously participated in multiple discussions with 
the staff of the South Carolina Office of Regulatory Staff (“ORS”), as to the Distributed Energy Resource Program 
Act . . ., and other Solar issues, including the new Interconnection Standard for South Carolina.”

With these facts in mind, I believe the interests of the South Carolina Solar Development, LLC have been represented. 
To further delay a vote on the Interconnection Standards would cause undue burden upon all the parties and potential 
participants for distributed energy resource programs in this state. Therefore, I move that we deny the request to 
postpone our ruling. Now, I would like to address the core of this Docket, the Revised Interconnection Standards.

Over the past few months, the Office of Regulatory Staff (“ORS”) has worked diligently with Duke Energy Carolinas, 
LLC (“DEC”), Duke Energy Progress, LLC (“DEP”), South Carolina Electric & Gas Company, and numerous stakeholders, 
including the Electric Cooperatives of South Carolina, Inc., Central Electric Power Cooperative, Inc., South Carolina 
Solar Business Alliance, The Alliance for Solar Choice, Southern Alliance for Clean Energy, Coastal Conservation League, 
numerous solar developers, and the Interstate Renewable Energy Council regarding the proposed South Carolina 
Generator Interconnection Procedures (“SCGIP”) filed with this Commission on October 9, 2015. ORS has pointed out 
that the proposed SCGIP provides uniform interconnection standards for projects sized up to 80 megawatts, above 
which point the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission has jurisdiction. ORS further states that the proposed SCGIP 
allows for expedited treatment for smaller projects and clarifies the study process for larger projects that are not 
eligible for the expedited, fast-track option. ORS supports the proposed SCGIP as filed, with two supplemental 
provisions, and believes that it furthers the goals of Act 236 and allows for safe and reliable interconnection of 
distributed energy resources in South Carolina. 

With regard to the first supplemental provision, ORS recognizes a backlog in processing interconnection requests in 
both North and South Carolina by DEC and DEP. In an effort to mitigate and resolve these backlogs, ORS recommends 
in part that DEC and DEP institute an Interdependent Project Review Process for projects in their South Carolina 
queues. Again, ORS has worked with DEC, DEP, and various stakeholders to draft an Interdependency Process and 
recommends that the Commission approve the proposed Interdependency Process as filed to apply to projects in the 
DEC and DEP South Carolina interconnection queues. DEC and DEP concur with this recommendation.



With regard to the second supplemental provision, ORS recommends that DEC and DEP reduce the System Impact 
Study completion timeframe, as set forth in Paragraph 17.0 of the System Impact Study Agreement as proposed, for 
projects with distribution system impacts, by 10%. DEC and DEP also concur with this proposal. 

ORS notes that these two recommendations are designed to reduce the backlog in DEC and DEP’s South Carolina 
interconnection queue and should apply only to DEC and DEP. ORS notes that it will continue to monitor the status of 
SCE&G’s interconnection queue and make recommendations to the Commission if any changes become necessary. 

After having considered these matters, I move that this Commission approve the proposed South Carolina Generator 
Interconnection Procedures, along with ORS’ recommended supplemental provisions applicable to DEC and DEP. I 
believe that the Procedures and Supplemental Provisions do provide uniform interconnection standards for projects 
sized up to 80 megawatts. I also believe that they do allow for expedited treatment for smaller projects and clarify the 
study process for larger projects that are not eligible for the expedited, fast-track option. I also believe that the 
Procedures and Supplemental Provisions further the goals of Act 236, and allow for safe and reliable interconnection of 
distributed energy resources in South Carolina. 

In addition, however, I also move that we reserve the right to revisit the language contained in Section 6.12.1 of the 
Interconnection Procedures, which provides for liability insurance coverage for residential customers in the amount of 
at least $100,000 per occurrence. I would note that there is presently a case before this Commission in Docket No. 
2015-424-E which concerns an identical section contained in the presently approved Interconnection Standard, that is, 
Section 4.9. The controversy revolves around the meaning and possible ramifications of the term “$100,000 per 
occurrence.” This terminology will be the subject of testimony and a decision of this Commission that may affect our 
views on the meaning and possible ramifications of the term “$100,000 per occurrence.” Accordingly, although we 
would approve the terms of Section 6.12.1 at this time under my motion, I would like to reserve the right to revisit this 
term under the new Interconnection Procedures after our decision in Docket No. 2015-424-E is rendered. 
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