
July 17 WG meeting Notes: 
- Screen I: The IOUs will come back with additional thoughts on Screen I at the August 8 meeting. 

There are two options on the table: 1) move Screen I to the “top” (before Screen A), where results 

of Screen I proceed to Screen M, with a footnote stating, “pending Commission decision on policy 

issues.” In this option non-export projects are also subject to Screens M, L, O, and P – there is a 

policy debate whether non-export projects should be subject to those screens or bypass those 

screens 2) The second option is to leave Screen I so it bypasses Screens L and M.  

The IOUs have discussed Screen I and the related policy consideration of what happens when conditions 
of the grid change and offers the following information: 

The Screen I discussion focused on how the IOUs evaluate the safety of an interconnection request.  
Specifically, the IOUs have proposed to modify the Rule 21 screens so that non-exporting systems are 
only subject to Screens J, K, L, M, N, O and P.  On August 8th the IOUs will provide additional technical 
context on how a non-exporting system can negatively impact local grid voltage similar to an exporting 
NEM system, and why the IOUs believe that closing this technical gap is important for ensuring the IOUs 
continue to deliver safe and reliable electric service to all end use customers on the grid.  The IOUs 
acknowledge that this change may cause non-export projects to fail Initial Review and potentially 
subject them to additional studies and potential upgrades to ensure the safety and reliability of the grid.  
The IOUs propose to move forward with this change to the technical screens, no changes to the cost 
responsibility rules, and adding a footnote that further discussion in the rate-setting portion of the OIR 
and later Commission guidance will be needed. 

The policy considerations relate to distribution system power quality and the requirements for 
interconnected DERs.  The grid is not stagnant, and the devices and customers connected to it are 
always in flux.  These changes can result in power quality issues requiring mitigation to ensure the 
electric grid is maintained in compliance with Rule 2 requirements.  There are four distinct scenarios on 
how this situation can arise for all DERs beyond non-export which are described below: 

A. If power quality problems are triggered by a customer or a customer with a DER, the customer is 
responsible to remediate per Rule 2.F.3.  (PG&E tariff language shown below) 

CUSTOMER'S RESPONSIBILITY  
Any customer causing service interference to others must diligently pursue and  
take timely corrective action after being given notice and a reasonable time to do  
so by PG&E. If the customer does not take timely corrective action, or continues  
to operate the equipment causing the interference without restriction or limit,  
PG&E may, without liability, after giving five days written notice to customer,  
either install and activate control devices on its facilities that will temporarily  
prevent the detrimental operation, or discontinue electric service until a suitable  
permanent solution is provided by the customer and it is operational.  

B. If power quality problems are triggered by an emergency, the DER can be curtailed under Rule 
21 Section D.9 (PG&E tariff language shown below) for the utility to perform routine 
maintenance, repairs, and modifications to the system.  Once addressed, the system and DER 
can be restored to normal operation. 



CURTAILMENT AND DISCONNECTION  
Distribution Provider may limit the operation or disconnect or require  
the disconnection of a Producer’s Generating Facility from Distribution  
Provider’s Distribution or Transmission System at any time, with or  
without notice, in the event of an Emergency, or to correct Unsafe  
Operating Conditions. Distribution Provider may also limit the  
operation or disconnect or require the disconnection of a Producer’s  
Generating Facility from Distribution Provider’s Distribution or  
Transmission System upon the provision of reasonable written notice:  
1) to allow for routine maintenance, repairs or modifications to  
Distribution Provider’s Distribution or Transmission System; 2) upon  
Distribution Provider’s determination that a Producer’s Generating  
Facility is not in compliance with this Rule; or 3) upon termination of  
the Generator Interconnection Agreement. Upon Producer’s written  
request, Distribution Provider shall provide a written explanation of the  
reason for such curtailment or disconnection.  

C. If there is a change to the operating characteristics at the Point of Interconnection caused by 
Distribution Provider’s upgrades to the Transmission or Distribution System, the DER is 
responsible for such costs per Rule 21 E.4.d (PG&E tariff language shown below).  An example of 
this is changing the service from 12kV to 21kV: 

Producer Costs During Parallel Operation  
All Producers are required to provide and maintain Interconnection  
Facilities, for the duration of the Generator Interconnection  
Agreement, that meet Distribution Provider’s technical design and  
operating standards for Parallel Operation as set out in Section H or  
Hh, including any updates to those standards. This includes Producer  
responsibility for costs associated with changes to the operating  
characteristics at the Point of Interconnection necessitated by  
Distribution Provider’s upgrades to the Transmission or Distribution  
System from time to time.  
   
This is similar to load customers under Rule 2 D.3.f (PG&E tariff language shown below):  
   
PG&E reserves the right to change its distribution or transmission voltage to  
another standard service voltage when, in its judgment, it is necessary or  
advisable for economic reasons or for proper service to its customers.  
Where a customer is receiving service at the voltage being changed, the  
customer then has the option to: (1) accept service at the new voltage,  
(2) accept service at the secondary side of an additional stage of  
transformation to be supplied by PG&E at a location on the customer's  
premises in accordance with PG&E's requirements, or (3) contract with  
PG&E for an additional stage of transformation to be installed as special  
facilities (including any applicable Contributions in Aid of Construction taxes)  
under the provisions of Section I, below, whereby the customer will be  
considered as accepting service at the primary side of the additional stage of  
transformation. Metering not relocated to the primary side of the additional  



stage of transformation will be subject to a transformer loss adjustment in  
accordance with Section B.4 of this Rule. The option to contract with PG&E  
for an additional stage of transformation (option 3, above) is available only  
once in conjunction with a change in standard voltage by PG&E.  

D. If power quality is affected by a customer disconnecting from the system, the IOUs are not 
aware of existing tariff language that addresses this situation.  To date, the IOUs are also not 
aware of any instance of this occurring but are concerned that with higher levels of DER 
penetration, this situation is increasingly likely to occur in the future.  Further discussion is 
warranted to ensure the right tariff and policy is in place to address this situation.  The IOUs 
note that this is not solely a Rule 21 cost allocation issue given that the grid is made up of a 
diversified group of customers.  These customers include parties involved with Electric Vehicle 
charging, Rule 21, Wholesale Distribution (Access) Tariff, Demand Response, Energy Efficiency, 
and load customers. 

 
   
 


