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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF HAWAII

In the Matter of

HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC. ) Docket No. 05-0069

For Approval and/or Modification of) Order No. 22251
Demand-Side and Load Management
Programs and Recovery of Program
Costs and DSMUtility Incentives.

ORDER

By this Order, the commission approves the proposed

prehearing order filed by HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC.

(“HECO”) on October 7, 2005.

I.

Introduction

By Order No. 21698, filed on March 16, 2005, in

Docket Nos. 04-0113 and 05-0069, the commission: (1) separated

HECO’s requests for approval and/or modification of demand-side

and load management programs and recovery of program costs and

demand-side management (“DSM”) utility incentives (collectively

referred to as the “Proposed DSM Programs”) from

Docket No. 04-0113 (the “Rate Case Docket”), and opened the

instant docket (the “Energy Efficiency Docket”) in which to

consider these matters; and (2) determined the parties and

participants for the Rate Case Docket and the newly formed



Energy Efficiency Docket to address and examine the Proposed DSM

Programs.’

Order 21698 also required the Parties and Participants

to meet informally to determine the issues, procedures, and

schedule with respect to this docket, to be set forth in a

stipulated prehearing order. If the Parties and Participants

were unable to agree to such a stipulated prehearing order, each

Party or Participant was~directed to submit its own proposed

hearing order for the commission’s consideration.

On October 7, 2005, HECO, HELCO, MECO, and KIUC filed a

proposed prehearing order (“HECO’s Proposed Order”.). That same

day, the remaining Parties and Participants (including KIUC)

submitted a proposed prehearing order (“Other Parties’ Proposed

‘By Order No. 21698, the commission granted the respective
motions to intervene of Life of the Land (“L0L”) and the
Rocky Mountain Institute (“RMI”) and the motion to participate of
County of Maui (“C0M”) in this proceeding.

Pursuant to Hawaii Revised Statutes § 269-51 and
Hawaii Administrative Rules (“HAR”) § 6-61-62, the Division of
Consumer Advocacy, Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs
(“Consumer Advocate”) is an ex officio party to this proceeding.

By Order No. 21749, filed on April 14, 2005, the commission
granted the respective motions to intervene of the Department of
the Navy, on behalf of the Department of Defense (“DoD”),
Hawaii Solar Energy Association (“HSEA”), and Hawaii Renewable
Energy Alliance (“HREA”).

By Order No. 21861, filed on June 7, 2005, the commission
sua sponte named Hawaii Electric Light Company, Inc. (“HELCO”),
Maui Electric Company, Ltd. (“MECO”), Kauai Island Utility
Cooperative (“KIUC”), and The Gas Company (“TGC”) as parties to
the docket, limiting their participation to the issues dealing
with statewide energy policies.

The commission ~ sponte named the County of Kauai (“C0K”)
a participant in this proceeding, by Order No. 22029, filed on
September 14, 2005, limiting its participation to issues related
to statewide energy policies.

HECO, the Consumer Advocate, L0L, PMI, DoD, HSEA, HREA,
HELCO, MECO, KIUC, and TGC are collectively referred to as the
“Parties.” CaM and CoK are referred to as the “Participants.”
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Order”) containing procedures and a schedule of proceedings

identical to HECO’s Proposed Order. As the letters transmitting

HECO’s Proposed Order and the Other Parties’ Proposed Order

noted, the difference in the two proposals focus on whether the

Residential Customer Energy Awareness (“RCEA”) program, a

conservation informational advertising program, should be

considered in this proceeding.

II.

Discussion

HECO contends that since Order No. 21698 included a

specific reference to the RCEA program in the issue listing for

this proceeding,2 that the issues adopted by the Parties and

Participants f or this docket should similarly include

consideration of the RCEA program. In addition, HECO points to

the following verbiage included in Decision and Order No. 21756,

issued on April 20, 2005, in Docket No. 03-0142 as inviting

consideration of the RCEA program in this docket: “[am

educational program, such as the RCEA Pilot Program may be better

suited as one component of a portfolio of DSMmeasures, which may

be considered in other proceedings before the commission, if HECO

so chooses.” Decision and Order No. 21756 at 10-11.

The Consumer Advocate argues in the letter transmitting

the Other Parties’ Proposed Order that the RCEA program should

2lssue number 2 established in Order No. 21698 questions
“[w]hether the seven DSM programs, the RCEA program and/or other
energy efficiency programs will achieve the established energy
efficiency goals and whether the programs will be implemented in
a cost-effective manner.” Order No. 21698 at 12.
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not be considered in this proceeding because the commission, in

Decision and Order No. 21756, denied without prejudice HECO’s

request to implement the RCEApilot program. It further contends

that since HECO attempted to include an informational advertising

program in its rate case, Docket No. 04-0113, that it should not

be allowed a third opportunity for consideration of such a

program.

While the commission understands the Consumer

Advocate’s expressed and the remaining parties’ implied

impatience with HECO’s repeated offers to have an informational

advertising program consideied, the commission nonetheless

believes that such a program should be reviewed as a complement

to other DSM programs.3 Upon review of both proposals, the

commission finds the procedure, schedule of proceedings, and

HECO’s list of issues for this proceeding to be reasonable.

Accordingly, the commission concludes that HECO’s Proposed Order

should be approved.4

3The commission’s inclusion of the RCEA program in this
proceeding should not be interpreted by the Parties or
Participants to mean that such a program should be developed and
utilized by the utilities, but that such a program should be
reviewed in this instance.

4AS noted in Order No. 21698, the commission is working with

the United States Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”) and
its consultants on this docket. The commission may seek to
amend the procedural schedule if necessary to accommodate the
EPA’s and its consultants’ schedule.
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III.

Order

THE COMMISSIONORDERS that HECO’s Proposed Order, filed

on October 7, 2005 and attached to this Order as Exhibit A, is

approved.

DONEat Honolulu, Hawaii JAW 3 1 2006

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF HAWAII

By ~ ~

Carlito P. Caliboso, Chairman

By (EXCUSED)
Wayne H. Kimura, Commissioner

Jan~t E. Kawelo, Commissioner

APPROVEDAS TO FORM:

~L~62~
Catherine P. Awakuni
Commission Counsel

O5-c069.EH
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BEFORETHE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF HAWAII

In theMatteroftheApplicationof )
)

HAWAIIAN ELECTRICCOMPANY, iNC. ) DocketNo. 05-0069
)

For Approval and/orModificationof )
Demand-SideandLoadManagement )
ProgramsandRecoveryofProgram )
CostsandDSM Utility Incentives )

)
)

_________________________________________________)

STIPULATEDPREHEARINGORDERNO.

Filed_______________________,2005
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BEFORETHE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF HAWAII

In theMatteroftheApplicationof )
)

HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC. ) DocketNo. 05-0069
)

ForApproval and/orModificationof )
Demand-SideandLoadManagement )
ProgramsandRecoveryofProgram )
CostsandDSM Utility Incentives. )

)
)

____________________________________________________________________________)

STIPULATED PREHEARINGORDER

HawaiianElectricCompany,Inc. (“FIECO”), Hawaii ElectricLight Company,

Inc. (“HELCO”), Maui ElectricCompany,Limited (“MECO”), theDivision ofConsumer

AdvocacyoftheDepartmentof CommerceandConsumerAffairs (the“Consumer

Advocate”),KauaiIslandUtility Cooperative(“KTUC”), theDepartmentoftheNavy,on

behalfof theDepartmentofDefense(“DOD”), RockyMountainInstitute(“RMI”),

Hawaii SolarEnergyAssociation(“HSEA”), Hawaii RenewableEnergyAlliance

(“HREA”), Life ofthe Land(“LOL”), TheGasCompany,LLC (“TGC”), theCountyof

Kauai (“COK”) andtheCountyofMaui (“COM”) herebystipulatethat the attached

StipulatedPrehearingOrderis mutuallyacceptableto eachrespectiveparty/participant.
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DATED: Honolulu,Hawaii, ~7t~e ~

‘~~
WILLIAM A. BONNET
Vice President
HawaiianElectric Company,Inc.
Hawaii ElectricLight Company,Inc.
Maui Electric Company,Limited

JOHNB. COLE
ExecutiveDirector
Division ofConsumerAdvocacy
DepartmentofCommerceandConsumerAffairs

KENT D. MORIHARA
Attorney for
Kauai IslandUtility Cooperative

RANDALL Y. K. YOUNG
Attorney for
DepartmentofDefense

E. KYLE DATTA
ManagingDirector
RockyMountain Institute

RICHARD R. REED
President
Hawaii SolarEnergyAssociation

WARREN S. BOLLMEIER II
President
Hawaii RenewableEnergyAlliance

HENRY Q CURTIS
VicePresident
Life oftheLand

GEORGET. AOKI
Attorney for
TheGasCompany,LLC

BRIAN T. MOTO
Attorney for
Countyof Maui

LAM D. H. NAKAZAWA
Attorneyfor
CountyofKauai

2



AttachmentI

DATED: Honolulu,Hawaii,

WILLIAM A. BONNET
Vice President
HawaiianElectricCompany,Inc.
Hawaii ElectricLight Company,Inc.
Maui ElectricCompany,Limited

1~r~~
KENT D. MORIHARA
Attorneyfor
Kauai IslandUtility Cooperative

JOHN B. COLE
ExecutiveDirector
DivisionofConsumerAdvocacy
DepartmentofCommerceandConsumerAffairs

RANDALL Y. K. YOUNG
Attorney for
DepartmentofDefense

E. KYLE DATTA
ManagingDirector
RockyMountainInstitute

RiCHARD R.REED
President
Hawaii SolarEnergyAssociation

WARRENS. BOLLMEIER II
President
HawaiiRenewableEnergyAlliance

HENRY Q CURTIS
Vice President
Life oftheLand

GEORGET. AOKI
Attorney for
The GasCompany,LLC

BRIAN T. MOTO
Attorneyfor
CountyofMaui

LANI D. H. NAKAZAWA
Attorneyfor
CountyofKauai
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BEFORETHE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF HAWAII

In the Matterof theApplicationof )
)

HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC. ) DocketNo. 05-0069
)

ForApprovaland/orModificationof )
Demand-SideandLoadManagement )
ProgramsandRecoveryofProgram )
CostsandDSM Utility Incentives. )

)
)

____________________________________________________________________________)

STIPULATED PREHEARINGORDER

By OrderNo. 21698,filed March 16, 2005,theCommissionopenedthesubject

EnergyEfficiencyDocket,separatingHawaiianElectricCompany,Inc.’s (“HECO”)

requestsfor approvaland/ormodificationof it energyefficiencyandloadmanagement

demand-sidemanagement(“DSM”) programsandrecoveryofsuchprogramcostsand

DSM utility incentivesfrom HECO’s 2005testyearratecase,DocketNo. 04-0113.

OrderNo. 21698alsogranted,amongotherthings,theMotionsto Intervenefor the

DepartmentoftheNavy, on behalfoftheDepartmentof Defense(“DOD”), Rocky

MountainInstitute(“RMI”), andLife oftheLand(“LOL”) in theEnergyEfficiency

Docket,andalsograntedtheCounty ofMaui’s (“COM”) Motion to Participate.

By OrderNo. 21749,filed April 14, 2005,the CommissiongrantedtheMotionsto

Intervenefor theHawaii SolarEnergyAssociation(“HSEA”) andHawaiiRenewable
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EnergyAlliance (“HREA”) in theEnergyEfficiencyDocket.

By OrderNo. 21861,filed June7, 2005,theCommissionmadeHawaii Electric

Light Company,Inc. (“HELCO”), Maui ElectricCompany,Limited (“MECO”), Kauai

IslandUtility Cooperative(“KJUC”) andTheGasCompany,LLC (“TGC”) partiesto the

EnergyEfficiencyDocket,butlimitedtheirparticipationsolelyto theissuesdealingwith

statewideenergypolicies.

By OrderNo. 21957,filed August3,2005,theCommissiondismissedasuntimely

theMotion to ParticipateorIntervenefor theCountyofKauai (“COK”), andtheMotion

to Intervenefor HonoluluSeawaterAir Conditioning,LLC. in theEnergyEfficiency

Docket. On September14, 2005,the CommissionissuedOrderNo. 22029whichdenied

COK’s motionfor reconsiderationofOrderNo. 21957butmadeCOK aparticipantin

thisproceeding,providedthat its participationis limitedto issuesofstatewideenergy

policies,anddoesnotbroadentheissuesor delaytheproceeding.

Theparties/participantshavereachedagreementon proceduralmattersandsubmit

thisStipulatedPrehearingOrderto theCommission,which is acceptableto the

parties/participants.

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS ORDEREDthatthefollowing StatementofIssues,

ScheduleofProceedingsandproceduresshallbeutilized in thisdocket.

I.

In its Application,filed November12, 2004 in DocketNo. 04-0113(the “Rate

CaseDocket”), HECOrequestedtheapprovalsnecessary(1) to implementsevennew

2
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energyefficiencydemand-sidemanagement(“DSM”) programs;(2) to recoverthe

programcostsfor thesevenenergyefficiencyDSM programs,aResidentialCustomer

EnergyAwarenessPilot (“RCEA”) Program’,andtwo loadmanagementDSM programs

throughbaserates;(3) to implementandrecoverthecostsofaproposedDSM utility

incentive(givendiscontinuanceofthecurrentlostmarginrecoveryandshareholder

incentivemechanismspursuantto theprior DSM stipulations)throughbaserates;and

(4) to reconcileDSM customerincentivesandtheDSM utility incentivethrougha

proposedDSM ReconciliationClause.

ThenewenergyefficiencyDSM programsthatHECOproposedin theRateCase

Docketincluded: (1) CommercialandIndustrialEnergyEfficiency (“CIEE”) Program;

(2) CommercialandIndustrialNew Construction(“CINC”) Program;(3) Commercial

andIndustrialCustomizedRebate(“CICR”) Program;(4) ResidentialEfficient Water

Heating(“REWH”) Program;(5) ResidentialNew Construction(“RNC”) Program;

(6) ResidentialLow Income(“RLI”) Program;and(7) Energy$Solutionsfor theHome

(“ESH”) Program.

HECOalsoproposedto modify thecostrecoverymechanismfor its two approved

loadmanagementDSM programsincluding (1) theResidentialDirect LoadControl

‘At the time HECO filed its applicationin theRateCaseDocket,aswell asthetime theConwnission
filed OrderNo. 21698openingthe instantdocket,adecisionandorderhadnot beenfiled in theRCEA
Program proceeding, Docket No. 03-0142. Subsequently, on April 20, 2005, the Commission filed
Decision and Order No. 21756 (“D&O 21756”) denying HECO’s requestto implementthe RCEA
Program,withoutprejudice.D&O 21756statedthat “...An educationalprogram,suchas theRCEA
PilotProgrammaybebettersuitedas onecomponentof aportfolio of DSM measures,whichmaybe
consideredin otherproceedingsbeforethecommission,if HECOsochooses”(at 10).
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(“RDLC”) Programapprovedin DocketNo. 03-0166and(2) theCommercialand

IndustrialDirect LoadControl(“CIDLC”) Programapprovedin DocketNo. 03-0415(so

thatprogramcostswouldberecoveredentirelythroughbaserates).

By OrderNo. 21698(“OrderNo. 21698”), filed onMarch 16, 2005,in Docket

Nos.04-0113and05-0069,theCommission: (1) separatedHECO’srequestsfor approval

and/ormodificationof demand-sideandloadmanagementprogramsandrecoveryof

programcostsandDSM utility incentives(collectivelyreferredto asthe“ProposedDSM

Programs”)from the RateCaseDocket,andopenedtheinstantdocket(the“Energy

Efficiency Docket”) in whichto considerthesematters,amongotherthings,and

(2) determinedthepartiesandparticipantsfor theRateCaseDocketandthenewly

formedEnergyEfficiencyDocketto addressandexaminetheProposedDSM Programs.

Theissuesin this docketarecomprisedof two categories,namely1) issuesdealing

with statewideenergypolicy, and2) issuesdealingwith HECO’sProposedDSM

Programs.

StatewideEnergyPolicyIssues:

(1) Whetherenergyefficiencygoalsshouldbeestablishedandif so,what the
goalsshouldbefor theState;

(2) What marketstructure(s)is themostappropriatefor providingtheseor
otherDSM programs(e.g.,utility-only, utility in competitionwith non-utility providers,
non-utility providers);2

2 Life oftheLandbelievesthat thesentenceshouldsay“What marketentitiesand/ormarketstructures

arethe mostappropriate...“

4
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(3) Forutility-incurredcosts,what costrecoverymechanism(s)is appropriate
(e.g.,baserates,fuel clause,IRP Clause);

(4) Forutility-incurred costs,whattypesof costsareappropriatefor recovery;

(5) WhetherDSM incentivemechanismsareappropriateto encouragethe
implementationofDSM programs,and,if so,what is theappropriatemechanism(s)for
suchDSM incentives;

HECO’s ProposedDSM ProgramsIssues:

(6) Whetherthe seven(7) ProposedDSM Programs(i.e., theCIEE, CINC,
CICR,REWH,RNC,RLI, andESHprograms),theRCEAprogram,and/orotherenergy
efficiencyprogramswill achievethe establishedenergyefficiencygoalsandwhetherthe
programswill be implementedin acost-effectivemanner;3

(7) If utility-incurredcostsfor theprogramsin issue6areto be includedin
baserates,whatcostlevel is appropriate,andwhat thetransitionmechanismfor cost
recoverywill beuntil therespectiveutility’s nextgeneralratecase;

(8) WhetherHECO’sproposedDSM utility incentiveis reasonable,andshould
beapproved,approvedwith modifications,or rejected;

(9) WhichoftheProposedDSM Programs,theRCEAProgram,and/orother
energyefficiencyprograms shouldbeapproved,approvedwith modifications,or rejected.

SCHEDULEOF PROCEEDINGS

HECOInformal Submission October11, 2005
of InterimDSM Proposalsto Parties/Participants4

~Seefootnote1. HECOhaspursuedcostrecoveryfor its enhancedenergy conservationandefficiency
informationaladvertisingefforts in DocketNo. 04-0113.The Commission’sdecisionon thismattermay
influencewhetherandto whatextentHECOpursuesapprovalandcostrecoveryofanRCEA programor
anyotherenergyconservationandefficiencyinformationaladvertisingprogramin thisproceeding.
“HECOwill informally provideto theparties/participantsits InterimDSM Proposalsby October11,
2005. Theparties/participantsmayprovideto HECOby November18, 2005 informalcommentson its
InterimDSM Proposals.HECO’sInterim DSM Proposalswill be its proposedDSM initiativespending
theresolutionoftheEnergyEfficiencyDocket,suchasmodificationsto its existing energyefficiency
programs(e.g.,changesin customerincentivelevelsandprogrambudgets,modificationsto customer

5
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TechnicalConsultantMeeting5 November2, 2005

Parties/Participants’Informal Comments November18, 2005
on HECO’sInterim DSM Proposals

HECO’sInterim DSM Proposalsfiled December5, 2005
with theCommissionfor interim approval

Parties/Participants’Responsesto January10, 2006
HECO’sInterimDSM Proposalsfiled
with theCommission

I{ECO’s Replyto theParties/Participants’ January31, 2006
Responseson HECO’s InterimDSM Proposalsfiled
with theCommission

CommissiondecisiononHECO’s To be determinedby
Interim DSM Proposals theCommission

Parties/ParticipantsInformallyExchange February15, 2006
PreliminaryStatementsofPosition6

SettlementDiscussionsMeeting7 WeekofMarch27,2006

paybackperiod)and/ornewDSM programs(e.g.,CFLs for the residentialsector).Forthe InterimDSM
Proposals,HECOwill requestCommissionapprovalfor theirimplementationon an interimbasisuntil a
final decisionandorderis renderedby theCommissionin thesubjectproceeding.The InterimDSM
Proposalsarebeingproposedat this time to helpHECO addressits reservecapacitymarginsshortfall
situation.
~Theintent oftheTechnicalConsultantMeetingis to informally discussissuessuchasstatewideenergy
policy, HIECO’s Interim DSM Proposals,DSM programdesignand incentivemechanisms,andrecent
developmentsin DSM programregulationand implementation.
6 By February15, 2006,theparties/participantswill provideinformally to theotherpartiestheir
respectivepreliminarystatementofposition(“SOP”). FromFebruary16, 2006throughMarch31, 2006,
theparties/participantsplanto engagein informaldiscussionsin which informationcanbeexchanged
informally betweentheparties/participantsso that theirpreliminarypositionson theissuescanbe
understood.Duringthis timeframetheparties/participantswill alsoattemptto reachagreementlpartial
agreementon the issuesfor Commissionreviewandapproval.

Theparties/participantswill informally meetto discussthestatewideenergypolicy issuesandthe
issuesrelatedto HECO’s ProposedDSM Programsto attemptto reachagreement/partialagreementon
the issuesfor Commissionreviewandapproval,whichwould limit the issuesneededto be addressedin
theparties/participants’Final SOP. The datefor themeetingwill be determinedby the
parties/participants.

6
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SimultaneousFinal SOP8 April 13, 2006
by theparties/participantsfiled with
theCommission

InformationRequestson Final SOPsfiled with May 5, 2006
theCommission

Responsesto InformationRequestson May26, 2006

Final SOPsfiled with theCommission

PrehearingConference June20, 2006

PanelHearings WeekofJune26, 2006

SimultaneousPost-HearingOpeningBriefs 4 weeksaftertranscripts
filed with the Commission

SimultaneousPost-HearingReplyBriefs 3 weeksafterOpening
filed with theCommission Briefs

II.

MISCELLANEOUSMATTERSTO FACILITATE
AND EXPEDITETHE ORDERLY CONDUCTOF

THESEPROCEEDINGS

A. Requestsfor Information

A party/participantto thisproceedingmaysubmitinformationrequeststo another

party/participantwithin thetime schedulespecifiedin this StipulatedPrehearingOrder.

To theextentpractical,theparties/participantswill cooperateby resolvingquestions

regardinginformationrequestsandresponsesinformallyto attemptto workout problems

8 The SOPis designated“Final” becausethepreliminarySOPis beingprovidedinformallyto the

parties/participantsand is notbeingfiled with theCommission.
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with respectto understandingthescopeor meaningofinformation requests,orwith

respectto theavailability of information. If aparty/participantis unableto providethe

information requestedwithin theprescribedtimeperiod,it shouldsoindicateto the

inquiringparty/participantassoonaspossible.Theparties/participantsshall then

endeavorto agreeupona laterdatefor submissionoftherequestedinformation. If the

parties/participantsareunableto agree,therespondingparty/participantmayseek

approvalfor thelatesubmissionfrom the Commissionuponashowingofgoodcause. It

is thenwithin theCommission’sdiscretionto approveor disapprovesuchlatefilings and

takeanyadditionalactionthatmaybeappropriate,suchasextendingthedatefor the

inquiringparty/participantto act.

In lieu ofresponsesto informationrequeststhatwould requirethe reproductionof

voluminousdocumentsor materials,thedocumentsormaterialsmaybemadeavailable

for reasonableinspectionandcopyingat amutuallyagreeabledesignatedlocationand

time. in theeventsuchinformation is availableon computerdisketteor otherreadily

usableelectronicmedium,the party/participantrespondingto theinformationrequestmay

makethedisketteor suchelectronicmediumavailableto theotherparty/participantand

the Commission.Subjectto objectionsthatmayberaisedandto the extentpracticable,

theelectronicfiles for spreadsheetswill containall formulaeintact,andwill notbe

entirelyconvertedto valuesprior to submission.

A party/participantshallnotberequired,in a responseto aninformationrequest,

to providedatathatarealreadyon file with theCommissionor otherwisepartof the

8



AttachmentI

public record,or thatmaybe stipulatedto pursuantto PartB, infra. The responding

party/participantshall,in lieuofproductionofa documentin thepublicrecord,includein

its responseto the informationrequestanidentificationofthedocumentwith reasonable

specificitysufficient to enabletherequestingparty/participantto locateandcopythe

document. In addition,aparty/participantshallnotberequired,in a responseto an

informationrequest,to makecomputations,computeratios,reclassify,trend,calculate,or

otherwisereworkdatacontainedin its files orrecords.

A party/participantmayobjectto respondingto an informationrequestthatit

deemsto be irrelevant,immaterial,undulyburdensome,onerousorrepetitious,or where

theresponsecontainsinformationclaimedto beprivilegedor subjectto protection

(confidentialinformation). If aparty/participantclaimsthatinformationrequestedis

confidential,andwithholdsproductionofall or aportionof suchconfidential

information,theparty/participantshall: (1) provideinformationreasonablysufficient to

identify theconfidentialinformationwithheldfrom theresponse,without disclosing

privilegedor protectedinformation; (2) statethebasisfor withholdingtheconfidential

information (including,but not limited to, thespecificprivilege applicableorprotection

claimedfor the confidentialinformationandthespecificharmthatwouldbefall the

party/participantif theinformationweredisclosed);and(3) statewhetherthe

party/participantis willing to providetheconfidential informationpursuantto a

protectiveordergoverningthis docket.

9
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A party/participantseekingproductionof documentsnotwithstandinga

party/participant’sclaimofconfidentiality,mayfile amotionto compelproductionwith

theCommission.

Theresponsesofeachparty/participantto information requestsshall adhereto a

uniformsystemofnumberingagreeduponby theparties/participants.For example,the

first informationrequestsubmittedby theConsumerAdvocatein thisdocketshallbe

referredto anddesignatedas“CA-SOP-IR-l”, andaresponseto this informationrequest

shallbereferredto anddesignatedas“Responseto CA-SOP-JR-i”.

Eachresponseshallbeprovidedon aseparatepageandshall recitetheentire

questionaskedandsetforth theresponseand/orreferenceto the attachedresponsive

document,indicating thenameoftherespondentfor eachresponse.

Theparties/participantsanticipatethat it will benecessaryto referto certain

informationobtainedthroughtheinformal JRprocessin theirFinal SOPsand/ortheir

Responsesto HECO’sInterim Proposals.Therefore,theparties/participantsagreethat

theinformal JRresponsesupon whichanyparty/participanthasreliedin its Responseto

HECO’s InterimProposalsor Final SOPwill bedocumentedandfiled with the

Commission(eitherasanattachmentto suchResponseorFinal SOP,or in aseparate

filing), andtheparties/participantswill cooperatein designatinganddocumentingthe

informal JRresponsesto befiled with theCommission,andin filing thedesignated

responseson a timely basiswith theCommission.Theseinformal IR responsesfiled with

theCommissionshallbedeemedto bepartoftherecordin this docket.

10
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B. MattersofPublicRecord

In orderto provideameansto reduceunnecessaryreproductionofdocumentsand

to facilitatetheseproceedings,identifiedmattersofpublic record,suchasreportsthata

party/participanthasfiled with theCommission,publisheddecisionsofthis or other

Commissions,publishedscientificor economicstatisticaldata,materialandtextbooks,

technicalor industryjournalsrelatingto electricutility matters,andspecifiedpartsof the

recordin previousCommissiondocketsshallbeadmissiblein thisproceedingwithout the

necessityofreproducingeachdocument;providedthatthedocumentto beadmittedis

clearlyidentifiedby referenceto theplaceofpublication,file or docketnumber,andthe

identified documentis availablefor inspectionby the Commissionandthe

parties/participants;andfurtherprovidedthatanyparty/participanthastheright to

explain,qualify or conductexaminationwith respectto the identifieddocument.The

Commissioncanrule on whetherthe identifieddocumentcanbeadmittedinto evidence

when aparty/participantproffers suchdocumentfor admissionasevidencein this case.

Fromtime to time, theparties/participantsmayenterinto stipulationsthatsuch

documents,or anyportion ofsuchdocuments,maybe introducedinto evidencein this

case.

C. CopiesofFilings andInformationRequests.

1. Filings:

Commission Original + 8 copies
ConsumerAdvocate 3 copies
Otherparties/participants 2 copies

11
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2. Information RequestsandResponses:

Commission Original + 8 copies
ConsumerAdvocate 3 copies
Otherparties/participants 2 copies

3. All pleadings,andotherdocumentsrequiredto befiled with the

Commissionshallbe filed at theoffice of theCommissionin Honoluluwithin thetime

limit prescribedpursuantto Chapter61, subchapter2, section6-61-15ofthe

Commission’sRulesofPracticeandProcedure.

4. Copiesof all filings, informationrequestsandinformationrequest

responsesshouldbe sentto the otherparties/participantsby handdelivery,mail orvia

facsimile. In addition,if available,all parties/participantsshallprovidecopiesof their

filings, informationrequestsandinformationrequestresponsesto the otherpartiesvia

disketteor e-mail in astandardelectronicformatthatis readilyavailableby the

parties/participants.Theparties/participantsagreeto useWord 97, Word 2000,or Word

2003 asthestandardprogrammingformatfor filings in this case. However,if

workpapers,documentation,or exhibitsattachedto anyfiling arenot readilyavailablein

anelectronicformat,aparty/participantshallnotberequiredto convertsuchworkpapers,

documentation,or exhibitsinto an electronicformat. Also, existingdocumentsproduced

in responseto requestsneednot beconvertedto Word 97/Word2000/Word2003 aslông

asthe applicableformatis identified. In theeventacopyofa filing, informationrequest

or informationrequestresponseis deliveredto aparty/participantviadisketteor e-mail,

unlessotherwiseagreedto by suchparty/participant,thesamenumberofcopiesof such

12
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filing, information requestor informationrequestresponsemuststill bedeliveredto such

party/participantby handdeliveryor via facsimileasprovidedin PartsC.1 andC.2 above.

D. PanelHearing

ThisStipulatedPrehearingOrdercontemplatesthat thisproceedingwill implement

ahearingformatthat is substantiallysimilar to thehearingformatimplementedatthe

hearingsheldon December8-10,2004in DocketNo. 03-0371 relatingto Distributed

Generation.(Thespecificsofthepanelhearingformatwerediscussedin OrderNo.

21489IssuedDecember1, 2004in DocketNo. 03-0371.) Theparties/participantsrequest

thattheCommissionissueanorderprior to thePrehearingConferencewith respectto its

proposedformatfor thepanelhearing. This ordermayaddressaspectsofthepanel

hearingsuchastheissuesto be addressedby theparties/participants,witnessesfor each

party/participant,counselfor eachparty/participant,crossexaminationprocedures,and

theroleofthepanelhearingmoderator,if applicable. Themattersaddressedin the

Commission’sordermaybediscussedatthePrehearingConference.

E. Communications

Chapter61, subchapter3, section6-61-29oftheCommission’sRulesofPractice

andProcedureconcerningex partecommunicationsis applicableto anycommunications

betweenaparty/participantandtheCommission.However,theparties/participantsmay

communicatewith Commissioncounselon mattersofpracticeandprocedurethrough

theirown counselor designatedofficial.

13
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Communicationsbetweentheparties/participantsshouldeitherbethrough

counselor throughdesignatedrepresentatives.All pleadings,papers,andother

documentsfiled in thisproceedingshallbe servedon the opposingparty/participant. All

motions,supportingmemoranda,andthelike shall alsobeservedon opposingcounsel.

F. General

Theseproceduresareconsistentwith theorderlyconductof thisdocket.

Pursuantto Chapter61, subchapter3, section6-61-37oftheCommission’sRules

of PracticeandProcedure,thisStipulatedPrehearingOrdershallcontrolthesubsequent

coursesoftheproceedings,unlessmodifiedat or priorto the hearingsto preventmanifest

injustice.
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This StipulatedPrehearingOrdermaybe executedby theparties/participantsin

counterparts,eachof whichshallbedeemedanoriginal,andall of which takentogether

shallconstituteoneandthe sameinstrument.Theparties/participantsmayexecutethis

StipulatedPrehearingOrderby facsimilefor initial submissionto theCommissionto be

followed by thefiling oforiginalsofsaidfacsimilepages.

DONE atHonolulu,Hawaii, this ____ dayof , 2005.

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF HAWAII

By______________________
Carlito P. Caliboso,Chairman

By______________________
WayneH. Kimura,Commissioner

By_____________________
JanetE. Kawelo,Commissioner

APPROVEDAS TO FORM:

CatherineP. Awakuni
CommissionCounsel
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I herebycertify thatI havethis dateservedacopyoftheforegoingStipulated

PrehearingOrderNo. ________ uponthefollowing partiesandparticipants,by causinga

copyhereofto bemailed,postageprepaid,andproperly addressedto eachsuchpartyor

participant.

DEPARTMENTOF COMMERCEAND CONSUMERAFFAIRS
DIVISION OFCONSUMERADVOCACY
335MerchantStreet,Room326
Honolulu,Hawaii 96813

WILLIAM A. BONNET
VICE PRESIDENT
HAWAIIAN ELECTRICCOMPANY, INC.
HAWAII ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY, INC.
MAUI ELECTRICCOMPANY, LIMITED
P. 0. Box 2750
Honolulu,HI 96840-0001

DEAN K. MATSUTJRA
DIRECTOR,REGULATORYAFFAIRS
HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC.
P. 0. Box 2750
Honolulu,HI 96840-0001

THOMAS W. WILLIAMS, JR.
PETERY. MKUTA
GOODSILL ANDERSONQUINN & STIFEL
HAWAIIAN ELECTRICCOMPANY, INC.
Alii Place,Suite1800
Honolulu,HI 96813
Attorneysfor HECO,HELCO, MECO

H. A. DUTCH ACHENBACH
PRESIDENTAND CEO
KAUAI ISLAND UTILITY COOPERATIVE
4463 PaheeStreet
Lihue,HI 96766
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KENT D. MORIHARA
ISHIKAWA MORIHARA LAU & FONG
DaviesPacificCenter,Suite400
841 BishopStreet
Honolulu,HI 96813
Attorneyfor KI1JC

DR. KAY DAVOODI
UTILITIES RATESAND STUDIES OFFICE
NAYFAC WASHINGTON
1314HarwoodStreetS. E.
WashingtonNavyYard, DC 20374

RANDALL Y. K. YOUNG
NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERINGCOMMAND PACIFIC
258 MakalapaDrive, Suite 100
PearlHarbor,HI 96860
Attorney for DOD

E. KYLE DATTA
MANAGING DIRECTOR
ROCKY MOUNTAIN INSTITUTE
P.0. Box 390303
Keauhou,HI 96739

RICHARD R. REED
PRESIDENT
HAWAII SOLAR ENERGYASSOCIATION
P.0. Box 37070
Honolulu,HI 96837

WARREN S. BOLLMEIER II
PRESIDENT
HAWAII RENEWABLE ENERGYALLIANCE
46-040KonanePlace,#3816
Kaneohe,HI 96744

HENRY Q CURTIS
VICE PRESIDENT
LIFE OF THE LAND
76 NorthKing Street,Suite203
Honolulu,HI 96817
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GEORGET. AOKI
THE GAS COMPANY, LLC
P.0. Box 3000
Honolulu,HI 96802
Attorney for TGC

BRIAN T. MOTO
CINDY Y. YOUNG
DEPARTMENT OFTHE CORPORATIONCOUNSEL
COUNTY OF MAUT
200 SouthHigh Street
Wailuku, HI 96793
Attorneysfor COM

LANI D. H. NAKAZAWA
LAUREL LOO
JAMESK. TAGUPA
OFFICEOFTHE COUNTY ATTORNEY
COUNTY OF KAUAI
4444RiceStreet,Suite220
Lihue,HI 96766-1300

KarenHigashi

DATED:



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this date served a copy of the

foregoing Order No. 22251. upon the following parties, by

causing a copy hereof to be mailed, postage prepaid, and properly

addressed to each such party.

DEPARTMENTOF COMMERCEAND CONSUMERAFFAIRS
DIVISION OF CONSUMERADVOCACY
P. 0. Box 541
Honolulu, HI 96809

WILLIAM A. BONNET
VICE PRESIDENT - GOVERNMENTAND COMMUNITYAFFAIRS
HAWAIIAN ELEC.TRIC COMPANY, INC.
P. 0. Box 2750
Honolulu, HI 96840—0001

DEAN MAT SUURA
DIRECTOR - REGULATORYAFFAIRS
HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC.
P. 0. Box 2750
Honolulu, HI 96840—0001

EDWARDREINHARDT
PRESIDENT
MAUI ELECTRIC COMPANY, LTD.
P. 0. Box 398
Kahului, HI 96733—6898

WARRENLEE
PRESIDENT
HAWAII ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY, INC.
P. 0. Box 1027
Hilo, HI 96721-1027

THOMASW. WILLIAMS, JR., ESQ.
PETER Y. KIKUTA, ESQ.
GOODSILL ANDERSONQUINN & STIFEL
Alii Place, Suite 1800
1099 Alakea Street
Honolulu, HI 96813
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H. A. “DUTCH” ACHENBACH
PRESIDENT AND CEO
KAUAI ISLAND UTILITY COOPERATIVE
4463 Pahe’e Street
Lihue, HI 96766-2032

JOSEPH McCAWLEY
REGULATORYMANAGER
KAUAI ISLAND UTILITY COOPERATIVE
4463 Pahe’e Street
Lihue, HI 96766—2032

KENT D. MORIHARA, ESQ.
MORIHARALAU & FONG LLP
841 Bishop Street, Suite 400
Honolulu, HI 96813

JIM R. YATES
PRESIDENT
THE GAS COMPANY
P. 0. Box 3000
Honolulu, HI 96802

STEVEN P. GOLDEN
DIRECTOR EXTERNALAFFAIRS & PLANNING
THE GAS COMPANY
P. 0. Box 3000
Honolulu, HI 96802

DR. KAY DAVOODI
EFACHES
1322 Patterson Avenue, S.E.
Building 33, Floor 3
Room/Cube 33-3002
Washington, DC 20374

RANDALL Y.K. YOUNG, ESQ.
NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING COMMANDPACIFIC
258 Makalapa Drive, Suite 100
Pearl Harbor, HI 96860-3134
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E. KYLE DATTA
ROCKYMOUNTAIN INSTITUTE
P. 0. Box 390303
Keauhou, HI 96739

CARL FREEDMAN
HAIKU DESIGN & ANALYSIS
4234 Hana Highway
Haiku, HI 96708

HENRY Q CURTIS
VICE PRESIDENT FOR CONSUMERISSUES
LIFE OF THE LAND
76 North King Street, Suite 203
Honolulu, HI 96817

RICHARD R. REED
PRESIDENT
HAWAII SOLAR ENERGYASSOCIATION
c/o INTER-ISLAND SOLAR SUPPLY
761 .Ahua Street
Honolulu, HI 96819

WARRENS. BOLLMEIER, II
PRESIDENT
HAWAII RENEWABLEENERGYALLIANCE
46-040 Konane Place, #3816
Kaneohe, HI 96744

CINDY Y. YOUNG, ESQ.
DEPUTYCORPORATIONCOUNSEL
DEPARTMENTOF THE CORPORATIONCOUNSEL
COUNTYOF MAUI
200 South High Street
Wailuku, HI 96793

KAL KOBAYASHI
ENERGYCOORDINATOR
DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT
COUNTY OF MAUI
200 South High Street
Wailuku, HI 96793
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LANI D.H. NAKAZAWA, ESQ.
LAUREL LOO, ESQ.
JAMES K. TAGUPA, ESQ.
OFFICE OF THE COUNTYATTORNEY
COUNTYOF KAUAI
4444 Rice Street, Suite 220
Lihue, HI 96766—1300

~

Karen Hig~hi

DATED: JAN 31 2006


