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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF HAWAIT

————— In the Matter of ----- )

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION Docket No. 2008-0273
Instituting a Proceeding to -
Investigate the Implementation
0f Feed-in Tariffs.

P o

ORDER APPROVING THE HECO COMPANIES’

PROPOSED PROCEDURAIL ORDER, AS MODIFIED

By this Order, the COmmission approves, with
medifications, the proposed Stipulated Procedural Order submittedv
on December 22, 2008, by HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC  COMPANY, - INC.
(“HECO") , MAUI ELECTRIC COMPANY,  LIMITED (“MECO"), HAWAIT
| ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY, INC. (“HELCO") ,’ 'the DEPARTMENT  OF
COMMERCE AND CONSUMER‘ AFFAIRS, DIVISION OF CONSUMER ADVOCACY
(“Consumer Advoéate”), the DEPARTMENTv OF BUSINESS( ’ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT, AND TOURISM (“DBEDT”), the CITY AND COUNTY '~ OF
;HONOLULU,‘the COUNTI OF HAWAII, SEMPRA GENERATION, - and HAWAII
.HOLDINGS, LLC, doing business as FIRST WIND HAWAII (“First
Wind”) .’ The commission, however, modifies the Statement of-
Issues, and adopts the Regulatory .Schedule propoeed. by HAIKU
DESIGN AND ANALYSIS (“HDA”) with certain modifications, as set

forth herein.

'HECO, MECO and HELCO are Collectively referred to as the
“HECO Companies.

’The proposed Stipulated Procedural Order is attached as
Exhibit 1 to this Order.
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Bacquound

Byv the Order Inltlatlng ‘Investlgatlon; flled
Ootober‘24, 2008, the comm1s51on opened thlS docket}to examrne?
the implementation of feed—;no;tarlffs‘yln the HECOa‘Companles(
service terrltorles In that-order,'thevcomnission‘direoted’the*f
partles to. file a stlpulated procedural order settlng forth the'-j
.issues;f procedures, and schedule »to govern thisd prooeeding,
“The‘ Parties’ stipulated prOceduraly schednle’.should;fdto'kthe,:
extent possible; allow the oommissione .to‘ completed” 'tef"
- deliberations andrissue a deoision by,March 31; 2009 :;If theh
W?arties (and internenors and participants,‘lf any) are unable t0‘
_stipnlate, each of thenf'shall file va proposed order  er theu
vcommission's review and consideration within the same deadline:”i

On becember 22, ZOOSQL the HECO ;Cohpaniee; the~
Consumer Adnocate, DBEDT, thedCity.and County of Honolnlu['the
‘fCountynof Hawaii, Sempra Generation, and First Wind filed their""
proposed Stipulated Prooedural order (“HECO CompaniesfraSPO”);f

Attached to the HECO Companies’ SPO at Exhibit A is a proposed

‘order Initiating Investlgatlon, filedfon October 24[,2008,
at 8-9 . (empha81s added) . : : S

‘As set forth in the letter accompanying the HECO Companies’
proposed Stipulated Procedural Order, the 'HECO Companies state:
“signatories have either authorized HECO representatives to sign =
on their behalf or have provided facsimile signatures. To the
extent that the Commission desires original signatures, please
let us know and we will secure those and transmit them to the
Commission.” ‘Original signatures ‘are required to be filed with
the commission where facsimile signatures were" prov1ded :
Allowing a .party to sign on -behalf ‘of another party is not
permltted
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:StipulatediRegulatory Schedule."In the letter aooompanying tﬁe
~ SPO, the HECO Companies acknOwledge‘~that “there are certain
i,parties that.agreeswithvthe subStance of the SPO but'which seek
:4to include additional issues or propose;'different  dates .or
procedural steps‘for‘Exhibit'A to the SPO. The HECO Companies
\respectfully submit.that the'attached SPOdincorporates a modified
;Statement of  Issues which shall be liberally construed Within
'context and which encompasses many lf not all of the additional
’issuessraised.ﬁs | |

Also, on Deoember 22'..2008 HDA filed its Proposed

Procedural Order (“HDA s Procedural Order”). According to HDA,
its “proposed procedural order consists of whatever Stipulated
Procedural Order is‘ultimately transmitted to the Commissionithat
is signed by'the Consumer AdVocate mith’the exception of (a) the’
Exhibit A: Stipulated Regulatory Schedule and' (b) several
additions to the section ‘I. Statement of the Issues;’”a
‘According to HDA,'“the proposed pace and‘deadlines set:originally
bytthe signatories»tO'the October Energy Agreement and adopted‘by“
the Commission in its initiating order are‘not reaiisticﬁ The
proposed schedules put speed ahead of prudence and.'belie, the
parties’ collective reluctance to question.the deadiines,in'thel
,‘Commission's initiating order in the‘facevof sound reason.”’ HDA

~ further states:

Letter. dated and filed December 22, 2008, from the HECO
Companies to the commission, at 3.

*Haiku Design and Analysis Proposed Procedural Order ~and
Certificate of Service, at 2.

'Id. at 2.
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HDA proposes ‘this schedule here to suggest to thekkﬂ
Commission that the March 31 deadline could. be?f:;
relaxed without delaylng the ultimate outcome of .
the overall investigation and would provide thefﬁ‘
parties with more time to address a challenglng'
roster of issues and tasks. Without arguing “in
detail the merits of a slower procedural ‘schedule
for the first phase of this investigation, : HDA =
points out that the HDA schedule (a) provides for .-
realistic consideration of = feed-in  tariffs
proposed by parties other than the joint proposal
to be filed by HECO and the CA whereas the other
schedules do not, (b) provides for more realistic =
formal discovery timing, (c) offers the Commission
the opportunity for panel hearings if desired, and -
(d) identifies specific times that the Commission -
and its consultant could provide comments and .-
information requests avallable to all partles .

- HDA urges the Commlss1on to carefully review the”’ﬂvj
schedules proposed by the partles in light of the
complexity of the issues in this docket and
consider the importance of careful deliberatlon.u
HDA strongly advises prudence rather than haste.
Things do need to move along with diligence but.
the stakes and the costs of getting things wrong
are much higher. in this docket than, for instance,
the decoupling docket. Decoupling is an ostensibly -
revenue neutral adjustment to rate design that
considers adjustments amounting to a few million
dollars that can be revisited and reversed at any
time by the Commission. The feed-in tariff docket,
by comparison, consgsiders ‘entirely restructuring
the basis for pricing and procuring long term
fixed obligations  amounting to  hundreds  of
millions of dollars with the challenging objective
of prospectively setting prices correctly to-
create a new, stable and productive yet cost
effectlve market structure , '

~The follow1ng partles flled jOlnders to HDA s Procedural Otder
HAWAII  RENEWABLE ENERGY ALLIANCE (“HREA"); SOTP‘OGYY INC.
(“Sopogy”); LIFE OF THE LAND (“LOL”); ALEXANDER & BAL‘.DWIN'; INC. |
through its division, HAWAIIAN COMMERCIAL & SUGAR ’COMPANY,“

(“HC&S”) ; CLEAN ENERGY MAUIVLLC;oand TAWHIRI POWER LLC.

’1d. at 3-4.
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On December 22, 2008, HAWAII BIOENERGY, LLC (“HBE”) and

- MAUI LAND & PINEAPPLE COMPANY, INC. ("MLP”) filed a Proposed

© . Stipulated - Régulatory Schedule (“HBE ~ and - MLP's" Regulatory 
Schedule”). HBE and MLP staterthat they do not object to the

HECO Companies’ SPO with the exception of the proposed Sﬁipuléted
Regulatory Schedule attached to the SPO as Exhibit-A, and thus
»filed their ‘own = Proposed Stipulated,lRegulatory Schedule.’
 According to HBE and MLP, “the HECO Companies’ proposéd :
Stipulated Regulatory'sdhedulé is too compressedfand will not -
provide HBE, MLP and the other parties with sufficiént time to
fully‘reviewl analyze‘and address the issues in this proceeding;‘
to sufficiently develop and support their respectiﬁé positions on
ﬁthésé issﬁes, and to then assist the Commission in developingia
 sound record and rendering»decisions thatrare reasonable and in
the public interest.”’ “HBE and MLP contend thét the Commission
should not be required to adhere to the deadlines set fofth in
said Energy Agreéﬁent, and shoUld considér the interests of the
parties that were not part of the Energy Agreement' in -
establishing the schedule for this proceeding.”® BLUE PLANET‘
’FOUNDATION filed a ietter réquesting that the commission adopt .
HBE and MLP' s Regﬁlatory’Schedulé. |

| HAWAII SOLAR ENERGY ASSOCIATION and THE SOLAR ALLIANCE!

filed statements of no position on the issue of the procedural

Letter dated and filed December 22, 2008, from HBE and MLP
to the commission, at 1.

Y1d. at 2.
“The Solar Alliance’'s Statement of No Position as to the

Procedural Schedule does not appear to have been signed by a
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schedule. = ZERO EMISSIONS LEASING LLC did not file any{sﬁarémehti,f

of position.

II. |
Stipulatea Procedural Order‘
th its Order Initiating Investigation,»the;eemmission'
directed ;the‘ parties' to file a etipulated 'precedUre; ‘ordere,
setting forth the issues, procedures, and schedﬁle to g§§er#jthis. 
proceeding~or, ifvthey.were unable to agree, to filejéeparate
‘proposed procedural orders. eFrom the filihgs) it abﬁéafsktﬁétf
the parties agree on the HECO Compenies"séo‘with théee¥¢ebti¢hff"
~of'the HECd Companies’ Statemenﬁ ef iseﬁes and their;brepeeea~
regulatory schedule. .As such, the ‘cemmissiepf Willj edobtijthe
HECO Companies’ SPO, sﬁbject to ,the‘ modificatiénsl'Qeecribea,
below with respect to the HECQ,Companies;'perosed statement ef‘

issues and regulatory schedule.

TA-‘
Issues

In their SPO, the HECQ‘Companies propose.tweIVe iesﬁee,

The first issue, however; is: “The:issues which the‘Commiesionrl

has identified ih ‘Exhibit C"te its December 11; 12008 “peper

entitled ‘Feed-In Tariffs: Best  Design FoCusihgv HeWaii’s

Investigation’ (Scoping Paper).” Exhibit C in turn centains-.~

representative of The Solar Alliance. As noted above, allowing a
party to sign on behalf of another party i1is not permitted.
Accordingly, a replacement signature page must be filed with the-
~commission. : ' ‘ . ‘
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tweptyenine}issues,exclusive of sub—issues,v In.addition} HbA
- proposesbfive,additional iesues.in its Procedﬁral\Order. |
~To .better manage and articulate the issues in this‘
;docket, the commission has reviewed all ofvthevpropOSed issues
recommended by the pefties and has developed theﬁStatement of
Issues listed ’below. The commission’s Statement of Issues
;eﬁbraces all of the issues proposed by’thefperties and the issues
raised‘in the~paper prepared for the commission by the,National»~
‘Regulatory ‘Researoh Institﬁte (“NRRI”).iI The - commission has
ahnOtated its Statement of issues,pnoting where,paities could
address each of the oproposed issues. ‘Thesep annotations are :
‘guides and the parties are free to eddress a ﬁmtﬁer'noted with
- one of the comﬁission's‘issues eiSewhereIWithin‘the'issues listed
below. The commission expeots' the perties to. diecuss these
isSues‘comprehensively, as indiceted by the reiated issues -and
quesfions noted. The issues listed below‘do not exprese enyv
preconception that the commissioh has about the outcome—of,this
~investigation or‘even'a preferenCe_for‘feed—in tariffs over other :
imeans for utilities to purchase reneWablepfesouroes.?‘
| According,.Section I titled “Statement of the:Issﬁes”,

in the HECO Companies’ SPO shall be replaced with the followiﬁg:

12

In HDA’'s Procedural Order, HDA notes that there is
“fundamental disagreement” between parties as to whether “it has
already been determined that project-based feed-in tariffs will-
be adopted.” As set forth in the commission’s Statement of
Issues, no such determination has been made and that issue is to
be decided in this docket.
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I. STATEMENT OF ISSUES

Purpose of Pr01ect -Based Feed In Tarlffs (PBFlTS)

.1;'jWhat, if any, purpose do PBFlTS play "in meetlng Hawa11 S
clean energy and energy independence goals,{ given -
Hawaii’s existing renewable energy purchase requlrements :
by ut111t1es° S ’

2. What are the potential beneflts and adverse consequences -
‘ of PBFiTs for the utllltles,,ratepayerskand the ‘State of
Hawaii? : : S S e

3. Why is or is mnot the PBFlT the superlor methodology to
meet Hawall s clean energy and energy 1ndependence goals°

Legal Issues

4. What, if any, modifications are prudent or'neceSSary“to‘
existing federal or state laws, zrules, regulatlons or -

other requirements to " remove Cany barrlers ‘or. . to -

facilitate the implementation of a feed in tarlff not','
based on avoided costs? S

5. What evidence must the commission consider in establishing1'”

a feed-in tariff and has that evidence been presented 1n»
this investigation? ;

Role of Other Methodologies®

6. What role do other methodologies for the utility to
- acquire renewable energy play with and without a PBFiT,
including but not limited to power purchase contracts,
_competitive bidding, avoided  cost offerings and net
energy metering? R : - : '

“gee NRRI’'s questions 6, 9, 23, 24 and 25, and HDA’s issues
1 and 2: NRRI’'s questions refer to the questions raised "in
Appendix C of its paper titled “Feed-in Tariffs: Best Design
Focusing Hawaii'’s Investigation,” which was distributed to the
partles by commission letter dated December 11, 2008. -~ HDA's
issues refer to those contalned in HDA's Procedural Order '

“See NRRI’s questlons 1-3 and HECO Companles issue 2. The
HECO Companles issues refer to those listed in their SPO. - ~

“See HECO Companies’ issues 10, 11 and NRRI’'s questions 4
~and 17. f : SRR R
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Best desigg for a PBFiT or alternatlve method

7. - What is the best de31gn, 1nclud1ng the cost basis, for

PBFiTs or other alternative feed-in tariffs to accelerate oy
and increase the development of Hawaii’s renewable energy:

resources and their integration in the utility system?

4E11g1b111ty guirements17
8. “What renewable energy' projects ‘should - be ellglble for

‘which renewable electricity  purchase. -methods or
individual tariffs and when? ‘

- Analysis of the cost to consumers and'appropriateneSS of caps®

‘ 9. . What is the cost to consumers and others of the proposed
: feed-in tariffs?

10. Should the commission impose caps based upon these

financial effects, technical limitations or. other reasons

on the total -amount purchased through any mechanism or"
tariff> : .

Procedural Issues®

~11. wWhat process should the commission implement  for
evaluating, determining and updating renewable energy"

purchased power mechanisms'or tariffs'J ' :
12. What are the administrative 1mpacts to the comm1ss1on and

: the partles of the proposed approach'>
B.
Schedule

In 1its Order Initiating 1Investigation, filed onu

October 24, 20Q8,jthe commission”opened'this docket to examine

: ¥See HECO Companies’ issues 3, 8 and 9 and NRRI’S questions
15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22 and 29. : ‘ oo

YSee HECO Companies’ issues 4, 5, 6 and NRRI’s questions 11,

18

Lep]

ee HECO Companies’ issue 7, HDA's issue 3 and NRRI's
questions‘7, 8, 13 and 14.

: - ¥gee HECO Companies’ issue 12, HDA’'s issue 4, and NRRI’S
questions 5 and 10. : o :

2008-0273 - 9



the 1mplementatlon of feed in tarlffs in the HECO Companies

service terrltories‘ In that order, the comm1s31on dlrxcted theii
"parties to file a stipulated procedural order’ setting forth the'k
issues, procedures, and schedule_ to govern ‘this proceedino'
“The Parties’ stipulated procedural_ schedule should H‘o: thef.f
‘ extent. possible, allow ~the commission -to~ complete ’ itsft
deliberations and.issue a decision by March‘31 '2009 A rev1ew“

of the parties’ filings indicates that a majority do not believer

that it is possible to for the commission ~ to . complete its"

deliberations and issue a dec151on on the flrst stage of thev“:

, proceeding by March 31, 2009 :ﬁ In partlcular, the comm1s51on is i
cognizant of . the statement by "HBE and MLP 1n'connection w1thd
their proposed Regulatory Schedule “that the Comm1ss1on shouldi
vnot be required»to adhere to’the»deadllnes set forth.in sald
Energy —Agreement, and shouldifconsider, thev'interests of the
parties that were not part of the Energy »Agreement' in
establishing the schedule for,this,proceeding.'"20 |

| Accordingly,"’after'v reviewing_ the 'three .proposed
regulatory schedules, the commission adopts HDA's schedule;fasfit
provides the parties withvadditional time to reView, analyze and’
address the issues and to develop and support their;reSpective
positions on these issues to allow for the developmentpof atsound
record in this proceeding. 'As,pointed out by'HDA, its proposal
also includes the opportunity for panelvhearings,,whichcis’an’h

important part of any investigatory docket.

*14. at 2.
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jThe commission, however, dmodifies HDA's - proposed
ischedule’in several respects. .Notably, the commission deletee
the iJanuary 14, ’2009 requirement .that the HECO Companies and‘
lConsnmer Advocate file straw tariff sheetsi and requirements
related to:that filing. In the commission’s view,‘these steps
are premature.as«there has been no‘determination on the iseue of:
'whether feed in tariffs should be adopted By including~snch
deadlines early in the proceeding,‘as‘suggested by the parties,“
it‘presumes the outcome of this proceeding. Accordingly, the
filing of straw tariff sheets and_reiated‘deadlines;are deleted;
In addition, the commission has included - deadlines ‘for_
poSt-hearing opening and reply briefs, and hae'adjusted other
deadlines to accommodate those filings. ,

The following schedule replaces Exhibit Arto the HECO
Companies” SPO’ and governs this proceeding unless otherwise

ordered by the commission:

1. HECO Companies and Consumer | December 23, 2008.

’ Advocate Filing to Describe :
Proposal on Key Feed-In Tariff
Design Issues, Policies and
Pricing Methodologies

2. - Parties’ Comments to | ' December 31, 2008
Commission Scoping Paper :

3. Response to Commission Scoping | January 12, 2009
Paper Appendix C Legal
Questlons

2008-0273 - : 11



ReSpoﬁSe to Commission'Scoping

‘Paper Appendices A and C (Non—

Legal Questlons)

iJanua:y12§f

2009

Information Requests to
HECO/CA Regardlng J01nt

" Proposal

January:28,v2009

Responses to Informatlon -
Requests ‘

-Februaiy‘lll}2009s

All Parties’ Opening
Statements of Position. -
Including Proposals for Feed-
in Tariff Designs, Policies
and Pricing Methods .

February 25,

2009

Information Requésts by All "
Parties to Partles SOPs arnd
Proposals ‘

‘March 4, 2009

Responses to Information
Requests

March 13, 2009

10.

Technical Conference and
Settlement Discussions
Regarding All Parties’
Proposals

M‘arcvhv18—19-;‘200‘9‘,j

11:

All Parties’

Final Statements
of Positions Regarding Feed-in
Tariff Designs, Policies and
Specific Pricing Proposals -

~ March 30,

2009

12.

Prehearing Conference

Week‘éf
April 6, 2009

13.

Panel Hearing

" Week of
April 13, 2009
(until completed)

2008-0273
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14, |- Opening‘Briefs : e _ May 1, 2009

15. Reply Briefs | May 8, 2009
16. HECO’s Proposed Tariffs o Juneu17, 2009
‘ Implementing Commission’s . B o
Decision , -
17. Technical Conference on - o June 24(f2009

Proposed Tariffs

|18. ' Comments by Parties on 1 July 8, 2009
' Proposed Tariffs ' : ' Sl

19. - Replies to Comments - , Ju1y 17, 2009

III.
order
THE COMMISSION ORDERS : |
The HECO Companies'f»proposed Stipulated Prehearing
Order, attached*astxhibit 1, 1is approvéd as nwdifiedvherein;

consistent with the terms of this Order.
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.I'DON\E at Honolulu,‘Hawa»ii. ~JAN 2"0'200'9:

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF "HAWAII i

e /@’/(6_;.7 

Carllto P. Caliboso, Chalrman

y%z

E. Cole, Comm1s51oner

Leslie Hb KondQ,'CQmmiSSibner,_:

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

D7 W Y))

Stacey Kawasaki Djou
Commission Counsel

- 2008-0273.cp
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* BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF HAWAIl -
In the Matter of --)
| - | ) |
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION ) Docket No. 2008-0273
Instituting Proceedings to Investigate the - )
. Implementation of Feed-In Tariffs )

STIPULATED PROCEDURAL ORDER

EXHIBIT “A”
“and
- CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Filed 200
At oclock . M.

Chief Clerk of the Commission

EXHIBIT A



~ BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF HAWAII
k In the Matter of - -)
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION ) Docket No. 2008-0273
Instituting Proceedings to Investigate the )
Implementation of Feed-In Tariffs )
. ‘)

STIPULATED PROCEDURAL ORDER |
Hawaiian Elcctric Company, Inc. (“HECO”), Maui Electric Company, Limibvted‘
(“MECO™), Hawaii Electric Light Compény, Inc (“HELCO”), the Divisioil of C’dnsu'mker‘ :
Advocacy of the Department of Commerce and Conéumei Affa_irs (the “Consumer Advocate”),
the Department of Business Economic Developincnt and Tourism (“DBEDT”), City’an'd County -
of Honolulu (“City”), C‘obunty of Hawaii (“Hawaii County”), Hawaii Holdings dba ‘First Wind

Hawaii v(“First Wirid”), and Sempra Generation (“Scmpra”) hereby




: stipulate that the attached Stipulated Procedural Order is mutually éééeptabie to each respective

’ -~ party. .

Dated: Honolulu, Hawaii, December 7, 2008’.

2

THOMAS W. WILLIAMS, JR.
PETER Y. KIKUTA

ROD S. AOKI
Attorneys for Hawaiian Electric
Company, Inc., Maui Electric
Company, Ltd., Hawaii Electric Lxght
Company, Inc

By Ly %z__

. TSUCHIYAMA
ttorneys for the D1v131on of Consumer
Advocacy

MARK J. BENNETT .
. DEBORAH DAY EMERSON
‘GREGG J. KINKLEY ;
- Attorneys for the Department of Busmess
- Economic Development & Tourism

By //’ /%‘"

By

By /@W/EW\/

" CARRIEK. S. OKINAGA

GORDON D. NELSON
Attorneys for the City and County of
Honolulu :

,ALINC‘OLN T. ASHIDA

.~ WILLIAM V. BRILHANTE, JR.

“Attorneys for the County of Hawaii -

- WARREN S. BOLLMEIER II

Hawaii Renewable Energy Alliance

‘By

By By
- HENRY Q CURTIS CARL FREEDMAN
- Life of the Land Haiku Design & Analysis
By .
JOHN N. REI CHRIS MENTZEL

Sopogy, Inc.

Clean Energy Maui LLC-



/

By

By _

SANDRA-ANN Y H. WONG

ERIK KVAM - _ ,
Zero Emlssmns Leasing LLC ~ Attorney for Alexander & Baldwm Inc ,
: o through it 1v181on Hawauan Commermal &
Sugar g
By By /|
DOUGLAS A. CODIGA GE/RALD A. SUMIDA -

Attorney for Blue Planet Foundation:

TIM LUI-KWAN

'NATHAN C.NELSON = = @ -
Attorneys for Hawaii Holdlngs LLC dba Flrst

Wind Hawaii
By By
KENT D. MORIHARA - RILEY SAITO =
KRIS N. NAKAGAWA - The Solar Alliance
SANDRA L. WILHIDE : ’ : -
Attorneys for Maui Land & Pmeapple
Company, Inc.
By By
HARLAN Y. KIMURA MARK DUDA

Attomey for Tawhiri Power LLC

By /%/42:

Hawaii Solar Energy Assoc1at10n

By

THEODORE E. ROBERTS
Sempra Generation

KENT D. MORIHARA |

KRIS N. NAKAGAWA

SANDRA L. WILHIDE ~
Attorneys for Hawaii Bloenergy, LLC



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UT]LITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF HAWAII
In the Matter of )
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION ) Docket No. 2008-0273
Instituting Proceedings to Investigate the )
Implementation of Feed-In Tariffs )
)

STIPULATED PROCEDURAL ORDER
By the Order Initiating Investigation, filed on October 24 2008 (“Order”) the .

‘Commission 1nst1tuted this proceedmg to investigate the 1mplementat10n of feed-in tariffs in the
service terrltorles of Hawanan Electric Company, Inc. (“HECO”) Maui Electric Company,
'v Limited (“MECO”) and Hawa.u Electric nght Company, Inc. (“HELCO”)(collectlvely “HECO
: Compames”).

“As discussed in the Order on October 20, 2008, the Governor of the S’tate of ﬁawaii the
State of Hawaii Department of Business, Economic Development and Tour1sm (“DBEDT”) the
- State of Hawan D1v1s1on of Consumer Advocacy of the Department of Commerce and Consumer
Affairs (“Consumer rAdvocate ") and the HECO Compames entered into a comprehensrve :
- agreement (“Agreement”) designed to move the State away from its dependence on imported k |
fossil fuels for electri‘city and groundvtransportation, and toward “indigenously produced |
renewable energy: and an ethic of energy efﬁciency.”‘1 A product of the Hawaii Clean Energy

Initiative, the Agreement is a commitment on the part of the State and the HECO Companies to

‘.1 * Order at 1-2 (quotations in original)(footnote omitted)



accelerate the addition of new, clean resources on all islands; to transition .the HECOCompanres s e

- away from a mo’del-that enconragesincreased eleCtricity nsage;- and to proyide measuresto assist: .
consumers in reducing t their electricity bill‘s.zl | '

| Included in the Agreement isa commrtment by the HECO Companies to 1mplernent feed—
in tarrffs to accelerate the additron of renewable energy from new sources and to enconrage
increased development of alternatrve energy prOJects. The Order descrlbes a feed-'in tarrff as a =
| “set of standardlzed pubhshed purchased power rates, 1nclud1ng terms and conditions Wthh the i
utlhty will pay for each type of renewable energy resource based on ’prOJect srze fed to the grrd 3 ~

As stated in the Agreement: |

[Fleed-in tariffs are beneficial for the development of renewable energy, as they -
- provide predictability and certainty with respect to the future prices to be paid for
renewable energy and how much of such energy the utility will acquire. The -
parties agree that feed-in tariffs should be designed to cover the renewable energy
producer’s costs of energy production plus some reasonable profit, and that the
benefits to Hawaii from using a feed-in tariff to accelerate renewable energy
development (from lowering oil imports, increasing energy security, and -
increasing both jobs and tax base for the state), exceed the potentral 1ncremental
rents pard to the renewable providers in the short term.*

In their Agreement, the HECO Companies and the Consumer Advocate request that, by k
March 2009, the commission:

conclude an investigative proceeding to determine the best design for feed-in
tariffs that support the Hawaii Clean Energy Initiative, considering such factors as'
categories of renewables, sizes or locational limits for projects qualifying for the.
feed-in tariff, how to manage and identify project development milestones relative -
to the queue of projects wishing to take the feed-in tariff terms, what annual limits
- should apply to the amount of renewables allowed to take the feed-in tariff terms,
what factors to incorporate into the prices set for feed-in tariff payments, and the
terms, conditions, and duration of the feed-in tariff that shall be offered toall -
qualifying renewable projects, and the contmulng role of the Competrtrve Brddlng
Framework ‘

Order at 2 (footnote omrtted)
Order at 2 (quotations in original)(footnote onntted)
Order at 2-3 (footnote omitted)
Order at 3 (footnote omitted)
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. _The HECO Companies and the Consumerl_ AdVocate,also agreed that they would request.
 that the commiission»“adopt a set of feed-in tariffs and prices that implement the conclusions of
i the feed-in tariff investigation by J 1‘11y.2009.”6 | v
| GiVen the HECO Companiesand the Consumer Advocate”s agreements;_the Comumission
found it appropriate to institute this proceeding to adtlress the issues vrelated' to implementation of |
: feed}in tariffs in the HECO Companies’ service territories. In addition, to expedite the process,
the cornmission directed theI-IECO Companies and the ConSUmei Advocate to subtnit to the
commission a joint proposal on feed-in tariffs that addresses all of the factorsr identified in their
Agreement i)yithin sixty days of the date of the Commission’s Ofder. The Co‘r"nmiss'ion direc,tedb
that the joint proposal should take into account the considerations and criteria set forthina ‘
‘scoping paper on feed-in tariffs that will be issued by the cornmissiOn in this docket.7.
Since they were signatories to theAgreement, and will be impacted‘ by the ontcoine of v‘
this investigation, tl‘ie commission named as parties to this bproceeding: HECO, HELCO, MECO,
and the'Consumer Aidvocate.8 |
By its November 28, 2008 Order Granting Intervention (“Ordei Granting,kI,ntevention”),
the Commission granted the motions to intervene as a party of the Department Of Business' :
Economic Development‘And‘ Tourism (“DBEDT”), City And Connty Of Honolulu (“City”),
Connty of Hawaii (“Hawaii County”), Hawaii Renewable Energy_Alliance (“HREA”), vL'ife Qf
' The Land (“LOL”), Haiku Design And Analysis (“Haiku;’), Sopogy, Inc. (“Sopogy”), Clean

- Energy Maui LLC (“Clean Energy”), Zero Emissions Leasing LLC (“Zero Emissi_ons”),

Order at 3 (quotations in original)(footnote omitted)
7 Orderat 3-4 o '
8 Orderat 5-6 ‘



Alexander & Baldwm Through Its Division Hawanan Commercral & Sugar Company
(“HC&S”) Blue Planet Foundat1on (“Blue Planet”), Hawau Holdmgs dba Flrst Wll'ld Hawau ' |
(“First Wind”), Maui Land & P1neapple Cornpany (“Mau1 Land”), The Solar All1ance (“Solar -
' Alliance”) Tawh1r1 Power (“Tawhiri”) Hawau Solar Energy Assoc1at10n (“HSEA”) Sempra :
Generatron (“Sempra”) And Hawaii Bioenergy, LLC (“Hawaii Bioen_ergy ’) (collectively
“Parties”) 2 | | |
| " The Order states that within forty-five days from the date of the Order the Partres shall

file a stipulated procedural order settmg forth the issues, procedures and schedule to govern this |
proceeding. The stipulated procedural schedule that the Pa‘rtlesksubrmt to the comrms‘sion,.-h. : 5
should, to the extent possible, allow the cornmission to complete its deliherations‘and{,‘lis;aue' a -‘ ;
| decision by March 31, 2009. If the Parties are unable to stipulate,’ each.‘ of them shall ﬁle |
proposed orders for the commission’s review and consideration within the same deadline.vl-0 The
Order Granting Intervention extended the deadline for ﬁling a stipulated procedural order until £
, Decernber 22, 2().08.11 }

The parties agree that the following provisions of this Stipulated Procedural Qrder- are
mutually acceptable to each. | | | i |

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS ORDERED that the following Staternent of Issues, Scheduleof | '4

Proceedings, and procedures shall be utilized in this docket.

1. STATEMENT OF THE ISSUES

~ The issues in this docket, which shall be liberally construed within context,are: o

® " Order Granting Intervention at Ordering Paragraph 1

10 Order at 7 _
" Order Granting Intervention at Ordering Paragraph 2.
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. The issues which the Comimssron has 1dent1ﬁed in Exhibit C to'its December 11, 2008
paper entitled “Feed-In Tariffs: Best Design Focusing Hawaii’s Investlgatlon (Scoping
Paper). :

. What if any, modifications are prudent and/or necessary to existing federal or state laws,
. rules, regulations or other requirements to remove any bamers or to otherwise facilitate
the implementation of a feed-in tariff? -

. What is the best design for feed-in tariffs that support the acceleration and increased
development of 1nd1genous renewable energy resources in Hawaii, and their 1ntegrat10n
in the utlhty systems?

. What categorles of renewable energy resources should be e11g1ble to participate in a feed-
in tariff?

5. Should there be any limits on size, or location, or level of interconnection for renewable

energy projects qualifying for the feed-in tar1ff'7 If so, what should those limits be and
how should those limits be set?

6. How should prOJect development milestones relative to the queue of projects wishing to

take the feed-in tariff terms be managed and identified?

.. Should annual limits apply to the amount of renewables allowed to take the feed-in tariff
terms? If so, how would these annual limits be set? How w1ll other renewable prolects

- be treated once these limits are met?

. What factors should be incorporated into the priees set for feed-in tariff payments?

. What should be the terms, 'conditions, interconnection requirements, procedures and
duration of the feed-in tariff that should be available to qualifying renewable providers?

10. What is the continuing role of the Competitive Bidding Framework given any
implementation of a feed-in tariff? : »

11. What should the relationship be between the proposed feed-in tariff and net energy
metering?

12. Whether there should be a process or procedure to ailow for the evaluation of the feed-in
tariff program over time. '



IL SCHEDULE OF PROCEEDINGS

The partres shall adhere to the schedule of proceedings set forth in the Strpulated
‘ Regulatory Schedule hereto attached as Exhibit “A” Notwrthstanding the above the parties , -
 shall have the right to amend the Stipulated Regulatory Schedule as may be agreed in writing and -

approved by the Commission from time to time However the 1ntent of the partres m agreemg to’

a schedule at this time is to promote the efﬁc1ent and cost-effectlve allocation of resources and to R

‘meet the deadlines set forth in the Agreement. Therefore any changes to the schedule should be
proposed only when there is an urgency or substantial competmg neéd that cannot be reasonably SR
~accommodated without a change.

II1. MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS TO FACILITATE AND EXPEDITE
THE ORDERLY CONDUCT OF THESE PROCEEDINGS =~ -

A. Requests for Information _ |

A party to this proceeding‘ may submit 'infOrmation req"uests‘ to another party vvithin the a3 |
time schedule specified in this Stipulated Procedural Order. If a party is unable to provide the.
' information requested within the prescribed time period, itshould SO indicate to the inquiringi -
party as soon as possible. The parties shall then endeavor to agree upon a later date“ forfﬂy
submission of the requested information. If the parties are unable to agree, thevresponding’party,’ :
as applicable, may seek approval for the late submission from the Commission upon a”showingr .
of good cause. Itis then within the Commisslon s discretion to approve or d1sapprove such late
filings and take any addrtronal action that may be appropriate such as extending the date for the
party to respond. |

In lieu of responses to information requests that would require the reproduction of |

voluminous documents or materials (e.g., documents over 50 pages), the documents or materials



‘may be made available for reasohaible inspectiOn and copyingvatia mutually agreeable designated
looation and time. In the event such information is éVailable on computer dis1,<ette or other

| readily nsable electronic medium, the party responding to tlie inforrnation request shail make the
diskette or such electronic medium available to the other parties and the Commission. Subjectto
objections that may be rais.ed. and to the extent practioable, the electronic files for spreadsheets
Will contain all cell references and formulae intact, and will not be converted to values prior to
submission. A party shall not be required, ina response to an information request, to provide
data that is/are already on file with the Commission or otherwise pnrt of the public record. The
responding party shall, in iieu of prodnction ofa dOcument in the public ‘reeord, include in its |
response to the information request an identification o‘f the doeument with reasonable Speciﬁcity
sufticient itoenable the requesting party to locate and copy the document. In addition, a party
vs:hall.not Be required, in a response to an information request, to make cOmputationsk,»compute |
ratios, reclassify,’t_rend, calculate, or otherwise rework data contained in its files or records. :

For each response to an information request, the responding party should identify the
person‘ who is responsible for preparing the response as well as the witnesses who W,:ill be |
responsible for sponsoring the response at the evidentiary hearing.

A party may object to responding to an information request that it deems to be irrelevant, |

~ immaterial, unduly i)urdensome, onerous or repetitious, or where the responsecontains |

~ information claimed to be privileged or subject to protection (confidential information). Ifa

~ party claims that information requested is confidential, and withholds production' of all ora
portion of such confidential information, the party shall: (1) provide information reasonably
sufficient to identify the confidential information withheld from the response, Withour disclosing

privileged or protected information; (2) state the basis for withholding the confidential



information (1nclud1ng, but not hmlted to, the specrﬁc pr1v11ege apphcable or protectron claimed =

for the confidential 1nformat10n and the spemﬁc harm that would befall the party 1f the

1nformation were dlsclosed) and (3) state whether the party is w1111ng to provrde the conﬁdentlal" - ' = N

‘ 1nformat10n to some or all representatlves of the party pursuant to a protective order.‘ o
A party seeking production of documents notwrthstandrng a party S cla1m of
confidentiality, may file a motion to compel productlon w1th the Commlssmn

The responses of each party to 1nformat10n requests shall adhere to a umform system of

numbering agreed upon by the parties. For example the first information request subnntted by | ;

 the Consumer Advocate in thlS docket shall be referred to and dcs1gnated as "CA IR—I . and a.
response to this information request shall be referred to and des1gnated as "Response tQ ’~ :
CA-IR-1." ' | | :

Each response shall be provided on a separate page and é‘hail recite the entire ‘question
asked and set forth the response and/or reference the attachedresponsive docnment, indicating

the name of the respondent for each response.

B. Copies of Documents and Statements of Position

PUBLIC UTILIT]ES COMMISSION - Original + 8 copies
465 South King Street _ _ > S -
First Floor '

Honolulu, HI 96813

CATHERINE P. AWAKUNI : 2 Copies
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR '
DEPT OF COMMERCE & CONSUMER AFFAIRS

DIVISION OF CONSUMER ADVOCACY

P.O. Box 541

Honolulu, Hawaii 96809



'DEAN MATSUURA L : -1 Copy
MANAGER : |
REGULATORY AFFAIRS
HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPAN Y, INC.
P.O. Box 2750
Honoluluy, HI96840-0001

JAY IGNACIO - - 1 Copy
PRESIDENT ' ’ ’
HAWAII ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY, INC

P. 0. Box 1027

-Hilo, HI 96721-1027 -

EDWARD L. REINHARDT o - 1Copy
PRESIDENT - o '
MAUI ELECTRIC COMPANY LTD
P. O. Box 398 :

~ Kahului, HI 96732

THOMAS W. WILLIAMS IR.,ESQ. . 1Copy
PETER Y. KIKUTA, ESQ. : S
DAMON L. SCHMIDT, ESQ.
. GOODSILL, ANDERSON QUINN & STIFEL,
Alii Place, Suite 1800 '
1099 Alakea Street
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 - ‘

Counsel for Hawaiian Electric Company, Inc.,
Maui Electric Company, Llrmted and Hawaii
Electric Light Company, Inc.

~ROD S. AOKL, ESQ. ‘ S . 1Copy
ALCANTAR & KAHL LLP :

120 Montgomery Street

Suite 2200 .

San Francisco, CA 94104

Counsel for Hawaiian Electric Company, Inc.,

Maui Electric Company, Limited, and Hawaii

Electric Light Company, Inc.

MARK J. BENNETT, ESQ. 1 Copy
- DEBORAH DAY EMERSON, ESQ. "

GREGG J. KINKLEY, ESQ.

DEPARTMENT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

- 425 Queen Street

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Counsel for DBEDT



" CARRIE K.S. OKINAGA, ESQ.
'GORDON D. NELSON, ESQ.

DEPARTMENT OF THE CORPORATiON COUNSEL

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU
530 South King Street, Room 110
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

LINCOLN S.T. ASHIDA, ESQ. -
WILLIAM V. BRILHANTE JR., ESQ.
‘MICHAEL J. UDOVIC, ESQ.

DEPARTMENT OF THE CORPORATION COUNSEL

COUNTY OF HAWAII ,
101 Aupuni Street, Suite 325
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

MR. HENRY Q CURTIS

MS. KAT BRADY

LIFE OF THE LAND

76 North King Street, Suite 203
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817

MR. CARL FREEDMAN
HAIKU DESIGN & ANALYSIS
4234 Hana Highway

Haiku, Hawaii 96708

MR. WARREN S. BOLLMEIER I
PRESIDENT v
HAWAII RENEWABLE ENERGY ALLIANCE
46-040 Konane Place, #3816

Kaneohe, Hawaii 96744

DOUGLAS A. CODIGA, ESQ.

SCHLACK ITO LOCKWOOD PIPER & ELKIND' '

TOPA FINANCIAL CENTER

745 Fort Street, Suite 1500

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Counsel for BLUE PLANET FOUNDATION

MR. MARK DUDA

PRESIDENT

HAWAII SOLAR ENERGY ASSOCIATION
P.O. Box 37070

Honolulu, Hawaii 96837
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1 Copy },

"1 Copy -

| ‘1 Copy

1 Copy

1 Copy |

1 Copy

1 Copy




-~ MR.RILEY SAITO . 1 Copy
THE SOLAR ALLIANCE s
73-1294 Awakea Street

Kailua-Kona, Hawaii 96740

JOEL K. MATSUNAGA . - 1Copy
HAWAI BIOENERGY, LL.C - '
737 Bishop Street, Suite 1860- ‘
Pacific Guardian Center, Mauka Tower
" Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 -

KENT D. MORIHARA, ESQ. . 1 Copy
KRIS N. NAKAGAWA, ESQ. e
SANDRA L. WILHIDE, ESQ.

MORIHARA LAU & FONG LLP

841 Bishop Street, Suite 400

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Counsel for HAWAII BIOENERGY, LLC

Counsel for MAUI LAND & PINEAPPLE COMPANY, INC.

MR. THEODORE E. ROBERTS o 1 Copy
SEMPRA GENERATION R

101 Ash Street, HQ 12

San Diego, California 92101

MR. CLIFFORD SMITH ' ' 1 Copy
MAUILAND & PINEAPPLE COMPANY, INC: -
~P.O.Box 187

Kahului, Hawaii 96733

MR. ERIK KVAM _ 1Copy
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER B ‘ ‘
ZERO EMISSIONS LEASING LLC
2800 Woodlawn Drive, Suite 131
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822

JOHN N. REI 1 Copy
SOPOGY INC. :

2660 Waiwai Loop

Honolulu, Hawaii 96819
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GERALD A. SUMIDA,ESQ. , 1 Copy.
- TIM LUI-KKWAN, ESQ. T ‘
~NATHAN C. NELSON, ESQ.’

CARLSMITH BALL LLP

ASB Tower, Suite 2200

1001 Bishop Street

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Counsel for HAWAII HOLDINGS, LLC,

dba FIRST WIND HAWAI

MR. CHRIS MENTZEL AR 1 Copy
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER g 3
CLEAN ENERGY MAUI LLC
619 Kupulau Drive
- Kihei, Hawaii 96753

MR.HARLAN Y.KIMURA,ESQ. 1 Copy

CENTRAL PACIFIC PLAZA ' [

220 South King Street, Suite 1660

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 '

Counsel for TAWHIRI POWER LLC

SANDRA-ANN Y.H. WONG, ESQ. : ~ 1Copy

ATTORNEY AT LAW, ALAW CORPOIU\TION :

1050 Bishop Street, #514

Honolulu, HI 96813

Counsel for ALEXANDER & BALDWIN INC., . |

Through its division, HAWAIIAN COMMERCIAL & SUGAR COMPAN Y L

- C.. Filings; All document's required to be filed with the Cbmmission shall ,cbmply

with the formatting requirements prescribed pursuant to Chapter 61, Subchapter 2, Section 6-61-
16 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure and shall be filed at the office of the |
Commlss1on in Honolulu within the time limit prescrlbed pursuant to Chapter 61 Subchapter 2
Sectlon 6-61-15 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure.

Copies of all documents should be sent to the Commission and Division of Consumer

Advocacy by hand delivery or United States mail (first class, postage prepaid). The Parties
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| ; stipulate and‘avgree that servicé of _documents bétween Parties,'other than docﬁments designated
~as conﬁdentialvpursﬁant to any 'protectiv'e order adopted in this procéeding, shall be scﬁed
e electrohically via e-mail in a portable document format (“pdf’) by 500 p-m. on t.he,déy due. The
: ‘Parti‘es agree to use Word 97, Word 2000 or VWord 2003 as thé stand’a»rd pfogtamniing format for
filings iﬁ this case and wﬂl submit their information fequests to the éther Péfties in this‘fo'rmat.
o ‘TheParties also agree to submit any spreédsheets (e.g., used as wbrkpépcfs or eihibits) in
Miérosoft Exqel format. However, if workpapers, ddcumenfatibn, or e);hibité' atfachéd to any -
filing are not readily available in an electrbnic forrhat, a party Shali not be réquiréd .'tbo‘ convert
such workpapers, documentation, ior exhibits into an elecfrohic'forinat. Al_so, existiﬁg documents | ,
ne‘ed not be converted to_Word 97/Word ZOOOIW ord 2003 as long> as the appliéa'ble férfnat isb
_identified. } | |
D. Communications
Chapfer 61, Subchapter 3, Séction 6-61-29 of the Comnﬁssion’s Rules of Pract_ic¢ and
Pfocedure concerning ex parte communicatiofis is applicable to any communicatiéns between a
party and the Commission.v HoweVer, the Parties may communicatekwith Comn;ission 'couhsel
on matters of practice and procedure’.‘through their own counsel or designated of’ﬁcial.k :
Communic_ationé bgtv&een the Parties should either be thrbugh counsel or thio_ﬁgh
designated representatives. All pleadings, papers, and other documents ﬁled 1n this pro(;eeding
~ shall be served on the opposing party. All motions,v suppbrting memoranda, and the like shali -
also be servedlon opposing counsel. |
E. General
These procedureskare consistent with the orderlyv conduct of this docket. This Stipuléted '

Procedural Order shall control the subséquent course of these proceedings, unless modified by

13



the Parties in writing and approVed by the Cbmﬁlission, or upoh' the bcomnﬁss‘,ion?'s{ci)_‘\?ﬁ(_ motlon =
. ~ This Stipula&:d Procedurai Order ’ma‘y,b,e exechtéd by the ?artiés”in counterparts,each of ) - |
which shéll be deemed an'Q-riginal, and all jbf Wthh taken togcther shéll éoﬁ}stivtu'téy oneand the =
~ same instrument, The Parties may exeéute thié ’S.tipu'lated Prbcgdural Order byfacsumlefor
initial submission to the Commission to be followed by the filing of originals of said facsimile.

pages.

APPROVED AND SO ORDERED THIS |

at Honolulu, Hawaii. '

PUBLIC UTILITES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF HAWAIL

By B , :
Carlito P. Caliboso, Chairman

By

John E. Cole, Commissioner

By

Leslie H. Kondo, Commissione_t 3

-~ APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Stacey Kawasaki Djou
Commission Counsel
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EXHIBIT A
Stipulated Regulatory Schedule : |

Proceeding to Investigate the Implementation of Feed- In Tarlffs
Docket No. 2008-0273 ~

HECO Companies and Consumer Advocate | ~ December 23,2008
Filing to Describe Proposal on Key Feed-In ’ ‘
Tariff Design Issues, Policies and Pricing -

Methodologies
2. 'Parties’ Comments on Commission Scoping December 31, 2008
' Paper ; R ,
30 Respond to Commission Scoping Paper =~ | - January 12, 2009

Appendix C Legal Questions

4. HECO Companies and Consumer Advocate January 14, 2009
: - File Straw Tariff Sheets and Methodologies : v

: Parties’ Informal Questions to be addressed A
5. at Technical Meeting , January 16, 2009

6. Technical Meeting to Explain Tariff Sheets ] anuary 20,2009
‘and Respond to Questions from parties : i

T Respond to Commission Scoping Paper January 26, 2009
Appendices A and C (Non-Legal Questions)

8. Parties’ Comments on Straw Tariff Sheets January 30, 2009
-and/or Simultaneous Distribution of S
Alternative Straw Tariff Sheets

9. Simultaneous Information Requests bythe |  February 6, 2009
Parties (limited to 5 questlons to each party
with no subparts) :

10. Settlement D1scuss10ns February 13, 2009
Simultaneous Response to Information , o -

11. Requests - Februar Yy 27, 2009

12 Filing of Settlement Agreement or | ‘March 13, 2009 -

Simultaneous Statements of Position
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13.

~Commission Completion of Deliberations
and Decision on Design of Feed-in Tariffs

March 31,2009

14.

HECO Companies and Consumer Advocate

Request that the Commission Adopt a Set of |

Feed-In Tariffs and Prices that Implement

- the Commlssmn s Decision

April 24,2000

15.°

Technical Workshop on Tariff Sheets (to-
explain and clarify Tariff sheets to Parties)

May 8; 2009 B

16.

Parties’ Comments on HECO‘Companies

and Consumer Advocate Request that the
Commission Adopt a Set of Feed-In Tariffs
and Prices that Implement the Commlssmn s
Decision

May 29, 2009

17.

HECO Companies and Consumer Advocate '

Reply Comments

July 6,2009

18.

Commission Adoption of Feed-In Tariffs
and Prices that Implement- the Commlssmn s
Decision

July 31, 2009
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE .
The fo:egoing Stipulated Procedural Ordér was served on the date of filing by mail,
| vpc')stage prepaid, and properly addressed or electronically‘transmitted to each such Party.
' CATHERINE P. AWAKUNI S 2 Copies
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR- Via Hand Delivery

DEPT OF COMMERCE & CONSUMER AFFAIRS
- DIVISION OF CONSUMER ADVOCACY

-~ P.O.Box 541

Honolulu, Hawaii 96809

DEAN MATSUURA L » 1 Copy U.S. Mail
MANAGER | | |
REGULATORY AFFAIRS

'HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC.

P.O. Box 2750
Honolulu, HI 96840-0001

JAY IGNACIO L ~ 1Copy U.S. Mail
PRESIDENT . : | |
' HAWAII ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY, INC.

P. 0. Box 1027

Hilo, HI 96721-1027

EDWARD L. REINHARDT ' © 1 Copy U.S. Mail
PRESIDENT

MAUI ELECTRIC COMPANY, LTD.

P. O. Box 398

Kahului, HI 96732

THOMAS W. WILLIAMS, JR., ESQ. - 1 Copy U.S. Mail
PETER Y. KIKUTA, ESQ. ' o :
. DAMON L. SCHMIDT, ESQ.
GOODSILL, ANDERSON QUINN & STIFEL

Alii Place, Suite 1800
1099 Alakea Street
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

ROD S. AOKI, ESQ. v ~ 1 Copy U.S. Mail
'ALCANTAR & KAHL LLP '
120 Montgomery Street
Suite 2200
San Francisco, CA 94104



MARK J. BENNETT, ESQ.
DEBORAH DAY EMERSON, ESQ.
GREGG J. KINKLEY, ESQ.

' DEPARTMENT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

425 Queen Street

- Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

~ Counsel for DBEDT

CARRIE K.S. OKINAGA, ESQ’

GORDON D. NELSON, ESQ. o
DEPARTMENT OF THE CORPORATION COUNSEL
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU :

530 South King Street, Room 110

‘Honolulu Hawaii 9‘6813

LINCOLN S.T. ASHIDA ESQ
WILLIAM V. BRILHANTE JR., ESQ.
MICHAEL J. UDOVIC, ESQ.

DEPARTMENT OF THE CORPORATION COUNSEL

COUNTY OF HAWAIl
101 Aupuni Street, Suite 325
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

MR. HENRY Q CURTIS

MS. KAT BRADY

LIFE OF THE LAND

76 North King Street, Suite 203
- Honolulu, Hawaii 96817

MR. CARL FREEDMAN
HAIKU DESIGN & AN ALYSIS
4234 Hana Highway

Haiku, Hawau 96708

MR WARREN S. BOLLMEIER II
PRESIDENT

HAWAII RENEWABLE ENERGY ALLIANCE
46-040 Konane Place, #3816

Kaneohe, Hawaii 96744

DOUGLAS A. CODIGA, ESQ. '

- SCHLACK ITO LOCKWOOD PIPER & ELKIND
TOPA FINANCIAL CENTER

745 Fort Street, Suite 1500

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 , ’
‘Counsel for BLUE PLANET FOUNDATION

; 1Co‘p’y U.S. Ma.11 e

1 Copy U.S. Mai;ilf-z_ A

'1COPYU'-S-’Maili”{f~ s R T

1 Copy U.S. Mall :

1Copy US.Maill

1 Copy U.S. Mail -

1 Copy U.S. Mail



- MR. MARK DUDA

PRESIDENT

HAWAII SOLAR ENERGY ASSOCIATION
P.O. Box 37070

Honolulu, Hawaii 96837

MR. RILEY SAITO
THE SOLAR ALLIANCE
73-1294 Awakea Street

- Kailua-Kona, Hawaii 96740

JOEL K. MATSUNAGA

HAWAII BIOENERGY, LLC

737 Bishop Street, Suite 1860

Pacific Guardian Center, Mauka Tower
~ Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

' KENT D. MORIHARA, ESQ.
KRIS N. NAKAGAWA, ESQ.

SANDRA L. WILHIDE, ESQ.

MORIHARA LAU & FONG LLP

- 841 Bishop Street, Suite 400

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 _
Counsel for HAWAII BIOENERGY, LLC

Counsel for MAUI LAND & PINEAPPLE CO‘MPANY,'INC.

- MR. THEODORE E. ROBERTS
SEMPRA GENERATION =
101 Ash Street, HQ 12

San Diego, California 92101

MR. CLIFFORD SMITH

MAUI LAND & PINEAPPLE COMPAN Y INC.
- P.O. Box 187 '

Kahului, Hawaii 96733

~ MR. ERIK KVAM
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
ZERO EMISSIONS LEASING LLC

2800 Woodlawn Drive, Suite 131

" Honolulu, Hawaii 96822

1 Copy U.S. Mail

1 Copy U.S. Mail.

1 Copy U.S. Mail

1 Copy U.S. Mail -

1 Copy U.S. Mail

1 Copy U.S. Mail

1 Copy U.S. Mail



JOHN N. REIL R  1CopyUS.Mal

SOPOGY INC.
2660 Waiwai Loop
- Honolulu, Hawaii 96819

~ GERALD A. SUMIDA, ESQ. RS B G  1CopyUS.Mail

TIM LUI-KWAN, ESQ.

NATHAN C. NELSON, ESQ.

CARLSMITH BALLLLP -

ASB Tower, Suite 2200

1001 Bishop Street

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Counsel for HAWAII HOLDINGS, LLC, dba FIRST WIND HAWAII
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