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ESTABLISHING A PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE FOR THE FIRST REVIEW POINT 

By this Order, the Public Utilities Commission 

("Commi ss ion") establis hes a pro c edura l s chedule t o r evi ew t he 

f irst integrated grid planning ("IGP") revi ew p o int f iled b y 

HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC., HAWAII ELECTRI C LIGHT COMPANY, 

INC., a nd MAUI ELECTRIC COMPANY , LIMITED (c o llec tive l y 

"Hawaiian Elec tric") . 1 

1The Pa r t i e s to t hi s p r oceedi ng a r e Hawai i a n El ect ri c , 
t h e DIVISION OF CONSUMER ADVOCACY ( " Con s ume r Advocate "), 
a n ex offi c i o pa rt y , a nd the Int e r v e no r s : (1) LI FE OF THE LAND; 
(2 ) ENERGY I SLAND; (3 ) COUNTY OF HAWAII ; (4) HAWAII PV COALI TION; 
( 5 ) HAWAII SOLAR ENERGY ASSOCIAT I ON ; ( 6 ) PROGRESSION HAWAII 
OFFSHORE WI ND, LLC ; (7 ) ULUPONO I NI TI ATIVE , LLC ; a nd 
( 8 ) BLUE PLANET FOUNDAT ION. 



I. 

BACKGROUND 

On July 12, 2018 , the Commission opened t h is 

docket to investigate the IGP process. 2 On January 19, 20 21, 

Hawaii an El e ctric fil e d its f irs t IGP r evi ew p oin t ("First Revi ew 

Point") . 3 The Commission sets the f o llowing p rocedural sched ule 

t o a i d in i ts eva l uati o n of the First Revi ew Po int . 

II. 

PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE 

Procedural Step Deadline Date 

Consumer Advo cate ' s and I ntervenors ' Febru ary 2 5 , 202 1 
Comme nts on t h e First Revi ew Point 

Hawaiian El ect r i c's Repl y Comments March 4 , 202 1 

The Commission notes that t his sch edul e contempl ates a 

l o nger review p eriod than Hawaiian El ectri c ' s request t o receive 

Commission f eedback o n the First Review Point within 3 0 d ays , 

to a llow Hawaii an El ectric " to incorpo r ate a ny f eedback into t h e 

f ina l IGP inputs a nd assumptions . " 4 However , t h e Commi ss ion h as 

2See Orde r No . 355 69 , " I n s tituting a Pr o ceeding t o I nvestigate 
I ntegr ated Grid Pl anning , " filed o n J ul y 1 2 , 2018 . 

3 See "Hawa ii a n El ectri c Compa ni es Updated I GP Wo r kp lan & 
Revi ew Point , " f il e d on Janua r y 1 9 , 2021. 

4 First Review Point a t 1 . 
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already c a utioned Hawaiian Electric that 30 days may not be 

sufficient time for meaningful review, and that the Commissio n may 

solicit feedback from the Parties to this docket. 5 Based on the 

Commission's initial review of the First Review Point, 

the Commission believes that feedback from the Parties 

will s ignifica ntly a id the Commission in its r evi ew . The r e for e , 

the Commission establishes a procedural schedules that affords the 

Consumer Advocate and the I ntervenors an opportunity to comment o n 

Hawaiian El ectri c ' s Fi rs t Revi ew Point In doing so , the Commis s ion 

asks the Consume r Advocate a nd Inte r venor s to answe r the following 

ques tio n s as a part o f their comment s : 

1 . Refer enc e: First Rev i ew Point , Exhibi t A . 1 . I s the 

baseline set of forecasts and assumpti o n s proposed in Ex hibit A.l 

of the First Revi ew Po int a r easonabl e starting point for 

IGP l ong - term planning? I f so , why? I f not , why not? I f more 

information is necessary t o answer this question , please explain . 

2 . Re f erence : Firs t Review Poi n t, Exhibi t A . l . 

Does t h e First Revi ew Po int , Ex hibit A.l (i. e ., the draft inputs 

and assumptions ) s ufficiently incorporate stakeholde r feedback , 

or t ransparently expl ain why it did not , consistent with 

5 See Order No . 367 25 , "Providing Guidance ," ("Order 
No . 36725" ) fil ed on November 4 , 2019 , at 13 . 
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Commi s sion guida nce? 6 If not, wh a t stakeholder f eedback should it 

incorpo rat e , or e xpl a in the rejection o f? Should Hawaiian El e ctric 

reconvene any Working Groups to further deve lop and i n corporate 

stakeholder feed back? 

3 . Re f erence: First Rev iew Po i n t, Exhibit A.1. 

Please explain if the Commi ss ion s hould appr ove , r e j ect, or modify 

the I GP inputs and ass umptions pre sented in the Fi rs t Revi ew Poi nt, 

Exhibit Al , and s pecificall y identify any modifications that 

s hould be r e quired before approval. 

4 . Re f e r e n c e : Firs t Re v i e w Point at 5- 6 . 

Hawaii a n Elec tri c e xplains tha t the unma n aged electri c v ehi c le 

charging assumption is incorporated int o the baseline forecas t and 

the outcomes f r om managed charg ing wil l the n modify this forecast 

bas e d on specifi c program prov i s i ons . I s thi s a r easonabl e way 

for Hawaiian Electric to treat e l e ctric vehicl e charging? 

I f so , why? If not , why not? I f more information is necessary to 

answer thi s question , please explain . 

5 . Re f erence : First Revi ew Point at 9 . 

Hawaiian El e ctric proposes not to include energy efficiency, 

distributed energy resources , or electrification of transportation 

t ariffs , and programs f r om ongoi ng Commi ss i o n docket s i n 

6See Order No . 3 7 4 1 9 , "Providing Guidance , " fil ed on 
Nov ember 5 , 2020 , at 13- 14 . 
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this first IGP cycle. Please explain if it is appropriate for 

Hawaiian Electric to wait until the nex t IGP cycle to include these 

tariffs a nd programs. If not, please propose a remedy. Please be 

as specific as possible. 

6 . Re f erence: First Rev iew Point at 10 , 30. 

The IGP Workpl a n proposed to c ons ide r programs concurre nt with the 

request for information ( "RFI") step within the competitive 

p rocurement p rocess. 7 The First Review Point inc ludes a p r oposed 

updated sourcing proce ss that appears t o indicate that 

Hawaii a n El e ctric will source s olutions so l e ly through procure me nt 

firs t. Then Hawaiian Electri c would con s ider near term needs no t 

met through procurement in a f o llow- on procurement and/or program 

o r tariff. I s i t appropriate for Hawa ii a n El ectri c to sour ce 

solut i ons v i a proc ure me nts b e for e conside ring pri c ing and 

programs? Should Hawaiian Electric c o mpare solutions source d 

through pricing , programs, and procurements simul t aneously? 

7. Re ference : First Review Point a t 12 . 

Wo uld r et ros p ect i ve eva l uati o n of I GP d e live r a b l e s by t h e n ewl y 

7 See "Pl a nning Hawaii ' s Grid fo r Fut u r e Ge n e r ation s ; 
Integrated Grid Planning Workpl a n , Decembe r 1 4 , 201 8" 
("IGP Workplan " or "Workpl an") f il e d on Decembe r 1 4 , 201 8 , at 26 
(stating "[ t ]he IGP pro c ess will u se t he f ull s ui t e of option s in 
sou rcing resources (energy and capacity s e rvi ces ), ancil l ary and 
T&D non-wires services , inc luding RFI , RFP , programs and 
developing new ta r i ffs . ") . 
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formed Stakeholder Technical Working Group prov ide benefits 

commensurate with the additional time spent? 

8 . Reference: First Review Point at 200 - 207. Is this 

response from the Technical Advisory Panel sufficient to p rovide 

independent review? 8 If not, what additional independent review 

would b e appropri a t e ? 

As noted a b ove, this list of questi o ns i s n o t exclusive, 

and the Commission encourages the Parties t o be mo re expansive in 

their comments, a nd address any aspect of the Firs t Review Point. 

The Consume r Advocat e a nd Inte r venors ma y fil e comme nt s on the 

Firs t Review Point by February 25, 2 021. Hawa iian Elec tric may 

file reply comments by March 4, 2 021 . In its reply comments, 

Hawa iian Electric may addr ess these questions and any e lement of 

t h e Cons ume r Adv ocate ' s or I nt e rve nors ' comme nt s . 

8 See Order No . 367 2 5 a t 11 - 1 2 (s t a ting " [f] o r the s t akeho l der 
p r ocess out lin e d in t he Workplan t o effective ly s e rve as a 
r eplaceme nt for inde p e nde nt evaluat i o n , t h e Techni ca l Advisory 
Pa n e l woul d h ave to t ake an act i ve rol e i n a n a l y z ing , 
eva luating , a nd providing publi c f eedback on Workin g Gr o up 
activities and Rev iew Po int fi l ings . the [C] o mmissi o n e xpects 
[Hawaiian Electric ] t o use the Technica l Advisory Pa n el t o provide 
indep endent r eview of e ach Review Point fil ing [.]"). 
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III. 

ORDERS 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS : 

1 . The f oregoing procedural schedule shall govern the 

Commission ' s review o f the Firs t Review Point . 

FEBRUARY 4, 2021DONE at Honolulu , Hawaii 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF HAWAII 

APPROVED AS TO FORM : 

Mike S . Wallerstein 
Commission Counsel 

2018-0165.ljk 

2018 - 0165 7 
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