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Case Background

On January 21, 2010, Tampa Electric Company (TECO) filed a petition for approval of
revisions to the insurance and indemnification sections of its interconnection agreements for ion-
export parallel operators and Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 renewable generators, and associated tariff
sheets number 8.1015 — 8.1130. The standard interconnection agreement for non-export parallel
operators was approved by Order No. PSC-08-0658-TRF-EI, 1ssued October 7, 2008, in Docket
No. 080254-El, In re: Petition for approval of standard interconnection agreement for non-
export, parallel operators, by Tampa Electric Company. On May 7, 2008, TECO petitioned for
approval of standard interconnection agreements for expedited interconnection of customer-
owned renewable generation and associated net metering tariff, which was approved by Order
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No. PSC-08-0624-TRF-EJ, issued September 24, 2008." The proposed amendments requested
are intended to allow customers to: (1) self-insure as an alternative to the insurance requirement;
(2) provide a degree of flexibility for affected customers to self-insure; and (3) add fairness and
symmetry to the indemnity portion of the agreement.

The Commission has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to Sections 366.04, 366.05,
366.81, 366.82, 366.91, and 366.92, Florida Statutes (F.S.)

In Docket Nos. 080255-El, In re: Petition for approval of standard interconnection agreements for expedited
interconnection of customer-owned renewable generation and associated net metering tariff, by Tampa Electric
Company; 080257-El, In re: Petition for approval of net metering tariff, new interconnection agreements, and
modification of various related tariff sheets, by Progress Energy Florida, Inc.; 080260-EIl, In re; Petition for
approval of standard interconnection agreements for Tier 1 through Tier 3 customer-owned renewable generation
systems and revisions to tariff sheets iv, 4.2, 4.16, and 9.1, by Gulf Power Company; and 080265-EI, In re: Petition
for approval of net metering tariff and standard interconnection agreements, by Florida Power & Light Company.
Docket No. 080294-El, In re: Petition for approval of standard interconnection agreements for customer-owned
renewable generation systems, by Florida Public Utilities Company.
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Issue 1: Should the Commission suspend TECO’s proposed standard interconnection
agreement for non-export, parallel operators and associated tariffs?

Recommendation: Yes. (L Gilbert)

Staff Analysis: Pursuant to Section 366.06(3), F.S., the Commission may withhold consent to
the operation of all or any portion of a new rate schedule, delivering to the utility requesting such
approval, within 60 days, a reason or written statement of good cause for withholding its consent.
Staff recommends that the tariff be suspended. Suspending the tariff will allow staff adequate
time to review the standard interconnection agreement and associated tariff so that staff can bring
back a fully informed recommendation for the Commission’s review. Staff believes that this
reason constitutes good cause consistent with the requirement of Section 366.06(3), F.S.
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Issue 2: Should this docket be closed?

Recommendation: No. If the Commission approves Issue 1, the docket should remain open to
allow staff adequate time to review the filing and bring a recommendation back to the
Commission on the merits of the filing. (M. Brown)

Staff Analysis: This docket should remain open pending the Commission’s final decision on
the proposed tariff revision.




