STATE OF NEW YORK
PUBLI C SERVI CE COW SSI ON

CASE 03-E-0188 — Proceeding on Motion of the Comm ssion
Regarding a Retail Renewable Portfolio
St andar d.

RULI NG ESTABLI SHI NG COVMENT PROCEDURES

(I'ssued June 19, 2003)

ELEANCR STEIN, Adm ni strative Law Judge:

| NTRODUCTI ON
The purpose of this Ruling is to establish further
procedures for the next phase of this proceeding, follow ng the
i ntensive coll aborative work carried out by the parties. In
addition, included is the revised statenment of Wbrking
(bj ectives, for parties' comments.

THE WORKI NG GROUP COLLABORATI ON

The active parties in this proceedi ng have dedi cat ed
an extraordi nary anount of tinme and effort to a serious
exam nation of inportant issues which will affect New Yorker’s
envi ronment, devel opnment, and electric rates for years to cone.
Notw t hstanding their diversity of interests, parties reached
useful consensus in sonme areas and refined the collective
under standing of the possibilities and problens in all. Sone
groups continue to work on reaching consensus on their issues
and have defined ongoing col | aborative projects. The
participating parties, and the facilitators, are conmmended for
this inpressive acconplishnent.

There are no further formal plenary coll aborative
Wor ki ng Group neetings schedul ed, although an off-the-record
wor kshop on cost and benefit nethodol ogies will be held on
June 27, 2003.! That said, parties are strongly encouraged to

! Pursuant to the Notice (issued June 9, 2003) this neeting will
take place at 2:00 p.m at the Comm ssion's Al bany offices, in
the 19'" fl oor Boardr oom
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continue to seek agreenent and, in particular, to file comments
jointly in groups representing conmon interests. Anple
opportunity remains to build consensus.

The Worki ng G oups generated sonme consensus and many
approaches. Parties are urged to suggest specific solutions or
alternatives to the problens and suggestions defined by the
wor ki ng groups. In addition, parties are invited to distinguish
bet ween policy issues and inplenentation. This proceeding is
now entering the briefing stage, and the balance of this ruling
wi || establish procedures and schedul es.

THE FORVAT AND OUTLI NE FOR COVVENTS

As indicated in the Ruling on Motion to Anend Conmment
Schedul e (issued June 13, 2003), cost studies wll be filed
July 23, 2003, initial comments in this proceeding wll be filed
on August 15, 2003 and replies on August 26, 2003. In order to
join issue effectively and to facilitate analysis of parties’
coments, parties should adhere to the format and outline for
initial coments circulated to active parties on June 9, 2003.
Reply comments nust, as is customary, track the fornmat of
initial coments.

First, parties need not and should not repeat
argunents they have already made in their March 28, 2003
comments. The March 28, 2003 coments are part of the record in
this proceeding and will be given careful consideration.

Second, parties are free to coment exclusively on the
i ssues affecting their interests, and to | eave parts of the
outline bl ank.

Third, the consensus of working groups, where
applicable, is a starting point. Those not party to a consensus
may propose alternative approaches, but the consensus areas
serve as the reference. Parties should refer to the final
docunents produced by the Working Groups to clarify issues and
identify criteria.

Fourth, parties—+n initial coment filings only—ray
attach exhibits or seek admnistrative notice of public
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docunents. However, parties nust provide the conplete text of
any such docunents, or a link to reference them

Finally, parties may use this opportunity to file
substantive factual subm ssions. Wile many of the issues
di scussed to date in this proceedi ng have been policy- rather
than fact-oriented, subm ssions on specific issues of fact wll
be considered. However, these nust be submtted either in
affidavit formor with a clear indication of the author of and
sources for the opinions contained.? Parties may subnmit factual
information with their initial comments; no new factual issues
may be adduced on reply, but with their reply comments parties
may rebut factual subm ssions already in the record.

THE REVI SED WORKI NG OBJECTI VES
The Working Objectives, revised in response to
parties’ expressed concerns, are as foll ows:

A. Working Target: By the year 2013, at |east 25% of the
electricity retailed in New York will be derived fromrenewabl e
resour ces.

B. Revised Wrking Objectives:

1. New York's Environnent

| mprove New York's environnent, by reducing air
em ssions, including greenhouse gas em ssions, and ot her adverse
environmental inpacts on New York State of electricity
generati on.

2. Ceneration Diversity

Diversify New York State's electricity generation m x
and i nprove energy security and reliability.

2 Parties that have already filed factual submi ssions w thout
attribution to a naned expert or other source nust file either
a statement from an expert adopting those subm ssions or
ei ther otherwi se indicate the author and source of the
i nformation contained in the subm ssion. Unattributed factual
subm ssions will be given appropriate weight.
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3. Econom c Benefits

Devel op renewabl e resources and advance renewabl e
resource technol ogies in, and attract renewabl e resource
generators, manufacturers, and installers to New York State.

4. Equity and Econom c Efficiency

Devel op an econom cally efficient RPS requirenent that
m ni m zes adverse inpact on energy costs, allocates costs
equi tably anong ratepayers, and affords opportunities for
recovery of utility investnent.

5. Conpetitive Neutrality

Devel op an RPS conpatible with conpetition in energy
markets in New York State

6. Admnistrative Fairness and Efficiency

Devel op an RPS that is admnistratively transparent,
efficient, and verifiable.

CONCLUSI ON
In addition to this ruling a high-level inform
summary of the Working Goups' conclusions will be circul ated.
However, parties should rely on and refer to the Wirking G oups'
original docunents for far greater detail as to consensus,
clarification, and joi nder regardi ng issues.

( Sl GNED) ELEANOR STEI N



