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The Institute for Policy Integrity at New York University School of Law (“Policy
Integrity”) appreciates the opportunity to submit the following comments to Connecticut’s
Department of Energy and Environmental Protection (DEEP) and Public Utilities Regulatory
Authority (PURA) regarding the Draft Outline of the Study of the Value of Distributed Energy
Resources (DERs) in response to the August 29, 2019 Notice and Request for Comments
(Notice) issued in the above-captioned proceeding. Policy Integrity is a non-partisan think tank
dedicated to improving the quality of government decisionmaking through advocacy and
scholarship in the fields of administrative law, economics, and public policy. 1
1.
Section 6 of Public Act 19-35, An Act Concerning a Green Economy and
Environmental Protection, directs DEEP and PURA to jointly study the value of DERs in
Connecticut. The Draft Outline proposes to focus on just five technology use cases, three behindthe-meter (BTM)—solar PV, energy storage, and fuel cells—and two in-front-of-the-meter
(FTM)—solar PV and energy storage. However, as the August 29th Notice recognizes, the Study
should be “inclusive of all technology use cases that are relevant to state policy.” Policy
Integrity’s comments, which recommend the addition of two more technology use cases,
recognize the need to strike a balance between the competing priorities of focus and inclusion.
2.
Before turning to those proposed additional technology use cases, Policy Integrity
responds to Paragraph 1(a) of the Notice, which asks commenters to indicate whether one or
more of the five technology use cases included in the Draft Outline is more relevant to evaluate
than the others. Policy Integrity does not believe that a particular technology use case is more
relevant. However, given that two of the proposed technology use cases consider energy storage,
we encourage DEEP and PURA to recognize that storage can be but is not necessarily a source
of emissions reductions. 2 As California and New York have learned through experience and
analysis, assessing the potential of energy storage to avoid emissions requires consideration of
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marginal emissions rates during charging and discharging times. 3 The Study should not,
therefore, assume that storage will reduce emissions and should instead evaluate how marginal
emissions rates would respond to storage deployments.
3.
Paragraph 1(b) of the Notice invites commenters to argue for the evaluation of
one or more additional technology use cases. In response, Policy Integrity suggests that the Study
should evaluate the additional technology use cases listed in table 1.
Table 1. Additional Technology Use Cases to Evaluate.
Technology Use Case
(i) BTM solar-plus-storage

(ii) FTM solar-plus-storage

Details
 Co-located assets to be operated in coordination.
 Similar to BTM solar PV and BTM energy storage in terms
of expected scale, ownership, and applications (e.g.,
residential, commercial).
 Co-located assets to be operated in coordination, and in
collaboration with a utility.
 Similar to FTM solar PV and FTM energy storage in terms
of expected scale, ownership, and applications (e.g., utility,
MUSH, large commercial, industrial).

4.
Research and practical experiences from around the U.S. have demonstrated that
it is often as or more cost-effective to install and operate DERs in combination than as
standalone resources. 4 As Regulatory Assistance Project researchers explain in their August
2019 report, Capturing More Value From Combinations of PV and Other Distributed Energy
Resources, DER combinations can yield “synergistic opportunities” that are more valuable than
the sum of what the individual DERs can offer. 5 These general conclusions derive from research
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mostly focused on states other than Connecticut, but still provide a notable and relevant
background for Connecticut-specific evaluation. 6
5.
The DER combinations in table 1 are relevant to the Study for two reasons. The
first stems from trends in the marketplace for DERs, such as falling capital and installation costs,
and a steadily improving understanding of how DER combinations can yield more valuable
versions of whatever function each individual DER might perform. Responses to Connecticut’s
2018 zero carbon energy resources RFP demonstrate how falling costs and recognized
functionality are already evident in project proposals developed to serve Connecticut customers. 7
Specifically, nearly half of the 71 solar PV bid packages submitted in response to that RFP
included co-located storage resources. 8 In addition, the relatively high demand charges included
in Connecticut electricity tariffs make BTM solar-plus-storage likely to be a more valuable
economic option for many residential and commercial customers than standalone solar or
storage. 9
6.
The second reason is alignment with the objectives for state energy policy that
were codified in Connecticut’s 2018 Comprehensive Energy Strategy, including cost-effective
deployments of zero-carbon resources, improved energy efficiency, and improved resilience. 10
As recent reports explain, both BTM and FTM installations of solar and storage can potentially
perform a wider range of functions than standalone solar or storage, and can often do so more
cost-effectively. 11 Combining solar and storage can also contribute more effectively to resilience
than standalone installations because BTM solar-plus-storage, unlike standalone BTM solar PV,
can generally operate during grid outages. 12
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7.
In conclusion, just as evaluating BTM and FTM solar-plus-storage is likely to add
important insights to the Study, omitting their evaluation would mean leaving their potential
value—in comparison both to other DERs and to centralized resources—obscure. While ignoring
these resource combinations is not certain to impede the development of a sound DER
compensation scheme, it could impair future efforts to integrate DER combinations into that
scheme.
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