
Rooftop Solar (Net Metering) 

CPUC staff have issued a proposed decision that would preserve the most important elements of the net 

metering program, and open it to review again in 2019. We are asking the CPUC to adopt the proposed 

decision and build on it by continuing to expand access to rooftop solar in the future.  The following 

talking points are courtesy of the Vote Solar Coalition, of which 350 Bay Area is a member.  

- Rooftop solar is a great California success story – it’s democratizing our energy system, 
building healthier communities, creating jobs, and making us a leader in climate and 
environmental action.  
 

- It is important to note that this Proposed Decision, which is the result of a thorough 
Commission-led stakeholder process, affirms that net metering with full retail credit is 
the fair and balanced path forward for California energy consumers.  

o It rejects the utilities’ harmful anti-solar proposals and flawed math – and states 
across the country should take note.  

-  
- We thank the PUC for their leadership thus far, and hope that in their final decision they 

will uphold the interests of the majority of Californians – Democrats, Republicans, public 
health professionals, businesses, faith groups, agricultural groups and our low-income 
and environmental justice communities alike - who have spoken up in support of net 
metering and solar progress. 

-  
o Californians want solar options and clean energy progress – (and the utility 

proposals are on the wrong side of history): 
 Californians delivered more than 150,000 petition signatures supporting 

net metering, by far the most public input that the CPUC has received on 
any issue.  

 Social justice organizations, educators, students, local elected officials, 
environmental groups, communities of faith, and Native American tribes 
are all speaking up to keep solar shining in California. It’s truly inspiring.  

 A poll released by the community group Brightline Defense and CalSEIA 
found that the vast majority of Californians – 80% – oppose the utilities’ 
proposals to make going solar more expensive.  

o The job is not done yet. We urge the CPUC to stand strong against utility 
pressure, protect net metering and continue to expand solar access to more 
Californians.  

 

Community Choice Energy (Exit Fees)  

The proposed 95% increase in “exit fees” paid by community choice energy (CCE)  program 
ratepayers to the investor-owned utilities would make CCE programs much less viable, and 
undermine the state’s ambitious clean energy goals. The amount of the increase is not justified 
by PG&E’s actual costs.  



 
 CCE viability: Marin Clean Energy (MCE)  customers alone have collectively paid more 

than $32 million in PCIA fees to PG&E, an amount MCE expects will double in 2016 if the 
proposed decision is adopted. If the increase in exit fees is adopted, for the first time in 
several years, MCE rates would be higher than PG&E rates.  

 California’s clean energy goals: CCE programs give cities and counties an opportunity to 
scale up renewable energy purchases, and installation of local renewables, quickly, and 
can play a key role in supporting the state’s ambitious clean energy targets. Many CCE 
programs have levels of renewable energy supply that greatly exceed those of the 
utilities. For example, Marin Clean Energy bought 56% of its energy from renewable 
sources last year, compared to 27% for PG&E.  

 The exit fees are intended to compensate the IOUs for contracts to buy energy that they 
have already entered into for customers that are now served by the CCE. However, 
PG&E has earned more than $1 billion from re-selling energy as a result of contracts of 
this nature (including those for direct-access industrial customers). The fee increase is 
not justified by PG&E’s actual transactions and profits, and the CPUC should reject the 
proposed increase, and instead conduct a detailed analysis of PG&E’s transactions to set 
the fee at an appropriate level.  

 
BONUS: Aliso Canyon 
If you have time and can integrate with the clean energy topics, consider making a simple 

statement, like....."As we work to move the state to a clean energy future, free of fossil fuels, 

the CPUC should enact strong regulations to prevent another disastrous methane leak like the 

one at Aliso Canyon, which undermines our progress in lowering carbon emissions." 


