KEEGAN WERLIN LLP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
99 HIGH STREET, SuitTe 2900
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02110 TELECOPIER:
e B617)951- 1354

(617)951-1400

February 4, 2022
VIA HAND DELIVERY & ELECTRONIC MAIL

Luly E. Massaro, Commission Clerk
Rhode Island Public Utilities Commission
89 Jefferson Boulevard

Warwick, RI 02888

RE: Docket 4770 — Application of The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National
Grid for Approval of a Change in Electric and Gas Base Distribution Rates

Dear Ms. Massaro:

On behalf of The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National Grid (“the Company”),
enclosed are the Company’s responses to the Second Set of Data Requests issued by the Public
Utilities Commission regarding the Company’s Direct Current Fast Charging Discount Tariff
Advice filing.

Sincerely,

dm b falide

John K. Habib, Esq.

Cc:  Dkt. 4770 Service List
Bonnie Raffetto, Esq.
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The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National Grid

RIPUC Docket No. 4770B

IN RE: The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a National Grid — Electric and Gas

Distribution Rate Filing — Review of Deferral Balance Related to
Special Sector Program (Amended Settlement Agreement Section 20)
Responses to Commission’s Second Set of Data Requests

Issued on January 14, 2022

Request:

Referencing the Company’s response to PUC 1-2, please provide supporting detail for the
Capital Investment Expense related to the Charging Demonstration in the following categories:

a. Make ready work in RY 1, 2, 3.

b. Forecasted make ready work to achieve targets approved by Commission in Amended
Settlement Agreement.

c. Incremental make ready work above the targets approved in the Amended Settlement
Agreement in Rate Years 4-7.

Response:

a.- c. Please refer to Attachment PUC 2-1. Page 1 summarizes the actual and projected make -
ready capital investments placed or to be placed into service during Rate Year (RY) 1 through
RY 7 (Lines 1 through 7) and the related revenue requirements on that investment (Line 22) as
provided in the Company’s response to PUC 1-2. The Company has also provided on Page 1
(Lines 12 through 16) the make-ready investments approved to achieve targets included in the
Amended Settlement agreement, along with the approved revenue requirement on that
investment (Line 23). On Page 2 of Attachment PUC 2-1, the RYs 1, 2 and 3 actual EDC Make
Ready and Premise Make Ready capital costs are presented by expense types as well as by
average cost per port.

Prepared by or under the supervision: Anthony Carloni and Melissa Little



The Narragansett Electric Company
d/b/a National Grid
CHARGING DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM

The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National Grid

R.I.P.U.C. Docket No. 4770B

IN RE: The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a National Grid — Electric and Gas

Distribution Rate Filing — Review of Deferral Balance Related to
Special Sector Program (Amended Settlement Agreement Section 20)
Attachment PUC 2-1

Page 1 of 2

(a) (b) () (d) (e) (D=(d)=+(e) (€3] (h) (O] (j)=sum of (a) ~(c)+
ACTUAL/PROJECTED CAPITAL INVESTMENT sum of (H)~(i)
Actual Projected
RY1 RY2 RY3 RY3 Applicants | RY4 Applicants RY4 Total RY5 RY6 RY7 Total
Charging EDC Make ready $1,434 $106,765 $55,745 $326,693 $305,180 $631,873 $305,180 $305,180 $305,180 $1,711,357
Infrastructure Premise Make Ready $123,870 $1,461,801 $801,468 $974,336 $2,611,451 $3,585,787 $2,611,451 $2,611,451 $2,611,451 $13,807,279
CAPEX spending Labor $17,891 $115,101 $108,918 $108,918 $108,918 $108,918 $108,918 $108,918 $677,582
Total $143,195 $1,683,667 $966,131 $1,301,029 $3,025,549 $4,326,578 $3,025,549 $3,025,549 $3,025,549 $16,196,218
(a) (b) (©) (d=(a)+(b)+(c)
APPROVED CAPITAL INVESTMENT
Approved
RY1 RY2 RY3 Total
Charging EDC lMake ready $136,285 $340,713 $885,854 $1,362,852
Infrastructure Premise Make Ready $323,142 $807,855 $2,100,422 $3,231,419
CAPEX spending Labor $365,321 $270,627 $276,040 $911,988
Total $824,748 $1,419,195 $3,262,316 $5,506,259
(a) (b) (©) (d) (e) ® (€] (h)=sum of (a) ~(g)
REVENUE REQUIREMENT ON CAPITAL INVESTMENT
Actual Projected
RY1 RY2 RY3 RY4 RYS RY6 RY7 Total
Actual/Projected $8,897 $126,241 $334,084 $670,057 $1,218,586 $1,617,572 $1,998,672 $5,974,109
Approved $47,102 $201,799 $516,607 $516,607 $516,607 $516,607 $516,607 $2,831,936

Column Notes:
Lines 4 through 7
Att. PUC 1-2, Page 7, Lines 1 through 5
Att. PUC 1-2, Page 10, Lines 1 through 5
Att. PUC 1-2, Page 13, Lines 1 through 5
Att. PUC 1-2, Page 16, Lines 1 through 5
Att. PUC 1-2, Page 19, Lines 1 through 5
Att. PUC 1-2, Page 22, Lines 1 through 5
Att. PUC 1-2, Page 25, Lines 1 through 5

(2)
(b)
()
®
(8)
(h)
@)

Line Notes:

22 (a) through (c) = Att. PUC 1-2, Page 2, Line 7; (d) = Att. PUC 1-2, Page 3, Line 7; (e) through (g) = Att. PUC 1-2, Page 4, Line 7

Lines 13 through 16

(a)
(b)
©

23 RIPUC Docket Nos. 4770/4780, Compliance Attachment 5.1, Page 1 of 10, Line 20
Approved recoveries in Rate Years 4 through 7 assume recovery continues at Rate Year 3 levels until the Company's next distribution rate plan becomes effective.

RIPUC Docket Nos
RIPUC Docket Nos
RIPUC Docket Nos.

. 4770/4780, Compliance Attachment 5.1, Page 2 of 10, Lines 1 through 5
. 4770/4780, Compliance Attachment 5.1, Page 4 of 10, Lines 1 through 5
. 4770/4780, Compliance Attachment 5.1, Page 6 of 10, Lines 1 through 5




The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a National Grid
Re: ELECTRIC TRANSPORTATION INITIATIVE

Power Sector Transformation (PST)

Rate Years Ending August 31, 2019 - 2021 Investment

(a)
EDC Costs (Make-Ready)
Expense Type RY1
AFUDC $5
Contractor and Consultant $740
Labor and Benefit $578
Material
Overhead $112
Transportation
Grand Total
EDC Cost by Project
Level 2 Port
DCFC Port
Number of Ports
Level 2 Port
DCFC Port
Average EDC Cost per Port
Level 2 Port
DCFC Port

$1,434

Premise Work Costs (Make-Ready)
Expense Type RY1
AFUDC
Contractor
Overhead
Total $123,870
Premise Work Cost by Project
Level 2 Port
DCEFC Port
Average Premise Work Cost per Port
Level 2 Port
DCFC Port
Total average Make Ready Cost per Port
Level 2 Port
DCFC Port

$123,870

Line notes:

3~8
9
11
12
14,15
17
18

(b)

RY2
$280
$9,040
$58,592
$9,177
$19,275
$10,399
$106,765

RY2
$1,461,801

$1,461,801

Per Company's books
Sum of Lines 3 through 9
Per Company's records

©

RY3

$201

$3,856

$27,433

$9,492

$11,282

$3,480

$55,745

RY3
$45,209
$667,457
$88,803
$801,468

22~24 Per Company's books

25 Sum of Lines 22 through 24

15 Per Company's records

The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National Grid

R.I.P.U.C. Docket No. 4770B
IN RE: The Narragansett Electric Company
d/b/a National Grid — Electric and Gas
Distribution Rate Filing — Review of Deferral Balance Related to
Special Sector Program (Amended Settlement Agreement Section 20)
Attachment PUC 2-1

(d)

Page 2 of 2

Total

$486
$13,636
$86,603
$18,670
$30,669
$13,880
$163,944

$55,518
$108,426

281
12

$198
$9,036

Total

$45,209
$2,253,128
$88,803
$2,387,139

$1,837,340
$549,799

$6,539
$45,817

$6,736
$54,852

Line 9- Line 11

Docket No. 4770-B ETI Testimony, Page 15, Table 2
Line 11+ Line 14

Line 12+ Line 15

16
30
31
33
34

Line 9- Line 11
Line 27+ Line 14
Line 28+ Line 15
Line 17 + Line 30
Line 18 + Line 31



The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National Grid

RIPUC Docket No. 4770B

IN RE: The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a National Grid — Electric and Gas

Distribution Rate Filing — Review of Deferral Balance Related to
Special Sector Program (Amended Settlement Agreement Section 20)
Responses to Commission’s Second Set of Data Requests

Issued on January 14, 2022

Request:

Is the Company unilaterally reallocating funding between Electric Transportation Initiative (ETI)
programs or between capital and O&M in Rate Year 4 and beyond?

Response:

The Company is not unilaterally reallocating funding between Electric Transportation Initiative
(ETI) programs or between capital and O&M in Rate Year 4 and beyond. RY4 mirrors RY 3
ETI funding levels in accordance with the Amended Settlement Agreement and the extension
approved by the Division on June 30, 2021. Please also see the Company’s response to PUC
Data Request 2-21.

Prepared by or under the supervision: Anthony Carloni



The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National Grid

RIPUC Docket No. 4770B

IN RE: The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a National Grid — Electric and Gas

Distribution Rate Filing — Review of Deferral Balance Related to
Special Sector Program (Amended Settlement Agreement Section 20)
Responses to Commission’s Second Set of Data Requests

Issued on January 14, 2022

Request:
Referencing Bates page 59 of the Amended Settlement Agreement, does the Company agree the

Commission approved funding in rates to support the number of ports listed in each chart? If
not, why not?

Response:

Yes, the Company agrees that the Commission approved funding in rates to support the number
of ports listed in each chart on Bates page 59.

Prepared by or under the supervision: Anthony Carloni



The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National Grid

RIPUC Docket No. 4770B

IN RE: The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a National Grid — Electric and Gas

Distribution Rate Filing — Review of Deferral Balance Related to
Special Sector Program (Amended Settlement Agreement Section 20)
Responses to Commission’s Second Set of Data Requests

Issued on January 14, 2022

Request:

Referencing the ETI Rate Year 3 Annual Report (Nov. 3, 2021), Section 2.2, Table 1, please
confirm that if the RY 3 approved ports are activated, the Company will have achieved 299 ports
out of the 320 target ports.

Response:

The Company is projecting to achieve 299 Level 2 ports for Rate Years 1 through 3 out of the
targeted 320 Level 2 ports if all the RY3 approved ports are activated.

Prepared by or under the supervision: Anthony Carloni



The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National Grid

RIPUC Docket No. 4770B

IN RE: The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a National Grid — Electric and Gas

Distribution Rate Filing — Review of Deferral Balance Related to
Special Sector Program (Amended Settlement Agreement Section 20)
Responses to Commission’s Second Set of Data Requests

Issued on January 14, 2022

Request:

Referencing Section 2.5 of the ETI Rate Year 3 Annual Report, is the Company proposing to add
an additional 252 Level 2 ports in Rate Year 4?

a. If so, what is the basis for adding ports in excess of the 320 for which funding was
approved? What was the basis for the Rate Year 4 goals?

b. Please include documentation supporting the need for the additional chargers above the
originally approved funding for 320 in light of the fact that the EV adoption rate has been
below the expected targets (Section 2.9 Table).

c. Were the Rate Year 4 Goals ever presented to the Commission for funding approval? If
not, why not?

Response:
a. Yes, the Company is proposing to add an additional 252 Level 2 ports in Rate Year 4 in

excess of the 320. Please see the Company’s response to Data Request 2-21 regarding the
basis for the extension of the ETI program under the existing terms and conditions of the
current Rate Plan at Rate Year 3 levels until new base distribution rates are in effect. In
accordance with the ASA and the Division’s approval, the Company utilized the Rate Year 3
budgets and the segment goals established per the ASA to calculate the Rate Year 4 segment
goals. The Company used the following guidelines to calculate the Rate Year 4 goals, which
were shared during a Technical Session on September 24, 2020:

e The Rate Year 4 budget is based on the Rate Year 3 budget, as outlined in the ASA;

e Actual installations costs from Rate Years 1 and 2 were used instead of the estimated
costs in the original budgets;

e The Rate Year 4 budget is allocated similarly to the Rate Year 1-3 budget with 2/3 for
Level 2 sites and 1/3 for DCFC sites;

e All segments from Rate Year 1-3 are included in the Rate Year 4 goals; and

e The Rate Year 1-3 ports per segment ratios are the same in Rate Year 4 to the extent
possible.

Prepared by or under the supervision: Anthony Carloni



The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National Grid

RIPUC Docket No. 4770B

IN RE: The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a National Grid — Electric and Gas

Distribution Rate Filing — Review of Deferral Balance Related to
Special Sector Program (Amended Settlement Agreement Section 20)
Responses to Commission’s Second Set of Data Requests

Issued on January 14, 2022

The table below is a comparison of Rate Year 1-3 Goals and Rate Year 4 Goals.

Proposed Targets for EV Charging Infrastructure Program

Segment R¥1-3 Ports Goal Ports Ratio RY4 Ports Goal Ports Ratio TOTAL

ICorporate light-duty fleet 24 2% 8% 5 195,200
IGovernment light-duty fleet 24 29 8% 5 185,200
Public transit stations 60 19% 18% S 448,960|
Environmental Justice 36 11% 11% S 382,606
MUD 36 11% 11% S 299,180
Workplaces 140 44% 44% 5 1,073,600
Total L2 Ports 320 $ 2,600,836
Segment RY1-3 Ports Goal Ports Ratio RY4 Ports Goal Ports Ratio  TOTAL

IMunicipal school buses 3 7% 6% 5 137,150
IOther heavy-duty (port, airport) 8 17% 12% 5 174,300
Rideshare company charging hub 5 11% 12% S 149,300|
Public transit buses 10 22% 29% S 435,750
Public DCFC 20 43% 41% S 435,050
Total DCFC Ports 46 5 1,331,550
RY 4 Totals [$ 3,032,386
RY4 with Labor/Marketing $ 4,261,039

The original “per port” costs in the budget were higher than actual Level 2 projects versus the
actual “per port” numbers, allowing the Company to project to install more ports at a lower cost
in RY4. For DCFC sites, though, the Company has seen per station costs higher than the original
budget because the budget had projected installing 5 stations per site when in RY 1-3 the
Company had seen customers installing either 1 or 2 stations per site.

b. Per the ASA the Company may continue to operate under the existing terms and conditions
of the current Rate Plan at Rate Year 3 levels until new base distribution rates are in effect.
As noted in (a) above the Company calculated its goals based on the Rate Year 3 budgets and
segments. Please also see the Company’s response to PUC Data Request 2-12 for an
explanation of per vehicle per port calculations.

c. The Company presented the Rate Year 4 goals to the Commission during a technical session

on September 24, 2020. The Company also presented the Rate Year 4 goals to the PST
Advisory Committee in September 2020 and presented progress towards the Rate Year 4

Prepared by or under the supervision: Anthony Carloni



The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National Grid

RIPUC Docket No. 4770B

IN RE: The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a National Grid — Electric and Gas

Distribution Rate Filing — Review of Deferral Balance Related to
Special Sector Program (Amended Settlement Agreement Section 20)
Responses to Commission’s Second Set of Data Requests

Issued on January 14, 2022

goals on a monthly basis beginning in September, 2021. The Company also provided the
Rate Year 4 budgets to the Commission in the Company’s response to Docket 4770, PUC 3-
10 Attachment PUC-3-10-4 (dated September 18, 2020).

Prepared by or under the supervision: Anthony Carloni



The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National Grid

RIPUC Docket No. 4770B

IN RE: The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a National Grid — Electric and Gas

Distribution Rate Filing — Review of Deferral Balance Related to
Special Sector Program (Amended Settlement Agreement Section 20)
Responses to Commission’s Second Set of Data Requests

Issued on January 14, 2022

Request:

Why does the Company believe Rhode Island needs more than the originally funded 320 Level 2
charging stations in Rate Year 4?

Response:

Please see the Company’s response to Data Request 2-5.

Prepared by or under the supervision: Anthony Carloni



The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National Grid

RIPUC Docket No. 4770B

IN RE: The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a National Grid — Electric and Gas

Distribution Rate Filing — Review of Deferral Balance Related to
Special Sector Program (Amended Settlement Agreement Section 20)
Responses to Commission’s Second Set of Data Requests

Issued on January 14, 2022

Request:

Referencing the ETI Rate Year 3 Annual Report (Nov. 3, 2021), Section 2.2, Table 2, please
confirm that if the RY 3 approved ports are activated, the Company will have achieved 31 ports
out of the 46 target ports.

Response:

The Company will have achieved 31 ports in Rate Years 1 through 3 out of the 46 targeted
DCFC ports should all of the ports be activated.

Prepared by or under the supervision: Anthony Carloni



The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a National Grid

RIPUC Docket No. 4770B

IN RE: The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a National Grid — Electric and Gas

Distribution Rate Filing — Review of Deferral Balance Related to
Special Sector Program (Amended Settlement Agreement Section 20)
Responses to Commission’s Second Set of Data Requests

Issued on January 14, 2022

Request:

Referencing Section 2.5 of the ETI Rate Year 3 Annual Report, is the Company proposing to add
an additional 17 DCFC ports in Rate Year 4? If so, what is the basis for adding ports in excess
of the 46 for which funding was approved?

Response:
Yes the Company is proposing to add an additional 17 DCFC ports in Rate Year 4. Please see

the Company’s response to Data Request 2-5 for the basis for adding the ports.
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Request:

What was the basis for the Rate Year 4 goals?

a. Please include documentation supporting the need for the additional chargers above the
originally approved funding for 46 in light of the fact that the EV adoption rate has been
below the expected targets (Section 2.9 Table).

b. Were the Rate Year 4 Goals ever presented to the Commission for funding approval? If
not, why not?

Response:

a. Please see the Company’s response to Data Request 2-5 and the Company’s response to
Data Request 2-12.
b. Please see the Company’s response to Data Request 2-5.
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Request:

Why does the Company believe Rhode Island needs more than the originally funded 46 DCFC
ports in Rate Year 4?

Response:

Please see the Company’s response to Data Request 2-5 and the Company’s response to Data
Request 2-12.
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Request:

Has the Company reviewed the availability of other sources of funding to support make ready
work or other charging station infrastructure?

a. If so, how did the availability of that funding affect the Company’s Rate Year 4 goals?

b. If not, why did the Company not consider the availability of other funding sources?

Response:

Yes, the Company reviewed other available sources of funding. At the time of filing, the
other relevant funding sources, of which the Company was aware, were those offered
through Electrify RI and federal tax incentives. These incentive programs did not impact
the Company’s Rate Year 4 goals, as both had been available throughout the term of the
Company program. Successful coordination with OER and the Electrify RI program has
helped the Company leverage its program funds, reduce the burden on ratepayers, and
maximize the benefits of the Company’s offerings.
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Request:

What is the Company’s most recent estimate of the number of publicly accessible ports needed
per electric vehicle (by level, if applicable)? Please provide supporting documentation.

Response:

The Company has not estimated the number of publicly accessible ports needed per electric
vehicle. However, the Company believes that the additional ports requested for RY4 would be
insufficient to support the Rhode Island ZEV MOU target.

Industry research and tools can help estimate the number of publicly accessible charging ports
needed per electric vehicle, however these tools give a wide range of results based upon
numerous factors such as the distribution of passenger vehicles versus commercial vehicles
(including medium and heavy duty vehicles), the share of battery electric vehicles (BEVs) versus
plug-in hybrid electric vehicles (PHEVs), the typical battery size and driving range per battery
charge of BEVs and PHEVs on the road, the fast charging capabilities of the vehicles and
chargers, the share of drivers with access to at-home or private charging, the geographic density
of a region, the share of all vehicles that are EVs, the number of highway miles requiring
“corridor charging”, typical driving behaviors, the relative economics of owning and operating
charging stations at different power levels (e.g., Level 2, DCFC-50kW, DCFC-150kW, etc.), and
backup power, emergency response, and resiliency considerations. Comprehensive EVSE needs
assessments for a region can also involve significant resources, as demonstrated by California’s
AB 2127 research efforts. !

Shown below is a summary of high-level vehicle-to-port ratios from various industry sources.
Because of the direct tradeoff between the number of public ports and private charging ports,
industry reports often include ‘shared private’ ports in these ratios, such as ports at workplaces or
multi-unit dwellings.
 California AB 2127 EV Charging Infrastructure Assessment?
o ~T7 EVs per public and shared private port
o ~150 BEVs per public DCFC

!'See California’s AB 2127 public reports, available at https://www.energy.ca.gov/programs-and-
topics/programs/electric-vehicle-charging-infrastructure-assessment-ab-2127

2 Based upon Figure 1 of the Assembly Bill 2127 Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure Assessment - Analyzing
Charging Needs to Support Zero-Emission Vehicles in 2030 (Commission Report), available at
https://efiling.energy.ca.gov/getdocument.aspx?tn=238853
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o Medium and Heavy Duty EVs: ~1.1 vehicles per port
o Bloomberg New Energy Finance (BNEF) 2021 EV Outlook, United States
vehicle-to-port forecast?

o 2020: ~20 EVs per public port and ~63 BEVs per public DCFC port

o 2030: ~19 EVs per public port and ~115 BEVs per public DCFC port

o 2040: ~28 EVs per public port and ~205 BEVs per public DCFC port
e EVI-Pro Lite*

o ~20 EVs per public and workplace port

~330 BEVs per public DCFC port

3 BNEF’s EV Outlook is part of a proprietary subscription service. The reported ratios of vehicles per port are based
upon Figures 118 and 325 of the 2021 EV Outlook.

4 The EVI Pro Lite tool is available online at https:/afdc.energy.gov/evi-pro-lite. Example results are shown for
Rhode Island with 43,000 EVs, 80% at-home charging access, 77% of vehicles as BEV-250, 5% as PHEV-40, and
18% as PHEV-20 and partial support for PHEVs.
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Request:

How many electric vehicles can be supported by the 320 Level 2 ports and the 46 DCFC for
which funding was approved? How many would be supported if the Company met the Rate
Year 4 goals listed in the 2.9 Table?

Response:
The number of vehicles a given charging port can support is determined by several factors, as

discussed in the Company’s response to Data Request 2-12. The Company does not have an
estimate of the number of electric vehicles these ports are capable of supporting.
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Request:

How many more vehicles can these chargers support than are expected to be registered in Rhode
Island in Rate Year 4?

Response:

Please see the Company’s response to Data Requests 2-12 and 2-13.

In the early days of the transition to electric vehicles, the Company recommends focusing on
providing sufficient charging access, through both public and private charging, and overcoming
specific customer barriers to transportation electrification required to enable widespread EV
adoption, rather than focusing on a single vehicle-to-port ratio. A vehicle-to-port ratio does not
reflect the challenges to owning and operating EVs that individual customers face. For instance,
high vehicle-per-port ratios for a region can reflect a mature, efficient, and well-utilized public
charging network, but they can also represent an insufficient number of ports serving the EVs on
the road.
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Request:

Why is the Company proposing to end the Off-Peak Charging Rebate but is proposing to expand
the Charging Station Demonstration Program where each had three-year targets for which
funding was approved?

Response:

The Company is still assessing whether to end the Off-Peak Charging Rebate pilot. Unlike the
Charging Station Demonstration Program, the Off-Peak Rebate program is a proof-of-concept
pilot to assess whether incentivizing Rhode Island EV drivers would lead to a statistically
significant shift in charging at off-peak times. To date, the Company has collected three years’
worth of charging data, including a year of data demonstrating that incentives are successful in
delaying charging events to off-peak times.

Please see the Company’s response to Data Request 2-5 for basis for continuing the Charging
Station Demonstration Program.
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Request:

When was the decision made to end the Off-Peak Charging Rebate?

Response:

The Company has not yet come to a final determination whether to end the Off-Peak Charging
Rebate pilot at the end of Rate Year 4. Currently, the Company is exploring additional areas of
study to address lessons learned from the initial pilot within the terms of the ASA. For example,
the Company is seeking further information from the program vendor on ways to address timer
peaks (i.e., new peak demand events created by the current off-peak incentive structure).
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Request:

Please provide the Company’s estimate for avoided capacity, transmission, and distribution cost,
and any other benefits, as a result of the shift in demand resulting from the Off-Peak Charging
Rebate.

Response:

The Company has not estimated the avoided capacity, transmission, and distribution cost
resulting in demand shifts resulting from the Off-Peak Charging Rebate program.
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Request:

Referencing the Company’s response to Division 1-4 in Docket No. 5209, the Company stated,
“The potential system impacts with increased EV charging are similar to any increasing load
impacts. These impacts are largely related to capacity and voltage constraints. However, certain
EV charging segments are conducive to intelligent management to reduce these system impacts.
The Company has demonstrated how this feature of EV charging load can be leveraged in its
SmartCharge Rhode Island program. In that program Customers are financially incentivized to
charge their EVs during off-peak periods, there-by increasing utilization of existing assets and
minimizing system impacts.”

a. Is the SmartCharge Rhode Island program the name of the Electric Vehicle Off-Peak
Charging Demonstration Program?

b. If the answer to a is yes, is this the same program the Company is proposing to end in
August 2022?
c. If the answer to b is yes, how does the Company anticipate addressing the concerns

expressed in the quoted portion of the response after August 31, 20227

Response:

a. Yes.

b. It is the same program; however, the Company has not reached a final determination on
whether to end or continue the program at this time. Please see the Company’s response
to Data Request 2-16 for further explanation.

c. Asnoted in section b above, the Company has not yet reached a final determination
whether to end or continue the Off-Peak Charging Demonstration Program.
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Please confirm that the Make-Ready work adds to the Company’s rate base upon which it earns a

return.

Response:

Yes, the Make-Ready work adds to the Company’s rate base upon which it earns a return.
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Request:

Did ratepayers fund National Grid’s request to DNV to explore National Grid’s ownership of
charging stations as described in Finding #10 of DNV’s report?

Response:

DNV’s exploration of National Grid’s ownership of charging stations was within the scope and
cost of the survey conducted as part of evaluation report. The cost of the evaluation report was a
cost of the program, however, there were no specific costs associated with the questions
associated with National Grid’s ownership. .
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Request:

Please quote the language from the Amended Settlement Agreement upon which the Company is
relying to spend in excess of the allowed annual funding after Rate Year 4.

Response:
In accordance with Article II Section C.21.b. of the Amended Settlement Agreement (ASA) the

Company may continue to operate under the existing terms and conditions of the current Rate
Plan at Rate Year 3 levels until new base distribution rates are in effect. Article II Section
C.2.b.i states:

“b. If the Division provides its consent to an extension of the term of this Rate Plan, the Division
may specify another date upon which new base distribution rates are to become effective beyond
September 1, 2022 in its place, but is not required to do so.

1. To the extent new base distribution rates resulting from the filing of the Company’s next
general rate case are not in effect by September 1, 2022, the Settlement Agreement shall remain
in effect during the interim and if required, the Performance Incentive Mechanism provision
shall be extended to cover the additional interim period.”

The Rate Plan approved in the ASA was extended on June 30, 2021 and the Division agreed that
the ASA would remain in effect and that the Company will continue to operate under the existing
terms and conditions of the current Rate Plan at Rate Year 3 levels until new base distribution
rates are in effect. Therefore, in accordance with Section 20 b. i. the Rate Year 4 budget mirrors
the Rate Year 3 budget for the ET Initiative which includes the four ET programs, Evaluation,
and Strategic Electrification Marketing Initiative.
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PUC 2-22

Request:

Section 20.d of the Amended Settlement Agreement states:

To the extent the base distribution rate allowances allocated to the program exceed the actual
costs incurred, the Company shall record the difference to a regulatory liability account. To the
extent the deferral was caused by a reasonable delay in implementation, the deferral shall be
applied to program cost incurrence when the program costs are later incurred. To the extent the
deferral was caused by a cost reduction or funds not spent for reasons other than a reasonable
delay, the deferral shall be held for the benefit of customers and the PUC shall determine how it
shall be applied against other programs or costs that otherwise might have been borne by
customers....

Has the Company recorded the annual rate allowances that exceeded the costs each year
to a regulatory liability account? If not, why not?

If the Company is claiming that the deferral was caused by a reasonable delay in
implementation, please explain the Company’s rationale.

Please explain the basis upon which the Company relies to propose to expand certain
programs beyond the targets that were approved in the Amended Settlement Agreement
and end others without any approval by the Commission.

Response:

a.

Yes, the Company has recorded the annual rate allowances that exceed the costs of
delivering the Electric Transportation Initiatives to a regulatory liability account,
specifically FERC account 254.

The Company has projects for both Level 2 and DCFC segments which were approved
before August 31, 2021 but were not activated due to delays on the customer side of the
installation. Delays include shipment delays in EVSE equipment, make-ready electrical
equipment and electric bus lead times for RIPTA and the Town of Westerly. As shown in
the Company’s Annual Report and Testimony 4770-B, the Company had approved 18
Level 2 ports and 19 DCFC ports which make up the deferral account balance.

Please refer to the Company’s responses to Data Requests 2-5 and 2-16.
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