STEVEN J. BOYAJIAN

One Financial Plaza, 14th Floor
Providence, RI 02903-2485
Main (401) 709-3300

Fax (401) 709-3399
sboyajian@rc.com

Direct (401) 709-3359

Also admitted in Massachusetts

January 6, 2026
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL AND HAND DELIVERY

Stephanie De La Rosa, Commission Clerk
Rhode Island Public Utilities Commission
89 Jefferson Boulevard

Warwick, Rl 02888

Re: Docket No. 25-52-REG - The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a Rhode Island Energy
Renewable Energy Growth Program Year 2026-2027
Responses to Division Data Requests — Set 1

Dear Ms. De La Rosa:
On behalf of The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a Rhode Island Energy (the
“Company™), | have enclosed the Company’s responses to the Division of Public Utilities and

Carriers’ First Set of Data Requests for filing with the Public Utilities Commission in the above-
referenced docket.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. If you have any questions, please contact me
at (401) 709-3359.

Sincerely,

Steven J. Boyajian
Enclosure

CcC: Docket No. 25-52-REG Service List



Certificate of Service

I hereby certify that a copy of the cover letter and any materials accompanying this
certificate were electronically transmitted to the individuals listed below.

The paper copies of this filing are being hand delivered to the Rhode Island Public Utilities
Commission and to the Rhode Island Division of Public Utilities and Carriers.

January 6, 2026
Heidi J. Seddon Date
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The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a Rhode Island Energy

RIPUC Docket No. 25-52-REG

In Re: Renewable Energy Growth Program Year 2026-2027
Responses to Division’s First Set of Data Requests

Issued December 16, 2025

Division 1-1

Request:

It is the Division’s understanding that the “PBI-2" described on pages 12 and 13 applies only
during the period when both terms are active. It is the Division’s further understanding that the
“PBI-2b” rate will only apply to the second solar system. Will RIE calculate the kWh to be
compensated at the PBI-2b rate by multiplying the total metered generation by the portion
assigned to the second system (i.e., 41% in the example given in the testimony)?

Response:

No. The Company will determine the kWh compensated at the PBI-2b rate based on 100 percent
of the generation exported via the Renewable Energy Growth meter. The Company believes a
reduction of 41 percent in this hypothetical would result in an unattractive and unreasonable
proposal where the original project is generating, the Company is receiving the benefits of that
generation, but the customer is not being compensated for that generation. Instead, the PBI-2b
rate is derived from a weighted combination of PBI-1 and PBI-2a. This rate only applies to the
second solar project. The PBI-2b rate does, however, account for the generation of the first
system since they are electrically integrated. The Company proposes a reduced compensation
(i.e., not at the original tariff price) to compensate customers at a rate similar to what they would
receive if they were net metered..

Prepared by or under the supervision of: Kimberly W. Gauntner



The Narragansett Electric Company

d/b/a Rhode Island Energy

RIPUC Docket No. 25-52-REG

In Re: Renewable Energy Growth Program Year 2026-2027
Responses to Division’s First Set of Data Requests

Issued December 16, 2025

Division 1-2

Request:

RIE indicates that “the original project cannot independently qualify for net metering due to the
shared meter” (Gauntner testimony page 14 lines 3 and 4).

a.

b.

Why is this the case?

If this is the case, what option will the customer have to be compensated for the
generation from the original project after the original tariff term ends (assuming the
generation from the second project is compensated using the PBI-2b rate)?

Can the entire expanded system qualify for net metering at the end of the original tariff
term?

Response:

a.

Two solar projects located behind the same Renewable Energy Growth meter will be
electrically connected in some manner. They will likely share some wiring and conduits
or even inverters depending on system configuration. It would be inefficient and
potentially cost prohibitive for a small-scale Renewable Energy Growth customer to
modify their original solar system to become completely electrically separated from the
second solar system to be net metered following the end of its tariff term.

Please reference the Company’s response to Division 1-1. The Company believes the
compensation for the second solar project must take into account the fact that the first
project is generating, and the Company is receiving the benefits of that generation due to
the projects being electrically integrated.

The Company carefully evaluated whether the combined solar system (solar project 1
plus solar project 2) should move to net metering at the end of the tariff term of the first
project, in response to valuable comments from the Division during the development of
this proposal. The Company ultimately decided not to propose this approach because to
reasonably compensate a customer for the development, construction and operation of the
second renewable energy project in the potentially short remaining tariff term of the first
project could result in high performance-based incentives which could present issues with
the reconciliation of program costs and rate predictability.

Following the end of the tariff term of the second solar project, the entire system (solar
project 1 and solar project 2) will qualify for net metering.

Prepared by or under the supervision of: Kimberly W. Gauntner



