
 
 

 

 

Celia B. O’Brien 

Assistant General Counsel and Director 

280 Melrose Street, Providence, RI  02907 
T: 781-907-2153celia.obrien@nationalgrid.com www.nationalgrid.com 

 May 18, 2018 

 

VIA HAND DELIVERY AND 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  

Responses to PUC Data Requests – Set 9 

 

Dear Ms. Massaro: 

 

Enclosed is an original copy of the Company’s
1
 responses to the ninth set of data requests 

issued by the Public Utilities Commission (PUC) in the above-referenced docket.  At the request 

of the PUC, the Company is also enclosing a USB Flash Drive of this filing and a table of 

contents indicating where each response can be found in the set. 

 

This filing includes a Motion for Protective Treatment of Confidential Information in 

accordance with Rule 1.2(g) of the PUC’s Rules of Practice and Procedure and R.I. Gen. Laws 

§ 38-2-2(4)(B) for the Company’s response to data request PUC 9-1.  The Company seeks 

protection from public disclosure of certain confidential information contained in Attachment 

PUC 9-1-1, Attachment PUC 9-1-2, Attachment PUC 9-1-3, and Attachment PUC 9-1-5 

provided with the response to data request PUC 9-1.  Accordingly, the Company has provided 

the PUC with one complete, unredacted copy of the confidential documents in a sealed envelope 

marked “Contains Privileged and Confidential Information – Do Not Release,” and has 

included redacted copies of these documents for the public filing. 

 

The Company’s responses to the PUC’s ninth set of data requests included in this filing 

are indicated in the attached discovery log.  The Company has requested an extension of time 

until May 23, 2018 to file its response to PUC 9-41 and will be providing that response as soon 

as possible. 
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 Thank you for your attention to this transmittal.  If you have any questions, please contact 

me at 781-907-2153.  

 

Very truly yours, 

 

 
 

Celia B. O’Brien 

 

Enclosures 

 

cc: Docket 4770 Service List 

Macky McCleary, Division 

 Jonathan Schrag, Division 

John Bell, Division 

Al Mancini, Division 

Ron Gerwatowski, Division   

Leo Wold, Esq.  

  



STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

 

________________________________________________ 

        ) 

IN RE: THE NARRAGANSETT ELECTRIC COMPANY ) Docket No. 4770  

d/b/a NATIONAL GRID – ELECTRIC AND GAS  ) 

DISTRIBUTION RATE FILING    )   

________________________________________________) 

 

THE COMPANY’S MOTION  

FOR PROTECTIVE TREATMENT OF CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 

 

 The Company
1
 respectfully requests that the Rhode Island Public Utilities Commission 

(PUC) provide confidential treatment to and grant protection from public disclosure of certain 

confidential, competitively sensitive, and proprietary information submitted in this proceeding, 

as permitted by PUC Rule 1.2(g) and R.I. Gen. Laws. § 38-2-2(4)(B).  The Company also 

requests that, pending entry of that finding, the PUC preliminarily grant the Company’s request 

for confidential treatment pursuant to Rule 1.2 (g)(2). 

I. BACKGROUND  
 

On May 4, 2018, the PUC issued its Ninth Set of Data Requests directed to The Company 

(PUC Set 9).  PUC Set 9 includes Data Request PUC 9-1, which corrects the language of PUC 8-

4(d) from the Commission’s Eighth Set of Data Requests and seeks data relating to any analysis 

performed by the Company regarding the impact of Judge Vogel’s orders on receivables.   

The Company’s response to PUC 9-1 includes documents that contain confidential 

personal customer information, including names, addresses, and account numbers.  Specifically, 

Attachment PUC 9-1-1 and Attachment PUC 9-1-2 contain customer names, addresses, and 

associated account numbers.  Attachment PUC 9-1-5 contains account number without names or 

addresses.  Therefore, Attachment PUC 9-1-1, Attachment PUC 9-1-2, Attachment PUC 9-1-3, 
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and Attachment PUC 9-1-5 contain sensitive confidential personal customer information that the 

Company has a legal obligation to protect from public disclosure. 

Therefore, the Company requests that, pursuant to Rule 1.2(g), the PUC afford 

confidential treatment to the unredacted confidential versions of Attachment PUC 9-1-1, 

Attachment PUC 9-1-2, Attachment PUC 9-1-3, Attachment PUC 9-1-3, and Attachment PUC 9-

1-5. 

II. LEGAL STANDARD  

 PUC Rule 1.2(g) provides that access to public records shall be granted in accordance 

with the Access to Public Records Act (APRA), R.I. Gen. Laws § 38-2-1, et seq.  Under the 

APRA, all documents and materials submitted in connection with the transaction of official 

business by an agency is deemed to be a “public record,” unless the information contained in 

such documents and materials falls within one of the exceptions specifically identified in R.I. 

Gen. Laws § 38-2-2(4).  Therefore, to the extent that information provided to the PUC falls 

within one of the designated exceptions to the public records law, the PUC has the authority 

under the terms of the APRA to deem such information to be confidential and to protect that 

information from public disclosure. 

In that regard, R.I. Gen. Laws § 38-2-2(4)(A)(I)(b) provides that the following types of 

records shall not be deemed public:  

Personnel and other personal individually identifiable records otherwise deemed 

confidential by federal or state law or regulation, or the disclosure of which would 

constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 

§ 552 et seq.; . . .  

 

Additionally, under R.I. Gen. Laws § 38-2-2(4)(B) provides that the following types of 

records shall not be deemed public:  
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Trade secrets and commercial or financial information obtained from a person, 

firm, or corporation which is of a privileged or confidential nature. 

The Rhode Island Supreme Court has held that this confidential information exemption applies 

where disclosure of information would be likely either to (1) impair the Government’s ability to 

obtain necessary information in the future; or (2) cause substantial harm to the competitive 

position of the person from whom the information was obtained.  Providence Journal Company 

v. Convention Center Authority, 774 A.2d 40 (R.I. 2001).  Disclosure of information would 

impair the Government’s ability to obtain such information in the future when:  (a) information 

is provided voluntarily to the governmental agency, and (b) that information is of a kind that 

customarily would not be released to the public by the person from whom it was obtained.  

Providence Journal, 774 A.2d at 47.   

III. BASIS FOR CONFIDENTIALITY 

The redacted portions of the unredacted confidential versions of Attachment PUC 9-1-1, 

Attachment PUC 9-1-2, and Attachment PUC 9-1-5 contain customer names, addresses, and 

account numbers.  The Company has a legal obligation to protect this information from public 

disclosure.  If the Company was required to make private customer information contained in the 

unredacted confidential versions of Attachment PUC 9-1-1, Attachment PUC 9-1-2, Attachment 

PUC 9-1-3, and Attachment PUC 9-1-5 public in contravention of its legal obligations to its 

customers, the Company’s customers would be harmed by the release of their personal 

information without their consent.  Further, sharing personal information about its customers 

would place the Company at legal risk.  Accordingly, it is the type of information that the 

Company ordinarily would not disclose to the public.  Therefore, the Company is providing the 

unredacted confidential versions of Attachment PUC 9-1-1, Attachment PUC 9-1-2, Attachment 

PUC 9-1-3, and Attachment PUC 9-1-5 to the PUC on a voluntary basis to assist the PUC with 
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its decision-making in this proceeding, but respectfully requests that the PUC provide 

confidential treatment to this attachment.    

IV. CONCLUSION 

Accordingly, the Company respectfully requests that the PUC grant protective treatment 

to the unredacted confidential versions of Attachment PUC 9-1-1, Attachment PUC 9-1-2, 

Attachment PUC 9-1-3, and Attachment PUC 9-1-5.   

WHEREFORE, the Company respectfully requests that the PUC grant this Motion for 

Protective Treatment. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

 

THE NARRAGANSETT ELECTRIC COMPANY 

 

By its attorneys, 

 

 
      

Celia B. O’Brien, Esq.  (RI #4484) 

National Grid 

280 Melrose Street 

Providence, RI  02907 

(781) 907-2153 

 

 

      
           

     Adam M. Ramos, Esq.  (RI #7591) 

Hinckley, Allen & Snyder LLP 

100 Westminster Street, Suite 1500 

Providence, RI  02903-2319 

(401) 457-5164 

 

 

Dated:  May 18, 2018 

 

 



Certificate of Service 

 

I hereby certify that a copy of the cover letter and/or any materials accompanying this certificate were 

electronically transmitted and/or hand delivered to the individuals listed below.   

 

 
___________________________________   May 18, 2018 

Najat Coye       Date                                 
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Name/Address E-mail Distribution List Phone 
National Grid  

Celia O’Brien, Esq.  

Jennifer Hutchinson, Esq. 

National Grid 

280 Melrose St. 

Providence, RI  02907 

Celia.obrien@nationalgrid.com; 781-907-2153 

401-784-7288 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Jennifer.hutchinson@nationalgrid.com; 

Najat.coye@nationalgrid.com; 

Joanne.scanlon@nationalgrid.com; 

Bill.Malee@nationalgrid.com; 

Melissa.little@nationalgrid.com; 

William.richer@nationalgrid.com; 

Theresa.burns@nationalgrid.com; 

Ann.leary@nationalgrid.com; 

Scott.mccabe@nationalgrid.com; 

Najat.coye@nationalgrid.com; 

kayte.o'neill2@nationalgrid.com; 

kate.grant2@nationalgrid.com; 

Mary.coleman@nationalgrid.com; 

Timothy.roughan@nationalgrid.com; 

Adam Ramos, Esq. 

Hinckley Allen  

Hinckley Allen  

100 Westminster Street, Suite 1500 

Providence, RI 02903-2319  

 

aramos@hinckleyallen.com;    401-457-5164 

Division of Public Utilities (Division) 
Leo Wold, Esq.  

Dept. of Attorney General 

150 South Main St. 

Providence, RI  02903 

Lwold@riag.ri.gov;  404-274-4400 

Jmunoz@riag.ri.gov; 

Dmacrae@riag.ri.gov; 

 

Jonathan Schrag, Deputy Administrator 

Division of Public Utilities and Carriers 

89 Jefferson Blvd. 

Warwick, RI 02888 

Jonathan.Schrag@dpuc.ri.gov; 401-780-2140 

Macky.McCleary@dpuc.ri.gov;  

John.bell@dpuc.ri.gov; 

Al.mancini@dpuc.ri.gov;  

Thomas.kogut@dpuc.ri.gov;  

Tim Woolf twoolf@synapse-energy.com;  617-661-3248 
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Jennifer Kallay 

Synapse Energy Economics 

22 Pearl Street 

Cambridge, MA 02139 

 

jkallay@synapse-energy.com;  

mwhited@synapse-energy.com; 

jhall@synapse-energy.com; 

 

David Effron 

Berkshire Consulting 

12 Pond Path 

North Hampton, NH 03862-2243 

Djeffron@aol.com; 

 

603-964-6526 

Bruce Oliver 

Tim Oliver 

Revilo Hill Associates 

7103 Laketree Drive 

Fairfax Station, VA 22039 

Boliver.rha@verizon.net;   703-569-6480 

tim.b.oliver@gmail.com;  

 

Matt Kahal 

1108 Pheasant Crossing 

Charlottesville, VA 22901 

mkahal@exeterassociates.com; 434-964-0604 

Ronald Gerwatowski 

 

Nicole Rohr 

gerwat@verizon.net;  508-259-7963 

Ronald.Gerwatowski@dpuc.ri.gov; 

nrohr443@g.rwu.edu; 

 

M. Ballaban 

LaCapra Associates 

mballaban@daymarkea.com; 
 

 

T. Bennett 

S. Bobo 

Daymark Energy Advisors 

tbennett@daymarkea.com;  

sbobo@daymarkea.com; 

William Dunkel and Associates 

8625 Farmington Cemetery Road 

Pleasant Plains, IL  62677 

 

WilliamDunkel@consultant.com; 

 

 

217-626-1934 

 

RoxieMcCullar@consultant.com; 

 

Gregory L. Booth, PE, PLS 

Linda Kushner 

PowerServices, Inc. 

1616 East Millbrook Rd. 

Suite 210  

Raleigh, NC 27609 

gbooth@powerservices.com;  

 

919-256-5900  

 

lkushner@powerservices.com; 

 

Office of Energy Resources (OER) 

Andrew Marcaccio, Esq. 

Dept. of Administration 

Division of Legal Services 

One Capitol Hill, 4
th
 Floor 

Providence, RI 02908 

Andrew.Marcaccio@doa.ri.gov; 401-222-8880 

Carol Grant, Commissioner 

Office of Energy Resources  

Carol.grant@energy.ri.gov; 401-574-9100 

Christopher.Kearns@energy.ri.gov; 

Danny.Musher@energy.ri.gov; 

Nicholas.Ucci@energy.ri.gov ; 

Becca.Trietch@energy.ri.gov;  

Carrie.Gill@energy.ri.gov; 

Conservation Law Foundation (CLF) 

Jerry Elmer, Esq. 

jelmer@clf.org; 401-228-1904 
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Max Greene, Esq. 

Conservation Law Foundation 

235 Promenade Street 

Suite 560, Mailbox 28 

Providence, RI  02908 

mgreene@clf.org;  

Dept. of Navy (DON) 

Kelsey A. Harrer, Esq.  

Office of Counsel 

NAVFAC Atlantic, Department of the Navy 

6506 Hampton Blvd.  

Norfolk, VA 23508-1278 

kelsey.a.harrer@navy.mil; 757-322-4119  

 

Kay Davoodi, Director 

Larry R. Allen,  Public Utilities Specialist 

Utilities Rates and Studies Office 

NAVFAC HQ, Department of the Navy 

1322 Patterson Avenue SE 

Suite 1000 

Washington Navy Yard, D.C. 20374 

khojasteh.davoodi@navy.mil;  

larry.r.allen@navy.mil; 

 

Ali Al-Jabir 

Brubaker and Associates 

5106 Cavendish Dr. 

Corpus Christi, TX 78413 

 

Maurice Brubaker 

Brubaker and Associates 

P.O. Box 412000 

St Louis, Missouri 63141-2000 

 

aaljabir@consultbai.com; 

 

 

mbrubaker@consultbai.com; 

 

New Energy Rhode Island (NERI) 

Seth H. Handy, Esq.  

Handy Law, LLC 

42 Weybosset St. 

Providence, RI 02903 

 

The RI League of Cities and Towns 

c/o Brian Daniels, Executive Director 

 

PRISM & WCRPC 

c/o Jeff Broadhead, Executive Director 

 

Newport Solar 

c/o Doug Sabetti 

 

Green Development, LLC 

c/o Michelle Carpenter 

 

Clean Economy Development, LLC 

c/o Julian Dash 

 

seth@handylawllc.com; 401-626-4839 

 
helen@handylawllc.com;  

randelle@handylawllc.com; 

bdaniels@rileague.org; 

 

 

 

401 272-3434 

 

jb@wcrpc.org; 401-792-9900 

 

doug@newportsolarri.com; 

 

401.787.5682 

 

mc@green-ri.com; 

 

401.295.4998 

 

jdash@cleaneconomydevelopment.com; 
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ISM Solar Development, LLC 

c/o Michael Lucini 

 

Heartwood Group, Inc. 

c/o Fred Unger 

mlucini@ismgroup.com; 

 

 

401.435.7900 

 

unger@hrtwd.com; 

 

401.861.1650 

 

Energy Consumers Alliance of NE 

James Rhodes 

Rhodes Consulting 

860 West Shore Rd. 

Warwick, RI 02889 

 

Kat Burnham, PPL 

Larry Chretien, PPL 

 

jamie.rhodes@gmail.com; 

 

401-225-3441 

 

Kat@ripower.org;  

larry@massenergy.org; 

Acadia Center 

Robert D. Fine, Esq. 

Chace, Ruttenberg & Freedman, LLP 

One Park Row, Suite 300 

Providence, RI 02903 

 

Amy Boyd, Esq.  

Acadia Center 

31 Milk St., Suite 501 

Boston MA 02109-5128 

 

rfine@crfllp.com;  401-453-6400 

Ext. 115 

aboyd@acadiacenter.org;  617-472-0054 

Ext. 102 
ENiedowski@acadiacenter.org; 

Mlebel@acadiacenter.org;  

Northeast Clean Energy Council 

Joseph A. Keough, Jr., Esq. 

Keough & Sweeney 

41 Mendon Ave. 

Pawtucket, RI 02861 

 

Jannet Besser, NECEC 

 

jkeoughjr@keoughsweeney.com;  401-724-3600 

 

jbesser@necec.org;  

jdickerson@necec.org;  

The George Wiley Center 

John Willumsen-Friedman, Esq. 

Deputy Director 

Rhode Island Center for Justice 

1 Empire Plaza, Suite 410 

Providence, RI 02903 

 

Camilo Viveros, Wiley Center 

 

jwillumsen@centerforjustice.org;  

 

 

 

401-491-1101 

Ext. 810 

georgewileycenterri@gmail.com;  

Camiloviveiros@gmail.com; 

chloechassaing@hotmail.com;  

Wal-Mart Stores East & Sam’s East, Inc. 

Melissa M. Horne, Esq. 

Higgins, Cavanagh & Cooney, LLC 

10 Dorrance St., Suite 400 

Providence, RI 20903 

 

Gregory W. Tillman, Sr. Mgr./ERA 

Walmart 

mhorne@hcc-law.com;  401-272-3500 

Greg.tillman@walmart.com;  479-204-1594 

Original & 9 copies file w/: Luly.massaro@puc.ri.gov; 401-780-2107 
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Luly E. Massaro, Commission Clerk 

Public Utilities Commission 

89 Jefferson Blvd. 

Warwick, RI  02888 

Cynthia.WilsonFrias@puc.ri.gov;   

Alan.nault@puc.ri.gov; 

Todd.bianco@puc.ri.gov ; 

Margaret.hogan@puc.ri.gov;  

Interested Persons   

EERMC 

Marisa Desautel, Esq . 

Kate Desrochers  

 

marisa@desautelesq.com; 401-477-0023 

 guerard@optenergy.com;  

kdesrochers@veic.org; 

loiter@optenergy.com; 

Bob Chatham  bchatham@vcharge-energy.com; 401-742-8264 

John DiTomasso, AARP jditomasso@aarp.org; 401-248-2655 

Frank Epps, EDP  Frank@edp-energy.com;   

Matt Davey mdavey@ssni.com;   

Jesse Reyes JReyes@brownrudnick.com;  

Nathan Phelps nathan@votesolar.org;    

Douglas W. Gablinske, TEC-RI doug@tecri.org;   

Karl Rabago krabago@law.pace.edu;  

Radina Valova, Pace Energy & Climate Ctr. rvalova@law.pace.edu;  

Marc Hanks, Sr. Mgr./GRA 

Direct Energy Services 

Marc.hanks@directenergy.com;  413-642-3575 

cwaksler@eckertseamans.com; 
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STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

 

IN RE: THE NARRAGANSETT ELECTRIC COMPANY : 

d/b/a NATIONAL GRID – ELECTRIC AND GAS   : DOCKET NO. 4770 

DISTRIBUTION RATE FILING    : 

 

COMMISSION’S NINTH SET OF DATA REQUESTS 

DIRECTED TO NATIONAL GRID 

(Issued May 4, 2018) 

 

Low Income 

 

9-1. PUC-8-4(d) should have read: Please provide any analysis performed by the Company 

regarding the impact of Judge Vogel’s orders on receivables. 

 

 Response can be found in Book 1 part 1 on Bates page(s) 1 through Book 1 part 10 on 
Bates page(s) 277. 

 

9-2. Is the cost of the A-60 customer discount currently allocated to all customers?  If not, to who are 

they allocated?  Please identify the appropriate schedule(s). 

 

 Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 1-3. 
 

9-3. Are the costs of the low income discounted rate on gas currently allocated to all customers?  If 

not, to whom are they allocated?  Please identify the appropriate schedule(s). 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 4-10. 
 

9-4. Please clarify the Company’s proposal for the recovery of costs related to the proposed low-

income discounts for electric and gas.  Please identify the appropriate schedule(s). 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 11-12. 
 

9-5. The Company has proposed to phase-in the customer charge on the A-60 rate.  Please 

explain how the annual increases to the A-60 customers would be credited to the other 

applicable customer class(es). 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 13. 
 

9-6. If the A-60 rate were designed such that there were still no customer charge and the 

remaining charges were discounted by 15%, what would be the cost of the discount under 

the same set of assumptions in the Company proposal compared to the costs included in 

the Company’s proposal?  Please include the costs separated by rate year and phase-in 

years. 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 14-17. 



 

9-7. How, if at all, does the proposed flat discount affect A-60 net metering customers?  

Please provide an example of a low-income net metering bill under the current rate 

structure and the proposed 15% flat discount. 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 18-23. 
 

9-8. Please explain how income eligible customers are identified in Massachusetts. 

a. If one of the means by which income eligible customers are identified is through a 

data sharing agreement with the Department of Transitional Assistance, please 

explain how it works, how it was implemented, the costs to implement, any ongoing 

costs, and the percentage of eligible income customers identified by this mechanism. 

b. Does the Company currently engage with any of the Rhode Island governmental 

agencies to identify income-eligible customers? 

c. Does the Company receive enrollment applications from CAP Agencies in Rhode 

Island? 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 24-26. 
 

Allocated Cost of Service Study/Rate Design 

 

9-9. Referencing Mr. Athos’ supplemental testimony, page 4, he sets forth the changes that 

have been made to the allocated cost of service study (ACOSS) methodology since the 

2012 study.  On page 8 of Mr. Athos’ testimony and page 12 of his supplemental 

testimony, he notes the increased costs allocated to residential customers based on 

number of bills in the “secondary system.”  In both places he states, “this secondary 

system cost increase comes in Service Drop-related accounts.  This suggests that an 

increase in monthly fixed charges would be consistent with cost causation principles of a 

cost of service study.” 

a. Has National Grid made any other changes to the methodology since the 2012 

ACOSS? 

b. What has led to the increase in the secondary system costs allocated to residential 

customers? 

c. If so, please identify them and explain why they are reasonable, specifically 

addressing any demand related costs that may have been allocated differently in the 

2017 ACOSS. 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 27. 
 

9-10. Did National Grid do any analysis of the impact on gas heating customers resulting from 

its proposal to eliminate the tail block pricing structure?  If so, what were the results?  If 

not, why not? 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 28-33. 
 



9-11. Did National Grid do any analysis of the impact on low-income gas heating customers 

resulting from its proposal to eliminate the tail block pricing structure?  If so, what were 

the results?  If not, why not? 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 34. 
 

9-12. Please quantify or explain how the increase in the customer charge by the various rate 

classes per month on the electric bill will affect the Company’s ability to achieve its 

energy efficiency goals.   

a. How will the change effect the payback period for energy efficiency investments?   

b. If the change will decrease investment in energy efficiency relative to no change, 

what is the decrease in net benefits, and what is the value of distribution investments 

that will be necessary due to this decrease in energy efficiency? 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 35. 
 

9-13. Please quantify or explain how the increase in the customer charge by the various rate 

classes per month on the electric bill will affect the growth of net metering adoption in 

Rhode Island. How will the change effect the payback period for renewable energy 

investments? 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 36. 
 

9-14. Please quantify or explain how the increase in the customer charge by the various rate 

classes per month on the gas bill will  affect the Company’s ability to achieve its energy 

efficiency goals.  

a. How will the change effect the payback period for energy efficiency investments?   

b. If the change will decrease investment in energy efficiency relative to no change, 

what is the decrease in net benefits, and what is the value of distribution investments 

that will be necessary due to this decrease in energy efficiency 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 37. 
 

9-15. Does an increased customer charge affect the Company’s ability to meet demand 

reduction goals? 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 38. 
 

9-16. Does the ACOSS assume that there are different customer costs associated with 

residential customers living in single-family or multi-family dwellings or does it assume 

the costs associated with all A-16 or A-60 customers are the same for purposes of 

allocating costs? 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 39. 
 



9-17. Has the Company performed of any analysis of whether there are any differences in the 

cost of connecting the average low-income customer versus other customers?  If so, 

please identify and summarize. 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 40. 
 

 

9-18. Has the Company performed any analysis of whether there are different costs of 

connecting multi-family dwellings versus single family?  

a. If so, please identify and summarize and indicate whether the analysis of multi-family 

dwellings differentiates by overall size (ex: 4 dwelling units versus 50). 

b. What proportion of the company’s customers live in multi-family housing?  

c. Do the Company’s multi-family housing customers use more or less electricity than 

the average residential customer? 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 41. 
 

9-19 Using residential customer usage for the Test Year, how many A-16 would have higher 

bills, and how many would have lower bills if the proposed changes to the customers 

charges were in effect.  Please break out the higher and lower results into at least five 

bins. 

   

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 42-43. 
 

9-20 Using residential customer usage for the Test Year, how many A-60 customers would 

have higher bills, and how many would have lower bills at the end of the phase-in of 

customer charges if the proposed changes to the customers charges were in effect.  Please 

break out the higher and lower results into at least five bins.   

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 44-47. 
 

9-21. How many non-firm customers on the rate as of July 2009, are still non-firm customers?  

How often were those customers interrupted in each of the past three years? 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 48. 
 

9-22. Has the Company performed any analysis of the benefits of encouraging non-firm gas 

supply service compared to buying more gas supply?  If so, please provide.  If not, why 

not? 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 49-50. 
 

9-23. Have any G-62 customers engaged in any net metering projects?  If so, please identify.  If 

the response is in the affirmative, has the please explain how combining the G-32 and G-

62 rate classes would affect the credits or value of the credits to the current G-62 

customers. 



Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 51. 
 

9-24. Regarding National Grid’s response to Navy/FEA 1-2 in Docket No. 4780, please 

confirm that it is National Grid’s opinion that none of the programs proposed in Docket 

4780 will have an effect on distributed generation programs, or if something else was 

intended with this answer. 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 52. 
 

Performance Incentive Mechanisms and PST 

 

9-25. Niagara Mohawk agreed to a metric designed to provide an incentive for the Company to 

reduce the number of residential service terminations for non-payment while decreasing, 

or maintaining, the level of bad debt from residential accounts based on a five-year 

average.   

a. Please explain the mechanisms available in New York which would enable the 

Company to meet the metric. 

b. Are those mechanisms available in Rhode Island? 

c. What are the differences in New York regulations and Rhode Island regulations that 

would affect (positively or negatively) the ability of Narragansett Electric or 

Narragansett Gas to work toward meeting such a metric? 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 53-54. 
 

9-26. Please complete the following table for the years 2012-2017, where the example below is 

the for year 2012 only, and provide the data in a machine-readable file.  Further:  

- please be sure to indicate where National Grid believes the entries are not applicable, 

unknown, or zero;   

- for all monetary values, please use nominal dollars;   

- for each year requested, please use the program year that overlapped the most with 

the calendar year, and indicate which program years were used in the response (e.g., 

for year 2018, use ISR FY2017;   

- for “company earnings” related to incentives, please use the (nominal dollar) value 

National Grid collected for the program year achievement, whether it was concurrent 

with or after the program year; and   

- for “company earnings” related to capital investment, please use the (nominal dollar) 

value of earnings included in the revenue requirement that was calculated after any 

applicable annual reconciliations.    

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 55-68. 



Table to accompany PUC-9-26 

 

 

 

 

2012 

Nameplate 

Capacity 

(Generation 

Only) 

kWh 

Saved or 

Generated 

Avoided 

Transmission 

Peak kW 

Avoided 

Bulk 

System 

kW 

Avoided 

Distribution 

System kW 

Avoided 

CO2 
Participants 

Net 

savings  

Program 

Cost 

Company 

Earnings 

Energy 

Efficiency 
  

                  

System 

Reliability 

Procurement 

  

                  

Infrastructure, 

Safety, 

Reliability 

(e.g. 

VVO/CVR) 

  

                  

Renewable 

Energy 

Growth  

  

                  

Long-term 

Contracts 
  

                  

DG Contracts                     

Net Metering   
                  

Renewable 

Energy 

Standard 

  

                  



9-27. For each year in the response to 9-28, please provide the following: 

a. The minimum, maximum, and average Program Cost for each Outcome Category for 

that year; 

b. The minimum, maximum, and average Company Earnings for each Outcome 

Category for that year. 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 69-81. 
 

9-28. Please complete the table above for all programs and sub-programs proposed by National 

Grid in Docket 4780 that are associated with a performance incentive in Chapter 9, 

Section 3.  For each program or subprogram, highlight (color or bold font) the metric 

National Grid has proposed at the metric for determining performance and related 

incentives.  Please use the target achievement and incentive for this table. 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 82-85. 
 

9-29. For all programs and sub-programs proposed by National Grid in Docket 4780 that are 

associated with a performance incentive in Chapter 9, Section3, and that propose a range 

of achievement levels and associated incentives: 

a. Provide the $/metric value for each proposed achievement level; 

b. For any responses in part a that do not have a uniform $/metric value for all 

achievement levels, please provide a justification for the variation. 

c. For any proposed $/metric value in part b that is above of the ranges identified in 

PUC 9-27.b for 2016 and 2017, please provide a justification for the value being 

above the range. 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 86-87. 
 

9-30. What is the Company's current expectation of the cost of RGGI allowances and 

Renewable Energy Certificates (RECs) over the next three years? 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 88. 
 

9-31. How much CO2 does company expect is abated by purchase of a single RGGI allowance 

and REC? 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 89. 
 

9-32. Is the Company’s expected cost/tonCO2 for RGGI allowances or RECs less than the 

Company's estimate of the value of a ton of CO2?  

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 90. 
 

9-33. Is the Company’s expected cost/tonCO2 for RGGI allowances or RECs less than any of 

the Company’s expected cost/tonCO2 in the Company’s Electric Heat Initiative?   



Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 91-92. 
 

9-34. Was the voluntary purchase of RECs and RGGI when the price of each is below a certain 

price, such as the company's benchmark for CO2, considered for meeting the Company's 

GHG reduction targets? 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 93. 
 

9-35. Please provide the expected or target rebate, per month, that would be paid to participant 

in the EV Off-Peak Charging Rebate program.  Please indicate which months are summer 

which months are winter rebate months.  Please provide the number of hours participants 

are expected to charge their vehicles per month during on- and off-peak hours.  Please 

reference or include supporting material, and indicate which are Rhode Island-specific 

data. 

 
Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 94-101. 

 

9-36. In National Grid’s response to Sierra Club 1-16 in Docket No. 4780, National Grid states, 

“As part of the EV Off-Peak Charging Rebate, the Company will evaluate the technical 

capability of Level 2 electric vehicle supply equipment to function as residential revenue-

grade meters.  

a. In what way will this evaluation be similar to the streetlight metering pilot conducted 

as part of Docket No. 4513?  In what ways will it be similar? 

b. Why does National Grid believe the results of the proposed study will be different 

from the results of the study conducted in Docket No. 4513? 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 102. 
 

9-37. Regarding the proposal to electrify portions of National Grid’s fleet: 

a. Where will these vehicles be housed, recharged, and registered?   

b. Will the vehicles be used in other jurisdictions?  If so, will some of the costs of these 

vehicles be paid for by ratepayers in other jurisdictions? 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 103. 
 

9-38. In National Grid’s response to Sierra Club 1-24 in Docket No. 4780, National Grid states, 

“Although funding for the beneficial heat electrification will originate from both the EE 

and PST programs, most part of the implementation and delivery… will be undertaken by 

the same internal staff.” 

a. How will employees understand when they are working on EE versus PST initiatives? 



b. How will these employees’ time be tracked and accounted for appropriately in the 

different programs’ administrative costs. 

c. For electric heating activities that are identical in the EE and PST programs, would 

National Grid’s metric achievement measurement and incentive structure identical for 

these activities?  If not, why not? 

 
Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 104-105. 

 

9-39. For any PST program or subprogram described as a “pilot” or “demonstration” by the 

National Grid 

a. Please confirm that the primary objective of the activity is to learn.  

b. For each activity that also would count toward a proposed incentive and is supported 

by capital spending, please explain why an incentive beyond the return on investment 

is justified. 

c. For each activity that also would count toward a proposed incentive and is not 

supported by capital spending, please confirm that no existing program incentive or 

proposed program incentive could apply to the activity in the case that the Company’s 

pilot or demonstration leads to a full-fledged program deployment. 

 

Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 106-108. 
 

9-40. Regarding National Grid’s proposed increase to the Residential customer charge: 

a. What, increase to National Grid proposed to the Residential distribution charge would 

be necessary to achieve the proposed revenue requirement if the customer charge 

remained at $5/customer-bill?  

b. What would be the average annual value of such an increase to existing residential net 

metering customers?  Please provide the number of existing residential net metering 

customers and their annual kWh generation used to respond to this data request. 

 
Response can be found in Book 2 on Bates page(s) 109-110. 

 

9-41. In National Grid’s response to Division 8-12 in Docket No. 4770 (Division 2-12 in 

Docket No. 4780), National Grid describes the undepreciated costs associated with 

existing meters that are replaced by AMI meters as “sunk costs and, therefore, should not 

be factored into the benefit-cost analysis.”  For simplicity, assume book life is equal to 

useful life, and meters are replaced when they are fully depreciated.  

Regarding costs, in both the case that AMI are installed, and the case they are not 

installed, customers cannot avoid paying the undepreciated cost for the existing meters, 

and in that sense the undepreciated cost for the meters appear to be sunk costs, and thus 

should not be included as a cost category of the benefit-cost analysis.   



Turning to benefits, if AMI are installed, customers will lose the value of the remaining 

metering life of the existing meters.  However, if AMI are not installed, customers will 

get to use the remaining metering life of the existing meters—thus customers can avoid 

losing the value of the remaining metering life. Please explain why the different 

outcomes related to this (negative) benefit category (i.e., the remaining value to 

customers in existing meters) is not considered in National Grid’s cost-benefit analysis.  

 

The Company has received an extension to file PUC 8-3. 
 


