














Docket No. DE 19-057
NHDES Objection to Motion to Remove the EV Proposal

m. While NHDES did not provide testimony on the make-ready investment, it did note
in its testimony that EV vehicles sales and total percentage of EVs in the fleet are
expected to increase significantly in the next decade. NHDES Testimony, pg. 5. Lines
1-10. It can be inferred from this data that there will be a considerable need for
investment in infrastructure to meet demand for EV charging by utilities and third

parties entities alike.

n. Asthe make ready investments are infrastructure in nature, and will be needed to
meet the demand for charging as it increases, it is appropriate that the discussion

and resolution of such investments remain in DE 19-057.
3. With respect to SB 575 and IR 20-004:

a. OnlJune 12, 2018, SB 575 was signed into law and became effective August 11, 2018.
The bill created RSA 236:133,? which states in Section V:

“V. The public utilities commission shall:

(a) Within 2 years, consider and determine whether it is appropriate to implement
any of the following rate design standards for electric companies and public service
companies:

(1) Cost of service;

(2) Prohibition of declining block rates;

(3) Time of day rates;

(4) Seasonal rates;

(5) Interruptible rates;

(6) Load management techniques; and

(7) Demand charges.

(b) Consider and determine whether it is appropriate to implement electric vehicle
time of day rates for residential and commercial customers. The standards for

determination of such implementation shall include consideration whether such

2 NH RSA 236:133, 236:133 Operation of Electric Vehicle Charging Stations; Signage,
http://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rsa/html/XX/236/236-133.htm. (Last accessed February 14, 2020).
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implementation would encourage energy conservation, optimal and efficient use of
facilities and resources by an electric company, and equitable rates for electric
consumers.”

b. NHDES engaged in the legislative process that led to passage of SB 575 and has held
view since that time that the sections of the RSA 366:133 that applied to the PUC
were intended to narrowly look at various types of rates paid by customers while
charging EVs. The intention is to investigate price signals that influence charging
behavior. The language in the RSA was clearly not intended to investigate the

potential of proposed capital investments or programs of any specific utility.

4. As noted above, the purpose of NHDES testimony in DE 19-057 was to recommend that
Eversource include a proposal for an EV TOU rate for the residential sector, and that a separate
mechanism, possibly a different rate or customer class designed to overcome the disincentive
for investment in DCFC due to demand charges, be considered. As IR 20-004 has now been
opened, NHDES would be amenable for the discussion of its recommendation occur within the

new proceeding.

Wherefore, NHDES respectfully requests that the Commission deny the Motion and retain the

make-ready proposal in the Eversource rate case, Docket No. DE 19-057.
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