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ORA DATA REQUEST 


A.14-04-014: San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E)

Vehicle to Grid Pilot Program Application Settlement Agreement

	Date: 
June 10, 2015

	

	To:
Parina Parikh
            Regulatory Case Manager
            San Diego Gas & Electric Company
            8330 Century Park Court, CP32

            San Diego, CA 92123

	Phone:  (858) 636-5503    

Email:  pparikh@semprautilities.com


	
	


	From:  Jose Aliago-Caro/Rajan Mutialu/Anand    
Durvasula

Data request originators

Iryna Kwasny


Attorney for ORA
	Phone:
(415) 703-2338/ 703-2039/703-

               2765                

Email:
Jose.Aliaga-Caro@cpuc.ca.gov
               Rajan.mutialu@cpuc.ca.gov
               Anand.durvasula@cpuc.ca.gov
         Phone:
(415) 703-1477
Email:
iryna.kwasny@cpuc.ca.gov

	 
	


Re: 
Data Request No.  ORA-A.14-10-014-SDGE-008

Responses Due:    June 20, 2015


Instructions

You are instructed to answer the following Data Requests in the above-captioned proceeding, with written, verified responses per Public Utilities Code §§ 309.5 and 314, and Rules 1.1 and 10.1 of the California Public Utilities Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure. Restate the text of each request prior to providing the response. For any questions, email the ORA contact(s) above with a copy to the ORA attorney.

Each Data Request is continuing in nature. Provide your response as it becomes available, but no later than the due date noted above.  If you are unable to provide a response by this date, notify ORA as soon as possible, with a written explanation as to why the response date cannot be met and a best estimate of when the information can be provided.  If you acquire additional information after providing an answer to any request, you must supplement your response following the receipt of such additional information. 
Identify the person providing the answer to each data request and his/her contact information. Responses should be provided both in the original electronic format, if available, and in hard copy.  (If available in Word format, send the Word document and do not send the information as a PDF file.)  All electronic documents submitted in response to this data request should be in readable, downloadable, printable, and searchable formats, unless use of such formats is infeasible.  Each page should be numbered.  If any of your answers refer to or reflect calculations, provide a copy of the supporting electronic files that were used to derive such calculations, such as Excel-compatible spreadsheets or computer programs, with data and formulas intact and functioning.  Documents produced in response to the data requests should be Bates-numbered, and indexed if voluminous.  Responses to data requests that refer to or incorporate documents should identify the particular documents referenced by Bates-numbers or Bates-range. 
If a request, definition, or an instruction, is unclear, notify ORA as soon as possible.  In any event, answer the request to the fullest extent possible, specifying the reason for your inability to answer the remaining portion of the Data Request. 

Definitions


Unless the request indicates otherwise, the following definitions are applicable in providing the requested information.

Data Requests

1. How does SDG&E intend to verify if a Load Management Plan (LMP) is consistent with Settling Parties’ Guiding Principles (Attachment A, p. 3)?  

2. As outlined in Guiding Principle # 3 (Attachment A, p. 3), how will net benefits to ratepayers be measured (e.g. use of a cost-effectiveness model)?

3. What cost-effectiveness tests (i.e. ratepayer impact measure (RIM), total resource cost (TRC), and societal cost test (SCT)) will be used to measure ratepayer benefits?

4. Will the RIM, TRC, and SCT values need to be above 1 in order for a VGI Rate-to-Host applicant’s LMP will be accepted by SDG&E? (i.e., will the benefit to cost ratio need to be at least 1?)

5. What tactics should the LMP include to “ensure that assets continue to be used and useful” (Attachment A, p. 3)?  

6. How will SDG&E monitor the ability of a site host to ensure that EV charging stations are “used and useful”?

7. What process will SDG&E employ to review LMPs?  

8. Is there an additional program cost associated with SDG&E’s review of VGI Rate-to-Host LMPs? 

9. If there are additional program costs associated with SDG&E’s review of the VGI Rate-to-Host LMPs would this entail additional labor, IT, or other related requirements?  What are the specific resource requirements to implement this?
10. How much time will SDG&E allow site hosts to demonstrate that the LMP results in grid benefits?
11. Will SDG&E stop offering the VGI Rate-to-Host option if the SDG&E Approved LMP does not result in grid benefits?  
12. What is SDG&E’s method for identifying if LMPs are not resulting in grid benefits? 

13. If SDG&E approves a LMP, but EV drivers are still charging at any hour, what is SDG&E’s strategy to mitigate the issue?  
14. What criteria will SDG&E use to evaluate and qualify third-party vendors of EV supply equipment and services? 

15. How will SDG&E pay for “innovative opportunities that may exceed the minimum implementation requirements of the VGI program” if such opportunities exceed the program’s budget?

16. Please attach a copy of SDG&E’s Supply Management Policy and procedures.

17. How will SDG&E ensure that “all contractors have hiring goals to support opportunities to increase hiring from Disadvantaged Communities”?

18. How much will SDG&E charge for program participation fees?  If SDG&E has not determined a specific amount, please specify a range. 

19. What role will the VGI Program Advisory Council play in the development of SDG&E’s methodology for developing program participant fees?
20. Who will determine which programmatic changes are needed during the course of the VGI Program?

21. Upon what criteria will this decision be made?
22. What VGI program costs (i.e. capital, O&M) will be defrayed by program participant fees?

23. If third parties must agree to SDG&E’s VGI program co-branding policy, how may third party marketing, education, and outreach costs defray VGI program costs?  
24. Please attach a copy of SDG&E’s Co-branding policy.

25. What standards and or principles will SDG&E employ when determining what VGI program costs will be defrayed by program participant fees?
26. How will EV drivers see the VGI rate under a VGI Rate-to-Host scenario?
27. If VGI Rate-to-Host customers wish to offer EV drivers a flat EV charging fee or free EV charging, how does this comport with the stipulation that additional or complementary services “shall not include activities, arrangements, agreements, policies or procedures that inhibit the ability of the EV driver or VGI facility host to respond to the pricing signal of the VGI rate”?

28. If SDG&E is capable of offering a VGI Rate-to-Host option to customers why is SDG&E required to own the EV charging stations?   
29. What is SDG&E’s proposal to inform the Commission regarding the performance of the VGI program prior to filing the Interim Progress Report after 2 years?   

30. According to Appendix A, the VGI Program Advisory Council “does not have formal decision making authority”.  Given that the Commission does have decision making authority, what is the process for providing near-term (e.g. one year after VGI program deployment) data and findings to inform the Commission prior to making a decision (e.g. VGI program modification, suspension or termination)?

31. Given the requirement to abide by Commission policies on data privacy, what is the process for SDG&E to release VGI program data to the Commission before the Interim Progress report is filed?

32. What standards or thresholds will SDG&E utilize in order to determine what additional services offered by third party vendors constitute “complementary services necessary to support” the objectives of the VGI Pilot Program?

33. Beyond receiving input from the VGI Program Advisory Council, what policies, processes and procedures does SDG&E plan on utilizing to identify potential programmatic changes to the VGI Program that may be necessary? 
34.  Describe the “commitment” that the site host must make by the end of year 4 to qualify for VGI Program proposed installation beyond the 5th year of the program. 

END OF REQUEST

�Note that the July 16, 2014 Assigned Commissioner’s Scoping Memo and Ruling in the Alternative Fueled Vehicle Order Instituting Rulemaking (AFV OIR), R.13-11-007, asked 13 questions.  Q.1-5 were related to Phase 1 of the proceeding.  Parties only got a chance to answer these questions before R.13-11-007 was “put on hold.”  But Q.9 asked:  “9. Should the Total Resource Cost (TRC) Test and the Program Administrator Cost Test (PAC) found in the Standard Practices Manual be applied to electric vehicles programs? Do these tests need modification to account for any costs or benefits that are unique to electric vehicles? In particular, does the Standard Practice Manual adequately list the appropriate costs included in evaluating an electric vehicle VGI program? Does the definition of avoided cost benefits require modification to capture value unique to electric vehicles?”  These questions were never answered by stakeholders nor has the Commission considered them.  
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