
STATE OF VERMONT 
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

 
Case No. 18-0974-TF 
 
Tariff filing of Green Mountain Power 
Corporation requesting a 5.45% increase in its 
base rates effective with bills rendered January 
1, 2019, to be fully offset by bill credits 
through September 30, 2019 

 

 
        Order entered:  
 

INFORMATION REQUEST 

The Vermont Public Utility Commission (the “Commission”) directs Green Mountain 

Power Corporation (“GMP”) to respond to the following information requests: 

 

1. Please refer to Exhibits BO-1 and BO-3.  How does GMP determine the level at which it 

will fund an innovative solution, particularly when the solution appears to have 

substantial net benefits?    

2. Please provide the project folder for the ePark project described on page 13 of Josh 

Castonguay’s April 14, 2018, prefiled testimony.  Did GMP consider undergrounding or 

rerouting the distribution line that currently serves the Emerald Lake State Park facilities?    

3. GMP has identified several new sources of electricity demand like heat pumps, storage 

batteries, and electric vehicles.  Has GMP developed its own forecast of electricity 

demand resulting from adoption of these new technologies?  Does GMP disagree with 

any portions of Itron’s forecast of new load resulting from these technologies?   

4. What sensitivity analyses has GMP or Itron made of the assumptions in their projections 

of electricity growth/decline over the rate year and what factors went into those analyses?  

How have GMP’s or Itron’s previous forecasts of solar penetration compared with the 

actual rate of solar penetration?  What lessons has GMP learned from that experience, 

and how are those lessons applied in the current proceeding? 

5. Itron validated and calibrated its model for revenue calculations.  Did it conduct similar 

validation and calibration for its model for penetration of new sources of electricity and 

expected energy efficiency?  If so, what were those analyses?  If not, why not? 
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6. Please provide more detail about GMP’s plans to use battery storage.  GMP recently 

issued a press release announcing that GMP had avoided significant expenses by using 

battery storage projects to avoid ISO-NE charges during a summer peak.  Provide an 

estimate of the annual savings GMP expects to obtain from its current fleet of battery 

storage facilities.  Does GMP’s forecast of power expenses reflect anticipated savings 

like those described in the press release?  Do battery storage projects have the ability to 

address winter peaks?  If they do, does GMP’s forecast of power costs reflect these 

savings? 

7. Please explain in more detail the type of controls and equipment the behind-the-meter 

(“BTM”) platform is intended to manage and how that management will be used to both 

control use by the customer and, where appropriate, to send electricity from the customer 

into the system. 

8. Please refer to exhibit JC-3.  Please provide this table in Excel.  Please explain the 

meaning of “A&G Absorbed that would flow into O&M.”  Please describe how this 

figure was calculated. 

9. Exhibit JC-3 states that the innovative pilot programs will result in $365,120 in net 

additional revenue to the Company.  Please explain whether this figure was calculated 

using the revenue forecasts developed by Itron.  If not, how was this figure calculated?   

10. Mr. McNamara states that GMP includes its REC inventory balance in its rate base.  

Please describe in detail GMP’s rate treatment of its REC inventory balance and why it is 

in rate base rather than accounted for as a power supply cost. 

11. Please refer to Mr. Dawson’s prefiled testimony at page 27.  Please respond to Mr. 

Dawson’s testimony that “a forecast that more closely resembles the growth and 

expectation from recent capacity auctions and market forecasts is more conservative than 

an aggressive increase to Net CONE.”   

12. Please refer to Mr. Dawson’s prefiled testimony at pages 40 through 41.  Why did the 

analyses of the Powerwall program and the JV Solar/Battery projects not use the same 

capacity price forecasts and loss factors?   

13. Please refer to Mr. Mara’s prefiled testimony at pages 17 through 18.  Mr. Mara discusses 

the Brandon undergrounding project and the fact that the cost of the project has increased 
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from an estimated $203,176 to $409,051.  When GMP enters agreements with customers 

for undergrounding or for line extensions or other work, does GMP include in the 

agreement that the customer will be responsible for any costs that are above the estimated 

cost?   

14. Please refer to Mr. Mara’s prefiled testimony at pages 17 through 18.  Please identify any 

capital projects in this proceeding (in addition to the Brandon undergrounding project) 

where the cost of the project exceeded the estimate provided to the customer who was 

responsible for a portion of the project’s costs.  For each project, please state the 

difference between the estimated cost of the project and the actual cost of the project and 

identify who is responsible for paying the extra cost. 

15. Please address whether the J-V microgrid projects should be included in rates if the 

Commission has not yet ruled on all of GMP’s petitions for certificates of public good 

prior to the resolution of this case.  Please state what GMP’s cost of service would be if 

these projects are not included in rates. 

 

Prefiled testimony or exhibits responding to these information requests must be filed by 

September 12, 2018. 

 

SO ORDERED. 
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Dated at Montpelier, Vermont, this

Z. Roisman PusI-tc Urturv

CovvrssroN
Cheney

OF VERMONT

O¡'prc¡ oF THE CLBnr

Filed

Attest:
(.

Clerk of the Commission

Notice to Readers: This decision is subject to revision oftechnical errors. Readers are requested to notify
the Clerk of the Commission (by e-mail, telephone, or inwriting) of any apparent errors, in order that any necessary

c orr e ct ì ons m ay b e m ade. (E-m ail a ddr es s : pUc*Clç.fk@lerU.Al¡",8e -v)

)
)
)

)
)
)

)

30th day of August, 2018

August 30, 2018 
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Olivia Campbell Andersen 
Renewable Energy Vermont 
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(for Renewable Energy Vermont) 

Geoffrey Hand, Esq. 
Dunkiel Saunders Elliot Raubvogel & Hand, 
PLLC 
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(for Green Mountain Power Corporation) 

Elizabeth Miller, Esq. 
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PLLC 
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(for Green Mountain Power Corporation) 

James Porter, Esq. 
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(for Vermont Department of Public Service) 

Shapleigh Smith, Jr. 
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Burlington, VT  05401 
ssmith@dinse.com 

(for GLOBALFOUNDRIES U.S. 2 LLC) 



 
Victoria M. Westgate, Esq. 
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PLLC 
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Burlington, VT  05402-0545 
vwestgate@dunkielsaunders.com 
 

(for Green Mountain Power Corporation) 

  
 
 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 


