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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

OF OREGON 

UM2003 

In the Matter of the Application of P01iland ) Amended Application for the 
General Electric Company for an Order ) Deferral of Costs and Revenues 
Approving the Deferral of Costs and Revenues ) Associated with the Electric Vehicle 
Associated with the Electric Vehicle Charging ) Charging Pilots 
Pilots ) 

Pursuant to ORS 757.259 and OAR 860-027-0300, Portland General Electric 

Company (PGE) hereby respectfully requests authorization to defer for later rate-making 

treatment costs and revenues associated with two Electric Vehicle Charging Pilots (EV 

Charging Pilots or Pilots). In addition, this filing is being made to initiate a deferral that will 

support an automatic adjustment clause rate schedule for the recovery of deferred operation 

and maintenance (O&M) costs and the "tracking" of capital-related costs into prices after 

assets close to plant (i.e., placed in service). We request the deferral of O&M costs to be 

effective upon the date of this filing and be subject to annual renewals. 

PGE will periodically update the tariff rate schedule to incorporate the capital-related 

costs and the remaining undepreciated costs in customer prices (including return "on" and 

"of') as the capital investments are placed in service. 1 Only non-capital-related O&M 

expenses, however, will be subject to deferral.2 

In support of this amended application (Application) PGE states: 

1 This process "tracks" the capital-related costs into prices after the assets have closed to plant. PGE has used 
similar tracking mechanisms on several occasions for renewable resources and most recently for the Carty 
generating plant as part of the UE 294 general rate case. 
2 PGE believes that an automatic adjustment clause with defe1Ted accounting that would include all costs and 
revenues associated with the Pilots, to be a more appropriate treatment. However, recognizing that Commission 
Order No. 18-423 in Docket UM 1909 may remain unchanged, PGE is submitting this application for defe1Ted 
accounting treatment of O&M expenses and the tracking of capital-related costs, in support of an automatic 
adjustment clause rate schedule. 
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1. PGE is a public utility in the state of Oregon and its rates, service and accounting 

practices are subject to the regulation of the Public Utility Commission of Oregon 

(Commission or OPUC). 

2. This Application is filed pursuant to ORS 757.259, which allows the Commission, upon 

application, to authorize deferral of ce1iain items for later incorporation into rates. 

3. Written communications regarding this Application should be addressed to : 

Douglas C. Tingey 
Associate General Counsel 
Portland General Electric 
1WTC1301 
121 SW Salmon Street 
Portland, OR 97204 
Phone: 503.464.8926 
E-mail: doug.tingey@pgn.com 

PGE-OPUC Filings 
Rates & Regulatory Affairs 
Portland General Electric 
1WTC0306 
121 SW Salmon Street 
Portland, OR 97204 
Phone: 503.464.7805 
E-mail: pge.opuc.filings@pgn.com 

In addition to the names and addresses above, the following are to receive notices and 

communications via the e-mail service list: 

Stefan Brown, Manager, Regulatory Affairs 
E-mail: stefan.brown@pgn.com 

I. OAR 860-027-0300(3) Requirements 

The following is provided pursuant to OAR 860-027-0300(3): 

A. Background 

In accordance with Commission Order No. 18-054 and OAR 860-087-0030, PGE 

previously developed three pilots3 designed to accelerate transportation electrification and is 

hereby proposing two additional EV Charging Pilots. Commission Order No. 18-054 adopted a 

stipulation that authorized PGE to undertake the three pilots mentioned above and provided 

guidance on establishing two new pilots. More specifically, these are the Residential and the 

3 The three pilots are: Electric A venue, TriMet Mass Transit, and Education and Outreach. These pilots were 
submitted for deferred accounting treatment as part of Docket No. UM 1938. 
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Business EV Charging Pilots described in PGE's Electric Vehicle Charging Proposal provided as 

Attachment 1. 

Residential EV Charging Pilot 

The Residential EV Charging Pilot aims to encourage EV adoption by financially 

supporting and facilitating the installation of qualified connected charging stations. In addition, 

the Pilot will explore mechanisms to realize the value of the delivery of grid services ( demand 

response, daily load shifting, and load following) via the connected chargers. 

As part of the Residential EV Charging Pilot, PGE will provide incentives to customers for 

the installation of qualifying connected EV home chargers4 as well as annual performance 

incentives for participation in grid services. The Pilot is structured around delivery channels, 

qualified products, and incentives as follows: 

• Delivery channels will address how the Pilot goes to market considering existing market 

realities, collaborative opportunities, and creating paths towards paiiicipation for 

customers. 

• Qualified products will be identified and listed to make choosing a charger easy, as well as 

to ensure customer and Pilot success. A qualified product list will be established and 

regularly be updated to allow customers choice for a connected charger that meets 

customers' needs and allows the customer to earn incentives by paiiicipating in grid 

services. 

• Incentives are primarily used to overcome financial hurdles standing in the way of adoption 

of suitable chargers that meet customer needs. Fmihermore, incentives are used to entice 

4 The exact characteristics of a qualifying charger will be based on a Request for Information and related responses 
by vendors. 
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collaboration between market actors (midstream incentive) as well as customers (grid 

service participation). 

For more details about the Residential EV Charging Pilot please see Section 2 of PGE's 

EV Charging Pilot Proposals, provided as Attachment 1. 

Business EV Charging Pilot 

PGE's Business EV Charging Pilot is expected to enable business customers to deploy 

charging infrastructure while assembling a portfolio of distributed energy resources that will be 

able to create future system value. 

As part of the Pilot, PGE will: 

• Install, own, and maintain the distribution and make-ready infrastructure, as well as provide 

rebates for the customer-owned charging equipment for business EV charging at 

workplaces, multifamily, multitenant, destination centers (e.g., big-box retail), and fleets. 

Make-ready projects will be cost-capped based on the number of charging ports deployed, 

and a rebate will be provided for each Level 2 charger port installed. 

• For public transit agencies electrifying their fleet, PGE will install, own, operate, and 

maintain the distribution infrastructure, the make ready infrastructure, and the EV charging 

equipment. Each project will be evaluated for cost-effectiveness, requiring participant 

payments to limit ratepayer impact. 

PGE's Business EV Charging Pilot aims to simplify customers' deployments of charging 

infrastructure and reduce their associated costs. We propose to do so by offering a Pilot to build 

all enabling electrical infrastructure for a customer to install a Demand Response-enabled EV 
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charger from a qualified product list. 5 For transit agencies, PGE will also install the charging 

stations. This approach is expected to expand the network of public charging stations, accelerate 

the adoption ofEVs, and create a robust network of future grid resources. 

For more details about the Business EV Charging Pilot please see Section 3 of PGE's EV 

Charging Pilot Proposals, provided as Attachment 1. 

To address cost recovery, PGE requests approval to defer incremental O&M costs and to 

track the capital-related costs associated with the Residential and the Business EV Charging 

Pilots.6 The Pilots' costs include, but are not limited to: administrative costs, incremental supply 

costs (energy only), participant incentives (rebates), capital costs related to new line extensions 

and make-ready equipment, chargers for EV charging stations, transformer upgrades, and 

evaluation costs. These costs are offset in part by increased utility revenue from new electricity 

sales and from market participation (including revenue related to Clean Fuels monetary credits). 

In addition, EV programs designed with Demand Response components will provide the benefit 

of avoided supply costs. 

Approval of this cost-recovery mechanism is necessary to proceed with the Pilots because 

the costs are not included in any other PGE prices or recovery mechanism. 

B. Reasons for Deferral 

Pursuant to ORS 757.259(2)(e), and for the reasons discussed above, PGE seeks deferred 

accounting treatment for the EV Charging Pilots. The granting of this Application will minimize 

the frequency of rate changes and/or match appropriately the costs borne by and benefits received 

by customers. The approval of the Application will support the use of an automatic adjustment 

5 The exact characteristics of a qualifying charger will be based on a Request for Information and related responses 
by vendors. 
6 Capital costs will only be incurred for the Business EV Charging Pilot. There are no capital costs associated with 
the Residential EV Charging Pilot. 
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clause rate schedule, which will provide for changes in rates reflecting incremental costs associated 

with the Pilots (i.e., to recover deferred O&M expenses plus a tracker mechanism to recover 

capital-related costs). 

C. Proposed Accounting for Recording Amounts Deferred. 

PGE proposes to record the deferred amount as a regulatory asset in FERC account 182.3, 

Other Regulatory Assets, with a credit to FERC account 456, Other Revenue. In the absence of a 

deferred accounting order from the Commission, PGE would not implement the Pilots. 

D. Estimate of Amounts to be Recorded for the Next 12 months. 

PGE estimates the net present value (NPV) of the net costs7 associated with the EV 

Charging Pilots to be approximately $2.4 million (2018 dollars) over a fourteen-year period. This 

translates into a net nominal cost of approximately $1.3 million over the first 12 months of the EV 

Charging Pilots. For more details related to the costs associated with the EV Charging Pilots, see 

Tables 13 and 26 in Sections 2.4 and 3.4, respectively, in PGE's EV Charging Pilot Proposals 

provided as Attachment 1. 

E. Notice 

A copy of the notice of application for deferred accounting treatment and a list of persons 

served with Notice are attached to the application as Exhibit A. In compliance with the provisions 

of 860-027-0300(6), PGE is serving Notice of Application on the service lists of Docket Nos. 

UM 1811 (Transportation Electrification) and UE 335 (2019 general rate case). 

7 The net cost is the NPV of the costs less the NPV of the benefits over the lifetime of the pilot. 
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II. Summary of Filing Conditions 

A. Earnings Review 

Cost recovery associated with the Pilots will not be subject to an earnings review since it 

would be subject to an automatic adjustment clause. 

B. Prudence Review 

PGE will submit Pilot evaluation reports that will provide detailed cost summaries. A 

prudence review can also be performed during the Pilots' operations. 

C. Sharing 

All prudently incurred cost and benefits, will be collected from or refunded to customers 

with no sharing mechanism. 

D. Rate Spread/Rate Design 

Applicable costs will be allocated to each schedule using the applicable schedule's forecasted 

energy based on an equal percent revenue applied on a cents-per-kWh basis. 

E. Three percent test (ORS 757.259(6)) 

The amortization of the Pilots' deferred costs will be subject to the three percent test in 

accordance with the ORS 757.259(7) and (8), which limits aggregated deferral amortizations 

during a 12-month period to no more than three percent of the utility's gross revenues for the 

preceding year. 
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III. Conclusion 

For the reasons stated above, PGE requests permission to defer the O&M costs and revenues, 

subject to an automatic adjustment clause to recover the net deferred O&M costs plus a tracker 

mechanism to recover capital-related costs associated with the EV Charging Pilots. 

DATED this February 22, 2019. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Ma ger, Regulatory Affairs 
Portland General Electric Company 
121 SW Salmon Street, 1WTC0306 
Po1tland, OR 97204 
Telephone: 503.464.7805 
Fax: 503.464.7651 
E-Mail: stefan.brown@pgn.com 
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Methodology 
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 Key Terms and Concepts 

Charger or Charging Station – Charging equipment used to charge an electric vehicle. 

Coincident Peak – For the purposes of this report, defined as the peak demand expressed as a percent of 
nameplate capacity by site type during peak system demand (3 PM to 8 PM on weekdays). 

Clean Fuels Credits – The Oregon Clean Fuels Program1 requires a ten percent reduction in the average carbon 
intensity of Oregon’s transportation fuels from 2015 levels by 2025. Clean Fuels Credits are generated when the 
carbon intensity of a specific fuel is lower than the clean fuel standard in a given year. 
 
Customer Make Ready – Customer facility upgrades (located on the customer’s side of the meter) including 
conduit, wiring and panel/switchgear up to the charging station to "ready" a customer’s site for installation of 
charging equipment. 
 
Demand Response (DR) – “Demand response is a non-persistent intentional change in net electricity usage by 
end-use customers from normal consumptive patterns in response to a request on behalf of, or by, a power and/or 
distribution/transmission system operator. This change is driven by an agreement, potentially financial, or tariff 
between two or more participating parties.”2 
 
Electric Vehicle Service Providers (EVSPs) – Companies that install, operate, and maintain electric vehicle charging 
stations. 

Line Extension – Distribution facility upgrades (located on Portland General Electric Company’s side of the meter) 
to obtain additional capacity or a change in service conditions, such as to serve new electric vehicle charging loads. 
Excludes modifications to transmission or subtransmission voltage facilities or substations. 

Load Factor – The ratio of average load over a given period to the maximum peak load in that period. 

Port – Physical plug that delivers a charge to an EV. There are commonly one or two ports per charger or 
charging station. 

Site – A physical location housing one or more chargers. 

 

 

See Appendix A for more information on electric vehicle charging terminology. 

 

1 Oregon Department of Environmental Quality. Oregon Clean Fuels Program. Retrieved from 
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/aq/programs/Pages/Clean-Fuels.aspx 

2 Northwest Power and Conservation Council. Demand Response Advisory Committee. Retrieved from 
https://www.nwcouncil.org/energy/energy-advisory-committees/demand-response-advisory-committee 
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Executive Summary 

Portland General Electric Company (PGE) is pleased to file these transportation electrification (TE) pilot program 
proposals as directed by the Public Utility Commission of Oregon (OPUC or Commission) and the Oregon State 
Legislature.3,4 The transportation sector is Oregon’s largest and fastest growing contributor to state-wide 
greenhouse gas emissions.5 Senate Bill 1547 notes “transportation electrification is necessary to reduce 
petroleum use, achieve optimum levels of energy efficiency and carbon reduction, meet federal and state air 
quality standards, meet this state’s greenhouse gas emissions reduction goals” and “improve the public health 
and safety.”6 Further, Governor Kate Brown outlined a statewide goal to achieve “50,000 or more registered and 
operating electric vehicles by 2020.”7 

In February 2018, the OPUC adopted in part and modified in part, a stipulation which included agreement to future 
pilot proposals, namely PGE proposing a residential home charging and workplace and/or fleet charging pilot 
programs.8 Pursuant to paragraphs 30-32 of the stipulation,9 PGE proposes the following pilot programs: 

Residential Electric Vehicle (EV) Charging pilot program: PGE proposes a Residential EV Charging pilot program 
to encourage customers to deploy connected Level 2 EV Charging (L2) infrastructure at their homes. The pilot 
program, which targets single family homes, aims to provide rebates for approximately 3,600 charging stations 
over a three-year period. Participants will receive a rebate ranging from $500-1,000 per charger,10 and EV dealers 
will receive a $100 mid-stream rebate for referring a qualified successful EV charger installation. Further, the pilot 
program will test the effectiveness of providing grid services, specifically demand response (DR) using home 
chargers, by offering customers a $50 annual incentive for participating in grid services events. We estimate a 14-
year net cost for the EV Charging Pilot to be $3.9M.11 

Business EV Charging pilot program: PGE proposes a Business EV Charging pilot program that aims to mitigate 
the issues with cost, complexity, and effort that otherwise preclude businesses from installing charging 
infrastructure. Through the pilot program, PGE will support nonresidential customers’ deployment of chargers 
with approximately 600 charging ports at 90 customer sites over about three years. This pilot program targets two 
groups of customers: 

3 In the passing of Chapter 28, Oregon Laws 2016, the state legislature acknowledges that there is a role for electric 
companies to play in accelerating TE. 

478th Oregon Legislative Assembly, 2016 Regular Session. Chapter 28, 2016 Oregon Laws. Retrieved from 
https://www.oregonlegislature.gov/bills_laws/lawsstatutes/2016orlaw0028.pdf 

5 Oregon Department of Environmental Quality. Statewide Greenhouse Gas Emissions. Retrieved from 
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/aq/programs/Pages/GHG-Oregon-Emissions.aspx 

6 78th Oregon Legislative Assembly, 2016 Regular Session. 
7 Office of the Governor, State of Oregon. (2017). Oregon Executive Order 17-21. Retrieved from 

https://www.oregon.gov/gov/Documents/executive_orders/eo_17-21.pdf 
8 OPUC. Order No. 18-054. OPUC Docket No. UM 1811. 2018 Feb 16. Retrieved from 

https://apps.puc.state.or.us/orders/2018ords/18-054.pdf 
9 Ibid. 
10 The amount of the participant’s rebate is based on the participant’s income-level. 
11 The net cost is the NPV of the costs less the NPV of the benefits over the lifetime of the pilot program. 
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1. Business charging at workplaces, multifamily dwellings, multitenant buildings, destination centers (e.g. 
big-box retail), and fleets. PGE proposes to install, own, and maintain both the distribution and the make 
ready infrastructure, as well as provide rebates for the customer-owned charging equipment ($575 for 
L2 charging ports and $2,300 for ports installed at income-qualified multifamily properties); and 

2. Public transit agencies electrifying their fleets. PGE proposes to install, own, operate, and maintain the 
distribution infrastructure, the make-ready infrastructure, and the EV charging equipment.  

All chargers deployed under the Business EV Charging pilot program will be DR-enabled, allowing for integration 
into PGE’s Energy Partner program12. Further, in exchange for the benefits of their participation, customers will 
sign over environmental credits (i.e. Clean Fuels Credits)13 to PGE which will be used to buy down pilot program 
costs. PGE estimates the pilot program NPV net benefit of $1.5M14 with a cost-effectiveness result of 1.06. 

Both EV Charging pilot programs will support Oregon’s climate goals, accelerate TE, and encourage efficient grid 
integration by:  

• Reducing customer costs: Decrease costs associated with deploying charging infrastructure at home and 
at businesses;  

• Enhancing customer experience: Simplify and standardize the EV charger buying and installation process;  

• Enabling efficient grid integration: Ensure that future charging stations deployed in PGE’s service territory 
are connected and participating or have the ability to participate in smart charging programs;  

• Expanding access: Increase deployments of public and workplace charging for customers to empower 
those who may not be able to charge at home and increase prospective customers’ likelihood to consider 
buying an EV; and 

• Supporting greater EV adoption in moderate-income and low-income communities: By offering larger 
incentives for qualifying individuals and facilities and by supporting transit agencies in electrifying their 
fleets. 

As demonstrated in Table 1, PGE estimates that the proposed residential and nonresidential customer pilot 
programs will have a 14-year net present value (NPV) net cost of $2.4M (which includes $34.7M in benefits and 
$37.1M in costs). 

12 Energy Partner is PGE’s Nonresidential DR program through PGE’s Tariff Schedules 25 and 26. 
13 Oregon Department of Environmental Quality. Oregon Clean Fuels Program.  
14 Note that the $1.5M net benefit is reflected in cost effectiveness tables as a negative net cost of $1.5M. Detailed cost 
effectiveness analyses of the Residential and Business pilot programs can be found in sections 2.4 and 3.4, respectively. 
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Table 1 Estimated TE Pilot Program Financial Summaries (14-year NPV) 

 Residential Business  

NPV of  
Pilot Program Costs 

Charging 
Pilot Program 

Charging 
Pilot Program Total 

  $M $M $M 

Pilot Program BenefitsA $9.4 $25.3 $34.7 

Pilot Program CostsB $13.3 $23.8 $37.1 

Net Cost $3.9 -$1.5 $2.4 

A. Pilot program benefits include: increased revenues from new electricity sales, market 
participation revenues (e.g. Clean Fuels), and avoided capacity costs (estimated for 
residential DR)  

 

B. Pilot program costs include: incremental supply costs (capacity and energy), administrative 
costs, incentives, and capital costs 

Subsequent to this filing, PGE will file an operational tariff for these pilot programs and their respective incentive 
structures. This operational tariff will reflect the feedback from stakeholders on these pilot program proposals. 
PGE is filing a cost recovery tariff in addition to this compliance filing, which is designed to recover costs associated 
with TE pilot programs,15 and an application for the deferral of costs and revenues associated with the EV Charging 
pilot programs. 

Pilot programs like these are likely to help accelerate Oregon’s transition to a clean energy future. These proposed 
pilot programs wholly support the state’s goals to decarbonize the transportation sector while ensuring that we 
are building a grid that can maximize value from these new distributed energy resources (DERs). As our customers’ 
trusted energy partner, PGE brings a balance of technical knowledge and customer acumen to deliver programs 
to accelerate TE and create value to the grid. We believe that these two pilot programs will make charging more 
affordable, simplify the experience around installing charging infrastructure, increase the number of charging 
points in PGE’s service territory, and create a pathway to capture and quantify new flexible energy resources. We 
look forward to working quickly and collaboratively with the Commission and stakeholders to launch these pilot 
programs in 2019 so we may support our communities’ clean energy goals. 

  

15 For more information, see PGE Advice No. 19-05 (NEW PGE’s Schedule 150 – Transportation Electrification Cost Recovery 
Mechanism). 
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Section 1 Background  

1.1 Chapter 28, Oregon Laws 2016 

In 2016, the Oregon State Legislature enacted Chapter 28, Oregon Laws 201616 with the intent of eliminating coal 
from the electricity supply, increasing renewable energy production, and promoting alternative technologies that 
reduce carbon and/or aid in efficiently integrating renewables onto the grid. The legislation includes a section that 
directs Investor-Owned Utilities (IOUs) to file applications with the Commission for programs to accelerate TE and 
states that “transportation electrification is necessary to reduce petroleum use, achieve optimum levels of energy 
efficiency and carbon reduction, meet federal and state air quality standards, meet this state’s greenhouse gas 
emissions reduction goals” and “improve the public health and safety.”17 Such programs “may include prudent 
investments in or customer rebates for EV charging and related infrastructure.”18 These programs are to be 
consistent with the Oregon Legislative Assembly’s findings related to TE, including that widespread TE requires 
that electric companies “increase access to the use of electricity as a transportation fuel” (especially in “low and 
moderate income communities”); that “the purchase and use of electric vehicles should assist in managing the 
electrical grid” and that this creates the potential for attaining a “net benefit for the customers of the electric 
company”.19  

When considering programs and determining cost recovery, the Commission shall consider if investments are:  

• In the utility’s service territory; 

• Prudent;  

• Reasonably expected to be used and useful; 

• Reasonably expected to support the grid; 

• Reasonably expected to improve grid efficiency and operational flexibility (including renewable 
integration); and 

• Expected to stimulate innovation, competition, and customer choice.20 

1.2 Commission Rulemaking 

Following the passage of Chapter 28, Oregon Laws 2016, the OPUC opened an investigative docket, Administrative 
Rule (AR) 599,21 to bring interested stakeholders together to provide input on how a TE Program should be 

16 78th Oregon Legislative Assembly, 2016 Regular Session. 
17 Ibid, Sec. 20.1 
18 Ibid, Sec. 20.3  
19 Ibid, Sec. 20.2 
20 Ibid, Sec. 20.4 
21 OPUC (2016). Senate Bill 1547 Transportation Electrification Program Application. Retrieved from 

http://apps.puc.state.or.us/edockets/docket.asp?DocketID=20129  
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structured in Oregon. The rulemaking process included multiple rounds of written comments, as well as technical 
conferences which included all three IOUs – PGE, PacifiCorp (PAC) dba Pacific Power, and Idaho Power.  

The OPUC adopted Oregon Administrative Rule (OAR) 860-087-0000 et seq. (Transportation Electrification 
Programs) on November 26, 2016.22 The scope of these rules related to applications submitted prior to December 
31, 2016.  

On December 18, 2018, the OPUC opened Docket No. AR 609 to add OAR 860-087-0020. As of this filing, the 
rulemaking process for TE plans are still ongoing. 

1.3 Regulatory History (OPUC Docket No. UM 1811)23 

PGE filed proposals with the OPUC to run several TE pilot programs in March 2017.24 On February 16, 2018, 
Commission Order No. 18-054 adopted in part and modified in part, a stipulation which included agreement to 
future pilot proposals:  

• A residential home charging pilot program, which includes rebates for customers installing a connected 
L2 home charger and going on a time of use (TOU) rate, within one year of Commission approval of this 
plan.25  

• A workplace charging and/or fleet charging pilot program to be proposed within one-year of the date of 
the order. The approximate total cost of the proposal will be $1M. The pilot program shall be open to 
both cost-of-service and direct access customers. The proposed $1M results from a removal of $1M from 
the PGE's proposed Education and Outreach budget in its application. PGE will also separately consider 
developing programs to increase access to electricity as a transportation fuel at multifamily dwellings.26 

Further the Commission opined on how SB 1547 was being interpreted:  

• We confirm . . . that SB 1547 does not prohibit utility ownership of EV service equipment; 
• We conclude that the language in Section 20(4) of SB 1547 sets out six factors we must consider in 

evaluating a program to accelerate TE, and does not . . . establish six criteria that must be met for each 
program (emphasis in original); and 

• We are to take in account these factors during our review, but that we retain discretion in our decision-
making whether to approve a program.27 

22 OPUC (2016). Order No. 16-477 Rulemaking to Prescribe Application Requirements for Transportation Electrification 
Programs. Retrieved from http://apps.puc.state.or.us/orders/2016ords/16-447.pdf  

23 OPUC (2016-). UM 1811: PGE Transportation Electrification Program Applications. Retrieved from 
https://apps.puc.state.or.us/edockets/docket.asp?DocketID=20573  

24 PGE (2017). UM 1811 Direct Testimony and Supplemental Application for Transportation Electrification Programs. 
Retrieved from https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HTB/um1811htb164014.pdf  

25 OPUC (2018). Order No. 18-054. Retrieved from https://apps.puc.state.or.us/orders/2018ords/18-054.pdf. 
26 Ibid. 
27 Ibid, p. 8-9. 
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1.4 Executive Order 17-21 

On November 6, 2017, Governor Kate Brown signed Executive Order No. 17-21 declaring that “Oregon is 
committed to meeting the international Paris Agreement targets to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 26 to 28 
percent below 2005 levels by 2025,” and that “greater transition of internal combustion engines to zero emission 
vehicles, like electric cars, buses, and trucks, play a key role in helping Oregon achieve its climate change goals, 
improving the health of Oregon communities, and encouraging clean energy job development.”28 In that order, 
the Governor outlined a statewide goal to achieve “50,000 or more registered and operating electric vehicles by 
2020.” 29 Further, the order highlights several key considerations for utility programs:  

• “The PUC, with input from interested stakeholders, is directed to implement the transportation 
electrification program, established in SB 1547 (2015), to support electric vehicle charging in the investor-
owned utilities’ transportation electrification plans such that the transportation electrification program is 
designed to achieve the state goal…” and “[w]henever possible, the PUC is directed to encourage 
programs that support greater electric vehicle adoption in moderate- and low-income communities.”30 

•  “ODOT, working with ODOE, PUC, and DEQ, is directed to develop tools, information, and best practices 
to assist transit agencies when making decisions about zero emission vehicle bus technology adoption in 
transit fleets for their transit districts.” 31 

1.5 Stakeholder Engagement 

In preparing this filing, PGE provided external stakeholders an opportunity to contribute and provide feedback on 
our proposed ideas. PGE’s workshops focused on pilot program valuation, attribution, and new pilot program 
design concepts; and included participation from customers, regulators, automakers, peer electric companies, 
equipment manufacturers, government bodies, and non-governmental organizations. 

In addition to this open workshop, PGE also held a number of smaller, topic-driven meetings and phone calls with 
a variety of stakeholders. For example, PGE held a roundtable discussion on pilot program design concepts 
methodologies and approaches, with representatives from the OPUC Staff, the Oregon Citizen’s Utility Board 
(CUB), and Alliance of Western Energy Consumers (AWEC) in December and January. PGE also met multiple times 
with PAC and OPUC staff to discuss cost effectiveness and attribution. Through stakeholder meetings, we heard 
from stakeholders: propose larger pilot programs but not exceed the terms of the stipulation; plan on calculating 
attribution but do not include that in cost-effectiveness calculations; look for solutions that increase equitable 
access to TE. 

Evidence of this robust stakeholder engagement process can be found in Appendix B, which incorporates letters 
of support from the cities of Beaverton, Gresham, Hillsboro, Milwaukie, Portland, Salem, and Wilsonville; 
Multnomah County; TriMet; Greenlots®; the Alliance for Transportation Electrification; Forth; and EVBox. 

28 Office of the Governor, State of Oregon. (2017). Oregon Executive Order 17-21. Retrieved from 
https://www.oregon.gov/gov/Documents/executive_orders/eo_17-21.pdf  

29 Ibid. 
30 Office of the Governor, State of Oregon. (2017). Oregon Executive Order 17-21. Retrieved from 

https://www.oregon.gov/gov/Documents/executive_orders/eo_17-21.pdf 
31 Ibid. 
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Section 2 Residential Charging 

2.1 Summary 

PGE proposes to launch a Residential EV Charging pilot program to encourage customers to deploy connected L2 
infrastructure at their homes (see Appendix A for a detailed description of L2 and other charger types). The pilot 
program targets single-family homes and aims to provide rebates for approximately 3,600 charging stations over 
approximately a three-year period. The Residential EV Charging pilot program aims to: 

• Encourage EV adoption by reducing the cost and complexity of installing qualified connected charging 
stations; and 

• Explore and establish mechanisms to realize the value of the delivery of grid services (DR, daily load 
shifting, and load following) from connected chargers. 

Table 2 below describes the incentives that the pilot program will offer to facilitate the above aims. 

Table 2 Proposed Incentives (Residential EV Charging) 

Incentive Type Amount Frequency Description 
Standard Installation 
Incentive $500 One-time For the installation of a qualified connected L2 EV charging 

station at a single family residential home. 

Income-Eligible 
Installation Incentive $1,000 One-time 

For qualifying income-eligible households, towards the 
installation of a qualified connected L2 EV charging station at a 
single family residential home. 

Grid Services Incentive $50  Annual 
For customers that are participating in grid services (initially DR, 
later daily load shifting, and later load following) via the 
connected charging stations and/or connected vehicle. 

Re-Connection and Grid 
Services Enrollment 
Incentive 

$25-50 

Promotional 
 

 
 

One-time 

To encourage enrolled customers whose chargers have lost Wi-
Fi connectivity32 to reconnect their charger. Available at PGE’s 
discretion.  
For customers with an existing charger who have not received 
an installation incentive and are enrolling into grid services.  

 

Table 3 below describes the pilot program’s participation goals. 

Table 3 Projected Pilot Program Participation (~3-year period, Residential EV Charging) 

Incentive Projected Participation 
Standard EV charger installation incentives 3,250 incentivized installations 
Income-eligible EV charger installation incentives    360 incentivized installations 
Grid Services 2,800 participating EV chargers 

 

32 If Wi-Fi connectivity drops below necessary thresholds, PGE will offer this incentive as needed to ensure the 
operationalization and evaluation of grid services.  
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2.2 Market Information 

2.2.1 EV Buyer Needs and Wants 

Through customer interviews, PGE found that EV buyers exhibit several key needs and wants. Many customers 
don’t know how to navigate the transition from gas-fueled vehicles to EVs. While customers want green affordable 
transportation33, they struggle to quantify the benefit of EVs when considering the purchase of a vehicle. 

Customers want charging that is fast, easy, and convenient enough to compete with traditional fuel. The pilot 
program is designed to address the fact that most homes do not have an available 220 volt / 30-40 amp circuit 
installed in their garage or driveway to accommodate a L2 charger. 

EV chargers represent an incremental cost34 for EV buyers to move from fossil fuels to electric. Financing of 
charger and installation costs are often not addressed by EV manufacturers or dealers during the EV sales process. 
As a result, customers face many home charging options and often choose the lowest cost option, which is often 
not connected and has no opportunity for grid integration. 

Many customers simply lack the information they need to figure out that EVs are affordable, reliable, and can 
make financial sense for them. Finally, early EV adopters and potential EV buyers indicate that they desire to be 
perceived as smart and knowledgeable within their community (e.g. friends, family, co-workers) when 
transitioning from gas-powered vehicles to EVs.  

2.2.2 EV Buyer Characteristics & Target Market Size 

Through customer interviews, PGE found that typical buyers of EVs fall into the annual household income category 
of greater than $60,000. Despite this, PGE found that all the buying groups desire to drive green, eliminate the 
use of fossil fuel to meet their transportation needs, and are generally supportive of and/or are existing 
participants in PGE green programs (e. g. renewable power, DR, paperless billing). 

The market size of potential EV adopters (innovators through early majority) in PGE’s service territory is estimated 
at 240,000 households. Roughly 30% of these prospective customers are not able to install a home charger 
because they live in non-owner-occupied housing or have a physical/legal barrier to installing an off-street 
charger. This leads to a potential target market size of 160,000 installed home chargers (participating households).  

2.2.3 EV Sales Medium Term Outlook (through 2025) 

The Residential EV Charging pilot program addresses the need for convenient and fast home charging for the 
100,000 electric passenger vehicles that are expected to be registered in Oregon by the end of 2025. PGE recently 
conducted a DER Potential Study35 through the Integrated Resource Plan (IRP) process, which suggests that 

33 Edmonds, Ellen. (2018, May 8). 1-in-5 U.S Drivers Want an Electric Vehicle. AAA. Retrieved from 
https://newsroom.aaa.com/2018/05/1-in-5-us-drivers-want-electric-vehicle/  

34 Agenbroad, Josh (2014, April). Pulling Back the Veil on EV Charging Station Costs. Rocky Mountain Power Institute. 
Retrieved from https://rmi.org/pulling-back-veil-ev-charging-station-costs/ 

35 Navigant (2019). DER Potential Study. 
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Battery Electric Vehicle36 sales will reach a velocity of 10,600 new registrations per year in PGE service territory in 
2025.  

2.2.4 Eligible Target Market Size During Pilot Program Period 

As shown in Table 4, research data suggests annual EV sales will accelerate from 1,900 cars per year to 5,500 cars 
per year during the timeframe that we propose for this pilot program. The cumulative number of EVs sold in the 
period from 2019-2022 are estimated at 15,000. 

To forecast program participation, PGE estimates approximately 15,000 new EV sales in our service area by 2022.37 
Adjusting for 1) fleet sales, 2) non-qualifying new installations of EV chargers, and 3) customers that do not have 
the option to install an EV home charger (among other factors), PGE estimates that 6,300 qualifying EV home 
chargers will be installed during the approximately three-year term of the pilot program (see Table 4 for details).  

PGE expects that some of these EV chargers, despite being the correct model, will not receive incentives for the 
installation of the equipment and/or participation in DR events due to lack of awareness for the pilot program 
and/or non-timely submission of incentive applications, among other factors. 

Table 4 Estimated Annual EV Sales and Installations of Eligible EV Home Chargers in PGE’s Service Territory 

Sales by Year 2019 2020 2021 2022 Total 2025 
Annual New EV Sales38 1,937 3,537 4,296 5,461 15,231 10,613  
Annual Installations of 
Qualifying Charging Stations 

700 1,350 1,800 2,500 6,300 NA 

 
Adjusting for fleet sales, non-qualifying new installations of EV chargers, and customers that do not have the 
option to install an EV home charger (among other factors) PGE estimates 6,300 qualifying EV home chargers will 
be installed during the approximately three-year pilot program period. 

PGE expects that some of these EV chargers, despite being the correct model, will not receive incentives for the 
installation of the equipment and/or participation in DR events due to lack of awareness for the pilot program 
and/or non-timely submission of incentive applications, among other factors. 

36 The estimate does not include registrations of plug-in hybrid electric vehicles (PHEVs) in PGE’s service territory. PHEVs have 
lower battery capacities than BEVs. BEV owners are also less likely to install L2 home chargers.  

37 The forecast model uses high-level macroeconomic factors like gross domestic product and population as well as vehicle 
density and historic sales data to project overall light duty vehicle market growth. These forecasts are helpful for sizing 
program adoption but are not intended to suggest that there is not a need to accelerate TE. There is a need to accelerate 
TE as the forecasted levels of EV adoption are not on pace to meet the Governor’s 50,000 EV goal by 2020, nor are they 
sufficient to meet the state’s greenhouse gas reduction goals. PGE expects that programs like this one will add to the 
customers’ value proposition when considering an EV and, in turn, will accelerate transportation electrification. 

38 Ibid. 
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2.3 Pilot Program Overview 

2.3.1 Pilot Program Delivery Overview 

The pilot program will provide incentives to PGE customers for the installation of qualifying connected EV home 
chargers39 as well as annual performance incentives for participation in grid services. The pilot program is 
structured around delivery channels, qualified products, and incentives as detailed in the following sections. 

2.3.1.1 Delivery Channels 

PGE considered existing market realities, collaborative opportunities, and participation paths when identifying the 
delivery channels by which the pilot program will enter the market. 

The first delivery channel will be a trade ally network for facilitated installations. The trade ally network will be 
trained on EVs, qualifying EV chargers, and incentives. PGE proposes to issue instant incentives (taken off the 
invoice from trade allies) to lower first costs for the customer. PGE expects the trade ally network and incentives 
will operate similarly to existing energy efficiency (EE) programs with qualified installers (e.g. Heating, Ventilation, 
and Air Conditioning technicians, plumbers, electricians, etc.). 

The second delivery channel will be “bring-your-own charger”, which will address self-directed installations. 
Customers may individually arrange the installation of qualifying chargers outside of the trade ally network. The 
customer will be responsible for meeting pilot program requirements and must provide supporting 
documentation. PGE will work with EV Service Providers (EVSPs) to promote the installation and grid services to 
new and potential buyers.  

The third delivery channel will be for existing qualifying chargers. PGE will select qualifying chargers and work 
collaboratively with Original Equipment Manufacturers to enroll customers with existing qualifying EV chargers 
into the grid services component of the pilot program. 

The fourth delivery channel will be via EV Dealers. PGE will recruit and train select EV dealerships (based on 
variables that include EV sales and willingness to engage) on EV charger rebates and the trade ally network. These 
dealerships will provide leads to installers in the spirit of meeting customer needs for an integrated EV charger 
product at the point-of-sale for EVs. Dealers are expected to play a vital role in bridging the gap between purchase 
of a car and solving the problem for obtaining access to fast and convenient charging infrastructure. By engaging 
with the customer at time of sale, PGE expects a better pilot program uptake rate. 

2.3.1.2 Qualified Product List 

Qualified products will be identified and listed to ease the charger selection process, as well as to ensure customer 
and pilot program success. A qualified product list will be established to ensure that customer needs are met, to 
allow for the customer to participate in grid services, and to earn additional grid services incentives. 

PGE will establish a qualified connected charger product list before the official launch of the pilot program. 
Selection criteria will include: 

39 The exact characteristics of a qualifying charger will be based on an RFI and related responses by vendors. 
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• EVSPs with a sufficient number of chargers installed and/or are actively-selling and installing a sufficient 
number of chargers to households served by PGE; 

• EVSPs that are committed to invest their own time and resources to connect the devices (EV chargers) via 
the EVSP cloud to PGE’s Demand Response Management System (DRMS); 

• EVSPs that allow PGE’s DRMS to control the charging activity in PGE’s customers’ homes; 

• EVSPs that are willing to collaborate with PGE and PGE’s trade ally network in educating, training, 
distributing, and installing qualifying products in customer homes; 

• EVSPs that are either initiating their own outreach activities and/or collaborative outreach activities to 
sell, install, and enroll customers into the pilot program; and 

• EVSPs with charger products that meet minimum requirements to be connected and controlled via a 
DRMS.  

Given the heavy financial investments, staffing needs, and information technology resources required to establish 
connectivity between the EVSP and DRMS, it is essential for PGE to be rigorous in its selection and commitments. 
The DRMS is used to dispatch participating chargers during grid service events. Chargers in the field will be 
connected to the EVSP’s operating system via Wi-Fi. This standard practice allows customers to check on their 
charging status online or via an app. The EVSP operating system in turn will be connected to the DRMS. This 
connection allows the DRMS to manage the charger (within EVSP and pilot program parameters) during grid 
service events. 

The factors mentioned above will be critical in establishing the qualified product list and the runway to bring 
additional vendors into the fold. Further, PGE may look for opportunities to partner with vehicle EVSPs to integrate 
vehicles directly into the DRMS. 

2.3.1.3 Incentives 

Incentives are used to overcome financial hurdles standing in the way of adoption of suitable chargers that meet 
customer needs. Incentives are also used to encourage collaboration by market actors (midstream incentive) as 
well as customers (grid service participation). The Residential EV Charging pilot program is comprised an 
installation incentive, a grid performance incentive, and a midstream incentive as detailed in the following 
sections.  

2.3.1.3.1 Installation Incentive 

The installation incentive is aimed at lowering the total costs involved in installing a qualifying connected EV home 
charger and is tiered depending on the participating customer’s income level. Customers are eligible to receive an 
installation incentive of up to $500 towards the installation of a qualified EV charger installed at the customer’s 
home. Income-eligible customers are eligible to receive an installation incentive of up to $1,000 toward the 
installation of a qualified EV charger installed at the customer’s premise. 

PGE explicitly reserves the right to adjust the installation incentive level during the pilot program period. In the 
event of such an adjustment, PGE would request this change from the OPUC through a tariff advice filing. The pilot 
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program design assumes that there will be an ability to reduce the incentive levels in future periods, if necessary, 
depending on the pilot program uptake and whether it is necessary to prevent any gaming of the incentive 
structure.  

2.3.1.3.2 Grid Performance Incentive 

PGE will utilize the grid performance incentive to keep the charger or vehicle connected to PGE’s DRMS, 
participating in DR events and such possible future activities as daily load shifting and/or load following events 
providing auxiliary services. It will be paid annually to qualifying participating customers. The customer will be 
paid $50 per year for their successful participation over a 12-month period. Successful participation will be defined 
in a tariff as a combination of maintaining connectivity and participating in several events called over a pilot 
program year.  

Grid services aims to primarily control the EV charger and leave open the opportunity to utilize EV batteries as 
well. The grid performance incentive is subject to change depending on the pilot program uptake and with the 
goal of encouraging participation in this component during the pilot program period.  

PGE reserves the right to pay promotional incentives (estimated between $25 to $50) to customers towards the 
re-connection of chargers to communication devices (e.g. Wi-Fi) should an EV charger become unavailable for 
participation due to connectivity issues during the pilot program period. 

By accepting the installation incentive, the customer will automatically agree to enroll into grid services as well. 
Those customers that have an existing qualifying EV charger installed at their premises but missed the installation 
incentive may enroll into grid services separately. 

Note that customers with an existing installation of a qualified charger are not eligible to receive an installation 
incentive if the application for such an incentive is submitted 90-days or later after the equipment is purchased 
(for self-installs) and/or 90-days after the installation by a qualified trade ally has occurred (for trade ally installs).  

2.3.1.3.3 Enrollment Incentive for Existing Charger Installations 

Customers with existing qualifying chargers that have not received an installation incentive and are no longer 
eligible for one, but exhibit verified charging activity, are eligible for a grid service enrollment incentive between 
$25 to $50. Customers moving into premises with existing qualifying charger and verified charging activity, are 
eligible for a grid service enrollment incentive between $25 to $50.  

Customers whose Wi-Fi connection between charger and the EVSP cloud has been disconnected for a prolonged 
period may become temporarily eligible for a promotional grid service enrollment incentive between $25 to $50. 
The reason for this eligibility is that the pilot program requires a sufficient number of chargers to participate in 
grid services to allow for the operation and evaluation of this pilot program component. 

2.3.1.3.4 Midstream Incentives  

PGE will utilize a midstream incentive to engage EV dealers and drive new EV buyers’ adoption of the pilot 
program. PGE intends to pay midstream incentives to sales staff at auto-dealerships for customer referrals going 
directly to the trade ally network for the installation of qualifying EV chargers. These incentives are an established 
practice in the appliance industry to reward positive behavior and to provide guidance towards good customer 
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solutions. PGE intends to offer a midstream incentive of $100 per successfully installed qualifying charger for the 
duration of the pilot program. The incentive is intended to encourage cooperation by EV dealers, which should in 
turn increase customer uptake for qualifying chargers and enrollment into the pilot program.  

Depending on the market response, PGE may change the midstream incentive. Other market actors such as EVSPs 
or electricians may also provide midstream incentives to EV dealers to strengthen the delivery channel.  

2.3.1.3.5 Cooperative / Collaborative Outreach Funds 

PGE intends to make limited cooperative outreach funds available to third parties that are actively promoting EVs/ 
EV chargers or related products and services in the market place. The pilot program will use these cooperative 
efforts to create awareness and leads to support the installation of qualifying chargers as well as enrollments into 
the grid services. Similar tools have been used in EE outreach to support marketplace efforts. The goal is to bring 
customers into the pilot program at a lower cost per participant.  

2.3.2 Pilot Program Management and Outreach 

Table 5 below provides a draft timeline for the planning and implementation of the Residential EV Charging pilot 
program. 

Table 5 Illustrative Pilot Program Schedule (Residential EV Charging) 

 

There are several key takeaways regarding this schedule:  

Year Year 4
EV Residential Charging Pilot

File Tariff + Proposal x

Build Pilot
Vendor RFP x x x x
Vendor Selection + Contracting x x x
Build Rebate Proc. & Lead Gen. x x x x
Market Launch x x x x x x x
Build Trade Ally Network x x x x x x x x x x
Recruit & Train EV-Dealers x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x

Charger OEMS & DRMS Integrations
Qualifying Chargers & Integration x x x x x x x x x x
OEM Qualifying Charger RFI x x x x x
OEM Charger + DRMS Integration #1 x x x x x x x x x x
OEM Charger + DRMS Integration #2 x x x x x x x x x

Demand Response Season
DR - Summer Year 1 Season (Maybe) x x x x x
DR - Winter Year 1 / Year 2 x x x
DR - Summer Year 2 x x x x
DR - Winter Year 2 / Year 3 x x x
DR - Summer Year  3 x x x x

Incentive Payouts
EV-charger Incentive x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x
Annual Grid Performance Incentive x x x x x x x
Re-connect Incentives x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x
EV-Dealer Mid-stream Incentive x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x

Evaluation Reports
Interim Evaluation Report to PUC x x
Final Evaluation Report to PUC x x

Estimated pilot program launch
Estimated OPUC decision date.

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8Q4 Q9 Q10 Q11
Y5

Q12 Q13
Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4

Q14
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• The timeline between regulatory filing, building of the pilot program, and launch date is abbreviated. Any 
delay will push back the relative launch date of the pilot program; 

• PGE intends to issue a request for proposal for an implementation contractor to deliver the pilot program 
in the field. The scope is going to center around EV dealer, EVSP, and trade ally-engagement to deliver the 
solution to PGE customers. In addition, the vendor will generate leads for new EV charger installations, a 
rebate processing system, and data services to adequately enroll and manage participating customers on 
an ongoing basis; 

• The integration of chargers into a DRMS involves the active collaboration of EVSPs, DRMS vendor, and 
PGE Staff. PGE expects these integrations to take 10 months as chargers are new assets that the DRMS 
will need to learn to control; 

• While grid services can be delivered year-round, PGE intends to specifically evaluate the DR benefit of 
chargers during the summer and winter seasons. PGE can only test EV chargers if the charger assets are 
integrated into the DRMS. PGE plans to have four seasons (two winter and two summer seasons) to 
establish grid services protocols and deploy chargers during DR events. PGE may run a summer season 
during Year 1, but this cannot be guaranteed; and 

• PGE expects to provide the OPUC an interim evaluation report in Q7/8 and a final evaluation report in 
Q14. 

2.3.2.1 Grid Services and Demand Response 

This section provides a broad overview of the mechanics of grid services and DR. PGE intends to file an operational 
tariff to provide further details at a later date. PGE will integrate select EVSP’s cloud services into its DRMS. The 
grid services component will then be available 24/7 all year. 

The EV chargers will be used for DR events throughout the year. The evaluation seasons will encompass the 
summer season (June-September) and winter seasons (December-February). The specific use cases and DR 
protocols will need to be established as the pilot program rolls out. Upon completion of communications and 
controllability for DR events, the pilot program will aim to identify and deliver solutions for daily load shifting. PGE 
will implement the EVSP-to-DRMS integrations with this aspect in mind. This aspect cannot be guaranteed to 
become operational during the initial pilot program period and is not the primary purpose of that period. Load 
following is the most complex dispatch scenario and requires a very solid communication and control protocol. 
This aspect is the least likely to occur during the pilot program period due to the time and resource constraints. 

2.3.2.2 Outreach and Recruitment 

PGE will apply a variety of in-house and outside resources to facilitate customer uptake of installed qualified 
chargers and participation in grid services. The primary outreach targets are customers that are either actively 
buying a car and considering an EV, or customers that already own and drive an EV but may not have access to 
fast and convenient charging today.  

The value proposition to drive customer recruitment is twofold. One centers around the purchase and installation 
of a qualified EV charger. The second focuses on the participation in grid services. 
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The Residential EV Charging pilot program plan is to employ the following outreach methods, amongst others: 

• Collaborative outreach with EVSPs and EV dealers. PGE will work collaboratively with EVSPs and EV 
dealers to promote the Residential EV Charging pilot program, the purchase and installation of qualifying 
equipment as well as enrollment of existing qualifying equipment into the pilot program;  

• Residential EV Charging pilot program website and lead generator. PGE will create an online place that 
educates, informs, and coordinates customers in need of EV home charging infrastructure by bringing 
customers, EV dealers, EVSPs, and PGE into one online location that allows customers to easily navigate 
the space and to take advantage of rebates. The website will be promoted via search engine optimization, 
online advertising, inbound EVSP links, and other tactics;  

• Targeted direct mail and email. PGE will reach out to existing EV drivers in PGE’s service territory to inform 
them about the Residential EV Charging pilot program; 

• Search engine optimization and advertising. PGE will create visibility and exposure to the Residential EV 
Charging pilot program in the online and physical space;  

• Outreach staff. PGE will use outreach personnel to engage, inform, and sign up EV dealers and trade allies 
into the pilot program;  

• EV dealerships. PGE will establish a presence in EV dealerships for customers to learn about the 
Residential EV Charging pilot program rebates and how to participate easily, whether by facilitated 
installation service or via the bring-your-own charger pathway; and 

• PGE bill inserts, newsletters, etc. PGE will create general awareness for the pilot program via its regular 
outreach channels targeting customers that are likely to either currently own or purchase an EV in the 
future. 

2.3.2.3 Redesign of Sales Channels to Ease EV Charger Installation 

The Residential EV Charger pilot program will work collaboratively with EV dealers to use the car-buying 
experience to extend the opportunity to deliver a seamless experience for the customer to take care of the 
customer’s home charging needs.  

Upon obtaining customer permission, dealers will be encouraged to transfer customer leads (new EV buyers) onto 
PGE’s trade ally network. These leads and follow through will be monitored for performance by PGE and the 
implementation contractor. The qualified trade ally, an electrician, will promptly reach out to the new EV owner 
to discuss the proper charging equipment, installation costs, and to proceed with the actual installation within a 
short sequence. The intent is to implement a process that minimizes the time delay between the customer’s 
purchase of an EV, the trade ally consultation, and the actual EV charger installation. 

The trade ally network will take advantage of EV dealer generated leads, but also receive leads from the PGE 
Residential EV Charging pilot program website. The website will educate and inform customers about the 
Residential EV Charging pilot program, qualified products, applicable PGE incentives, where to buy the product, 
and trained contractors to install the proper equipment.  
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2.4 Cost Effectiveness 

As detailed in Appendix C, for program cost-effectiveness PGE is utilizing the Transportation Electrification 
Assessment Methodology (TEAM), which is a modified Ratepayer Impact Measure (RIM) test. TEAM includes 
monetizable environmental and societal benefits from decarbonization, including revenue from the Oregon 
Department of Environmental Quality (ODEQ) Clean Fuels Program (CFP) as well as potential future 
decarbonization benefits. The first component of the Residential EV Charging pilot program is the home charger 
installation rebate, which increases electricity consumption (and consequently the need for electricity 
infrastructure). The second component is grid services, which shifts energy consumption (and consequentially 
reduces the need for electricity infrastructure). 

Table 6 Cost/Benefit Categories (Residential EV Charging) 

 

As per Table 6 above, new TE program include various benefits and costs. 

Benefits include increased utility revenue from new electricity sales that cover the incremental supply costs (home 
charging stations only); increased utility revenues from market participation (including Clean Fuels Credit revenue, 
if applicable); and EV programs designed with DR components will provide the benefit of avoided supply costs 
(capacity and energy). 

Costs of new TE programs include incremental supply costs (capacity and energy); pilot program administrative 
costs; participant incentives (rebates); and capital costs for the utility (where necessary, transformer upgrades to 
support pilot program implementation). 
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Cost/ Benefit Rate Impact 
Category Measure Test 

RIM 
1 Administrative Costs COST 
2 Avoided Costs of SupQlying Electricity: {DR Onlv) BEN EFIT 
3 Bill Increases 
4 Bill Reductions 
5 Caoital Costs to Utilitv COST 

I 6 CaQital Costs to ParticiQant 
7 Environmental Benefits 

I 8 Incentives Paid COST 
9 Increased Supplv Costs COST 

10 Market Benefits 
11 Market Particioation Revenue BEN EFIT 
12 Non-energy/monetarv benefits 
13 Revenue gain from increased sales BEN EFIT 
14 Revenue loss from reduced sales COST 
15 Tax Credits 
16 Transaction Costs to Participant 

I 17 Value of Service lost 



2.4.1 Recommended Plan Description and Key Assumptions 

Table 7 shows the projected market size for EV Chargers, as well as the Residential EV Charging pilot program 
goals. The pilot program aims to provide rebates for L2 EV chargers to over 3,600 residential customers in 
approximately a three-year period. PGE assumes that 10% of the charger rebate participants will be income-
eligible customers. PGE assumes that 80% of charger rebate participants will also choose to enroll in the grid 
services that PGE plans in conjunction with the charger rebate pilot program. The pilot program assumes 5% 
attrition per year. Each charger installed is assumed to have a useful life of 10 years. 

Table 7 Projected Market Size for EV Chargers and Pilot Program Participation Goals (Residential EV Charging) 

 
 

2.4.1.1 Administrative Costs 

Table 8 shows estimated administration costs for the Residential EV Charging pilot program. To reach the goal of 
incentivizing over 3,600 residential chargers, the pilot program must incur necessary up-front costs. The EV rebate 
pilot program will have costs for outreach and education, digital automation, rebate platform infrastructure, 
dealer outreach, dealer referral, project management, as well as measurement and verification. The DR pilot 
program will have costs for DRMS licensing, DRMS connectivity, and evaluation. These costs average $0.9 million 
per year for the first four years of the pilot program, with Year 5 comprising solely evaluation. 

Table 8 Estimated Administrative Costs for the Pilot Program Period (Residential EV Charging) 

 
 

PARTICIPANT SUMMARY
 Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Total

Forecast of Qualifying Rebate Participants
Electric Vehicles 1,937      3,537      4,296      5,461      15,230    
Qualifying Charging Stations 678          1,362      1,804      2,485      6,329      
Rebate Participants 99            681          1,191      1,640      3,611      

Rebate Participants
Income-Eligible 10            68            119          164          361          
Standard 89            613          1,072      1,476      3,250      
Total Rebate Participants 99            681          1,191      1,640      3,611      

Demand Response Participants
Income-Eligible 8              54            95            131          289          
Regular 72            490          857          1,181      2,600      
Total DR Participants 80            545          953          1,312      2,889      
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ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS - YEARS 1-5 

$000S Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year4 Year 5 TOTAL 

Grid Services 174 328 322 320 182 1,327 
EV 519 527 594 636 55 2,331 

TOTAL 693 855 916 956 238 3,658 



2.4.1.2 Incentives Paid 

As detailed in Table 9 below, PGE will provide a $500 rebate to customers and $1,000 to income-eligible 
customers. Based on our costs of a Wi-Fi-enabled seven kW L2 charger, the standard rebates will cover more than 
one quarter of the total cost of a typical L2 charger equipment and installation. For income-eligible customers, 
the rebate represents over half of the forecasted equipment and installation costs:  

Table 9 Estimated Average Cost to Install a Qualifying EV Charger (Residential EV Charging) 

 

For the grid services (DR) pilot program, PGE will pay participants an annual incentive to keep their charger 
connected to PGE’s network and available to provide grid services.  

2.4.1.3 Capital Cost to Utility 

All rebates are assumed to be expensed, however transformer upgrades (when necessary) will be capitalized. A 
preliminary planning estimate is that 3.5% of the total participants will require a transformer replacement over 
the duration of the pilot program. PGE estimates an average cost of $3,315 to upgrade a 50kVa transformer to a 
75kVA transformer.  

2.4.1.4 Increased Supply Costs 

As this pilot program increases PGE’s load, the incremental cost of energy and capacity are two of the key pilot 
program costs. Incremental energy costs are based on the long-term power costs (1H18 Aurora forecast). Average 
hourly prices are matched with load shapes that correspond with Schedule 7 40.  

The cost of capacity is based on the real levelized cost of the simple cycle capacity resource in Schedule 201 
Avoided Cost. The cost of $128.96 per kW per year ($2,020) is applied to the expected kW load of the L2 charger. 
Based on the 2018 Navigant EV study used in the 2019 IRP, the average incremental coincident load resulting from 
the addition of an L2 charger is 3.2 kW. 

40 Includes both TOU and volumetric block rate of Schedule 7. An update to the TOU rate was as PGE Advice No. 19-03 with 
an effective date of May 1, 2019. 

Charger Costs and Rebates   
$/unit %

Charger Costs
Equipment Cost 700       38%
Installation Cost 500       27%
Drywall Repair 400       22%
Electric Panel Replacement 240       13%
Upfront Administrative Costs -            0%
Total Charger Costs 1,840      100%

Low Income Rebate 1,000    54%
Regular Rebate 500       27%
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2.4.1.5 Revenue from Increased Sales 

The principal benefit of the EV Charger Rebate pilot program is increased utility revenue from new electricity sales. 
PGE is estimating 3,724 kWh per year usage for residential customers, which is based on an estimate in the 2018 
Navigant study that assumes 11,370 miles per year at an electric efficiency of 0.3275 kWh per mile. Based on 
3,724 kWh per year, the effective load factor for a seven kW L2 charger is 6.1%. Revenue is then computed by 
applying the kWh of load to the energy portion of the tariff in the given hour. 

2.4.1.6 Market Participation Revenue 

The proposed pilot program assumes no revenues from Clean Fuels Credits as credits for residential customers 
are already assigned to PGE. 

2.4.2 Cost Effectiveness Results 

2.4.2.1 EV Charger Rebate Results 

Table 10 shows the benefit / cost summary based solely on electrification. The rebate component of the EV 
Charger Rebate pilot program has a benefit/cost ratio of 0.61. These results do not reflect the impact of grid 
services (i.e. DR). The project is challenged by a relatively low load factor (i.e. 6.1%) which generates just enough 
revenue to cover the cost of energy and capacity.  

Table 10 Benefit/Cost Summary Based Solely on Electrification (Residential EV Charging) 

 

RIM SUMMARY - NPV ($000S)  
EV %

Market Participation Revenue -            0%
Avoided Cost of Supply -            0%
Revenue Gain from Increased Sales 6,697    100%
Benefits 6,697      100%

Administrative Costs 2,226    20%

Capital Costs to Utility 497       5%
Incentives Paid 1,590    15%

Increased Supply Costs 6,639    61%
Costs 10,953    100%

Benefit/Cost Ratio 0.61       

Key Measures EV

Participants 3,611    
Total Rebates 1,986    
AVG Energy Used/Avoided kWh 6,747    
AVG Capacity Used/Avoided kW 5,798    
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Supply costs makes up over 60% of the total costs. Administrative costs make up almost 20% of total. The 
remainder of costs are comprised of incentives and transformer upgrades. 

2.4.2.2 Grid Services (Demand Response) Results 

Table 11 shows the benefit / cost summary solely based on grid services. The grid services component of the 
Residential EV Charging pilot program has a benefit/cost ratio of 1.16. In this analysis the only grid service included 
is DR. The main benefit in DR is the avoided cost of capacity due to the temporary reduction in customer demand 
when an event is called. We assume DR events contribute no reduction in energy consumed. For the purposes of 
this analysis we did not include any value for any ancillary services benefits, though such use cases may be 
demonstrated through the pilot program. 

Table 11 Benefit/Cost Summary Solely Based on Grid Services (Residential EV Charging) 

 

When a DR event is called, the reduction in customer load is measured against an historical baseline. As PGE has 
no existing EV DR pilot program, we are relying on the 2018 Navigant EV study for the value of demand reduction. 
Navigant estimated a 1.5 kW average coincident demand during the hours of 3:00 to 8:00 PM based on L2 home 
charging profiles. Navigant estimated a 1.5 kW average coincident demand during the hours of 3:00 to 8:00 PM 
based on L2 home charging profiles. Given the high uncertainty with the demand reduction value, the pilot 
program aims at establishing the DR protocols and evaluating the real DR demand reduction in pilot program 
participants. EV chargers are always connected by Wi-Fi to the network, and so we assume an availability factor 
of 85%. 

Administrative costs for grid services are relatively low compared to those for rebates. Administrative costs 
include evaluation as well as DRMS connectivity costs and licensing fees. Incentive costs are also relatively low 
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RIM SUMMARY - NPV ($000S) 
DR % 

Market Participation Revenue 0% 
Avoided Cost of Supply 2,724 100% 
Revenue Gain from Increased Sales 0% 

Benefits 2,724 100% 

Administrative Costs 1,951 83% 

Capital Costs to Utility 0% 

Incentives Paid 402 17% 

Increased Supply Costs 0% 

Costs 2,353 100% 

Benefit/Cost Ratio 1.16 I 

Key Measures I EV I 
Participants 
Total Rebates 
AVG Energy Used/Avoided 
AVG Capacity Used/Avoided 

2,889 

kWh 
kW 2,267 



compared to the charger installation rebate portion of the pilot program. The NPV of incentives is $402K, or $139 
per participant. 

2.4.2.3 Total Pilot Program Results – EV Charging Rebate and Grid Services 

 
Table 12 shows the benefits and costs of the total pilot program which includes charger installation rebate and 
grid services rebate (effectively this is a combined look at Table 10 and Table 11, above). The combined 
benefit/cost ratio (rebate + grid services components) of the Residential EV Charging pilot program is 0.71. 

Table 12 Blended Cost/Benefit Ratio Based on Combined Pilot Program Components (Residential EV Charging) 

 

The pilot program is designed to be in the field for approximately three years. Each charger is assumed to have a 
life of 10 years. The total pilot program period stops 10 years after the last charger has been installed. While the 
initial number of participating chargers is increasing during the installation period (three years) the number of 
chargers participating in the pilot program is assumed to drop over time. Participation levels drop due to 
customers moving-in and moving-out out, the charger losing its Wi-Fi connectivity, and other reasons. 

Table 13 shows the energy use, benefits, and cost overview of the Residential EV Charging pilot program. 

RIM SUMMARY - NPV ($000S)    
EV DR Total %

Market Participation Revenue -            -            -            0%
Avoided Cost of Supply -            2,724    2,724    29%
Revenue Gain from Increased Sales 6,697    -            6,697    71%
Benefits 6,697      2,724      9,421      100%

Administrative Costs 2,226    1,951    4,177    31%

Capital Costs to Utility 497       -            497       4%
Incentives Paid 1,590    402       1,993    15%

Increased Supply Costs 6,639    -            6,639    50%
Costs 10,953    2,353      13,306    100%

Benefit/Cost Ratio 0.61      1.16      0.71       
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Table 13 Energy Use, Benefits, and Cost Overview (Residential EV Charging) 

 

2.5 Pilot Program Evaluation  

2.5.1 Summary 

The purpose of evaluation is to measure the effectiveness of the pilot program in meeting its objectives, areas for 
continuous improvements, and energy impacts on PGE’s system. The following are some of the high-level learning 
objectives:  

• Track customer participation and satisfaction levels with pilot program offerings (rebates, dealership 
assistance, and referrals); 

• Understand the level of PGE’s influence in customers’ decisions to procure an EV and install charging; 

• Document charging installation successes and challenges; 

• Measure customer load impacts on PGE’s system; and 

• Identify pilot program implementation successes and challenges, and improvement opportunities. 41 

2.5.2 Evaluation Methods 

PGE and its evaluation vendor will develop and implement a comprehensive evaluation plan that details the 
analysis methods to be used, including sampling and timing that are best suited to evaluate the pilot program. 
Following are brief descriptions of the anticipated evaluation methods.  

2.5.2.1 Process Evaluation 

Process evaluation of the pilot program will identify pilot program design and implementation success and 
problem areas. Process evaluation findings can provide periodic feedback to help the pilot program make 
continuous improvements. Expected process evaluation activities include: 

41 The program may also measure DR event energy impacts; to be determined later. 
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PROJECT SUMMARY NPV Total Nommal 

$000s $000s Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 Year 11 Year 12 Year 13 Year 14 

Units 
Energy Usage MWh 176 1,547 4,781 9,548 11,971 11,373 10,804 10,264 9,751 9,152 7,825 5,347 1,924 0 

Capacity Usage kW 151 1,330 4,108 8,205 10,288 9,773 9,285 8,820 8,379 7,865 6,724 4,595 1,654 0 

EV Participant Balance 94 737 1,831 3,297 3,132 2,976 2,827 2,686 2,551 2,364 1,838 1,034 0 

Benefits 
Market Pa rticipation Revenue 

Avoided Costs of Supp lying Electricity 2,724 4,587 62 197 402 519 510 502 494 487 474 426 318 157 31 

Revenue Ga in from Increased Sa les 6,697 11,112 18 163 514 1,048 1,341 1,299 1,260 1,221 1,183 1,133 989 689 253 0 

TOTAL BENEFITS 9,421 15,699 25 225 711 1,450 1,860 1,810 1,762 1,715 1,670 1,608 1,415 1,007 410 31 

Costs 
Administrat ive Costs -- EV 2,226 2,894 519 527 594 636 55 57 58 59 61 62 64 66 67 69 
Adm inistrative Costs -- Grid Services 1,951 3,047 174 328 322 320 182 186 189 192 196 199 198 192 184 184 

Capital Costs to Utility 497 998 2 12 31 57 56 55 54 53 52 51 so 49 48 428 
Incen t ives -- EV 1,590 1,986 55 375 655 902 

Incentives -- Grid Services 402 641 18 56 115 60 59 58 57 56 54 49 36 18 4 
Increased Supply Costs 6,639 11,073 18 155 491 997 1,311 1,283 1,243 1,220 1,196 1,150 1,024 719 267 0 

Total Costs 13,306 20,639 769 1,415 2,149 3,027 1,664 1,639 1,601 1,582 1,561 1,518 1,384 1,063 583 684 

Net Costs 3,885 4,939 744 1,190 1,438 1,576 (196) (171) (160) (133) (109) (90) (30) 55 174 653 



 

• Logic Model – Early in the pilot program evaluation, PGE and its evaluation vendor will review and update 
the logic model and pilot program objectives included with this application and adjust the evaluation 
activities as needed. The logic model will help organize all the evaluation activities and identify any gaps 
in the pilot program design where goals are not achieved. 

• Data analytics – The evaluation will track and report pilot program participation levels by rebate type, 
charger type, acquisition source (partner dealer, bring-your-own-charger) and include demographic 
analysis to determine which types of customers are and are not participating.  

• Pilot program staff interviews – PGE’s evaluator will conduct annual in-depth interviews with PGE pilot 
program staff on a wide range of pilot program topics. The initial interviews will focus on the launched 
pilot program design, customer targeting and outreach activities, pilot program implementation and staff 
coordination. Subsequent interviews will focus on implementation successes and challenges, pilot 
program design or delivery changes enacted and anticipated, and lessons learned.  

• Participant surveys – These brief surveys will inquire about pilot program awareness sources, auto 
dealership assistance, satisfaction with the installation process, prior charging used, experience using the 
new chargers, TOU rate participation, ease of pilot program participation, and other topics.  

• Dealership interviews – These interviews will inquire about the effectiveness of PGE training and outreach, 
Electric Vehicle Service Equipment (EVSE) sales trends and remaining barriers, the value of PGE financial 
incentives, customer feedback and other topics. 

• Electrician trade ally interviews – These interviews will cover satisfaction with PGE’s training, successes 
and challenges installing EVSE, impacts on their businesses, and ease of pilot program participation.  

• Attribution analysis – The surveys and interviews will include a series of questions to help gauge the level 
of PGE’s influence on decisions to supply, purchase, or service EVSEs. These types of “self-report” 
questions cannot conclusively measure the value of PGE’s pilot program to customers but can provide 
feedback to help shape the pilot program design.  

2.5.2.2 Impacts Evaluation 

PGE’s evaluation vendor will analyze participating customer meter data to measure customer load impacts from 
new EVSEs, impacts to PGE’s system, and the value of DR from the EVSE. Seasonal analyses will develop customer 
load shapes showing residential/system peak overlaps and peak to off-peak ratios.  

2.5.3 Reporting  

PGE expects to submit findings in an interim report to the OPUC after the winter season spanning 2020 and a 
final report to the OPUC in the spring of 2023.  
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2.6 Case for Residential Charging 

There is a clear need to increase the affordability and simplicity for customers to install connected home charging 
stations. By offering customers a rebate and a supporting ecosystem (dealers and trade allies), the pilot program 
will help accelerate EV adoption and will establish a flexible resource that will help efficiently operate PGE’s 
system.  

The proposed residential charging pilot program delivers on the criteria which the Oregon Legislature directed the 
Commission to consider when evaluating TE programs:42 

• The criteria that the program be in the utility’s service territory is addressed by the fact that the chargers 
will be installed in homes in PGE’s service territory; 

• The criteria that the program be prudent is ultimately at the discretion of the OPUC; however, PGE will 
work to ensure that all pilot program expenditures are reasonable and designed to maximize both benefits 
for customers and learnings from this pilot; 

• The criteria that the program is expected to be used and useful is addressed by the fact that almost all 
customers with an EV are using the opportunity to charge at home. This pilot program will help lower the 
charging time for customers with EVs and alleviate some of their range anxiety. Further, PGE will use the 
assets to explore the value and operation of grid services; 

• The criteria that the program is expected to improve grid efficiency and operational flexibility (including 
renewable integration) is addressed by the fact that PGE will work to enable new chargers to provide grid 
services such as DR, load shifting, and load following. These tools will support the integration of 
renewables on the grid; and 

• The criteria that the program is expected to stimulate innovation, competition, and customer choice is 
addressed by the fact that the pilot program will facilitate and accelerate the adoption of EV chargers-and 
indirectly EVs-in PGE’s service territory. It will support the market place and customer uptake for EV 
chargers.   

42 78th Oregon Legislative Assembly, 2016 Regular Session. Oregon Laws 2016.  
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Section 3 Business Charging  

3.1 Summary 

PGE proposes offering a Business EV Charging pilot program to make it easier for business customers to deploy 
charging infrastructure while assembling a portfolio of DERs that will be able to create future system value:  

• For business charging at workplaces, multifamily, multitenant, destination centers (e.g. big-box retail), 
and fleets, PGE proposes to install, own, and maintain the distribution and make ready infrastructure, as 
well as provide rebates for the customer-owned charging equipment. Make ready projects will be cost-
capped based on the number of charging ports deployed, and a $575 rebate will be provided for each L2 
port installed ($2,300 for qualifying income-eligible multifamily facilities).  

• For public transit agencies electrifying their fleets, we propose to install, own, operate, and maintain the 
distribution infrastructure, the make ready infrastructure, and the EV charging equipment. Each project 
will be evaluated for cost-effectiveness, requiring participant payments to limit ratepayer impact.  

By removing cost and complication from the process of deploying charging infrastructure, we aim to add 
approximately 600 EV charging ports at 90 charging sites in just over three years. Each participating charger will 
provide operational data to PGE and be enabled to participate in DR via PGE’s Energy Partner program.  

PGE aims to limit pilot program cost by requiring that customers sign over environmental credits (i.e. Clean Fuels 
Credits) to PGE which will be used to buy down pilot program costs. PGE estimates the pilot program NPV net 
benefit of $1.5M43 with a cost-effectiveness result of 1.06.  

3.2 Market Information  

Business charging infrastructure necessarily impacts more than just business customers. Residential drivers often 
rely on charging stations at work, destination centers, or multifamily properties. As such, we must evaluate market 
challenges across multiple segments to ensure we address a variety of customers’ needs.  

3.2.1 Residential Customer Needs and Wants 

PGE research into customer attitudes about EVs indicates that increased public charging options are desired by 
those customers that intend to, but have not yet purchased, an EV or Plug-in Hybrid EV (PHEV):44 

• When presented with a statement indicating that PGE should make owning EVs more convenient by 
installing and maintaining public charging stations, 92% agree with the statement. 

• Among people intending to purchase an EV/PHEV, 75% are either somewhat or much more likely to 
purchase an EV if they have access to workplace chargers. 

43 Note that the $1.5M net benefit is reflected in cost effectiveness tables as a negative net cost of $1.5M. 
44 Likely vehicle purchasers who select EV or PHEV when asked, “considering everything you currently know, which one type 

of vehicle listed below are you most likely to acquire the next time your household purchases or leases a vehicle?” 
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• Conversely, only 18% of those respondents, intending to purchase an EV, said that they have an electric 
service outlet available where they park their car at work. 

• 38% of current EV owners use public charging stations once a month or more. 

• Of those owners, over a third (37%) have difficulties finding public charging stations. 

Also, note that there are PGE residential customers who do not have access to off-street parking. PGE research 
indicates that nearly 350,000 customers live in multi-family, mobile homes, or rental properties and many others 
do not have access to an off-street garage. A lack of multifamily charging limits access to EVs for vulnerable45 
populations. To consider an EV, these “home charging challenged” customers need to be able to charge at their 
workplace or other public locations. Widespread charging infrastructure is key to overcoming the purchase 
barriers many potential EV drivers face.46 

3.2.2 Business Customer Needs & Wants 

Through customer interviews, PGE found that business owners at multifamily and multitenant facilities, and 
destination centers are interested in providing EV charging as an amenity for their customers or tenants; 
workplaces use charging as an employee benefit; and all constituents can leverage charging to support 
sustainability initiatives.  

In conversations with heavy-duty vehicle manufacturers and customers, fleet and transit operators are interested 
in electrifying their fleets to lower their operating costs, enjoy greater fuel cost stability, and to be more 
sustainable. The vehicle and charging decision is made simultaneously and, in the case of transit, fueling 
companies typically provide all fueling infrastructure (i.e. own, operate and maintain the fueling source). These 
businesses need a solution customized to meet their needs.  
 
PGE research, through business customer satisfaction surveys, illustrates that one of the barriers facing businesses 
as they try to make their decisions regarding EVs is familiarity with the options they have available to them. Less 
than one half of PGE business customers (43%) are familiar with options for using EVs as part of their business’ 
fleet while around one quarter (26%) are familiar with options for installing charging stations at their business 
location. This suggests that there is room to improve customer awareness around these options. One of the 
barriers encountered with customers PGE interviewed is a lack of experience with EV charging technology and EV 
infrastructure development. 

3.2.3 EV Sales Outlook 

PGE expects approximately 100,000 passenger vehicles in our service territory will use electricity as a 
transportation fuel by 2025 up from roughly 11,500 EVs today.47 In addition, an anticipated 8,500 fleet EVs (7,500 
light duty and 1,000 medium/heavy duty) are anticipated by 2025, which is up from approximately 1,500 today 

45 Referred to by the legislature and commission as "low income” in various sources including: 
• 78th Oregon Legislative Assembly, 2016 Regular Session. Chapter 28, 2016 Oregon Laws; and 
• Office of the Governor, State of Oregon. (2017). Oregon Executive Order 17-21. 

46 Nicholas, M., Hall, D., Lutsey, N. (2019 January 13) Quantifying the EV Charging Infrastructure Gap Across US Markets. 
International Council on Clean Transport. Retrieved from https://www.theicct.org/publications/charging-gap-US 

47 Navigant (2019). DER Potential Study. 
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(predominantly light duty electric fleet vehicles).48 PGE expects that expanding public charging with this pilot 
program will help accelerate EV adoption as well as address the growing need for more public charging. 

3.3 Pilot Program Overview 

PGE proposes to simplify customers’ deployments of charging infrastructure and reduce their associated costs by 
offering a pilot program to build all enabling electrical infrastructure for a customer to install a DR enabled EV 
charger, and for transit agencies, build the charging station as well. This will expand the network of public charging, 
accelerate the adoption of EVs (mass market and fleet), and creating a robust network of future grid resources. 

The pilot program will also gather and leverage data on charging behavior to further flexible load initiatives and 
to facilitate participation in PGE’s Energy Partner program. Conditions of charging pilot program participation will 
be that participants provide data on their charger usage and select DR enabled charging equipment from a 
qualified list of suppliers. Participation in DR events will be managed and funded by Energy Partner. 

3.3.1 Participants 

The pilot program will target the following participants under Cost of Service and Direct Access rate classes: 

• Workplaces – Offices from 12 up to 500+ employees; 

• Multifamily – Multiple separate housing units for residential inhabitants contained within one building or 
several buildings within one complex; 

• Multitenant – Properties with multiple tenants, such as a large office building; 

• Destination Centers – Facilities, such as retail, who want to provide charging for their clientele; 

• Light, Medium and Heavy-Duty Fleets – Ranges from city inspection vehicles, transportation network 
companies, box trucks, long haul transportation; and 

• Public Transit – City transit buses. 

48 Ibid. 
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3.3.2 Charging Site Enablement 

As demonstrated in Figure 1 below, readying a site to install and operate charging equipment can be broken into 
three phases. 

 
Figure 1 Site Topography (Business EV Charging) 

 
Distribution System including line extension – utility-side of the meter infrastructure. Line extension includes 
distribution facility upgrades (utility side of the meter) to obtain additional capacity or a change in service 
conditions to serve new EV charging loads. This includes conduit, vaults, and pads. Excludes modifications to 
transmission or subtransmission voltage facilities or substations. 

 
Make Ready – customer-side of the meter infrastructure up to the charger. Customer facility upgrades 
(customer-side of the meter) including conduit, wiring and panel/switchgear up to the charging station to 
"ready" a customer site for charging equipment installation. 

 
Charger – Hardware that delivers power from the grid to the EV. This includes AC/DC converter when required 
for Direct Current Quick Charge (DCQC). 

3.3.3 Structure & Incentives 

PGE proposes two primary pilot program structures: one for workplace, multifamily, multitenant, destination 
centers, and fleets; and one for Transit agencies: 

3.3.3.1 Workplace, multifamily, multitenant, destination center, and fleet 

To offset the significant cost and effort a business owner considering installing EV charging faces, PGE will build, 
own, and maintain the distribution system upgrade/line extension and make ready infrastructure (all electrical 
infrastructure up to the charger). Through the pilot program, PGE will cover the full cost of the site build out, up 
to what is expected to be a sufficient funding level based on predetermined cost caps for this activity. The 
participant will select, install, own, and maintain the charging equipment from a list of pre-qualified vendors and 
PGE will help offset equipment cost with a rebate. 

Rebate values are $575 per port for L2 chargers ($2,300 for income-eligible multifamily). This rebate value is 
intended to offset approximately 25% of the charger equipment cost for standard participants and 100% for 
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income-eligible multifamily participants. As a service to customers, PGE will offer an optional charger maintenance 
pilot program at a pass-through rate (i.e. the cost is comprised of the fees assessed by the third-party maintenance 
provider plus any associated fees for PGE oversight from a list of pre-qualified vendors). 

3.3.3.2 Public Transit 

For the public transit sector only, PGE would build, own, and maintain the entire charging ecosystem (distribution 
upgrades, make ready and the charger) to meet the unique needs of capital-constrained transit operators, who 
desire a third party to own and operate their fueling infrastructure (as is often the case with their current fueling 
ecosystem). Public transit refers to a public agency customer that operates buses or shuttles for public use in 
PGE’s service territory. This pilot program creates an opportunity for PGE to partner with our customers (the 
transit agencies) to ensure that we select the best charging equipment to meet the transit agency’s needs while 
limiting negative grid impact. This partnership will also enable us to educate our customers about key elements 
that impact their fuel cost (e.g. TOU rates, demand charges, load management).  

This pilot program is custom, meaning that a transit participant will be billed a monthly equipment charge based 
on the total project costs and anticipated load. Higher equipment utilization (or lower project costs) yields a lower 
customer payment as PGE will be recovering more costs through charging revenues. For projects in which the 
project cost-effectiveness exceeds 0.9 the equipment charge will be zero. This will incentivize PGE and the 
customer to work together to ensure that charging infrastructure is sized correctly for the customer’s use case. 
PGE will maintain the charger on behalf of the transit provider at a pass-through rate.  

3.3.3.3 Incentive Summary 

Table 14 details the incentives offered as part of the Business EV Charging pilot program: 

Table 14 Pilot Program Incentives (Business EV Charging) 

 
 

The pilot program entails a site expenditure cost cap on a per-site basis for line extensions and make ready efforts 
as follows and retains the right to approve a site design to minimize costs and deliver a positive EV charging 
experience. If a customer chooses to exceed the allowable allowance, they must pay the amount in excess. 
Indicative pricing assumptions based on typical configurations are outlined in Table 15, below. Actual 
configurations will vary. If a site is configured outside of the iterations below (e.g. 5 X L2 ports), the site build-out 
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costs will be adjusted proportionally. PGE reserves the right to adjust site expenditure cost caps and rebate values 
throughout the duration of the pilot program as appropriate based on learnings. 

Table 15 Site Cost Expenditure (Business EV Charging) 

 

3.3.4  Qualified Product List 

PGE will establish a qualified charging equipment product list before the official launch of the pilot program. The 
qualified product list will identify among other factors: 

• EVSPs that are Open Charge Point Protocol (OCPP) compliant, supporting standard application protocol, 
or that have a sufficiently documented open application program interface (API) for communication 
between EV charging stations and a charging station network to meet requirements for data transfer and 
connection and control via a DRMS; 

• EVSPs with a sufficient number of chargers installed and/or actively selling and installing a sufficient 
number of chargers in PGE’s service territory;  

• EVSPs open to educating customers about the PGE pilot program and driving awareness and enrollment; 

• EVSPs that are either initiating their own outreach activities and/or collaborative outreach activities to 
sell, install, and enroll customers into the PGE pilot program; and 

• EVSPs committed to investing resources to connect their vendor cloud to PGE’s DRMS system.  

Given the resources required to establish connectivity between the EVSE and a DRMS for subsequent participation 
in DR events via PGE’s Energy Partner program, PGE seeks to be rigorous in qualifying products. Ensuring charging 

Maximum PGE Expenditures Commercial Public Transit
Per Charging Site * Small Medium Large
 Ports 4XL2 8XL2 10XL2 10XDCQC
    
New Service

Line Extension $/Site 40,200    41,000    42,000    157,400            
Make Ready $/Site 30,100    59,800    90,700    634,700            
Charger $/Site N/A ** N/A ** N/A ** 825,000            
Total $/Site 70,300    100,800  132,700  1,617,100        

Existing Service
Line Extension $/Site 4,600      5,300      6,400      N/A***
Make Ready $/Site 30,100    59,800    90,700    N/A***
Charger $/Site N/A ** N/A ** N/A ** N/A***
Total $/Site 34,700    65,100    97,100    N/A***

* PGE reserves the right to determine site design and configuration including new or existing service
** Fixed charger rebate
*** New service (entailing a new transformer among other components to enable sufficient capacity) 
      is anticipated
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equipment is OCPP compliant or has a sufficiently documented API for transmitting charger operational data, such 
as number of charging sessions, is also essential to meet the pilot program’s goal of learning about charging 
behavior. 

3.3.5 Ownership Structure 

A synopsis of the ownership structure is listed in Table 16 below, which details the combinations of participant- 
and PGE-owned assets: 

Table 16 Anticipated Asset Ownership (Business EV Charging) 

Participant Asset Ownership 

Commercial, Public Transit Distribution Upgrades PGE 

Commercial, Public Transit  Make Ready PGE 

Commercial Chargers Participant 

Public Transit Chargers PGE 

3.3.6 Treatment of Clean Fuels Credits 

PGE aims to limit pilot program costs to customers and maximize pilot program cost effectiveness by acquiring 
and monetizing self-generated Clean Fuels Credits49 associated with energy used at EV charging sites funded by 
the pilot program. All participants will assign these credits to PGE as a requirement for participation; those credits 
will be monetized and applied towards the cost of the pilot program.  

49 Oregon Department of Energy. Oregon Clean Fuels Program. Retrieved from  
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/aq/programs/Pages/Clean-Fuels.aspx 
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3.3.7 Forecast 

Table 17 shows the projected site and port forecasts for the Business EV Charging pilot program. Preliminary 
projections outlining the number of sites and number of ports are reflected below. Year 1 is envisaged as a ramp 
up period of one quarter of projected enrollments. Given the nascence of this market, it is challenging to predict 
the actual number of sites and the pace of enrollments and installations. As such, we anticipate there may be 
quite a bit of variability between our projections and the actual pace of these deployments.  

Table 17 Projected Site and Port Forecast (Business EV Charging) 

 

 

3.3.8 Timeline 

Table 18 outlines an illustrative project schedule, with Year 1 envisaged as including one quarter of projected 
enrollments. 

Table 18 Illustrative Project Schedule (Business EV Charging) 

 

3.3.9 Site Selection and Operations  

As shown in Figure 1, PGE proposes a process flow comprised of the following stages: 

• Site Selection – When the customer applies for site consideration; 

Year Year 4
EV Business Charging Pilot

File Tariff + Proposal x

Build Pilot
Vendor RFP x x x
Vendor Selection + Contracting x x x
Program Design - e.g., enrollment, site  x x x x
Program Build x x x x
Market Launch x x x x x x
Build Trade Ally Network x x x x x x x x x x

Incentive Payouts
EV-charger Incentive x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x

Evaluation Reports
Evaluation KickOff x
Interim Evaluation Report to PUC x x x x
Final Evaluation Report to PUC x x

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4
Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q14

Y5
Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10

Estimated pilot program launch
Estimated OPUC decision date

Q11 Q12 Q13
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• Construction – When the site infrastructure is built out, chargers are installed and commissioned, and a 
driver can charge their vehicle; and 

• Operations – When a site is 1) made visible to EV drivers (e.g. through charging apps or other as 
appropriate), 2) utilized to charge vehicles, and 3) maintained and operating in good standing. 

Figure 2 Pilot Program Process Overview (Business EV Charging) 

 

3.3.9.1 Site Selection 

PGE provides educational information to drive awareness about EV use and, more specifically, the Business EV 
Charging pilot program, so potential applicants can see how EV charging might meet their needs, what PGE offers, 
what resources they might need to contribute and determine if they apply.  

Customer applies for participation in the charging pilot program, providing information on their business 
composition to help gauge viability of the site as an EV charging location and to identify the appropriate charging 
equipment (L2 or DCQC). Information requested to evaluate site appropriateness may include, but is not limited 
to: 

• Proposed site location to ensure it is within PGE service territory; 

• Applicant creditworthiness; 

• Confirmation applicant has legal right to allow charging equipment to be installed at a site (i.e. Owns the 
site or has permission from site owner); 

• Number of EV drivers associated with a proposed site; 

• Number of tenants (multifamily) considering purchasing an EV (income-eligible is exempt from this 
requirement); 

• Anticipated load factor; 

• Demonstrating ability to purchase, install and manage charging equipment; 

• Geographic location; 

• Typical dwell time (length of time EV drivers parked); 

• Presence of onsite amenities accessible to drivers while charging; and 

Site Selection
•Customer Application
•Verify Site Suitability
•Customer Education
•Contract Signed

Construction
•Engineering
•Procurement
•Commissioning

Operations
•Ensure Site Visibility
•Charger Monitoring
•Ongoing Maintenance
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• Additional criteria used to select PGE Electric Avenue50 charging sites may be leveraged. 

PGE evaluates site suitability based on information supplied in the application and through customer consultation. 
PGE works with the applicant to address questions as to how EV charging can benefit their operations and ensure 
they understand key considerations with building and operating a charging site including: rate schedules (including 
TOU), demand charges, capital and operations and maintenance (O&M) commitments, charger data 
management, working with EVSPs on resale of electricity, maintenance options, and other as appropriate. 

A customer site design typically includes: distribution upgrades/line extension, make ready and charger 
equipment and placement may be developed by PGE in collaboration with the applicant. PGE retains final 
decision-making authority on site design, to ensure an efficient expenditure of funds and positive charging 
experience for the EV driver. For transit agencies, PGE will complete a custom project cost effectiveness analysis 
including anticipated load and energy usage among other considerations. The analysis will inform how much a 
participant pays for the charging equipment. PGE works to ensure that no one customer within the Commercial 
group takes more than 20% of appropriated funding and, to maximize learnings, strives to ensure that at least two 
Public Transit customers are served. 

3.3.9.2 Construction 

Upon participant signature of a site agreement, site work commences. Site agreement may include but not be 
limited to:  

• PGE’s responsibility to install distribution upgrades, make ready and, if appropriate, to procure and 
maintain charging equipment, overall O&M plan, and budget. 

• Participant’s responsibility including approval for PGE to secure an easement providing site access, 
acknowledgment that PGE has final approval on charging site design including (distribution upgrades, 
make ready and charger style, number and placement), acknowledgement of cost caps on site build out 
in excess of which participant assumes cost, acknowledgement that pilot program funds are solely 
applicable to EV charging infrastructure as per site design, access to charger operational data, and 
assignment of Clean Fuels Credit to PGE to offset the Business EV Charging pilot program costs. 

For the 10-year contract term, the participant commits to reimburse PGE’s share of EV site costs on a pro-rata 
basis if 1) the participant does not fulfill obligations in the pre-construction period, or 2) the site permanently 
ceases charging activity post-construction prior to the end of the term, subject to negotiated terms as 
circumstances warrant. Participant obligations include but are not limited to installing chargers as agreed upon 
(number, style, and type) and keeping charging site maintained and operating in good standing for commercially 
reasonable standards so drivers can charge their vehicles. If a property with EV charging equipment supplied by 
the pilot program changes ownership, the new owner may assume the right to keep the charging equipment 
functional and the site agreement can be reassigned to the new owner (assuming they meet the program 

50 Electric Avenue is PGE’s public, high-speed charging network consisting of four DCQC and one 2-port Level 2 charger. There 
is one Electric Avenue operational presently, and up to six more are anticipated by the end of 2019. 
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participation requirements). PGE site costs may include capital for line extensions and make ready infrastructure 
as well as rebates to cover charger costs. For Public Transit, capital expenses may also include charging equipment. 

In the event the participant does not comply prior to charger installation and commissioning, they will pay PGE 
the total costs PGE expended specific to that EV charging site upon termination of site agreement. In the event 
the participant does not comply after the charging equipment is operational, the participant will reimburse PGE 
one-tenth of the total site costs for each remaining year in the 10-year contract (subject to negotiated terms as 
circumstances warrant). Site costs include all applicable rebates, distribution upgrades/line extensions, make 
ready and charger expenses. 

Upon completion of charging equipment installation, a PGE representative visits the site and confirms it is 
commissioned and able to charge vehicles. At that point, the participant receives the rebate where applicable. 

3.3.9.3 Operations 

Participant will determine the charging pricing for their customers or employees (if applicable). PGE will work with 
the customer and participating charging service providers to ensure that the default pricing that a participant 
chooses to charge their users is built on a TOU rate. Though the customer can choose to change the rate, PGE will 
encourage the charging owner to pass those price signals onto the EV drivers.  

Participant and PGE will collaborate to provide visibility to charger (e.g. inclusion in charger apps, signage). 
Participant will also provide PGE access to charging data in a prescribed format on an ongoing basis including but 
not limited to: charger usage by timeframe (e.g. hour, day of week), number and length of charging sessions. 
Participant will also consider participation in PGE’s Energy Partner program. 

3.3.10  Public Transit Considerations 

Public Transit participants have a minimum contracted load requirement for which they will be billed monthly. In 
the event usage falls below the projected value, the participant must still pay for the agreed upon value monthly. 
Clean Fuels Credits, because of pilot program load, will also be agreed upon at the start of the contract. If a 
customer has not met their Clean Fuels Credit allocation at the end of each calendar year, there will be a true up 
and the customer must reimburse PGE if the quantity of Clean Fuels Credits is below that agreed upon threshold. 

3.3.11 Direct Access Customer Considerations 

The pilot program is open to both direct access and cost-of-service customers, but participation is not mandatory 
(i.e. a customer can install EV charging equipment independently from the pilot program). In the event a direct 
access customer chooses to participate in the pilot program, EV charging energy must be separately metered to 
track energy usage associated with charging, and the energy used to fuel the charger purchased on a cost-of-
service basis. These requirements have been established to create a pathway towards attaining a net benefit for 
all of PGE’s customers. As designed, one of the primary pilot program benefits associated with this pilot program 
is incremental revenues associated with the new charging loads (which may apply downward pressure on all 
customer rates). Because PGE’s investment in this pilot program is borne by all PGE customers, new charging loads 
(associated with this pilot program) must be served on cost-of-service to ensure that they receive the pilot 
program benefits as well. As with all pilot program participants, PGE would cover the cost of installing that 
separate meter as part of the distribution system upgrade.  
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If a customer (direct access or cost-of-service) who installed the EV charging equipment as part of the pilot 
program subsequently chooses to purchase that energy on a direct access basis, the participant commits to 
reimburse PGE’s share of EV site costs on a pro-rata basis (i.e. the participant will reimburse PGE one-tenth of the 
total site costs for each remaining year in the 10-year contract). Site costs incudes all applicable rebates, 
distribution upgrades/line extensions, make ready and charger expenses. 

3.3.12 Outreach and Recruitment 

The pilot program may employ the following methods, among others, for outreach and recruitment: 

• Outreach staff. Leverage outreach personnel to engage, inform, and sign-up customers, engage 
municipalities and bring and trade allies into the pilot program.  

• Website. Create an online forum that educates customers about the pilot program and generates leads 
by enabling them to request a follow-up conversation. The website will be promoted via search engine 
optimization, social media and online advertising, and email outreach as appropriate.  

• Direct mail and email. Reach out to interested customers in PGE service territory to inform them about 
the pilot program and provide links to the website.  

• PGE newsletters, etc. Create general awareness for the pilot program via its regular outreach channels 
targeting customers interested in a charging pilot program.  

• Events and trade shows. Leverage EV driver events, targeted industry events and tradeshows to drive 
awareness of the pilot program. 

• Trade ally network. Make EVSPs and electricians aware of the pilot program and provide support so they 
can direct potential customers to PGE regarding pilot program participation.  

• EV fleet and transit network. Partner with EV fleet manufacturers and dealers to bring attention to the 
pilot program during the sales process of EV fleets. 
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3.4 Cost Effectiveness 
As discussed in Appendix C, PGE is utilizing the TEAM, which is a modified RIM test. TEAM includes monetizable 
environmental and societal benefits from decarbonization, including revenue from the ODEQ CFP as well as 
potential future decarbonization benefits. As this pilot increases electricity consumption, it also increases the 
need for electricity infrastructure (rather than avoiding it as in DR). The cost effectiveness framework focuses 
on the incremental impact of the EV charging sites incentivized by the Business EV Charging pilot program. 

Table 19 Rate Impact Measure Test (Business EV Charging) 

 

As per Table 19 above, new TE programs include various benefits and costs. 

Benefits of new TE programs include increased utility revenue from new electricity sales to offset the increased 
supply costs; increased utility revenues from market participation (including Clean Fuels Credit Revenue); and EV 
pilot programs designed with DR components will provide the benefit of avoided supply costs (capacity and 
energy). 

Costs of new TE programs include incremental supply costs (capacity and energy); pilot program administrative 
costs; participant incentives (rebates); and capital costs for the utility (to build line extensions and the make-ready 
component of the EV sites). 

3.4.1 Plan Description and Key Assumptions 

As shown in Table 20, the pilot proposes incentivizing 91 EV charging sites over a little more than a three-year 
period. Each site has a useful life of 10 years. While many sites will use L2 chargers, DCQC quick chargers will be 
used in Public Transit. We assume attrition of 4% per year for Commercial sites and no attrition for Public Transit 
sites. 
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1 Administrative Costs COST 
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3 Bill Increases 
4 Bill Reductions 
5 Caoital Costs to Utilitv COST 
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I 7 Environmental Benefits 
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I 9 Increased Suos:dv Costs COST 
10 Market Benefits 
11 Market Participation Revenue BENEFIT 
12 Non-ener1n1/monetarv benefits 
13 Revenue llain from increased sales BENEFIT 
14 Revenue loss from reduced sales COST 

I 15 Tax Credits 
16 Transaction Costs to Participant 
17 Value of Service Lost 



Table 20 Projected Site Configurations and Forecast (Business EV Charging) 

 

Some sites will require new service (entailing a new transformer among other components) to enable sufficient 
capacity or to optimize site design. Line extension costs for existing service are lower than those of new service. 
As a result, the cost per site for new service is ~$32,000 higher. For this analysis we assumed approximately 10% 
of sites would require new service.  

3.4.1.1 Administrative Costs 

The project must incur significant up-front costs for education, outreach, project management, and measurement 
& verification. These costs average $0.9 million per year for the first four years of the pilot program and are 
detailed in Table 21 below.  

Table 21 Administrative Costs (Business EV Charging) 

 

3.4.1.2 Capital Expenditures 

Table 22 shows the capital expenditures and rebates for the Business EV Charging pilot program. For both 
components of the pilot program (Commercial and Public Transit), PGE proposes to build and own 100% of the 
line extensions and make ready facilities. In addition, PGE will own the chargers for Public Transit sites. 

Table 22 Capital Expenditures and Rebates (Business EV Charging) 

 
Our cost-benefit analysis assumes a 10-year useful life. Book depreciation rates are based on PGE’s most recent 
depreciation study. For purposes of the economic analysis, capital carrying costs with depreciation lives longer 
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than 10 years are truncated in year 10.51 Chargers are depreciated straight line over 20 years for book and seven 
years Modified Accelerated Cost Recovery System (MACRS) for tax. The clear majority of line extension and make 
ready infrastructure is underground conduit and will be depreciated over 55 years for book and a 20-year MACRS 
for tax as is the current practice for distribution system equipment.  

3.4.1.3 Rebates 

For Commercial sites, PGE proposes to provide the customer a rebate based on 25% of the estimated cost of the 
charging equipment. For income-eligible multifamily participants PGE’s rebate will cover 100% of the charger 
equipment cost. All rebates are assumed to be expensed. 

 
Table 23 shows a detailed breakdown of the estimated costs of each charging site. For most customers PGE 
anticipates covering over 80% of the site costs. For Public Transit sites, PGE anticipates covering 100% of the site 
costs. 

Table 23 Estimated Costs by Site (Business EV Charging) 

 
 
Cost estimates were based on PGE experience with its L2 sites at employee sites, the DCQC Electric Avenue site at 
the World Trade Center location, other Electric Avenue DCQC sites under development in the Charging Station 
pilot program now underway, and the pilot project with TriMet. In addition, PGE also consulted with other utilities 
in California which have active make-ready and rebate charging pilot programs. 

3.4.1.4 Reimbursements 

Participants will be contractually obligated to reimburse PGE for the costs incurred if their site is no longer 
functioning, subject to negotiated terms as circumstances warrant. We assume that we can recover 50% of the 
costs for Commercial customers.  

51 The truncation refers to the year-14 capital costs listed in Tables 22 and 26.  More specifically, the truncated amounts 
represent the remaining cost of PGE-owned make-ready work, line extensions, and EV chargers, which have longer lives 
than the assumed useful life of the pilot. A different approach would be for the Commission to issue an accounting order 
approving accelerated depreciation for these assets, so the costs are spread evenly over the life of the pilot rather than 
all be incurred in the final year of the pilot. 

SITE COST SUMMARY Commercial Transit* SITE COST SUMMARY Commercial
New Service Small Medium Large Existing Service Small Medium Large

Ports 4XL2 8XL2 10XL2 10XDCQC Ports 4XL2 8XL2 10XL2
Line Extension $/Site 36,585    37,260    38,205    143,100     Line Extension $/Site 4,185          4,860          5,805          
Make Ready $/Site 27,338    54,338    82,418    577,000     Make Ready $/Site 27,338        54,338        82,418        
Charger $/Site 12,400    24,800    31,000    750,000     Charger $/Site 12,400        24,800        31,000        
Total $/Site 76,323    116,398  151,623  1,470,100 Total $/Site 43,923        83,998        119,223     

-                   -                   -                   
PGE Ownership $/Site 63,923    91,598    120,623  1,470,100 PGE Ownership $/Site 31,523        59,198        88,223        
Rebates $/Site 2,300       4,600       5,750       -                   Rebates $/Site 2,300          4,600          5,750          
Total Incentives $/Site 66,223    96,198    126,373  1,470,100 Total Incentives $/Site 33,823        63,798        93,973        

PGE  -- Share of Costs 87% 83% 83% 100% PGE  -- Share of Costs 77% 76% 79%
Customer -- Share of Costs 13% 17% 17% 0% Customer -- Share of Costs 23% 24% 21%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% Total 100% 100% 100%
*Public transit site configuration above anticipated to require new service
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3.4.1.5 Increased Supply Costs 

As this project increases PGE’s load, the incremental cost of energy and capacity are two of the key project costs. 
Incremental energy costs are based on the long-term 1H18 Aurora forecast. Average hourly prices are matched 
with load shapes that reflect expected usage of workplace charging and public transit charging. Workplace 
charging peaks at 8:00 AM and declines steadily over the work-day. Public Transit charges primarily 10:00 PM to 
6:00 AM. 

The cost of capacity is based on the real levelized cost of the simple cycle capacity resource in PGE’s Tariff Schedule 
201 (Avoided Cost). The cost of $128.96 per kW per year ($2,020) is applied to the expected coincident peak 
demand of the charging facilities. Based on PGE’s experience with its own L2 workplace charging sites, we have 
applied a 42% probability that the full rated capacity of the site chargers will be used during the 3:00 PM-8:00 PM 
peak. Based on information from TriMet about their bus charging plan, we have applied a 5% probability that the 
full rated capacity will be utilized during the 3:00 PM-8:00 PM on-peak period. 

3.4.1.6 Revenue from Increased Sales 

Table 24 shows the projected load factors for the Business EV Charging pilot program. One of the key benefits of 
the pilot program is sales revenue to PGE, which offsets the increased supply cost. Based on an analysis of the 
three anticipated Commercial site configurations (Small, Medium, and Large) and assumed load factors, we are 
assuming that most customers will choose to be on PGE’s Tariff Schedule 38. Public Transit customers will likely 
be on PGE’s Tariff Schedule 85. For each charging site, kWh of load is forecasted based on the product of the load 
factor and the capacity rating of the charging facility. Load factor represents the percent of actual charge divided 
by the total possible in all hours of the day. The 38% load factor for Public Transit is based on data from a local 
transit company that showed its chargers fully discharging over eight hours per day. Revenue is then computed 
by applying the kWh of load to the energy portion of the tariff and the effective capacity usage to the demand 
charge portion of the tariff. 
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Table 24 Projected Load Factors (Business EV Charging) 

 

Note that we do not assume any increased revenues beyond the charging sites participating in this pilot program. 
If a workplace charging site deployed as part of this pilot program and influences some customers to buy an EV, 
we do not attribute revenues from those customers’ home charging in this analysis. 

3.4.1.7 Market Participation Revenue 

PGE will contractually require customers that participate in the pilot program to assign to PGE all self-generation 
credits generated from the charging sites. Revenue generated from such credits will be applied to offset the cost 
of the pilot program. This will provide another key benefit and source of revenue for the pilot. PGE currently 
generates Clean Fuels Credits from Electric Avenue and participates in market transactions. PGE also receives 
credits from residential customers that drive EVs. The forecast of credit prices was developed in conjunction with 
PGE’s Power Operations team which transacts credits, based on prices recently observed in the market and an 
expected rise over time as the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) determined clean fuel standards 
tighten through 2025. We assume prices remain flat after that period. We have forecasted conversion rates for 
Commercial using DEQ assumptions for light duty vehicles and Public Transit using assumptions for diesel transit 
vehicles. 

3.4.1.8 O&M Revenue 

For Public Transit customers, PGE intends to pass through to the customer O&M costs for the charging site on a 
time and materials basis as it currently does with the current contract with TriMet. So, in this analysis, Charger 
O&M costs are offset entirely by Charger O&M revenue. 
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Forecasted Load Facto rs 
Commercial 

Yearl 
Year2 
Year~ 
Year4 
Years 
Year6 
Year7 
Years . 
Year9 

Year 10 

Small 

4Xl2 

7% 

9% 

12% 

14% 

16% 

17°/4 

1S% 

18% 

1S% 

Medium · 

8Xl2 

6% 

9% 

11% 

13% 

15% 

16% 

16% 

17% 

17% 

Transit 

10XDCQC 

6% 38% 

8% 38% 

11% 38% 

13% 38% 

14% 38% 

15% 38% 

16% 38% 

16% 38% 

17% 38% 



3.4.2 Plan Results 

As shown in Table 25 below, the Business EV Charging pilot program is cost-effective, demonstrating a 
Cost/Benefit Ratio of 1.06 and a net benefit of $1.5M52 

In addition to tariff revenue from increased load from the charging sites, the project also benefits from Market 
Participation Revenue from the monetization of the Clean Fuels Credits. Clean Fuels Credit revenue makes up just 
over half of the revenue. It should be noted that the cost-effectiveness of the pilot is highly contingent on Public 
Transit revenues from both Clean Fuels Credit sales and energy sales. 

Table 25 Cost Effectiveness (Business EV Charging) 

 
Capital Costs to the Utility (line extensions, make ready, and chargers) together with Incentives (rebates) make up 
over half of the NPV of the pilot program costs. The next largest cost category is Administrative Costs which 
represents almost a quarter of the costs. Cost of Supply makes up only 17% of the costs. For Commercial, energy 
costs are fairly low due to low load factors in Commercial (12% to 13%) and capacity costs are more substantial 
due to an assumed 42% coincident peak. For Public Transit, the cost of energy is high due to high load factors 
(37.5%) but the cost of capacity is low due to the predominantly off-peak nature of charging.  
 
Table 26 shows costs and benefits over the life of the pilot program. As previously stated, in Year 14, Utility Capital 
Costs includes truncated amounts which represent the remaining cost of PGE-owned make-ready work, line 
extensions, and EV chargers, which have longer lives than the assumed useful life of the pilot program. A different 
approach would be for the Commission to issue an accounting order approving accelerated depreciation for these 
assets, so the costs are spread evenly over the life of the pilot program rather than all be incurred in the final year 
of the pilot program. 

52 Note that the $1.5M net benefit is reflected in cost effectiveness tables as a negative net cost of $1.5M. 
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RIM Summary Nl'V- $000s 
0 

Market P,articl pation Revenue 12,824 51% 

Charger O&M Revenue 1,459 6% 

Rev from Increased Sales 11, 002 44% 

Benefits 25, 285 100% 

Capital Cost s to Utility 13, 602 57% 
Incentives Paid ( Net of Reimbursements) 122 1% 

Increased Supply Cost s 3, 908 16% 

Charger O&M Cost 1, 459 6% 

Administ rative Costs 4,684 20% 

Costs 23, 775 100% 

Net Cost (Costs minus Benefits) (1,510) 

I Benefit/Cost Ratio 1.06 



Table 26 Cost and Benefits over Pilot Program Life (Business EV Charging) 

 

3.5 Pilot Program Evaluation 

The purpose of evaluation is to measure the effectiveness of the pilot program in meeting its objectives, areas for 
continuous improvements, and energy impacts on PGE’s system. Following are some of the high-level evaluation 
learning objectives: 

• Track customer participation and satisfaction levels with pilot program offerings (incentives, installation 
assistance); 

• Understand the level of PGE’s influence in customers’ decisions to install charging and/or (as appropriate) 
operate EV fleets; 

• Document charging installation successes and challenges, and customers’ perceptions of working with 
PGE; 

• Document new charging utilization, and customer load impacts; 

• Document the impacts of new business charging on employee decisions to own/lease EVs; 

• Identify pilot program implementation successes and challenges, and improvement opportunities; and 

• Understand how the chargers deployed under this pilot program have impacted mass market EV adoption. 

3.5.1 Evaluation Methods 

PGE and its evaluation vendor will develop and implement a comprehensive evaluation plan that details the 
analysis methods to be used, including sampling and timing that are best suited to evaluate the pilot program. 
Following are brief descriptions of the types of evaluation methods that are anticipated. 
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PROJECT SUMMARY NPV Total Nominal 

$000s $000s Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 Year 11 Year 12 Year 13 Year 14 

Units 

Energy Usage MWh 11 1,794 5,643 12,578 17,667 18,002 18,249 18,233 18,147 17,993 15,876 11,664 4,716 

Capacity Usage kw 42 766 2,431 5 ,681 7,857 7,752 7,668 7,514 7,374 7,227 6,412 4,796 1,952 

Sites # 2 11 33 90 86 85 82 79 76 72 61 43 

Benefits 
Clean Fuels Revenue 12,824 21,830 1 234 749 1,650 2,341 2,437 2,508 2,507 2,499 2,485 2,187 1,591 641 

Revenue from Sales 12,461 21,401 4 206 661 1,531 2,214 2,309 2,394 2,440 2,476 2,501 2,256 1,700 705 4 

TOTAL BENEFITS 25,185 43,232 5 440 1,410 3,1Jl2 4,555 4, 746 4,902 4,947 4,975 4,987 4,442 3,291 1,346 4 

Costs 
Administrat ive Costs 6,143 9,062 573 1,058 1,149 1,583 557 469 546 557 569 544 556 419 276 205 

Capit al Cost s t o Utility 13,602 28,994 14 310 724 1,666 1,606 1,541 1,482 1,426 1,372 1,320 1,271 1,224 15,037 

Incent ives Paid 122 82 9 38 103 260 (109) (14) (56) (67) (31) (29) (19) (4 ) 

Increased Supply Costs 3,908 6,793 2 54 180 440 672 708 735 770 796 811 771 600 255 

Total Costs 23,775 44,931 5114 1,164 1,742 3,007 2,786 2,7W 2,766 2,742 2,75-9 2,W9 2,629 2,186 1,756 15,243 

(0) 

Net Cost (1,510) l ,W9 579 n5 332 (175) (1,770) (1,977) (2,136) (2,205) (2,216) (2,288) (1,813) (1,005) 410 15,239 



3.5.1.1 Process Evaluation 

Process evaluation of the pilot program will make the impact estimates actionable by identifying pilot program 
design and implementation success and problem areas. Process evaluation findings can provide periodic feedback 
to help the pilot program make continuous improvements. Expected process evaluation activities include: 

• Logic Model – Early in the pilot program evaluation, PGE and its evaluation vendor will review and update 
the logic model and pilot program objectives included with this application and adjust the evaluation 
activities as needed. The logic model will illustrate how the pilot program’s planned activities should lead 
to a set of expected short-term outcomes, followed by longer-term outcomes. The logic model will help 
to structure all the evaluation activities and can help to identify any gaps in the pilot program design if 
pilot program goals are not achieved. 

• Data analytics – The evaluation will track and report pilot program participation levels and include 
firmographic analysis to determine which types of customers are and are not participating. 

• PGE pilot program administrator interviews – PGE’s evaluator will conduct annual in-depth interviews 
with PGE pilot program staff and implementation partners on a wide range of pilot program topics. The 
initial interviews are anticipated to focus on the launched pilot program design, customer targeting and 
outreach activities, pilot program implementation and staff coordination, with subsequent interviews 
focused on implementation successes and challenges, pilot program design or delivery changes enacted 
and anticipated, and lessons learned. 

• Pilot participant in-depth interviews and web surveys – Topics may include: sources of pilot program 
awareness, ease of enrollment and participation, the project development process and 
successes/challenges, experience working with PGE, the effectiveness of participant outreach to their 
employees or customers about EVs and charging, charger utilization, energy bill impacts and tariff changes 
(if any), impact of EV charging on fleet operations (when applicable), and other elements. 

• Employee, Customer, and Tenant surveys - Brief web-based surveys will be administered to a sample of 
current and/or potential EV drivers supplied by pilot participants. Topics may include: how new charging 
has affected EV purchase considerations and actions, charging utilization, charging experiences and 
satisfaction, and awareness of PGE's project involvement. 

• Attribution analysis – The business owner surveys and interviews will include a series of questions to help 
gauge the level of PGE’s influence on their decisions to install EV charging and/or operate EV fleets. These 
types of “self-report” questions cannot conclusively measure the value of PGE’s pilot program to 
customers but can provide feedback to shape the pilot program design.  

3.5.1.2 Impacts Evaluation 

As a condition of participation PGE will request that pilot program qualified EVSE vendors, EVSPs or business 
customers provide PGE with periodic charger utilization data (e.g. daily charging times, number of sessions in a 
prescribed format) so PGE can track charger level utilization over time. 
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In addition, PGE’s evaluation vendor will analyze customer meter data for a sample of customers to further assess 
customer load impacts and impacts to PGE’s system (e.g. on-peak to off-peak ratios). This will include both master-
metered sites and sub-metered sites.  

3.5.2 Reporting  

PGE’s evaluation vendor will submit annual reports with impact evaluation findings to PGE and the end of pilot 
program Years 2, 3 and 4. 

3.5.3 Evaluation Budget 

Table 27 shows the estimated evaluation timeline and budget for the Business EV Charging pilot program. 

Table 27 Estimated Evaluation Timeline and Budget (Business EV Charging) 

Year Budget Activities 

Year 1 Q1 $95,000 
Messaging Focus Group(s), Kickoff Meeting, Work Plan, Documents Review, Logic 
Model, Staff/Partner Interviews, Design of interview guides and surveys 

Year 2 $90,000 Conduct customer interviews/surveys, employee surveys, charger utilization/ 
Advanced Metering Infrastructure (AMI) impacts analysis, staff interviews, 
reporting 

Year 3 $100,000 

Year 4 $110,000 
Total $395,000  

 

3.6 Case for Business Charging 

EV drivers and prospective EV drivers need access to more charging infrastructure, and our business customers 
want to support them by deploying workplace and public charging. The proposed pilot program will make it 
cheaper and easier for business customers to deploy EV charging infrastructure and to make a commitment to 
electrifying their own fleets. By supporting the deployment of over 600 new charging points in our service 
territory, this pilot program will accelerate EV adoption and create a network of edge-of-grid resources that can 
be utilized to support efficient grid operations and renewables integration.  

The proposed business charging pilot program delivers on the criteria which the Oregon Legislature directed the 
Commission53 to consider when evaluating TE programs54: 

• The criteria that the program be in the utility’s service territory is addressed by the fact that the pilot 
program will only support the deployment of charging stations physically located inside PGE’s service 
territory; 

• The criteria that the program be prudent is ultimately at the discretion of the OPUC; however, PGE will 
work to ensure that all pilot program expenditures are reasonable and designed to maximize both benefits 
for customers and learnings from this pilot; 

53 78th Oregon Legislative Assembly, 2016 Regular Session. 
54 Ibid, Sec. 20.4. 
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• The criteria that the program be reasonably expected to be used and useful is addressed by the fact that 
infrastructure will not be deployed without customer commitments to invest in charging stations (or 
vehicles, in the case of transit). Further, site selection criteria have been designed to ensure charging sites 
will be utilized and kept fully operational (e.g. number of EV drivers per port, projected utilization, O&M 
commitments). For instances where customers do not fulfill pre-construction obligations or wish to pull 
the charging equipment out of service, those participants commit to reimbursing pilot program capital 
and incentives on a pro-rata basis, subject to negotiated terms as circumstances warrant. Similarly, 
rebates will not be paid until a site is confirmed to be operational; 

• The criteria that the program be reasonably expected to support the grid, improve grid efficiency, and 
improve operational efficiency is addressed by the fact that EVs can create system value for all customers 
by supporting flexible loads and increase PGE’s ability to meet our customers’ clean energy goals. Through 
this pilot program, we aim to create a portfolio of over 600 connected grid assets that will be able to 
provide grid services in the future. All chargers will provide PGE valuable data allowing us to better 
understand charging impacts to the system and opportunities for system value. All chargers will be DR 
enabled to ensure that we can easily integrate those chargers in the future with PGE’s Energy Partner 
program. 

o The pilot program also provides an important touchpoint between PGE and our customers. We will 
be able to use the opportunity to educate our customers about TOU rates and demand chargers and 
will work with the customer and participating charging service providers to ensure that the default 
pricing that a participant chooses to charge their users is built on a TOU rate. 

o Further, as the cost-effectiveness analysis suggests, we believe that broad EV adoption presents 
opportunity to create a net-benefit for all PGE customers. 

• The criteria that the program be expected to stimulate innovation, competition, and customer choice is 
addressed by the fact that the proposed pilot program will support business customers by helping them 
choose the charging equipment that meet their needs. This will allow EV charging equipment and service 
providers the opportunity to compete for such work. Further, by supporting the build-out of a broader EV 
network, we will be reducing barriers to EV adoption; in turn we expect this will create more demand for 
EV related products and services. 
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Section 4 Cost Recovery 
Pursuant to ORS 757.259, PGE will request authorization to defer for later ratemaking treatment the costs and 
revenues associated with the two EV Charging pilot programs. In addition, the deferral will support an automatic 
adjustment clause rate schedule for the recovery of deferred operation and maintenance costs and the “tracking” 
of capital-related costs into prices after the assets close to plant (i.e. placed in service).  

PGE will periodically update the tariff rate schedule to incorporate the capital-related costs and the remaining 
undepreciated costs in customer prices (including the return “on” and “of”) as the capital investment is placed in 
service.55 Only non-capital-related expenses will be subject to the deferral application. 

O&M costs that will be subject to the deferral application are provided in Table 28. 

Table 28 Estimated O&M Deferral Costs (Residential and Business EV Charging) 

 

  

55 This process “tracks” the capital-related costs into prices after the assets have closed to plant. PGE has used similar tracking 
mechanisms on several occasions for renewable resources and most recently for the Carty generating plant as part of the UE 
294 general rate case. 
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O&M DEFERRAL COSTS NPV Total Yea r t Year2 Yearl Year4 Years Yea r 6 Year7 Year8 Year9 Year10 Year11 Year12 Year13 Year14 

Nominal 

$000, $000, 

EV Residential 
Administrative Costs - EV 2,226 2,894 519 527 594 636 55 57 58 59 61 62 64 66 67 69 

Administrative Costs - Grid Service! 1.951 3.047 174 328 322 320 182 186 189 192 196 199 198 192 184 184 

Incentives - EV 1.590 1,986 55 375 655 902 

Incentives - Grid Services 402 641 18 56 115 60 59 58 57 56 54 49 36 18 

Supply Costs (Energy Only) 1.711 2,896 4 35 113 226 324 327 316 322 325 316 296 212 80 

To t.a l O&M Costs ,,..,, 11,464 754 1,2B3 1,740 2,199 622 621 621 630 638 632 607 506 ... 2S6 

EV Business 
Administrative Costs 6.143 9,062 573 1.058 1,149 1,583 557 469 546 557 569 544 556 419 276 205 

Incentives 122 82 38 103 260 [109) [14) [56) [67) [31) [29) [19) [4) 

Supply Costs (Energy Only) 2.631 4,615 36 118 268 422 460 486 526 556 575 555 428 183 

Tot.al O&M Costs 8,896 13,759 5112 1,133 1,370 2,112 871 914 976 1,016 1,0!l4 1,091 1,092 843 45'1 20, 

Total 
Administrative Costs 10,320 15.004 1,266 1,914 2,065 2.539 795 711 793 809 826 806 818 677 527 458 

Incentives 2.114 2,708 65 431 814 1.277 [49) 44 2 [10) 25 26 JO 33 18 

Supply Costs (Energy Only) 4.342 7.511 72 231 494 747 786 802 847 881 892 851 640 263 

Tot.a l O&M Costs 16, 776 25,222 1,336 2,416 3,110 4,110 1,493 1,542 1,597 1,646 1,732 1,724 1, ... 1,349 808 461 



Section 5 Conclusion 
The proposals to increase deployments of EV charging infrastructure are necessary and in our customers’ interest. 
The proposals are in line with Oregon’s climate goals and the legislative findings of SB 1547 and are likely to 
accelerate EV adoption by increasing the access to and the use of electricity as a transportation fuel. The proposals 
will create a network of over 4,000 grid-connected resources that will be able to support efficient grid integration. 

The Residential EV Charging pilot program will expand the value proposition for customers considering an EV 
purchase and will give PGE access to an important and rapidly-growing customer asset. 

The Business EV Charging pilot program will increase access to and awareness of the use of electricity as a 
transportation fuel by accelerating the deployment of public and workplace charging. We anticipate these 
chargers will provide valuable grid services in the future through PGE’s Energy Partner program. Further, the 
pilot program will also reduce the barriers that businesses and transit agencies face when making investments 
to electrify their fleets. 

We have taken appropriate steps to right-size these pilot programs such that they meaningfully impact the EV 
market while still safeguarding PGE customers. Further, both pilot programs have a pathway towards cost-
effectiveness and will yield learnings that inform future program and system planning.  

As reflected by the letters of support included in Appendix B, these pilot programs also have support from a broad 
swath of stakeholders reflecting a variety of interests in the community and EV industry.  

The time to decarbonize Oregon’s transportation sector is now. PGE has a unique role to place in supporting EV 
adoption and grid integration, and we believe these pilot programs will help move the state in that direction. We 
look forward to the opportunity to work with Staff and stakeholders to move these proposals forward accelerate 
our path to a clean energy future.   
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Appendix A Additional Terms and Descriptions 

Table 29 Electric Vehicle Terminology56 

Term Description 

Level 1 Electric Vehicle 
Charger 

AC Level 1 EVSE (often referred to simply as Level 1) provides charging through a 
120-volt (V) AC plug. Most, if not all, plug-in electric vehicles (PEVs) will come with 
an AC Level 1 EVSE cord set so no additional charging equipment is required. 
Level 1 charging yields 2 to 5 miles of range per 1 hour of charging. Plugging in at 
home using a standard outlet requires a dedicated circuit. 
 
Alternatively known as Chargeway Level 1.  

Level 2 Electric Vehicle 
Charger (L2) 

AC L2 equipment (often referred to simply as L2) offers charging through 240V 
(typical in residential applications) or 208V (typical in commercial applications) 
electrical service. Most homes have 240V service available, and because AC L2 EVSE 
can charge a typical EV battery overnight, they will commonly be installed at EV 
owners' homes for home charging or are used for public charging equipment. This 
charging option can operate at up to 80 amperes and 19.2 kW. However, most 
residential AC L2 EVSE will operate at lower power. Many such units operate at up 
to 30 amperes, delivering 7.2 kW of power. These units require a dedicated 40-amp 
circuit. 
L2 charging typically yields 10 to 20 miles of range per 1 hour of charging. Some 
vehicles such as the Mercedes B Class electric and Tesla models and can charge at 
40-80 miles per 1 hour of charging, respectively. All major auto manufacturers have 
adopted the SAE J-1772 Plug as a standard connector for both Level 1 and L2 
Charging. 
 
Alternatively, known as Chargeway L2. 

Direct Current Quick 
Charger (DCQC) 

Direct-current (DC) quick charging equipment, sometimes called DC L2 (typically 
208/480V AC three-phase input to the charger), enables rapid charging along heavy 
traffic corridors at installed stations. Charges at a rate of 50 kW, though higher 
power units are coming to market (100-350 kW). There are three types of DC fast 
charging systems, depending on the type of port on the vehicle: a J1772 combo, 
CHAdeMO, or Tesla. 

56 Table 29 was compiled from a variety of sources including: 
- United States Department of Energy, Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy. Alternative Fuels Data Center. Retrieved 

from http://www.afdc.energy.gov/vehicles/electric.html 
- Open Charge Alliance. Appraisal Open Charge Point Protocol. Retrieved from 

http://www.openchargealliance.org/about/appraisal/ 
- University of Delaware. The Grid-Integrated Vehicle with Vehicle to Grid Technology. Retrieved from 

http://www1.udel.edu/V2G/ 
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Term Description 

DCQC yields 50 to 70 miles of range per 1 hour of charging.  
 
Alternatively known as Chargeway Levels 3-7. 
 
 
 

CHAdeMO Charger Port The CHAdeMO port was the first internationally used DCQC 
Standard connector and communications system, introduced by 
Nissan in Japan and then used by Nissan, Kia, and Mitsubishi in 
U.S. deployment of their vehicles.  
 

 
   Alternatively known as Chargeway BLUE  
 

 
J1772 (SAE Combo) 
Charger Port 

European and U.S. auto manufacturers developed a new standard 
connector that they brought to the Society of Automotive 
Engineers to be adopted as the official SAE Standard. This 
connector uses the SAE-J1772 communications standard with 
added conductors for the DC high power charging. The SAE Combo 
connector is sometimes referred to as the Combined Charging 
System or CCS Combo. 

 
J1772: Alternatively known as Chargeway GREEN (Levels 1-2) 
CCS/SAE Combo: Alternatively known as Chargeway GREEN (Levels 
3-7) 

Tesla Charger Port Tesla developed its own connector standard and offered to allow 
all manufacturers the ability to use this connector with no patent 
fees. This is used on the Model S, Model X, and upcoming Model 
3. Tesla has a different connector unique to the Tesla Roadster. 

Tesla also made an adapter to charge the Model S, 3 and X using a CHAdeMO 
charger. It is anticipated that they may make an adapter for the CCS Combo as well. 

 
Alternatively known as Chargeway RED  
 

 
Range The maximum amount of distance that a vehicle can travel on a single charge.  

Electric Vehicle (EV)  EVs use a battery to store the electric energy that powers the motor. They receive 
electricity by plugging into the grid, and they store it in batteries. They consume no 
petroleum-based fuel while driving and produce no tailpipe emissions. 

Plug-in Hybrid Electric 
Vehicle (PHEV) 

PHEVs are powered by an internal combustion engine that can run on conventional 
or alternative fuel and an electric motor that uses energy stored in a battery. The 
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Term Description 

vehicle can be plugged into an electric power source to charge the battery. Some 
can travel more than 70 miles on electricity alone, and all can operate solely on 
gasoline (like a conventional hybrid). Some types of PHEVs are also called extended 
range electric vehicles (EREVs). 

Vehicle to Grid (V2G) Electric-drive vehicles, whether powered by batteries, fuel cells, or gasoline hybrids, 
have within them the energy source and power electronics capable of producing the 
60 Hz AC electricity that powers our homes and offices. When connections are added 
to allow this electricity to flow from cars to power lines, we call it "vehicle to grid" 
power, or V2G. Cars pack a lot of power. One properly designed electric-drive vehicle 
can put out over 10kW, the average draw of 10 houses. The key to realizing 
economic value from V2G are grid-integrated vehicle controls to dispatch according 
to power system needs. 

Open Charge Point 
Protocol (OCPP) 

OCPP is a freely available open standard that enables component vendors and 
network operators to “mix and match” interoperable hardware and software. It was 
first defined and deployed, as version 1.2 in 2010, and is a proven way to optimize 
the cost and risk of networked infrastructure investments. New versions of OCPP are 
collaboratively defined within an open industry alliance to ensure that the protocol 
continues to meet evolving market requirements. Today charging network operators 
and service providers in more than 50 countries rely on OCPP to manage more than 
10,000 charging stations. 
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Appendix B Stakeholder Letters of Support 
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Office of Mayor Ted W hee ler 

City of Portland 

February 8, 2019 

Public Utility Commission of Oregon 
20 1 High Street SE Suite 100 
Salem, OR 97301-1166 

Ted \\/heeler 
Mayor 
City of Portland 
1221 SW 4 th Ave Ste 340 
Portland, OR 97204 

Dear Commissioners: 

The City of Portland ("City') s trongly supp011s Portland General Electric ' s ("PGE") proposed Business 

and. Residential Electric Vehicle (EV) Charging Station Pilot Programs. 

In December of 2016, City Council unanimously adopted Portland 's EV Strategy in suppo·rt of lhe City' s 

Climate Action Plan. In July 2017, Pot11and City Council adopted a 100% Renewables resolution 

establishing a connn.i l:ment to meet 100 percent ofcommunity-·wide energy need-, \li'i th renewable energy 

by 2050. The City of Portland has also committed to achieve zero net emissions by 2050 as part of the 

Paris Climate Accord and Global Covenant of Mayor 's for Climate and Energy Agreements. S\li'ifdltllg to 

low carbon fuels such as electricity, is a key strategy to meet the City' s carbon reduction and rene,;vable 

energy goals. 

PGE' s Business and Residential Eledric Vehicle Charging Station proposals support lhe following 

pri01·ity areas and collllllitments embedded in Portland s smtaina.bility plans: 

• Providing clean affordable tram.p011ation options for low-income communities and people of 

color 

• Electrifying public transit to improve air quality and livabili ty by reducing ha.nnfu1 emissions 

and transit-related noise. 

• Electrifying fleets and prm,'iding ,vor'kplace charging program'>. 

• Leveraging the State's EV Rebate and Charge Ahead programs by providing EV charging 

incentives to decrease the cost of chargers for EV rebate recipients . 

• Increasing access to EV charging in nul ti-family residential buildings. 

1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Suit e 340 ♦ Portland, Oregon 97204 
M ayorWheeler@PortlandOregon.gov 



 

UM 2003 - PGE Application for Deferral 
Attachment 1 

Page 60

We are not JIISt excited about the opporturuhes that PGE·s proposals create, but also believe that PGE·s 
proposals play a critical role in meeting our c.limate and equity goals. We are committed to working with 
PGE to make their pilots a success. 

The City of Po1tland fully supports PGE's proposed: effo1is and recommends that the Commission 
approve them. 

Sincerely, 

/7/ __ _ 
Ted Wheeler 

U21 SW Fourth Avenue, Suite 340 ♦ Portland, Oregon 97204 
M ayorWheeler@PortlandOregon.gov 
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,11:: 
Beaverton 
0 R L G () N February 4, 2019 

Denny Doyle, Mayor 

Public Uti lity Commission of Oregon 
20 1 High Street SE, Suite 100 
Salem, OR 97301-1166 

Dear Commissionel'S: 

The City of Beave11on ("City") supports Portland General Electric's ("PGE") proposed transportation 
electrification pilots as proposed in Docket 18 I I. 

The City strongly supports sustainability throughout our cornmunity in numerous. ways including 
transportation, energy efficiency and consumption. Creating greater access to affordable transportation 
options is critical to improving economic opportunity, wealth building and upward mobility. PGE's 
Business EV Charging Pilot proposal aligns with our commitments and desires to create mobility 
solutions that are equitable, empowering, and clean. 

• PGE's proposal will increase the availability and accessibility of public charging infrastructure. 
As we've seen in areas with existing Electric Avenues, public charging increases awareness of 

and conversations about electric vehicle.s. Additional public charging stations will open doors for 
individuals who otherwise would have nowhere to charge to consider purchasing an EV ( e, g. 
multi-family residents). Having additional, visible public charging infrastructure is greatly nee.ded 
and will eacourage citi7..ens in Beaverton to adopt electric vehicles and hopefully facilitate a 

greater use of electric vehicles in fleets as well. 

• Finally, cbanging the perception of electric vehicles from expensive to accessible to all income 
levels will help bring the benefits of cleaner, lower cost transpottation to more households. By 
offering education and outreach, PGE will raise awareness that there are electric vehicles 

available on the market that can meet any car buyer' s needs. 

We are notjust excited about the opportunities that PGE' s proposals create but believe that these 
proposals are necessary for us to reach our sustainability goals. We are committed to working with PGE 
to make their pi lots a success. 

The.Ci-iy of Beaverton fully supports PGE's propose.:i efforts and recommends that the Commission 
approve them. 

Sincerely, 

Denn is Doyle 
Mayor 

City of 8eaverton • PO Box 4755 • Beaverton, OR 97076 • www.BeavertonOregon.gov 
ph: 503.526.2481 • fax: 503.526.2571 



UM 2003 - PGE Application for Deferral 
Attachment 1 

Page 62

To: Publ ic Ut ili ty Commission of Oregon 

201 High Street, SE, Suite 100 

P.O. Box 1088 Salem, 

OR 97308-1088 

February 4, 2019 

Re: Letter of support from EVBox fo r Port land General Elect ric's Proposed Electr ic 
Transportat ion Pilot 

EVBox is headquartered in Net herlands and is a ma nufacturer of Electric Vehicle {EV) 
charging equipment and re lated cloud-based services with an insta l,led base of over 65,000 
Level 2 and 700 DC fast cha rgers, in 45 count ries. EVBox was acquired by the Europea n 
ut il ity ENG IE in 2017. EVBox cont inues t o make strides in North America. It was selected by 
the Californ ia ut ilit y, Paci fic Gas and Electric Compa ny, as the first supplier for t he utill ty
owned portion of t he EV Charge Network program. The contract includes EVBox instaliling 
up t o 2,560 stat ions and 10 years of network services in the serv ice terr it ory of Pacific Gas 
and Electric Company. 

Elect ric utilit ies and regulat ors p lay key ro les in t he efficient deployment of EV charg ing 
infrast ructure. Utili ty investments in grid infrastructure are required to enable 
transportation electrification, and several state regu lat ors are considering proposals by 
ut i lities to develop and operat e EV charging infrastructure and st ructure customer ra tes to 
effect ively manage EV cha rging. We believe t hat Portland General Electric (PGE) has done an 
admi rable job of building a comprehensive suite of programs which will lower barriers t o 
the adoption of EVs while allowing the utili ty to learn more about the potentia l impact of 
EVs on its syst em . 

1. The scal1e ofthe program is required fo r Oregon to meet its transportat ion electrif ica,t ion, 

goals I 
One of t he major deterrents for custome rs to buy EVs is ra nge anxiety. Developing charging 
infrast ructure is therefore a potential prerequisite to significant growt h in EVs. While EV 
growth is expected to be rapid in Oregon,1 EV infrastructu re has not kept pace with the 
needs of the increasing number of EV drivers on the road. Curre nt ly, Oregon has 1,250 
public cha rging stations. 2 The number of stations has to be ramped up because in 2020, the 
state w ill require a 10-fold increase to meet the charging needs for EV drivers. PGE's 
program is a st ep in t he right direction to bridge this gap. 

2. The residentia,I charging program serves ratepayers and the grid 

EVBox supports the proposed resident ial cha rging program in in which PGE w ill provide a 
rebate and annual partici pation payments for res idential customers insta l:ling Level II 
chargers in exchange for participation in grid services. This is ext remely helpfu l to EV drivers 

1 Ther-e ace roughly 17.000 EVs registered in Oregon, according to the Oregon DEQ. The state aims to 
grow this number to 50,000 cars by 2020. 

2 https ://goelectric .. oregon.gov/cha rge-yo ur-ev/ 

335 Mad""!ICDl'I Av1.11.1 ..t.tt. Floor 
G rahd' Cer.itra l T -.ch 
N..w YOOI., I IY 100 17, tJ:;A 

infc@C11Y'bo J1::us 
+ 1 (6.46) 930-,6305 
www.evbox.u:s 'EV 
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since they conduct more than 80% charging at home. In addition, controlled charging allows 
a utility to allow charging to better correspond to the needs of the grid, much like 
traditional demand response programs. California util it ies like Southern Ca lifomia Edison 
and San Diego Gas and Electric have been administering simi lar pilots. The impacts of 
reside ntial chargi ng to customers and the grid ca n be signif icant. Res idential charging can 
more tha n double the load of a residential customers. The lea rnings from this pilot can help 
design a larger residentia l program which will ensure customer benefits in the form of 
charging at the most economica l time and utility benefits in the form of better gr id 
management 

3. The non-residential make-ready component of t he program encourages 
competition 

Uti lities can take on a la rger ro le in developing EV charging infrastructure by assuming more 
of the costs and spreading them across all ratepayers. Under the "make-ready" approach, 
the util ity could cover the cost of connect ing the ch arging infrastructure up to the point 
where the charger connects to the grid . This approach could reduce the cost of build ing 
charging infrastructure, which could increase t he economic viabili ty of that infrastructure. 
The make-ready infrastructure expansion would support w idespread transportation 
electrification by providing acoess to cha rg ing infrastructure across priority market 
segments like workplace and fleets. Additionally, for EVs to be truly an option fo r everyone, 
all customers, including those who rent their homes or live in mult i-unit dwellings (MUDs), 
must have readi ly avai lable charging stations. We believe that the proposed program wi ll 

begin t o remove barriers in MUOs and look forward to future efforts to support the 
segment In offering make ready 'infrastructure for chargers, the PGE program encourages 
competition and reta ins customer choice. Customers ca n chose any qualified charger while 
re.lying on the make-ready infrastructure to low overa ll tota l cost of ownership. 

We urge the Commission to approve this application and believe that that will lead to 

increased long-term EV adoption for all customer classes and all EV charging technologies. 

Sincerely, 

Megha Lakhchaura 

Director, Policy and Utility Programs 

EVBox, North America 

megha.lakhchaura@evbox.com 

3 35 Mac:J'"dOl'l Av&i., ..i.tt. Floor 
G randi Ceotr,al T..:11 
Ne-w Yant:, tlY 11 00 17, 'iBA 

info@;1vbo:ii:,w 
+ I (6-U) \>30"6305 
www.-vOOJt.us 
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"C5~ AT YOUR SERVICE 

MAYOR'S omcE 
555 Liberty SL SE/ Room 220 Salem, OR 97301 3513 • 503-588-02.55 • Fax 503-588,6354 

February 6, 2019 

Public Ut ility Commission of Oregon 

201 High Street SE, Suite 100 
Salem, OR 97301-1166 

Dear Commissioners: 

The City of Salem ("City" ) strongly supports Portland General Electric's ("PGE" ) proposed 
transportat ion electrifi cat ion pilot s as proposed in Docket 1811. 

The City of Salem has a history of being an envi ronmentally, sustainably, and f iscal ly thoughtful 
community. Salem has integrated environmental projects t hroughout our community in numerous 
ways including W illow Lake Water Treatment Plant, energy efficiency through installation of LED 
st reetlights, EV charging stations at City faci lit ies, and as a Gold-level participant in PG E's Clean W ind 
program. This pilot creates greater access to affordable t ransportat ion options and al igns wit h our 

commitments and desires to create mobility solut ions that are equitable, empowering, and clean. 

• PG E's proposal will increase the availability and accessibil ity of public charging infrastruct ure. 
Publ ic charging increases awareness of and conversations about electric vehicles. Addit ional 
public charging stations w ill open doors for individuals who otherwise would have nowhere to 

charge to consider purchasing an EV opt ion. Having additional, visible public charging 
infrastructure is greatly needed and w ill encourage cit i zens in Salem to adopt elect ric vehicles 
and hopefully facilitate a greater use of electric vehicles in fleets as well . 

• Finally, changing t he perception of electric vehicles from expensive to accessible to all income 
levels w ill help bring the benefits of cleaner, low er cost t ransportat ion to more households. By 
offering education and outreach, PGE will ra ise awareness that there are elect ric vehicles 
avai lable on the market t hat can meet any car buyer's needs. 

PGE' s proposal creates more opt ions for residents and businesses with in t he City of Salem. The City of 
Salem fully supports PGE's proposed business EV Pilot and recommends the Commission's approval. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Chuck Bennett 
Mayor 

EQUAi OPPORTUNITY/ AFrlRMATIVE ACTION EMPI OYER 
❖ Re.asooable accommoda1ioo and accessibility services will be provided sJ!)Cfl request ❖ 

Servicios razonables de alo,;amiento y accesibtidoo se faolitaran por pelici6n 
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GRESHAM 1333 NW Eastman Parkway I Gresham, OR 97030 I 503-661-3000 

Chair Megan Uecker 
Publk Utility Comm1sstcm of Oregon 
201 High Street SI:, S\iite 100 
Salem, Ofl 97301-1166 

Dear Chair Decker and Commissioners: 

When I began serving as Mayor of Gresham in 2007, one of my first actions was signing the us Cot)fererice of Mayors 
Cltf))a te Protection Agreement, committing the City of Gresham to pursue clean, fenewable, and :sustainable operations. 

We have pursued this commitment by heavily reducing power i:onsumpUnn In our municipal functions, be it creating 
one of the first net-zero wa1,tewater treatment plants in America, or converting our 8,000 streetlight fixtures to LED. 

We've also installed an electrical vehicle (EV) charging station at City Hall, and worked to convert our city fl eet to 
leverage technology and reduce our envtronmental footprin t. 

Thls latter effort is focus of my letter to you today. I am aware of Portland General Electric's (PGE) proposed 
transportation electrification pilot effort (Docket 1811), which would provide incentives for EV cnarglng at workplaces, 
nw!titenant, multifamily, and destination center Jocations, as Well as areas to support fleets and public transit, I believe 
strongly that the prolifera tion of green technology remains one of our best opportunities in public policy to assist the 
work or reducing carbon pollution ancJ assisting Ltie expansion of .sustainable transportaHcm. 

PGE has been a strorig and important partner in Gresham's sustainability efforts, and I support their wurk in expandl111; 
the visibility and convenience of EV charging infra.structure, pilrt iou larly In areas that ;ire densely populated, but 
tracfltlona lly underse1ved. I mi::e your lavorable consideration, 

Besr Wishes, 

£_?:~ 
Sf,ane Bemis 
Mayor of Gresham 

MAYOR SHANE T, BEMIS I OFfl C:E Of MAYOR AND C(TV COUNCIL 

·,o; ,; ti :~ ~~ I c;,,,sri,,mo regon.gov 
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February 11, 1018 

1>.aton Milano-, O[recmr 

Efectr,ic MobTiity 5frategy 

Portland General Ele~ ri, 

1.11 SW Salmon Street 

" Ortland, OR 97204 

Re: Proposed, Resideotlai and BIJsiness EV chargiJig Piiots 

Oear Aaron: 

Alllar)eG fa, 
l~nspo~lon 
Ell!ClrifiCll'tioo 

The AlllanceforTtansportatlon Electnficatioo, as yoti r.now, is a broadly-based non,proitt industry 
assodatioll established rn early 2018 with several goals, iM)uding to promnte a strong ano robust utiUly 
r0le in tr;inspo(tation electriftcat10111 addressing tile growing infrasto.1GtUre gap, and promoting 
i nteropetabflity and open protocols. We work w1th many ot our member con1pan1es1 including·you, to 
share information or, technblogy, best practices for program and tatift design, anq regulator)' p,actices. 
We halle been reviewed at a l,lgh level your new proposed pilot program, brnken down in•three 
c.omponerits, and believe ttiem to be well designed, scope, and W[th an appropriate budget: The three 
componerits are: a residential chargi)lg pilot program; a Business EV charging pilot for workplaae, 
multifamily hou~ing, and fleet; ano a Business EV program for public transit. According)y, the Alliance is 
pjeased to offer ou r support to these programs. 

The. programs build on the foundation establishecl by earlier pilot programs approved by the 
Comn,ission in February 2018, and the legislatlon ,(SIB 1547) In Oregon th;,t set forth an overall 
framework tor utllilies to file plans to support "widespread transportation elect rlflcation." /11 that sense, 
these proposed programs a ri, part of a continuum of strategies and programs that the utillty ha.s 15een 
Wafking.on for 5everal years, In its Order last year, the Commission recognized that additional 
investmef\ts in EV infrasrrucrure were 11.ece;sary to athi'eVe tJ,ese gcrals, we believe rhat 5\10)1 a 
eonsistent, l0nger term approac,h is appropriate and ne~ess<ary in the early development stages of the 
market for EV infrastructure. In fact, the C:om111ls~io n Order that largely approved the multi-party 
~ettl'emeni agreement lart '{ear called for several "unfinished pieces of bus,iness'' - namely, that the 
Utility would propose both a residential charging pilot within a year, and also mat.you would develop 
anil file a workplaoe and fleet charging program Wlthln a year. You have done.that With these programs., 

Regardillgthe residential ch'argTng pilot p-rngram, it fs,-.yell des\gn·ed and scoped, We belfeve that the 
target-number ot 3,250 incent iyize(I ;nsta'lfa tion with a '.$500 rel)ate ar~ both reasonable numbers for 
your service territory' at tt\fs stage of market develof:Jment .. lt is roughly•simllar, for example, to a 
recently approved {by the Mithigali P5Cf program for res1dential 1nstallations for CMS Energy in 
Michigan, In addition,. the one-tlme incentive ot $1,'000 proposed for income-ellglt le EV mstalla-tlons is 
an innmvative approach and hopefuliy will spur adoption for iJ,is population segment. Finaliy, we 
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Afllance for 
Tr .infport,.;tfori 
E1;,cttiflu 11on 

1:/elieve that grid serViQes i1102ntive ($50) is an important component of the. program to te.stdemand 
response (DR) approaches and load shifting and following. 

Reg_ardingthe public transit program, the Alllanae is glad to see th.at yoti aJe purs.uing,the owners.hip'and 
operation model (including the charger, or EVSE) for this particular business case. Tri-Me, a,id other 
transit agenqes rn Oregon are leaders na tionally 111 m0ving from diesel to a'll-electric buses, a nd VO\Jf 
program fo both de.s1gn.a11d build, but also operate the rnake,ready as well-as the charger, should 
)'.Jrov[cle to be a _good model. The cost-effectiveness· criteria that you propose seem appropriate to 
ass.ess .; potential customer payment, and ~he assignment of any Olean f uel credits from the customer 
to PGE should Jower overall program easts. 

Regarding all ott\er Bl1siness EV cilatglflll Lise ca;e_s, such as workplace, multi-family and multi-tenant 
housrng, and fleets, we believe rt is a,pproprrate to use 'a model of 100 percent of the line extension and 
tl1e-make-r€ady costs, but 110! the .ownership al1d operation of the ctiarger. However, you provide ore 
optJonaJity t a th.ecustQmeJs by allowing you to maintain the chargeisa nd pass on that cost, The levels 
of ~ebate for the Level 2 chargers are in line with other pr0g,arn5 in jurisdfctions around the cou,1try, 
However, we believe that based on t11e challenge~ fa9ed by other utilities in pr9gram implementation 
for multi-farr,ily units, it might be prudent to con,ider a certain amount of own and qperate forthls 
pa,t rcular use case as· this program is implemented . .A_gait1, the use of t lie Cle..n Fuel Credlts from the 
G.L1stomer to you should work to offset some portion of.the pro.gram,costs. 

In summa,y, the Alliance supports these three types of innovative P,ilot programs as proposed, and loo!( 
forward to working w1tl\ you, and other stakeholders, during the cornTng review and approval process. 

Sincerely, 

Philip B, Jones, Executive Dire®r 

A11iarice for Transportarfon Electrification 

1402 Third Avenue, SUlte 131.a· 

Seattle, WA 98101 

TeJ: 106•453-<U,57 
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WILSONVILLE 
OREGON 

February 11, 2019 

Public Utility Commission of Oregon 
201 High Street SE, Suite 100 
Salem, OR 97301-1166 

RE: Portland Genera l Elecn·ic's proposed transportation electrification pilot p rograms 

Dear Commissioners: 

The City of Wilsonville has a strong commitment to supporting the development and 
deployment of alternative-energy infrastructur,e with greatly reduced carbon emissions to 

sustainably address the long-term detrimental dmpacts of climate change. Since 2015, 

Wilsonville has been a participant in the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's "Green 
Power Communities" program with both municipal and community purchases of'Clean Wind" 

power from Portland General Electric (PGE) meeting key thresholds. 

Wilsonville's South Metro Area Regional Transit (SMART) agency was only one of 51 transit 
agencies nationwide to win a highly competitive 2017 grant for $1.45 million by the Federal 

Transit Administration (FTA) for the purchase of new electric-powered buses. Funded by the 
U.S. Department of Transportation's "Low or No-Emission (Low-No) Bus Program Projects" 

and other grant funds, SMART is purchasing three 35-foot battery-electric buses and working 

with PGE to install charging infrastructure. 

As the representative of the Cities of Clackamas County to Metro regional government's Joint 
Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation, Wilsonville was an actively engaged partner in 
the creation of the Portland metro region's Climate Smart Strategy. Tbis Strategy encourages 

a major move to the use of more fuel-efficient vehicles, including electric vehicles (EVs), to 

significantly reduce carbon emissions and create a cleaner future. Improving access to 

affordable and efficient transportation options is critical to improving economic opportunity 

and reducing the impacts of climate change. 

The City recently s igned an agreement for the installation of a PGE "Electric Avenue" 

charging-station h ub at the popular Wilsonville Public Library, conveniently located in the 

town center area near shopping and park facilities. PGE's Electric Avenue program is 

increasing the availability and accessibility of public charging infrastructure. Highly visible 

Phone 503-682-1011 
Fax 503-682-1015 

CITY OF WILSONVILLE • WILSONVILLE CITY COUNCIL 

29799 SW Town Center Loop East 
Wilsonville, OR 97070 

www.ci.wilsonville.or.us 
counc1l@ci.wilsonville.or.us 
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City of Wilsonville Mayor Tim Knapp Letter to Public Uti li ty Commission ofOregon 
RE: Portland General Electric's proposed transportation electrification pilot programs 

Page2 
Feb. 11, 2019 

EV charging stations raises public awareness and increases the pubLic's abil ity to utilize EVs 

as a real transportation option. 

The proposed transportation electrification proposals by PGE al ign with Wilsonville's strategy 

for EVs and commitment to create mobility solutions that are sustainable. 

• PG E's proposals to collaborate with Tri Met and Transportation Network Companies 
(TNC) support the metro region's transportation hierarchy for people movement: 
prioritizing shared transportation over private vehicles. By engaging TNC drivers, PGE 

can grow a network of EV ambassadors that advocate for benefits of electric transit. By 
collaborating with TNC networks and transit agencies, both of whom play important 

roles in provirung transportation services to underserved communities, PG E's proposal 

helps to bring electric transportation to a broader audience. 

• PG E's planned support for the deployment of more charging stations in the public realm 
and at employers' workplaces can increase market acceptance of EVs. The proposed 

business EV Charging Pilot Program aims to reduce the financial and technical barriers 
of EV charging, thus increasing access to more public and workplace charging, and to 

diminish the initial cost for fleet- and transit-operators seeking to electrify their 

operations. 

Today EV drivers lack visible public charging opportunities, and many consumers do not even 

consider owning an EV because they are "home-charging challenged," meaning they don't 
have access to a charger at home- e.g., no off-street parking, multifamily community, older 

homes with inadequate panel capacity, etc. Further, business customers are looking to offer 

charging as an amenity for employees and customers but are not sure how to go about doing 

so. Other business customers are looking for opportunities to electrify their fleet for 
sustainability goals, cost savings, and fuel -cost price stability. Many customers are capital 
constrained, and unable to make meaningful investments in EV charging infrastructure. 

We are not just excited about the opportunities that PG E's proposals create but believe that 

PG E's proposals are necessary for us to reach our Climate Smart Strategy goals. The City of 
Wilsonville fully supports PGE's proposed effor ts and recommends that the Commission 

approve them. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Li~ 
Tim Knapp, Mayor 
City of Wilsonville 
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February 8, 2019 

Chilir Megan Decker 
Public Utility Commission of Oregon 
201 High Street, SE, Suite J,00 
Salem, Oregon 97301-4028 

Dear Chair Decker; 

On behalf of the Hillsboro City Council l write in support ot Portland General Electric' s (PGE) 
proposed transportation electrificatlon pilot, Docket 181i. Supporting the transition to 
electrified transportation 111 our community remains a pr,1or1ty'for Hillsboro, and lt Is re0ected rn 
our community goals. We have developed substantfat public electric vehide (EV) charging 
infrastructure in our c;ommunity over the past ten years, most recently working with PGE to 
develop a pod of fast EV chargers in an area ,of our community Witt, relatively limited access to 
EV charging infrastructure, 

We are actively workfng on solutions and strongly support the imperative to improve access to 
EV charging for community members w'ith limited or no option to charge at home, This inc.ludes 
removing tiarriers to and incentlvizlng Installation of EV chargers in new multi-family properties 
and in parking lots and s-tructures. The proposed pllot would support those efforts. We see this 
as a crucial need as EV's become more prevalent and affordable as the used EV market grows. 

We have Jnstalted fleet charging at several City facilities \o,enable cootioued adoptJon of EV's jn 
our CltY fleet, We are seeing greater adoption of EV's in our own workforce, and with our major 
employment base in Hfllsboro we appreciate the 'potential for new incentives for employers to 
lnstal1 EV chargers for their f leets and employees. Public and private fleets represent a great 
opportunity to facilitate the transition to electr,lflecl mobility, for both business. use and also as a 
means to introduce people to EV's through their Workplace. 

We believe that this Ls an important time to expand EV charging Infrastructure. We hope \hat 
you agree and we urge you to support the PGE pilot proposal. 

Sincerely, 

~47 
Steve Callaway 
Mayor 

cc, HIiisboro City Councilors 
Robby Hammond, City Manager 
Andy Smith, Government Relaffons Manager 

, t50 ~ Mo,n S!reol, H,11,boro, 0"'8"'' 97l2J·N.l28 .503.68T ,6 100 , , 503 68 l,6232 I' ,1, www,h1i11b0ro·0tog011 gov 
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l4cbt\lary 12, 2019 

P'ublic Utility Cormrrisfiion of Or13gon 
201 High Street SE, Suiie 100 
S!llem, OR 97301-1166 

l.)ea.r Comnrissione,;s, 

Deborah Kafou t')' 

Multnon1ah County Chair 

50i SE H .... w~bome Blvd., Suit0c600 
Po11land~ Oregon 97214 

Phone: (503) 988-'1308 
F.m~lll; m1dr r•J,oi1tPm1s1fko us 

Multnom:i.h C0110ty suppons Por1fand Gelletal El.ectl'ic's ("POE") propo.s~d transp011aJfon 

elect.rificntiop ]'!ilot~ 11s ,ptopuse.d ,ir1 Dud.et 18H, aud \'IC ask tl:r:i.i ,Ytl!l Jo the same. 

Multnoman County's 2015 Cl imare A<;tiou Plan es.iablisl1ed a clear pmhway and co1nmitro.ent 10 

redncil:1g carbon emissions collli1lututy-widt: am! Ju. C'..ounly opon:ilions. In 20 l 7 Multnomah t-0f.ll1ty 
adnpled the .too b-y SO Resolution, wh.ioh make~ a conunittnet1ttC1 f!Cltieving, 100¾ ciea11.and 
renewable electricity by 203S co'rnlll1lnity-wide, and I 00% of ;i[t souices of energy by 2050, 

Ciwbon emissious. frou1 llie t.ransportation sector·a·re. tbe largest and fastest growing sotu-ces of 
emis~ions int.be region. Rapidly decarbo.uiiing. 01u: t:.rausportatlon sector through .electrit1catiOIJ is a 

critical pa:rL of meeting Qllr cl I mate and enl:!rgy goals. PGE's electric veb.icle (EV) propo;;al will 
provide crucial support to thi1; by investing io imp1X1ved access to EV churging facilities at 
wotkplace, rou.llil.amlly, :md destination cetlter locat.ioos, and for fleets and public tran~1L 

All too often climate poJide~ only consider equity as :m :.ill.erthought, b11;l we areactivelywodtlug 
with PG.E and commc1J1:ity part.ners to en.sure !hi.it the renewable transition is a just transition. 'l'bat 
i11clutles .cr.eatlbg f:,rre&tet acoess to. affurdnble trans:portaLton opt.ions. PG E';; EV i,roplisaJ .aligns wit.b 
our commitments to create mobilify solutions thru are equiwo!e, empowcrring, and clean. w~ 
p&t'bcularly appreciate tho fo'llowiug pi;uvision:nlf I.be pilot p.l'Ogtitm: 
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• .l"G.E'~ proposal l.y:ill ine;r~e U\c; availability llild acccssi.bllity of-pµb1ic charging 
1nirasln1ctute. Add1tionai pub he cbarging stalion.5 will make it more likely that people wlto 
live in multi.,.i~tmily housing will consider purchasittg an EV .. 

• PGE wlll al11CJ offer education :urd outreach to raise.a:wu1·encs~ tlrnt there are electric. vehicles 
11vailable in the madcet that can meet any cat· buyer's 1\eeds, and that iocenti;ves are nv11ilable 

Cl\ support J\urehase of these vehicle.~ by low ioco1ne bousebold1,. 'fb i:" work will help to 
cbauge the perception of eJecLric vebii.:.Je.s from expensive Juxt1ry it.ems 10 au accessib.k: 
option for households .nt many iucome levels ·tmd brii)~ t.be bonct1ts of cleaner, lower cusl 
ltansportation to more pcorJe. 

we are excited about the oppm;tu.nibes that PGE's EV propo$al presentS, and believe that thi~ 
pro,posal is necessruy for Us to teach our clhnatc and enet·gy goals. We 3re committed lo working, 
with POE to make, this prognun o SllCCeSS and ask that yon support it.s adoption. 

Debo.tab Kafm.tt-y 
Nfoltnomuh County Chau-
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February 12, 2018 

Public Utility Commission 
201 High Street SE, Suite 100 
Salem, OR 97301 

greenlo~s 

Re: Letter of Support for Portland General Electric EV Charging Programs 

Dear Commissioners, 

Greenlots is pleased to offer th is letter of support for Portland General Electric's Business and Residential 
EV Charging Pilots. 

Green lots is a leading provider of grid-focused EV charging software and services. The Greenlots network 
supports a significant percentage of the DC fast charging infrastructure in the Pacific Northwest and 
North America, and is increasingly supporting deployment and execut ion of programs in the fleet, 
workplace, retail, and residential Level 2 spaces. Greenlots' smart charging solutions are built around an 
open standards-based focus on future-proofing while helping site hosts, ut ilit ies, and grid operators 
manage dynamic EV charging loads. 

As we shared in t he pilot EV program dockets of Portland General and PacifiCorp, Greenlots firmly 
believes that utility ratepayer investment in charging infrastructure is critica lly important to accelerating 
t ransportation elect rif icat ion, and scaling the market to the benefit of all market participants. Quite 
simply, there is not current ly a private market business case for investing in, installing, and operating 
charging infrastructure, and therefore the infrastructure that is necessary to drive EV adoption is not 
being deployed at a rat e or volume necessary to accelerate the market. Strong ut ility engagement in 
infrastructure deployment benefits t he market and is key to managing the charging load to the benefit of 
the system and ratepayers. 

Green lots is a st rong advocate of open standards and communication protocols, and a standards-based 
market . In this ecosystem, competit ion and innovat ion can thrive and be ever present, as hardware and 
software can be easily interchanged. Direct or ut ility-facilitated procurement of EV charging software, 
equipment, and services represents t he purest form of competition in our indust ry, as providers compete 
on the basis of feat ures, functions, and cost . Importantly, this also drives innovation to be best 
competit ively posit ioned for select ion and implementat ion. 

We look forward to the engaging in the regulatory process around t hese programs and being a resource 
to stakeholders and the Commission. We will strongly recommend the Commission's approval of these 
programs. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas Ashley 
VP, Policy 

Greenlots\ 777 S. Alameda Street 2nd Floor, LOS Angeles, CA 90021 \ (424) ~n-1577 
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Mask Gamba, Mayor 
City of Mi lwaukie 
l07Z2 SE Main Street 
Milwaukie, OR 97222 

February 7, 2019 

Public Utility Commission of O regon 
201 Hig)1 Srreet SE, Sui te 100 
Salem, OR 97301-1166 

Re: PGE 6V Su pport letter 

Dear Commissioners: 

The City of Milwauk1e ("City") s b·onglv supports Portland General Eleclrk's ("T'GE") 
proposed transportation electrification pilot~. 

Last Octot,er, the City Council una nimou sly adopted a strategy wi thin a ci ty-wide 
Climate Action Plan that encourages a shift to electric vehicles lo red uce carbon 
emissions and become a fully carbon-neutral city by 2050. Itnp1·oving access to 
affordable and efficient trnnsportation options is critical to improving economic 
opportwtity, wealth bu ild ing, and upward mobi lity. !'G E's twnsportation eJedrification 
p roposa ls align with our strategy for electric vehides and coi:nm itment to create mobifity 
solu tions thar are eq1Jitable, empowering, and dean. 

• PGE's proposals to coll<1borate wit11 TriMet and Transportation Netwo.rk 

C<1mpanies (TNC) support the City and the Portland Metro Region's 

transpor tation hierarchy ior people movement: prioritizing shared tra,1sportation 

<1ver private vehicles. By reducing TriMet's first cost to electri fy their bus lleet, 

PGE will en.ible TriMet to purchase a l'i.fth electric bus and electrify an entire bus 

rou te. By engaging TNC d rivers, PGE will g row a network or electric whjcle 

ambassadors that will advocate (or benefits of electric transit. By collaborating 

with TNC networks and tr,msi t agende~, both of whom p lay impor tant roles in 

provid in g lTansportation services lo underserved communities, PGE's prop0Sill 

helps bring elecl'lic transportation to a broader audience. 

CITY OF MILWAUKIE· 10722 SE M_ 1n St M1l\',~:,.k1 c: OP n7?2? • " ' ,""· 111,1 .,.-,uk,cn1,,qn,1qn, 
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• PCl!.'s Electric Avenue progr.im will i:ncrt'ase thl? avai.lability and accessibilily 0 1 

public charg i11g infrastructure. As we will see in the City with Eleclr ic- Avenue, 

pub(k charging increases awareness oi and conversations about electric vehicles. 

Additional pubUc charging stalions \vlll open doors for individuals who 

othenvise would have nowhere to charge and to consider purchasing an electric 

vehicle (e.g. mu.Iii-family residen ts and TNC drivers). AddilionaUy, visible 

public charging infraslructure is greatly needed in the C ity and will help 

residents adopt e lectdc vchides and faci1itare the City's Jncreas ing-ly e lectrified 

flee!. 

• Finally, changing 1he perception ot eJectric vehicles from expensive to accessib le 
to all incoml;' levds will help 'bring the be.neJi ts of cleaner, lower cost 

l'l'llnsporl"ation to mote households. By offering educal i.on and outreach, PG6 wi ll, 
raise awareness lhat lhere are electric vehicles available on the market likt>ly to 

meet any ca r buyer's need5. 

We are not only excite<i about the opportuni ties tl1al PG6's proposa ls create,. but believe' 
that PGII's proposah ill"C' necessary for us to reach our Climate ActiM Plan go.:ils. We
are committed to working w ilh PGE to ma ke their pi lots a s uccess. 

The City of Milwaukie fully s upports PGE's propc;,,:ed efforts :;ind recommends that the 
Commiss ion approve them, 

Mark Gam ba, Mayor 
Cily of Milwaukie 

CIT\' OF MILWAUKIE· 10722 ,:;E fvb1n SI tvl1lv. ~,uk,,:- ·JP <J72:'i • ,,1 "· \'' ni,1,,,;,i ,1.11 c,, ,,a,,, , ,7, '" 
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FORTH 
February 14, 2019 

Public Utility Commission of Oregon 
201 High Street SE, Suite 100 
Salem, OR 97301 

Dear Commissioners: 

Forth is a non-profit t rade organization working to accelerate the growth of the e lectric and 
s mart mobi lity indust ry and promote greater adoption of these technologies. We have over 
160 members representing automakers, EVSE supplie rs, industry partners, uti lities, local 
governments, nonprofits, and many other stakeholders within the transportation electrification 
space. 

Governor Brown's ambit ious commitment to meet state cl imate goals by getting S0,000 EVs on 
the road by 2020 provides an urgency to take action to increase EV adoption. Meeting this goal 
would provide enormous air quality and economic benefits for our entire region. This wi ll not 
be an easy task to manage, however. Ut il ities are uniquely positioned to be a valuable resource 
to t heir customers in providing information about elect ric vehicles but, perhaps more 
importantly, in deploying charging infrastructure to meet customer needs while also ensuring 
that t hese technologies can safely and efficiently support the grid. 

Among many other factors influencing consumer's decisions to purchase EVs, the perceived and 
actual availab il ity of charging infrastructure is one of the largest barriers to widespread 
adoption. As vehicles with longer range enter the market to meet demand, existing electric 
infrast ructure in single family homes does not support charging fast enough. Providing an 
incentive to offset the added costs of purchasing a faster home charger is one way to address 
t hese barriers. Further, providing charging infrastructure in public locations such as workplaces 
and businesses will not only provide greater visibility of these technologies, but will also help 
s upport the charging needs of customers t hat may not have access to home charging such as 
those living in mult i-unit dwe ll ings and low-income d rivers. 

Forth has been actively involved in t he passage and rulemaking process of SB 1547. We have 
been in close conversation with Port.l and General Electric as they have developed their 
Transportation Electrification Plans. This letter is to demonstrate our support of Portland 
General Electric's UM 1811 compliance fi ling. We believe the proposal being submitted refl ects 
the opportunity and imperative that exists for utilities to invest in acce lerating transportation 
electrification. Addit ionally, we feel this proposal provides PGE the opportunity to keep up with 
innovation that is prevalent in th is space and support a competit ive market for charging station 
providers. 
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.~FORTH 
Forth supports the proposed residential and business EV charging pi lot programs and would be 
happy to provide additional insight and support as th is and future proposals move forward. 

Sincerely, 

Jeanette Shaw 
Director, Government Relations 
Forth 
jeanettes@forthmobil ity.org 
971-285-2309 (cell) 
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Public UUUt\' Com"11S'Si0n 
201 High Street st:, Suite IQO 
Salem, Oregon ~730l·339ll 

Dear Commissioners, 

r~rua,y 8, 20.lll 

!ly providing bus, lfght ,all and commuter rall tr,anslt !iervlces in t1ie Portland, Q;'!gcn. metro ,reo, 
TriMetconnect> people wilh their commi.lnily, while •asingtrom~congestlon and redudngair11oltatloo 
- moklng th .. Port.lam!"'..," better pla.re tc, uve. uver ;is m1\11011 trips are takenonillMeteachyear, 
intludilli 1S 111il\lo,-,t,l1» bysenforsand people w jtl, cl~t,f~li~ i nl"et h~ lllng b~en ~ l~der1'1 th~ 
Porlla11d legion's efforts ID ,educe air pollutlon. Including ~i,landing traASil service and investihgln 
clean ceainology to redu.-e bus emlsslo11s. 

l l\rough our Won-O)e.sel 6US Plan adoptid I~ sei,1ember 20U!. weh1W comrr~tted to converong to, 
non-dlosol b:w, Ren by or before 2040, We ~•Ve tecolve.d tNo gnntsthrough the F&der:11 'frai1iit 
Administrabon·s Low or No Emission vehicle PIOifilm (Low,No program). The fim five battery eJ~trie 
busts wlUhe d<,ploy11d on our Unc ,~,Murny Blvd-B<,averton this year, utlltting a clotepaf'tne,Slup 
1"(t11 PGE for llatterydlargJ,igequlpf!1ent ThE serond five batteiVelecttic l>uses huideothrough the 
Low-No program will be added to our Uno iO-Sum:lde/Stark, connectlng Beaverton 10 l>orttand •nd 
Gresham. 0Vl1( the ned nveyears, we plan to boy OP to 80 addltlonal el"trlc buses to deploy 
throughout Our system br.it primarily Tn the East Portland and East Multnomah co.,nty area>. 

As \l\'e move towards titli. vJ5ion of a non,dleset flee~ partnership with our ell?rtrlc ulllit:yfscruclal, 
P(~nning our systems tog~ther help~ ensure op11mal oesig11 anc:lright-$fZin3 infrastructvr~ fn the best 
possible loatfons to meet ow- rellabllicy needs. Thrt>11g/1 lhlf relatlonslllp we will better manage ~~ts 
~nd continue topl'Olltde 1,w;.c<iSt, ctein, rellltb\e vai,sportatlon se<Vice co l~e comr,wiit:),, 

We ,up port PG!:'!sappli<11don~td,l11g PUG ~pproval to inve~t in tlectrlc bu.l charging tnhstruct\Jre. We 
belielfe t'h,splan is strua\Jred In such a way as 10 ben~fit all PGE customoirsa~d promott> the Effie.lent 
vtlliulion or th~ bu.-d'lo,gi11g tnbamucu,rt, wl1ile vrovldl(lgan ap))roprlare badstop ~hould 'f riMei 
utilizatlon of the inlrastrtJttur~full below anticipated levels. The propoted 1pp10ach alJowsPGE and 
TM Met to mov. toiward '" a mulual!y odvantageoU) way that ~Lio supporlS tlte broader customer· bll5e, 
Advances tf)nsl)()rtatiqn i-lectrificalloll a~d provide~ tfu;; lour1datfo" lo, foturw. fn•ovatlve u,11 of bat\.@ty 
siora~ tom,nfinile tlle va.lu.e ol renewabl~,supportgrtd st.11bnliyana resiliency, We look forNard co 
our contl~ued collabotalton with PGE 011 ~atte,y tle.etric bll$ planni"g ar,d ope,at/ons into th• future, 

Sincerely, 

01Uu-,rw Wit'l~\r.n 1"m-,,-.·i.10 .. -tt tlnl1\i 1IW 1.,~1\ 
t!IM...,. :.•11! '9:U\k'\.IJN-0'!:c'lt 11-1 • ,.V,....,Jt. "1\1' l•:31 • r : l "~ 



Appendix C Cost Effectiveness Memo 

This memo is intended to provide PGE’s recommendations for determining cost effectiveness and attribution 
methodologies for TE programs. These methodologies are intended to balance the economic regulation mission 
of the OPUC, with the clearly stated policy direction of the legislature for utilities to accelerate the TE market.  

 Background 
Oregon Laws 2016, Chapter 28, and corresponding Oregon Administrative Rule 860 Division 087 have created the 
opportunity for utilities to demonstrate to the OPUC and to regulatory stakeholders that TE programs can result 
in a net benefit for customers of the electric utility:  

“Deploying transportation electrification and electric vehicles creates the opportunity for an electric 
company to propose, to the Public Utility Commission, that a net benefit for the customers of the electric 
company is attainable;”57 

Although the Legislature – in its direction for utilities to accelerate the TE market – contemplated TE’s ability to 
create net benefits for utility customers, net benefits were not one of the six factors established for the 
Commission to consider in approving utility programs. However, as noted in a 2012 Commission order [suggest 
including cite to this order], net benefits may be a consideration when considering prudency, which is one of the 
six factors. 

In 2018, the OPUC approved TE pilots for PGE and PAC (the “companies”). The OPUC directed both companies to 
work together to develop cost effectiveness and attribution methodologies:  

“PGE is to hold workshops with Staff and intervenors to develop cost effectiveness and attribution 
methodologies for TE programs. PGE is encouraged to work with Pacific Power to coordinate or co-develop 
these models.”58 

Further, Paragraph 15 of the stipulation requires PAC to support and fund the development of an attribution 
model and cost-effectiveness framework that will inform future evaluation efforts and programs. The 
development of this model is to be coordinated with similar efforts made by Portland General Electric, with input 
from stipulating parties.59 

On October 17, 2018, PGE and PAC held a workshop – attended by OPUC Staff, Oregon Department of Justice 
(DOJ), Climate Solutions, ChargePoint, Forth, Oregon Citizens’ Utility Board (CUB), Natural Resources Defense 
Council (NRDC), and GreenLots – to discuss cost effectiveness and attribution methodology. During this workshop, 
there was discussion of whether or how the Commission should use economic indicators to evaluate concepts 
such as cross-sector decarbonization, and whether or how the concept of “identification of highest value” should 
be evaluated.  

57 Chapter 28, Oregon Laws 2016 Section 20. (2) (f) 
58 Order No. 18-054 (UM 1811) 
59 Order No. 18-075 (UM 1810) 
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 Cost Effectiveness and Commission Mission 
PGE is proposing a framework for assessing costs and benefits to utility customers that can inform the size, scale, 
and direction of future investments designed to accelerate TE. This basis of this framework is drawn from the cost 
effectiveness methodologies outlined in California’s Standard Practice for Cost-Benefit Analysis of Conservation 
and Load Management Programs (1983), which describes cost-tests and approaches for determining cost 
effectiveness. The cost benefit test options outlined are in Table 30. 

Table 30 Cost Effectiveness Tests 

Test Acronym Approach Focus 
Ratepayer Impact 
Measure 

RIM Comparison of 
administration costs and 
potential bill reductions 
to a supply-side resource 

What are the economic 
benefits of the program 
compared to the costs of 
a supply-side resource? 

Total Resource Cost TRC Determination of 
whether the total costs of 
energy in the utility 
service territory will 
decrease. 

Builds on the economic 
foundation of the RIM 
test, in some states, this 
test can include the 
monetized benefits of 
avoided emissions or 
other resource-driven 
savings 

Societal Cost Test SCT Determination of 
whether the 
municipality/state/nation 
is better off due to the 
program 

Includes economic 
principles, like the RIM 
and TRC costs. Can also 
include non-cash costs 
and benefits such as 
environmental impact 

Participant Cost Test PCT Will the participants 
benefit from this 
program? 

Comparison of the costs 
and benefits of the 
customer participating in 
the program. 

Source: Standard Practice Manual: Economic Analysis of Demand-Side Programs and Projects 

While Oregon has established methodologies that differ from the tests in the California Standards and Practice 
Manual, we believe that the Manual provides a usable basis for economic cost effectiveness tests that are 
nationally recognized, and that fit within the mission of the OPUC, as described in statute. The Ratepayer Impact 
Measure test – which focuses on what the economic benefits of the program are when compared to a supply-side 
resource – provides this economic basis. 

Per Oregon Revised Statute (ORS) 756.040, the Commission has the overarching responsibility to promote and 
support core public policy objectives: fair and reasonable prices and utility practices, universal access for all 
customers, and safe and secure operations. We also read Commission responsibility to include: 

• Ensuring high-quality service at fair and reasonable rates; 

• Advising the Legislature; and 

• Executing state and federal policies as directed in legislation and executive order 
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Thus, we realize that the basis of cost effectiveness tests in Oregon must focus on economic regulation – fair and 
reasonable prices – first and foremost. However, we also acknowledge the opportunity for rapid cross-sector 
decarbonization that can be achieved through TE, as directed by the legislature. We believe that these factors can 
and should be considered on a limited basis as an extension of the “executing state and federal policies” 
responsibility.  

In contrast to traditional utility investments, including other customer-sited technologies, utility involvement in 
accelerating TE is a relatively new and emerging area nationally, and methods to assess prudence are evolving in 
turn. 

The framework is informed by best practices, studies, and research: 

• State and local policymakers set EV sales goals;  

• Discussions with stakeholders;  

• Studies in other jurisdictions (California, Seattle, and other Pacific Northwest utilities) quantify net 
benefits of EVs; 

• Independent researchers develop EV sales forecasts based on market factors. 

 

Analyzing the cost effectiveness of TE investments requires a different framework than traditional energy 
efficiency and DR programs because TE:  

• Increases electricity consumption; 

• May increases the need for electricity infrastructure; 

• Involves substituting electricity for gasoline, diesel, and other combustible fuels; 

• Includes mobile technology, which may: 

o travel in and out of a utility’s service territory; 

o provide locational flexibility (ability to add an energy sink or source at varying locations on the utility’s 
system); and 

• Includes several demonstrable benefits (environmental, health, economic, etc.) attributable to reducing 
emissions from another sector. 
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The Companies propose to evaluate cost effectiveness with a RIM test as an economic basis, modified to include 
analysis of specific environmental and societal benefits that can be brought to the region through cross-sector 
decarbonization, such as revenue from the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality CFP and potential future 
decarbonization benefits. This approach, the Transportation Electrification Assessment Methodology (TEAM), 
recognizes the legislature’s direction for utilities to accelerate the market. To calculate the TEAM, the Companies 
should account for all ratepayer benefits and costs added to the system:  

• Benefits of new TE included are: 

o Increased utility revenue from new electricity sales  

o DR and/or flexible load capability 

o Additional benefit streams for programs and portfolios may be included for a portion of EVs based on 
program design (e.g. TOU rates, Ancillary services/Power quality, Vehicle to Grid):  

 Avoided supply costs (capacity and energy) 

 Revenues from market participation 

 Reduced particulate matter or other air quality metrics 

o Marginal environmental benefits because of carbon legislation – as currently used in the approved 
Resource Value of Solar (RVOS) methodologies and in each company’s IRP  

• Costs of new EVs included are:  

o Necessary system upgrades to support new EV loads 

o Incremental supply costs (capacity and energy, including any incremental compliance costs) 

o Applicable EV program costs: 

 Program administrative costs 

 Participant incentives 

 EV-related infrastructure costs  
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Table 31 shows how PGE would modify a standard RIM test to include additional factors and achieve a TEAM 
analysis: 

Table 31 TEAM vs. RIM factors 

Component RIM Additional Factors TEAM 
Increased energy and 
capacity supply costs 

Cost  Cost 

Monetized 
Environmental Benefits 
(e.g. Carbon) 

 Benefit Benefit 

Increased Retail 
Revenue 

Benefit  Benefit 

Program Overhead 
costs 

Cost  Cost 

Market Participation 
Revenue (e.g. CFP) 

Benefit  Benefit 

Incentive Payments Cost  Cost 
Bill Savings Cost  Cost 
Incremental equipment 
costs (as applicable; 
separate from 
incentive payments) 

 Cost Cost 

How the TEAM should be calculated and applied:  

• Per vehicle: The TEAM should be evaluated on a per vehicle basis for utilities to understand the value (or 
cost) to the grid for an EV coming to the system. This value will not be inclusive of program costs.  

• Forecasted Fleet: The TEAM will be evaluated for all forecasted EVs expected to come to the utilities’ 
service territories for utilities to understand the value (or cost) to the grid/ratepayers for foreseeable EVs 
coming to the system. This value will not be inclusive of program costs.  

• Program: The TEAM will be evaluated for each new program proposed. The TEAM will modify the 
Forecasted fleet option, above, by including program costs and additional program benefits for the TE 
participants.  

• Portfolio: the companies will track an ongoing/updated portfolio TEAM that includes forecasted TE 
adoption, planned TE program costs, and estimated TE program benefits.  

Note: attribution will be investigated as a part of program evaluations but will not be applied in cost effectiveness 
calculations.  

The utilities will work towards developing a portfolio of customer-funded programs to accelerate TE with total 
costs less than the total benefits from all EVs on the system. In addition to calculating TEAM for evaluating the 
benefits of EVs to the grid, the companies will also estimate greenhouse gas emissions reductions from the 
transportation sector because of TE. 
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 Attribution 
Attribution estimates the degree of influence that utility programs have had on customer actions. This is achieved 
through an analysis of what would have happened in the absence of the program(s) (i.e. the “counterfactual” 
situation) and comparison of this to what happened with the program(s). The counterfactual can never be 
perfectly known, it could only be estimated. Program impacts can also be separated into direct and indirect 
impacts. Direct impacts occur when utility customers are personally exposed to program activities, which 
influence their decision-making. Indirect impacts occur when customers are influenced by the decisions made by 
others who interacted with the program and are harder to measure. As an example, in the electric car market, 
this could occur when a residential customer that was not exposed to utility activities (e.g. marketing, new 
charging facilities) is influenced by new workplace charging that resulted from utility efforts.  

Specific tools for calculating and estimating attribution will vary by program and will be proposed with each future 
program filing.  
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Portland General Electric Company 
121 S.W. Salmon Street | Portland, Oregon 97204 
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Exhibit A 

Notice of Amended Application for the Deferral 
of Costs and Revenues Associated with the 

Electric Vehicle Charging Pilots 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

OF OREGON 

UM2003 

In the Matter of the Application of Portland ) 
General Electric Company for an Order ) 
Approving the Deferral of Costs and Revenues ) 
Associated with the Electric Vehicle Charging ) 
Pilots 

Notice of Amended Application for the 
Deferral of Costs and Revenues 
Associated with the Electric Vehicle 
Charging Pilots 

On February 22, 2019, Po1iland General Electric Company (PGE) filed an amended 

application with the Public Utility Commission of Oregon (the Commission or OPUC) for an 

Order authorizing defenal of operation and maintenance (O&M) costs and revenues and tracking 

of capital-related costs associated with the Electric Vehicle Charging Pilots. 

Approval of PGE's amended application will supp01i the use of an automatic adjustment 

clause rate schedule, which will provide for changes in prices reflecting incremental O&M costs 

associated with the Pilot and to track capital-related costs. 

Persons who wish to obtain a copy of PGE's application will be able to access it on the 

OPUC website. 

Any person who wishes to submit written comments to the Commission on PGE's 

application must do so no later than March 25, 2019. 

Dated this February 22, 2019 

Manager, egulatory Affairs 
Portland General Electric Company 
121 SW Salmon Street, 1WTC0306 
Pmtland, OR 97204 
Telephone: 503.464.7805 
Fax: 503.464.7651 
E-Mail:stefan.brown@pgn.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have this day caused the Notice of Amended Application for the 

Deferral of Costs and Revenues Associated with the Electric Vehicle Charging Pilots to be 

served by electronic mail to those parties whose email addresses appear on the attached service list 

to those parties on the attached service lists for OPUC Dockets UE 335 and UM 1811. 

Dated at Portland, Oregon, this 22nd day of February, 2019. 

wn 
Manager, egulatory Affairs 
Po1tland General Electric Company 
121 SW Sahnon Street, 1WTC0306 
Portland, OR 97204 
Telephone: 503.464.7805 
Fax: 503.464.7651 
E-Mail: stefan.brown@pgn.com 
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SERVICE LIST 
OPUC DOCKET# UE 335 

ALBERTSONS 

BRIAN BETHKE 
11555 DUBLIN CANYON ROAD 

CHRIS ISHIZU 
ALBERTSONS COMPANIES, INC. 

GEORGE WAIDELICH 
ALBERTSONS COMPANIES' INC. 

AWEC UE 335 

BRADLEY MULLINS (C) 
MOUNTAIN WEST ANALYTICS 

TYLER C PEPPLE (C) 
DAVISON VAN CLEVE, PC 

ROBERT SWEETIN (C) 
DAVISON VAN CLEVE, P.C. 

CALPINE SOLUTIONS 

GREGORY M. ADAMS (C) 
RICHARDSON ADAMS, PLLC 

GREG BASS 
CALPINE ENERGY SOLUTIONS, LLC 

KEVIN HIGGINS (C) 
ENERGY STRATEGIES LLC 

FRED MEYER 

KURT J BOEHM (C) 
BOEHM KURTZ & LOWRY 

JODY KYLER COHN (C) 
BOEHM, KURTZ & LOWRY 

NIPPC 

250 PARKCENTER BLVD 
BOISE ID 83706 
brian.bethke@albertsons.com 

250 PARKCENTER BLVD 
BOISE ID 83706 
chris.ishizu@albertsons.com 

11555 DUBLIN CANYON ROAD 
PLEASANTON OR 94588 
george. waidelich@a lbertsons. com 

1750 SW HARBOR WAY STE 450 
PORTLAND OR 97201 
brmullins@mwanalytics.com 

1750 SW HARBOR WAY STE 450 
PORTLAND OR 97201 
tcp@dvclaw.com 

185 E. RENO AVE, SUITE B8C 
LAS VEGAS NV 89119 
rds@dvclaw.com 

PO BOX 7218 
BOISE ID 83702 
greg@richardsonadams.com 

401 WEST A ST, STE 500 
SAN DIEGO CA 92101 
greg.bass@calpinesolutions.com 

215 STATE ST - STE 200 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111-2322 
khiggins@energystrat.com 

36 E SEVENTH ST - STE 1510 
CINCINNATI OH 45202 
kboehm@bkllawfirm.com 

36 E SEVENTH ST STE 1510 
CINCINNATI OH 45202 
jkylercohn@bkllawfirm.com 

ROBERT D KAHN PO BOX 504 
NORTHWEST & INTERMOUTAIN POWER PRODUCERS MERCER ISLAND WA 98040 

COALITION rkahn@nippc.org 

IRION A SANGER (C) 1117 SE 53RD AVE 
SANGER LAW PC PORTLAND OR 97215 

irion@sanger-law.com 
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MARK R THOMPSON (C) 
SANGER LAW PC 

OREGON CITIZENS UTILITY BOARD 

OREGON CITIZENS' UTILITY BOARD 

MICHAEL GOETZ (C) 
OREGON CITIZENS' UTILITY BOARD 

ROBERT JENKS (C) 
OREGON CITIZENS' UTILITY BOARD 

PACIFICO RP 

PACIFICORP, DBA PACIFIC POWER 

MATTHEW MCVEE 
PACIFICO RP 

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC 

PGE RATES & REGULATORY AFFAIRS 

STEFAN BROWN (C) 
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC 

DOUGLAS C TINGEY (C) 
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC 

SBUA 

JAMES BIRKELUND 
SMALL BUSINESS UTILITY ADVOCATES 

DIANE HENKELS (C) 
CLEANTECH LAW PARTNERS PC 

STAFF 

STEPHANIE S ANDRUS (C) 
PUC STAFF--DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

MARIANNE GARDNER (C) 
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION OF OREGON 

Ce1iificate of Service [UE 335 and UM 1811] 

1117 SE 53RD AVE 
PORTLAND OR 97215 
mark@sanger-law.com 

610 SW BROADWAY, STE 400 
PORTLAND OR 97205 
dockets@oregoncub.org 

610 SW BROADWAY STE 400 
PORTLAND OR 97205 
mike@oregoncub.org 

610 SW BROADWAY, STE 400 
PORTLAND OR 97205 
bob@oregoncub.org 

825 NE MULTNOMAH ST, STE 2000 
PORTLAND OR 97232 
oregondockets@pacificorp.com 

825 NE MULTNOMAH 
PORTLAND OR 97232 
matthew. mcvee@pacificorp.com 

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC 
COMPANY 
121 SW SALMON STREET, 1WTC0306 
PORTLAND OR 97204 
pge.opuc.filings@pgn.com 

121 SW SALMON ST, 1WTC0306 
PORTLAND OR 97204 
stefan.brown@pgn.com; 
pge.opuc.filings@pgn.com 

121 SW SALMON 1WTC1301 
PORTLAND OR 97204 
doug.tingey@pgn.com 

548 MARKET ST STE 11200 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104 
james@utilityadvocates.org 

420 SW WASHINGTON ST STE 400 
PORTLAND OR 97204 
dhenkels@cleantechlaw.com 

BUSINESS ACTIVITIES SECTION 
1162 COURT ST NE 
SALEM OR 97301-4096 
stephanie.andrus@state.or.us 

PO BOX 1088 
SALEM OR 97308-1088 
marianne.gardner@state.or.us 
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SOMMER MOSER (C) 
PUC STAFF - DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

WALMART 

VICKI M BALDWIN (C) 
PARSONS BEHLE & LATIMER 

STEVE W CHRISS (C) 
WAL-MART STORES, INC. 

Certificate of Service [UE 335 and UM 1811] 

1162 COURT ST NE 
SALEM OR 97301 
sommer. moser@doj. state. or. us 

201 S MAIN ST STE 1800 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111 
vbaldwin@parsonsbehle.com 

2001 SE 10TH ST 
BENTONVILLE AR 72716-0550 
step hen. chriss@wal-mart.com 
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SERVICE LIST 
OPUC DOCKET# UM 1811 

CHARGE POINT 

AMANDA DALTON 
DAL TON ADVOCACY INC 

SCOTT DUNBAR 
KEYES FOX & WIEDMAN LLP 

ANNE SMART 
CHARGEPOINT 

EVCA UM 1811 

TERRY O'DAY 
ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING ASSOCIATION 

IRION A SANGER 
SANGER LAW PC 

SIDNEY VILLANUEVA 
SANGER LAW, PC 

FORTH 

JEFF ALLEN (C) 
FORTH 

JEANETTE SHAW (C) 
FORTH 

GREEN LOTS 

THOMAS ASHLEY (C) 
GREEN LOTS 

AWEC UM 1811 

BRADLEY MULLINS (C) 
MOUNTAIN WEST ANALYTICS 

RILEY G PECK (C) 
DAVISON VAN CLEVE, PC 

TYLER C PEPPLE (C) 
DAVISON VAN CLEVE, PC 

ODOE. 

Ce1iificate of Service [UE 335 and UM 1811] 

8 N. STATE ST, STE 103 
LAKE OSWEGO OR 97034 
amanda@daltonadvocacy.com 

1580 LINCOLN ST, STE 880 
DENVER CO 80203 
sdunbar@kfwlaw.com 

254 E HACIENDA AVE 
CAMPBELL CA 95008 
anne.smart@chargepoint.com 

11390 W OLYMPIC STE 250 
LOS ANGELES CA 90064 
terry.oday@evgo.com 

1117 SE 53RD AVE 
PORTLAND OR 97215 
irion@sanger-law.com 

1117 SE 53RD AVE 
PORTLAND OR 97215 
sidney@sanger-law.com 

1732 NW QUIMBY ST, STE 240 
PORTLAND OR 97209 
jeffa@forthmobility.org 

1732 NW QUIMBY ST, STE 240 
PORTLAND OR 97209 
jeanettes@forthmobility.org 

925 N. LA BREA AVE,, 6TH FL 
LOS ANGELES CA 90038 
tom@greenlots.com 

333 SW TAYLOR STE 400 
PORTLAND OR 97204 
brmullins@mwanalytics.com 

333 SW TAYLOR, STE 400 
PORTLAND OR 97204 
rgp@dvclaw.com 

333 SW TAYLOR SUITE 400 
PORTLAND OR 97204 
tcp@dvclaw.com 
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JESSE D. RATCLIFFE (C) 
*OREGON DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

WENDY SIMONS (C) 
OREGON DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

OREGON CITIZEN'S UTILITY BOARD 

OREGON CITIZENS' UTILITY BOARD 

MICHAEL GOETZ (C) 
OREGON CITIZENS' UTILITY BOARD 

ROBERT JENKS (C) 
OREGON CITIZENS' UTILITY BOARD 

PACIFICORP UM 1811 

PACIFICORP, DBA PACIFIC POWER 

DUSTIN T TILL 
PACIFIC POWER 

PGE UM 1811 

PGE RATES & REGULATORY AFFAIRS 

JACOB GOODSPEED (C) 
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC 

BARBARA HALLE (C) 
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC 

SIEMENS UM 1811 

BONNIE DATTA 
SIEMENS 

CHRIS KING 
EMETER, A SIEMENS COMPANY 

STAFF UM 1811 

NADINE HANHAN (C) 
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION OF OREGON 

KAYLIE KLEIN (C) 
PUC STAFF--DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Ce1iificate of Service [UE 335 and UM 1811] 

1162 COURT ST NE 
SALEM OR 97301-4096 
jesse.d. ratcliffe@doj .state. or. us 

550 CAPITOL ST NE 1ST FL 
SALEM OR 97301 
wendy .simons@oregon.gov 

610 SW BROADWAY, STE 400 
PORTLAND OR 97205 
dockets@oregoncub.org 

610 SW BROADWAY STE 400 
PORTLAND OR 97205 
mike@oregoncub.org 

610 SW BROADWAY, STE 400 
PORTLAND OR 97205 
bob@oregoncub.org 

825 NE MULTNOMAH ST, STE 2000 
PORTLAND OR 97232 
oregondockets@pacificorp.com 

825 NE MULTNOMAH ST STE 1800 
PORTLAND OR 97232 
dustin.till@pacificorp.com 

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY 
121 SW SALMON STREET, 1 WTC0306 
PORTLAND OR 97204 
pge.opuc.filings@pgn.com 

121 SW SALMON ST - 1WTC1711 
PORTLAND OR 97204 
jacob.goodspeed@pgn.com 

121 SW SALMON ST 1 WTC-13 
PORTLAND OR 97204 
barbara.halle@pgn.com 

4000 E THIRD AVE STE 400 
FOSTER CITY CA 94404 
bonnie.datta@siemens.com 

4000 E THIRD AVE STE 400 
FOSTER CITY CA 94404 
chris_king@siemens.com 

PO BOX 1088 
SALEM OR 97308-1088 
nadine.hanhan@state.or.us 

1162 COURT STREET NE 
SALEM OR 97301 
kaylie. klein@state.or.us 
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JASON KLOTZ (C) 
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION OF OREGON 

TESLA INC 

KEVIN AUERBACHER 
TESLA, INC. 

TODD G GLASS 
WILSON SONSINI GOODRICH & ROSATI PC 

BEAU WHITEMAN 
TESLA, INC 

TRIMET 

BERNIE BOTTOMLY 
TRIMET 

ERIC HESSE 
TRIMET 

Certificate of Service [UE 335 and UM 1811] 

PO BOX 1088 
SALEM OR 97308 
jason. klotz@state.or.us 

60113TH ST NW, 9TH FL NORTH 
WASHINGTON DC 20005 
kauerbacher@tesla.com 

701 FIFTH AVE STE 5100 
SEATTLE WA 98104 
tglass@wsgr.com 

3500 DEER CREEK ROAD 
PALO AL TO CA 94304 
bwhiteman@tesla.com 

1800 SW 1ST AVE, STE 300 
PORTLAND OR 97201 
bottomlb@trimet.org 

1800 SW 1ST AVE, STE 300 
PORTLAND OR 97201 
hessee@trimet.org 
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