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I. INTRODUCTION AND QUALIFICATIONS 1 

 2 

Q. State your name, business name and address. 3 

A.  My name is Dr. Laura S. Sherman, and I am the President of the Michigan Energy 4 

Innovation Business Council (“Michigan EIBC”) and the Institute for Energy Innovation 5 

(“IEI”), located at 115 West Allegan, Suite 710, Lansing, Michigan 48933.  6 

 7 

Q.  On whose behalf are you appearing in this case?  8 

A. I am appearing here as an expert witness on behalf of Michigan EIBC, IEI, and Advanced 9 

Energy United (“United”), collectively referred to as “MEIU.”  10 

 11 

Q.  Are you the same Dr. Laura S. Sherman who provided direct testimony in this 12 

proceeding? 13 

A. Yes, I am. 14 

 15 

Q. Q. Are you sponsoring any exhibits with your rebuttal testimony?  16 

A. Yes, I am sponsoring the following exhibit: 17 

• Exhibit MEIU-32 (LSS-22): Discovery Response EVgo-AG-1 18 

 19 

Q. What is the purpose of your rebuttal testimony? 20 

A. The purpose of my rebuttal testimony is to respond to certain aspects related to electric 21 

vehicles (“EVs”) in the direct testimony of Staff witness Allan D. Freeman, in the direct 22 
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testimony of Staff witness Nicholas M. Revere and in the direct testimony of Attorney 1 

General witness Sebastian Coppola. 2 

 3 

II. REBUTTAL OF WITNESS FREEMAN 4 

 5 

Q. According to Staff witness Freeman, how should the Commission address the 6 

Company’s Transportation Electrification Plan (TEP)? 7 

A. In direct testimony, witness Freeman identifies that  8 

Unlike rate cases which typically involve a single year, a TEP examines an 9 

intermediate time frame in the future. The TEP docket is intended to create 10 

dialogue among all interested parties. The TEPs are informational only and 11 

are not intended for cost recovery. A regulated electric utility can only 12 

recover its costs in a traditional rate case.1  13 

   However, witness Freeman goes on to state that 14 

The Company’s current rate case is not the appropriate venue for discussion 15 

and criticism of its TEP. Rates cases are increasingly becoming more 16 

complex and have a strict time frame. Instead, Staff proposes to adopt a 17 

similar strategy as the Commission is employing in Case No. U-20147 for 18 

its examination of distribution plans. Staff will work with the Company to 19 

set up a process for all interested parties to review and comment on their 20 

TEP. Additionally, there would be a period for any reply comments. This 21 

proposed schedule would be filed in Case No. U-21538. Such a process 22 

would allow for a more robust and holistic TEP conversation outside of the 23 

restrictions found in a rate case.2  24 

 25 

 
1 Direct Testimony of Allan D. Freeman on behalf of Michigan Public Service Commission Staff (“Freeman 

Direct”), Case No. U-21534, p. 6. 

 
2 Id., p. 7. 
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Q. How do you respond to this proposal? 1 

A. I am concerned that the process that witness Freeman envisions will not allow adequate 2 

feedback on and evaluation of utility TEPs. As noted by witness Freeman, the Commission 3 

currently employs a similar process in Case No. U-20147 for the examination of 4 

distribution system plans. In that docket, the Commission set a schedule for comments and 5 

reply comments on the most recent utility distribution system plans.3 Comments were due, 6 

for example, in the open docket (Case No. U-21047) on DTE Electric’s Distribution Grid 7 

Plan on March 15, 2024 and reply comments were due on May 24, 2024. In the midst of 8 

that process, the Company filed direct testimony in this case, its current general rate case 9 

(Case No. U-21534), on March 28, 2024.  10 

 11 

Although not the focus of my direct testimony, I am aware that the Company included a 12 

number of proposed expenditures in this general rate case that are distribution grid 13 

investments and are described in its Distribution Grid Plan. However, given the timing of 14 

comments and reply comments in the open docket (Case No. U-20147), it is clear that the 15 

Company was unlikely to have considered any of those comments or reply comments prior 16 

to filing testimony in the general rate case. In addition, given the nature of the open docket, 17 

there is no requirement or need for the Company (or the Commission) to consider 18 

stakeholder comments – at least not to the same degree as is necessary in a contested case 19 

process.  20 

 
3 Michigan Public Service Commission, Case No. U-20147, “In the matter, on the Commission’s own motion, to 

open a docket for certain regulated electric utilities to file their distribution investment and maintenance plans and 

for other related, uncontested matters,” October 24, 2023, available at https://mi-

psc.my.site.com/sfc/servlet.shepherd/version/download/0688y00000AMZSnAAP.  
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 1 

As such, despite the Commission’s stated goal of reviewing complex issues such as those 2 

related to distribution system planning and transportation electrification planning outside 3 

of general rate cases, because the proposed spending and programs can only be approved 4 

in general rate cases and because full evaluation and review can only take place in this 5 

venue, it is currently impossible to provide the same level of review, feedback, and 6 

evaluation in an open docket. 7 

 8 

I am concerned that witness Freeman envisions a similar process for utility TEPs that may 9 

require significant stakeholder time but, ultimately, will not result in full review and 10 

evaluation until the spending is proposed in a general rate case. Although I support and 11 

have participated in the Company’s TEP workshops – and appreciate changes made by the 12 

Company as a result of stakeholder feedback – fundamentally, there is no way to separate 13 

the TEPs from the general rate case process given that the spending must be approved in a 14 

rate case. 15 

 16 

Q. Is there any way to improve the evaluation of utility TEPs short of re-integrating them 17 

with rate cases? 18 

A. Without a statutory change, although spending associated with a TEP must be approved in 19 

a general rate case, the Commission could improve the TEP review process by requiring 20 

them to be evaluated within a contested case process rather than a comment docket. The 21 

Commission’s review of utility voluntary green pricing programs under Section 61 of 22 
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Public Act 342 of 2016 has similarly evolved into a contested case process with respect to 1 

DTE and Consumers Energy Company. 2 

 3 

Q. How does witness Freeman react to the Company’s proposed EV budget? 4 

A. According to witness Freeman,  5 

Staff appreciates the Company’s ambition and its commitment to an EV 6 

future. However, Staff advocates for a more cautious approach with rate 7 

payers’ dollars at this juncture. As Company witness Bennett noted in her 8 

testimony, EVs are still relatively new and evolving. While EV adoption 9 

continues to increase, the pace has slowed. The Company can still achieve 10 

many of its EV goals, while adopting a more cautious approach to program 11 

spending.4  12 

 13 

Q. Do you concur with this reaction? 14 

A. No. Witness Freeman offers no evidence or citations to prove his claim that the pace of EV 15 

adoption has slowed. It is unclear if this assertion is based on specific data or simply 16 

witness Freeman’s feeling based on recent news reports. However, according to Bloomberg 17 

Green, six of the ten biggest EV makers in the U.S. saw much higher sales in the first 18 

quarter of 2024 than in the first quarter of 2023.5 In fact, sales were up by 56% for Hyundai-19 

Kia and 86% for Ford Motor Company.6 In the second quarter of 2024, Ford sales were up 20 

 
4 Freeman Direct, pp. 7-8. 

 
5 Randall, T., Bloomberg Green, “The Slowdown in US Electric Vehicle Sales Looks More Like a Blip,” May 28, 

2024, available at https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-05-28/the-slowdown-in-us-electric-vehicle-sales-

looks-more-like-a-blip.  

 
6 Ibid. 
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61% over second quarter sales for 2023.7 It is true that early in 2024, a lack of new models 1 

and delays in new vehicles have slowed the pace of increasing sales for some companies, 2 

including Tesla and General Motors (“GM”). However, GM appears to be poised to lead 3 

and drive EV growth in the U.S. for the rest of the year given improvements in its new line 4 

of batteries.8 In fact, in the second quarter of 2024, GM sales were up 40% over the second 5 

quarter of 2023 and 34% over the first quarter of 2024.9  6 

 7 

According to a July 26, 2024 report from J.D. Power, although “premium segment retail 8 

sales are down 13% -- driven by Tesla’s 22% decline – the mass market segment is up 9 

63%.”10 Despite more stringent guidance on domestic content and new model eligibility 10 

requirements, across the U.S., new EV registrations increased by more than 40% in 2023 11 

compared to 2022.11 Furthermore, given that leased vehicles are now eligible for federal 12 

tax credits, the rate of adoption is expected to continue increasing.12 In Michigan, according 13 

to a report by the Alliance for Automotive Innovation, EV market penetration has reached 14 

 
7 Johnson, P., Electrek, “Ford’s EV sales surge in Q2, topping GM for second in the US EV market behind Tesla,” 

July 3, 2024, available at https://electrek.co/2024/07/03/fords-ev-sales-surge-q2-close-gap-with-tesla/. 

 
8 Randall, T., Bloomberg Green, “The Slowdown in US Electric Vehicle Sales Looks More Like a Blip,” May 28, 

2024, available at https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-05-28/the-slowdown-in-us-electric-vehicle-sales-

looks-more-like-a-blip. 

 
9 Hogan, M., Inside EVs, “General Motors Sold a Record Number of EVs in Q2 2024,” July 2, 2024, available at 

https://insideevs-com.cdn.ampproject.org/c/s/insideevs.com/news/725293/gm-ev-sales-q2-2024/amp/.  

 
10 J.D. Power, “July SAAR reaches 16.7 Million – Highest in More Than Three Years,” July 26, 2024, available at 

https://www.jdpower.com/business/press-releases/jd-power-globaldata-automotive-forecast-july-2024. 

 
11 International Energy Agency, “Global EV Outlook 2024,” April 2024, available at 

https://www.iea.org/reports/global-ev-outlook-2024. 

 
12 Ibid. 

 

https://electrek.co/2024/07/03/fords-ev-sales-surge-q2-close-gap-with-tesla/
about:blank
about:blank
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4%, which is up from 3.4% in 2023 and 2.13% in 2021, indicating a marked and consistent 1 

increase in EV adoption.13 2 

 3 

Long-term forecasts of EV sales also indicate strong expected future growth. With more 4 

education around EVs and EV charging, infrastructure development, and technological 5 

innovations, a recent study found that 80% of today’s EV skeptics will consider the 6 

purchase of an EV in the next decade.14 The International Energy Agency estimated in its 7 

“Global EV Outlook 2024,” published in April 2024, that with stated policies in place, U.S. 8 

sales of battery electric vehicles (BEVs) are projected to increase to 2.5 million sold in 9 

2025 (up from 1.1 million sold in 2024).15, 16 In fact, a 2024 Environmental Defense Fund 10 

study showed that actual EV sales in 2023 outperformed 85% of expert forecasts from 2019 11 

to 2022.17    12 

 13 

 
13 Alliance for Automotive Innovation, “Get Connected: Electric Vehicle Quarterly Report,” 2023, available at 

https://www.autosinnovate.org/posts/papers-

reports/Get%20Connected%20EV%20Quarterly%20Report%202023%20Q4.pdf. 

 
14 Cox Automotive, “Cox Automotive 2024 Path to EV Adoption Study Suggests Electric Vehicle Consideration 

Will Surge in Second Half of Decade,” May 14, 2024, available at https://www.coxautoinc.com/news/cox-

automotive-2024-path-to-ev-adoption-study-suggests-electric-vehicle-consideration-will-surge-in-second-half-of-

decade/.  

 
15 International Energy Agency, “Global EV Outlook 2024,” April 2024, available at 

https://www.iea.org/reports/global-ev-outlook-2024.  

 
16 Recurrent, “2024 Data: EV Adoption is Still on Pace in the US,” July 10, 2024, available at 

https://www.recurrentauto.com/research/ev-adoption-us.  

 
17 Environmental Defense Fund, “Electric vehicle sales are going further, faster than experts predicted,” March 

2024, available at https://www.edf.org/sites/default/files/2024-

03/Actual%202023%20EV%20sales%20compared%20to%20forecasts.pdf.  

 

https://www.autosinnovate.org/posts/papers-reports/Get%20Connected%20EV%20Quarterly%20Report%202023%20Q4.pdf
https://www.autosinnovate.org/posts/papers-reports/Get%20Connected%20EV%20Quarterly%20Report%202023%20Q4.pdf
https://www.coxautoinc.com/news/cox-automotive-2024-path-to-ev-adoption-study-suggests-electric-vehicle-consideration-will-surge-in-second-half-of-decade/
https://www.coxautoinc.com/news/cox-automotive-2024-path-to-ev-adoption-study-suggests-electric-vehicle-consideration-will-surge-in-second-half-of-decade/
https://www.coxautoinc.com/news/cox-automotive-2024-path-to-ev-adoption-study-suggests-electric-vehicle-consideration-will-surge-in-second-half-of-decade/
about:blank
https://www.recurrentauto.com/research/ev-adoption-us
https://www.edf.org/sites/default/files/2024-03/Actual%202023%20EV%20sales%20compared%20to%20forecasts.pdf
https://www.edf.org/sites/default/files/2024-03/Actual%202023%20EV%20sales%20compared%20to%20forecasts.pdf
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Q. What does witness Freeman recommend related to the Business and eFleet Charger 1 

Rebates? 2 

A. Witness Freeman arbitrarily recommends an $8 million disallowance from the proposed 3 

$16 million request for the Business and eFleet Charger Rebates program. According to 4 

witness Freeman, 5 

Staff is uncomfortable with this large, requested amount. It represents a 6 

significant increase from past rebate programs. Instead, Staff would like to 7 

see the Company implement a scaled down rebate effort. By moving at a 8 

more deliberate speed, DTE Electric would still be able to discover if its 9 

revised rebates plans accomplish their intended goals.18 10 

 11 

Q. How do you respond to this proposal? 12 

A. I disagree with Staff’s proposed disallowance for a number of reasons. First, according to 13 

Company witness Pina Bennett, due to cost savings, funding previously approved by the 14 

Commission for the Business Charger Rebates program will allow the Company to 15 

continue to deploy funds for public direct current fast chargers (DCFC) in 2024 without 16 

seeking additional funding.19 This shows that the Company has been conservative and 17 

prudent with funding already approved for this rebate program. As such, the Company’s 18 

estimate of the need in this segment, which is based on its projections and modeling, should 19 

be accepted. 20 

 21 

 
18 Freeman Direct, pp. 8-9. 

 
19 Direct Testimony of Pina Bennett on behalf of DTE Electric Company (“Bennett Direct”), Case No. U-21534, pp. 

8-9. 
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 Second, it is absolutely critical that utility investments in public charging infrastructure 1 

continue and are expanded. Specifically, as outlined in my direct testimony,  2 

According to a Synapse Energy Economics study examining the revenues 3 

and costs associated with EVs between 2011 and 2021, EV drivers have 4 

contributed about $1 million more than their associated costs in each of 5 

Illinois and Virginia, $26.7 million more in Colorado, and $85.3 million 6 

more in New Jersey. In Colorado and New Jersey, when utility expenditures 7 

on EV programs are included in costs, the net revenue still exceeds costs by 8 

approximately $15.7 and $62.7 million, respectively.20 9 

  10 

It is well established, as detailed in my direct testimony, that the existence of public EV 11 

charging stations encourages customers to purchase EVs,21, 22, 23, 24 leading to at-home EV 12 

 
20 Direct Testimony of Dr. Laura S. Sherman on behalf of MEIU (“Sherman Direct”), Case No. U-21534, p. 21. 

 
21 Osaka, S., The Washington Post, “For each public charger, here’s how many EVs are looking to plug in,” May 

2024, available at https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-solutions/2024/05/20/charging-stations-lag-ev-sales/. 

  
22 Center for Sustainable Energy, “The State of Electric Vehicle Adoption in the U.S. and the Role of Incentives in 

Market Transformation,” September 2023, available at https://energycenter.org/thought-leadership/blog/state-

electric-vehicle-adoption-us-and-role-incentives-

market#:~:text=Publicly%20available%20EV%20charging%20inspires,apartments%2C%20to%20charge%20an%2

0EV. 

  
23 U.S. Department of Energy, Alternative Fuels Data Center, “Charging Electric Vehicles in Public,” accessed June 

2024, available at https://afdc.energy.gov/fuels/electricity-charging-public. 

  
24 International Energy Agency, “Global EV Outlook 2024: Moving towards increased affordability,” 2024, available 

at https://iea.blob.core.windows.net/assets/a9e3544b-0b12-4e15-b407-65f5c8ce1b5f/GlobalEVOutlook2024.pdf.  

 

about:blank
about:blank#:~:text=Publicly%20available%20EV%20charging%20inspires,apartments%2C%20to%20charge%20an%20EV
about:blank#:~:text=Publicly%20available%20EV%20charging%20inspires,apartments%2C%20to%20charge%20an%20EV
about:blank#:~:text=Publicly%20available%20EV%20charging%20inspires,apartments%2C%20to%20charge%20an%20EV
about:blank#:~:text=Publicly%20available%20EV%20charging%20inspires,apartments%2C%20to%20charge%20an%20EV
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charging and revenue to utilities from increased electricity sales. 25, 26, 27, 28, 29  As such, 1 

investments in EV charging should be expected to lead EV adoption. Cutting back on 2 

investments in EV charging because of an allegedly falling pace of adoption may simply 3 

be a self-fulfilling prophecy, itself contributing to a slower pace of EV adoption. 4 

 5 

Third, the proposed expansions for the Business and eFleet Charger Programs, which Staff 6 

proposes to partially disallow, serve specifically to promote equity and access to EV 7 

charging for all Michiganders. The Company proposes to continue to offer rebates for 8 

school and transit buses through the eFleet Charger Program,30 thereby serving school 9 

children and residents without access to or with limited access to a passenger vehicle. The 10 

Company also proposes to offer rebates through the Business Charger Program to on-route 11 

DCFC in disadvantaged communities (“DACs”) and rural areas, as well as rebates for 12 

 
25 Nadel, S., American Council for an Energy-Efficient Economy (ACEEE). “Charging Ahead: How EVs Could Drive 

Down Electricity Rates,” January 2024. 

  
26 Metz, L. et al., Synapse Energy Economics, Inc., “Distribution System Investments to Enable Medium- and Heavy-

Duty Vehicle Electrification: A Case Study of New York,” April 2023, available at 

https://acrobat.adobe.com/id/urn:aaid:sc:US:3ef62d18-a652-4848-a2a5-15eb2771d8cc.  

 
27 Synapse Energy Economics, Inc., “EVs Are Driving Rates Down for All Customers: State-by-State Cumulative EV 

Net Rate Impact Summary,” June 2024, available at https://www.synapse-

energy.com/sites/default/files/EV%20All%20State%20List%20PDF_0.pdf.  

 
28 Satchwell, A. et al., Prepared for the U.S. Department of Energy, “Quantifying the Financial Impacts of Electric 

Vehicles on Utility Ratepayers and Shareholders,” February 2023, available at https://eta-

publications.lbl.gov/sites/default/files/ev_financial_impacts_final_report_final_draft_02092023.pdf.  

  
29 California Public Utilities Commission, “Utility Cost and Affordability of the Grid of the Future: An Evaluation of 

Electric Costs, Rates, and Equity Issues Pursuant to P.U. Code Section 913.1. 2021,” available at: 

https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/-/media/cpuc-website/divisions/office-of-governmental-affairs-division/ 

reports/2021/senate-bill-695-report-2021-and-en-bancwhitepaper_final_04302021.pdf.  

 
30 Bennett Direct, p. 48. 
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multi-unit dwellings, with higher rebates for properties serving low-income residents.31 It 1 

seems wholly counter to the stated goals of the Company as well as the state to disallow 2 

funding to programs specifically designed to expand access to EVs in low-income and 3 

DACs. 4 

 5 

Fourth, witness Freeman does not give adequate evidence or justification for the proposed 6 

$8 million disallowance beyond a statement that the pace of EV sales has slowed. As 7 

described above, there is significant evidence to refute this statement, at least over the 8 

longer-term time period of these proposed investments. 9 

 10 

Finally, in the context of other approved utility programs to support business/fleet 11 

charging, the Company’s proposed program is very small. For example, New York State 12 

has an $885 million make-ready program approved for transportation electrification,32 the 13 

Massachusetts Department of Public Utilities recently approved nearly $400 million in 14 

statewide transportation electrification investments,33 and Commonwealth Edison 15 

(“ComEd”) anticipates spending $231 million from 2023 to 2025 on EV programs and 16 

other Illinois Commerce Commission-approved beneficial electrification measures.34 17 

 18 

 
31 Id., p. 46. 

 
32 Joint Utilities of New York, “EV Make-Ready Program,” available at https://jointutilitiesofny.org/ev/make-ready. 

 
33 Commonwealth of Massachusetts, “DPU’s electric vehicle charging resources,” available at 

https://www.mass.gov/info-details/dpus-electric-vehicle-charging-resources. 

 
34 ComEd, “ComEd Beneficial Electrification Plan,” Compliance Filing May 2023, available at 

https://icc.illinois.gov/downloads/public/edocket/589765.PDF. 

 

about:blank
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III. REBUTTAL OF WITNESS REVERE 1 

 2 

Q. What does Staff witness Nicholas M. Revere propose with respect to benefit-cost 3 

analyses (“BCA”) for fleet projects? 4 

A. Specifically for non-public fleet charging rebates, witness Revere recommends that the 5 

Company conduct BCAs on an individual customer basis.35 6 

 7 

Q. Do you agree with witness Revere? 8 

A. I do agree with witness Revere that for programs such as the residential rebate programs, 9 

“it makes sense to view the benefits and costs as a whole rather than at an individual 10 

customer basis . . .”36 However, I do not believe that the Company could conduct an 11 

individual customer-level BCA for any given fleet customer and gain an accurate 12 

representation of the full costs and benefits from electrification of that fleet. As detailed in 13 

my direct testimony, there are societal benefits of transportation electrification that cannot 14 

be considered on a project-by-project basis. In addition, there may be benefits such as 15 

distribution upgrade costs incurred by one fleet electrification project that will then lower 16 

costs for future projects. As such, I am concerned that it would be unreasonable to conduct 17 

a project-by-project BCA for fleet electrification projects. 18 

 19 

 
35 Direct Testimony of Nicholas M. Revere on behalf of Michigan Public Service Commission Staff (“Revere 

Direct”), Case No. U-21534. 

 
36 Id., p. 8. 
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IV. REBUTTAL OF WITNESS COPPOLA 1 

 2 

Q. What does Attorney General witness Sebastian Coppola suggest regarding EVs? 3 

A. In a discussion of the Company’s forecasted utility make-ready capital expenditures, 4 

witness Coppola indicates that  5 

During the first six months of 2024, EV manufacturers have realized that 6 

electric vehicles are not selling at the pace anticipated as late as 2023 and 7 

EVs are stockpiling at dealers’ lots. EV buyers often have been dissatisfied 8 

with the actual driving range, particularly during the winter and hot days 9 

that quickly drain the car batteries. Reliability of certain vehicles with 10 

recalls for software and equipment failures has also created customer 11 

dissatisfaction and increased concerns and fear with prospective EV buyers. 12 

EV manufactures have cut back production of EVs, delayed new models, 13 

deferred building new batteries plants, and redirected resources to hybrid 14 

vehicles with batteries that self-charge during gasoline-fueled operation.37 15 

 16 

Witness Coppola goes on to suggest that this “environment,” does not support the 17 

Company’s forecasted spending increase in utility make-ready capital expenditures and 18 

recommends that the forecasted capital expenditures for utility make-ready investments be 19 

reduced by 45% for 2024 and 2025.38 20 

 21 

Q. What evidence does witness Coppola cite to support these claims? 22 

A. In his direct testimony, in footnote 16, witness Coppola states that the above information 23 

was “gathered from recent articles in the Wall Street Journal, the Detroit News, and other 24 

publications.”39 According to a discovery response in this case (Exhibit MEIU-32 (LSS-25 

 
37 Direct Testimony of Sebastian Coppola on behalf of Attorney General Dana Nessel (“Coppola Direct”), Case No. 

U-21534, p. 25. 

 
38 Id., p. 55. 

 
39 Id., p. 25. 
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22), witness Coppola was referring to three articles from the Wall Street Journal, three 1 

articles from The Detroit News, and a story from National Public Radio from February 2 

2024. 3 

 4 

Q. Is this evidence sufficient to support witness Coppola’s recommendations to reduce 5 

capital expenditures on utility EV charging programs? 6 

A. In a word, no. It is expected for a new technology that adoption will occur in fits and starts, 7 

and even traditional automotive sales experience dips. The evidence cited by witness 8 

Coppola represents a limited sample set collected during an extremely brief period of 9 

time—less than six months. This is far from sufficient to establish any kind of trend. As 10 

detailed above, EV sales continue to be strong and long-term forecasts continue to project 11 

increasing EV sales and adoption. In addition, it is well established that access to public 12 

charging is critical to ensuring both EV adoption and long-term benefits to ratepayers.  13 

Responding to a momentary blip by skimping on investment in public charging will likely 14 

threaten to reduce the rate of EV adoption and potential future charging revenues, costing 15 

ratepayers more money in the long term. 16 

 17 

Q. What do you recommend to the Commission? 18 

A. I recommend that the Commission ignore the vague and insufficient evidence provided by 19 

Staff witness Freeman and Attorney General witness Coppola used to suggest that 20 

investments in EV public charging are not prudent. Instead, I recommend that the 21 

Company’s proposed funding for its EV programs be approved and expanded as detailed 22 

in my direct testimony. 23 
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Q. Does that complete your rebuttal testimony? 2 

A. Yes.  3 

 4 
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