Via Electronic Case Filing

September 17, 2024

Executive Secretary Lisa Felice
Michigan Public Service Commission
7109 W. Saginaw Highway

Lansing, M1 48917

RE: Case No. U-21534

Dear Executive Secretary Felice:

KEYES &FOX-

Please find attached the following for paperless filing in the above captioned matter.

EVgo Exhibit List
Exhibit EVG-1 (LRS-1)
Exhibit EVG-2 (LRS-2)
Exhibit EVG-3 (LRS-3)
Proof of Service

Thank you for your consideration.

CC: Parties to Case No. U-21534

Sincerely,

/s/ Nikhil Vijaykar

Nikhil Vijaykar

Keyes & Fox LLP

580 California Street, 12 Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104

Tel.: 408-621-3256

E-mail: nvijaykar@keyesfox.com

Counsel to EVgo Services, LLC



EVgo Services, LL.C Exhibit List

Exhibit

Title

EVG-1 (LRS-1)

Compiled discovery responses

EVG-2 (LRS-2)

EVgo and ChargePoint comments on DTE’s draft
TEP

EVG-3 (LRS-3)

Compiled MPSC Staff responses to EVgo DR 1




Question:

Answer:

Attachment:

EVG-1 (LRS-1)
Docket No. U-21534
Page 1 of 6

MPSC Case No: U-21534
Requester: Evgo

Question No.: EVgoDE-1.1d
Respondent: P. Bennett
Page: 1 of 1

In the Commission’s Final Order in Docket No. U-21297, the Commission
approved the continuation and expansion of DTE’s Business Charger Rebate
program and approved DTE's funding request for that program.

Please provide:

d. The total amount of funding that remains available (unawarded) to
applicants under the Business Charger Rebate program, as of the date of the
Company’s response to this discovery request.

The total amount of funding that remains available to applications under DTE
Electric’s Business Charger Rebate program, as of May 17", is approximately
$5 million.

None



Question:

Answer:

Attachment:

EVG-1 (LRS-1)
Docket No. U-21534
Page 2 of 6

MPSC Case No: U-21534
Requester: Evgo
Question No.: EVgoDE-1.2
Respondent: P. Bennett
Page: 1 of 1

In the Commission’s Final Order in Docket No. U-21297, the Commission
approved the continuation and expansion of DTE’s Business Charger Rebate
program and approved DTE's funding request for that program. If funding
remains available (unawarded) to applicants under the Business Charger
Rebates program as of the date of the Company’s response to this discovery
request, please explain if the Company plans on continuing to make that
funding available to applicants until a) that funding is depleted, or b) some
date certain, or ¢) some other date.

The Company plans on continuing to make the funding that is available
(unawarded) to applicants under the Business Charger Rebate program, as of
May 17, 2024, available to applicants until 12/31/2024 contingent on the site
projects being operationalized by 12/31/2024.

None



Question:

Answer:

Attachment:

EVG-1 (LRS-1)
Docket No. U-21534
Page 3 of 6

MPSC Case No: U-21534
Requester: Evgo
Question No.: EVgoDE-1.3
Respondent: P. Bennett
Page: 1 of 1

In the Commission’s Final Order in Docket No. U-21297, the Commission
approved the continuation and expansion of DTE’s Business Charger Rebate
program and approved DTE’s funding request for that program. If funding for
that program is not depleted by the time the Company’s Transportation
Electrification Program proposed in this case is

implemented, does the Company plan on re-allocating the remaining funds
approved for the Business Charger Rebates program? If yes, how does the
Company plan on re-allocating those funds?

If funding for the Business Charger Rebate program is not depleted by the
time the Company’s proposed Transportation Electrification Program (TEP) is
implemented, the Company plans to consult with stakeholders regarding
potential reallocation of the remaining funds approved for the Business
Charger Rebates program to other programs such as the TEP’s Public
charging for Other On-route DCFC segment.

None



Question:

Answer:

Attachment:

EVG-1 (LRS-1)
Docket No. U-21534
Page 4 of 6

MPSC Case No: U-21534
Requester: Evgo
Question No.: EVgoDE-1.4
Respondent: P. Bennett
Page: 1 of 1

Does DTE consider its Business Charger Rebates program to be successful?
Please explain.

DTE Electric considers its Business Charger Rebates program to be
successful in that it has installed 310 sites with over 1,400 ports operational
as of May 17, 2024. Despite fluctuations in demand, the Company’s Business
Charger Rebates program results are very near the target of 1,500 ports,
which was based on an estimate of approximately 52,000 EVs in DTE
Electric’s service territory for the current level of EVs on the road, which is
close to approximately 50,000 EVs.

None



Question:

Answer:

Attachment:

EVG-1 (LRS-1)
Docket No. U-21534
Page 5 of 6

MPSC Case No: U-21534
Requester: Evgo
Question No.: EVgoDE-1.5
Respondent: P. Bennett
Page: 1 of 1

Company withess Bennett defines “on-route fast charging” as “fast charging
within one mile of a major throughway exit.” See direct

testimony of withess Bennett at PB-46 lines 4-5. Please define “major
throughway” as used in the referenced testimony.

Major throughway is intended to refer to a high-traffic road that is likely to be a
limited access Interstate or State highway.

None



Question:

Answer:

Attachment:

EVG-1 (LRS-1)
Docket No. U-21534
Page 6 of 6

MPSC Case No: U-21534
Requester: Evgo

Question No.: EVgoDE-1.12
Respondent: P. Bennett
Page: 1 of 1

Refer to the testimony of withess Bennett at PB-47, lines 1-6. Please provide
any analysis the Company conducted, or feedback the Company received,
that supports the exclusion of rebates for Destination DCFCs in its
Transportation Electrification Plan.

Destination chargers, by definition, are located at businesses like hotels,
restaurants, or grocery stores, that may not be located within one mile of a
major throughway. In order to balance public charger support with overall
customer affordability the Company considered that these businesses have
other incentives and motivations for charger installation, like increasing foot
traffic and attracting customers to their businesses. Therefore, the Company
determined to direct finite incentives to locations with fewer such incentives
and inherent benefits.

None



EVG-2 (LRS-2)
Docket No. U-21534
Page 1 of 1

EVgo and ChargePoint comments on DTE's draft TEP, shared with DTE via email
Kelsey and DTE Team,

Thank you for your presentation earlier this week and for the opportunity to provide feedback on
DTE’s proposed 2025-2028 Transportation Electrification Plan. The following feedback represents
the perspectives of both EVgo and ChargePoint, and focuses on DTE’s plan to limit the availability of
its Business Charger Rebate program to Disadvantaged Community (DAC) and rural on-route DCFC
charging stations.

EVgo and ChargePoint support DTE’s Business Charger Rebate program in its current form and
recommend DTE extend the availability of this program, without geographic limitations, in the TEP.
We advocated for the expansion of the existing Business Charger Rebate program in DTE’s pending
and most recently completed rate cases, primarily because: 1) the program delivers benefits to DTE,
the Company’s ratepayers, EV drivers, and society as a whole, and 2) the program is a critical factor
driving the steady growth of EV charging infrastructure in DTE’s service territory. The broad
geographic focus of DTE’s existing Business Charger Rebate program is aligned with other utility
incentive programs we’ve observed across the country, of which there are now numerous examples,
both in states with slower EV adoption such as New Mexico, Kansas and Utah, and in those with
more accelerated adoption, such as California, New York and Colorado.

We are concerned that DTE’s proposal to narrow the availability of Business Charger rebates to
DACs and rural on-route deployments in its inaugural Transportation Electrification Plan could stall
the market’s momentum. While the private sector may already be deploying some charging
infrastructure outside of DACs and rural corridors in DTE’s service territory, we are concerned that a
funding cliff will adversely impact market stability in DTE's territory and that public charging
deployment is likely to slow absent these rebates. In addition, given that the National Electric Vehicle
Infrastructure (NEVI) Formula program will already be supporting sites near corridors—areas similar
to DTE’s “on-route” areas—it will be important for DTE’s program to support chargers in areas

that do not qualify for NEVI funding. DTE should aim to fill gaps in the charging network left by the
NEVI program, thereby supporting broader geographic distribution of charging infrastructure.

With all that said, we understand and appreciate that one of DTE’s objectives going forward is to
focus Business Charger Rebates in underserved areas. We believe this can be accomplished within
a broader Business Charger Rebate program and offer two suggestions to that end. First, DTE could
support the deployment of charging infrastructure in underserved areas by providing a higher
incentive level for projects located in DAC or rural on-route areas, while continuing to offer a
standard incentive level in other areas. Second, DTE could design an application scoring rubric that
provides additional points for projects located in certain areas, in order to prioritize underserved
locations. These approaches would allow DTE to ensure Business Charger Rebates flow to sites
where they are needed the most, without prematurely ending support for sites in the remainder of
DTE'’s service territory. We are familiar with other utility programs that have taken these approaches
to promote equitable access to charging and are happy to share examples if DTE is interested.

We look forward to continuing to work with DTE as it develops its Transportation Electrification Plan.
Thank you for your consideration of our feedback and please do not hesitate to reach out with any
questions.

Best,

Lindsey Stegall
Senior Manager, Market Development & Public Policy
303-941-1729

EVgo

FAST CHARGING

0000



EVG-3 (LRS-3)
Docket No. U-21534

MPSC Staff’'s Answer to the EVgo’s First Discovery Request Page 10f5

MPSC Case No. U-21534
August 9, 2024

Question:

EVgo-MPSC 1.01 EVgo-MPSC 1.01. Refer to page 8, lines 20-21 of Mr.
Freeman’s direct testimony, where he states: “Staff is uncomfortable with this large,

requested amount. It represents a significant increase from past rebate programs.”

a. Please explain the “amount” Mr. Freeman is referring to with the
phrase “this large, requested amount.” Is Mr. Freeman referring to
DTE’s request to spend $16,002,000 on Business and eFleet Charger
Rebates in 2025, its proposed $24,980,000 EV budget in 2025, or some

other amount?

Answer:
My phrase “this large, requested amount” refers to DTE Electric’s

2025 proposed $24,980,000 EV budget.

Respondent: Al Freeman



EVG-3 (LRS-3)
Docket No. U-21534

MPSC Staff’'s Answer to the EVgo’s First Discovery Request Page 2 of 5

MPSC Case No. U-21534

August 9, 2024

Question:
1b: Please identify the “past rebate programs” mentioned in the second
sentence of the referenced portion of Mr. Freeman’s testimony, and provide
the budget or cost recovery request associated with those “past rebate
programs.”

Answer:
The “past rebate programs” refer to DTE Electric witness Kelsey

Peterson’s testimony in U-21297. Specifically, I am referring to her Tables

1 and 2 on pages 5-6 of her testimony.

Respondent: Al Freeman



EVG-3 (LRS-3)
Docket No. U-21534

MPSC Staff’'s Answer to the EVgo’s First Discovery Request Page 3 of 5

MPSC Case No. U-21534

August 9, 2024
Question:
le. Please identify the amount of the “significant increase” to which Mr.

Freeman refers.
Answer:
The “significant increase” refers to the $13,985,000 for the actual and

estimated pilot spend from company witness Peterson’s testimony.

Respondent: Al Freeman



EVG-3 (LRS-3)
Docket No. U-21534

MPSC Staff’'s Answer to the EVgo’s First Discovery Request Page 4 of 5

MPSC Case No. U-21534
August 9, 2024
Question:
EVgo-MPSC 1.02. Refer to page 8 of witness Freeman’s direct testimony, which
recommends an $8,000,000 disallowance to the Company’s Business and eFleet
Charger Rebates program, stating “[t]he Business and eFleet Charger Rebates $16
million request is the foundational piece of the Company’s overall $24,980,000
proposed EV budget request.”
a. Does Mr. Freeman take any position on whether his recommended
$8,000,000 disallowance should reduce DTE’s Business Charger
Rebate budget, its eFleet Charger Rebate budget, or both? If the
answer is anything other than “no”, please explain Mr. Freeman’s
position.
Answer:
The $8,000,000 disallowance should come from both the DTE

Electric’s Business Charger Rebate Program and its eFleet Charger Rebate

budget.

Respondent: Al Freeman



EVG-3 (LRS-3)
Docket No. U-21534

MPSC Staff’'s Answer to the EVgo’s First Discovery Request Page 50f 5

MPSC Case No. U-21534
August 9, 2024

Question: 2b. Is it Mr. Freeman’s position that DTE should reduce its
proposed budget for Business and eFleet Charger rebates in 2026, 2027 and 2028
(described at Table 9 of DTE witness Bennett’s testimony) by the amount of his
recommended disallowance? If the answer is anything other than “yes”, please

explain Mr. Freeman’s position on DTE’s proposed investment in Business and

eFleet Charger rebates in 2026, 2027 and 2028.

Answer:

My position is that DTE Electric should reduce its proposed budget
for the Business and eFleet Charger Rebates for the bridge and test years
specified in the Case No. U-21534. DTE Electric is welcome to revisit this
issue in their next rate case. The EV marketplace is evolving and in the

future larger rebates may be appropriate at that time.

Respondent: Al Freeman

21534/Discovery/Answer to EVgo’s 1st Disc Req



STATE OF MICHIGAN

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In the matter of the application of DTE
ELECTRIC COMPANY for authority to
increase its rates, amend its rate schedules
and rules governing the distribution and
supply of electric energy, and for
miscellaneous accounting authority

N N N N N N

PROOF OF SERVICE

On September 17, 2024, an electronic copy of EVgo’s Exhibit List and Exhibits EVG-1 (LRS-

1), EVG-2 (LRS-2), EVG-3 (LRS-3) was served on the following via email:

Name/Party

Email Address

ABATE

Michael J. Pattwell
Stephen A. Campbell
Jessica York

Brian C. Andrews
James R. Dauphinais
Christopher C. Walters

mpattwell@clarkhill.com
scampbell@clarkhill.com
jyork(@consultbai.com
bandrews@consultbai.com
jdauphinais@consultbai.com
cwalters@consultbai.com

Advanced Energy United/Institute For
Energy Innovation/Michigan Energy
Innovation Business Council/The Foundry
Association of Michigan and Energy
Michigan, Inc.

Timothy J. Lundgren

Justin K. Ooms

Laura A. Chappelle

Justin Barnes

Alexander J. Zakem

tlundgren@potomaclaw.com
jooms@potomaclaw.com
Ichappelle@potomaclaw.com
jbarnes@eq-research.com
ajz-consulting@comecast.net

City of Ann Arbor/Michigan Municipal
Association/

Valerie J.M. Brader

Valerie R. Jackson

valerie@rivenoaklaw.com

valeriejackson@rivenoaklaw.com

vjackson@a2gov.org
ecf(@rivenoaklaw.com

DTE Electric Company
Paula Johnson-Bacon

mpscfilings@dteenergy.com

paula.bacon@dteenergy.com

Case No. U-21534

ALJ Sally Wallace




Jon P. Christinidis
Andrea E. Hayden
Breanne K. Reitzel
John A. Janiszewski

jon.christinidis@dteenergy.com
andrea.hayden@dteenergy.com
Breanne.reitzel@dteenergy.com
john.janiszewski@dteenergy.com

EVgo Services, LLC
Michael G. Oliva
Nikhil Vijaykar
Lindsey Stegall
Alicia Zaloga

moliva@fosterswift.com
nvijaykar@keyesfox.com
lindsey.stegall@evgo.com
azaloga@keyesfox.com

Electrify America
Jennifer A. Morante
Stephen Bright
Krystal D. Hermiz

Jjmorante@grsm.com
steve.bright@electrifyamerica.com
khermiz@grsm.com

Michigan Environmental Council/Citizens
Utility Board of Michigan/Natural
Resources Defense Council/Sierra Club
Christopher M. Bzdok

Tracy Jane Andrews

Breanna Thomas

Josh Denzler

Julielyn Gibbons

David Gard

Douglas Jester

Matt Bandyk

Paul Alvarez

Dennis Stephens

chris@envlaw.com
chris@tropospherelegal.com
tjandrews@tropospherelegal.com
breanna@tropospherelegal.com
jdenzler@5lakesenergy.com
jeibbons@>5Slakesenergy.com
dgard@>5lakesenergy.com
djester@>5lakesenergy.com
mbandyk@5lakesenergy.com
palvarez@wiredgroup.net
dennis.stephens@hotmail.com

Michigan EIBA/IEI/United
Laura Sherman

laura@mieibc.org

MPSC Staff

Lori Mayabb
Heather M.S. Durian
Amit T. Singh
Michael J. Orris
Monica M. Stephens

mayabbl@michigan.gov
durianh@michigan.gov
singha9@michigan.gov
orrism@michigan.gov
stephensm11@michigan.gov

PROTEC (The Michigan Coalition to
Protest the Public Rights of Way)
Michael J. Watza

Mike.watza@kitch.com




Environmental Law & Policy
Center/Ecology Center/Union of
Concerned Scientists/Vote Solar
Nicholas Wallace

Alondra Estrada

Daniel Abrams

Carolyn Boyce

James Gignac

Will Kenworthy

Brad Klein

Lee Shaver

Boratha Tan

Curt Volkman

Sydney White

nwallace@elpc.org
aestrada@elpc.org
dabrams@elpc.org
cboyce@elpc.org
MPSCDocket@elpc.org
jgignac(@ucsusa.org
will@votesolar.org
bklein@elpc.org
Ishaver@ucsusa.org
btan@votesolar.org
curt@newenergy-advisors.com
swhite@elpc.org

Great Lakes Renewable Energy
Association Inc.

Don L. Keskey

Brian W. Coyer

John Freeman

Bridget Corwin

John Richter

donkeskey@publiclawresourcecenter.com
bwcoyer@publiclawresourcecenter.com
Jfreeman13@comcast.net
becorwin@umich.edu
johnarichter@pm.me

International Transmission Company
Richard J. Aaron

Courtney F. Kissel

Olivia R.C.A. Flower

Hannah E. Buzolits

raaron@dykema.com
ckissel@dykema.com
oflower@dykema.com
hbuzolits@dykema.com

Soulidarity/We Want Green, Too
Amanda Urban

Mark N. Templeton

Jacob Schuhardt

Sam Heppell

Madison S. Wilson

Justin Schott

t-9aurba@lawclinic.uchicago.edu
templeton@uchicago.edu
jschuhardt@uchicago.edu
heppell@uchicago.edu
madisonswilson@uchicago.edu
jbschott@umich.edu
blukanov(@psehealthyenergy.org
aelc_mpsc@lawclinic.uchicago.edu

The Kroger Company
Jody Kyler Cohn

Kurt J. Boehm

Michael L. Kurtz
Justin Bieber

jkylercohn@bkllawfirm.com
kboehm@bkllawfirm.com
mkurtz@bkllawfirm.com
jbieber@energystrat.com

Michigan Attorney General
Joel King

Kingj38@michigan.gov
Ag-enra-spec-lit@michigan.gov




Seb Coppola

sebcoppola@corplytics.com

Michigan Cable Telecommunications
Association/Zeco Systems, Inc. d/b/a
Greenlots

Sean P. Gallagher

Justin Mann

sgallagher@fraserlawfirm.com
jmann@fraserlawfirm.com

Michigan Municipal Association for Utility
Issues

Valerie J.M. Brader

Linda Hofrichter

Rick Bunch

valerie@rivenoaklaw.com
lhd@rivenoaklaw.com
rick@mi-maui.org

Utility Workers Union of America, Local
223
Benjamin L. King

bking@michworkerlaw.com

Wal-Mart
Melissa M. Horne

mhorne@hcc-law.com

ALJ Sally L. Wallace

wallaces2(@michigan.gov

The statements above are true to the best of my knowledge, information and belief.

Dated: September 17, 2024

/s/ Nikhil Vijaykar

Nikhil Vijaykar

Keyes & Fox LLP

580 California Street, 12 Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104

Tel.: 408-621-3256

E-mail: nvijaykar@keyesfox.com






