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Approach

Executive Summary

National Grid proposes construction of a new gas pipeline that is estimated to cost
at least $1 billion to build. National Grid claims that the proposed pipeline is needed
to meet a growing demand for gas heating in cold weather, but its claim has no
factual support, as detailed in this report.

This Northeast Supply Enhancement (NESE) pipeline would ship fracked gas from
Pennsylvania to downstate New York for burning. The contract for its use would
require ratepayers in Long Island, Brooklyn, Staten Island and most of Queens to
pay $193 million a year for 15 years.

The pipeline would provide profits for its

developer, the Williams Companies, Inc.,

based in Tulsa, Oklahoma, and related

construction would provide profits for .

National Grid. But the ratepayers face a Asking New Yorkers
substantial risk. National Grid does not to pay for a $1-billion
disclose what will happen if construction PNT .
costs are higher than predicted—a pipeline that_ls
common phenomenon in large not needed is
construction projects. Also, this expensive not responsible_
ratepayer-funded structure could soon

become obsolete, and ratepayers will be

left with paying for an asset that provides

no service.

The project required a Clean Water Act water quality certification for construction.
During the first two rounds of environmental hearings in New York, National Grid’s
proposal was rejected by the State Department of Environmental Conservation. The
company responded by unilaterally declaring a moratorium on all new
development. Inexplicably, it even refused to restore existing but suspended service.
The New York State Public Service Commission (PSC) ordered National Grid to
remove its unauthorized moratorium and to produce a report to evaluate long-term
energy needs in its service area and alternatives to the pipeline. The PSC order is an
attempt to find a constructive way to settle this matter. National Grid’s proposed
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report was issued for public comment in February 2020, and it must be finalized by
June 2020.

The Institute for Energy Economics and Financial Analysis (IEEFA) has examined
this proposed report and concludes that the pipeline is not needed for the following
reasons:

e National Grid is not facing an urgent, pending, unmet demand. Ratepayers
are being asked to foot the whole bill for a pipeline that will be used
principally during very cold winter days.

e Conditions of extreme cold weather “peak demand” occur on only a few days
out of the year, and experts report that the average number of days per year
of below-freezing weather, locally, has been declining. A Con Edison study
finds that overall warmer winters could lead to a 33% decrease in gas sales
by 2050 and a 49% decrease by 2080.

e More flexible, targeted non-pipeline methods exist to manage and reduce
peak demand.

e National Grid’s projections of increasing demand are higher than Con
Edison’s, out of step with local and national trends, and unlikely to occur.

e The COVID-19 pandemic’s adverse impact on economic activity is
substantial. The extent of this impact over the next several years is likely to
have a dampening effect on demand, and as new demand arises, it is likely to
encounter a market in which consumers have additional choices beyond
natural gas.

e Future economic growth in New York does not depend on soaring use of
natural gas. New York leads the country in industrial energy efficiency and
its comparatively strong record in commercial and residential efficiency is
about to become more robust due to new laws.

Strategic planning for energy efficiency and peak demand reduction to ensure
coverage is reasonable, but, given these considerations, capital construction is not.
The public dialogue is not about whether sufficient supply exists to meet current
need. It does. The dialogue is about how to meet the needs of future economic
growth in the region. The data confirms that there is no need for this pipeline.
Weather trends, population patterns, existing efficiency measures, proven
innovations to reduce consumer usage and rate-setting tools make clear that a no-
pipeline alternative is sound policy that will have an affordable outcome for
consumers.

Asking New Yorkers to pay for a $1-billion pipeline that is not needed is not
responsible. Twenty years ago, National Grid and the Williams Companies’ case for a
pipeline would have faced little public or institutional opposition, but time and
innovation have rendered this proposal a monument to the past. Future economic
growth in New York can and should be achieved using the best practices we have
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now, not outdated remedies. National Grid should move forward with a sustainable
program designed with projections more in line with current real-world conditions.
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Introduction

National Grid is proposing to spur construction of a pipeline—the proposed
Northeast Supply Enhancement Project, or “NESE” pipeline—to send up to 400,000
dekatherms (400 MDth?) of fracked gas from Pennsylvania to New York City and
Long Island.? The pipeline system would start in Pennsylvania, travel through New
Jersey, cross New York Harbor and terminate in the waters near the Rockaway
Peninsula.

When the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation denied a
Clean Water Act Water Quality Certification for the project in 2019,3 National Grid
unilaterally declared a moratorium on new gas service connections, asserting this
was needed to ensure that it could meet future peak demand.*

The New York State Public Service
Commission (PSC) brought an

enforcement action against National Grid Enough information
challenging its unauthorized conduct in

is available to conclude
declaring the moratorium.> This resulted

in a settlement agreement and PSC Order that the NESE pipeline
in November 2019 that lifted the is neither needed nor
regulated utility’s self-imposed financially advisable.

moratorium on new gas service
connections for at least two years.

Under the settlement agreement, the company must assess long-term capacity need
for its downstate New York territory—the KeySpan Gas East (KEDLI) and Brooklyn
Union Gas (KEDNY) service areas—and investigate options to address it. National
Grid’s proposed report, issued February 24, 2020 for public comment,$ continues to
present the NESE pipeline as a key element of its capacity strategy. A final report is
due by June 2020.

1 One MDth is 1,000 Dekatherms. National Grid uses this unit uniformly throughout its 2020
Report.

2 Estimates vary, but 400,000 dekatherms could serve roughly 2.1 million homes, based on
estimates by the Williams Companies, Inc., of other projects it has sponsored in the region. See,
e.g., Williams Companies, Inc., FERC approves Transco project to serve growing demand for
natural gas in northeastern U.S., August 14, 2018 (stating that 190 MDth/day would serve the
heating and other needs for about 1 million homes).

3 NYS Department of Environmental Conservation, Notice of Denial of Water Quality Certification,
Northeast Supply Enhancement Project, DEC ID 2-9902-00109/00004, May 15, 2019.

4 National Grid, Implementation and Contingency Plan, Oct 21, 2019, NYS PSC Case 19-G-0678, p.
2.

5 The Public Service Law (“PSL”), § 65-a establishes that if a utility cannot provide increased
service due to a gas shortage, the PSC can authorize it to cease providing new or incremental
service, but that it should be done in a manner that avoids undue hardship. If adequate supply
exists, however, utilities must provide residential customers with service upon a proper
application. PSL §31(1) and Transportation Corporations Law §12.

6 National Grid, Natural Gas Long-Term Capacity Report for Brooklyn, Queens, Staten Island and
Long Island, February 2020 (hereafter, National Grid 2020 Report).


https://www.williams.com/2018/08/14/ferc-approves-transco-project-to-serve-growing-demand-for-natural-gas-in-northeastern-u-s/
https://www.williams.com/2018/08/14/ferc-approves-transco-project-to-serve-growing-demand-for-natural-gas-in-northeastern-u-s/
https://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/administration_pdf/nodtgp.pdf
https://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/administration_pdf/nodtgp.pdf
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=19-G-0678&submit=Search
https://millawesome.s3.amazonaws.com/Downstate_NY_Long-Term_Natural_Gas_Capacity_Report_February_24_2020.pdf
https://millawesome.s3.amazonaws.com/Downstate_NY_Long-Term_Natural_Gas_Capacity_Report_February_24_2020.pdf
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Currently, while the demand for gas can peak on extremely cold winter days and
exceed the capacity of the existing Lower New York Bay Lateral pipeline serving the
area, National Grid manages to meet that peak demand. The company reported to
the PSC in 2018 that “National Grid already has a system in place of supplemental
gas sources and demand reduction strategies to address peak demand,” and that
such a peak “only lasts for a few hours.””

Today, it still does not claim that its existing peak demand management and supply
systems have ever failed. Rather, it asserts that higher levels of gas burning should
occur in New York and that this higher level of gas burning should be achieved by
building a massive, costly pipeline, even though it would mostly not be needed
except during short periods of peak demand.

The PSC has launched a new initiative to improve natural gas planning in New York.
It declares:

The current approach to gas system planning poses risks of incomplete
alignment with CLCPA, sub-optimal consideration of alternatives and
timeframe, increased risk and cost to consumers, and unsatisfactory provision
of services and solutions for those same consumers. To align with these policies
and to recognize the emergence of potentially viable alternatives to gas
infrastructure, gas planning must explicitly take into account of the likely
useful life of all alternatives, and of the resulting cost and risk implications.8

The PSC Order requires gas utilities in

New York to “file a supply and demand

analysis with regard to the locations in

their respective service territories

known to be vulnerable to supply

constraints” by June 17.2 This

information would have been helpful

for analysis of National Grid’s 2020 The PSC Order requires
Report, but the company did not include a more comprehensive
itin the proposed report that it issued
in February. The Order requires, in
subsequent months, a more
comprehensive supply-and-demand
analysis regarding the utility’s service
area, a proposal for peaking services
and moratorium management issues,

supply-and-demand analysis.

7 National Grid, Gas Demand Response REV Demonstration Project in New York City and Long
Island: Q4 2017 Report, January 31, 2018 (hereafter, National Grid Gas Demand Pilot Report Q4
2017),p. 1.

8 PSC, Order Instituting Proceeding on Motion of the Commission in Regard to Gas Planning
Procedures, Case No. 20-G-0131, March 19, 2020, pp. 6-7. PSC documents are organized by case
docket, and the link to the docket is provided. Individual documents within that docket generally
can be found most easily by scrolling to the date of submission and searching for the author.

9 Ibid,, p. 12.


http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=16-g-0058&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=16-g-0058&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=20-G-0131&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=20-G-0131&submit=Search
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and proposals for energy efficiency, demand response, non-pipeline alternative
procurements and other measures.10

In the absence of this disclosure, nevertheless, enough information is available to
conclude that the NESE pipeline is neither needed nor financially advisable, and that
more prudent alternatives exist.

Background: National Grid’s Corporate Structure and
U.S. Activities

KEDNY, also known as the Brooklyn Union Gas Company, is a local distribution
company that sells natural gas to roughly 1.3 million customers in Brooklyn, Staten
Island, and part of Queens. KEDLI, known as KeySpan Gas East Corporation,
similarly serves Long Island and the Rockaway Peninsula in Queens. Although
KEDLI and KEDNY operate under separate tariffs, they are both wholly-owned
subsidiaries of National Grid USA (NGUSA). NGUSA is a wholly-owned subsidiary of
National Grid North America Inc. (NGNA), which is a wholly-owned subsidiary of
National Grid plc, a company incorporated under the laws of England and Wales.
Moody’s reports that utility operations in New York State accounted for roughly
28% of National Grid plc’s annual revenues as of March 31, 2019.11

While National Grid provides both natural gas and electricity in parts of New York,
Massachusetts and Rhode Island,!? it no longer provides direct electricity services in
downstate New York.13 It sells only natural gas as a fuel for housing, businesses and
power plants.

Getting to the Truth About Future Need

The major driver of National Grid’s push for the pipeline is its projection that gas
demand will rise by an average of 1.8 percent per year “under current policies and
customer usage patterns.”14 Its 2020 Report asserts that efficiency measures

10 Tbid., pp. 13-14.

11 Moody’s Investor Services, Credit Opinion: KeySpan Gas East Corporation, December 30, 2019,
p. 3; Moody’s Investor Services, Credit Opinion: Brooklyn Union Gas Company, December 30,
2019, p. 3; and PSC, Request for Proposals, p. 6, attached to PSC, Order Instituting Proceeding and
Authorizing Issuance of a RFP, Case No. 18-M-0195, May 17, 2018.

12 National Grid’s operations in Massachusetts were subject to scrutiny when it issued a lockout
order in mid-2018 against its workers during a protracted labor contract dispute, suspending
their health insurance. The dispute was resolved in early 2019. The state legislature and governor
had acted to pass a law extending unemployment benefits for the workers. Boston Globe, National
Grid workers ok contract, ending lockout, Katie Johnston, January 7, 2019.

13National Grid’s management service contract for transmission and distribution of electricity for
the Long Island Power Authority (LIPA) ended in 2013; LIPA transitioned the service to the
Public Service Enterprise Group Long Island LLC (PSEG-LI). NorthStar Consulting Group, A
Comprehensive Management and Operations Audit of National Grid USA’s New York Gas
Companies, Final Report, Case 13-G-0009, July 25, 2014 (hereafter, NorthStar 2014 Audit of
National Grid), p. I1-3.

14 National Grid 2020 Report, p. 7.


http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=18-M-0195&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=18-M-0195&submit=Search
https://www.bostonglobe.com/business/2019/01/07/two-unions-approve-national-grid-contract/hEg7JnmsMWjT71CRQ9NKQM/story.html
https://www.bostonglobe.com/business/2019/01/07/two-unions-approve-national-grid-contract/hEg7JnmsMWjT71CRQ9NKQM/story.html
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=13-G-0009&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=13-G-0009&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=13-G-0009&submit=Search

Proposed NESE Gas Pipeline in New York:
A Bad Bargain for Ratepayers and Taxpayers

required by State policy would reduce

this rate to 1.1 percent (a “High Demand,

Energy Efficiency” scenario), and the rate

could drop to 0.8 percent (a “Low

Demand, Energy Efficiency” scenario)

with more aggressive energy efficiency.1s National Grid’s projections
But the projection raises more questions . .
than it answers because of the large gap raise more questions
between National Grid’s planning target than they answer.
and actual record highs in gas demand,

and the unexplained steep upward

incline in National Grid's demand

projection that is inconsistent with

recent trends.

The Gap Between National Grid’s Planning Target and Actual
Record Highs of Peak Demand Is Substantial

To develop its projections, National Grid uses a “Design Day,” which is a hypothetical
day of extreme cold that would generate a high demand for gas. The utility selects
that level of demand as the target capacity for its gas supply system.

The Design Day load forecast should be protective, while staying within a
reasonable range. The reasonableness of this Design Day load forecast is important.
National Grid uses it to develop its Five-Year Distribution System Reinforcement
and Reliability Plan and to justify the amount of natural gas capacity that it deems
necessary to establish for each year.16

National Grid defines a Design Day as a 24-hour period in which the temperature
averages 0°F.17 Although this is intended to be a one-in-40-year probability,
downstate New York has not actually experienced a real “Design Day” condition
since 1934, over 85 years ago.18 Such conditions were not even reached during the
notorious “polar vortex” event of the 2013 /14 winter. By way of example, National
Grid reports that on the two very cold January days in 2019 that generated record-
setting demand, the actual average temperature was 8°F and 13°F, respectively.1?

Currently, the gap between the load called for by National Grid’s Design Day and the
actual peak load is substantial. National Grid testified to the PSC regarding the size
of “new records for sendouts”—the amount of gas that is released from the system
to meet the day’s needs—that occurred during the last two winter heating

15 National Grid 2020 Report, p. 8.

16 NorthStar 2014 Audit of National Grid, p. V-26.

17 National Grid 2020 Report, p. 19. It reports that the Consolidated Edison Company of New York
(Con Edison) uses the same Design Day.

18 National Grid 2020 Report, pp. 18-19.

19 The dates were January 6 and 21, 2019. National Grid Gas Infrastructure and Operations Panel
(“GIOP”), Direct Testimony, KEDNY Rate Case No. 19-G-0309, April 2019, pp. 57 and 66.


http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=13-G-0009&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=19-G-0309&submit=Search
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seasons.20 It reported that:

e During the winter of 2017/18, KEDNY and KEDLI both recorded four of their
top ten sendout records. On January 6, 2018. KEDNY had a firm load record
sendout of 1,417 MDth, and KEDLI’s was 1,015 MDth.

e During the winter of 2018/19, KEDNY and KEDLI both recorded two of their
top ten sendout records. On January 21, 2019. KEDNY had a second highest
firm load sendout of 1,388 MDth, and KEDLI’s was 1,030 MDth.21

But the combined total of 2,432 MDth for 2017/18 and 2,418 MDth for 2018/19
were still well below National Grid’s existing Design Day system capacity, which was
2,762 MDth for 2017 /18 and 2,837 MDth for 2018/19.22 Out of the total 2018/19
Design Day capacity, 330 MDth in 2017/18 and 410 MDth in 2018/19 remained
unused on the date of National Grid’s highest “sendout” of gas for the downstate
New York service area, even though National Grid states that these were record high
sendouts.

20 Tbid., p. 66.

21 [bid. and National Grid GIOP, Direct Testimony, KEDLI Rate Case No. 19-G-0310, April 2019, p.
57.

22 National Grid, 2018-19 National Grid Winter Supply Review, Case 18-M-0272, July 16, 2018
(hereafter, National Grid Winter Supply Review 2018-19), p. 56, Table 1a [2018/19] and p. 84,
Exh.1[2017/18]. The Design Day capacity is 2,868 MDth for 2019/20. See National Grid Director
of Gas Supply Planning, Second Supplemental Testimony to the PSC, Elizabeth Arangio, Rate Case
Nos. 19-5-0309 and 19-G-0310, December 13, 2019, Exh. EDA-6SS.


http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=19-G-0310&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=18-M-0272&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=19-G-0309&submit=Search
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Figure 1: Design Day Load vs. Actual Record Send-outs
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Source: National Grid GIOP, Direct Testimony, KEDNY Rate Case, p. 66, and Direct Testimony,
KEDLI Rate Case, p. 57; National Grid, 2018-19 National Grid Winter Supply Review, p. 56, Table
la and p. 84, Exh. 1; and National Grid Director of Gas Supply Planning, Second Supplemental
Testimony, Exh. EDA-6SS.

The Independent Monitor appointed by the PSC to ensure compliance with the
enforcement case settlement order, Adam H. Schuman, has recommended that
National Grid should revisit the appropriateness of this Design Day given that, “the
need to supply capacity for such an event may be highly infrequent, but National
Grid plans for such an event and, absent possessing sufficient capacity to meet
demand in a Design Day scenario, contemplates a moratorium.”23

A new report by Synapse Energy Economics suggests, based on 70 years of
temperature data, that a Design Day average temperature of 3°F would be
reasonable, and calculates that this change would reduce the design load by about
107 MDth/day for the 2019/20 winter heating season.24 If the PSC were to
determine that this is a reasonable adjustment to the Design Day target, it would
reduce the estimate of unmet Design Day peak load needed for the winter of
2034/35 by more than a quarter (26 percent) under National Grid’s middle range
projection (high demand plus energy efficiency) and by roughly 40 percent or more
under National Grid’s low range projection (Low Demand plus Energy Efficiency).2>

23 Adam H. Schumann, Independent Monitor, National Grid Monitorship, 15t Quarterly Report,
Cases Nos. 20-G-0086 and 20-G-0087, March 13,2020, p. 11.

24 Synapse Energy Economics, Inc., Assessment of National Grid’s Long-Term Capacity Report:
Natural gas capacity needs and alternatives, prepared for the Eastern Environmental Law Center,
April 6, 2020, p. 15.

25 See National Grid 2020 Report, p. 43, Figure 20.


http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=19-G-0309&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=19-G-0310&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=18-M-0272&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=19-G-0309&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=19-G-0309&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=19-G-0678&submit=Search
https://www.synapse-energy.com/project/assessment-national-grids-long-term-capacity-report
https://www.synapse-energy.com/project/assessment-national-grids-long-term-capacity-report
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The Actual Frequency of Peak Demand Periods in Downstate
New York

The PSC’s natural gas planning order

places a high priority on transparency.

For example, it instructs the PSC staff

to consider the competing interests of

utility business confidentiality and the

“high importance to the public” of National Grid’s 2020 report
disclosure of relevant information in does not disclose how
making determinations about often conditions of
confidentiality.26 This will be helpful in

future proceedings, but the current peak demand occur.
proceeding has not benefited from this

mandate. Important information

relevant to assessing peak demand is

missing.

National Grid’s 2020 Report does not disclose how often conditions of peak demand
occur.?’ Nor has it responded to questions submitted by the public in the
enforcement proceeding about how often peak demand measures are
implemented.28 Other documents, however, indicate that hours of peak demand
causing utilities to ask “firm” customers (who have no alternate heating system or
are never required to use one) to reduce load, typically may occur roughly four to
seven times per year. Documents imply that customers with fuel-switching
capability and lower, incentivized rates, may be required to temporarily use
alternate fuel up to ten or more times a year.

National Grid operates a peak shaving pilot project—an incentive-based program
targeting large commercial firm gas customers in areas prioritized by gas
distribution constraints. That program requires participating customers to commit
to respond to demand reduction action requests (“curtailment events”) “no more
than six (6) times per winter.”2° These customers voluntarily shift their timing or
amounts of gas use, rather than switching fuels. Curtailment events last from 6:00

26 PSC, Order Instituting Proceeding on Motion of the Commission in Regard to Gas Planning
Procedures, p. 6.

27 In National Grid’s 2020 Report, the term “peak demand” is not defined, but appears to be used
to describe conditions during which the utility takes action to tap additional gas supplies and to
curb demand. Con Edison defines “peak demand” as “the highest rate at which gas is delivered to
or by a system, expressed in cubic feet or therms, or multiples thereof, for a designated period of
time.” Con Edison, Gas Long Range Plan 2019-2038, January 2019, p. 59.

28 See Sara Gronim, Letter of comment to the PSC, Case No. 19-6-0678, March 3, 2020; and Oral
comments of Alexi Assmus, Eastern Environmental Law Center, urging response to requests for
information on how various assumptions to estimate future demand were developed. A National
Grid spokesperson replied that responses would be provided after the public comment period
closed, “probably by the end of April.” Transcript from National Grid Natural Gas Long-Term
Capacity Report Public Meeting, March 30, 2020, pp. 25-26.

29 National Grid, Gas Demand Response Report Q4 2017, p. 2.


http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=20-G-0131&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=20-G-0131&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=19-G-0678&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=19-G-0678&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=19-G-0678&submit=Search
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=16-g-0058&submit=Search

Proposed NESE Gas Pipeline in New York:
A Bad Bargain for Ratepayers and Taxpayers

13

a.m. to 9:00 a.m.30 National Grid reported to the PSC that:

e From January through February 2018, it activated the demand management
request, as planned, five times in its KEDLI territory and three times in its
KEDNY territory.

e In 2019, itagain “called” five events in its KEDLI territory three events in its
KEDNY territory.31

e Apparently, no peak hour conditions occurred during the winter of
2019/2020 to trigger the calling of an event. Natio