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DECISION ON EVALUATION, MEASUREMENT, AND VERIFICATION OF
CALIFORNIA UTILITY ENERGY EFFICIENCY PROGRAMS

1. Summary

This Decision paves the way for future evaluation, measurement, and
verification (EM&V) of California Public Utilities Commission (Commission)
energy efficiency programs.! In this decision we establish the Commission’s
energy efficiency EM&V objectives for post-2012 programs, identify challenges
that must be addressed before those programs begin, and launch a series of
workshops designed to address those challenges collaboratively and
transparently.

California’s energy efficiency markets are increasingly dynamic. New
influences on these markets and more comprehensive programmatic initiatives
demand greater clarity of purpose and innovation in energy efficiency EM&V.
This Decision provides that clarity and makes way for those innovations, by
setting up stakeholder meetings well before the launch of post-2012 programs
and dedicating resources to the effort.

2. Background
2.1. The EM&YV Policy Framework

In 2003, the Commission, in collaboration with the California Energy
Commission (CEC) and the now defunct California Consumer Power and

Conservation Financing Authority developed California’s first Energy Action

I EM&V are activities which evaluate, monitor, measure and verify performance or
other aspects of energy efficiency programs or their market environment.
Energy Efficiency Policy Manual, Version 4.0. at 6.
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Plan (EAP).2 The EAP sets forth a loading order that prioritizes which energy
resources California will use to meet its future energy needs. The loading order
stipulates that energy efficiency is California’s “resource of first choice.” Since
the loading order issued, the Commission has invested in energy efficiency
programs designed to displace or defer costly supply-side alternatives.

It is in the context of energy efficiency as a resource that the
Commission’s existing EM&V policy framework took shape. Decision
(D.) 05-01-055 returned California’s Investor Owned Utilities (IOUs)3 to the role
of energy efficiency program administrators and tasked the Commission’s
Energy Division with EM&V of the utility programs. D.05-01-055 defined the
objectives of EM&V as follows:

1) measure and verify energy and peak load savings for
individual programs, groups of programs, and at the
portfolio level; 2) generate data for savings estimates and
cost-effectiveness inputs; 3) measure and evaluate the
achievements of energy efficiency programs, groups of
programs and/or the portfolio in terms of the
“performance basis” established under Commission-
adopted EM&V protocols; and 4) evaluate whether
programs or portfolio goals are met. (D.05-01-055, at 12.)

D.05-04-051 subsequently adopted policy rules for energy efficiency and defined

the utilities” “performance earning basis.”4 Informed by these fundamental

2 “Energy Action Plan 1,” California Energy Commission, California Public Utilities

Commission and California Consumer Power and Conservation Financing Authority.
May 8, 2003. Available at: http://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/word_pdfREPORT/28715.pdf.

3 In this Decision, “utilities” and “IOUs” refer to Pacific Gas and Electric Company
(PG&E), Southern California Edison Company (SCE), San Diego Gas & Electric
Company (SDG&E), and Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas).

4 Energy Efficiency Policy Manual, Version 3.
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EM&V components and plans, the IOUs designed their 2006-2008 energy
efficiency portfolios. The portfolios, subsequently approved in D.05-09-043, were
largely made up of up-stream lighting programs, that primarily focused on the
Compact Fluorescent Lighting (CFL) markets.

In 2007 the Commission issued D.07-09-043, laying the groundwork for
a Risk/Reward Incentive Mechanism (RRIM) which allows utility shareholders
to profit by achieving defined energy savings targets and sets up penalties for
significant underperformance. Determination of utility earnings or penalties
through the RRIM was to rest on evaluations of program performance. The need
to inform these determinations added new and greater emphasis on the
transparency, accuracy, and reliability of EM&V results. Since its inception, the
mechanics of the RRIM, as well as the defined targets (goals), have been highly
contentious. Parties continue to disagree over whether the RRIM provides
effective incentives to foster improvements in energy efficiency program design
or performance.

In 2008 two significant developments reshaped California’s energy
efficiency landscape and added new objectives to those identified in the EAP.
First, pursuant to Assembly Bill (AB) 32 (California’s Global Warming Solutions
Act), the California Air Resources Board (CARB) expects to achieve up to 15% of
the mandated reductions in Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions through energy
efficiency. Thus, with the passage of AB 32, energy efficiency became not only
the state’s energy resource of choice, but also a primary factor in achieving

California’s GHG reduction targets.
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The second development, inspired in part by AB 32, was the
development of the California Long Term Energy Efficiency Strategic Plan
(Strategic Plan).5> The Strategic Plan envisions an energy efficient future for each
customer segment and identifies market transformation strategies to help
transform utility energy efficiency programs. The Strategic Plan also directs IOU
energy efficiency programs to transition away from measures which provide
short-term energy savings (i.e., CFLs) in favor of more comprehensive, long-term
savings.

In D.08-07-047 the Commission updated its energy efficiency goals.
Prior to D.08-07-047 energy efficiency goals were limited to energy savings
achieved by IOU programs. This had the unintended outcome of creating
disincentives for cooperative programs. D.08-07-047 replaced the earlier,
narrower, definition of goals with “Total Market Gross” goals. Total Market
Gross goals reflect the Commission’s expectation that utility programs should
complement and enhance state building standards, expected federal appliance
standards, Big Bold Energy Efficiency Strategies, and AB 1109.7

In 2009 the Strategic Plan’s emphasis on market transformation and
long-term savings began to be incorporated into the IOUs” programmatic energy
efficiency activities. D.09-09-047 approved the IOUs” 2010-2012 portfolios and

began implementing energy efficiency programs designed to achieve the

5 www.californiaenergyefficiency.com.
6 D.04-09-060, Table 1A-1E.

7 AB 1109, the California Lighting Efficiency and Toxics Reduction Act, requires
reductions in energy usage for lighting and encourages the use of more efficient lighting
technologies. (http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/07-08/bill/asm/ab_1101-
1150/ab_1109_bill_20071012_chaptered.pdf)
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objectives of AB 32 and the Strategic Plan. In D.10-04-029 the Commission
authorized a Joint Energy Division/IOU EM&V plan to evaluate the 2010-2012
programs. The evaluation of the 2010-2012 programs will help bridge the gap
between the past and future of energy efficiency. Evaluations will measure
savings from behavior-based programs, progress toward the market
transformation objectives outlined in the Strategic Plan, and quantify the
demand side energy resources created as a result of portfolio investments.
California is now being served by a multitude of energy efficiency
programs. In addition to the Commission’s energy efficiency programs, energy
efficiency services are being provided through the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act (ARRA), local governments and private entities, and building
and appliance standards. Each of these services is provided by an independent
administrator with its own funding mechanism, program structure, and
performance metric. This presents new challenges for EM&V.8 Among other
things, determinations of program impact and cost-effectiveness will have to
meld multiple expenditure streams. The success of these programs will depend
on our ability to integrate efforts and leverage resources just as disputes over
who gets to claim energy efficiency savings (attribution) will inhibit success.
This raises new challenges for how we go about assessing the effectiveness and
merits of ratepayer expenditures to support utility energy efficiency programs.
In short, the policy framework underlying energy efficiency has

undergone significant transformation since its conception more than five years

8 “Lessons Learned and Next Steps in Energy Efficiency Measurement and Attribution:
Energy Savings, Net to Gross, Non-energy Benefits, and Persistence of Energy

Footnote continued on next page
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ago. Energy efficiency faces new priorities and challenges in an evolving market.
The time is ripe to take stock of the current framework to ensure that it meets

California’s needs going forward.

2.2. The EM&V Methodological Framework

Two documents contain the Commission’s methods and best practices
to date: the California Evaluation Framework (Evaluation Framework)? and the
California Energy Efficiency Protocols (Protocols).10 The Evaluation Framework
was developed though the collaborative work of the IOUs, Energy Division and
TecMarket Works, a team of professional evaluators. It offered
recommendations for consistent methods and best practices for a wide range of
evaluation questions. It outlined options for a cyclical approach to planning and
conducting evaluations of energy efficiency programs. The Protocols were
initially adopted by Administrative Law Judge (AL]J) ruling in April of 2006 as a
follow up to the Evaluation Framework and were offered as a more prescriptive
guide for conducting evaluation and allocating resources. Minor updates were
adopted by ruling in January 2007.11 The Protocols were developed by
TecMarket Works specifically to guide evaluation of the 2006-2008 IOU energy

efficiency program cycles. The Protocols specify in detail acceptable approaches

Efficiency Behavior.” Skumatz, Lisa, Ph.D. and Skumatz Economic Research Associates
(SERA). November 2009.

9 ftp:/ /ftp.cpuc.ca.gcov/Egy Efficiency/CaliforniaEvaluationFrameworkSept2004.doc.

10

ftp:/ /ftp.cpuc.ca.gov/puc/energy/electric/energy+efficiency /em+and+v/EvaluatorsP
rotocols Final AdoptedviaRuling 06-19-2006.doc.

11 http:/ /docs.cpuc.ca.gov/efile/ RULINGS/ 63294 .pdf.
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and procedures for the evaluation of IOU energy efficiency portfolios. The

content of these documents has remained largely unchanged since 2006.

2.3. The 2006-2008 Energy Efficiency
Evaluation Report

On July 8, 2010, Energy Division issued a Energy Efficiency Evaluation
Report for program years 2006-2008 (06-08 Evaluation Report).12 In the 06-08
Evaluation Report the previously discussed policy and methodological
frameworks are combined to measure and verify energy savings, test the
cost-effectiveness of IOU portfolios, and evaluate whether energy savings
program goals were achieved. The completion of this energy efficiency EM&V
effort is a remarkable accomplishment as it is the largest energy efficiency EM&V
effort ever undertaken.

The 06-08 Evaluation Report finds that between 2006 and 2008, IOU
programs saved 4,093 gigawatt-hours and 44 million therms, and reduced peak
electric load by 779 megawatts. The number of tons of carbon dioxide reduced,
2.6 million, is also significant. Overall, the 2006-2008 portfolios were found to be
cost-effective. The 06-08 Evaluation Report also includes recommendations for
improving future EM&V. One recommendation speaks to changes that have
occurred in California’s energy efficiency policy framework and implications for
future EM&V:

The Commission should consider evaluation priorities for
future program cycles that recognize expanded program
and policy objectives for energy efficiency. The evaluation
framework for 2006-2008 may not address the multiple and

12 http:/ /www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/energy/Energy+Efficiency / EM+and+V /2006-
2008+Energy+Efficiency+Evaluation+Report.htm.
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diverse evaluation needs for meeting AB32, the California
Strategic Plan for Energy Efficiency, and Long-Term
Procurement Plan objectives.13

This recommendation is being implemented through D.10-04-029 and
the execution of EM&V for the 2010-2012 program cycle and will continue
through the 2013-2015 cycle. The challenges and opportunities posed by this
recommendation are central to the EM&V review addressed in this decision.

2.4. EM&V Review Procedural Background

D.09-09-047 identified the need for a comprehensive review of the
Commission’s existing energy efficiency EM&V practices. The Commission
explained that the purpose of the review was to “set a course to develop effective
EM&V going forward, post-2012.”14 On November 20, 2009 the Commission
approved an Order Initiating Rulemaking (OIR), that initiated Rulemaking
(R.) 09-11-014. The OIR included within the rulemaking a “review and
streamlining of our EM&V protocols and processes.”’> On March 18, 2010 the
Commission held a Pre-Hearing Conference (PHC) to begin considering several
issues within R.09-11-014, including the comprehensive EM&V review ordered
by D.09-09-047. The Division of Ratepayer Advocates (DRA), Marin Energy
Authority (MEA), PG&E, SCE, SoCalGas and SDG&E (Joint Parties), The Utility
Reform Network (TURN), and Women’s Energy Matters (WEM) filed PHC
Statements. The same parties, as well as the City and County of San Francisco
(CCSF) and Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC), filed Reply PHC

Statements.

13 06-08 Evaluation Report at 125.
14 D.09-09-047, at 302.

-10 -
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On May 21, 2010 the Assigned Commissioner issued a Ruling and
Scoping Memo (May 21st ACR) that continued our EM&V review. The ruling
provided background on the Commission’s existing EM&V methodological and
policy framework, described in detail the impetus for the review, outlined the
process by which the review would be conducted, identified the issues within
scope, and called for party input.1® Through comments and reply comments,
input was received from CCSF, DRA, PG&E, SCE, Joint Parties, TURN, WEM,
and OPOWER.17 A second ACR seeking additional party input was issued on
July 2, 2010 (July 2nd ACR). In addition to the parties above, the CEC and
Efficiency 2.0 filed comments and reply comments responding to the July 2nd
ACR.

The May 21st ACR and July 2nd ACR sought party input on six key
questions, which can be paraphrased as follows:

a. Should the Commission’s EM&YV objectives, as defined
in D.09-09-047 be amended and if so, how?

b. Should the Commission’s established EM&V Protocols
and Evaluation Framework be amended or expanded
and, if so, how?18

c. What are the merits of and challenges associated with:

i.  Macro Consumption Metrics,?

15 Order Initiating Rulemaking, November 20, 2009, at 3.
16 Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling and Scoping Memo, Phase 1. May 21, 2010.
17" Comments and Reply Comments were filed on June 4 and 18, 2010, respectively.

'* See California Energy Efficiency Evaluation Protocols

(ftp:/ /ftp.cpuc.ca.gov/puc/energy/electric/ energy+efficiency /em+and+v/Evaluators
Protocols_Final_AdoptedviaRuling 06-19-2006.doc) and The California Energy
Efficiency Evaluation Framework

(ftp:/ / ftp.cpuc.ca.gov/Egy_Efficiency/CaliforniaEvaluationFrameworkSept2004.doc).

-11 -
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ii. Experimental Design,?’ and
iii.  Market Transformation Metrics?21

d. What should California learn from other regions and
states, including successful models for collaborative
forums, to enable more effective EM&V?

e. What technological innovations may be brought to bear
to support more effective EM&V?

f. How can the Commission’s EM&V efforts better

support related needs of other state agencies, including
the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and the
CEC, as well as Publicly Owned Utilities (POUs)?

3. Party Positions
3.1. General Areas of Agreement

Three themes emerge from party comments. First, while suggestions
about how to improve the Commission’s energy efficiency EM&V vary

substantially, parties agree the status quo will not be sufficient to effectively

' Macro Consumption Metrics are tools of evaluation that use econometric models to
assess the aggregate impact of energy efficiency policy on energy consumption. These
metrics are distinguished from other methods of impact evaluation because they do not
rely on the sum of a series of more granular studies.

* Experimental Design is a research method used to determine net energy savings by
comparing the energy consumption of treatment and non-treatment (control) groups.

' D.09-09-047 defines Market Transformation as “long-lasting, sustainable changes in
the structure or functioning of a market achieved by reducing barriers to the adoption
of energy efficiency measures to the point where continuation of the same
publicly-funded intervention is no longer appropriate in that specific market. Market
transformation includes promoting one set of efficient technologies, processes or
building design approaches until they are adopted into codes and standards (or
otherwise substantially adopted by the market), while also moving forward to bring the
next generation of even more efficient technologies, processes or design solutions to the
market.” Market Transformation Metrics are measures of the change in the structure or
functioning of a market for energy efficiency products or services caused by a specific
market intervention.

-12 -
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evaluate future energy efficiency programs in California’s dynamic and evolving
energy efficiency market. Parties support the Commission’s efforts to take stock
of its current approach to EM&V and ensure that it meets California’s needs
going forward. In expressing its support for this EM&V review, NRDC reminds
us “effective and coordinated evaluation methodology is critical to meet
California’s energy and climate objectives.”22 DRA describes the goals of the
EM&YV review as “laudable,” a characterization with which PG&E
“whole-heartedly” agrees.?? In short, key stakeholders with widely varying
perspectives agree that there is a need to identify the challenges facing energy
efficiency EM&V and address them head on.

Second, parties agree that preparing the Commission’s energy
efficiency EM&V for post-2012 programs requires a dedicated effort supported
by independent facilitators and technical expertise. In response to the May 21st
ACR, SCE states:

[t]he frameworks used in other cited regions were
developed by thoughtful, collaborative processes to fit the
unique circumstances of those regions and were developed
over a significant period of time. It is time for California
and the parties in this proceeding to do the same.2*

Similarly DRA urges the Commission to explore EM&V challenges
“through a transparent stakeholder process, including workshops, that allows

discussion of issues and potential program models.”?> NRDC suggests an

22 NRDC Opening Comments, June 4, 2010, at 2.

23 DRA Opening Comments, June 4, 2010, at 2; PG&E Opening Comments, June 4, 2010,
at1.

24 SCE Opening Comments, June 3, 2010, at 2.
%5 DRA Opening Comments, June 4, 2010, at 2.

-13 -
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“informal collaborative format” with “clear objectives, a clear process for
meetings and follow-up to action items, and committed participation from
energy agency representatives, utilities (ideally including representatives from
the publicly-owned utilities), and energy and evaluation experts (both from
California and beyond).”26 Alternatively, Joint Parties suggest the formation of a
specific committee tasked with advising the Commission on EM&V and propose
that participation be exclusive.Z Numerous parties call for the Commission to
direct our Energy Division to bring expert consultants on board to support its
consideration of the identified EM&V challenges. While parties offer different
perspectives on format and who should be included in the process, there is
general agreement that the Commission should facilitate and provide resources
to support further exploration of the existing EM&V system, the challenges
facing that system, and potential solutions.

Third, parties agree that applying new EM&V metrics, including Macro
Consumption Metrics and Market Transformation Metrics, as well as expanding
the use of Experimental Design, may help the Commission better assess progress
in achieving the carbon emission reductions required by AB 32 and the Strategic
Plan. However, nearly all parties recommend the Commission proceed
cautiously in applying these metrics, and in some cases, test them before they are
used to assess post-2012 energy efficiency programs. In particular, parties
recommend: 1) that post-2012 EM&V plans be informed by the results of the
“total energy consumption pilot study” from the Joint Energy Division/IOU

26 NRDC Opening Comments, July 16, 2010, at 5-6.
27 Joint Parties Opening Comments, July 16, 2010, at 3.

-14 -
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EM&V Plan for 2010-2012;28 2) further consideration of the Northwest Energy
Efficiency Alliance’s (NEEA) Market Transformation Metrics;?° and 3) additional
study of the scalability of Experimental Design to new programmatic
initiatives.30
3.2. Specific Party Positions
In addition to the general areas of agreement described above, parties

provided the following positions on specific questions.

3.2.1. Should the Commission’s EM&V Objectives
be Amended and, If So, How?

With one exception, parties find the EM&V objectives adopted by
D.09-09-047 to be well suited to guide future EM&V efforts. The exception
debated by parties was how the Commission’s Market Assessment objective
could be better aligned with the objectives of the Strategic Plan. In particular,
several parties suggest the Market Assessment objective be modified to include
an explicit reference to the Strategic Plan’s goal of market transformation.3! The
Market Assessment objective adopted by D.09-09-047 provides that:

In a constantly evolving environment, market
assessments are an essential EM&V product needed to
set the baseline for strategic design and improvement of

» See TURN, Opening Comments, June 4, 2010, at 5, NRDC Reply Comments,

June 18, 2010, at 3. The Total Energy Consumption Pilot Study (D.10-04-029,
Attachment 1, at 29) will assess the reduction in energy consumption resulting from the
various energy efficiency programs and efforts in California.

2 DRA Comments June 4 and July 16, 2010.

30 OPOWER Opening Comments, June 4, 2010; Efficiency 2.0 Opening Comments
July 16, 2010.

31 See DRA June 4, 2010 Comments, at 5; SCE June 4, 2010 Comments, at 5, TURN
June 4, 2010 Comments, at 2; and NRDC June 4, 2010 Comments, at 3.

-15 -
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programs and portfolios. Saturation studies, surveys of
emerging technologies and other such analyses which
inform estimates of remaining program potential and
forward-looking goal-setting are key aspects of market
assessment.3?

In comments filed July 16, 2010 DRA suggests the following sentence be added to
the Commission’s adopted Market Assessment objective:

The goal of market assessment in the EE [energy
efficiency] portfolio planning process is to identify a
common set of market transformation

criteria/ definitions based on PUC [Commission]
assigned market indicators, which will allow the PUC to
determine when programs no longer need subsidies.3?

For the most part, TURN agrees with DRA’s suggestion.34

SCE, PG&E, Joint Parties, and NRDC do not support the suggestions
made by DRA and TURN. In particular, SCE contends that “[w]hile the Division
of Ratepayer Advocates (DRA) proposal cited above is far too narrow, it does
identify part of a broad set of issues not clearly addressed by the description of
Market Assessment in D.09-09-047.” To broaden the definition SCE suggests the
Commission expand the objective to include the following underlined text:

The goal of market assessment in the EE portfolio
planning process is to identify a common set of market
transformation criteria/ definitions based on PUC
assigned market indicators, which will allow PUC to
determine when programs no longer need subsidies.
Additional key aspects include: identifying and
tracking appropriate metrics of market change, progress

32 D.09-09-047 at 297.
33 DRA, July 16, 2010 Comments, at 3.
34 TURN July 16, 2010 Opening Comments at 2.

-16 -
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toward market transformation, and potential
achievement of market transformation, particularly
including tracking progress towards meeting the goals
of the California Long-Term EE Strategic Plan; and
guiding updates to the Strategic Plan by providing new
information about what market changes are feasible and
cost-effective.3>

PG&E and Joint Parties generally support SCE’s proposal.

3.2.2. Should the Commission’s Established EM&V
Protocols and Framework be Amended or
Expanded and, If So, How?

The May 21st ACR asked if the Commission’s adopted EM&V
Protocols and Framework are capable of, and the best tools for, measuring
program impacts in what will be an increasingly dynamic energy efficiency
environment. Parties’” responses to this question varied significantly. PG&E
asserts that the “new landscape of energy efficiency” will require new protocols.
SCE suggests improvements to the Protocols and Evaluation Framework should
not be a priority for the Commission at this time.3¢ Joint Parties find the existing
protocols provide “optimum flexibility” for EM&V studies.?” NRDC suggests
new protocols are needed to improve savings attribution and market
transformation.3¥ DRA argues that new protocols are needed to measure market
effects and transformation.3> OPOWER advocates for increased application of

experimental design, a methodology that “uses regression analysis to determine

35 SCE Opening Comments, July 16, 2010 at 5.

3 SCE Opening Comments, June 4, 2010 at 4.

37 Joint Party Opening Comments, June 4, 2010 at 2.
38 NRDC Reply Comments, June 18, 2010 at 2.

3 DRA Opening Comments, June 4, 2010 at 6.
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the net energy savings resulting from its products as measured by the average
difference in energy consumption between the treatment and control groups.”40
Efficiency 2.0 offers specific suggestions which would expand the Protocols to
include further guidance on how to establish an acceptable control group for use

in experimental and quasi-experimental design.!

3.2.3. What Are the Merits of and Challenges
Facing Use of the Following EM&V Metrics?

3.2.3.1. Macro Consumption Metrics Which Assess
the Aggregate Impact of Energy Efficiency
Programs on Energy Consumption

In general, parties support the concept of Macro Consumption
Metrics. In this proceeding parties reviewed a specific Macro Consumption
Metric, an approach which relies on longitudinal or panel statistical analyses
of entire populations or subpopulations of energy consumers to determine
macro-level, aggregate impacts of energy efficiency programs.#2 TURN finds the
development and application of such metrics to be an imperative step in
improving the Commission’s accounting of GHG reductions caused by energy

efficiency programs.#® DRA and PG&E agree.#* PG&E also suggests effective,

40 OPOWER Opening Comments, June 4, 2010 at 2.
41 Efficiency 2.0 Opening Comments, July 16, 2010 at 5.

42 “Measuring the savings from energy efficiency policies: a step beyond program
evaluation.” Horowitz, M.]. April 2010.
(http:/ /www.springerlink.com/content/120908 / ?Content+Status=Accepted).

43 TURN Opening, Comments, June 4, 2010 at 7.

44 PG&E Opening Comments, July 16, 2010 at 4.; DRA Opening Comments,
July 16, 2010 at 4.
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accurate Macro Consumption Metrics may eliminate the need for controversial
Net-to-Gross ratios.#

Just as parties share this support for Macro Consumption
Metrics, they express a need for caution in the selection and application of new
techniques. PG&E asserts that “the inherent limitation of such a metric is that
factors outside of the energy efficiency arena could skew the perceived effect of
the energy efficiency programs themselves.”4¢ Other parties agree that it will be
difficult to control for factors beyond energy efficiency policy when assessing the
impact of energy efficiency programs on energy consumption.

In light of these reservations, Joint Parties suggest a “trial run” on
a pilot basis#” and NRDC “supports and encourages exploration of
aggregate-level energy metrics to supplement, but not replace the current energy
and demand saving metrics.”#8 As noted above, parties join in suggesting that
post-2012 program EM&V plans be informed by the results of the “total energy
consumption pilot study” from the Joint Energy Division/IOU EM&V Plan for
2010-2012. The CEC recommends the development of such metrics be a joint
effort between the CEC and the Commission.*

3.2.3.2. Experimental Design

In its opening comments, OPOWER advocates for increased

application of Experimental Design. Experimental Design is a research method

4 PG&E Opening Comment, June 4, 2010 at 12.
46 PG&E Opening Comment, June 4, 2010 at 12.
47 Joint Party Comments, July 16, 2010 at 2.

4 NRDC Opening Comments, June 4, 2010 at 2.

49 Letter to Commissioner Dian Grueneich, July 16, 2010.
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used to determine net energy savings by comparing the energy consumption of
treatment and non-treatment (control) groups. An effectively designed control
group shows the researcher what untreated members of the research population
would do on their own accord. The study can then observe the differences
between the control group and the treatment group and deduce that actions
taken by members of the treatment group, but not by members of the control
group, were a result of the treatment. For example, if a member of a properly
designed control group buys the same efficiency service as a member of the
treatment group, the study can conclude that at least some of the energy savings
resulting from that treatment are not attributable to the treatment.

OPOWER asserts that Experimental Design may reduce
controversy in energy efficiency program evaluation by controlling for free
ridership.50 OPOWER acknowledges that Experimental Design cannot be used
for every energy efficiency initiative, but argues that it should be used when
practical.5! The feasibility of Experimental Design was explored in the July 2nd
ACR which asked parties to comment on the scalability of Experimental Design
to determine whether it may be an effective tool in evaluating statewide energy
efficiency programs and initiatives. Responses from SCE, PG&E, and
Joint Parties expressed doubt that Experimental Design could be effectively used
to evaluate statewide energy efficiency programs. In their July 16, 2010

comments, the Joint Parties summarize their concerns as follows:

50 As used here free ridership refers to energy savings claimed by program
administrators based on evaluations that suggest those savings would have occurred
regardless of the administrator’s actions.

51 OPOWER Comments, June 4, 2010 at 2.
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Experiments that have well-defined treatment and
control groups are often the preferred scientific
method. However, there are many other
considerations (cost, difficulty of defining treatment
and control groups, contamination by previous or
contemporaneous treatments, etc.) that make
experiments difficult or impossible to use effectively
in many cases. Finding exact control groups is often
impossible for many large programs.

PG&E suggests that these difficulties have given rise to the alternative evaluation
approaches more frequently applied to energy efficiency programs in
California.52

Efficiency 2.0 filed comments supporting further application of
Experimental Design and quasi-Experimental Design. In order to expand the use
of Experimental Design, Efficiency 2.0 suggests the Commission adopt
standardized approaches to identify appropriate control groups for customers
who opt into energy efficiency program and proposes several approaches that
could be applied.?® TURN supports expanded use of Experimental Design and
suggests that Experimental Design be applied to the Whole House Retrofit
Program approved in D.09-09-047.54 NRDC agrees that Experimental Design
could be more effectively applied to California energy efficiency programs, but
calls for “expertise from evaluation contractors to determine whether and how to

update the EM&V protocols as needed.”>

52 PG&E Opening Comments, July 16, 2010 at 9.
53 Efficiency 2.0 Opening Comments, July 16, 2010 at 3.
5 TURN Opening Comments, July 16, 2010 at 7.
%5 NRDC Opening Comments, July 16, 2010 at 6.
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3.2.3.3. Market Transformation Metrics

In its opening comments DRA suggests that the market
transformation protocols employed by the NEEA may be used by California to
measure its progress in achieving the goals of the Strategic Plan.5¢ NEEA is a
non-profit organization funded by Northwest utilities, the Bonneville Power
Administration and the Energy Trust of Oregon. NEEA works to accelerate the
market adoption of energy-efficient products, technologies and practices within
homes, business and industry. NEEA relies on a suite of Market Transformation
Metrics to measure its success in accelerating energy efficiency markets,
including, for example, market share, consumer satisfaction, and retail “shelf
space” of efficient products.>” The July 2nd ACR asked parties to identify best
practices from NEEA and discuss the merits and challenges of applying those
metrics in California. Responses were generally positive, but reserved. PG&E’s
response reflects sentiments expressed by several parties, including CCSF,
NRDC, and SCE:

DRA'’s presentation regarding NEEA’s metrics raises
some interesting questions, but provides no
definitive answers regarding the determination that
a market is transformed, how to determine whether
additional market intervention is required, or how
the NEEA metrics fit within California’s regulatory
scheme. These concepts may be worthy of further
discussion with evaluation experts and NEEA
representatives in a workshop setting.>

5% DRA Opening Comments, June 4, 2010 at 7.

57 NEEA'’s suite of evaluation metrics are more completely demonstrated at
http:/ /www.nwalliance.org/research /evaluationreports.aspx.

8 PG&E Reply Comments, July 23, 2010 at 8.
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TURN believes it is reasonable to adopt NEEA Market Transformation Metrics.>

3.2.4. What Can California Learn From Other
Regions and States Regarding Successful
Models for Collaborative Forums to Enable
More Effective EM&V?

The May 21st ACR asked parties to look beyond the borders of
California to consider how California’s application of EM&V could be more
collaborative. Parties generally supported the idea of drawing new, best practices
in EM&V from other regions. The comments showed support for establishing a
California EM&V forum through which stakeholders could work collaboratively
to improve energy efficiency EM&V on an ongoing basis. Parties identified
collaborative efforts in New York, the Northwest, and the Northeast.

The July 2nd ACR asked parties to detail their suggestions regarding
an EM&V working group. In particular, what responsibilities would be
delegated to the group, who would lead the effort, what relationship the forum
would have with the Commission, and how would the Commission consider the
group’s output was explored. As described above, parties offer varying
perspectives on how such a working group should be structured, who should be
included, and what responsibilities it should be given. Despite these differences,
there is general agreement that the Commission should facilitate and staff a
process for the on-going improvement of the Commission’s existing EM&V rules

and processes.

5 TURN Opening Comments, July 16, 2010 at 8.
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3.2.5. What Technological Innovations
May Be Brought to Support
More Effective EM&V?

The May 21st ACR asked parties to consider how technological
innovations, especially Advanced Metering Infrastructure (AMI), may be
leveraged to advance California’s EM&V methodologies. SCE asserts that “there
are exciting new opportunities for more precision in studies with more detailed
data available at far lower cost than before.”®0 In its opening comments PG&E
contends that AMI “...may reduce the need for onsite EM&V efforts...” and that
as Home Area Network standards are developed and customers adopt such
networks, on-site end-use measurements of efficient appliances will be enabled.t!
However, parties generally refrain from stating exactly how the increased
availability of energy usage data may improve energy efficiency EM&V. Instead,
parties recommend the Commission consult technical experts to address this

question as it hones its approach to post-2012 EM&V.

3.2.6. How Can the Commission’s EM&V Efforts
Better Support the Related Needs of Other
State Agencies, Including the CARB, the CEC,
and POUs?

The May 21st ACR asked parties to consider the EM&V needs of the
CEC, CARB, and POUs and suggest what changes should be made to the
Commission’s EM&V framework to accommodate those needs. Parties offered
broad support for ensuring the Commission’s energy efficiency EM&V meets the

needs of these stakeholders.

60 SCE Opening Comments, June 4, 2010 at 9.
61 PG&E Opening Comments, June 4 2010 at 17.

-24 -



R.09-11-014 COM/DGX/avs DRAFT

In a July 16, 2010 letter to the Assigned Commissioner, the CEC
made the following suggestions:

¢ The Commission should coordinate with the CEC to
develop aggregate macro-consumption metrics.

o EM&V activities should be broadened to encompass
Total Market Gross mechanisms and metrics.

e Existing saturation survey activities should be
substantially enhanced and should serve as a
keystone for assessing Total Market Gross impacts
and factors affecting energy demand in general.

e An EM&V study should be conducted to construct a
longitudinal record of historical energy efficiency
accomplishments and to facilitate such tracking in
the future.

e The Commission should devote EM&V resources to
studying the implications of cumulative savings
metrics.

e EM&V resources should be made available for IOUs
to employ in improving their efforts to quantify
integrated demand-side resource impacts, including
energy efficiency, in demand forecasts.

To facilitate these suggestions, the CEC also “urges continued
cooperation and increased collaboration between the two Commissions directly
on matters related to forecasting and demand side resources.”®2 The CEC'’s

suggestions are generally supported by parties.

62 July 16 Letter, at 8.
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4. Discussion
4.1. Overview
As stated in the May 21st ACR, the Commission’s objective for this

EM&V review is to prepare for the 2013-2015 energy efficiency program cycle by
updating our energy efficiency EM&V and ensuring effective EM&V of resource
objectives and progress in achieving the goals of the Strategic Plan. When this
objective is achieved, the Commission’s energy efficiency EM&V will provide a
better value to ratepayers, produce results in a more timely fashion, and achieve
broad consensus on methodologies and results among the stakeholders.

As described in detail above, the energy etficiency landscape has
changed drastically since the original 2005 EM&V decision. The Commission’s
current approach to energy efficiency EM&V was developed over five years ago
with little experience in conducting a complex EM&V program. The
Commission has since implemented this approach for the 2006-2008 program
cycles and in the process gained considerable knowledge of the costs and
benefits of our approach.

Our current EM&V policy and methodological framework should be
updated to reflect both the lessons learned from the 2006-2008 cycle and
evolution in the regulatory and market landscapes. To that end, we here
establish the Commission’s energy efficiency EM&V objectives for post-2012
programs, identify challenges that must be addressed before those programs
begin, and launch a series of workshops designed to address those challenges

collaboratively and transparently.

4.2. EM&V Objectives
D.09-09-047 adopted several objectives to guide the EM&V of the

Commission’s 2010-2012 energy efficiency programs. In this proceeding we
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consider whether and how those adopted objectives should be clarified and
amended to guide the EM&V of post-2012 programs. Parties suggest an
expansion of the adopted Market Assessment objective.®3 In response to party
input we adopt the following changes (underlined below) to that objective:

In a constantly evolving environment, market assessments
are an essential EM&V product needed to set the baseline
for strategic design and improvement of programs and
portfolios, to identify and track appropriate metrics of
market change, and to measure progress toward achieving
the goals of the California Long-Term Energy Efficiency
Strategic Plan. Saturation studies, surveys of emerging
technologies, market transformation metrics, and other
such analyses which inform estimates of remaining
program potential, forward-looking goal-setting, and
program planning are key aspects of market assessment.
(Underlined text are additions to original objective adopted
in D.09-09-047.)

This amendment to the Market Assessment objective balances party suggestions

and recognizes the key role Market Assessments play in measuring the progress
of programs toward the Strategic Plan objectives.

In addition to the revised Market Assessment objective adopted here,
Appendix A to this decision clarifies and affirms the EM&V objectives adopted
in D.09-09-047.

4.3. Identifying Challenges Facing
Future EM&V

4.3.1. Matching EM&V to New,
Diverse, and Dynamic Objectives

A central challenge facing EM&V is to match the Commission’s

energy efficiency objectives and goals regarding ratepayer-supported efficiency

63 See DRA Comments, at 5; SCE Comments, at 5; and TURN Comments, at 2.
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initiatives with appropriate metrics and methods of evaluation. As described
more completely in the Background section of this decision, the Commission’s
energy efficiency programs are expected to serve new, diverse, and dynamic
objectives. The EM&V applied to the IOU 2006-2008 programs focused on
measuring energy savings for the purpose of offsetting or deferring the need for
new resource procurement. Today’s energy efficiency objectives still include
measuring energy savings, however, post-2012 portfolios must be assessed
relative to additional factors, including a) Total Market Gross goals instead of
simply “net” or “gross” energy savings, b) GHG reductions consistent with

AB 32, c) Market Transformation objectives set forth in the Strategic Plan and any
successor updates, and d) possible additional considerations such as target
reductions in total energy consumption.

While we recognize and applaud the progress towards these goals
that has already been made in evaluating and measuring the achievements of the
2010-12 portfolios, additional changes are needed to fully accommodate the new
and wider-ranging objectives. The workshop series initiated by this decision and
described below, will match the Commission’s energy efficiency objectives with
appropriate metrics and methods of evaluation.

4.3.2. Attributing Energy Savings to
Specific Interventions

As PG&E observes:

California’s [energy efficiency] efforts are reinforced by
many other influences . . . Together, these influences
have led to a worldwide contextual change in how
major businesses position themselves in markets and
customers focus on energy efficiency...The California
Evaluation Protocols and Framework cannot ignore
these market dynamics and societal context. The
current protocols and framework were developed for
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application to a simpler societal context where
attribution to specific interventions was easier to
evaluate.®

We agree with PG&E's assertion that attributing energy savings to specific
interventions has grown increasingly difficult. Nevertheless, existing
Commission policies require that our EM&V program attribute savings as
effectively as possible. For example, satisfying the data needs of the
Commission’s current energy efficiency portfolio cost-effectiveness tests and
RRIM require the most accurate attribution we can reasonably achieve. This
decision focuses on meeting that need.

Going forward the Commission must further balance the benefits of
and need for more accurate attribution with the need for timely and
cost-effective EM&V results. Our current approach measures and verifies energy
savings down to the kilowatt-hour. It is reasonable to question the benefits and
costs of achieving this level of precision. Furthermore, our current approach of
relying on impact evaluations to determine precise savings, measured against
discretely defined numerical goals, does not acknowledge uncertainty in the
accuracy of EM&V results; there are no plus or minus bands or confidence
intervals to guide the interpretation of our precise measurements. In the
uncertain science of measuring energy use that did not occur due to a certain
intervention, it may be necessary to reform cost-effectiveness tests and the RRIM
to acknowledge that results may be fairly accurate, but not exact. Going forward

energy efficiency policies must rely on realistic expectations of what EM&V can

64 PG&E Opening Comments, June 4, 2010 at 8.
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achieve in terms of attribution and appropriately tailor defined objectives to

balance cost, benefits, and uncertainty of results.

4.3.3. Leveraging the Value of AMI to Improve EM&V

The quality of the measurement and verification of savings is only as
good as the data they are based upon. A near cottage industry exists in California
of professionals who support our data hungry EM&V efforts. The roll-out of
advanced meters across the IOU service territories is scheduled to be completed
within the 2010-2012 program cycle. Data collected by utilities via this advanced
infrastructure investment could supplant data currently collected “by hand.”

Support among parties for use of AMI to improve EM&V processes
is clear even if the detail is lacking as to exactly how to best use the data. Later,
we discuss a process to illuminate what EM&V methods could best make use of
improved data access to better support the EM&V objectives.

4.3.4. Alignment of EM&V with Load Forecasts
to More Effectively Offset Procurement Needs

In D.07-12-052 we recognized the importance of the CEC’s demand
forecasts and Integrated Energy Policy Report (IEPR) process for purposes of
long-term procurement.®> It is important that IOUs are able to contribute
meaningfully to our efforts to quantify and incorporate energy efficiency impacts
(both historical and projected) into demand forecasts prepared as part of the
biennial IEPR process. For example, as the cumulative impacts of actual
programmatic activities increase, the issues of measure decay and replacement

grow larger. Although we have adopted limits on the program years that goals

65 D.07-12-052, December 20, 2007.
http://162.15.7.24/PUBLISHED /FINAL DECISION/76979.htm.
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cover, and deemed 50% of measure decay as replaced for purposes of compliance
with our goals,® the resource planning perspective that the IEPR uses for
demand forecasts must grapple with capturing the realities of decay and
replacement for all years. In the OIR initiating R.08-02-074 we emphasized the
need to “develop standardized resource planning practices, assumptions and
techniques, based on an integrated resource planning framework.” 7 EM&V
activities that enable the Commission and the IOUs to improve their assessment
of energy efficiency impacts for use in demand forecasting (and ultimately
procurement) should be undertaken by the Commission. This decision
acknowledges the importance of EM&V and related activities that accurately
reflect impacts on demand, ensure that efficiency will displace conventional

generation, and will be used as the first resource in California’s “loading order.”

4.4. The EM&V Workshop Series and 2013-2015 Energy Efficiency
EM&V Plan

Several parties to this proceeding submit that effectively preparing the
Commission’s energy efficiency EM&V for post-2012 energy efficiency programs
requires a dedicated effort supported by independent facilitators and technical
expertise. We agree with these suggestions and direct the Commission’s Policy
and Planning Division (PPD) to facilitate a workshop series that will address the
issues articulated above.

In addition, this decision directs the Energy Division, working with

PPD to prepare the 2013-2015 Energy Efficiency EM&V Plan. The EM&V

6 D.09-09-047, at 38-39.

67 OIR initiating R.08-02-007, February 14, 2008.
http:/ /docs.cpuc.ca.gov/proceedings /R0802007 . htm.
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workshop series should be the vehicle through which stakeholders
collaboratively prepare the 2013-2015 Energy Efficiency EM&V Plan. The
2013-2015 Energy Efficiency EM&V Plan should explain in detail how each of the
programs for which administrators seek ratepayer funding will be evaluated,
measured, and verified, and identify areas of disagreement with the plan.
Energy Division shall serve the 2013-2015 Energy Efficiency Plan at the same
time IOUs file their 2013-2015 Portfolio Applications.

The remainder of this Decision describes in detail the objectives of the
EM&V workshop series, and the Commission’s expectations for the 2013-2015
Energy Efficiency EM&V Plan, and provides guidance on how the workshop
series should be staffed and supported by technical experts.

4.4.1. Explore, Test, and Assess the
Viability of Macro Consumption Metrics

The value of individual energy efficiency efforts is uncertain without
a measure of performance of the whole system that links the energy efficiency
efforts to the actual reduction in energy consumption. Macro Consumption
Metrics may allow the Commission to accurately measure the impact of the
Commission’s energy efficiency efforts on overall energy consumption and
provide a more direct account of aggregate reductions in GHG emissions. As an
added benefit, because Macro Consumption Metrics rely on existing energy
usage data and relatively simple statistical analysis, they can be developed
quickly and at a reasonable cost to ratepayers. These metrics offer substantial
benefits to the Commission’s EM&YV portfolio and can be delivered quickly at a
reasonable cost. We therefore support the examination of Macro Consumption
Metrics to assess the aggregate impact of the 2013-2015 energy efficiency

programs on energy consumption.
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In D.10-04-029 we authorized the 2010-2012 Joint Energy
Division/IOU EM&V Plan. That plan includes a “total energy consumption
pilot” designed to “assess the reduction in energy consumption resulting from
the various energy efficiency programs and efforts in California.”®8 This pilot is a
readily available vehicle through which the Energy Division can explore, test,
and assess the viability of a Macro Consumption Metric.

We now expand on the direction provided in D.10-04-029 and direct
the Energy Division to contract with one or more consultants to expedite the
Total Energy Consumption Pilot. Key activities to be initiated as part of the
near-term pilot (and, where successful, incorporated into any permanent EM&V
activities) include compilation of a historical record of program impacts,
exploration of methodologies for developing enhanced saturation studies that
leverage advanced metering data with onsite information, and longitudinal
analyses to study energy use and energy efficiency in buildings over time. The
IOUs are ordered to cooperate fully with these activities and the development of
this metric, including the timely provision of any energy usage data
Energy Division deems necessary. The metric should be developed in
coordination with CEC staff so as to maximize the potential benefits to the CEC’s
demand forecasting efforts and, if feasible, included in the 2013-2015 Energy
Efficiency EM&V Plan.

4.4.2. Explore, Test, and Assess the
Scalability of Experimental Design

Several parties to this proceeding support the increased use of

Experimental Design to determine ex post energy savings resulting from energy

68 D.10-04-029. Attachment 1: 2010-2012 Energy Division/IOU Joint EM&V Plan, at 30.
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efficiency programs. Experimental Design is a well documented quantitative
research method which relies on the use of a control group to isolate the program
impacts from other factors which influence energy use. Applied effectively,
Experimental Design offers substantial benefits to energy efficiency program
EM&V. For example, the use of a control group avoids the need to estimate
controversial net-to-gross effects such as free ridership. All actions taken by the
treatment group can be compared to the control group, giving a clear picture of
how the treatment impacted energy use.

SCE, PG&E, and the Joint Parties point out that Experimental Design
has not been applied recently to energy efficiency programs. They note several
challenges facing evaluators in effectively applying Experimental Design,
including establishing an unbiased control group in a state where influences on
energy use are multitudinous, the cost and time required to execute effective
Experimental Design, and the risk of temporarily withholding service to control
group participants. While the Commission recognizes these challenges, we
believe the approach warrants further exploration. In the Strategic Plan and in
D.09-09-047 we directed that subsequent energy efficiency programs will focus
less on upstream, diffused subsidization of efficient product markets and more
on targeted, comprehensive energy savings through treatments that transform
the energy usage of an entire building. While identifying an unbiased control
group for an upstream lighting program that treats a diffuse, anonymous
population may, as the IOUs argue, be highly unlikely, doing the same for
targeted whole house retrofit program is substantially more manageable. Given
the previously identified advantages of Experimental Design, we commit to

exploring its application in the 2013-2015 program cycle.
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In D.10-04-029 we directed Energy Division to develop a protocol to
measure and count savings from comparative usage programs using the
Experimental Design methodologies found in the EM&V Protocols. That
directive is being implemented through the Joint Energy Division/IOU
Evaluation Plan for 2010-2012, which includes a review of best practices in this
area and the development of a protocol and method for application to behavior
based programs.®® We now direct the Energy Division to prioritize these
activities such that the 2013-2015 Energy Efficiency EM&YV Plan can benefit from
the results. We further direct the Energy Division to assess how Experimental
Design can be used for the EM&V of California’s Whole House Retrofit Program,
including the Prescriptive Whole House Program, as suggested by TURN.70

Energy Division shall provide stakeholders with regular updates on
its review of Experimental Design best practices, its development of a protocol
and method for application to behavior based programs, and its application of
Experimental Design to the Whole House Retrofit Program. These updates
should be delivered through the EM&V workshop series. Where practical, the
2013-2015 Energy Efficiency EM&V Plan should rely on Experimental Design to
determine program ex post savings.

4.4.3. Explore, Test, and Assess the Application
of Market Transformation Metrics

In D.09-09-047 we defined Market Transformation as:
[L]ong-lasting, sustainable changes in the structure or

functioning of a market achieved by reducing barriers
to the adoption of energy efficiency measures to the

6 Joint Energy Division/IOU Evaluation Plan for 2010-2012, at 14.
70 TURN Opening Comments, July 16, 2010 at 7.
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point where continuation of the same publicly-funded
intervention is no longer appropriate in that specific
market. Market transformation includes promoting one
set of efficient technologies, processes or building
design approaches until they are adopted into codes
and standards (or otherwise substantially adopted by
the market), while also moving forward to bring the
next generation of even more efficient technologies,
processes or design solutions to the market.
(D.09-09-047 at 87.)

Market transformation is a fundamental objective of the Strategic Plan and
effective measurement of our progress toward achieving this objective is
essential.

NEEA has developed EM&V metrics designed to assess the impact
of its energy efficiency market transformation strategies. DRA and TURN urge
the Commission to use NEEA’s metrics as a starting point for effectively
measuring our own market transformation objectives.

In D.09-09-047 we directed IOUs to develop Program Performance
Metrics (PPMs) to serve as objective, quantitative indicators of the progress of a
program toward the Strategic Plan’s short and long-term market transformation
goals and objectives.”? The development of those metrics is ongoing. On
May 28, 2010 the IOUs submitted a joint advice letter proposing various PPMs.
Those PPMs are currently under review by Commission staff. We expect that the
Commission’s review of the IOUs” proposal will result in the application of
PPMs to 2010-2012 programs, as directed by D.09-09-047. We therefore decline to
adopt NEEA’s market transformation metrics at this time. Given the extensive

effort that has been invested by IOUs and Commission staff to develop the
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PPMs, we are confident that process will result in metrics that can be efficiently
brought to bear to assess our progress toward the market transformation
objectives detailed in the Strategic Plan.

However, we also recognize the merits of exploring alternatives and
see benefit in directing PPD to include within the EM&V workshop series a
review of NEEA’s market transformation metrics for potential application to
California’s 2013-2015 program cycle as appropriate. Given that the record of
this proceeding does not include an in depth analysis of specific metrics
employed by NEEA, PPD should endeavor to include representatives of NEEA
in the discussion. In particular, the workshop should seek to determine how
NEEA’s approach to measuring market transformation compares with the PPMs
currently being reviewed by Energy Division. The EM&V Plan should address
whether and how NEEA’s experience can be leveraged to enhance our own
PPMs.

4.4.4. Explore and Assess the Opportunities
for the Use of Data Collected by AMI

Nearly all parties who commented on the question of what benefits
AMI could bring to EM&V processes and practices described an opportunity for
more precise and lower cost impact evaluation. Ultilities are currently
implementing the roll out of AMI across California and have already begun to
collect more granular customer data. We understand that the data will improve
even further as the network is completed. PG&E noted that as communications

protocols are standardized for Home Area Networks the measurement and

71 1D.09-09-047, at 89.

-37-



R.09-11-014 COM/DGX/avs DRAFT

verification of savings could be isolated at the end user level whereas with smart
meters alone, only the building’s consumption data is currently available.

As with most technology-enabling infrastructure development, all
the potential uses are not entirely clear at the outset. We discussed this
characteristic of the AMI when we considered each utility’s AMI Application.
(D.06-07-027, D.07-04-043, D.08-09-039, and D.10-04-027.) In these Applications a
significant amount of the known and unknown benefits from AMI was expected
to come from improved customer access to information. As was the case with
customers, the benefits to our EM&V processes are both known and unknown
and depend on access to information.

The workshop series shall explore the potential uses of the granular
data collected by the unfolding AMI network for strengthening, simplifying, and
reducing the cost to ratepayers of EM&V. We further direct that the best uses for
AMI-collected data in EM&V be explored during the workshop series.

Energy Division shall present the results of the AMI-EM&V focused workshop in
a report to the Director of the Energy Division no later than 120 days after the
date of the workshop and incorporate these results in the EM&V Plan. Working
collaboratively with IOUs, the report should develop a cost-effective format for
transmitting AMI-collected data to Energy Division and its consultants for use in
EM&V for the 2010-2012 and future program cycles, and should provide
recommendations on how access to AMI generated data can improve the EM&V

processes currently used for EM&V in 2013 and beyond.
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4.4.5. Expand EM&YV Activities that Facilitate
Load Forecasting and Understanding
of Total Market Gross Load Impacts

Adoption of energy efficiency goals based on the Total Market Gross
perspective’2 and mandating that they be used in resource procurement and
planning activities” requires that EM&V activities expand to encompass a
greater range of energy efficiency delivery mechanisms. The 2008 goal setting
decision (D.08-07-047) effectively relies upon non-IOU program delivery
mechanisms for the majority of the 2020 Total Market Gross impacts. Even if we
wished to keep EM&V activities focused on IOU programs, it is not possible to
understand or quantify the effects of IOU energy efficiency programs in a
vacuum. The load impacts from IOU programs are better understood in the
context of overall energy use, and other factors that affect demand including,
among other things, societal trends, codes and standards, and energy prices.
Undertaking research to enhance our understanding of these drivers of energy
use will likely make a substantial contribution to our efforts to quantify load
impacts from IOU programs.’+

In addition, there are at least three ways in which load impact
assessment might be expanded to address effects arising from sources other than
IOU programs: (1) tracking efforts of other agencies, (2) augmenting the efforts

of other agencies, and (3) developing methodologies, approaches, and data

72 D.08-07-047, Ordering Paragraph 1.
73 Ibid, Ordering Paragraph 3.

74 It will also be necessary to implement enhanced saturation studies that leverage
advanced metering data with onsite information, and longitudinal analyses to study
energy use and energy efficiency in buildings over time.
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suited to analyses of integrated demand-side resource effects and influences. In
each instance above we have to engage with the principal entities that are
sponsoring energy efficiency and other demand-side programs to coordinate our
efforts to assess load impacts.

We direct PPD to ensure that the EM&V workshop series directs
significant attention to EM&V efforts that facilitate assessment of demand-side
impacts from programs, policies and activities that affect the understanding and
quantification of load impacts from sources other than IOU energy efficiency
programs. This directive recognizes that the effects of energy efficiency
programs must be understood in the context of overall demand, and the effects
of other demand-side activities, especially in light of the Commission’s new
requirements with regard to Total Market Gross energy efficiency goals.

4.4.6. Provide a Forum for the Airing
of Additional EM&YV Issues
as Necessary

Comments and workshops in this proceeding may not have
identified all relevant EM&V issues that need to be addressed in preparing the
2013-2015 Energy Efficiency EM&V Plan. We authorize PPD to utilize the EM&V
workshop series to identify and address issues which require further stakeholder
consideration. PPD should limit the scope of the workshop series to issues
which must be considered for successful development of the 2013-2015 Energy
Efficiency EM&V Plan.

4.4.7. Workshop Series Staffing
and Technical Support

The PPD is directed to lead the EM&V workshop series. PPD is
authorized to contract with a qualified facilitator and/or technical experts, as

necessary. Funding for support provided under contract to PPD should be
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drawn from the 2010-2012 EM&V budget authorized in D.10-04-029. To the
extent the Energy Division’s EM&V contractors are available to support PPD’s
workshop efforts, those resources should be leveraged appropriately. The
Commission requires that PPD coordinate with the Energy Division in leading
workshops; likewise, Energy Division should collaborate with PPD in
developing the 2013-2015 Energy Efficiency EM&YV Plan.

The Commission envisions regularly scheduled workshops as
needed. PPD shall develop a more defined workshop schedule in consultation
with the ALJ and Assigned Commissioner in this proceeding for issuance in a
future ACR. All workshops should be open to the public and publicly noticed
consistent with Commission rules.

5. Categorization and Need for Hearing

In initiating the subject rulemaking, we initially categorized this
proceeding as quasi-legislative, and determined that hearings would not be
necessary. We affirm these findings here.

6. Comments on Proposed Decision

The proposed decision of the Commissioner in this matter was mailed to
the parties in accordance with Section 311 of the Public Utilities Code and
comments were allowed under Rule 14.3 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice

and Procedure. Comments were filed on and reply comments

were filed on by

7. Assignment of Proceeding

Dian M. Grueneich is the assigned Commissioner and Darwin E. Farrar is
the assigned ALJ in this proceeding.

Findings of Fact
1. The objective for this EM&V review is to prepare for the 2013-2015 energy

efficiency program cycle by updating our energy efficiency EM&V and ensuring
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effective EM&V for the purpose of resource procurement and measuring
progress toward achieving the goals of the Strategic Plan.

2. The policy framework underlying energy efficiency has undergone
significant transformation since its conception more than five years ago.

3. The current EM&V framework is not sufficient to effectively evaluate
future energy efficiency programs in California’s dynamic and evolving energy
efficiency market.

4. Our current EM&V policy and methodological framework should be
updated to reflect both the lessons learned from the 2006-2008 cycle and
evolution in the regulatory and market landscapes.

5. Going forward the Commission must further balance the benefits of and
need for more accurate attribution with the need for timely and cost-effective
EM&V results.

6. Energy efficiency policies must rely on realistic expectations of what
EM&V can achieve in terms of attribution and appropriately tailor defined
objectives to balance cost, benefits, and uncertainty of results.

7. EM&V activities that enable the Commission and the IOUs to improve
their assessment of energy efficiency impacts for use in demand forecasting (and
ultimately procurement) should be undertaken by the Commission.

8. EM&V and related activities that accurately reflect impacts on demand
ensure that efficiency will displace conventional generation and will be used as
the first resource in California’s “loading order.”

9. Data collected by utilities via advanced meters could supplant data
currently collected “by hand.”

10. Developing new EM&V metrics, including Macro Consumption Metrics

and Market Transformation Metrics, and being able to use Experimental Design,
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may help the Commission assess progress in achieving the carbon emission
reductions required by AB 32 and the Strategic Plan.

11. Macro Consumption Metrics may allow us to accurately measure the
impact of our energy efficiency efforts on overall energy consumption and
provide a more direct account of aggregate reductions in GHG emissions.

12. Because Macro Consumption Metrics rely on existing energy usage data
and relatively simple statistical analysis, it should be possible to develop them
quickly and at a reasonable cost to ratepayers.

13. Experimental Design is a well documented quantitative research method
which relies on the use of a control group to isolate the program impacts from
other factors which influence energy use.

14. Effective Experimental Design may offer substantial benefits to energy
efficiency program EM&V.

15. Adopting energy efficiency goals based on the Total Market Gross
perspective and mandating that they be used in resource procurement and
planning activities requires that EM&YV activities expand to encompass a greater
range of energy efficiency delivery mechanisms.

16. Preparing the Commission’s energy efficiency EM&V for post-2012 energy
efficiency programs requires a dedicated effort supported by independent
facilitators and technical expertise.

Conclusions of Law
1. Post-2012 EM&V objectives include GHG reductions consistent with

CARB’s AB 32 Scoping Memo and measuring the market transformation goals in
the Strategic Plan.
2. Commission policies require that our EM&V attribute savings as

effectively as possible.
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3. The EM&V workshop series should be the vehicle through which
stakeholders prepare the 2013-2015 Energy Efficiency EM&V Plan.

4. In D.10-04-029 we authorized the 2010-2012 Joint Energy Division/IOU
EM&V Plan. That plan includes a total energy consumption pilot designed to
assess the reduction in energy consumption resulting from the various energy
efficiency programs and efforts in California.

5. Inlight of the Commission’s new requirements with regard to Total
Market Gross energy efficiency goals, the effects of energy efficiency programs
must be understood in the context of overall demand, and the effects of other
demand-side activities.

6. Comments and workshops in this proceeding may not have identified all
relevant EM&V issues that need to be addressed in preparing the 2013-2015
Energy Efficiency EM&V plan.

7. Funding for consultant services provided under contract to the PPD to
support the workshops ordered herein should be drawn from the 2010-2012
EM&V budget authorized in D.10-04-029.

8. Itis reasonable for PPD to utilize the EM&V workshop series ordered
herein to identify and address issues which require further stakeholder

consideration.

ORDER

IT IS ORDERED that:
1. There is no need for evidentiary hearings in this proceeding.
2. Consistent with Decision 09-09-047 and the discussion herein, the

objectives in Appendix A are adopted.
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3. The Commission’s Energy Division shall contract with one or more
consultants to expedite the Total Energy Consumption Pilot.

4. Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Southern California Edison Company,
San Diego Gas & Electric Company, and Southern California Gas Company shall
cooperate fully with Energy Division’s efforts to expedite the Total Energy
Consumption Pilot and shall timely provide any energy usage data Energy
Division deems necessary.

5. The 2013-2015 Energy Efficiency Evaluation, Measurement and
Verification Plan must be developed in collaboration with program
administrators.

6. The Commission’s Policy and Planning Division shall lead Evaluation,
Measurement, and Verification workshops in this proceeding dedicated to
preparing the Commission’s Energy Efficiency Evaluation, Measurement and
Verification Plan for the 2013 - 2015 energy efficiency program cycle.

7. The Commission’s Policy and Planning Division may contract with a
qualified facilitator and/or technical experts, as necessary, with funding from the
2010-2012 Evaluation, Measurement, and Verification budget authorized in
Decision 10-04-029.

8. Through the Evaluation, Measurement, and Verification Workshops, the
Commission’s Energy Division shall develop the 2013-2015 Energy Efficiency
Evaluation, Measurement, and Verification Plan for submission in this
proceeding, to be used to evaluate, measure, and effectively verify the 2013 - 2015
energy efficiency programs.

9. Energy Division shall develop the Total Energy Consumption Pilot metric
in coordination with California Energy Commission staff so as to maximize the

potential benefits to the California Energy Commission’s demand forecasting
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efforts and shall include the metric shall in the 2013-2015 Energy Efficiency
Evaluation, Measurement and Verification Plan.

10. The Commission’s Energy Division shall present the results of the
Advanced Metering Infrastructure-Evaluation, Measurement and Verification
focused workshop in a report to the Director of the Energy Division no later than
120 days after the date of the workshop and incorporate these results into the
2013-2015 Energy Efficiency Evaluation, Measurement and Verification Plan.

11. Energy Division shall serve the 2013-2015 energy Efficiency Plan at the
same time IOU s file their 2013-2015 portfolio application.

This order is effective today.

Dated , at San Francisco, California.
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Appendix A

Core Objectives of Energy Efficiency Evaluation,
Measurement, and Verification (EM&V)

1. Savings Measurement and Verification - Measurement and verification of
savings resulting from energy efficiency measures, programs, and portfolios serve
the fundamental purpose of developing estimates of reliable load impacts delivered
through ratepayer-funded efficiency efforts. Measurement and verification work
should reflect a reasonable balance of accuracy and precision, cost, and certainty,
and be designed for incorporation in procurement planning activities.

2. Program Evaluation - Evaluation of program-specific qualitative and
quantitative measures, such as the program performance metrics and process
evaluations, serves a key role in providing feedback for the purposes of improving
performance and supporting forward-looking corrections to utility programs and
portfolios. In order to maximize return on ratepayer dollars, program evaluations
must be completed on a timeline which informs mid-course corrections and/or
program planning for the following cycle.

3. Market Assessment — In a constantly evolving environment, market assessments
are an essential EM&V product needed to set the baseline for strategic design and
improvement of programs and portfolios, identify and track appropriate metrics of
market change, and measure progress toward achieving the goals of the California
Long-Term Energy Efficiency Strategic Plan. Saturation studies, surveys of
emerging technologies, market transformation metrics, and other such analyses
which inform estimates of remaining program potential, forward-looking goal-
setting, and program planning are key aspects of market assessment.

4. Policy and planning support - Consistent with prior program cycles, it is
essential to reserve funding to support overarching studies and advisory roles
which support Commission policy goals. Over the last program cycle this has been
inclusive of potential and goals studies, maintenance of the Database for Energy
Efficiency Resources, developing databases of best practices for program design
and delivery, program design mix, and other means which support the
Commission’s oversight role, but do not fall under the core EM&V categories
described above.

5. Financial and Management audit — Supporting the Commission’s oversight
function of ensuring the efficient and effective expenditures of ratepayer funds
within the utilities’ energy efficiency portfolios is another objective of EM&V
activities. Rigorous financial and management audits overseen by Commission
staff will be critical in ensuring that the utilities’ general and administrative
costs, and other program expenditures are prudent and reasonable.

(END OF APPENDIX A)



R.09-11-014 COM/DGX/avs

INFORMATION REGARDING SERVICE

I have provided notification of filing to the electronic mail addresses on the
attached service list.

Upon confirmation of this document’s acceptance for filing, I will cause a
Notice of Availability of the filed document to be served upon the service list to
this proceeding by U.S. mail. The service list I will use to serve the Notice of
Availability of the filed document is current as of today’s date.

Dated September 28, 2010, at San Francisco, California.

/s/ ANTONINA V. SWANSEN
Antonina V. Swansen

NOTICE

Parties should notify the Process Office, Public Utilities Commission,
505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 2000, San Francisco, CA 94102, of any
change of address to ensure that they continue to receive documents.
You must indicate the proceeding number on the service list on which
your name appears.

* kkkkhkkhkkhkkkkhkkhkkhkkkkhkkhkkhkkkkhkkhkhkkkkhkkhkhkkkhkkhkkkkkhkhkk*kkkkk*k*k*k

The Commission’s policy is to schedule hearings (meetings, workshops,
etc.) in locations that are accessible to people with disabilities. To verify
that a particular location is accessible, call: Calendar Clerk (415)
703-1203.

If specialized accommodations for the disabled are needed, e.g., sign
language interpreters, those making the arrangements must call the
Public Advisor at (415) 703-2074 or TDD# (415) 703-2032 five working
days in advance of the event.



R.09-11-014 COM/DGX/avs

e o 3 3 33 e S K PARTIES e e o 3 3 3 e S

O o e 3 O o e 3 O o e SERVICE LIST O o 3 34 O o e 3 o e 3
Last Updated on 28-SEP-2010 by: JVG
R0911014 LIST

Gerald Lahr

ASSOCIATION OF BAY AREA GOVERNMENTS
101 8TH STREET, PO BOX 2050

OAKLAND CA 94607

(510) 464-7908

jerryl@abag.ca.gov

For: Association of Bay Area Governments

Scott Blaising

BRAUN BLAISING MCLAUGHLIN, P.C.
915 L STREET, SUITE 1270
SACRAMENTO CA 95814

(916) 682-9702

blaising@braunlegal.com

For: San Joaquin Valley Power Authority

Robert L. Knight

CAL. BLDG. PERFORMANCE CONTRATORS ASSN.

1000 BROADWAY, SUITE 410

OAKLAND CA 94607

(510) 444-8707 X223

rknight@bki.com

For: California Building Performance Contractors Association

Andrew Mcallister

CALIFORNIA CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000-0000

(858) 244-7282

andrew.mcallister@energycenter.org

For: California Center For Sustainable Energy

Jeanne M. Sole

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
CITY HALL, RM 234

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLET PLACE
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-4682

(415) 554-4700

jeanne.sole@sfgov.org

For: Ckty and County of San Francisco

Andy Frank
EFFECIENCY 2.0, LLC
165 WILLIAM ST., 10TH FLOOR

Mona Tierney-Lloyd

Senior Manager Western Reg. Affairs
ENERNOC, INC.

PO BOX 378

CAYUCOS CA 93430

(805) 995-1618
mtierney-lloyd@enernoc.com

For: EnerNoc, Inc.

Thomas P. Conlon
President

GEOPRAXIS

PO BOX 5

SONOMA CA 95476-0005
(707) 280-1529
tconlon@geopraxis.com
For: GeoPraxis, Inc.

Eric Lee

HARPIRIS ENERGY, LLC
25205 BARONET ROAD
CORRAL DE TIERRA CA 93908
(530) 220-7000
eric@harpiris.com

For: Harpiris Energy

Jody London

JODY LONDON CONSULTING

PO BOX 3629

OAKLAND CA 94609

(510) 459-0667
jody_london_consulting@earthlink.net

For: Local Government Sustainable Energy Coalition

Diana L. Lee

Legal Division

RM. 4107

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-4342
dil@cpuc.ca.gov

For: DRA

Elizabeth Rasmussen

Project Mgr.

MARIN ENERGY AUTHORITY

781 LINCOLN AVENUE, SUITE 320
SAN RAFAEL CA 94901

(415) 464-6022
erasmussen@marinenergyauthority.org
For: Marin Energy Authority




R.09-11-014 COM/DGX/avs

NEW YORK NY 10038
(646) 478-8509
andy@efficiency20.com
For: Effeciency 2.0, LLC

Sara Steck Myers

Attorney At Law

122 28TH AVE.

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94121

(415) 387-1904

ssmyers@att.net

For: Center for Energy Efficiency and Renewable Technologies

Donald Gilligan

NATIONAL ASSC. OF ENERGY SVC. COMPANIES
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY DC 00000

(202) 822-0950

dgilligan@naesco.org

For: National Association of Energy Services Companies

Lara Ettenson

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
111 SUTTER STREET, 20TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104

(415) 875-6100

lettenson@nrdc.org

For: Natural Resources Defense Council

Michael Sachse

OPOWER

1515 N. COURTHOUSE RD., SUITE 610
ARLINGTON VA 22201

(646) 265-0556
michael.sachse@opower.com

For: OPower

Michael R. Klotz

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MS B30A, ROOM 3105B
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94120

(415) 973-7565

M1lke@pge.com

For: Pacific Gas and Electric Company

Larry Cope

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WLANUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

Steven D. Patrick

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
555 WEST FIFTH STREET, GT14G1

LOS ANGELES CA 90013-1011

(213) 244-2954
SDPatrick@SempraUltilities.com

For: San Diego Gas & Electric/SoCal Gas

Samuel S. Kang
THE GREENLINING INSTITUTE

1918 UNIVERSITY AVENUE, SECOND FLOOR

BERKELEY CA 94704

(510) 926-4004
samuelk@greenlining.org
For: The Greenlining Institute

Robert Finkelstein

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
115 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104

(415) 929-8876 X-307
bfinkelstein@turn.org

For: TURN

Barbara George

WOMEN'S ENERGY MATTERS
PO BOX 548

FAIRFAX CA 94978-0548

(510) 915-6215

wem@igc.org

For: Women's Energy Matters

e O 3 3 o 3 e o e STATE EMPLOYEE 3 3 3 o 3 3 3 e 3

Simon Baker

Energy Division

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-5649
seb@cpuc.ca.gov

Bill Junker

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET, MS 22

-2



R.09-11-014 COM/DGX/avs

(626) 302-2570
larry.cope@sce.com
For: Southern California Edison

Chris Kavalec

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET

SACRAMENTO CA 95831

(916) 654-5184
ckavalec@energy.state.ca.us

Don Schultz

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET

SACRAMENTO CA 95819
dschultz@energy.state.ca.us

Sylvia Bender

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET, MS20
SACRAMENTO CA 95814

(916) 653-6841
sbender@energy.state.ca.us

Carmen Best

CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000

(415) 703-1797

CBE@cpuc.ca.gov

Matthew Tisdale

CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000

(415) 703-5137

MWT@cpuc.ca.gov

Jordana Cammarata

Energy Division

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1606
jnc@cpuc.ca.gov

Jeanne Clinton

Energy Division

RM. 4008

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1159
cIn@cpuc.ca.gov

SACRAMENTO CA 95819
(916) 654-4172
bjunker@energy.state.ca.us

Cheryl Cox

Division of Ratepayer Advocates
RM. 4101

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-2495

cxc@cpuc.ca.gov

Tim G. Drew

Energy Division

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-5618
zap@cpuc.ca.gov

Darwin Farrar

Administrative Law Judge Division

RM. 5041

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1599
edf@cpuc.ca.gov

Cathleen A. Fogel

Energy Division

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1809
cfl@cpuc.ca.gov

Peter Franzese

Energy Division

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1926
pcf@cpuc.ca.gov

Mikhail Haramati

Energy Division

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1458
mkh@cpuc.ca.gov

Katherine Hardy
Energy Division

_3-



R.09-11-014 COM/DGX/avs

Mike Jaske

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000-0000
(916) 654-4777
Mjaske@energy.state.ca.us

Peter Lai

Energy Division

RM. 500

320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500
Los Angeles CA 90013

(213) 576-7087

ppl@cpuc.ca.gov

Jean A. Lamming

Energy Division

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-2142
jl2@cpuc.ca.gov

Kim Mahoney

Division of Ratepayer Advocates
RM. 4104

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-2376

kmb@cpuc.ca.gov

Ayat E. Osman

Energy Division

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-5953
aeo@cpuc.ca.gov

Lisa Paulo

Energy Division

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 355-5495
Ipl@cpuc.ca.gov

Anne W. Premo

Energy Division

770 L STREET, SUITE 1050
Sacramento CA 95814

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-2322
keh@cpuc.ca.gov

Kristina Skierka

Energy Division

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1184
ks3@cpuc.ca.gov

Jeorge S. Tagnipes

Energy Division

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-2451
jst@cpuc.ca.gov

Zenaida G. Tapawan-Conway
Energy Division

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-2624
ztc@cpuc.ca.gov

Michael Wheeler

Executive Division

RM. 5206

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-5147
mmw@cpuc.ca.gov

e O 3 3 e e 3 INFORMATION ONLY e 3 3 0 3 3 0 O

Christopher A. Lewis

BLANK ROME LLP

ONE LOGAN SQURE 130 NORTH 18TH STREET
PHILADELPHIA PA 19103-6998

(215) 569-5793

Lewis@BlankRome.com

Christopher Sharp

BLANK ROME LLP

ONE LOGA SQUARE 130 NORTH 18TH STREET
PHILADELPHIA PA 19103-6998

(215) 569-5794

Sharp@BlankRome.com

Natara Feller
BLANK ROME LLP

_4-



R.09-11-014 COM/DGX/avs

(916) 928-4700
awp@cpuc.ca.gov

Peter F. Jazayeri

BLANK ROME LLP

1925 CENTURY PARK, EAST SUITE 1900
LOS ANGELES CA 90067

(424) 239-3470

Jazayeri@BlankRome.com

Audrey Chang

CA ENERGY EFFICIENCY INDUSTRY COUNCIL
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000

(916) 390-6413

achang@efficiencycouncil.org

Steven R. Schiller

CA ENERGY EFFICIENCY INDUSTRY COUNCIL
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000

(916) 390-6413

sschiller@efficiencycouncil.org

Chris Ann Dickerson

CAD CONSULTING

720B CANYON OAKS DRIVE
OAKLAND CA 94605

(510) 562-1034
cadickerson@cadconsulting.biz

Michael O'Keefe

CAL. ENERGY EFFICIENCY INDUSTRY COUNCIL
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000-0000

(916) 390-6413

mokeefe@efficiencycouncil.org

Irene M. Stillings

Executive Director

CALIF. CTR. FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000-0000

(858) 244-1177
irene.stillings@energycenter.org

Ashley Watkins

CALIFORNIA CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000-0000

(858) 244-1195

ashley.watkins@energycenter.org

THE CHRYSLER BUILDING
405 LEXINGTON AVENUE
NEW YORK NY 10174-0208
(212) 885-5023
nfeller@BlankRome.com

Jennifer Green

CALIFORNIA CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000-0000

(858) 244-1180

jennifer.green@energycenter.org

Sephra A. Ninow

CALIFORNIA CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000-0000

(858) 244-1186

sephra.ninow@energycenter.org

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS
425 DIVISADERO ST., SUITE 303
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94117

(415) 963-4439

cem@newsdata.com

Peter Canessa

CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, FRESNO
1211 CHAPARRAL CIRCLE

SAN LUIS OBISPO CA 93401

(805) 547-1130

pcanessa@charter.net

Ann Kelly

Dept. Of The Environment

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
11 GROVE STREET

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102

(415) 355-3720

ann.kelly@sfgov.org

Cal Broomhead

Dept Of Environment, Energy Section

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
11 GROVE STREET

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102

(415) 355-3706

cal.broomhead@sfgov.org

Dennis J. Herrera

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
CITY HALL, ROOM 234

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102

(415) 554-4637

Theresa L. Mueller
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Shawn Thompson

CITY OF IRVINE

1 CIVIC CENTER PLAZA
IRVINE CA 92646

(949) 724-7449
sthompson@ci.irvine.ca.us

Mary Tucker

CITY OF SAN JOSE, ENVIRONMENTAL SRVC DEP

200 EAST SANTA CLARA ST., 10TH FLR.
SAN JOSE CA 95113-1905

(408) 975-2581
mary.tucker@sanjoseca.gov

Shayna H. Hirshfield

CITY OF SAN JOSE-ENVIRONMENTAL SVCS DEP

200 EAST SANTA CLARA

SAN JOSE CA 95113

(408) 975-2531
Shayna.Hirshfield@sanjoseca.gov

Susan Munves

Energy And Green Bldg. Prog. Admin.
CITY OF SANTA MONICA

1212 5TH STREET, FIRST FLOOR
SANTA MONICA CA 90401

(310) 458-8229
susan.munves@smgov.net

Don Liddell

DOUGLASS & LIDDELL
2928 2ND AVENUE

SAN DIEGO CA 92103

(619) 993-9096
liddell@energyattorney.com

Andrew B. Brown

ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, L.L.P.
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO CA 95816-5905

(916) 447-2166

abb@eslawfirm.com

Lynn Haug

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS L.L.P.
2600 CAPITAL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO CA 95816

(916) 447-2166

Imh@eslawfirm.com

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-4682

(415) 554-4615
theresa.mueller@sfgov.org

Reuben Deumling

ENERGY ECONOMICS INC.
3309 SE MAIN STREET
PORTLAND OR 97214

(503) 231-5059
9watts@gmail.com

Cynthia Mitchell

ENERGY ECONOMICS, INC.
530 COLGATE COURT
RENO NV 89503

(775) 324-5300
Cynthiakmitchell@gmail.com

Melanie Gillette

Sr Mgr Western Reg. Affairs
ENERNOC, INC.

115 HAZELMERE DRIVE
FOLSOM CA 95630

(916) 501-9573
mgillette@enernoc.com

Vien Truong, Esq

GREEN FOR ALL

1611 TELEGRAPH AVENUE, SUITE 600
OAKLAND CA 94612

Vivian Chang

GREEN FOR ALL

1611 TELEGRAPH AVENUE, SUITE 600
OAKLAND CA 94612

(510) 271-9826

vien@greenforall.org

Owen Howlett

HESCHONG MAHONE GROUP, INC.
11211 GOLD COUNTRY BLVD., NO. 103
GOLD RIVER CA 95670

(916) 962-7001
owen_howlett@h-m-g.com

Jeff Hirsch

JAMES J. HIRSCH & ASSOCIATES
12185 PRESILLA ROAD
CAMARILLO CA 93012-9243

(805) 553-9000

Jeff. Hirsch@DOE2.com

Ed Vine

LAWRENCE BERKELEY NATIONAL LABORATORY
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G. Patrick Stoner

Program Director

LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMISSION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000-0000

(916) 448-1198 X 309

pstoner@lgc.org

MRW & ASSOCIATES, LLC
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000
(510) 834-1999

mrw@mrwassoc.com

Max Baumhefner

Legal Fellow

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
111 SUTTER ST., 20TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO CA 91404

(415) 875-8204

mbaumhefner@nrdc.org

Noah Long

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
111 SUTTER STREET, 20TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104

(415) 875-6100

nlong@nrdc.org

Jennifer Barnes

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000-0000

(415) 399-2116
Jennifer.Barnes@Navigantconsulting.com

Brad Kates

OPINION DYNAMICS CORPORATION
230 THIRD FLOOR

WALTHAM MA 02451

(617) 492-1400
bkates@opiniondynamics.com

Mary Sutter

OPINION DYNAMICS CORPORATION
2415 ROOSEVELT DRIVE

ALAMEDA CA 94501

(510) 864-8507
msutter@opiniondynamics.com

BUILDING 90-400
BERKELEY CA 94720-8136
(510) 486-6047
ELVine@lbl.gov

Jenny Gluzgold

PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC CO.
77 BEALE STREET, B9A

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
(415) 973-0347

yxg4@pge.com

Lise Jordan

PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 7442

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94120

(415) 973-6965

lhj2@pge.com

Case Coordination

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST., PO BOX 770000 MC B9A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105

(415) 973-2776

RegRelCPUCCases@pge.com

Chonda J. Nwamu

Attorney At Law

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, B9A

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105

(415) 973-6650

cjn3@pge.com

For: Pacific Gas and Electric Company

Eileen Cotroneo

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MC B9A

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105

(415) 973-2751

efm2@pge.com

Jonathan D. Pendleton

Attorney At Law

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, B30A

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105

(415) 973-2916

jlpc@pge.com

Roger Goldstein

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 7442

245 MARKET STREET, B9A

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94120
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Sandy Lawrie

Energy Proceedings

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 7442, MC B9A

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94120

(415) 973-2494

slda@pge.com

Shilpa Ramaiya

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO B OX 7442

77 BEALE STREET, MAIL CODE N3A

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94120

(415) 973-3186

SRRd@pge.com

Brenda Hopewell

PORTLAND ENERGY CONSERVATION, INC.

1400 SW 5TH AVENUE, SUITE 700
PORTALND OR 97201

(415) 531-4825

bhopewell@peci.org

Puja Deverakonda
POSITIVE ENERGY

1911 FORT MYER DRIVE
ARLINGTON VA 22209
(646) 265-0556
puja@opower.com

Athena Besa

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP12F
SAN DIEGO CA 92123

(619) 699-5064

Athena Besa

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000

(415) 202-9986

ABesa@SempraUltilities.com

Joy C. Yamagata

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC/SOCALGAS
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP 32 D
SAN DIEGO CA 92123-1530

(858) 654-1755
JYamagata@SempraUltilities.com

Case Administration

(415) 973-2328
rfg2@pge.com

Central Files

SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK CT, CP32D, RM CP31-E
SAN DIEGO CA 92123-1530

(858) 654-1852
CentralFiles@SempraUltilities.com

Theresa Burke

SAN FRANCISCO PUC

1155 MARKET STREET, 4TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94103

(415) 554-1567

tburke@sfwater.org

Michael Rochman

Managing Director

SCHOOL PROJECT UTILITY RATE REDUCTION
1850 GATEWAY BLVD,, STE. 235

CONCORD CA 94520

(925) 743-1292

service@spurr.org

Pedro Villegas

SEMPRA ENERGY UTILITIES

601 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 2060
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102

(415) 202-9986
PVillegas@SempraUtilities.com

Jacki Bacharach
Executive Director

SOUTH BAY CITIES COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

5033 ROCKVALLEY ROAD
RANCHO PALOS VERDES CA 90275
(310) 377-8987
sbccog@southbaycities.org

Marilyn Lyon

South Bay Cities Council Of Governments

SOUTH BAY ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES CTR.
15901 HAWTHORNE BLVD., STE. 400
LAWNDALE CA 90260-2656

(310) 543-3022

marilyn@sbesc.com

Alyssa Cherry

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
6042A N. IRWINDALE AVENUE
IRWINDALE CA 91702

(626) 633-3129
Alyssa.Cherry@sce.com

Megan Myers
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
LAW DEPARTMENT

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE, RM 370
ROSEMEAD CA 91770

(626) 302-4875

case.admin@sce.com

Jennifer M. Tsao Shigekawa

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

(626) 302-6819

Jennifer.Shigekawa@sce.com

Rafi Hassan

SUSQUEHANNA FINANCIAL GROUP, LLLP
101 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 3250

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111

(415) 403-6531

rafi.hassan@sig.com

Enrique Gallardo

THE GREENLINING INSTITUTE

1918 UNIVERSITY AVE., 2ND FLOOR
BERKELEY CA 94704-1051

(510) 926-4018
enriqueg@greenlining.org

Stephanie C. Chen

THE GREENLINING INSTITUTE
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY CA 00000

(510) 898-0506
stephaniec@greenlining.org

Marybelle C. Ang

Staff Attorney

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
115 SANSOME STREET, STE. 900
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104

(415) 929-8876

mang@turn.org

Craig Tyler

TYLER & ASSOCIATES
2760 SHASTA ROAD
BERKELEY CA 94708
(510) 841-8038
craigtyler@comcast.net

VASQUEZ ESTRADA & DUMONT LLP
1000 FOURTH STREET, SUITE 700

SAN RAFAEL CA 94901

(415) 453-0555

mmyers@vandelaw.com

Cheryl Collart

VENTURA COUNTY REGIONAL ENERGY ALLIANCE
1000 SOUTH HILL ROAD, STE. 230

VENTURA CA 93003

(805) 289-3335

cheryl.collart@ventura.org



