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CONNECTICUT
ENERGY EFFICIENCY FUND
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http://www.state.ct.us/DPUC/ECMB/
Minutes  
Energy Conservation Management Board

August 8, 2006, 1:00 - 3:30 PM

Eastern Connecticut State University, Connecticut Room

Board Attendees:  Chair-Jeff Gaudiosi; Rich Steeves; Ed Schmidt; Ron Araujo; John Ferrantino; Neil Beup; Rob Earley; Louise DiCocco-Beauton; Tracy Babbidge; John Dobos; Shirley Bergert; Dick DesRoches; Roger Koontz.

Not in Attendance: Mike Wertheimer.

Other Attendees: Bill Leahy; Michael Cassella; Don Becker; Joe Crocco; Richard Rodrique; Jeff Schlegel; Jeff Pratt; Les Tumidaj; Joel Gordes.

1. Process. 

Chairman Jeff Gaudiosi called the meeting to order at 1:06 PM. some discussion was held on the afternoon agenda since certain items had been wholly or partially covered during the morning Retreat and would not require repetition during the afternoon session. A motion was made by Rich Steeves to accept the minutes with a second by Shirley Bergert. The minutes were accepted with one abstention.

Public Comments.  There were no public comments.

2. 2006 - 2007 Planning for Future Activities

Science Center of CT. Ron Katz of the Science Center recounted the activities to date noting money from CEEF and CCEF will be dedicated for educational exhibits pertaining to energy. He said the Science Center had broken ground on October 21st and construction was going well and they hope for completion of the building in early 2008 and to have the exhibits in place by midyear. He noted he would be providing more detail on the nature of the exhibits to the ECMB committee scheduled to meet with him on August 17th. He said new drawings would be forthcoming of the exhibits and there would be further discussion of the issues. He went on to say he thought there has been good dialogue with the exhibit designers although they were not thrilled with the initial designs and were hoping for more interaction to make the experience and choices more memorable. After they have seen the new drawings he believes they will have a better idea on how to write the narratives. He also said there will be a meeting on the actual building taking place on August 23rd and will include CL&P and their contracted engineering firm (Fuss & O'Neil) along with Steven Winter Associates, the firm hired by the Science Center to work on the sustainability issues. Ron went on to say most of the specifications are ready although there are ongoing talks pertaining to the garage lighting. Jeff Schlegel asked what they project for an opening date to which Ron replied they were hoping by May 2008 but that may be pushing it. Jeff Schlegel asked if he thought they were reasonably on target for making the 10% above code goal. Ron responded that Steven Winter Associates said their status on a LEED rating scale would indicate it would be 18.88% savings and they are on track for making their commitment above the 2001 ASHRAE standard. He said there was also some question of the effect  the exhibit lighting will have on their being able to make the standards. Ron Katz went on to mention they have an application in to the CCEF to receive a fuel cell as well as a south-facing photovoltaic wall that would provide approximately 50 to 75 kW. 

Institute for Sustainable Energy. Bill Leahy invited anyone who wished to take a tour of the facilities after the meeting to let him know. He provided the Board an update on its activities and goals for the coming year. These included:

Activity 1: Connecticut State University System, Energy Efficient Green Campus Initiative.

Activity 2: High School Energy Curriculum

Activity 3: Multifamily Residential Customer initiative -- Demonstration Project

Activity 4: Building Inspector Energy Code training

Other: these include the municipal initiative, state facility performance contracting initiative, high performance schools initiative, and the Connecticut Energy Advisory Board (CEAB) plan.

(Details of his report on these activities may be accessed on the ECMB be website at http://www.state.ct.us/DPUC/ECMB/) 

Jeff Schlegel inquired when might the multifamily project be completed to which Bill replied they are in various stages for different types of buildings and living/ownership arrangements but they have chosen technical consultants and the eventual goal is to turn it over to the utilities. Ron Araujo remarked the goal is not to create a new program but to put it together under existing ones to make it fly. Bill went on to provide additional details on each of the programs. Mike Cassella asked whether renewable energy would be a part of the high efficiency schools program. Bill Leahy responded that since they get the photovoltaics almost for free once all the incentives are paid, they hope to have this as a part of the program. Less Tumidaj requested further information on whether there is any plan for evaluation of the code training. Bill responded this was more of an in-house evaluation that is being conducted. Jeff Schlegel inquired when the CEAB plan would be due. Bill responded that work is currently ongoing and energy efficiency will be integrated in many places within the plan so they will need the information quickly. Jeff Gaudiosi designated a committee to work on the CEAB plan to include Roger Koontz, Michael Cassella, John Ferrantino, Rob Earley, John Dobos and a representative from UI.

2006 Plans and Budget. Natural Gas Plan Final Decision. John Ferrantino reported to the group that they expect the final decision to be out on the following day. Roger Koontz inquired whether they had received any word on acceptance of a December 1st filing date from the DPUC to which John responded they had not. Jeff Gaudiosi inquired whether John Ferrantino had received any reply from ISO New England pertaining to a letter that had been sent requesting a partnership with the Connecticut stakeholders for a joint marketing campaign to better leverage the existing message and reach a broader audience. John Ferrantino replied they had not yet received any word on the joint effort. Jeff Schlegel said it might be wise to file a procedural document in connection with the current C&LM docket that details the outcome of any meeting with them. He said it would be wise to draft it, share it with the DPUC staff and then file it with the docket. Further discussion ensued noting that a draft would be circulated and a vote taken if it was felt that it was necessary.

Follow-up On 2005 Activities. Websites Status Report. Joel Gordes reported the website committee has been asked to look at the enhancements added by Cronin & Co. and then get back to him on their operation. He said that the ability to add higher-level labels to the ECMB portion of the program appeared to function well but it will be a more complicated issue to populate that section with the documents.
2007 Plans and Budget. Revised Plan Schedule.  Don Becker said there were not any substantive changes since the last timetable was provided. Jeff Schlegel said the group will need time to develop a more comprehensive portfolio plan that investigates funding from other sources as well as the normal C&LM budget and hopes they can get into discussions on  this. Moving into the budget, he noted they had revised its since yesterday but is suggesting that a vote still take place today. He said the basic core issues include: 1) C&LM as the core grouping; 2) minor issues; and 3) clarification of parity. He walked the Board through the budget pointing out several changes including a name change for the new home program, the need for the evaluation of the eeSmarts program before funding can be finalized and pointed out several options are open for it. Ed Schmidt noted they were overhauling the eeSmarts program and the approach to its delivery and would like to later lay it out for everyone as it would be beneficial for understanding the changes. He said it was troubling to him to think that one of the options would be to discontinue the program and did not believe that was a fully-informed decision was being made as some aspects have been fixed. He also mentioned that UI owns the copyrights. Rich Steeves said he believed it was the ratepayers  that own the copyrights. Further discussion ensued. Jeff Schlegel thought it was important that UI provide information to Kim Oswald and that  it be put on a future agenda. He also said he believed that CL&P needs to put greater funding into the eeSmarts program for implementation.

Parity Issue. Jeff Schlegel reminded the group that since 2002 the Board had agreed (and passed a resolution) to the effect that there would be parity over time but the last DPUC decision has de-emphasized the importance of  this issue. He observed that UI is within 1% of parity while CL&P is approximately 5% out of parity and for perfect parity would need an adjustment. He said there is a question on how multifamily programs are addressed under C&I-type programs which may skew the figures. He also said he thought there might be an argument that they could come into a closer balance on that 5% if demand response funds might come from other sources. Rich Steeves noted the budget is not set in stone and should come as close as possible but recognize it is not a perfect document. Jeff Gaudiosi said there is a need to pass a budget but it could carry some caveats and one might be that the CL&P demand response funds be taken from Energy Independence Act (EIA) monies and put the resulting C&LM funds back into the residential sector. Shirley Bergert said low income people cannot afford the past 22% rate increase and it is the one group that should be protected and there has been previous agreement on that. She went on to say it is the charge of the ECMB to advise according to what we see and the low income sector cannot afford cuts in these programs. Rob Earley said he did not believe it was as simple as that to put the budget together.  He observed the EIA has changed the charge to the Board in such a way that it also calls for maximizing reductions of FMCC charges which positively impacts all customers.  Further discussion ensued on the needs to balance goals and focus with it being noted that the low income sector receives more than their contributions but non-low-income residential consumers get less. Shirley Bergert also pointed out that there has been an expanded base that delineates "low income" since they are now up to 60% of median income. Rob Earley said   the consultants should not get off so easy since when this started there were no FMCC's or congestion charges but now more people realize common gain from the  energy efficiency actions. Jeff Schlegel said he had pondered this over the last five days but it would have to be a Board decision. He noted that, in the past, C&I programs perform better but current residential lighting programs perform almost as well. He suggests they take the easy way out today and move the CL&P demand response programs so as to access EIA funds to pay for them. Ron Araujo cautioned that it might be safe to assume the DPUC would take it from other programs at a later time. Jeff Schlegel responded there is always that risk as they will have to increase demand response and load management if other pots of money become available. Ed Schmidt said they did recommend shuffling funding to get certain program levels higher. Further discussion ensued and a motion was made by Rob Earley with a second by Shirley Bergert. The budget passed unanimously. Shirley Bergert said that while they have set a 2007 budget they will continue to work on this with the Companies. Roger Koontz said this reinforces a need to develop two or three budget scenarios. Jeff Schlegel agreed saying the Board should at least be looking at two scenarios. Discussion ensued on what the scenarios might entail including one would provide for zero load growth while others might be set at a $70 million and $90 million level. 

Evaluation. Clarification of  Evaluation Procedures. Jeff Gaudiosi informed the group   there has been a version of the suggested evaluation procedures circulating for a while. Shirley Bergert clarified that there are actually two versions; one by the Evaluation Committee and another done by the companies. Because both versions were not in the packet Jeff Schlegel recommended the Evaluation Committee look at them and come back with a recommendation for a vote. Jeff Gaudiosi suggested both versions be presented to the committee and that the vote be taken at the next meeting. Jeff Schlegel suggested it would be appropriate to bring the companies in over any concerns they have at some point. Shirley Bergert noted Pat McDonnell had said the group must be cognizant of creating liabilities for the Companies. Further discussion ensued and it was noted that Kim Oswald had already addressed portions of this in an e-mail.

Evaluation Report. Jeff Schlegel preceded to provide a summary of Kim's monthly report of evaluation activities noting the Coincidence Load Factor study is being heavily reviewed as it appears the results are far lower than expected. There was also some discussion on the WRAP/UI Helps low-income program evaluation that is expected to be completed at the end of September. Rich Steeves inquired whether there would be any way to input any of the information gained thus far into the current budget. Jeff Schlegel said that might be possible at the midyear point.

3. Other

There being no further business, the Board adjourned at 2:45 p.m.

� Certain portions of this afternoon meeting do not follow the prepublished agenda as certain topics were taken up in the morning ECMB Retreat and were not duplicated here. Please see Retreat Minutes at the ECMB website for those discussions.
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