
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NOTES 

Energy Efficiency Policy Committee 

March 6, 2014 

 

Jen Rosser, Marilyn Lyon, Dana Boudreau, Demetra McBride, Brendan Reed, Jody London, 

Ann Kelly, Lena Luna, Charlie Buck, Beckie Menten 

 

 

1. CPUC Energy Efficiency Proceeding (R.13-11-005) 

 March 3 Ruling Revising Scoping Memo – discuss  
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Phase 1 

A March 3 ruling from CPUC President Peevey, who is now the lead Commissioner for 

the energy efficienchy policy committee, sets the filing date for 2015 programs on March 26.  A 

decision on Phase 1 is delayed until June.  The ruling anticipates a delay in Phase 2, which will 

now conclude later than September.  The ruling looks a lot at the goals and potential study, and 

asks for comments on it in the March 26 filings.   The ruling asks parties to focus on how we’re 

measuring programs, and how we are predicting them.  It singles out new methodologies for 

certain segments.    

 

The Committee discussed whether any of the identified sectors of interest to the LGSEC 

members. Some members expressed interest in whole building programs and streetlights. The 

group discussed the potentially chilling effect of the new Title 24 standards.  With the whole 

building approach, the group acknowledged recent developments from the CPUC Energy 

Division, which has issued direction regarding whole home upgrade programs and changes the 

staff would like to see.   

 

The group observed that the CPUC appears to not be hearing the comments from parties 

regarding Title 24, noting that the LGSEC is joined by the utilities and the energy service 

companies with this concern.  We brainstormed on opportunities to talk with Energy Division 

about the Title 24 problem.  One option is in comments that will be due April 4, on the March 26 

filings. We also discussed setting up meetings with the Energy Division and possibly the  

Commissioners. We noted that the Commissioners will be in Los Angeles on April 30 and want 

to meet with local governments in that region.   

 

The South Bay Cities Council of Governments noted that it will have opportunities over 

the next few months to obtain feedback from its member cities.  The group also discussed 

collaborating with the statewide building officials group on this issue as well. We noted it would 

be good to find a way to defray the cost of pulling permits.  This is about more than getting 

buildings “to code.”  Consumers need incentives to (a) bring to code and (b) exceed code.   

 

Phases 2 and 3 – Discuss positions on overarching issues 
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 The group noted that a lot of the issues assigned to Phase 3 seem ambitious. The CPUC 

anticipates looking at EM&V; roles and responsibilities and who should be an implementer; 

program performance metrics for statewide marketing, education and outreach. On this last 

point, Charlie Buck of the California Center for Sustainable Energy (“CCSE”) explained this is 

less about who will do the marketing, than that there hasn’t been much EM&V of marketing 

efforts. CCSE is the administrator for marketing, education, and outreach in CA.   

 

Charlie explained that EM&V of marketing has occurred without defining objectives or 

looking at results.  The CPUC will look at where marketing should occur statewide, where it 

should be more regionally specific, etc.  Hee also described the breakdown – Energy Upgrade 

California as a brand now represents all demand side management actions that can be taken by 

residential and small commercial customers.  For example, the California Climate Credit (return 

of revenues from Cap and Trade auctions) will be branded as Energy Upgrade California, as will 

perhaps the financing programs. The Home Upgrade program is also under the EUC brand.  

Charlie noted that CCSE has a specific budget to work with community based organizations 

across the state. They will be operating a grant program, and will also want to work with local 

governments across the state.   

 

The group discussed that there are separate foci on financing, and the water-energy 

nexus.  There will be more studies/white papers on both in the next year.  LGSEC members are 

generally more interested in program issues than studies. 

 

The group discussed potential concerns about the rolling portfolio process that is slated 

for Phase 2, a lot of planning for which is occurring in the stakeholder collaborative process 

being spearheaded by the Natural Resources Defense Council.  

 

 The group also discussed possible interest in moving to a GHG reduction metric, as 

opposed to solely energy reductions.  Several members of the committee find this of interest.  A 

GHG reduction metric would be useful to track, and could help transform thinking.  All the 

energy goals being used now could be converted to GHG numbers.  This would allow us to add 

different programs and projects we could do with the funds.   

 

2. Opportunities for local governments outside of ratepayer-funded programs, e.g., cap and 

trade, air districts, other  - discuss, identify opportunities, next steps 

 

The group will look at this next time.    

 

 

3. Next Meeting 

Thursday, April 3, 3:30 – 4:30  
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