
VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL (FEDEX1 

December 27,2010 

Ms. Ann Cole, Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Re: PEF's Petition for Approval of Demand-Side Management Plan; Docket No. 100160-Et 
Responses to  S t a f f s  llth Data Request 

Dear Ms. Cole: 

Enclosed for filing are the original and five (5) copies of Progress Energy Florida's ("PEF") 
responses to Staff's llth Data Request in the above-referenced docket. PEF is providing 
responses to Questions 1, 2, and 4. Attachments A through H are contained on the CD 
enclosed. The remaining responses will be provided on or before January 24, 2011. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter and please let me know if you have any 
questions. 

Sincerely, 

6ianne M. Triplett 
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Docket No.: IOOI60-EG 
PEF's Response to Staffs II th Data Request (Nos. [- 20) 

RESPONSES 

PEF'S RESPONSE TO STAFF'S 11TH DATA REQUEST 

1. 	 Please refer to the Staff-requested tables, found in Section IX of PEF's Revised Goal Plan. 
Please provide Total Cost tables for the following omitted programs: Business Energy 
Response, Technology Development, Qualifying Facilities, and Demand Side Renewable 
Portfolio (including any subcategories, as necessary). Please provide these tables in hardcopy 
and electronic (Excel) format. 

Response: 

Please refer to PEF's responses to Staff's 11th Data Request question 1 contained ill 

attachments A and B. 

2. 	 Please provide electronic (Excel format) copies of all tables provided in the Revised Goal Plan 
and Original Goal Scenario. These include Cost Effectiveness (swnmaries only), Savings 
Estimates, and Program Participation for each program; and all Staff requested tables. 

Response: 

Revised Goal Plan 

Please refer to PEF's responses to Staff's 11th Data Request question 2 contained In 

attachments C-E. 

Original Goal Scenario 

Revisions to PEF's Responses to Staff's 11th Data Request question 2 are inclusive of 
modifications made in PEF's Responses to Staff's lOth Data Request, as requested by Staff 
during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010. Below is a smnmary of the tables 
impacted as a result of these requested changes, when compared to similar tables contained in 
PEF's Original Goal Scenario filed on November 29, 2010. 

• 	 Summary Tables: 
o 	 Please refer to PEF's responses to Staffs 11 th Data Request question 2 contained 

in attachment G, tables 11-2, 11-4, and III-I. 
• 	 Program Plan Tables: 

o 	 Please refer to PEF's responses to Staff's 11 th Data Request question 2 contained 
in attachment F, all tables associated with Better Business. 

• 	 Staff Requested Tables: 
o 	 Please refer to PEF's responses to Staff's 11 th Data Request question 2 contained 

in attachment H, all program tables associated with Better Business, and swnmary 
tables IX-4.1, IX-4.2, and IX-5 Original Goal. 

.... fI r, . .- ,- . :~ 
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Docket No.: IOOI60-EG 
PEF's Response to Staff's 11 th Data Request (Nos I - 20) 

3. 	 Please provide, for the March 30, 2010, DSM Programs filing, the tables provided in the 
"Staff Requested Tables." Please provide these copies in hardcopy and electronically (Excel 
format) . These should include Cost Effectiveness (sununaries only), Savings Estimates, and 
Program Participation for each program; and all Staff requested tables from the compliance 
filing . 

Response: 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 11, 2011. 

4. 	 Please refer to the Business Energy Response Program for both the Original Goal Scenario 
and the Revised Goal Plan. 

a. 	 PEF provided an annual cost impact estimate for the Original Goal Scenario for this 
program, but has not done so for the Revised Goal Plan. Please provide this 
information. 

b. 	 Staff notes that the energy savings associated with the program are identical. If the 
annual cost amounts differ from the Original Goal Scenario, please explain the 
discrepancy. 

c. 	 As part of this response, please complete the following table and explain, if necessary, 
any variation in expenditures between the Original Goal Scenario and the Revised Goal 
Plan. 

Business Energy Response 
Expenditures 

($) 
Energy Savings 

(kWh) 
Original Goal Scenario I $166,258,567 155,370,072 

Revised Goal Plan $166,258,567 155,370,072 
Difference $0 0 

Response: 

a. The Business Energy Response Program is the same for both plans. The Revised Goal Plan 
Cost estimate is the same as the Original Goal Scenario. Additionally, this information has 
been provided within this Data Request in response #1 and #2. 

b. The energy savings associated with the program are identical. The annual cost amounts in 
the Original Goal Scenario are the same as the Revised Goal Plan. 

c. See table above. 



Docket No.: IOOI60-EG 
PEF's Response to Staff's II til Data Request (Nos I - 20) 

5. 	 Please identify specific modifications, on a program-by-program basis, between the original 
Goal Scenario and the March 30, 2010, filing. 

Response: 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 11, 2011 . 

6. 	 a. Please explain and describe the differences between the CommerciallIndustrial 
component of the Revised Goal Plan and the Original Goal Scenario. 

Response: 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 11, 2011. 

b. 	 As part of this response, please explain the difference in program demand and energy 
savings and program cost between the two Plans, on a program-by-program basis and 
for the Plans as a whole. 

Response: 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 11 , 2011. 

7. 	 Please refer to the CommerciallIndustrial New Construction program for the Original Goal 
Scenario and the Revised Goal Plan. As detailed in the table below, there is an increase in the 
energy savings for the program in the Revised Goal Plan, but a significant decrease in 
program costs. Please explain the SOlll'ce of this variation between the two versions of the 
program, and why the more cost-efficient version was not incorporated into the Original Goal 
Scenario. 

CommerciallIndustrial New Construction 
Expenditures 

($) 
Energy Savings 

(kWh) 

Original Goal Scenario 
Revised Goal Plan 

Difference 



Docket No.: IOOI60·EG 
PEF's Response to Staff's 11th Data Request (Nos. I - 20) 

Response: 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 11,2011. 

8. 	 Please refer to the Business Energy Check program for both the Original Goal Scenario and 
the Revised Goal Plan. As detailed in the table below, there is an increase in program cost for 
the Revised Goal Plan, but no subsequent increase in energy savings. Please explain the 
source of this variation between the two versions of the program, and why the Revised Goal 
Plan has a unique increase in cost without an increase in energy savings. 

Business Energy Check 
Expenditures 

($) 
Energy Savings 

(kWh) 
Original Goal Scenario 

Revised Goal Plan 
Difference 

Response: 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 11, 2011. 

9. 	 Please refer to the Business Energy Saver program for both the Original Goal Scenario and the 
Revised Goal Plan. As detailed in the table below, there is a decrease in program cost for the 
Revised Goal Plan, but no subsequent decrease in energy savings. Please explain the source 
of this variation between the two versions of the program, and why the more cost-efficient 
version was not incorporated into the Original Goal Scenario. 

Business Energy Saver 
Expenditures 

($) 
Energy Savings 

(kWh) 
Original Goal Scenario 

Revised Goal Plan 
Difference 

Response: 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF' s 
responses for this question will be filed by January 11, 2011 . 



Docket No.: 100l60-EG 
PEF's Response to Staff's 11 th Data Request (Nos. 1 - 20) 

10. 	 Please refer to the Better Business program for both the Original Goal Scenario and the 
Revised Goal Plan. As detailed in the table below, the Revised Goal Plan version features a 
small increase in program cost but over double the energy savings. Please explain the source 
of this variation between the two versions of the program, and why the more cost-effective 
version was not incorporated into the Original Goal Scenario. 

Better Business 
Expenditures 

($) 
Energy Savings 

(kWh) 
Original Goal Scenario 

Revised Goal Plan 
Difference 

Response: 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 11 , 2011 . 

11 . Please refer to the Commercial Green Building New Construction program for both the 
Original Goal Scenario and the Revised Goal Plan. As detailed in the table below, the 
Revised Goal Plan version features an approximate six-fold increase in program costs, but an 
increase in energy savings of less than double the Original Goal Scenario's. Please explain the 
source of this variation between the two versions of the program, and why costs increase so 
dramatically for relatively little increase in savings for the Revised Goal Plan. 

Commercial Green Buildinl!; New Construction 
Expenditures 

($) 
Energy Savings 

(kWh) 
Original Goal Scenario 

Revised Goal Plan 
Difference 

Response: 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF' s 
responses for this question will be filed by January 11 , 2011. 

12. 	 In PEF's Introduction of the Revised Goal Plan, on Page 6, PEF states that it incorporates two 
measures from the March 30, 2010, Technical Potential Program filing into the Home Energy 
Improvement Program. These measures are HV AC Tune-Up and high SEER HV AC 
wfECM. The March 30, 2010, filing suggests that HV AC Tune-Up was already incorporated 
into the Home Energy Improvement Program. The Revised Goal Plan also does not mention 
high SEER HV AC wfECM. Please explain or describe how the Revised Goal Plan and 



Docket No,: lOOI60-EG 
PEF's Response to Staffs 11th Data Request (Nos. 1'-20) 

Original Goal versions of the Energy Improvement Program from the 
March 30 

by all dUling the 
by January 11, 

December 1 2010, 
responses for question ",rill be 

13. Introduction the Revised 
March 30, 2010 

Income 
Window 

Initiatives. measures are 
2010, Low Income Weatherization 

includes both 
Original 

program differ 

during the 
'-I "",,'U'VA ",rill be filed 

explain or 
the Low 

conducted on 
11,2011. 

17, 2010, 

14. response to 
080408-EG, the amount residential annual energy 

measures excluded due to a payback than two as 958 GWhs. 

7th Set of Interrogatories, Interrogatory No. 73, issued in lJU'.......'wL 

Exhibit 2 represents thc top ten technical potential measures with than a 2 year 
payback includes 8 measures that total 1904 GWhs in annual energy savings. 

excluded 
to Inti~rr'"\o""tA"'" 

theira. Please explain how determined 
Set ofrepresented as provided 

b. explain what data was relied upon to project the residential annual energy 
of958 GWhs. 

c. Please how PEF 8 residential measures and their reJ:lre5.ented 
savings as provided in Late-Filcd Exhibit No.2. 

explain what was relied upon to project the 1 904 residential 
energy fTom these 8 measures. 

d. 

e. Please how the savings from the 8 excluded 
all excluded t"P<:!I:rlprlT1 measures (958 

measures (1904 G Whs) 
can be gre,lter than the 



Docket No.: IOOl 60-EG 
rEF's Response to Staffs II til Data Request (Nos. I - 20) 

a-e. As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 11 , 2011. 

15. 	 Please provide the projected incentive and customer equipment cost, by program and measure, 
for each of the company's DSM Plans. As part of this response, provide the participant's 
equipment cost, before and after the incentive is applied. Please also provide the incentive 
amount per participant, the incentive' s unit (such as square feet, equipment unit, or monthly 
bill credit), and the incentive amount per unit. Please provide a hardcopy and electronic 
(Excel format) version of this table as part of the response. 

Plan [March 30, 2010 Filing, Original Goal Scenario or Revised Goal Plan] 
Proeram Name: 

Year 

Participant's 
Cost 

(pre--Incentive) 

Participant's Cost 
(post-Incentive) 

Incentive 
Incentive 

Unit 
Incentive 
Per Unit 

i$lParticipant) ($/Participant) ($lParticipant) (Metric) ($/Unit) 
2011 

List 
Unit 
Here 

i 2012 
2013 
2014 
2015 
2016 
2017 
2018 
2019 

Plan [March 30, 2010 Filing, Original Goal Scenario or Revised Goal Plan] 
Pro2ram Name: 
Measure Name: 

Year 

Participant's 
Cost 

(pre--Incentive) 

Participant's Cost 
(post-Incentive) 

Incentive 
Incentive 

Unit 
Incentive 
Per Unit 

($lParticipant) ($/Participant) ($lParticipant) (Metric) ($lUnit) 
2011 

List 
Unit 
Here 

2012 
2013 
2014 
2015 
2016 
2017

I 

2018 
2019 

Response: 



Docket No.: 100160-EG 
PEF's Response to Staffs II th Data Request (Nos. I - 20) 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 24, 2011. 

16. 	 Please provide the projected annual demand and energy savings, by program and measure, for 
each of the company's DSM Plans. As part of this response, please include the savings by 
participant as well. Please provide a hardcopy and electronic (Excel format) version of this 
table as part of the response. 

Scenario or Revised Goal Plan [ March 30, 2010 Filing, Original 
Plan 

Summer Winter AnnualSummer Winter Annual 
Year Peak Peak Energy Peak Peak Energy 

Response: 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 24, 2011. 

17. 	 Please provide the projected rate impact, by program and measure, for each of the company's 
DSM Plans. Please provide a hardcopy and electronic (Excel format) version of this table as 
part of the response. 

Residential Rate Impact ($/1200-kWh) 
Plan rMarch 30, 2010 Filing, Original Goal Scenario or Revised Goal Plan 1 

Pr02ram 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Total 



Docket No.: IOOI60-EG 
PEF's Response to Staffs I J til Data Request (Nos. 1- 20) 

Residential Rate Impact ($I1200-kWb) 
Plan [March 30, 2010 Filing, Original Goal Scenario or Revised Goal Plan] 

Program Measure 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Total ~ 

Response: 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 24, 2011. 



Docket No.: 100 160-EG 
PEF's Response to Staffs 11 th Data Request (Nos. I - 20) 

18. 	 Please provide the projected ECCR expenditures, by program and measure, for each of the 
company's DSM Plans. Please provide a hardcopy and electronic (Excel fOImat) version of 
this table as part of the response. 

Plan 
Program 

Total 

ECCR Expenditures ($) 
[ March 30, 2010 Filing, Original Goal Scenario or Revised Goal Plan] 

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Plan 
Program 

Total 

Measure 

ECCR Expenditures ($) 
[March 30, 2010 Filing, Original Goal Scenario or Revised Goal Plan] 

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Response: 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 24, 2011. 

19. Please provide the projected lost revenues, by program and measure, for each of the 
company's DSM Plans. Please provide a hardcopy and electronic (Excel fOImat) version of 
this table as part of the response. 

Lost Revenues ($) 
Plan [ March 30, 2010 Filing, Original Goal Scenario or Revised Goal Plan] 

Program 

Total 

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Plan II 

Program Measure 

Total 

Lost Revenues ($) 
March 30, 2010 Filing, Orioinal Goal Scenario or Revised Goal Plan] 
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Response: 



Docket No.: IOOI60-EG 
PEF's Response to Staffs I Jth Data Request (Nos. I - 20) 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 24, 2011. 

20. 	 Please provide the cost-effectiveness test results for each program, by program and measure, 
for each of the company's DSM Plans. As part of this response, include the benefits and cost 
for each test. Please provide a hardcopy and electronic (Excel format) version of this table as 
part of the response. 

Plan [March 30, 2010 Filing, Original Goal Scenario or Revised Goal Plan] 

Program 
Name 

Measure 
Name 

E-RIMTest E-TRCTest Participant's 
Benefits Costs Ratio Benefits Costs Ratio Benefits Costs Ratio 
($000) ($000) (-t ($000) ($000). (-) ($000) ($000) (-) 

Total 

Response: 

As agreed by all parties during the meeting conducted on December 17, 2010, PEF's 
responses for this question will be filed by January 24, 2011. 



State of Florida 

W-uhlic~.er&ic.e Olnmmizzion 
CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE C ENTER. 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD 


TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0850 


-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M­

DATE: March 25 , 2011 

TO: Division of Regulatory Analysis 

FROM: Ann Cole, Commission Clerk, Office of Commission Clerk 

RE: Data Request CD, Document Number 10136-10 

Attached please find one CD, labeled PEF Responses to Staffs Data Request - 11 (Questions 1, 
2, 4), Docket Number lOOI60-EG, which is being forwarded to the Division of Regulatory 
Analysis for further di sposition. 

If you have any questions regarding this transmittal , please feel free to contact me. 

Thank you. 
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Revised Goal 

2 

2013 
2014 
2015 

$960,908 
$1,010,433 

269 




Staff-Requested Tables Revised Goal Scenario 

Other Programs 

The tables below indicate the total cost (by program) for administrative, incentive and marketing 
costs for the Other Programs included in the Revised Goal , for years 2011 - 2019 . 

• Technology Development 

• Qualifying Facilities 

• Demand Side Renewable Portfolio3 

.l Previously approved in Order No. PSC- J0-0605-PAA-EG 
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Incentives 

$0 

$0 

$0 
$0 

Marketin 

Marketina 

$0 

$0 

$0 
$0 
$0 
$0 

2018 S894,780 $894,780 
2019 S917,149 $917,1 

Demand Side Renewable Portfolio 

2011 

2017 
2018 
2019 

Marketin 

$241,300 

$0 

$0 
so 

Inc,271 



Staff-Requested Tables Revised Goal Scenario 

Table IX-4.1: Percentage of Total ECCR Rate 

The table below indicates the percentage of Savings , Net Benefits and ECCR Rate for the Revised GoaL 

Percentage ofTotal ECCR Rate 

% ofTotal Goal Net Benefits 
Summer Winter Energy E-TRC E-RlM 

Program Type (%) C%) (%) $000 $000 EC C R 

Business Energy Check Com-EE 0.8% 0.4% 1.2% N /A N /A 2.4% 
Commercial Green Building Com-EE 0.6% 0.4% 0.6% $4,260 -$1,449 0.4% 
Business Energy Saver Com-EE 0.3% 0.1% 0 .2% $1 ,096 $25 0.1% 
CommerciaVIndustrial N ew Constn Com-EE 2.0% 1.0% 2.2% $12,804 $231 0.9% 
Better Business COrll-EE 15.2% 5.2% 22.9% $208,587 $11,892 5.7% 
Innovation Incentive Com-EE N /A N/A N /A N /A N /A 0.1% 
Business Energy Response Com-DR 15 .3% 7. 3% 10.9% $206,998 $40,795 8.9% 
Interruptible Service Com-DR 0.4% 0 .5% 0.0% $6,000 $4,872 9 .3 % 
Curtailable Service Com-DR 0.3 % 0.4% 0 .0% $4,450 $3,788 0.4% 
Standby Generation Service Corn-DR 5.7% 5.8% 0.0% $79 , 161 $68,926 1.5% 
Residential Lighting Res-EE 2 . 1% 0.0% 10.0% $61,184 -$34,002 1.3% 
Residential Appliance Recycling Res-EE 1.5% 1.5% 6.0% $39,899 -$23,356 1.1 % 
Residential Behavior Modification Res-EE 4.3% 4.4% 8.4% $4,920 -$6,470 0 .5% 
Home Energy Improvement Res-EE 15.1% 25.2% 13 .1 % $133 ,476 $20,600 8.3% 
Residential New Construction Res-EE 2 .1% 2.7% 2.2% $20,82 1 $3,542 1.5% 
N eighborhood Energy Saver Res-EE 3.1% 2.4% 3.4% $1 9,539 -$10,645 1.7% 
Low Income W eatherization Res-EE 0 .5% 0.6% 0.5% $3,124 -$1,437 0.3% 
Home Energy C heck Res- EE 13.1 % 8.1 % 16.8% N/A N /A 7.6% 
Residentia l Energy Management Res-DR 15.8% 31.1 % 0.0% 

$419,148 $139,704 
36 .5.% I 

Existing Load Management Res-DR 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8.5% I 

Qualifying Facilities All N /A N /A N /A N /A N /A 0.4% 
Technology Development All N /A N /A N /A N /A N /A 0.9% I 

Demand Side ~ne~able Portfolio I All-RE 1.4% 3.1 % 1.8% I I -$5,341 -$9,371 I I 1.5% 
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Staff-Requested Tables Revised Goal Scenario 

Table IX-4.2: Percentage of Total ECCR Rate (detailed by year) 

The table below indicates the percentage of total ECCR rates by program and year for the Revised Goal. 

Percentage ofTotal ECCR Rate (detail by year) 

.. ­
Plan 

Program ECCR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Business Energy Check 2.4% 2.9% 2 .8% 2.3% 2.0% 1.9% 2 .. 1% 2.4% 2 .. 7% 3 .. 0% 
Commercial Green Building 0.4% 0 .. 3% 0.5% 0 .. 5% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4% 0.5% 
Business Energy Saver 0 .. 1% 0.1% 0.1% 0 .. 1% 0.1% 0.1% 0 .. 1% 0.1% 0 .. 1% 0 .. 1% 
CommerciaVlndustrial New Constn 0 .. 9% 1.1 % 0.9% 1.0% 1.0% 0.8% 0.7% 0.8% 0 .. 8% 0 .. 9% 
Better Business 5.7% 9.4% 8 .. 1% 7.5% 7.4% 5.4% 4 .. 9% 3.5% 3.6% 3 .. 7% 
Innovation Incentive 0.1% 0 .2% 0 .. 2% 0 .. 1% 0.1% 01% 0.1% 0.1% 0 .. 1% 0 .. 2% 
Business Energy Response 8.9% 10.6% 14.1% 12-9% 9.4% 8.4% 8.1% 7.4% 6.4% 5.5% 
Commercial LM (cbsed) 0.3% 0.5% 0.5% 0.4% 0 .. 3% 0.3% 0.3% 0.3% 0.3% 0.3% 
interruptible Service 9.3% 14.7% 13.0% 10.1% 8.2% 7.5% 7.7% 8.2% 8.9% 9.6% 
Curtailable Service 0.4% 0.6% 0.6% 0.4% 0.4% 0.3% 0.3% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4% 
Standby Generation Service 1.5% 2.3% 2.0% 1.6% 1.3% 1.2% 1.2% 1.3% 1.4% 1.5% 
Residential Lighting 1.3% 1.3% 1.3% 1.3% 1.0% 1.1 % 1.3% 1.2% 1.5% 1.7% 
Residential Appliance Rec;ycling 1.1 % 1.1 % 1.5% 1.2% 1.0% 0.9% 1.0% 1.1% 1.3% 1.4% 
Residential Behavior Modification 0.5% 0.6% 0.6% 0.5% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4% 0.5% 0.5% 0.6% 
Home Energy Improvement 8.3% 8.1% 8.3% 7.5% 7.9% 7.8% 8.6% 7.8% 8.7% 9.9% 
Residential New Construction 1.5% 1.6% 1.3% 1.3% 1.5% 1.4% 1.6% 1.6% 1.5% 1.6% 
Neighborhood Energy Saver 1.7% 2.7% 2.6% 2.1% 1.9% 1.3% 1.3% 1.3% 1.4% 1.5% 
Low Income Weatherization 0.3% 0.5% 0.4% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2% 0.3% 0.3% 0.4% 
Home Energy Check 7.6% 10.5% 9.7% 7.8% 6.5% 6.1% 6.4% 7.1% 7.9% 8.7% 
Residential Energy Management 36.5% 4.1% 7.3% 21.9% 32.9% 49.3% 47.9% 48.8% 45 .8% 42.0% 
Existing Load Management 8.5% 21.5% 19.1% 14.9% 12.3% 3.4% 3.5% 3.8% 4.2% 4.7% 

i2ualifYing Facilities 0.4% 0.6% 0 .5% 0.4% 0.3% 0.3% 0.3% 0.4% 0.4% 0.5% 
Teclmology Development 0.9%_ 1.0% 1.0% L_JC O% 0.9%_ 0.8% "---0.8% 0.8% 0 .. 9% 1.. 0% 

Demand Side Renewable Portfolio 1 1.5% I I 3.7% 3.6% 3.1 % 2.7% 0.8% 0.7% 0.5% 1-0.4%J 03% ] 
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Staff-Requested Tables Revised Goal Scenario 

Table IX-S: Total Plan ECCR Rate Impact 

The table below indicates the total plan ECCR revenue requirements and ECCR rate impact for 
the Revised Goal . 

Revised Goal Plan ECCR Rate Impact 

Total ECCR Revenue 

Requirements 

Residential Bill 

Impact ($lMo @ 
1,200 kWh) 

2011 130,962,866 $4.84 

2012 147,959,682 $5.39 

2013 191,263,109 $6.90 

2014 234,361,192 $8.47 

2015 258,435 ,799 $9.43 

2016 252,364,979 $9.11 

2017 237,580,971 $8.45 

2018 219,148,476 $7.58 

2019 203,412,004 $6.86 
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