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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking on the 

Commission’s Proposed Policies and Programs

Governing Energy Efficiency, Low-Income

Assistance, Renewable Energy and Research

Development and Demonstration.

Rulemaking 98-07-037

(Filed July 23, 1998)


ASSIGNED COMMISSIONER’S RULING

REGARDING JOINT UTILITY WEATHERIZATION INSTALLATION STANDARDS AND POLICY AND PROCEDURES MANUALS STANDARDIZATION PROJECT

In a letter to Wes Franklin, dated February 25, 2000, Sempra indicated that San Diego Gas and Electric Company (SDG&E) agrees to serve as lead utility contract manager on the Joint Utility Weatherization Installation Standards (WIS) and Policy and Procedures Manuals (P&P) Standardization Project (Joint Proposal) required by the December 29, 1999 Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling.  In the same letter, Sempra requested an extension of the March 17, 2000 Joint Proposal filing due date.  In a letter dated March 6, 2000, Wes Franklin approved Sempra’s proposed schedule for the completion of this project.  This ruling addresses specific details of the project.

Under this project, the utility policy and procedures manuals and weatherization installation standards manuals shall be reviewed and standardized statewide.  These manuals contain rules on how and when measures are to be installed in low-income homes, detailed measure descriptions, material standards, measure installation instructions, and other implementation procedures.  A single state-wide utility program WIS manual shall be developed, along with a set of standardized policy and procedure manuals.  These policy and procedure manuals shall differ only with respect to differences in climatic conditions, local building codes and ordinances.  Where prior Commission rulings allow differences across utilities, I expect participants to consider ways of achieving reasonable consistency.

The review of P&P Manuals shall cover not only issues relating to

installation standards, but also other policies and procedures that differ

across programs.  This would include spending caps, approaches to income qualifications, treatment of rental units, etc. I also expect the utilities to achieve greater consistency in the area of carbon monoxide testing through this review process, thus ensuring customer protection.  


In addition, the debate in A.99-07-002 et al. convinces me that there is a need to improve consistency across utilities with regard to inspection policies and procedures for the low-income energy efficiency program.  Standardization of inspection procedures should be undertaken as a second (or concurrent) phase of this project.  Energy Division should work with the utilities and other interested parties to develop a workable schedule for this element of the standardization project, so that recommendations are available for consideration no later than the PY 2002 planning cycle. 

Funding of the consultant and any other joint costs for this project shall be allocated to the program year 2000 Low-Income Energy Efficiency Program (LIEE) and should be split between the utilities as follows:

Pacific Gas & Electric Company
30%

Southern California Edison
30%

SDG&E
15%

Southern California Gas Company
25%

For the dual-fuel utilities, these expenses shall be allocated between their gas and electric departments, proportionately based on the respective gas and electric LIEE budgets.  Funding for this project, including the standardization of inspection procedures should not exceed $350,000. 
The Sempra February 25th letter states that the new schedule would provide an opportunity for the Low Income Advisory Board (LIAB) to include comments on the Joint Proposal its PY 2001 program recommendations to be submitted on May 10, 2000.  The Energy Division indicated to me that the LIAB, at its February 17th meeting, noted that the proposed schedule would not provide an opportunity for the LIAB to include comments on the joint Proposal in its May 10th recommendations to the Commission and instead voted to support the proposed schedule only if the LIAB is afforded the opportunity to comment on the Joint Proposal on June 9, 2000.  I agree with the LIAB and note that the LIAB will be submitting its comments on the Joint Proposal on June 9, 2000 (not in its May 10, 2000 PY 2001 submittal).

Dated March 22, 2000, at San Francisco, California.







Josiah L. Neeper

Assigned Commissioner

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I have by mail this day served a true copy of the original attached Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling on all parties of record in this proceeding or their attorneys of record.

Dated March 22, 2000, at San Francisco, California.



Carmencita Viernes 

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 insure that they continue to receive documents. You must indicate the proceeding number on the service list on which your name appears.

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

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.
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