Low Income Governing Board Advisory Committee Meeting 


August 25, 1998  


Advisory Committee Members Present: Josie Webb/CPUC, John Nall/Edison , Eddie Jimenez/Proteus, Inc., Yvette Vazquez/SDG&E, (PG&E), Richard Shaw/ASCEEP, Pete Grahmbeek/Cal/Neva, Dennis Guido/PG&E


Public Members Present: Barbara Cronin/So Cal Gas, Ann Keegan/SoCalGas, Carlos Becerra/CPUC, Dave Rogers/SDG&E, Edward Ocampo/Maravilla, Irina Krishpinovich/RHA, Ulla-Maija Wait/CSD


Consulting Staff Present: Clarice Ericsson/CH2M HILL 


The meeting was called to order at 8:35 AM.


Discussion of Issues regarding EEI’s recommendations to the Board


Recommendation C.1


Allocation of 50% of the funding to the high end users. What is the definition of high end (could be a high bill, high energy using area)? Barbara Cronin/SoCalGas stated that average high heating use and took the top 5% of users and found that there were measures which could reduce their usage. By targeting the high usage customers, you could really create a savings.


The Advisory Committee discussed what is high usage. Over 200 therms during the heating season were targeted. More than 400 considered high. A lot of usage is behavior. Attic insulation, heater blankets helpful, thermostat repairs (runs less).


Discussion: 50% is too high. What is the foundation for picking that number? Can it be 15% or 25%. Utilities have to become more involved in outreach by providing agencies with consumption lists (privacy issues here).


A number of factors cause high usage:


Cherry-picking; 


How to identify the highest users; 


problems with marketing; 


Can’t tell multi-unit houses from single dwellings and affects the ability to identify high users unless you have a master meter; so many differences in CA’s climate changes.


Delivery of program all year long; 


Will homes that have already been serviced continue to be serviced if they are still high users. 





Consultants left the determination about what is high usage with the utilities because there are so many different climates zones in California. There was discussion about lowering the percentage to 25% and take a look at the impact and setting the program up according to climate zone. Richard Shaw reminded the Advisory Committee that although the utilities can generate consumption lists, this is not an efficient method and will cause concerns about privacy issues. 


SDG&E pointed out that EEI has made no recommendation about the work already performed by the utilities and customers that have already been served. Some particies recollected that one member of the Board has indicated that 1999 is program year zero (0). 


Lots of issues around climate and how to serve these areas with micro-climates. Richard: What percentage is reasonable. Real task is identifying a livable percentage. Dennis: Private CBOs tend to serve higher bid jobs first, low-income jobs as filler jobs. Louise: The way the state is supposed to run is the CVO is supposed to have funds allocated for the whole year and contractors are supposed to serve customers on a monthly basis.


Recommendation C2


Not a lot of time left to produce forms. If guidelines are not the same, how are the applications to be cross-referenced?


Recommendation C3


The utilities are already doing all of it except tracking by energy usage. The Advisory Committee has concerns about gathering information on ethnicity. The definition of “’substance and form’ to be decided by the Commission.”


Recommendation C4


Definition of underserved groups. Who are we targeting? Who are they, where are they, and why are they underserved? Need to get a better understanding from the utilities and who they are serving already. 


Recommendation C5


All education to be charged to non-PGC funds.


Recommendation B.4 


Using equipment to test the ducts is a better way to get the ducts sealed. Experienced crews know where to look, so if you are going to use inexperienced people you will need to train them at a cost of $800 per person. The training costs are too expensive for some contractors. Duct blasters cannot be used with wall heaters or floor heaters. 


Another issue which needs to be addressed is older homes with lead-based paint.


Minimal number of times needed to address the problems in the home: outreach, assessment, education. Discussed as one visit to the home. 


Recommendation B3 


Rate payers are required to provide funding. In addition there are legal issues and CBO issues. 


Morning MeetingAdjourned at 10:00 AM.





Afternoon session called to order at 4:15 PM 


Discussion of  Agenda for August 26th Advisory Committee Meeting 


OIR rulemaking


Response to LIGB meeting


Agendas for future pilots to be recommended


Determine order of importance of pilots


Discussion of budget (try to cut down AC’s costs from CH2m HILL)


Keep minutes, note taking


AC will be responsible for getting out its own faxes, meeting notices, etc.


AC assignments


Changing of AC meeting dates


Distribution of AC minutes





Louise Perez: Need to discuss AC member representation issues for a future meeting


Eddie Jimenez reminded AC members that they need to bring it to the attention of the Board when individual AC members are speaking on behalf of the AC and not as members of the public.


Discussion that issues which the AC has discussed were not taken into account in today’s presentation. AC responded well to the issues today given that EEI’s information was not received until Monday’s Board meeting. What was decided today by the Board cannot be redressed; it will be going ahead with its recommendations to the Commission. A need is seen for ways to address the Board on behalf of the AC. 


Adjourned at 5:10 PM.
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