2004 - 2005 CPUC Energy Efficiency Programs
Monthly Report Narrative

	Implementer Name:
	Southern California Gas Company

	Program Name:
	Statewide Nonresidential New Construction Savings By Design – 
Redacted Version per  G.O. 66-C and PUC Code Sec. 583

	IOU Service Area:
	SCG

	Program Number:
	1249-04

	Program Type:
	IOU Statewide Program

	Month
	August-04


1. Program Status
1.1.  Insert a table that shows the following:

1.1.1. Comparison of budget, current month’s expenditures, cumulative expenditures, commitments, and remaining budget  in the four categories (admin, marketing, direct implementation, EM&V)
	Budget and Expenditures 
	Budget
	Aug-04
	% of Bdgt
	Cumulative
	% of Bdgt
	Committed
	% of Bdgt
	Cumulative & Committed
	% of Bdgt
	Unspent

	Total
	$4,621,150
	$85,958
	2%
	$475,317
	10%
	 
	 
	$475,317
	10%
	$4,145,833

	Admin
	$600,433
	$37,560
	6%
	$156,925
	26%
	 
	 
	$156,925
	26%
	$443,508

	Marketing
	$302,772
	$46,758
	15%
	$115,339
	38%
	 
	 
	$115,339
	38%
	$187,433

	DI
	$3,564,795
	$1,640
	0%
	$203,053
	6%
	 
	 
	$203,053
	6%
	$3,361,743

	EM&V
	$153,150
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$153,150

	Financing
	 
	 
	NA
	 
	NA
	 
	NA
	 
	NA
	 


	Budget and Expenditures 
	Budget
	August-04
	% of Bdgt
	Cumulative
	% of Bdgt
	Committed
	% of Bdgt
	Cumulative & Committed
	% of Bdgt
	Unspent

	Total
	$4,621,150
	$218,311
	5%
	$850,071
	18%
	 
	 
	$629,558
	14%
	$3,771,079

	Admin
	$600,433
	$37,560
	6%
	$156,925
	26%
	 
	 
	$156,925
	26%
	$443,508

	Marketing
	$302,772
	$46,758
	15%
	$115,339
	38%
	 
	 
	$115,339
	38%
	$187,433

	DI
	$3,564,795
	$133,993
	4%
	$577,807
	16%
	 
	 
	$577,807
	16%
	$2,986,988

	EM&V
	$153,150
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$153,150

	Financing
	 
	 
	NA
	 
	NA
	 
	NA
	 
	NA
	 


1.1.2. If applicable, comparison of energy savings goals, current month’s achievements, cumulative achievements, commitments and remainder.
	Energy Effects
	Goals
	Aug-04
	% of Goals
	Cumulative
	% of Goals
	Committed
	% of Goals
	Cumulative & Committed
	% of Goals
	Goals Minus Cumulative

	Coinc Peak kW
	4,367
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	4,367

	Annual kWh
	22,628,568
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	22,628,568

	Lifecyc kWh
	339,428,523
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	339,428,523

	Annual Therms
	296,194
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	296,194

	Lifecyc Therms
	4,442,904
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	4,442,904


	Energy Effects
	Goals
	August-04
	% of Goals
	Cumulative
	% of Goals
	Committed
	% of Goals
	Cumulative & Committed
	% of Goals
	Goals Minus Cumulative

	Coinc Peak kW
	4,367
	708
	16%
	1,264
	28%
	 
	 
	1,264
	28%
	3,103

	Annual kWh
	22,628,568
	1,405,081
	6%
	4,011,530
	17%
	 
	 
	4,011,530
	17%
	18,617,037

	Lifecyc kWh
	339,428,523
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	339,428,523

	Annual Therms
	296,194
	1,747
	0%
	20,904
	7%
	 
	 
	20,904
	7%
	275,289

	Lifecyc Therms
	4,442,904
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	4,442,904


Currently, the formulas in the workbook do not allow us to accurately portray activity.  The savings will be updated once the formulas have been corrected.

1.1.3. If applicable, comparison of performance goals, current month’s achievements, cumulative achievements, commitments and remainder.

Not applicable.
1.2. Describe program activities and accomplishments during the month for each of the following types of activities:

1.2.1. Administrative 

· A statewide meeting was held to discuss shared activities such as statewide-sponsored events, designing the 2005 brochure, updating the energy-modeling software (NCcalc), input towards the scoping of future Evaluation and Measurement studies, and future-year program design.

· Held monthly conference call with other IOUs.
· Participated in a statewide Consortium for Energy Efficiency (CEE) meeting to discuss the best ways for CEE to support the various statewide energy efficiency programs.  

· Participated in California Commissioning Collaborative Board Meeting.
· Discussed adoption of Thermal Energy Storage components/baseline values and baselines into 2005 Title 24 Energy Code with IOUs and the California Energy Commission.

· Initiated development of updated statewide collaterals for 2005.
1.2.2. Marketing 

· Attended the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Forum meeting  and listened to presentations regarding  sustainability in the future of Los Angeles.  Made contact with various industry professionals and community leaders.
· Attended an Sustainable Conference Planning Meeting at the offices of a customer, along with an Edison Savings By Design representative, to discuss an upcoming Sustainability Conference.  Both utilities will be sponsoring this event along with the U.S. Green Building Council at the California Science Center on October 28.  We discussed the agenda, speakers, attendees, budget and conference location.  
· Participated in the Leading Edge Competition jury event to determine awards for architectural student designs of energy efficient and sustainable buildings.  For this year, the competition was based upon a classroom/administration building and a daycare center in Palm Desert and attracted over 200 entries. 
· Attended a monthly customer meeting that featured a green roof consultant that was referred by SBD staff.  The speakers described the benefits of green roofs including the quantification of energy savings.  They have developed an energy-modeling program that can model the green roof energy savings that may be appropriate for participation in the SBD program. 
· Attended the Classroom Lighting Guidelines training that was developed by Edison.  The primary purpose of the training was to review the methodology for best introducing 2% daylighting into a classroom.
· Participated in Collaborative for High Performance Schools Commissioning Charette.

1.2.3. Direct Implementation 

· Met with a City  Environmental Supervisor of Material and Waste Resource Division  regarding various City brownfield projects.  The City is helping owners/developers rehabilitate Brownfield sites, which can perhaps be included in the Savings By Design program.

· Met with the Leadership in Energy efficiency Design (LEED) consultant, the Track B project energy modeler, and a design consultant regarding a college facilities project.  The scope of work has been expanded to include a central plant in the basement.

· Met with the principal, MEP (mechanical, electrical, and plumbing) consultant, and designers to discuss the status and coordinate the submittal of various projects  in the Savings By Design program.

· Met with a consultant and architects regarding the a science building project.  Also met with a consultant to coordinate various other Track B projects that are in the Savings By Design program.

· Met with a City mechanical engineer to discuss the revised drawings for an animal shelter.  An analysis for incentives based upon this redesign will be provided to the City. 

· Conducted a conference call with the representative of a customer to introduce Savings By Design to him.  He will bring the information back to his client for a project in Los Angeles.  They may be completely redoing the skin (and possibly mechanical system) for that existing building.

· Met with representatives of an architectural firm to discuss how Savings By Design can apply to their chain projects.

· Met with a local building developer to discuss the renovation of the a playhouse.  Although the facility is owned by a college, the tenant will be paying the utility bills and will therefore be the applicant for the SBD program.  

· Attended the California Commissioning Collaborative (CCC) meeting where the discussion of incorporation continued.  One of key roles of the CCC is in determining the appropriate implementation of the commissioning process into projects and how it may be included in the future versions of Title 24, the energy efficiency code for California.  

· Met with an environmental group who had recently been awarded an Annenberg Foundation grant for increasing the level of sustainability in public schools.  They were interested specifically in working with the School District to better implement their CHPS program.  

· Met with project architect for a local High School to plan the agenda for a two-hour design charette.  Provided materials and agenda for the charette and led the discussion.

· Met on several occasions with designers of another local high school to ensure that Savings By Design will receive an EnergyPro simulation model of the entire project, as well as a thorough Track B report.

· Attended TreePeople’s Task Force for the new Center for Community Forestry project.  Also listened to the proposal for campus scheme and capital campaign efforts.

· Met with MEP Coordinator for a hospital expansion to discuss re-submittal under the Whole Building Approach, as well as submittal of the new medical office building.  Received confirmation that his designers would be modeling using EnergyPro, thus rendering themselves eligible for incentives.

· Tracking reports from the Energy Design Resources Web site dedicated to on-line training indicates that 38 courses have been completed through August.

· Savings By Design Web site had over 68,094 hits; the Energy Design Resources site had over 163,521.
Training Documentation

No training was offered by SBD in August.
Trade Show and/or Public Events

None for the month of August
1.2.3.1. Audits and Site Surveys

Not applicable to this program

1.2.3.2. Direct Installations, Rebates, Equipment Maintenance and Optimization

Not applicable to this program

1.2.3.3. Discrepancies between total month's rebates paid may differ from the total calculated in the workbook due to the following reasons:

(1) There may be a lag in customer rebate payments, particularly those approved for payments towards the end of the month, due to the processing of check payments; 

(2) SDG&E pays an approved customer application either the prescribed rebates/incentives or the cost shown on the customer invoice, whichever is lower.

1.2.4. EM&V 

2. Program Challenges 
None

3. Customer Disputes 
None

4. Compliance Items 
None

5. Coordination Activities
Cooperated and coordinated efforts for promoting various energy efficiency programs provided by SoCalGas.

6. Changes to Subcontractors or Staffing
None 


7. Additional Items

None

Supporting Documentation 

a. Marketing Materials – 
There were no new marketing materials this month.

b. Point of Purchase Program Documentation –
This program does not have point of purchase activities.

c. Free Measure Distribution Documentation – 
This program does not distribute free measures. 

d. Upstream Incentive Documentation – 
This program is not an upstream incentive program. 

e. Training Documentation – 
No training seminars were held this month.

f. Trade Shows and Public Events – 
None this month. 
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