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+ DCEO provided incentives for 172 completed proj
standardand custiom incentive programs.

+ Localgovernmentsand k-12
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Energy Savings by Proj

Shareof Incanthvesby Project Type

Lights for Learnin

* During the 2009-2009 school yea
organizations participated in this
— Program administered by MEEA

= 2,394 students participated in
selling over 37,000 CFLs and LE

— Estimated kwh savings of 1.9M fr

Total Ssles by Product

wag

Cusiom Projecis accountfora
much larger sharg ol KWh savings
{52%) than Incentives (38%), dua
to theirhigharcost aflectiveness
{Incentiveskwh).




Low Income Progra

Provided lunding for programs.

and projects that will rasultin

energyefficiencyin 750 new e e rousas UARy
housing units and more than ]

8,000 axisting units st —
Achleved 862% of the planned e
kWh reductions from low
incomaprograms = 5,502,000  ;om Len

kWh rathar than 878,000kWh

=dueto greatergmphasison ™ L) ._
directinstatl projects and L
higherthan aniicipated ra fr—
compiletionraia of new housing

projecis.
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Market Transformation Pr.
Smart Energy Design Assistan

Total poleniial energy cost savings for afl clie
wilh an intermal rate of ratum of 24 7%
Totalp el elecirical eneigy savings for
*Wh {5.2 kWh per square foct). The ass
W s possible.
53% of clients ptan to implement or have impl
reduction measures. Based on client feedback,
achievedan estimatedsavings of 4,486,386 kWh

Challenges in Program Y
Public Sector Progra

Difficulty meeting local govt. goals - du
slow process for finding and approvin

Potential overlap with Clean Energy,
and ARRA programs

Deluge of Jast minute projects and fi
process

Hew lighting technologles were becoming
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Market Transformation Pr
Smart Energy Design Assistance

Dasign Assistance
+ Lovel 1 1 {initial Malion)

[

+{48 reports for EEPS eligible projacis ware com
rcommendations, including 74 with Level 3 anal

*Level 4 follow up sarvices (implementaltion assi

Completed Design

¥ ¥

Market Transformation P
Other Programs

* Building Industry Training and Educatl
— The varlous grant reciplents for
almost 11,700 hours of training

= Recelvad 76 applications in Year 2 pi

in funding request. Program Funding &

* lLarge-customer Energy Analysis Pro
=~ have done over 20 diagnostic sesslons
users to Identtfy current energy mana

and have assisted 20 entities in developin

plans or provided technical services such

Challenges in Program Y
Low Income Progra

* In the Low Income Retrofit Program, th
cover enough of the measure costs, d
tequirements

Public Housing Authorities fell thro
offerings, neither fitting Public Sect
Programs as designed

The definition of low income household {
level) prectuded many projects and causedo
Difficulty in getting grants in place due to req
Interagency agreements, legal review, varyln
structures, changes in agendies, etc.




Recommendations for Prog

Public Sector Program
= Increase incentives by about 10%

+ increase maximum project to $200,000

+ Add special category for outdoorlig

+ Set earlier date to recelve Final Aj

* Add measures to standard list - L|
lighting, additional controls

* Add "but for” statement to certification

+ Consider adding additional categorles su
private schools and universities

* Use ARRA programs {SEP and EECGB) to expa
EEPS and develop projects

* Expand outreach efforts through IML, ILARC, etc.
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Recommendations for Prog
Low Income Progra

« Develop program targeted at Publ
Authorities

* Provide greater flexibility in d
levels for each measure, depe
program costs

* Puton hold Moderate Rehab Prog

* Revise definition of low income based o
80 AMIvs. 150% of poverty level
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