


























Portfolio-Level Reporting

Table 2-3 shows the budget and spending for individual New York Energy $mart™ programs.

Table 2-2. Financial Status of the New York Energy $mart*” Program through June 30,

2009 ($ million)
Total 13- Funds Spent
Year SBCI & % of Budget
1 BC III'* Total t
Budget e SBC otal Spen Spent
Commercial/Industrial 634.0 247.1 132.6 379.8 59.9%
Residential 312.8 165.4 89.9 255.4 81.7%
Low-Income 318.6 86.6 115.3 201.9 63.4%
Research and Development 388.3 105.9 74.1 179.9 46.3%
General Awareness® (Marketing) 31.0 15.9 6.4 223 71.9%
Program Areas Total $1,684.6 $620.9 $418.3 $1,039.2 61.7%
Program Administration 128.4 59.8 45.7 105.5 82.2%
Metrics and Evaluation® 51.8 14.5 8.7 232 44.8%
Statewide Evaluation Protocol 21 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0%
Development
Environmental Disclosure 1.9 0.8 -0.8 <0.1 2.5%
NYS Cost Recovery Fee 254 9.2 9.6 18.8 73.8%
Other Costs Total $209.6 $84.3 $63.3 $147.6 70.7%
Total New York Energy $mar $1,894.2 $705.2 $481.6 $1,186.8 62.7%
Program

! Reflects reallocation of funding among programs as approved by the Public Service Commission.

2 SBCI: July 1, 1998 through June 30, 2001; SBC II: July 1, 2001 through June 30, 2006.

3 SBCIII: July 1, 2006 through June 30, 2011.
* General Awareness previously included in Residential Program Area
3 PSC Case 07-M-0548 Order Establishing the Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standard and Approving Programs, effective June
23,2008 increased the SBC evaluation budget from 2% to 5% of program funding, thus adding $17.1 million. Budget also
reflects $250,000 for Department of Public Service Evaluation Consultant — amount approved to be paid from SBC interesting

earnings.

Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. Source: NYSERDA
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Budget and Spending Status

Table 2-3. Individual Programs — New York Energy $mart®™ Financial Status through

June 30, 2009 ($ million)

Budget Funds Spent
Progsram Total Total ©
& Budget | OPCI& | opomm® | Fungs | 70 OfBudeet
1 SBC I1 Spen
Spent
Commercial/Industrial
Existing Facilities*’ 308.0 135.4 49.4 184.8 60.0%
New York Energy $mart® Business Partners 43.9 21.1 7.7 28.8 65.6%
Loan Fund and Financing® 43.7 123 213 33.6 77.0%
Energy Smart Focus 18.9 4.8 6.7 11.6 61.4%
New Construction Program 164.4 53.1 39.4 92.4 56.2%
FlexTech Technical Assistance 55.2 20.4 8.1 28.5 51.6%
Total Commercial & Industrial $634.0 $247.1 $132.6 $379.8 59.9%
Residential & Low-income
Single Family Home Performance 107.5 47.4 38.5 85.8 79.9%
Multifamily Building Performance 44.5 18.3 18.7 37.0 83.3%
Market Support Residential 148.9 96.5 27.8 1243 83.5%
Communities and Education 11.9 32 5.0 8.2 68.7%
Subtotal Residential $312.8 $165.4 $90.0 $255.4 81.7%
Single Family Home Performance 78.3 223 21.7 44.0 56.1%
Multifamily Building Performance 160.0 45.4 49.9 95.3 59.6%
EmPower New York 63.7 14.3 38.9 53.1 83.4%
Buying Strategies & Energy Awareness 16.6 4.7 4.8 9.5 57.4%
Subtotal Low-Income $318.6 $86.6 $115.3 $201.9 63.4%
Total Residential and Low-Income $631.3 $252.0 $205.3 $457.3 72.4%
Research and Development
Public Benefit Power Transmission and Distribution 10.0 0.0 0.7 0.7 7.4%
Clean Energy Infrastructure (includes closed program: End 91 1 19.0 279 46.9 5159
Use Renewables)

Distributed Energy Resources: Power Systems Product o
Development & DG-CHP Demonstrations 149.2 34.0 218 338 37:4%
Demand Response and Innovative Research 10.0 0.0 <0.1 <0.1 0.1%
Electric Transportation 5.0 0.0 0.7 0.7 14.3%

Environmental, Monitoring, Evaluation & Protection 39.1 17.7 7.3 25.0 64.0

Industrial and Municipal Process Efficiency 15.0 0.0 3.0 3.0 19.9
Next Generation and Emerging Technologies 42.7 18.3 8.4 26.7 62.5%
Wholesale Renewable Energy Market 22.7 16.5 2.7 19.1 84.1%
Other 0.4 0.4 <0.1 0.4 100%
Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative 3.0 0.0 1.5 1.5 49.8%
Total Research and Development $388.3 $105.9 $74.1 $179.9 46.3%
General Awareness (Marketing) 31.0 15.9 6.4 223 71.9%
Total New York Energy $mart® Program $1,684.6 $620.9 $418.3 $1,039.2 61.7%

! Reflects reallocation of funding among programs as approved by the Public Service Commission.
2SBCI: July 1, 1998 through June 30, 2001; SBC II: July 1, 2001 through June 30, 2006.

*SBCIII: July 1, 2006 through June 30, 2011.

* The Peak Load Management and Enhanced Commercial / Industrial Performance programs have been combined into the Existing Facilities Program

* Transfer of $18.3 million from Existing Facilities to Loan Fund and Financing per approval by the Public Service Commission as of January 27, 2009

Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. Source: NYSERDA
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Portfolio-Level Reporting

2.1.2 EEPS Fast Track Program Budget Spending Status

This section presents financial data for the EEPS Fast Track Programs from their initiation in March 2009
through June 30, 2009. Of the $259.5 million Fast Track budget, $229.3 million (88%) is allocated to six
programs: CFL Expansion, EmPower, Commercial New Construction, Flex Tech Expansion, Industry
and Process Efficiency, and General Awareness. Budgets and spending for each EEPS Fast Track
program are presented in Table 2-4.

Table 2-4. Financial Status of the EEPS Fast Track Programs through June 30, 2009

(% million)
Total Funds % of Budget

Total Budget Spent Spent
CFL Expansion 17.2 0.0 0.0%
EmPower 23.6 0.6 2.5%
Commercial New Construction Program 62.7 0.0 0.0%
Flex Tech Expansion 14.9 0.0 0.0%
Industry and Process Efficiency 92.8 0.2 0.2%
General Awareness 18.1 0.0 0.0%
Program Total $229.3 $0.8 0.3%
Program Administration 18.1 0.3 1.6%
Metrics and Evaluation 12.0 0.2 1.7%
Other Costs Total $30.1 $0.5 1.7%
Total EEPS Fast Track Program $259.5 $1.3 0.5%

Totals may not sum exactly due to rounding. Source: NYSERDA

2.2 Portfolio Level Findings

This section presents portfolio-level findings for the SBC Program.

2.2.1 Summary of System Benefits Charge Program Benefits

Summary of SBC Program Benefits (Combined Program)

Table 2-5 shows the cumulative New York Energy $mart®™ Program benefits through June 30, 2009,
and through the last four calendar years. Cumulative annual electric savings have reached nearly 3,365
GWh. Peak demand reduction efforts have led to a total reduction of 1,315 MW that consists of
permanent and curtailable demand reductions. Renewable energy generation now amounts to 106 GWh.
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Portfolio Level Findings

Table 2-5. Cumulative SBC Program Benefits from Installed Measures (Combined

Program)
Tgl;(;l;§h Through Through Through Through
Benefits End Year-End Year-End Year End June 30,
2006 2007 2008 2009
2005
Electricity Savings from Energy Efficiency and
On-Site Generation (Annual GWh) 1,950 2,350 3,060 3,225 3,365
Renewable Energy Generation (Annual GWh) 103 105 106 106 106
Peak Demand Reduction' (MW) 1,040 1,113 1,200 1,275 1,315
Permanent Measures (MW) 445 495 650 700 725
Curtailable? 595 618 550 575 590
Net Fuel Savings (Annual MMBtu) 4,000,000 4,049,000 4,660,000 5,400,000 5,200,000
Annual Energy ]_311.1 Savings to Participating $275 $330 $570 $620 $610
Customers ($ Million)
Jobs Created and Retained per Year® 3,100 3,700 4,700 4,700 4,700
NO, Emissions Reductions® (Annual Tons) 1,750 2,060 2,570 2,690 2,780
SO, Emissions Reductions® (Annual Tons) 3,170 3,800 4,720 4,930 5,070
CO, Emissions Reductions* (Annual Tons) 1,400,000 1,600,000 2,000,000 2,100,000 2,200,000
Equivalent number of cars removed from NY 275,000 320,000 400,000 420,000 440,000
roadways

"Does not include 9.8 MW of renewable energy generation capacity.

2 Curtailable MW has decreased due to a reassessment of the impact of the Enabling Technologies Program. MW enabled
under the SBC2 program Enabling Technologies for Price Responsive Load was not required to persist beyond the period of
the contract. As such, the MWs available have steadily declined since the program’s close.

* Figures in this row represent the net additional jobs created through year-end. Results from 2004 through 2007 have been
restated based on new analysis conducted in 2009.

“These emission reductions are associated with both electric and fossil fuel saving measures. Under a cap-and-trade system, the
total number of emission allowances is determined by regulation. Regulated entities can purchase allowances and collectively
emit up to the cap that is currently in place. Therefore, in the near term, electric efficiency projects may not decrease the
overall amount of emissions going into the atmosphere. However, electric efficiency projects will reduce end-users’
responsibility or footprint associated with emissions from electricity production.

Electric and Peak Demand Savings by Utility Service Area

Figure 2-1 and Figure 2-2, respectively, show electricity and demand savings by utility service area for
the combined EEPS and New York Energy $mart®"'-funded programs. The National Grid (37%) and
Con Edison (33%) service areas show the highest percentages of electricity savings. The same service
areas, Con Edison (39%) and National Grid (32%), are also seeing the highest percentages of the overall
demand reductions. Both of these figures are based on the cumulative annual savings achieved through
June 30, 2009. For certain market transformation and informational programs representing 18% of the
portfolio electricity savings and 17% of the demand reductions, savings were apportioned to utility areas
based on incentive dollars. In future quarterly reports, as EEPS-funded savings grow, two sets of pie
charts will be presented displaying New York Energy $mart®™ and EEPS savings by utility separately.
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Single Family Home Performance Program

15%, 26%, 34%, and 133%, respectively. The 2008 savings per home and the resulting mid-estimates for
2008 spillover across all four fuel types are presented in Table 4-9.

Table 4-9. 2008 Mid-Estimate Non-Participant Spillover Savings by Fuel Type

Measures
Insulation/ Heating/ Hot Water Windows/
Air Sealing Cooling Heater Doors Total
Mid-Estimate Electricity Spillover (kWh)
Savings per Treated Home' 59 171 774 24
Formerly Participating Contractors 9,789 114,852 109,584 106,704 340,929
Non-Participating Contractors 25 44,240 104,045 14,963 163,273
Total 9,814 159,092 213,629 121,667 504,202
Mid-Estimate Natural Gas Spillover (therms)
Savings per Treated Home' 250 106 43 32
Formerly Participating Contractors 41,593 71,300 6,082 141,684 260,660
Non-Participating Contractors 105 27,464 5,775 19,868 53212
Total 41,698 98,765 11,857 161,552 313,872
Mid-Estimate Oil Spillover (gallons)
Savings per Treated Home' 43 107 8 3
Formerly Participating Contractors 7.177 71,971 1,201 13,336 93,715
Non-Participating Contractors 18 27,723 1,140 1,874 30,755
Total 7,195 99,694 2,341 15,240 124,470
Mid-Estimate Propane Spillover (gallons)
Savings per Treated Home' 10 -24 -5 1
Formerly Participating Contractors 1669 -16,134 -666 4,889 -10,242
Non-Participating Contractors 4 -6,215 -632 686 -6,157
Total 1,673 -22,349 -1,297 5,574 -16,398
Sample weighted.

'The 2008 program savings per treated participant home is used to approximate the savings per “spillover home”. In general, the
spillover estimates are derived by a series of questions of formerly participating and non-participating contractors on the number
of homes treated to program standards (for these measure types) and influenced by the program.
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Residential and Low-Income Programs

Prospective Benefits Calculation

Prospective benefits for the HPWES program are the sum of participant, former participant, and non-
participant prospective benefits (homeowners and contractors for the first and contractors for the latter
two). Participant prospective benefits are estimated by applying the NFR-weighted PB Factors to 2008
program net savings. Former participant and non-participant prospective benefits are estimated by
multiplying the 2008 spillover estimate for these two groups by their estimated PB Factors.

Total PB

Participant Prospective Benefits +Former Participant Prospective Benefits +
Non-Participant Prospective Benefits

= [2008 Gross Savings * (1 —2006 FR Rate + 2006 Inside SO Rate + 2006 Partial
Participant SO Rate + 2006 Outside SO Rate) * Participant PB Factor]

+ [2008 Former Participant Spillover Savings * Former Participant PB Factor]
+ [2008 Non-Participant Spillover Savings * Non-Participant PB Factor]
Results

The prospective benefit factors measure the proportion of current year savings expected to be achieved in
the following year due to the program’s influence. Based on the analytical approach described above, the
Impact Assessment team estimates short-term annual incremental Prospective Benefits for the HPWES
program to be approximately 2,895 MWh and 0.18 MW, representing 78% of 2008 total incremental net
savings. Table 4-10 presents these results, as well as the 2008 gross savings, the 2006 attribution
assumptions, the 2008 spillover estimates, and the Prospective Benefits Factors used to develop the
Prospective Benefits estimates. The analysis shows that participants are expected to continue their energy
efficiency practices at a rate of 66% compared to 93% for program-influenced former participants and
73% for program-influenced non-participants.®

3% Prospective benefit results are based on the following sample sizes: 84 participating contractors; 145 participating
homeowners; 17 former participating contractors; and 82 non-participating contractors.
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Single Family Home Performance Program

Table 4-10. Summary of Prospective Benefits Results (Electricity, weighted)

MWh MW

2009 Prospective Benefits 2,897.2 0.18

Prospective Benefits - Participants 2,462.6 0.15

Prospective Benefits - Former Participants 315.7 0.03

Prospective Benefits - Non-Participants 119.0 0.01
Participant Analysis

2008 Incremental Gross Savings 3,449.0 0.21

2006 Freeridership 0.31

2006 Inside Spillover 0.11

2006 Outside Spillover 0.26

2006 Partial Participant Spillover 0.02

2006 Non-Participant Spillover 0

2006 NTG Ratio 1.08

2008 Incremental Net Savings 3,724.9 0.23
Participant PB Factor 0.66 0.66

Participating Contractor PB Factor 0.70 0.70

Participating HO PB Factor 0.62 0.62
Formerly Participating Contractor Analysis

2008 Formerly Participating Contractor Spillover Savings 340.9 0.03

Formerly Participating Contractor PB Factor 0.93 0.93
Non-Participant (Contractor) Analysis

2008 Non-Participant Contractor Spillover Savings 163.3 0.01

Non-Participating Contractor PB Factor 0.73 0.73

a Estimates are provided here as point estimates. Unless the Prospective Benefit Factors are assumed to be an index of
the underlying construct, derivation of confidence intervals from the variances in this multi-question and factor composite
becomes unmeasurable. Further presentation of the variances and discussion of reliability are presented in the
Prospective Benefits Impact Evaluation of the Home Performance with ENERGY STAR®™ Program Report.

There is a critical distinction between the meanings of the prospective benefit factor for participants
versus that for non-participants. For participants, the prospective benefit factor reflects what they would
do without program incentives and other current influences, and measures how much the current program
has transformed their future actions.’® In contrast, the prospective benefit estimates derived from
formerly participating contractors and non-participating contractors’ spillover are based on the

3% To the extent that current program participants are free-riders due to prior year programs, however, their future actions are not
included as being induced by the current program year. This measurement is incorporated through the NFR weights discussed
earlier.
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Residential and Low-Income Programs

assumption that former and non-participant contractors are increasing efficiency as a result of program
influence but without any program incentives.

This comparative would suggest that the prospective benefit factors would be expected to be higher for
former participants and non-participants who have less of a change in influence factors after program
termination than the participants (i.e., the loss of available program support).’’ The results as shown in
Table 4-10 support this conclusion. However, since the 2008 incremental savings for participants are
much higher than those for former participants and non-participants, the 2009 prospective benefits for
participants are much higher than for former participants and non-participants, even though the
prospective benefit factor for participants is smaller.

Overall, the analysis finds that this program is achieving high rates of prospective benefits. The savings
estimates reflect a high percentage of the current savings for the program would continue if the program
were to end (at least for the near-term), particularly recognizing that there are no additional expenditures
required to obtain these savings. These are the forecast savings from the prior year expenditures. The
size of these prospective benefits compared to the incremental net electricity and demand savings claimed
by the HPWES program are shown in Figure 4-1 and Figure 4-2.

Figure 4-1. 2009 HPwES MWh Prospective Benefits Compared to HPwES 2008
Incremental Savings

4,500.0
4,000.0
3,500.0
3,000.0
2,500.0
2,000.0
1,500.0
1,000.0

500.0

2008 Incremental Net 2009 MWh Prospective
MWh Savings Benefits

OParticipant ~ @Former Participant ~ ONon-participant

37 1t should be noted that the Prospective Benefit Factors are ratios that measure the expected savings for the year after program
termination to current savings. The responses from current participants and former/non-participants are used to derive these
factors. Yet, these are not expected to be literal estimates of savings from these particular participants and former/non-
participants.
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Appendix A

Table 3 below displays the total acquired net first year savings from the EEPS-funded portion of the New

Construction Program.

Table 3. Total Acquired Net First-Year Impacts through June 30, 2009 from New

Construction Program

Acquired Percent of Eight -Year Percent of 8- Cumulative to
through June Annual Goal Goal Year Goal Date'
Annual Goal
30,2009
Net first-year
annual MWh 0 39,843 0 278,900 0% 0
Net Peak kW 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 0
Net first-year
annual therms 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 0

' Cumulative savings represent the savings to date recurring in every year in addition to the savings accrued in the current year.

N/A — Not Applicable

Table 4 displays the total acquired lifecycle impacts from the EEPS-funded portion of the New
Construction Program. Lifecycle savings are defined as those expected over the effective useful lifetime

of the measures installed.

Table 4. Total Acquired Lifecycle Impacts To June 30, 2009 from New Construction

Program

Acquired through June 30, 2009

Net Lifecycle kWh'

Net Lifecycle therms

Carbon emissions reductions in tons based on Total
Acquired Net First-Year Impacts To Date

' The lifecycle savings are tracked beginning in the year in which a given measure was installed.
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Appendix A

Program Implementation Activities

(a) Marketing Activities [List and describe major accomplishments related to marketing. Describe work
activities in both quantitative and qualitative terms. Provide copies of key marketing materials. ]
N/A

(b) Evaluation Activities:
NYSERDA has worked with DPS Staff and their evaluation advisor consultant to address comments
on the detailed evaluation plan for this program. NYSERDA submitted a final detailed evaluation

plan to DPS on July 1, 2009 and is awaiting approval.

(c) Other Activities [List and describe major accomplishments not captured in either the spreadsheet of
this form. Describe work activities in both quantitative and qualitative terms.]

N/A
(d) Customer Complaints and/or Disputes
[Describe any customer disputes or complaints and how they have been resolved.]
N/A

Changes to Subcontractors or Staffing

[Describe any staff or subcontractor/consultant changes. |
N/A

Additional Issues

None to report.
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Appendix A

Progress Toward EEPS Goals

Table 31 below displays the EmPower Program savings achieved in this quarter and progress toward the
quarterly goal.

Table 31. Quarterly EmPower Program Acquired Impacts by June 30, 2009

Acqulre;i Ot];;:;;gh June Quarterly Goal Percent of Goal
Net first-year annual 838,540 2,671,667 31.4%
kWh'?
Net Peak kW 126 401 31.4%
Net First-year annual 0 N/A N/A
therms®

'First-year savings are defined as the annual savings expected from a given measure in the first year after installation and
may be calculated based on estimated savings that are based on data that cover less than one year. Acquired kWh savings
are defined as those savings from installed measures associated with paid invoices.

“Regardless of the month in which a measure is installed within a given calendar year, the program is credited with the
associated savings for the entire year.

*Includes savings from natural gas only.

Table 32 displays the other net fuel savings not shown in the table above, which covers only natural gas
savings in the quarter.

Table 32. EmPower Program Net Quarterly Fuel Savings (MMBTUSs)

Fuel Type Fuel Savings (MMBtu)
Coal 0
Kerosene 0
0Oil 0
Propane 0
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Table 33 below displays the total acquired net first year savings from the EEPS-funded portion of the

EmPower Program.

Table 33. Total Acquired Net First-Year Impacts through June 30, 2009 from EmPower

Program
Acquired Percent of Eight -Year Percent of 8- Cumulative to
through June Annual Goal' Goal Year Goal Date'
Annual Goal
30,2009

Net first-year 839 14,642 10.5% 29,387 2.9% 839
annual MWh
Net Peak kW 126 1604 8% N/A N/A 126
Net first-year 0 0 0 0 0 0
annual therms

'Cumulative savings represent the savings to date recurring in every year in addition to the savings accrued in the current year.

N/A — Not Applicable

Table 34 displays the total acquired lifecycle impacts from the EEPS-funded portion of the EmPower
Program. Lifecycle savings are defined as those expected over the effective useful lifetime of the

measures installed.

Table 34. Total Acquired Lifecycle Impacts To June 30, 2009 from EmPower Program

Acquired through June 30, 2009

Acquired Net First-Year Impacts To Date

Net Lifecycle kWh' 9,475,497
Net Lifecycle therms 0
Carbon emissions reductions in tons based on Total 458

! The lifecycle savings are tracked beginning in the year in which a given measure was installed.
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Costs related to the EEPS-funded portion of the EmPower program are displayed in Table 37.

Table 37. EmPower Program Costs

Program Cost

Total program budget $26,666,139
General Administration (If tracked by program) $107,719
Program Planning 0
Program Marketing 0
Trade Ally Training 0
Incentives and Services $591,881
Direct Program Implementation 0
Program Evaluation $28,378
Total expenditures to date $727,978
Percent of total budget spent 2.7%

Contained in Table 38 below are metrics related to participation in the EEPS-funded portion of the

EmPower Program.

Table 38. EmPower Program Participation

Number to Date

processed

Program applications received 3,187
Program applications processed’ 1,370
Processed applications approved? 1,009
Percent of applications received to date that have been 43%

'An application is processed once it has been reviewed and the incentive payment to the customer has been either approved or

denied.

% The application is approved once the funds become “committed”.
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Total Acquired Lifecycle Impacts To Date’

Net Lifecycle kWh acquired to date 9,475,497
Net Lifecycle therms acquired to date -
Committed® Impacts (not yet acquired) This Month
Net First-year annual kWh committed this month 29,720,978
Net Lifecycle kWh committed this month 328,330,745
Net Utility Peak kW committed this month 3,829
Net first-year annual therms committed this month -
Net Lifecycle therms committed this month -
Funds committed at this point in time 3,370,423
Overall Impacts (Acquired & Committed)
Net first-year annual kWh acquired & committed this month 31,152,011
Net utility peak kW acquired & committed this month 3,955
Net First-year annual therms acquired & committed this month -
Costs
Total program budget 259,481,498
General Administration 289,904
Program Planning -
Program Marketing 2,500
Trade Ally Training -
Incentives and Services 799,037
Direct Program Implementation -
Evaluation 170,268
Total expenditures to date 1,261,709
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Percent of total budget spent to date 0.5%
Participation

Number of program applications received to date 3,364

Number of program applications processed to date'® 1,465

Number of processed applications approved to date"! 1,054

Percent of applications received to date that have been processed 43.5%
Carbon Emission Reductions (in tons)

Total Acquired Net First-Year Carbon Emission Reductions To Date'? 781

Total Acquired Cumulative Net Carbon Emission Reductions To Date 781

NOTES:

' DPS Staff needs to work with utilities and NYSERDA to develop a Program ID naming convention. However, a Program ID
number is not required for the first report. Note that when developing program ID naming conventions, utilities would like to
minimize computer programming/reporting costs that they might incur if the proposed naming conventions are complex or the
utility’s current naming conventions require modification to Staff’s proposed format.

% There is not currently a consistent list of program type but individual categories for common use by administrators could be
developed

3 First-year savings are defined as the annual savings expected from a given measure in the first year after installation (See
Definition #1 in Savings Definitions Tab). The annual savings are sometimes the result of annualizing estimated savings that
are based on data that cover less than one year. Acquired kWh savings are defined as those savings that reported by the
program administrator in program tracking databases and for which a rebate check has been sent to the participant on a
specific date.

*Regardless of the month in which a measure is installed within a given calendar year, the program is credited with the
associated savings for the entire year.

>Program Administrators should make a best estimate of the annual goal even though the goal might in some cases cover two
calendar years. Also, Staff wants administrators to try to be as accurate as possible in determining the monthly goals but does
not want to mandate monthly goals, at least initially.

8 Peak is defined uniquely for each utility.

" The lifecycle savings are tracked beginning in the year in which a given measure was installed. Over the period 2008-2015,
PA’s must take into account the fact that savings from measures installed early in the period will vanish at the end of their
useful life before the end of 2015. Thus, the lifecycle impacts acquired to date will differ for each month as a function of
adding savings from measures installed in a given month and savings from measures installed earlier in the funding cycle that
have reached the end of their useful life are no longer accumulated.

¥ Committed savings are defined as those for which funds have been encumbered by not yet spent. When the funds are spent
(i.e., a rebate check has been sent to the participant on a specific date), the savings are then considered "acquired." Staff would
like to see the program administrator’s best estimate of what they have committed. Program administrators should forecast as
accurately as possible and forecasts should get more precise with program experience, i.e., the difference between achieved
and committed should narrow over time.

? These are the budget categories to be used by companies when submitting the required energy efficiency program
implementation plans. In its January 16, 2009 Order, the Commission directed Staff to provide definitions for the budget
categories to be used in the preparation of these plans (See Order Approving “Fast Track™ Utility-Administered Electric
Energy Efficiency Program With Modification, at page 11). These categories are provided to promote consistency in budget
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construction and reporting among the utility plans. Companies should identify whether each cost item is to be recovered
through the SBC surcharge, base rates, or other recovery mechanism (e.g., monthly adjustment charges).

1% An application is processed once the PA has reviewed the application and made a decision whether to approve the incentive
payment to the customer. Once the decision has been made to pay the incentive to the customer, these funds and their
associated energy and demand impacts become "Committed."

"' The application is approved once the decision has been made to pay the incentive to the customer. Note that these funds and
their associated energy and demand impacts become "Committed" once this decision is made. Also note that for programs in
which there are cases in which an application could be received, processed, and approved all in one day, then a “1”” would be
counted for each step in the tracking lifecycle.

128ee CO2 Reduction Values tab (available separately).
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NOTES:

! DPS Staff needs to work with utilities and NYSERDA to develop a Program ID naming convention. However, a Program ID
number is not required for the first report. Note that when developing program ID naming conventions, utilities would like to
minimize computer programming/reporting costs that they might incur if the proposed naming conventions are complex or the
utility’s current naming conventions require modification to Staff’s proposed format.

% There is not currently a consistent list of program type but individual categories for common use by administrators could be
developed

? First-year savings are defined as the annual savings expected from a given measure in the first year after installation (See
Definition #1 in Savings Definitions Tab). The annual savings are sometimes the result of annualizing estimated savings that are
based on data that cover less than one year. Acquired kWh savings are defined as those savings that reported by the program
administrator in program tracking databases and for which a rebate check has been sent to the participant on a specific date.

“Regardless of the month in which a measure is installed within a given calendar year, the program is credited with the associated
savings for the entire year.

SProgram Administrators should make a best estimate of the annual goal even though the goal might in some cases cover two
calendar years. Also, Staff wants administrators to try to be as accurate as possible in determining the monthly goals but does not
want to mandate monthly goals, at least initially.

8 Peak is defined uniquely for each utility.

7 The lifecycle savings are tracked beginning in the year in which a given measure was installed. Over the period 2008-2015,
PA’s must take into account the fact that savings from measures installed early in the period will vanish at the end of their useful
life before the end of 2015. Thus, the lifecycle impacts acquired to date will differ for each month as a function of adding savings
from measures installed in a given month and savings from measures installed earlier in the funding cycle that have reached the
end of their useful life are no longer accumulated

¥ Committed savings are defined as those for which funds have been encumbered by not yet spent. When the funds are spent (i.e.,
a rebate check has been sent to the participant on a specific date), the savings are then considered "acquired." Staff would like to
see the program administrator’s best estimate of what they have committed. Program administrators should forecast as accurately
as possible and forecasts should get more precise with program experience, i.e., the difference between achieved and committed
should narrow over time.

° These are the budget categories to be used by companies when submitting the required energy efficiency program
implementation plans. In its January 16, 2009 Order, the Commission directed Staff to provide definitions for the budget
categories to be used in the preparation of these plans (See Order Approving “Fast Track” Utility-Administered Electric Energy
Efficiency Program With Modification, at page 11). These categories are provided to promote consistency in budget construction
and reporting among the utility plans. Companies should identify whether each cost item is to be recovered through the SBC
surcharge, base rates, or other recovery mechanism (e.g., monthly adjustment charges).

1% An application is processed once the PA has reviewed the application and made a decision whether to approve the incentive
payment to the customer. Once the decision has been made to pay the incentive to the customer, these funds and their associated
energy and demand impacts become "Committed."

"!'The application is approved once the decision has been made to pay the incentive to the customer. Note that these funds and
their associated energy and demand impacts become "Committed" once this decision is made. Also note that for programs in
which there are cases in which an application could be received, processed, and approved all in one day, then a “1” would be
counted for each step in the tracking lifecycle.

12See CO2 Reduction Values tab (available separately).
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Appendix B

Total Acquired Net First-Year Carbon Emission Reductions To
Date'? 324

Total Acquired Cumulative Net Carbon Emission Reductions To
Date 324

NOTES:

! DPS Staff needs to work with utilities and NYSERDA to develop a Program ID naming convention. However, a Program ID
number is not required for the first report. Note that when developing program ID naming conventions, utilities would like to
minimize computer programming/reporting costs that they might incur if the proposed naming conventions are complex or the
utility’s current naming conventions require modification to Staff’s proposed format.

% There is not currently a consistent list of program type but individual categories for common use by administrators could be
developed

? First-year savings are defined as the annual savings expected from a given measure in the first year after installation (See
Definition #1 in Savings Definitions Tab). The annual savings are sometimes the result of annualizing estimated savings that are
based on data that cover less than one year. Acquired kWh savings are defined as those savings that reported by the program
administrator in program tracking databases and for which a rebate check has been sent to the participant on a specific date.

“Regardless of the month in which a measure is installed within a given calendar year, the program is credited with the associated
savings for the entire year.

SProgram Administrators should make a best estimate of the annual goal even though the goal might in some cases cover two
calendar years. Also, Staff wants administrators to try to be as accurate as possible in determining the monthly goals but does not
want to mandate monthly goals, at least initially.

% Peak is defined uniquely for each utility.

" The lifecycle savings are tracked beginning in the year in which a given measure was installed. Over the period 2008-2015,
PA’s must take into account the fact that savings from measures installed early in the period will vanish at the end of their useful
life before the end of 2015. Thus, the lifecycle impacts acquired to date will differ for each month as a function of adding savings
from measures installed in a given month and savings from measures installed earlier in the funding cycle that have reached the
end of their useful life are no longer accumulated

8 Committed savings are defined as those for which funds have been encumbered by not yet spent. When the funds are spent (i.e.,
a rebate check has been sent to the participant on a specific date), the savings are then considered "acquired." Staff would like to
see the program administrator’s best estimate of what they have committed. Program administrators should forecast as accurately
as possible and forecasts should get more precise with program experience, i.e., the difference between achieved and committed
should narrow over time.

? These are the budget categories to be used by companies when submitting the required energy efficiency program
implementation plans. In its January 16, 2009 Order, the Commission directed Staff to provide definitions for the budget
categories to be used in the preparation of these plans (See Order Approving “Fast Track” Utility-Administered Electric Energy
Efficiency Program With Modification, at page 11). These categories are provided to promote consistency in budget construction
and reporting among the utility plans. Companies should identify whether each cost item is to be recovered through the SBC
surcharge, base rates, or other recovery mechanism (e.g., monthly adjustment charges).

1% An application is processed once the PA has reviewed the application and made a decision whether to approve the incentive
payment to the customer. Once the decision has been made to pay the incentive to the customer, these funds and their associated
energy and demand impacts become "Committed."

" The application is approved once the decision has been made to pay the incentive to the customer. Note that these funds and
their associated energy and demand impacts become "Committed" once this decision is made. Also note that for for programs in
which there are cases in which an application could be received, processed, and approved all in one day, then a “1” would be
counted for each step in the tracking lifecycle.

128ee CO2 Reduction Values tab (available separately).
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Appendix B

NOTES:

! DPS Staff needs to work with utilities and NYSERDA to develop a Program ID naming convention. However, a Program
ID number is not required for the first report. Note that when developing program ID naming conventions, utilities would like
to minimize computer programming/reporting costs that they might incur if the proposed naming conventions are complex or
the utility’s current naming conventions require modification to Staff’s proposed format.

? There is not currently a consistent list of program type but individual categories for common use by administrators could be
developed

3 First-year savings are defined as the annual savings expected from a given measure in the first year after installation (See
Definition #1 in Savings Definitions Tab). The annual savings are sometimes the result of annualizing estimated savings that
are based on data that cover less than one year. Acquired kWh savings are defined as those savings that reported by the
program administrator in program tracking databases and for which a rebate check has been sent to the participant on a
specific date.

“Regardless of the month in which a measure is installed within a given calendar year, the program is credited with the
associated savings for the entire year.

SProgram Administrators should make a best estimate of the annual goal even though the goal might in some cases cover two
calendar years. Also, Staff wants administrators to try to be as accurate as possible in determining the monthly goals but does
not want to mandate monthly goals, at least initially.

8 Peak is defined uniquely for each utility.

7 The lifecycle savings are tracked beginning in the year in which a given measure was installed. Over the period 2008-2015,
PA’s must take into account the fact that savings from measures installed early in the period will vanish at the end of their
useful life before the end of 2015. Thus, the lifecycle impacts acquired to date will differ for each month as a function of
adding savings from measures installed in a given month and savings from measures installed earlier in the funding cycle that
have reached the end of their useful life are no longer accumulated

8 Committed savings are defined as those for which funds have been encumbered by not yet spent. When the funds are spent
(i.e., a rebate check has been sent to the participant on a specific date), the savings are then considered "acquired." Staff
would like to see the program administrator’s best estimate of what they have committed. Program administrators should
forecast as accurately as possible and forecasts should get more precise with program experience, i.e., the difference between
achieved and committed should narrow over time.

% These are the budget categories to be used by companies when submitting the required energy efficiency program
implementation plans. In its January 16, 2009 Order, the Commission directed Staff to provide definitions for the budget
categories to be used in the preparation of these plans (See Order Approving “Fast Track™ Utility-Administered Electric
Energy Efficiency Program With Modification, at page 11). These categories are provided to promote consistency in budget
construction and reporting among the utility plans. Companies should identify whether each cost item is to be recovered
through the SBC surcharge, base rates, or other recovery mechanism (e.g., monthly adjustment charges).

1% An application is processed once the PA has reviewed the application and made a decision whether to approve the incentive
payment to the customer. Once the decision has been made to pay the incentive to the customer, these funds and their
associated energy and demand impacts become "Committed."

"' The application is approved once the decision has been made to pay the incentive to the customer. Note that these funds and t
and demand impacts become "Committed" once this decision is made. Also note that for programs in which there are cases in w
be received, processed, and approved all in one day, then a “1” would be counted for each step in the tracking lifecycle.

12See CO2 Reduction Values tab (available separately).
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Appendix B

NOTES:

! DPS Staff needs to work with utilities and NYSERDA to develop a Program ID naming convention. However, a Program ID
number is not required for the first report. Note that when developing program ID naming conventions, utilities would like to
minimize computer programming/reporting costs that they might incur if the proposed naming conventions are complex or the
utility’s current naming conventions require modification to Staff’s proposed format.

% There is not currently a consistent list of program type but individual categories for common use by administrators could be
developed

? First-year savings are defined as the annual savings expected from a given measure in the first year after installation (See
Definition #1 in Savings Definitions Tab). The annual savings are sometimes the result of annualizing estimated savings that are
based on data that cover less than one year. Acquired kWh savings are defined as those savings that reported by the program
administrator in program tracking databases and for which a rebate check has been sent to the participant on a specific date.

“Regardless of the month in which a measure is installed within a given calendar year, the program is credited with the associated
savings for the entire year.

SProgram Administrators should make a best estimate of the annual goal even though the goal might in some cases cover two
calendar years. Also, Staff wants administrators to try to be as accurate as possible in determining the monthly goals but does not
want to mandate monthly goals, at least initially.

8 Peak is defined uniquely for each utility.

" The lifecycle savings are tracked beginning in the year in which a given measure was installed. Over the period 2008-2015,
PA’s must take into account the fact that savings from measures installed early in the period will vanish at the end of their useful
life before the end of 2015. Thus, the lifecycle impacts acquired to date will differ for each month as a function of adding savings
from measures installed in a given month and savings from measures installed earlier in the funding cycle that have reached the
end of their useful life are no longer accumulated

8 Committed savings are defined as those for which funds have been encumbered by not yet spent. When the funds are spent (i.e.,
a rebate check has been sent to the participant on a specific date), the savings are then considered "acquired." Staff would like to
see the program administrator’s best estimate of what they have committed. Program administrators should forecast as accurately
as possible and forecasts should get more precise with program experience, i.e., the difference between achieved and committed
should narrow over time.

% These are the budget categories to be used by companies when submitting the required energy efficiency program
implementation plans. In its January 16, 2009 Order, the Commission directed Staff to provide definitions for the budget
categories to be used in the preparation of these plans (See Order Approving “Fast Track” Utility-Administered Electric Energy
Efficiency Program With Modification, at page 11). These categories are provided to promote consistency in budget construction
and reporting among the utility plans. Companies should identify whether each cost item is to be recovered through the SBC
surcharge, base rates, or other recovery mechanism (e.g., monthly adjustment charges).

1% An application is processed once the PA has reviewed the application and made a decision whether to approve the incentive
payment to the customer. Once the decision has been made to pay the incentive to the customer, these funds and their associated
energy and demand impacts become "Committed."

"' The application is approved once the decision has been made to pay the incentive to the customer. Note that these funds and
their associated energy and demand impacts become "Committed" once this decision is made. Also note that for programs in
which there are cases in which an application could be received, processed, and approved all in one day, then a “1” would be
counted for each step in the tracking lifecycle.

12See CO2 Reduction Values tab (available separately).
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