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In accordance with 30 V.S.A. § 209, the Public Service Board ("Board") is
providing the Legislature with a final report ("Report") on the Energy Efficiency Utility
Fund ("Fund") for activity through December 31, 2012, and information summarizing the
results of the activities paid for by the Fund in 2012.1 This Report is for the 2012 program
year because the Fund has not yet been audited and the program savings have not yet been
verified for 2013.2
This Report provides a summary of Energy Efficiency Utility ("EEU") services
delivered during 2012. These energy efficiency services were provided primarily by
Efficiency Vermont ("EVT");3 however, the City of Burlington Electric Department
("BED") provided many of these services in its service territory.4
As this Report shows, both EVT and BED are providing substantial benefits to the
state’s electricity consumers by reducing individual customers’ electrical energy
consumption and by offsetting statewide electric energy load growth. The energy
efficiency investments lead to financial savings for all Vermonters. When Vermonters
save energy, utilities generally need to buy less energy. As a result, utility costs associated
with buying energy are less than they otherwise would be, and therefore the rates paid by
all consumers are less than they otherwise would be. The customers who have worked
directly with EVT and BED experience additional significant savings as a result of their
reduced electricity consumption.
While the statute does not specifically require the Board to report on the activities
of the EEUs, this Report summarizes EVT's key accomplishments in 2012.5 As stated in
this Report, the investments made by EVT in 2012 are projected to save Vermont a net

1
The statute reads as follows: “The board will annually provide the legislature with a report detailing the
revenues collected and the expenditures made for energy efficiency programs under this section.” 30 V.S.A.
§ 209(d)(3).
2
There is typically a lag in reporting this information to the Legislature because the program savings must
be verified by the Department of Public Service ("Department") and an independent audit of the Fund must be
completed during the calendar year following the program year. For example, the Department provided a final
report on its verification activities for the 2012 program year to the Board in July 2013; the Board made its
determination regarding the achieved savings in August 2013 (EEU-2013-04, Order of August 14, 2013). The City
of Burlington Electric Department and Efficiency Vermont filed annual reports on 2012 activities in May 2013 and
October 2013, respectively. The Board received the independent audit of the EEU Fund for 2012 in August 2013.
3
Vermont Energy Investment Corporation ("VEIC"), a non-profit corporation, serves as a statewide EEU,
known as EVT. In 2010, the Board adopted an Order of Appointment structure for implementation of EEU services,
in accordance with 30 V.S.A. § 209(d)(5). On December 20, 2010, the Board issued an order appointing VEIC to
serve as a statewide EEU through December 31, 2021.
4
W hen the Board first created EVT, it authorized BED to deliver many of the same services in its own
service territory that EVT provides throughout the rest of the state (for simplicity's sake, this report refers to these
services as "EEU services"). On April 19, 2011, the Board issued an order appointing BED to serve as an EEU for
its service territory through December 31, 2021.
5
The kilowatt-hour savings and benefit figures included in EVT's 2012 Annual Report have been verified
by the Department as part of its evaluation activities.

2

present value of $102,300,000 over the 11-year average lifetime of the investments
($173,800,000 in net present value benefits minus $71,500,0006 in 2012 investments).
Business customers received approximately 62 percent of the direct benefits of
EVT's services in 2012, while residential customers received approximately 38 percent of
these benefits. The kilowatt-hours saved by EVT cost Vermont electric consumers
approximately 3.57 cents per kilowatt-hour, which is approximately 41 percent of the cost
that utilities would have paid for a comparable electric supply in 2012.
EVT's activities include not only electric efficiency, but thermal-energy-andprocess-fuels efficiency as well. EVT's savings for thermal-energy-and-process-fuels
efficiency, primarily associated with the Home Performance with ENERGY STAR service,
totaled 78,000 MMBtu in 2012. These services are funded through a combination of
proceeds from Vermont's participation in the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative ("RGGI")
and EVT's participation in the regional grid's Forward Capacity Market.8 For more
information about EVT's accomplishments, please see the attached introduction of the
report written by Efficiency Vermont entitled "Efficiency Vermont Annual Report 2012"
(Attachment A).
This Report also includes an excerpt from BED's 2012 Energy Efficiency Annual
Report that summarizes the results of BED's energy efficiency activities that were paid for
by the Fund (Attachment B). The excerpt from BED's report shows that the investments in
EEU services made by BED in 2012 are projected to save Vermont a net present value of
$6,038,000 over the 12-year average lifetime of the investments ($8,827,000 in net present
value benefits minus $3,789,0009 in 2012 investments).10 Business customers will receive
approximately 45 percent of these savings, while residential customers will receive
approximately 55 percent of the savings. The kilowatt-hours saved by BED's EEU services
cost BED's ratepayers approximately 2.611 cents per kilowatt-hour.12

6

This value includes costs paid for by participants and third-parties.
This cost does not include costs paid for by participants and third-parties.
8
Pursuant to 30 V.S.A. §§ 209(e)(1)(A), 209(e)(1)(B), and 255(d), proceeds from the ISO New England's
Forward Capacity Market and RGGI auctions are used, in part, to provide thermal-energy-and-process-fuelefficiency services.
9
This value includes costs paid for by participants.
10
BED's kilowatt-hour savings and benefit figures have not yet been independently verified. The
Department plans to verify BED's 2012 savings and benefits claims in 2014.
11
This cost does not include costs paid for by participants.
12
BED's cost per kilowatt-hour savings is less than the statewide EEU's cost per kilowatt-hour. This is
attributed to BED's customer mix and compact service territory. Additionally, funds are allocated to the statewide
EEU to achieve savings in Board-determined geographic areas in order to defer or eliminate the need for costly
transmission and distribution upgrades in those areas. The costs to achieve these savings are higher than the average
cost per kilowatt-hour.
7
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Batchelder Associates, PC, is the company under contract with the Board as the
Fiscal Agent13 for the Fund. The firm of G.W. Osterman & Co, PC, was engaged to
perform an independent audit of the Fund's revenues and expenditures for 2012. This
Report provides more detailed information about this audit in Attachment C. A brief
summary of the Fund follows.
Total revenues collected by the Fund during calendar year 2012 were $45,563,042
(including revenues collected via the energy efficiency charge on electric customers' bills,
EVT's participation in the Forward Capacity Market, Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative,
and interest income accrued).14 Total expenditures from the Fund during calendar year
2012 were $46,188,955. It is expected that revenues and expenditures will be closely
matched over the life of the three-year budget cycle for the EEU services.15 Expenses paid
by the Fund included:
• energy efficiency services provided by EVT;
• EEU services provided by BED;
• unregulated thermal-energy-and-process-fuel efficiency services provided by
EVT and BED using revenues from the Forward Capacity Market and the Regional
Greenhouse Gas Initiative; and
• administrative costs such as the services of the EEU Fiscal Agent, and EEU
monitoring and evaluation activities undertaken by the Department of Public
Service.
The documents attached to this Report show: (1) the Fund is being appropriately
managed; and (2) the energy savings achieved by EVT and BED in the past year benefitted
all Vermonters, whether or not they directly participated in EVT's or BED's programs.

13

The Fiscal Agent provides the accounting services necessary to administer the Fund. These services
include receiving funds collected by Vermont electric distribution companies, disbursing funds to pay approved
invoices, managing any cash balances in the Fund, and reporting on Fund financial activities.
14
The revenue and expenditure figures in this paragraph are presented on an accrual basis. The Fund's cash
balance as of December 31, 2012, was $3,781,256. At the start of 2012, the Fund's cash balance was $4,326,086.
15
The Board established the EEU Budgets for 2012, 2013, and 2014 in an order issued on August 1, 2011,
in EEU-2010-06. The EEU program is operated on a three-year performance cycle, and expenses can outpace
revenue in a given year, but are capped by the three-year budget approved by the Board. In an order issued on
September 12, 2012 in EEU-2011-06, the Board determined that an additional $1.6 million will be collected through
the EEC collection during 2013 and 2014 to address the one-month lag between EEC collections and energyefficiency program expenditures. (The associated EEC collections are sufficient to cover only 35 of 36 months of
the three-year budgets, the 36th month of collections occurs after the end of the three-year budget period.) In an
Order issued on March 29, 2013, in EEU-2011-06, the Board determined that the additional $1.6 million will be
collected during 2014 and 2015, instead.
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Please keep in mind that, with this Report, the Board is not reporting on all electric
energy efficiency initiatives that are being implemented throughout the state; instead, this
report is limited to describing the use of the funds received through the energy efficiency
charge as authorized under 30 V.S.A. § 209(d)(3) and the statewide efficiency services
delivered by EVT and BED. Electric utilities have an obligation to implement electric
energy efficiency initiatives as part of distributed utility planning and some choose to offer
initiatives as a service to their customers.
Additional information about the various oversight activities related to the EEU that
the Board and other entities conduct is available on the Board's website at:
http://psb.vermont.gov/utilityindustries/eeu/generalinfo/oversightactivities
This information includes, among other items:
•

various reports produced by EVT and by BED;

•

financial reports such as the independent audit of the EEU Fund and the
independent audit of VEIC;

•

the most recent audit required by statute of the EEU program's costeffectiveness; and

•

website links to savings verification and evaluation reports produced by the
Department of Public Service.
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1. INTRODUCTION

OVERVIEW
In 2012, Efficiency Vermont helped Vermont households, businesses, and communities save
money and energy, strengthen the economy, and protect Vermont’s environment.
Efficiency Vermont’s ongoing success in obtaining cost‐effective energy savings continued
to define efficiency as the least expensive approach to reducing Vermonters’ energy costs
and to meeting the state’s energy needs.
To acquire these savings, Efficiency Vermont delivered comprehensive electric and thermal
energy efficiency services designed both for immediate energy savings and for lasting
benefits to Vermonters and to the state:





Empowering and motivating Vermonters with 1) technical and financial analysis; 2)
information about efficient technologies, building science, energy planning, and
their benefits, and 3) resources to bring efficiency within financial reach for
Vermonters of all income levels and to enable Vermonters in all regions of the state
to make informed decisions about cost‐effective efficiency investments to benefit
their households, businesses, and communities.
Transforming the marketplace through training and support for the businesses and
contractors that Vermonters turn to for efficient products and services.
Helping to secure Vermont’s energy future through involvement in state, regional,
and national efficiency planning, policy, programming, and research efforts that
have a lasting, positive impact on Vermonters.

1.1 QUANTIFIABLE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS1
Efficiency Vermont continued to operate under a performance‐based model. This model
ties compensation to specific, aggressive goals in order to encourage high levels of
performance, innovation, quality, and operational efficiency. These goals—for specified

1

Unless otherwise noted, results provided in the narrative section of this report include Customer Credit data
and do not include projects in Burlington Electric Department territory, Vermont Gas Systems territory, or
funded through the Green Mountain Power Energy Efficiency Fund.

energy savings acquisitions, administrative performance elements, and other areas—are
established with the Vermont Public Service Board as Quantifiable Performance Indicators
(QPIs) for a three‐year performance period. The results shown in Table 1 reveal strong
progress toward Efficiency Vermont’s QPI targets for the 2012‐2014 performance period.
These results were achieved within the budget parameters set by the Vermont Public
Service Board.

Table 1. Selected QPI results and progress toward 2012–2014 goals2
Key Quantifiable Performance
Indicators (QPIs)

Funding
Pool

2012 Results

3‐year Goal

% of 3‐
year Goal
Achieved

Electric savings (in megawatt‐hours)

Electric
Efficiency
Charge

110,179

274,000

40%

Total Resource Benefits

Electric
Efficiency
Charge

$118,358,445

$315,710,000

37%

Summer peak kilowatt (kW) demand
reduction

Electric
Efficiency
Charge

15,097

41,920

36%

Summer peak kW demand reduction
in Geographic Targeting areas—
Susie Wilson Road

Electric
Efficiency
Charge

870

1,570

55%

Summer peak kW demand reduction
in Geographic Targeting areas—
Saint Albans

Electric
Efficiency
Charge

584

1,800

32%

3.3

1.2

n/a

78,361

149,000

53%3

Ratio of gross electric benefits to
spending
MMBtu Savings (in million British
thermal units)

Electric
Efficiency
Charge
Heating &
Process
Fuels
Revenues

2

The QPI goals and results in Table 1 are directly attributable to their respective funding sources: either the
Energy Efficiency Charge (EEC) or the sources that fund heating and process fuel (HPF) programming. In the
remainder of the narrative of this report, electric and MMBtu savings reflect achievements from funding
provided through both the EEC and HPF funds. Thus, the total electric and MMBtu in this narrative, if summed,
may be different from the amount shown in the QPI results in Table 1.
3
The Three‐Year Goal and Percentage of Three‐Year Goal for Savings in MMBtu reflect target changes
proposed by Efficiency Vermont and approved by the Vermont Public Service Board in 2013.

Efficiency Vermont Annual Report 2012 ǀ 2

Efficiency Vermont also engaged in efforts related to an Administrative QPI plan, requiring
continual assessment of operations and service delivery. This plan establishes performance
indicators under two main categories:



Management Span of Control, intended to optimize administrative efficiencies while
ensuring continued market impact and effectiveness.
Key Process Improvements, utilizing a methodology for process improvement,
providing value to customers by increasing efficiency. In 2012, Efficiency Vermont:
o completed a pilot program to meet baseline requirements;
o selected key business processes to evaluate for efficiency;
o completed training on Lean processes and Value Stream Mapping for 20% of
Efficiency Vermont staff;
o completed Value Stream Mapping workshops for prescriptive and metering
project processes.

Full results of QPI activities are provided in Section 3 of this report.

1.2 ELECTRIC AND THERMAL FUNDING SOURCES
In accordance with Vermont Public Service Board specifications, the funding source for
Efficiency Vermont’s electric efficiency services was separate and distinct from funding
sources for efficiency services related to unregulated heating and process fuels (also
referred to as “thermal efficiency” services). Electric services were funded through the
Energy Efficiency Charge, whereas heating and process fuel services were funded by
Vermont’s Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI) revenues and by revenues earned
from meeting electric capacity commitments (demand savings) bid into the regional grid’s
Forward Capacity Market (FCM). The Efficiency Vermont administrator, the Vermont Energy
Investment Corporation, bids these expected demand savings into the FCM on behalf of the
State of Vermont. Efficiency Vermont ensured that, from the customer’s perspective,
provision of services was seamless, regardless of the funding source.

1.3 BENEFITS FOR VERMONT
1.3.1 ECONOMIC BENEFITS
Efficiency Vermont continued to provide a good economic value for Vermonters.
One measure of this value can be seen in the benefit‐to‐cost ratio, which remained strong
at 2.4 to 1. Table 2 shows the factors that contributed to this ratio.
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Table 2. Net lifetime economic value of electric and thermal energy efficiency investments
in 2012
Benefits

Minus Costs

Equals Net Benefits

$150,300,000

Total Resource Benefits4

$ 23,500,000

Operations and maintenance savings

$173,800,000

Total Benefits

$ 35,900,000

Efficiency Vermont resource acquisition

$ 35,600,000

Participant and third‐party costs

$ 71,500,000

Total Costs

$102,300,000

Net Lifetime Economic Value to Vermont

Total Resource Benefits in 2012 for Efficiency Vermont’s reporting categories were:
Business New Construction
Existing Businesses
Retail Efficient Products
Residential New Construction
Existing Homes

$38.8 million
$58.7 million
$26.6 million
$10.4 million
$14.7 million

Efficiency Vermont delivered excellent value compared to the costs of other sources of
energy:5


Efficiency Vermont supplied electric efficiency in 2012 at 3.5 cents per kilowatt‐hour
(kWh). Taking into account participating customers’ additional costs and savings, the
levelized net resource cost of saved electric energy in 2012 was less than 0.1 cents
per kWh. By contrast, the cost of comparable electric supply in 2012 was 8.6 cents
per kWh.

4

Total Resource Benefits is the present value of lifetime economic benefits resulting from resource saving
measures, including avoided costs of electricity, fossil fuels, and water.
5
Numbers in the two ensuing bulleted items do not include Customer Credit. The “levelized net resource cost
of saved electric energy” comprises: 1) Efficiency Vermont costs of delivery, plus customer and third‐party
contributions to measure costs, all adjusted to reflect the comparative risk adjustment of 10% adopted by the
Vermont Public Service Board in Docket 5270; and 2) costs or savings associated with fuel, water, and building
operation and maintenance.

Efficiency Vermont Annual Report 2012 ǀ 4



Efficiency Vermont’s heating and process fuels efforts supplied fossil fuel efficiency
in 2012 at 0.5 cents per million British thermal units (MMBtu). Taking into account
participating customers’ additional costs and savings, the levelized net resource cost
of fossil fuel saved through efficiency in 2012 was 1.4 cents per MMBtu, whereas the
avoided cost for that fuel was 2.9 cents per MMBtu.

Investments in energy efficiency continued to strengthen local businesses and to secure
jobs. For example, Vermont’s 74 Home Performance with ENERGY STAR® and Building
Performance contractors completed approximately 1,300 projects with a value of $6.7
million in 2012. (This figure includes work completed with support from the Green
Mountain Power Energy Efficiency Fund.) Efficiency Vermont also helped retailers statewide
to promote and sell efficient products that strengthen their bottom line. In 2012, retail sales
of energy‐efficient appliances, lighting, and consumer electronics promoted by Efficiency
Vermont totaled approximately $10.4 million.

1.3.2 ELECTRIC EFFICIENCY SAVINGS6
Energy savings resulting from electric efficiency measures installed in 2012 provided an
estimated 1.93% of Vermont’s overall electric energy requirements for the year. This
percentage represents approximately $14 million in retail value, annually, based on a rate of
13 cents per kWh. Figure 1 and Figure 2 show Vermont’s history of energy savings from
electric efficiency measures.

6

All data in Section 1.3.2 include savings from efficiency measures installed through Burlington Electric
Department and the Green Mountain Power Energy Efficiency Fund, with the exception of Figure 1, which
includes only Efficiency Vermont results.
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Figure 1. Efficiency Vermont annualized megawatt‐hour savings
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Figure 2. Savings from efficiency as a percentage of statewide electric resource
requirements
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Cumulatively, efficiency measures installed since 2000 provided 12.3% of the state’s electric
energy requirements in 2012. This represents a retail value of more than $100 million,
based on a rate of 13 cents per kWh. As the lowest‐cost approach to fulfilling these
requirements, energy efficiency has significant impact on Vermont’s ability to limit energy
cost increases and corresponding consumer rate hikes. This impact becomes greater as the
share of energy needs supplied by efficiency increases. Figure 3 shows the increasing
percentage of Vermont’s annual electric needs met by efficiency savings.

7,100

Cumulative Impact of Efficiency on Growth in
Statewide Annual Electric Supply
Requirements

6,900
6,700

Energy needs
filled by efficiency

6,500
6,300
6,100

Electricity needs
filled by power
generation

5,900
5,700
5,500
2000

2002

2004

2006

2008
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2012

Figure 3. Vermont’s annual electric needs, in gigawatt‐hours (GWh)

1.3.3 HEATING AND PROCESS FUEL EFFICIENCY SAVINGS7
Efficiency Vermont provided heating and process fuel (HPF) efficiency services in addition
to electric efficiency services, helping Vermont homes and businesses to reduce their
fossil fuel use and allowing for a comprehensive approach to energy savings. Savings in
2012 from HPF‐funded services totaled approximately 78,000 MMBtu, acquired through
such services as:


7

Home Performance with ENERGY STAR and its business counterpart, Building
Performance, supplying whole‐building improvements that cut heating fuel use;

Savings data in this section do not include Customer Credit.
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technical information and financial incentives for high‐efficiency residential and
commercial heating equipment, including biomass systems, and
thermal project partnerships with Vermont Gas Systems, the Green Mountain Power
Energy Efficiency Fund, NeighborWorks® of Western Vermont, the Vermont Fuel
Efficiency Program, and Vermont’s Weatherization Program.
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70,000
60,000
50,000
40,000
30,000
20,000
10,000
0
2009

2010

2011

2012

Figure 4. Efficiency Vermont’s annual heating and process fuel savings, in MMBtu

The 2012 increase in energy savings illustrated in Figure 4, above, occurred in a year of
growth in the number of projects completed through Efficiency Vermont’s Home
Performance with ENERGY STAR program, which provides comprehensive, whole‐house
energy efficiency retrofit services. A total of 1,035 projects were completed in 2012,
compared to 800 in 2011, saving 14,000 MMBtu.
HPF services were aligned with Efficiency Vermont’s HPF requirements, as specified by the
Vermont Public Service Board, and also supported Vermont State energy policy goals as
outlined in Section 581 of Act 92 (the Vermont Energy Efficiency and Affordability Act,
enacted in 2008) and the 2011 Vermont Comprehensive Energy Plan. A key provision of Act
92 is improving the energy fitness of 80,000 homes by 2020. Although HPF funding levels
have not been sufficient on their own to achieve this goal, Efficiency Vermont has continued
to design HPF services to be scalable to levels consistent with these public policy goals.
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In 2012, Efficiency Vermont was an active participant in the Thermal Efficiency Task Force,
which was convened by the Vermont Department of Public Service (DPS) to develop a plan
for Vermont to meet its above‐mentioned goal to improve the energy efficiency of 80,000
homes and to reduce fossil fuel use in residential and commercial buildings by 7.5% by
2020. Efficiency Vermont staff contributed their expertise in such areas as program design,
industry partnership models, program costs, evaluation, and financing options. The task
force contained seven subcommittees chartered to develop recommendations for
legislative action. Efficiency Vermont staff members chaired three of these subcommittees
and participated in all seven.
1.3.4 ENVIRONMENTAL BENEFITS
In addition to energy savings and economic benefits, Efficiency Vermont’s performance in
2012 provided benefits for Vermont’s environment. These benefits resulted from avoided
emissions associated with the use of fossil fuels for electricity generation, heating, and
industrial processing equipment. Efficiency’s role in pollution prevention is of particular
note in times of peak electricity demand, when additional fossil‐fuel‐fired power plants are
brought on line. In these times, efficiency measures—such as the use of efficient air
conditioners instead of inefficient models during a heat wave—provide their optimal
environmental benefit. Avoided pollutants included:
Carbon dioxide
Nitrogen oxides
Sulfur oxides

800,000 tons
86 tons
31 tons

Avoidance of these pollutants resulted in a combined environmental benefit equal to that
of taking 152,800 gasoline‐powered cars off the road for a year.
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Burlington Electric Department
585 Pine Street • Burlington, VT 05401
Phone 802.658.0300 • Fax 802.865.7400

Table 4: EEU Business & Residential - Total Resource Benefits

Avoided costs of Electricity

$8,743,732.50

Fossil Fuel Savings
Water Savings

$374,645.50
$708,712.85

TRB Total

Meter MWh
Generation MWh
Meter Demand Kw
Generation Peak Summer Kw
Generation Peak Winter Kw
Water Savings
Fuel Increase
O+M Savings

$9,827,090.62

Annualized
6,310
6,427

Lifetime
71,711
75,041

3,758
957
1,118

38,010
11,206
11,886

7,421
991
$343,761

79,457
35,031
$2,786,916

15

Table 5: EEU Business & Residential - Summary
Prior Year
2011
Participants

--- Program Costs --BED Administration Costs
General
Implemntation
Planning
Marketing
IT

1,067

Current
2012

Program
to date

1,387

23,815

$249,867
$3,853
$11,166
$39,426
$6,224
$310,537

$250,020
$18,547
$1,650
$25,860
$0
$296,077

$3,625,441
$1,970,667
$106,711
$773,098
$211,957
$6,687,875

$378,664
$0
$378,664

$425,616
$0
$425,616

$4,081,329
$11,761
$4,093,090

$1,302,846
$9,697
$1,312,543

$1,032,200
$2,850
$1,035,050

$8,676,636
$51,229
$8,727,865

BED Total Costs

$2,001,743

$1,756,743

$19,508,830

Evaluation Costs

$69,651

$63,671

$763,900

$936,239

$1,968,114

$22,761,775

$3,007,633

$3,788,527

$43,034,505

7,208
68,153
1,333
1,100
7
9

6,428
75,040
1,118
957
5
12

BED Service Costs
Participants
Trade Allies
BED Incentive Costs
Participants
Trade Allies

Participant Costs
Total Program Costs
--- Benefits --Annualized mWh
Lifetime mWh
Winter peak Kw
Summer Peak Kw
mWh / Participant
Weighted Lifetime

107,512
1,340,070
18,405
12,002
5
12
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Table 8: EEU Business - Total Resource Benefits

Avoided costs of Electricity

$5,627,599.43

Fossil Fuel Savings
Water Savings

$627,868.02
$0.00

TRB Total

Meter MWh
Generation MWh
Meter Demand Kw
Generation Peak Summer Kw
Generation Peak Winter Kw
Water Savings
Fuel Increase
O+M Savings

$6,255,467.35

Annualized
3,761
4,215

Lifetime
49,093
54,776

966
680
494

12,001
8,859
6,317

0
2,575
$221,725

0
56,711
$1,908,345

23

Table 9: EEU Business - Summary
Prior Year
2011
Participants

--- Program Costs --BED Administration Costs
General
Implemntation
Planning
Marketing
IT

Current
2012
221

Program
to date

323

1,518

$139,689
$1,301
$6,646
$10,457
$4,172
$162,266

$122,413
$13,880
$834
$16,695
$0
$153,822

$1,872,028
$1,234,559
$62,003
$249,926
$110,564
$3,529,080

$275,135
$0
$275,135

$307,899
$0
$307,899

$2,697,491
$6,780
$2,704,271

$991,285
$7,790
$999,075

$719,997
$1,050
$721,047

$5,754,385
$18,708
$5,773,093

BED Total Costs

$1,436,475

$1,182,767

$12,006,444

Evaluation Costs

$46,330

$49,516

$439,396

$318,764

$1,667,503

$14,933,120

$1,801,570

$2,899,786

$27,378,960

2,804
37,950
421
521
13
14

4,215
54,776
494
680
13
13

BED Service Costs
Participants
Trade Allies
BED Incentive Costs
Participants
Trade Allies

Participant Costs
Total Program Costs
--- Benefits --Annualized mWh
Lifetime mWh
Winter peak Kw
Summer Peak Kw
mWh / Participant
Weighted Lifetime

66,610
878,328
8,623
8,223
44
13
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Table 17: EEU Residential - Total Resource Benefits

Avoided costs of Electricity

$3,116,133.07

Fossil Fuel Savings
Water Savings

($253,222.52)
$708,712.85

TRB Total

$3,571,623.27

Meter MWh
Generation MWh
Meter Demand Kw
Generation Peak Summer Kw
Generation Peak Winter Kw
Water Savings
Fuel Increase
O+M Savings

Annualized
2,549
2,213

Lifetime
22,617
20,265

2,792
278
624

26,009
2,347
5,569

7,421
-1,584
$122,044

79,457
-21,680
$878,625

38

Table 18: EEU Residential - Summary
Prior Year
2011
Participants

--- Program Costs --BED Administration Costs
General
Implemntation
Planning
Marketing
IT

C urrent
2012
846

1,064

Program
to date
22,297

$110,178
$2,551
$4,521
$28,969
$2,052
$148,271

$127,607
$4,668
$815
$9,164
$0
$142,254

$1,753,413
$736,108
$44,709
$523,172
$101,393
$3,158,794

$103,529
$0
$103,529

$117,717
$0
$117,717

$1,383,838
$4,981
$1,388,819

$311,561
$1,907
$313,468

$312,203
$1,800
$314,003

$2,922,251
$32,521
$2,954,773

BED Total Costs

$565,268

$573,975

$7,502,387

Evaluation Costs

$23,321

$14,155

$324,504

$617,474

$300,611

$7,828,655

$1,206,063

$888,741

$15,655,545

4,404
30,203
912
579
5
7

2,213
20,264
624
277
2
9

BED Service Costs
Participants
Trade Allies
BED Incentive Costs
Participants
Trade Allies

Participant Costs
Total Program Costs
--- Benefits --Annualized mWh
Lifetime mWh
Winter peak Kw
Summer Peak Kw
mWh / Participant
Weighted Lifetime

40,902
461,742
9,782
3,779
2
11
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