Last Date Modified

Commen iti; Finalized Reponse Action Items Status
Goal Setting +What will be counted towards goals - conversion, ,Fuel switching, line loss, demand reduction will be considered , 1 Edits to the regulations Resolved
! line loss, traditional? !but only if goals are revised since these were mot counted in ! !specifically address this issue

|
| |the original goal setting | | |

Goal Setting !Are goals statewide or utility by utility? !Goals are statewide. !Goals are statewide, but utilities should !None !Resolved
! ! !try to achieve the respectve goal ! !
| | Iregardless of what other programs may | |
i i iachieve in their territory i i
| | | | |
Goal Setting jHow will non-utility sector programs be counted | Savings from non-utility Program Plans submitted to and | |Confirmation required |Active
'toward the goals? +approved by EEAC will count toward statewide goals H H H
Goal Setting IWill TRC be used for non-utility sector programs 11f sources of funding, other than utility $ are used, PA's have ' INone |Resolved
! before implementation? !the option of implementing whatever programs they want ! ! !
| | | | |
Cost Recovery iWiII it be based on a 5 year amortization? iUtiIities are responsible to provide EEAC with a review of a iDPL agreed to include cost recovery iCost-revovery was a iResoIved
i 1 cost recovery mechanisms and recommendations. Should the 'mechanism in its proposed 3-Year icomponenet of DPLS Plan, and i
' 1EEAC even be involved in cost revoverv? PSC? 1Program Plan 1EEAC approved '
Cost Recovery !What is the rate of return? !Utilities are responsible to provide EEAC with a review of a !DPL agreed to include cost recovery !Cost—revovery was a !Resolved
| | cost recovery mechanisms and recommendations. Should the |mechanism in its proposed 3-Year |componenet of DPLS Plan, and |
i iEEAC even be involved in cost revoverv? PSC? iProEram Plan iEEAC approved i
Cost Recovery iWhat counts or doesn’t count? 1 Utilities are responsible to provide EEAC with a review ofa ' DPL agreed to include cost recovery iCost-revovery was a i Resolved
' 1cost recovery mechanisms and recommendations. Should the rmechanism in its proposed 3-Year rcomponenet of DPLS Plan, and !
! +EEAC even be involved in cost revovery? PSC? +Program Plan !EEAC approved !
| | |
Cost Recovery |Will EM&V costs be recovered? | Utilities are responsible to provide EEAC with a review of a |DPL agreed to include cost recovery | Cost-revovery was a |Resolved
i icost recovery mechanisms and recommendations. Should the imechanism in its proposed 3-Year icomponenet of DPLS Plan, and i
H LEEAC even be involved in cost revoverv? PSC? iProgram Plan +EEAC approved H
Legislation Review  |Section 2 (h) (1) a. - Is the EEAC going to invest i i . |Active
more time in assisting AEP's with peak demand ! ! !
|reduction and fuel switching orograms? ! ! !
Legislation Review  |Section 2 (h) (1) a. - Are we considering all financing | PACE legislation and another bond issuance are being |EEAC presentation on |Active

1mechanisms such as private and RGGI? On-bill, iconsidered including a presentation at the 2.10.2016 mtg. On-
'PACE other innovative tools? 'bill needs more discussion
Legislation Review Isection 2 (h) (1) b. - Do our programs prioritize the !We will see when the program plans are submitted
! use of energy audits to identify comprehensive
!efficiency measures that maximize cost-effective

iFinancing scheduled for April, 1
12017 EEAC meeting '
'Review Program Plans when 'Active
!submitted to confirm I

|
|
|
|
i
! ! !
| | | |
|savings? i i i i
i i i i i
Legislation Review  !Section 2 (h) (1) f. - Do decisions still need to be i i i iActive
ifinalized regarding this section in regard to non- ' ' ' '
\regulated utilities and the EERS? ! ! ! !
. ! ! ! !
Legislation Review iSection 2 (h) (1) g. - Is the SEU collaborating to iWe will see when the program plans are submitted | | iActive
ipromote available programs through a common i i i i
imarketing platform provided by the SEU? i i i i
Legislation Review 'What is the overall interplay, if any, between the ! ! ! 'Active
!EEAC enabling statute and the EERS statute as ! ! ! !
!defined in Title 26, Section 1502 (a) and (b)? ! ! ! !
| | | | |
Data Collection iDatabase: Still under development 1SEU hired a provider and is developing the database to i iOnce Database is ready, iActive
g 1support their own programs and to serve as statewide 3 rdecision on how ititistobe !
! 1database, with options for use by all PAs ! !maintained and utilized by all !
! ! ! !parties needs to be confirmed. !
| | | | |
Data Collection iWhat is the frequency of reporting to the EEAC? iEither biannual or quarterly. Delmarva reports biannually in | iPending results of Database iActive
i iMD, which might drive this decision i ilaunch, discussion in EM&V i
H H H rcommittee or Council needed '
| | | | X |
' ' ' 1to confirm depth and '
! ! ! !frequency of reporting. !
EM&V !WiII the Mid-Atlantic TRM or DE TRM be used? !The DE TRM is comprised of the Mid-Atlantic TRM with an !The DE TRM will contain DE-specific !Regulation language was !Resolved
I laddenda for DE specific issues. Imeasures supplemented with an ledited for clarity I
| | |Apendix that is the Mid-Atlantic TRM | |
EM&V !What is the status of the regulations? !Two public workshops have been held. Public Hearing !Regulations were passed, effective ! !Resolved
| |scheduled for 8/29/2016 |January 11, 2017. | |
EM&V iwhat are the reporting requirements related to iRegulations contain some information on this, but i iRevised/clarified reporting iActive
iEM&V? rinterpretations differed. Was discussed at length at the March i irequirements and terminologyi
' 1EM&V committee meeting ' rwill be included in an EM&V !
! ' ! !"Guidance Document" being !
! ! ! !prepared by Emily, Jeff, and !
! ! ! !the Committee !
| | | | |
Program Portfolio iWhen will DNREC present Program Plans to the iFaII, 2016 iDNREC submitted 3-Year Program Plan i iResoIved
'EEAC for approval? ' '(EEIF, E2I and WAP) at the 10/26/16 ' '
! ! !EEAC meeting and EEAC voted to ! !
! ! !approveA Update on WAP funding ! !
| | Isubmitted at 12/7/16 meeting and | |
i i iapprovedA i i
Program Portfolio iWhen will DPL present electric Program Plans for to iWinter, 2016-2017 iDPL submitted 3-year Program Plan at i iResoIved
'the EEAC for recommended approval to submit to i Ithe 2/15/17 EEAC meeting and EEAC i i
+PSC? ' 1voted to count savings toward ' '
! ! !statewide goal and recommended ! !
! ! !approval to submit to PSC. ! !
Program Portfolio !When will DPL submit electric Program Plans to the !Spring, 2017 ! ! !Active
Ipsc? ! ! ! !
Program Portfolio  |When will DPL present gas Program Plans for to the | | | | Active
iEEAC for recommended approval to submit to PSC? i i i i
i i i i i
Program Portfolio  'When will DPL submit gas Program Plans to the i i i Active

\PSC? !
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iWhen will DEC present Program Plans to the EEAC
|for inclusion in statewide goals?

'When will DEMEC present Program Plans to the
iEEAC for inclusion in statewide goals?

|

|

iwhen will SEU present Program Plans to the EEAC
\for inclusion in statewide goals?

1When will Chesapeake present Program Plans to
1the EEAC for inclusion in statewide goals,
!potentially through levaraged savings that result
!from the programs others are running?

!When will Chesapeake submit Program Plans to the
Ipsc?

iWhat will be the time frame for Program Year 1?

|Spring, 2017

1
'March, 2017

May, 2017

!
'Spring, 2017

i
i
i
|
i
1
i
i
i

anuary 1, 2017 is Year 1 start date.

iDEMEC submitted a Program Plan at the
i3/8/17 EEAC meeting and EEAC voted to

,accept their programs and savings
!toward statewide goal.

|
iJanuary 1, 2017 with full year prior
ibeing eligible for 'early start' based on

ivote at April, 2016 EEAC meeting.

iChallenges relating to cost-
effectiveness of natural gas
|

programs still need to be
!addressed.

iActive
i
‘Resolved

Active

Active

Active

|
|
|
|
|
1
|
|
|
I
|
|Resolved
|
|
i
|
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