c. Estimated Project Costs: $ Zj 5‘00! 000

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questlonnalre for Small Cltles and Counties

Name of. City-or-Courity: : ,4&;4/\#?/),4 / I /()7V
Contact Person:

Phone Number: —
crmail Acress SR

1.

Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? [Yes [ No

a. Type of Project DOCK ET
O Lighting Retrofit and Controls 09-0ll-1
O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals DATE
O HVAC Modifications and Controls — ]
O Automated Energy Management Systems RECD. JuN 172009
I:l Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

F’f Other (specity). /A}%m AT WRITE DAt CIe. fATOA,
b. Stage of Development ~ a%};ﬁ?‘b‘w C>‘ ar. Renn e ﬂf'ﬂéy

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

&' Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

ZI/Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

‘ Zﬁ Existing City/County:- Funds
O Utility Rebates

)2( .Other{ spec1fy O@bé /fALHOME/DEQ /047@ f:ﬁﬁﬁ

‘0 No match funds current|y |dent|ﬂa(d




2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
J Other(s) (specify) __ALAMDA  Aune w)/13 GTHR  Counsze)

DN 100 SHNG. R f@&ﬁcmoénm 1. 00 LEeS R
e STATE  sMdw u—rra/a;umv FPOGRAY.

3. How can the Energy Commission best. Level the Playlng Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?™ ..
[¥’Guaranteed formula-based allocatlons for eI|g|b|e cost- effectlve energy
efficiency, pro;ects or, products (based on a-per capita. aIlocatlon or other
methodology) .
0 Limit eligibility to compete for speC|f|c pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

@’ Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion 4 $ Amount Set Aside
[ R e [ e T et L ma g TN Lo P
N L A TN TNWARE T oy T \(. b :\ , . ~'\“,
I T I A AN S R T N CAAN *
WEAL TGS SR TR S SRV A TR e BN
B 5“'\' ‘\ ‘ ,‘ \;: - :h: Y ) -)\,K‘ . 4, =Y T

Other Recommendatuons’?

4. Is your city/county part of a reg10na| or local partnership that could apply for funding?
AYes O No P
& . e s ) -.*Ls

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
0 No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechamsms(g parhcupate

)2( Other(s) (specify) _/NEZFD PEVELUP PﬂOJb‘ﬂ// PROGRAM
VS SPECIFIC ALRYEMED /MU o



mailto:egQJ@JLf1Z-.06f?ti'1

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
Id Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
O No -
JFUndecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to aéhieve
meaningful results? $

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? W#Z,SOO!OOD

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? Dées O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127
5, 250, 250, NA (W0 YRt PRO¥CT
Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in

making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation
O, Established, but not yet operating
Under development: Planned implementation date: IO / "/09
00 Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.’ *
O No program exists or is under consideration.
O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.__A/Ay

Contact Name and Phone Number:“




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: /%Vn}u //ﬁm&zﬂf?‘/ Eldsredo

Contact Person: ﬁ

Phone Number: _ o D— vuuz@z-

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OYes [ No
a. Type of Project

D Lighting Retrofit and Controls
street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
VAC Modifications and Controls
G/ tomated Energy Management Systems
tD/amtors Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
O Other (specify)

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

S/Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

nergy audit/feasibility study in progress.
We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

o Estimated Project Costs: $

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds

tility Rebates
0O Ather (specify)
No match funds currently identified




2. What b?iers limit your participation in this program??
B/kack of Identified Projects
Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s). (spe0|fy)

]C\deOO&COMMW\:{l—I hes Lodhe 3 cou,:(;-lcs No ‘Hm(\a*:fﬁ%\ﬂ%

.3 How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocatlon or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

)@ Other (spec
(Wﬁo CceC
o)

If competltlon is to be I|m|tg what criteria uld be used’?

Criterion | $ Amount Set Aside
ﬁ@?-%r—v& s@{mmwm/} 20 M o
TG ¢ smets ccmwwp:—, .S kafltl
- grid pJ\H\w Coww s seswnw% ~S a(orn\rj‘\—)
UOther Recommendations?__1ho o dh owo d gers e |omef
AaShibanee  ard W‘h— IWZ{S@/ 8 ol /‘y\..u’w':f'
vooNa qb Yhat W were wrder o ccoe vh

I
: Covret o ._w\ ﬁQ) ss ﬁ
4. Is your cify/county part of a regional or local partnership that could app
OYes No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
No partners available/identified
Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
O No
X Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?  Shase  adyparc (O 3

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

G)(T\Nddv L CeadWis - ?AM‘( extve. Oumﬁs +o c\/ra/ﬁs pmoos(fes o

16 W\"—*—’}d
What minimum funding amount wouId your C|ty/county/partnersh|p need to achieve
meaningful results? $ V\OA/W d/O ot 1l -

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your project(g) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? KlYes [l No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012?

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating :

O Under development: Planned implementation date:
)B’ Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.

O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18" by:

1. Scanning and emailing to eecbg@energy.state.ca.us
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304
3. Mailing to:

California Energy Commission
Attn: EECBG Program
1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
Sacramento, CA 95814

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS
INFORMATION!


mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

- Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: Amador (. aurrf\{
Contact Person: _ J T
Phone Number: ___ (e R,

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? w_Yes 0 No

a.

Type of Project

ﬁ Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

X HVAC Modifications and Controls

X Automated Energy Management Systems

0 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

0O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
1 Other (specify)

Stage of Development

3 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

}K Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

X Energy au_dlt/feasmthty study in progress.

0O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

‘0 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

Estimated Project Costs $ see Enem\{ E@cgma\m\ M (dﬂac‘ﬁg}?DF)

Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

0O Existing City/County Funds

Utility Rebates
O Other {specify)
O No match funds currently identified




2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
ﬂ Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) {specify)

3. How can the Energy Commjssion best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost- effecttve energy
efﬂc:ency projects of products (based on-a per capita allotation or bther
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding {such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion ' $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or Iocal partnership that could apply for funding?
%es O No .
What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
0O Other(s) (specify)




‘Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
¥ Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _Mp’(hﬁ' lode 'EMmu Mﬂv’\
Partnership(s) currently exist? Wes D No
O No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your catylcounty/partnershlp need to achieve
meaningful results? $.ay_and all sontributionis unll be qreattully ace epted

‘What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for prdjects'? $ 6'50%@00

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? Yes O No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 “ ‘*d“\ 1"“"&"‘5
relerence. Table || and .2 pase 2 (aftached POF)

Have you considered initiating a fi nancmg program to assist property owners:in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism {(e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

0 Established and in operation

{0 Established, but not yet operating

00 Under development: Planned implementation date:

00 Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

0 Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:;




Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18™ by:

1. Scanning and emailing to eecbq@enerdv‘stateca.us
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304
3. Mailing to:

California Energy Commission
Attn: EECBG Program
1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
Sacramento, CA 95814

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS
INFORMATION!


mailto:emailingtoeechg@energy.state.ca.us

-Energy-Efficiency Study: Amador County Section 1 — Executive Summ'ary

Section 1 - Executive Summary

A. Focus and Scope of the Audit

During. September of 2007, an energy audit was-conducted for Amador County under CEC's
Technical Assistance Contract. The audit focused on identifying energy saving projects at six
County facilities: (a) Detention Facility, (b) District Attorney Office, {c) Main Library, (d)
Corporation Yard, () GSA Offices, and {f) Probation Building. This report discusses the results
of the energy audit and provides infom@tion on the next steps for project implementation.

‘B. Annual Energy Use and.Cost

During a recent 12-month period, the County spent $160,898 for electricity and $31,389 for
natural gas at the audited County facilities (i.e., Detention.Facility, DA Offices, Library, GSA,
Corporation Yard, and Probation). With respect to total facility area of 90,335 square-feet, the
total-energy cost per square foot is $2. 13lsft peryear.’

.C. Project Recommendations

The report identifies several projects that can reduce the:County's overall energy use and cost. If
implemented, these projects can cut overall energy cost-by 8.3%, or an estimated $15,93% per.
year. Table 1.1 details all the project recommendations countyWIde In addition, Table 1.2
presents other projects that were evaluated but can only be’ implemented.as part of iong-term
modernization efforts due to their high payback periods. Included in the tables.are projects which
address specific County concerns such.as. replacing old. HVAC units at the Detention Facility and
adding insulation to the Library Building. Detailed information on these and all other projects’is
contained in Section-5. Section-6 provides information on-how sore-or all of these projects can
‘be funded with a low interest loan from the Energy Commission.orincentives from the utility
company.

Elecmc:ty (81.78/sft) and Natural Gas (80.35/sft). Detailed energy use dala is summarized in Tables 3,1A and 3.1B
? Projects are broken down by facility in Tables 1.310 1.8

Digital Energy. Inc. . Page 1



Energy Efficiency Study: Amador County - Section 1 — Executive Summary

PROJECT SUMMARY TABLES — COUNTYWIDE

Table 1.1 — Recommended Energy Efficiency Measures - Countywide

% i

Retrofit alt existing T12'

Nuorescant lixtures with 28-watt]

78 lamps and low-watt
eiacironic bailasts

L-1A

23.4 64,918 1] $34.870 | $8.798 4.0 $3,895 $30,975 35

Retrolit existing 18t generation
T8 fluorescent fixiures with 28~
watt T8 lamps and low-walt
electronic ballasts

L-18 55 13,718 ] §17.278 | 31,847 8.9 $823 $16.455 8.5

Replace incandescent lamps 1 : .
with screw-in cornpact . - v .
-2 fluarescent lamps of new 1.8 4,767 [1] $843 $843 1.3. 5286 $557 g
Piamp fixtures

Add gaylight contrals to lighting!

(=3 | fixtures st various Corporation [ 1,768 [ $1.814 $195 3.3 $106 $1.508 17
Yard-Shops .

Complete. HVAC syslem

wpgrade at the Main Library 11.1 17.072 629 1553,722 £3.401 158 |- $3.810 | 340812 147

Provide garage door sensor
contrals at the Corporation ]
M-2 | . Yord to sbut-off gas-fired 0 o) 321 8£5.495 8673 82 $£372 $5,123 7.8
radiant heater operation when
gorage dgor Is apen

Provide ocupanty sensof
controilers for vending
machmes at the Probation
Building

Total 419 103,992 1,250 |$114,122| $15,939 7.2 $9,537 | $104,584 6.6

E-1 0 1,783 0 $300 $284 11 3245 - $55 02

Table 1.2 - EEMs Recommended during Future Modernization — Countywide

Provide occupancy sensor a .
L-4 controls 10 VARoS rooms [+ 2,882 0 8§5.310 §343 155 3173 $5137 15.0
Replace lighiing toggfe-switch
L-5 conmirols with twist-times G 71 o] 5176 58 22.8 54 $171 220
contirois
Replace ail ol gasietectric
n packaged units at the s
M-3 Detention Genter with naw high 257 43,048 423 3105611 $5.378 19.6 $6.44% $99.162 184
efhidiency units
Provide insulation for ijrmy " . "
M-4 Building's underbelly [ a . 594 832,528 $870 37.4 $689 $31,838 358
Totatl 25.7 45,999 1,016 | $143.624| $6,559 21.8 $7,315 $136,309 20.7

. *Incentives representative of Motherlode Enargy Walch Program (except for Project M-3 which is
representative of PG&E's NRR-DR Program). See Section-6 for details on incentive programs

** As an alternative to Project L-18, this study also analyzes a less cost intensive option. Instead of
replacing lamp and hallasts, the alternative option proposes replacing lamps only. See Section-5 for detalls.

Digitat Energy. Inc. Page 2



Energy Efficiency Study: Amadar County Section 1 - Executive Summary

PROJECT'SUMMARY TABLES — BY FACILITY

Table 1.3 - Recommended Energy Efficiency Measures — Detention Facility

Retrofit all existing 712 . .
Ruorescent fixtures with 28-wal : . _
T8 lamps and lowewatt 10.2 37,248 0 $12,377 | $4.879 2.5 } $2,235 $10.142 21

plectronic ballasts

Retrafit existing"15t generation
T8 fluorescent fdures with 28- )
watt T8 famps end Low.walt . 1.3 | 4823 . ] $4,237 S806 7.0 $277 ] $3,980 ‘8.5

etecironic baliasts

Replace incandescent lamps-

. with scTewtin compact . | . - . ;

L2 | gorastont s or w10 3:207 ) 5441 | sa20 i1 s1ez | os249 06
tamp fitures :

Total | 125 | asor6 | o [:s17,055 | s5905 | 23 $2,705 | s14351 | 24

Table 1.4 - Recommended Enejrg_y Efficiency Measures.— DA Offices

Retrofit & existing T12

fluorescent fidures with 28-watf] "
LA T8-amips ond lowewstt 3.8 8,012 4 $8.038 | §1.283 4.8 5541 $5497 | 44

electronic babasts

Replace incaride;f.cant lamps
with screw-in compact

L2 | g orascom tmps o e | 02 257 o 577 $37 2.1 516 61 16
tamp fixtures '
' Total 40 8,279 v | se1a | st200 | a7 $567 $5,557 43

Digital Energy. Inc. o Pagé 3



Energy Efficiency Study. Amador Caunly Section 1 — Executive Summary

v

Table 1.5 — Recommended Energy Efficiency Measures ~ Main Library

Retrofit all existing 712

fiuorescent fixures with 28-watg) P e ar ; ]
L-1A T8 lomps and low-vatt 6.1 12,824 o] $8,838 | 31,872 47 . 3788

eloctronic ballasts

Replace incandescent lamps

with serew-in compact ‘s
L-2 o ot lamps-of new PL- 0.2 510 1] S120 $75 1.6 $31 $89 1.2
famg fixtures
Compiete HVAC system B
-1 upgrade st the Main Library 11.1 17,072 929 $53,722 | $3.40% 5.8 $3.810 $49.812 . 14.7
Total 17.4 30,406 928 $62,681 | $5,347 11.7 %4610 $58,071. 10.9

Table 1.6 - Recommended Energy:Efficiency Measures'— Corporation Yard

Retrofit alf existing 712 .
. | auorescent fixtures with 28-wa .
L-1A . T8 1amips and low-watt ) 3.3 5.833 v ] . $7:616 5793 9.6 8350 $7.266 82

electronic bollasts

Retrofit existing 15t generation
T8 fuorescent fbdures with 28-
watt T8 lamps and low-walt
elecironic balinsts

L-1B 03 857 0 $7.136 | ses 127 || s3e s1.007 | 123

Replace incandescnnt lamgps
with screw-in compact
fiunrescant ilamps or new PL-
lamp fidures

iz 03 598 : 0 $110 381 1.3 336 . §74 09

Agg daylight controls to fighting
L-3 | fixtures st various Corporation .0 1,768 0 $1.814 $195 8.3 §106 $1.508 77
Yard Shops

Provide garage door sensar
controls al the Comporation ,
M-2 Yard 1o shut-off gas-fired 0 Q 321 $5.495 3873 82 8372 $5.123 7.6
radiant heater aperaiion when N
garage coof is Open

Total 39 8,856 i $45,970 [ $1,831 8.7 $903 $15,067 8.2

Digital Energy. Inc. : ' Page 4



Energy Efficiency Study Amador County Section 1 ~ Executive Summary

Table 1.7 - Recommended Energy Efficiency Measures - GSA Offices

Rerrofl existing 13! generation

T8 fuorescent fixtures with 28- ) ;
1-1B wati T8 larmps and u 22 4610 1] $6.813 $631 10.8 $277 | 36537 104

electyonic baliasts

Total »22 | 4610 0 ] $6813 | 363 | 108 sa7r | $6.837 | 104

Table 1.8 - Recommended Energy Efficiency Measures - Probation Building

Retrofit existing 154 ganeration
T8 funrescent fixtures wih 28- R .
L-18 watt TB lartps and low-watl 18 3.628 0 $5.081 $820 8.2 $230 $4,861 7.8
electronsc ballasts

Reptate incandescent mps
’ with-gerem-in compak | !

L-2 fuorescent tamps or dew PL- 0.1 185 0 ] %30 32 $11 585 28
famp fixturos

Provide accupancy $ensec

contrailers for vending -
E-1 macrines at the Probation o 1.753 ¢} $360 $284 1 $245 $55 0.2
Buiding
Total 19 | 5768 0 $5,487 | $934 | 89 $486 | $5000 54

Digital Energy. Inc R Page 5



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Countiés

Name of City or County: 12 A @E}é/ /{/@7?7&//

Contact Person:

Phone Number:

Email Adcress: RTINS,

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded’?)%’@s O No

a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater;System Process and Controls

Other (specify)
£ 77%4///@/76/ 7/;1%?

“ “Nig
b. Stage ol’l7 eveﬂnent //

} J;’,’KUQ ﬂ/Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
5&01{7,95?/” necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.
2N N 7 é/ I3 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
/g 7 ‘ I3 Energy audit/feasibility.study in progress.
9,7}]/@ M/ﬁﬂﬁ O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
fﬁf’” O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

O
O
O
a
O
O

/M/ rem i

Estimated Project Costs: $ / /,, OOQ, O0D
d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates

ther (specify) _Zfentra/ 75%4 J é/zx/m, a)/ Us 174 - //}ﬁéj/‘m///fymédé
7

0 No match funds currently identified 7/




2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
_BELack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Hyman.Resources / '
_B~Other(s) (specify) ; / 7, : O ST

S Loptintty © Lats o He. Alahad i e
. 3 ) 4 ) -
Jp 20/ o Ny . DD- Cus //, - l, A/ 278 74 7,4 Ié
Mﬁ)ﬁ S « ND fandps —10 ) ;.4 4 e 2 ;55@7 ;
How can thé Energy Commission best “It veI the Playing Field” for small and/or 3/)/)%

economically challenged jurisdictions?-.
O Guaranteed formula-based dllocations for eligible, cost-effective energy

efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other

methodology)
Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small

jurisdictions, economlcally dtsadvantaged hlgh unemployment rates etc. ¢£%U/E7;M
Other specnfy

If competltno@ I|m|ted hagﬁe/na should be usedé(/

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other ?eco datlons’? DOty > /// 59/, , Y NS S L. /
/9/3 ec Kd// 7/, ./’ s TONHES
AU g - 2ILl] O 7 iy AepISY 2L JTIH /: ”

[d/ &9&7 &w /}/a/ M 77 %é c!//// 177, ; 7
G T i ] il i
m)@ W%/

63& z,; 1 Jﬂ W /9 )
ﬁodf{ aoéa/ 75, ~ basedn P %&5 k«)ﬁﬂ(/f g enmissuns b .
4, Is your%count)/rt Sf a regional or local partnership that could 4pply for funding?
CYes No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships’?
No partners available/identified

XLack of resources/me hamsms participate
O Other(s) (specify) ﬂ/g art M /2/4467// oy /t/ JZ///L?(,(yﬂJ/%Z ﬂ/’///z/ﬁ/
W purvenor iy > ez

ey 30| s Jw/w@mb
72) pam (ost + (//Mwém Kﬁgwémagyé Y
ﬁ//flﬁ £0 @Kéwé%&/ /um////g cg Surslace W 74/

i rdn L e fent - o ot b e 7 4 e of 4

A~ -~ A




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?

O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):

"~ Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No

B<No — Ne. A knddp & J(JJ//&/:é

O Undecided/Need more information
PGEE mizy povide Vesy rysm ) P304 000 o1 fess W&/Zéééﬂ//ldq

What types of partnerships would work best?

D/éifé/z 4 oerse 4 é’dwﬂ@é ot hodstb Lo % éf% /

<5/77¢"// 8ﬁlmzzm/?/ arey - Mcdvaefin 4eymmamﬁef & surmundml artss

How can the Energyfgommission help foster partnérships?

(edpustind #is Jojed - iy Lomedist ety 4 Lonston
éﬂzﬂﬂéw/ﬂ % Jeductiy % 7/44/7 Ao sc oot ssid

What minimum funding amount would yodr mty/countﬁpéa?gers ip need to achieve

mearingruT results? $_ 72 7&142@‘% é’)//ﬂm/

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 5 é /?7///1/)/)

6. Would your prOJect s) create and retain |rect a ndlrect (s liers who m ke ?a//hﬁ

materials) job Yes D No M wlanwil
¢ aasish Loty Ausdly mﬁ% 1 /57‘4 T ﬂ%}%ﬁ
v Approxml%tely jny for-t er79f 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

e : o- Y27 {77,

| @) 7 427[ /é;/o/éagm / /%J?’//gﬂ.flf eons 76740/(47) 59/1/154 g/

7. Have you conSidered rnltlatlng a frnancmg program to assist property owners in ?’/ / /é
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 4114) Wlt//ﬂ”
property tax assessments or srmrlar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)? W% %/Ic’cﬂ%//‘

O Established and in operation
O Established, but not yet operating
O Under development: Planned implementation-date: )
nder consideration; specific program not yet developed. 4 / ,
/{LN)O program exists or is under consideration. l/é ”/%Cwééﬂ) W‘%d 64*S¢
Don't have any informatipn on how this would work cﬁ/ﬁz//alcf %I 7;
35007 /75)@ sUres W@,,.,.~@,/,,ﬂ /4;? Z /f__j_/

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Numb

) inclr fw/ ; 56(/a/é a2, /Mé/j NS
‘f’””Z”y MNeny 5/4 Crbmesses



Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18" by:

1. Scanning and Iemailing to eecbg@energy.state.ca.us
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304
3. Mailing to:

California Energy Commission
Attn: EECBG Program
1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
Sacramento, CA 95814

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS
INFORMATION!


mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us
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 American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Narme of City or County: ~ Cf}}l 0 \(7 AUPV\'\ \

Contact Person: _"

Phone Number:

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OYes %No
a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify)

ooooooon

h. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/fapprovals and awaiting funding.

0 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy auditfeasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

1

c. Estimated Project Costs: $

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebhates
% Other (specify) \Wre \ﬁ)w\‘\ : A—o uJ- 5.{\,/\,\%‘ e]- ,}DQVU

No match funds currently identified
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What barriers limit your participation in this program?
X Lack of Identified Projects
0 Lack of Match Funding
0 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field" for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions? ‘

0O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify) . '

If competition is to be lirmited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion \. $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

Is your%if{/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

82/083

OYes B No 6& W ot gorm;nj one ¥ PLAL /
What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 57 €1 \"’ W,
O No partners available/identified / @

O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes [I1No
No
0O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

- How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need_to achieve
meaningful results? $ Lw Kaowwn  (m Vo oow b ¥ Comy J+

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? '$

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? [{Yes [ No

-
|

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 ____

[

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

0 Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development. Planned implementation date:

0O  Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

2 Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: 0; ( {’\-4\ of E)CC\,U Qe

Contact Person:

Phone Number:

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? QOYes O No
a. Type of Project

E‘ Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

& HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Conirols

O Other (specify)

b. Stage of Development

]Zf Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

& Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet deveIOped

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

1 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

C. Estimated Project Costs: $ ﬁ 4. 80‘4 D0BD.33

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (cHeCk all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
¥ Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
O No match funds currently identified
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What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
B Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

~

How can the Energy Commission best “l.evel the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?
Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)
O Limit eligibility to compete for specnﬁc pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, ecoa mically dlsadvantaged high unemployment rates, etc.)
Other (specify) A & \C oA
Yeadd ness / ﬂ‘ rru_\\ g
If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside
o L \QX— i L\Qc O¥ann vmtlaﬁ- me‘)
Emd (Y g@( P_r'q‘g oo maci\ i mave £ rd)

Elonamio londitong

Other Recommendations?:

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate

., Other(s) (specify) DWU.V" \UV‘\JOMQ‘&'IQV\? ur\(}b\lﬁ/Y\Q”l’ .DY"CP&H'O(
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
0 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s)
. Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes [ No
O No
B _Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? cOL bogc
O profite of \)\M.jﬂm;a v OO

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? 'Pmul DLL‘\TQHN s
ASISTONCL i~ (A HPUWRO TERNad Oreie 0k .
J o d J L

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ Q,Qoofooo Nela)

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ U h{kY\OL AN

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? "KlYes [ No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20122 Unkineuone

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over muitiple years through
property {ax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation
I:I Established, but not vet operating
Under development: Planned implementation date:
)i Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
0 No program exists or is under consideration.
O Don't have any information on how this would work,

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Numb e




a

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: Q/l"r@ a(; RO UA,

Contact Persog.

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? IE&es O No
a.  Type of Project

& Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

&~ HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems

& Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
B-Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
O Other (specify)

b.  Stage of Development

& Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

[ Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

I3 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

& We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

C. Estimated Project Costs: $_range $100 1 - 4/ m

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

& Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

.00 No match funds currently identified



2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
& Other(s) (specify) 00tall pvoiect COY pork of groiect Hed

A‘V.%\AC.CQM&\H Cb\AM\)\L’('{QA./ o@ R e g@aca m(f proyech—

3. How.can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions? _

B Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

# Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competmon is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

i

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Lanle o cowmloo a’f ,()wm.uLu OWS C,ow(;)eH\‘:c—- Www\lu T -SD, o

“Mat & re UnutSe

o Quivty shoct hee Prame on Pvsnla S0 HUost fonds  covld Lr freed
Ve 1o add b e (/Oyv-'yi%-f'\\r( M Those cardon'a should be waﬁ/

Other Recommendations?: 4/(,\& Luce ' — beasert W%”’i SHA VLA Q,f
U J T

{oest amoud &f ERCt 6 ﬁ//bu‘g{/\ Lok wiafele -

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

tres O No (coun*b)

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes [l No
O No
B Undecided/Need more lnformatlon

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? @%VM/ loger

Dv‘samibm,(—;m ) ”aLJ-car* ! zmaltsr ongo 04—3“»3 i (o vorv—;‘u*’s ’

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful resuits? $ Mw&s o what s mm,?,f? I~cf a Prmula, we_
b\)!l\ploo 3 (/v|e(/“ ot wW—U‘V AMAD
What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $_asuin, can ua—\_(

b\,\ 0\\-\2,(,‘\ , wt“a ret @"N——P\. Iok)sf"(‘ 7\/“'\-‘}' 4~ {7\3— t/\kf)ﬁ—vf’ fW]eC"'

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? es OO No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _wnlouswn

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and.in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:
2" Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number: -




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: Cry of Britbaire

Contact Person: _—

Phone Number: _

Email Address:

1. Do you have -en'erg'ylreduction-p.rojects identified to be funded? Sﬁes O No

a.

oogoogoo

Type:of Project

IS%L-ighting Retrofit and Controls:

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications -and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
‘Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify)

Stage of Development,

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified.and has. supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.).resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

M Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. '

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

Estimated Project Costs: $§ 50, 000 .

Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

No match funds currently identified



v/

What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify).

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field" for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?
Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)
O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very smail
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?: 1§ vnly d cerdaih ?‘CVC‘:”W’.{:TC of dhe oot of

e prone A o awertked, allow 4he small chwy e zli SCern wing Aty

t con dffod b wmpleke the ehtir pyvqu- Or v umplete oS
J
TY\\A(/L\/(’LYf«Cﬂ‘h?Igc thate awarded.

II{your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
Yes O No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
0O No partners available/identified :
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
Us De;[)i?rtment of Energy?
Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _San Madto Counnty
Partnership(s) currently exist? &Yes 0O No ’
O No -
O Undecided/Need more information

‘What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? _

‘What minimum-funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? § 50, coo

‘What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your prOjecé%-).create' and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? HMYes O No

Approximately how many for'the 4™ Quarter of 2009; 2010, 2011 and 20127 N/A

KS many Yask weal d Voo weeded Vg Yhe SIeetlight suetondracior 4o cod Gt
Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in lailos |
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable-over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar:mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating '

O Under development: Planned lmplementatlon date:
Under consideration; specific program not-yet developed.

0 No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:

14
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Fox Tor 4l e84 -qaor 3 gage
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County:
Contact Person:

Phone Number:

Email Address: e

1. Do you have energy reuction projects identified to be funded? ImYes 1 No
a.  Type of Project

% Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

0 HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems

O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify) ' '

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress,

0 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c.  Estimated Project Costs: $__[ /D m{I ][ en

L4

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

Existing City/County Funds
Utility Rebates — 4y be )

Other (specify) ;mmgﬁrt[!dz{,% Al ffgﬁr
1 No match funds currently idertitied
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2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

J4 Other(s) (specify)

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playlng Field” for small and/or
economically challenged:jurisdictions?

R Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or ather
methodology)

O Limit ehglbllity to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions; economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Ve

mumiby. - pide press bendity
— OMOnJ‘wdmm nggig@i 7

Other Recommendations?: "\D\gﬁf ex

4, %our city/county part of a regional or local parinership that could apply for funding?
es [ No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to part|c1pate

(¥ Other(s) (specify)

ST S

-
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? DOYes 0O No
O, No

}R’ Undecided/Need more information - C/ CA&

What types of partnerships would work best? ,ﬁé&%ﬂl\.@,_@:&ﬁh

0 w8 Asptl M(L%*ﬂﬁmw_ﬁw

/

How ¢an the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

%oowfaae, Tormula based Wm_ﬁmgmaj-

WA:QL N
5. What minirdum funding amount would your mty/county/partnershlp need to achieve
meaningful results? $__J m:l(u-m

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ l S tbl ‘ ICCIkI

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? es O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 Q@

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:
Y Under consideration; specuﬁc program not yet developed. — .m vl

O No program exists or is under consideration. m‘%‘

O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Pragram information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 200§

Block Grant

Energy Efficiency and Conservation

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

O g onLzaro A : . U
Nﬁ&e—cﬂ-ﬂ?ﬁwﬁ&y: \ \ ' I -

A nonpErolr agency W serorce 0fCeces W r%WA— Nor. Cal.
Conact Person: S,

Phone Number: S

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? JNes [ No
a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls ,

Automated Energy Management Systems /!
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps \ GCLN Q@(\\o’
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

Other (specify) - LN E o) ﬂ,

Weck Srutte & XTolning Sela e s g ften eonsme
b. Stage of Development %C%W\;‘B O; \DU)"\f\C,o(ka, QOQLL\.UA’CW

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
%ﬁecessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

ﬁDDDDDD

12

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

C. Estimated Project Costs: $ H\ M\\\\ 0\(\

d. Does the &i have match funding available? (check all that apply)
2ni

O Existing City/County Funds

Utility Reb
= O?hlteyr (sie?:ti?;) \{ €S f\uﬁ\(\gwt I\)\uﬁw\(\ X’Uﬂ(}‘{x %(

\

O No match funds clirrently identified ,
B&Q Q C 05@@*-

\




2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

X Other(s) (specify) . - k‘ (e

Cies ond (wokes oce DUy

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?
O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
ethodology)
Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what critéria should be used?

Criterion : $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?: C( 3( \

Lo Suads W\ (‘Q(v\ (’X\(HM /m\\w
_%KWK\(\\O

Yes O No

4, K}our c*%naaé?}yart of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified

O Lack of resources/mechanisms to pgrticipate .

XOther ) (specify) e L €
bad0fhen o Nov-\nave Cesources ?i

Goodad\e XoC duRloperens pf gukrs.

’Q(OSQO\/J Cm%suh Cuend- Wi (lesape



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy? ,

O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):

Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No

No
#V\Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? }\\ (\\(\O( QS \‘\’g (}\5
\2od ol ConkS

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ 600\&\

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $\. SI/V\L l ll'(\ AJ

Would your project(g) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? RlYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 Z@Q&O”}ﬂ\

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation ~ \f\ NOM
stablished, but not yet operating S Coun

O

O Under development. Planned implementation date:

O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O

O

No program exists or is under consideration.
Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Biéck Grant

’ Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: Jozyo/é)ﬁ //)/}755@

Contact Person:

prone Number: g ——

Email Address: _ S S S Ry,

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? XYes [ No
a. Type of Project

¥ Lighting Retrofit and Controls
X Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
X HVAC Modifications and Controls
< O Automated Energy Management Systems
O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

R Other (specify) /_Azé//f,/ué. 572 77N
b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

O Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

B We need technical assistance'in identifying potential projects.

C. Estimated Project Costs: $ 7RO

d. Does the city/c‘ounty have match funding available? (check all that apply)

0O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

X No match funds currently identified



What barriers limit your participation in this program?

2.
I Lack of Identified Projects
M Lack of Match Funding
E Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)
3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions? )
RI' Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or-products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)
R’ Limit eligibility to compete for spegific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically dlsadvantaged h unemp|oyment4ates etc.)
R Other (specify) '//aw Lo j ,VA'/ W/f ﬁud//llff
7O Come o N// E corppfetrn odofes
If competition is to be limited; what cnteé should b/s/d’? 7 ’
Criterion $ Amount Set Aside
/&ﬂ Sonal Z, pacd”
-Zlé%&o/ ke éfw’/ 72// 4 A /r/@/’
Other Recommendations?:
4. fs your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

KYes ONo

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
X Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
'O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?

O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):

Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No

O No
E( Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? ;4—,4// 67{/ 64/7423’1 -

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnershlps'? //o)//aé 7%

pesowces 404%/7?@/\/4&‘/ 7‘2:’4///1/@/ 2S5 /Stnce,

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_ /s £ o7/l vom

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ % ] ////% _

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? RYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 300 =$DO

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owneré in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:
X Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at

Contact Name and Phone Number:



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Effic'iency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: CUOW C HE st 4

Contact Person: __ [N

Phone Number: __ NN,

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OYes [0 No

a.

Type of Project

O Llighting Retrofit and Controls

D Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

0O HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

O Other (specify)

Stage of Development

}2{ Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation

{energy-savings-estimates; cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.
[ Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yetdeveloped
O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
O We need fechnical assistance in identifying potential projects.

Estimated Project Costs: $_/4T a2 0

Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

M Existing City/County Funds
I Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

O No match funds currently identified



What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
M Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best-“Level the Playing Fleld" for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for e||g|ble cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

j&’ Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

0O Other (specify)

if competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?
Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

SHe¥Ee  READY

LosY EFFEC Ty £

Other Recommendations?:

Is your city/county part of a regional or-local partnership that could apply for funding?
MYes O No
What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?

D No partners available/identified

O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate

O Other(s) (specify) We lnvs CaprWresiirfs BUrver op TH rs 7ypP¢

ooy T




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes £ No
O No
}?( Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimhm funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_A Ny T} £ - U006 el 2 ELS

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect {(suppliers who make
materials) jobs? }mYes 0 No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation ,

Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don't have any information on how this would work.

ooooao

Program information can be accessed at www.,

Contact Name ang Phone Number:;




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Ciﬁes and Counties

Name of City or County: ¢ I’L“s DY b(.,\x\/\%ﬁ

Contact Person: _—

Phone Number:

Email Address: H |

1. Do you have energy reduction‘projects identified to be funded? OYes 0O No

a. Type of Project

X Lighting Retrofit and Controls

T Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

B HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems

' Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

¥ Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
O Other (specify) '

b. Stage of Development

X Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

O Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

K Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

C. Estimated Project Costs: $ SOO‘OCD

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

™ No match funds currently identified



2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?

O Lack of Identified Projects

W Lack of Match Funding

¥ Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

O Other(s) (specify)

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field" for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions? _

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology) -

EL Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify) v

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?
Criterion $ Amount Set Aside
HL‘?\;_L« U(}IEM?L&M‘ME\F{ RATES,
Other Recommendations?:
Fop. rlon~ConmpbTimg — LSE OGPumﬁg»\J
4. Is your CIty/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

Yes ONo "7TULARE C,Ouw\u‘ ASC.QC_,\A‘T\QVQ oL ovVERMNYMENTS
CALzFoRr\!m PARTAN ERSH (3 ~fop.THE SAHW .Aoﬂ"buw VALLEY

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners availablefidentified
O Lack of resources/mechamsms to part|C|pate




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
0 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): ... .. .
Partnership(s) currently exist? O0Yes ONo
O No
A Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $. 5500, 0

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ Soo Nelata

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? TYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? L al ¥ A0\

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:

O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
K. No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www._

Contact Name and Phone Number;




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: 0,1[3 o JB XN
Contact Person: _

phione Number. __ S
Email Adcress:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? BZﬁ(es 1 No

a. Type of Project

0O Lighting Retrofit and Controls
O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
0O HVAC Modifications and Controls
O Automated Energy Management Systems
O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
| Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls.
| Other (specify) A D IMb[~ tngtatl eV 535"}%\

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

O Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

Xl We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c.  Estimated Project Costs: $ A S—OK'

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds

O Utility Rebates

O Other (specufy) .
i No match funds currently identified Kpm,o e Yuldage t—&c)r»eem an>




What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

Qom(y)ief Q,\r\c@\kﬂ‘qe.s, qu’ OLCc@sS L)B(_A—S‘}\Aﬁj a,\J\
N hand N

Wac_)< o § ’\'Ya:r\lng o é\rf\J @Fo;eg-g,

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?
0O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
- methodology)
ﬁ Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify) _

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside
YN, r a W @ \ -{ J C C‘ﬂéh'\ %ébk\
A I . “ d w V
areen gco \60\“5 Q\SBK
S \ e

Other Recommendations?:

Is your city/county' part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes K[ No

‘What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct aWards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s).
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
O No .
X Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? 40 ocdner Oy C,Hr} \H\gk

I*\o\s Q('QD( XU 2O fPulSU i ng qmmk -{\-w\l.\nq
T L] — U -.J

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? Hhis Auest  onnalre

D
W\ hole. L O\AW—\?.»(L\ lorqer Cidies widh e x perdsse |
. 7 " \y -

5. What minimum funding amourt would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $.259 I :

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $2 .50 N

8. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? WYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012?

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:
O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.

P{ Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Numberrq
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties‘l

Name of City or County: Co TV OF DIYoN

contact Person: __ <R
Phone Number: —

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ®Yes O No

TEMTAETIVG:
a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems

Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/VVastewater System Process and Contrgléd

Other (specify) _CAIMATE ACTION FLAN
TREMNEWARELE. ENL 6@4 g wwﬁi‘z_xpﬁﬁ—z.
b.  Stage of Development AT "*‘Ec';l'e{:% t | LL &y oz S

YWoooooo

PAGE 01

TINGE ON G BLUUINES

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvais and awaiting funding.

‘ ﬁ Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress,

B We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
ﬁ,We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

v

¢ Estimated Project Costs; § = 200,000

d. Daes the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

A Existing City/County Funds
0 Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
‘?\ No match funds currently identified




@6/1@/2@@9 04:37 7076787839 D1XON ENGINEERING

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
Lack of Match Funding
Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

Other(s) (specify) NEED &I DELINES &

APPUL CATION 1D Scope TOTENTYAL FROTJTETS
LI} 3
~LOEBCAT BLOCKED BN PUE FIEELDALL. ~LIALITING
FOL HELP FROM T.T. |
3.  How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?
Guaranteed formula-based allocations for gligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita aliocation or other
methodology) ‘
O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small

jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion . $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?; "1t N ol HAVE TRECOMMENDED

PAGE 82

CoxT EFFERTINE FPROIJIECTS @

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes F‘ZNO
What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
No partners avatable/identified
0O Lack of resources/mechariisms to participate
0O Other(s) (specify)




@6/1@/2@@9 64: 37 7876787839 D1XON ENGINEERING PAGE 83

Do you plan to/cauld you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s).
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No
0 No
/‘m Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? AMOTHEL LMAL/ME&E&E’_
CITY T TIRKE LEAT

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ —00 &

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ <

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? Yes O No 7

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

7. Have you considered iniiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy.efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

‘ﬁ. Established and in operation /N KA, AREA G:»ML.\f
Established, but not yet operating

Under development. Planned implementation date:.

Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.

No program exists or is under consideration.

Dor’t have any information on how this would work.

aoooo

* Program information can be accessed at www ]

Contact Name and Phone Number‘

HOCBAFE AT HOME" GEANTS
NEO Lo FNTERESST LOANES ~ | NFO NOT VET oM AR,
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: C.ﬁ(gf ot C)g [+

Contact Person: _ «j
Phone Number: __ (NG

el Adoress: __ g —

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? &¥es O No

a. Type of Project

[& Lighting Retrofit and Controls

R Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

O HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems

O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

0O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
0O Other (specify)

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

& Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

0O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. ' Estimated Project Costs: $ s Ul doo

d. Does the city/county have match fﬁnding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds

O Utility Rebates

O Other (specify)

B No match funds currently identified




JUN,15.200%9 11:10 2097454601 CcM #1279 P.002 /004

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
0O Other(s) (specify)

. 3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

B Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specnﬁc pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantagéd, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion : $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

4, Is your city/county part of a regional or Il.ocal parinership that could apply for funding?
OYes [No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
F No partners available/identified
X Lack of resources/mechanisms to patticipate
O Other(s) (specify)




JUN.15.2009 11:11 2097451601 cM #1279 P.003 /004

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
O No
B Undecided/Need more information

What types of partherships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $__ 0, OO

/

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ tog, QOO

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? f&¥es [ No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 7‘,

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

0 Established and in operation

[0 Established, but not yet operating

$X Under development: Planned implementation date: an | , 291 O
O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.

O Noprogram exists or is under consideration.

O Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www,

Contact Name and Phone Number. _ i GGG SEEENENEN
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06/12/2009 06:32 #705 P.001/004

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: C;wo;ﬁ Ca;"aSLUa,ncLﬁ

Contact Persor: ___ S
Phone Number: "

Email Address: ___ N .

1.‘ Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OYes 0O No

a. Type of Project

O Lighting Retrofit and Controis

& Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

O HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems

O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

0O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
O Other (specify)

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. o

E/ Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c.  Estimated Project Costs: $_ 170,000

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
,ﬁ/ No match funds currently identified




From: 06/12/2009 06:33 #705 P.002/004

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O, Lack of Identified Projects
& Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economigally challenged jurisdictions?

Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology) \

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
ﬁYves O No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




From: 06/12/2009 06:33 #705 P.003/004 |

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?

O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):

Partnership{s) currently exist? OYes O No

No
& Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? '$_50,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ "LDD,Q o0

8. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? es O No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:

O ,Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

_Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: - ?:7*?/ c?/:_ //g’ 2 el {& 2

Contact Person: - “__
phone Number. Y

Email Address: {HRESENESE e | | | | -

-

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? E‘é 0 No
a. Type of Project

E/_ightingRetroﬂt and Conitrols

§Z Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

0O HVAC Modifications and Controis

[ Automated Energy Management Systems

O ‘Motors, Variable Speed Drives .and Pumps

0O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
O Other (specify)

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
ecessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.
Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
0O Enrergy auditfeasibility study in progress.
O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ 7 5¢2, 0w O

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
0O Other (specify)

No match funds currently identified




2.

What barriers limit your participation in this program?
0O Xack of Identified Projects
Lack of Match Funding
0 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?
O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other .
ethodology) i
Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

|s your c?/(:ounty part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes No :

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O /No partners available/identified
Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy? ‘

O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):

Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No

O No
‘D)C‘Jnde_c\ided/Need more information -

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_ 500, (22 O

What is an.appropriate maximum funding-amount for projects? $__£27, <o O

Would your projecé(?/create and retain.direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? §¥Yes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009,2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 5 o

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property-owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

00, Established and in operation

E(.Established, but not .yet operating

O Under development; Planned implementation date:
O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number: ____
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: 1—! Gl B DT (‘ Gl TV

Contact Person: TN

Phone Number:

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? [Yes &1 No
a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify)

ooooooo

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

O Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

&_Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

0 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

¢.  Estimated Project Costs: §_ Biillien  ~% RE feaincoolols Emess
| AL LR H DY ]
d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
®l_No match funds currently identified




Jun 16 09 11:47a HWMA » A 707-268-8927 p.1

2.

What barriers limit your participation in this program’7
O Lack of Identified Projects
¥ Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify) Tl ts LN\ Wola Vi Acre a et ot

Giphr dean’ “;%}..-wz{,a art \!\{u clidade Yewcioeial

4.

%\"C"‘—D{)\") C\EA Ne G‘ £ ."\5:‘ B A :&— .

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field" for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?: IJ\ S ":LLOG{'—\-CW& Se {, uq,qctad‘?

.?w%@'}g Wou€ oL wgske /uu & Cma_ plam L«:{

K orgde Mm die Sebp s A wmk VAN VIR m*@m

o [ pm do CFL disposac B tapolrant |
Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

¥dYes ONo

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
0 - No partners availablefidentified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)
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Do you plan to/couid you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?

O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No

. No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $__\ [

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ ———

6. Would your project(s) create and refain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? TlYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? —

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation
Established, but not yet operating .,-//

o

Under development: Planned implémentation date:
Under consideration; specific'program not yet developed.
No program exists or.is under consideration.

Don't have any | information on how this would work.
e

P

Program informatiori"'can be accessed at www.

ooonoaod

Contact Narie and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and ¢0L|nties
K /

Name of City or County: Humboldt County -

Contact Person: NN
Phone Number: ..

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? COYes [ No
a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Madifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify) Boilers (replace)

BOEBBBOR

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation -
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates; etc.) resources in place; all

) necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

OO0

C. Estimated Project Costs: $ 1,000,000.00

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
& Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

O No match funds currently identified



2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
X Other(s) (specify) _Lack of funding

3. How can the Energy- Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based aIIocatlons for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

& Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of fund|ng (such as very small
Junsdlctlons economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify) :

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside
‘Equipment Replacement (upgrade) 700,000.00
Personnel (jobs) to maintainequipment 200,000,00
Administration _ : 50,000.00
Cost over run 50,000.00

Other Recommendations?: After current projects are completed. New

list of projects should be in place to continue economic and

environmental progress.

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
* KlYes 0O No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
® No partners available/identified
@ Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
[J Other(s) (specify) -




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): RCEA
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes XXNo

O No
0O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? Regional Government entities

ajoining Counties

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? Identify working models

elseware and establish contacts where applicable

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ 300,000.00

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 1,000.,000.00

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? ¥XYes [0 No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _20-25

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating -

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Oos0000

Program information can be accessed at www,  None

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

... » Questionnaire:for Small Cities and Counties

N of City or County: BB N g
ame y y — _ "L;' oV arivy

Contact Person:
Phone Number: _-
Email Address: m

1. Do you have energy reductlon prolects identified to be funded? B:Yes O No

R -t
- - L " R —
R I S RN

a. Type of Prolect

Lighting Retrofit and Controls
Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
& HVAC Modifications and Controls
O Automated Energy Management Systems
O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
¥ Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
O Other (specify)

b. Stage of Development

W Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

K Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

¥ We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

C. Estimated Project Costs: $ ”
d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
0. Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

‘& No match funds currently identified



What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
X Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify) = " e

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions? DT Mt s
R( Guaranteed formula-based.allocations for ellglble cost effective energy
efficiency projects orﬁproducts (basgd on-a per, caplta allqcatlon or other
methodology)
O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

¥ Other (specify) é:‘a:g&‘é‘@%cz‘qﬁ;ﬁl% lo.’!?—!»)L

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion ‘ $ Amount Se.f‘Aside

Other Recommendations?:

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
X No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? ?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? M e/ e=r; 'waf'

5. What minimum funding amount would your C|ty/county/partnersh|p need to achieve
meaningful results? $ 7

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 5 -

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? Mes [J No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 7

7. Have you considered initiating a financing prograrh to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development. Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists,or is under consideration.

m Don’t have any information on how this would work.

oooda

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2008

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Name of City or County:

Contact Person:

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

City of Los Alamitos

Phone Number:  ———

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified tc be funded? @Yes O No

a.

Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify)

O000OO0OR8NBS

Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. '

O Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

@ We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

Estimated Project Costs: $

Does the city/county have match funding availa.'ble? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

@ No match funds currently identified



What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
@ [Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field" for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

@ Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of.funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify) _

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

Is youf city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes 14 No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
[0 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes [0 No
O No
0 Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? .

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_150,000

500,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? @AYes [ No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

0 Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:
O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information an how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

3191 Kalella Avenue
Los Alamitos, CA
90720-5600

Telephone:

SO
SEENNCHERIETS

June 10, 2009

California Energy Commission’
Attn: EECBG Program

1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
Sacramento, CA 95814

SUBJECT: ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND CONSERVATION BLOCK
GRANT

To Whom It May Concern:

Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to your survey. The City of
Los Alamitos is very interested in participating in grant funding
‘programs such as this. While there are great needs for the community,
our income levels offer little opportunity to participate without adding
programs to an already cash ‘strapped City. We continue to have
needs for infrastructure improvements, capital improvement to our fifty
year old swimming pool, and assistance with altering our parkways and
curbs for ADA compliance. Such improvements could create many
jobs locally and could be shovel ready within six months.

| would appreciate dialoguing with you regarding the uses for these
funds as the program is adjusted in the future. Please feel free to

contact me at (N cxicnsion @ or email me at

Sincerely, ,

Steven Mendoza
Community Development Director
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant .

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: Town of Los Altos Hills
Contact Person: SRR
Phone Number: -

Email Address: '

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? BlYes O No

a.

Type of Project

O Lighting Retrofit and Controls

0O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

3 HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems

0 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

1 Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

B Other (specify) Energy Reduction Program for High Energy Homes

Stage of Development

® Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

gOoOoa

Estimated Project Costs: $ 150,000 Total; Approximately $40K for LAH.

Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds

O Utility Rebates .
B Other (specify) We have applied for a grant from PG&R.

O No match funds currently identified , ]
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2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
0 Lack of ldentified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
Bl Other(s) (specify)

Limiting the funding to 35% of program costs would be problematic.
Our Town does not have funding set aside to bootstrap this program.

3. How can the Energy Commission best “L.evel the Playing Field" for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology) 2

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

Other (specify) Hopefully our cost-effective program will be ok.

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

4, Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
BYes ONo

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
Bl Other(s) (specify) Again, the 35% limit would cause partnering

towns, which are now interested, to drop out.
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No
EH No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

Partnerships with Utilities

How can the Energy Comrnission help foster partnerships?

Joint review of Applications?

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? BYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 1-5

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet develioped.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don't have any information on how this would work.

pogoOoa

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: MARCH JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY
Contact Person: L

Phone Number: __ SN
Email Address: q

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? KlYes O No

a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems

Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

XXk Other (specify) ' Energy Efficiency Strateqgy/GHG Reduction Plan

goooaduo

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

XX Project(s) identified, but supportlng documentation is not yet developed.

00 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

C. Estimated Project Costs: $ 250,000

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
a Other (specify)

-~ o= XX No match funds currently identified——- -~ S e



2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
¥¥ Lack of Match Funding
X Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

0O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology) '

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific-pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

£X Other (specify)allocate funds based on overall benefit to region.

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?
Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

There must be a set-aside or special

allocation for base redevelopment efforts.

They are a major job source for regions.

Other Recommendations?:. Joint Powers Authorities are created

with the interest of the region in mind. JPA's should be

given special attention

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
CYes K No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
KX Other(s) (specify) It is unclear to us whether we can tech-

nically partner up with other agencies.




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?

O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):

Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes [0 No

0O No
X Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? Local governments should

be rewarded for working and collaborating together,.

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? Conduct information

workshops or provide clear guidelines on website.

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ 250,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your prdject(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? KYes [ No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? Unknown. We

need technical expertise to run
the numbers.

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in

making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through.

property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date;
O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
¥X No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: J\(\UQ.Q,QJ{ CO(/\AA —\7A \A%C ﬁQ( (’)O\/ §§

Contact Person:

}

Phone Number:

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? b{es O No
a. Type of Project

O Lighting Retrofit and Controls
Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
O HVAC Modifications and Controls
O Automated Energy Management Systems
O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
O Other (specify)

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
cessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.
‘m\)P?oject(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ @ LoS Bwnas has 'H?W\S

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)
O Existing City/County Funds 7
O Utility Rebates ‘

O Other (specify)
O No match funds currently identified




What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
Lack of Match Funding
Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playlng Field” for small-and/or
. economically challenged jUI’ISdICtlonS?
Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective-energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)
Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? -

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

Is your city/county part of a regional or local p jrtnershlp that c% uld apply for funding?

OYes ONo (\/\(,W\ba ek Yo nUES 700{—6 Jhru M(/ﬁfé'

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):

Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
0 No
~F- Undecided/Need more information \/2{ bﬁ* +"]

What types of partnerships would work best? % W oRK, r\p/\

Yg Dl $ha /Vlo(}/ GO <

How cén the Energpy Commission help foster partnerships? D( ‘)é’// (b(/(AZC

Im/g() J/\/\rm/m/L\ Co6s Yo D/@WL&J{ pfczéjr/fam

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achleve
meaningful results? $ %

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 7

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? OYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012?

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through -
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation 7
Established, but not yet operating )
Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don’t have any information on how this would work.

oooooo

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

AN

Name of City or County: Napa County
Contact Person: r
Phone Number:

Email Address: y .

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? YES
a) Type of Project

v Lighting Retrofit and Controls
~ Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
v" HVAC Modifications and Controls
Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
v' Other (specify) Photovoltaic Systems

b. Stage of Development

v Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy
savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary
permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimated Project Costs: $4.8 Million

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

Existing City/County Funds

. Utility Rebates

v' Other (specify) Potential lease purchase financing
No match funds currently identified '



2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?

Lack of Identified Projects

v" Lack of Match Funding
Lack of Expertise/Human Resources ,

v' Other(s) (specify): Need clarification if design-build under government code
section 4217 would be acceptable for EECBG program

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or economically
challenged jurisdictions?

Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy efficiency
projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other methodology) '
Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

v" Other (specify): Provide funding for project management, engineering and
inspection

\

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion § Amount Set Aside

o B O

Other Recommendations?:

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? NO

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?

v" No partners available/identified
Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
v' Other (specify): Type of Project



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the US Department of
Energy? )
Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
. Partnership(s) currently exist? O0Yes ONo
v No
Undecided/Need more information

- What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve meaningful
results? $1.5 million

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $4.8 million

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials) jobs? YES

Approximately how many for the 4t Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 Unknown at this time

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in making energy
efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through property tax assessments or similar mechanism
(e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration ’
Don’t have any information on how this would work.

v" Other (specify) Board of Supervisors agreed in concept to develop program in conjunction
with CSCDA. Target implementation date of March, 2010 if CSCDA development remains on
track and start up funding is available.

~

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number: “




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

CcorlP#~n ; )
o /V'Kfvrcs E/)r'/’g/// (z/cs/lP

Contact Person: _
Phone Number: J.._

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? §Yes 0O No
a. Type of Project

‘O Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals .

I3 HVAC Modifications and Controls

3 Automated Energy Management Systems

O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

& Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
O Other (specify)

4

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

M Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ o2 5 O A+

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds

O Utility Rebates

@ Other (specify) 5 nwuy F
OO0 No match funds currently identified



What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
3 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

0 Other(s) (specify) 'A///'A'

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the PIaylng Field” for small and/or
economically challenged Junsdlctlons’?

& Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eI|g|bIe cost effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology) '

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

0 Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside -

/\C/A

Other Recommendations?: /l;/ﬂ

[s your city/county part of a regional or [ocal partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes [ No /l//ﬂ

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate

O Other(s) (specify)



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?

O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? dYes [ No

O No
K Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? Lo/nu;/ Ferrr K o D
P/O vects W/ %n c z‘v"l-(.S‘//Cot/h)L/cz Loy Reyewsbd e A

3
[

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ ASo L — / Ml ow F~

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? [Yes O No 5-0”7 Fer) Gareen Jobs

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through -
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

.Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or'is under consideration.

Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Ooooooo

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: Reffzséwﬁ Vlﬁ NGRTGC / ( (o %,/_

Workferce
Contact Person: RN o
i,ﬂﬂﬁ’l‘{&«
> Tvinrdy
Phone Number: ___ S EITNG 3. SisKivjon

Email Address:

4. Del Novte

< modoc
5. LAGSEV]

- ?L\X—Wl a5

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? Yes O No g. SV

a.

' O Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Henss 3. ?%Qgédév
Type of Project 8. ,
' (1 TTehs-md-

0O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

O HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems
] Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

O Other (specify) (

Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

O Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

™ We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

Estimated Project Costs: $

Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

[ Existing City/County Funds
¥ Utility Rebates
@ Other (specify)
O No match funds currently identified




2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
[0 Other(s) (specify) __ Geth ‘ To 100

pgolicatioy v %éw{wq 1o ddd sl uﬁafp

N

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency prOJects or products (based on-a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

P Limit eligibility to compete for specrﬂc pots of funding (such as very small

QA’ jurisdictions, economically dlsadvantaged high unemployment rates, etc.)

[ Other ﬁg}ecnfy) leane. ‘ b i
(jeds oe

- If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other.Recommendations?:

4, Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that couid apply for fundmg”
®Yes ONo NMZTEC‘

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
' Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): NO @Té G
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes. O No
O No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? MU( W
&mma/w 2oen) Y MM@M

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount 'for projects? $

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? OYes O No '

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

IJ Under development: Planned implementation date:
I3 Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
I No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

"Energy_ Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: OA]/\\}’DJ( QM%O\A

Contact Person:

Phone Number:

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? >ﬂfIYes I3 No
a. Type of Project

[0 Lighting Retrofit and Controls
X" Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
0 HVAC Modifications and Controls
0 Automated Energy Management Systems
O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

Water/Wastewate rocess an Controls
ﬁ//Other (specify) ﬁt/Y% ' \ A W WW(W\

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

/&’ Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

0 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

[0 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

C. Estimated Project Costs: $

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

& Existing City/County Funds .
A& Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
0 No match funds currently ldentlfled




2.

What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

&/Guaranteed formula- based allecations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or'products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

I~ Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should‘ be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes O No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
& No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
O No
& Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

hek \aedrs .

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? OYes MO

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation-date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.

O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




City of Piedmont
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City: Piedmont \

Contact PersonF
Phone Number!

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? v Yes __No
a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls
v ‘Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
HVAC Modifications and Controls:
Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Vanable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
v/ Other (specify) StopWaste.Org’s Green Packages

b. Stage of Development

Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy savings
estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary permits/approvals and
awaiting funding.

v Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimated Project Costs: LED Street Lights: $65k; Green Packages: $10k

d. Does the city/county have match funding. available? (check all that apply)

Existing City/County Funds
Utility Rebates
Other (specify)
v No match funds currently identified




City of Piedmont
2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?

Lack of Identified Projects:
Lack of Match Funding
Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

NN NN

Other(s) (specify) Limits on Administrative Expenses;Competitive Process

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or economically
challenged junsdictions?

v Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy efficiency
projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other methodology)

Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small jurisdictions,
economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

v/ Other (specify) Guarantee every jurisdiction a minimum amount ($50k to $100k)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?
Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

4. |s your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
v/Yes No -
What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
No partners available/identified
Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate

e Other(s) (specify) The CEC’s probosed qualifying cnteria severely limit the types of
projects that function as regional projects

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the US
Department of Energy?

Yes, already established. Name of partner(s). __
Partnership(s) currently exist? J_1Yes J_INo

v No Oakland is not considering projects that work as a partnership

Undecided/Need more information



City of Piedmont

What types of partnerships would work best? Regional partnerships (countywide)

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? By making projects that work as
regionwide efforts eligible for EECBG funding (Shared Energy Manager; Existing Housing
Energy Retrofit Programs)

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve meaningful
results? $75k '

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? 100% - $50k

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials) jobs?
vYes No

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? TBD

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in making energy
efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through property tax assessments or similar
mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating
v Under development: Planned implementation date: February 2010 with CalifomiaFIRST

Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.
Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Nurnber_

Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18th by:

1. Scanning and emailing to eecbg@energy.state.ca.us
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304
3. Mailing to:

Califonia Energy Commission
Attn: EECBG Program
1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
Sacramento, CA 95814

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS
' INFORMATION!


mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us

American Re‘covery and vReﬁinves'tme‘nt:Act of ;2009_
Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: CATd o0F  Pipons

Contact Person:

Phone Number; T W K

Email Address: m

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? :”DQe_s 0 No

a.  Type of Project

'O Lighting Retrofit.and Controls
O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

M HVAC Modifications and Controls
O Automated Energy Management Systems

. O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

B Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
O Other (specify)

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: PrOJect(s) identified and has supporting docurhentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. _

X Project(s) identified, bist supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

C. Estimated Project Costs: $__ {09 00O

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

A Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

O No match funds currently identifi ed



What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects:
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

@ Other(s) (specify) _ Lacle ok gppn oPlolrod g1

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions? - .
. Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
- efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology) '
O Limit eligibility to-compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion ‘ $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
[dYes /I&No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
[0 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No
O No
ﬁ Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
‘meaningful results? $_39,9 o©

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ <90 ,00 0

Would your project(s) create and retain'direct:and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? ﬁYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010,2011 and 2012? S~ /-

Have you considered lnltlatlng a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years throtigh
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e. g an AB 811 type program)

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:
XK Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County:  Sp %/‘7(3/ W Terey , San7s (Go 2
Contact Person: g

Phone Number:

Email Addréss:

1. Do you ha\}e energy reduction projects identified to be funded? BYes O No
a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems

Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls 20-25%

Other (specify) Qirect £wErs y /‘FF/C/F/YC\/ Lot Tiov 7= 257 (Gw Avs)

ROOOoOoOO

b. Stage of Development —~

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

OROo0O

C. Estimated Project Costs: $_ pebevel

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
# No match funds currently identified




2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
&’ Lack of Match Funding
K Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

@ Other(s) (specify) ___ Z#r Aé,//ﬁ/ L el Ff TRP Covoments
Moy cpotth / JWM«M‘ 2 Aoree /o mmp T

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

00 Guaranteed formula-based allocations-for eligible, cost efféctive energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economlcally d|sadvantaged high unemployment rates etc. )

& Other (specify) /Y e £ e

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes O No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)

foT~ Zol e tfoe yel !




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? dYes O No
O No
@ Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? _

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

Mor€ = Oormy?

[4

‘What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? [Yes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don't have any information on how this would work.

OOoOoooao

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: 3&V1 «J()OQ Jin C()urﬁ\/ Q%z
—— *E/;Q—_Oﬂ

Contact Person:

a.

Type of Project

- Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

7 HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems

O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
O Other (specify)

Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
ecessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.
Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

Estimated Project Costs: ' '
j/__}@_){__@d rojec ogts $ 65/ DO0)

Dé)es the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds

Utility Rebates magjb&
O Other (specify)
5" No match funds currently identified




2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects:
O Lack of Match Funding

Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
7 Otherts) (spesiy rﬁw not™ 4eply -
achool (Lisiricks 77
Bow glosut +he819.9 M 77

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?: pWAMS Z&/L a/l /ﬂ/y/g(ff @/74/57%
A
/7//4 s2¢ " Whidh ons @#W IO e 5//5%%1
v “snall - gnA A4 ﬂ( K D//ﬁ/s
Zome s ayls cgplhan osHy b %W//c%/y gjedh.

4, Is your %[ycounty part of a regional or lo€al partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes No :

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): __
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes k&0
3 No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $__ A5 Y.

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 5{l‘< (‘&4’ :;>

Would your projecéé} create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? es O No :

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 MW‘?

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar m?(chanlsm (e. an AB 811 type program)?

. ' bop) lc
Established and in operation
Established, but not yet operating
Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.
Don't have any information on how this would work.

Oooooan

Program’ information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:;




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: C’x,&‘,;y ‘8 Sty7 0%?,4{4,/&_) ,7/,(/@//144 @&U”x@

Contact Person: *

Phone Number: __ wiiS iR  dpeegiiliienny

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? E‘(es O No
a. Type of Project

ﬁ Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

O HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems

0O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

% Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
O Other (specify)

b. . Stage of Development A —
W aaTu WaTins AP ydebrT WM?»//’) tronplell
® Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has stipporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.
O Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
?..We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ £/ V)MWCJM Sauier W/)

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
El Utility Rebates

Other (specify) M W ALfAtb W
¢#No maé’;h/fu%enwentlﬂed 11 te, s HAATINE @&W
an i fUALLE P ll e & Kol ?%ALWWA//J

Pritnughsy #1 PPr%.




2.

What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
3= Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions? _ '
O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
~ methodology)
Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion : $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?;

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

OYes O No % WL@/?/{‘,U

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Gans s 22V~ U e

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving dlrect awards from the
US Department of Energy? :
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No
O No
%Undeoided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

‘Contact Name and Phone Number:

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_ 4 xLrvivtiipn’ s —cHfiio /M,M),o

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ &7~

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? OYes [ No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

N

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development:. Planned implementation date:
ﬁ;Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.

O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.




Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18" by:
__ﬂﬂ”—’)

1. Scanning and emailing to eecbg@energy.state.ca.us
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304
3. Mailing to: ;

California Energy Commission
Attn: EECBG Program
1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
Sacramento, CA 95814

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS
INFORMATION!

L5 = CEC Aut AL Ak


mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

-Name of City or County: . Cowd\/\ a—fi_ Santa ‘C.\m‘

ContactPerson: IR
Phone Number: _

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? IX’fes O No
a. Type of Project

ﬁ/' Lighting Retrofit and Controls
_$&” Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
22 HVAC Modifications and Controls
X[ Automated Energy Management Systems
K Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
0O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
0O Other (specify)

b.  Stage of Development

%Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. ,

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

C. Estimated Project Costs: $_ 2 % milln~ Totd [)w;rf:jv M{\J { Aynz,_.,ﬁ
d. Does the city/county have match funding available?” (check all that appl

oooQo

/ﬁ\ Existing City/County Funds . :
B Utility Rebates ) .
¥ Other (specify) PM(VMS(MT)s 4 - 5{7«.6960 UNSW'V"'“("‘&

O No match funds currently identifi€d

We harse &er%lmmzﬁyzmow progamareed 4,
Dkion oy ech on Gm . T A Jueilider - e Mm
Mo et R Yrak WY do0 makls KL 18K 0es



2.

What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
JF-Lack of Match Funding— ow kb A chzf"afg/ PveM
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

We have been gdide £o make. dewl Nosrens o over W@_

peweal” |55~ mmww wnmé.w%rwmw

4.

mes El No

How can the Energy Commission best 'Level the Playnng Fleld for smali and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?
Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eI|g|bIe cost effectwe energy
efficiency projects or products. (based on.a per capita:allocation or other
methodology) .
O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?: ?M[Q(m l/'q.TL 'V—c,( W MES P
adndace Ungor cafitin v “small e poot. Trose of v lacge

;}Lm‘?%&ﬁw wold Rl a ¥ capit meded .

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

el

) Wha’t‘" a"re the barriefs to- utilizing partnerships?

O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate

L Other(s) (specify) _Zlet process to dovelep MEU's 4 glhaen («A
A-«%u,mb\h




Do you plan to/could you work w:t@msdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?

M Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): Pﬂm/ PARE ™MD
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes [ No

DR No ok (ande Yoz decking —— J
O Undecided/Need more information M Cns ﬂ@% _M‘b
What types of partnerships would work best?  Owr Mud‘rwus ary éMA.Au(/\ a‘h—w w/u\,

The 12 - Ao e PUtren v/ BAAQMD
w&%ﬂwﬁw@s%ﬁ

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum fundihg amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? '$_ 2% D,500

What is an appropriate maximum fuhdi_ng amount for projects? $__ 2 mA e~

Would your project(s) create and retain d|rect and.indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? JB¥es O No

‘ ~Approximately how many forthe 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010 2011 and 2012’?
ﬁy\mtm Mbp‘b,‘ﬁ, A ""Odobé WW/W 4D jotrs

Have you-considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
maklng energy efficiency lmprovements repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar r_nechahism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation
O Established, but not yet operating
O Under development. Planned implementation date:
;BfUnder consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration. ’ -
O Dont have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18" by:

1. Scanning and emailing to eecbg@energy.state.ca.us.
- 2. . _Faxing to (916) 654-4304 Coa
3. Mailing to:

. California Energy Commission
... Aftn: EECBG Program
. 1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
_Sacramento, CA 95814

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS
INFORMATION!
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mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties
Name of City or County: é\ *’) o Se bss %, Pa]

Contact Person: “
Phone Number: —

Email Address: #

1. Do'you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OYes O No

a. Type of Project

™ Lighting Retrofit and Controls

X Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

O HVAC Modifications and Controls

M Automated Energy Management Systems

O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

0O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controis

34 Other (specify) j‘f\)\fu\-bufi)'\hl‘-(rﬁ 5 &&Tz a. Ak
b. Stage of Development

Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

™ Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

0O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

C. Estimated Project Costs: $

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

~ Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
K Other (specify) _ C (o8 \Lou

O No match funds currently identified



2.

What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of |dentified Projects ‘
& Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)-

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small

jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
KYes O No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No
O No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your mty/county/partnershnp need to achieve
meaningful results? $_xS858899—~ S0V oo

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ =59, 00d

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? TXYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127? ‘j

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

X Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development:. Planned irplementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don't have any information on how this would work.

ooooad

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




B6/89/2869 15:19 7879388775 CITY OF SDNOMA PAGE

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2008

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: CiTY OF <SoNoMA

Contact Person: =i EG—

¢

Phone Number:

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? L'ﬁes O No
a. Type of Project

M/L’ighting Retrofit and Controls

@ Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

& HVAC Modifications and Controls

0O, Automated Energy Management Systems

o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

0O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
[ Other (specify)

b.  Stage of Development

™ Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all

M/necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. . ‘
Projeci(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

0 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

L We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ 770; OO

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

[ Existing City/County Funds M1 Ny tMgA_
& Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
O No mateh funds currently identified

Bl



@6/069/2869 15:19 7079388775 CITY OF SONOMA PAGE 82

2. What barriers imit your participation in this program?
O Lack of |dentified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
Y lLack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field" for small andfor
economically challenged jurisdictions?

B Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically dusadvantaged high unemployment rates, etc.)

A Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion- I $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

4, . s your city/county pa'rt of a regional or-local partnership that coﬂld apply for funding?
Clyes X No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
A" No partners available/identified
A Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




86/09/2883 15:19 7879388775 CITY OF SONDMA PAGE @3

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?

O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s)

Partnership(s) currently exist? CYes O No

0 No
. Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? _ WeRRING 'wj LARcoEr- - JURISDICTIENS
- AN ES 1S IMPBACTIC AT . GeN T CONSTRAMING o0 STIMULUS FUNDS

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? § /0OK '
What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ Defenp< EUV'
: AMnBUEs Py Ul
6. Would .your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make -

materials) jobs? KYes 0O No

Approximately how many 'for tﬁe 4% Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 koW

7. - Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
. property tax assessments or similar mechanism {e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

X Established and in operation

[0 Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:
O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.

3 Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number: _ GG




86/89/2089 13:44 39496399591 CITY OF LAGUNA WOODS PAGE B84/05

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): .
Partnership(s) currently exist? [IYes 0O No !
No
O Undecided/Nesd more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? _Through the $226, milliop

in funds for the State Energy Program(SEP)

5. What minimum funding amount would your ¢ity/county/partnership neéd to achleve
meaningful results? $__$7 to 810 per capita

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount far projects? $_ 500,000

6. Would your project(s) creale and retain direct and Indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? OYes A No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayabie over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

)f Established and in operation using Federal CDBG finds for over 6 years
[ Established, but not yet operating _
0O Under development: Planned implementation date:
[ Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.
D Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed af www.

Contact Name and Phone Number: _ "N NIENNEEENES




“American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

' Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: < /%45 fmﬂ/,é
Contact Person: *
4

Phone Number: _ SyEuR

Email Address: ___ (N —

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OYes ENo

a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls _

Automated Energy Management Systems

Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls _/
‘ Other (specify) fedacHhi, Jy o] s Ao qccrss wntor s a,ﬂfw%n ﬂ/

Moooooo

G reg wentt  Sugsid A,
tage of Development

o
w

Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

oooOoo

C. Estimated Project Costs: $

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

O No match funds currently identified



2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?

B Lack of Identified Projects

e Lack of Match Funding

O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

O Other(s) (specify)

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology) ‘

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other(specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?
Criterion _1 \ $ Amount Set Aside
Other Recornmendations?:

4, Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

OYes O No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
E‘ No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy? __ ,
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
O No
OO0 Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_24,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your pr’ojecatfg) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? [AYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

I3 Established and in operation

I3 Established, but not yet operating

IJ Under development: Planned implementation date:
O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don'’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: STANASLAYS  County

Contact Person: o

Phone Number: (R
Email Address: G S

1. .Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? WYes O No

a. Type of Project

Ooooo®O®

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify)

b. Stage/of Development

O

oOWoOoo

C. Estimated Project Costs: $

Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in’place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet |dent|f|ed.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O
O

Existing City/County Funds
Utility Rebates

&8 Other(specify) NS Founi>»S

O

No match funds currently identified



2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
W Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)
3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?
Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on.a per capita aliocation or other
methodology)
O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
0O Other (specify)
If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?
Criterion $ Amount Set Aside
Other Recommendations?:
4, Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

Myes ONo

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




/

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy? :
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No
O No
J Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ & $00 o=

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $__ & < oo,00°

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? #Yes [ No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? *=2°©

Have you considered initiating a financing program' to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don’t have any information on how this would work.

MOOOCOO

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small .Cities_iénd Counties

Name of City or County: OAP\{ of SbU&Uﬂ dl\%/

Phone Number:

Email Address;

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identifiedto be funded? Ij}’-és NGl
a. Type of Project

O Lighting Retrofit and Controls
O ,Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
o’ HVAC Modifications.and Controls
O Automated Energy Management Systems
O Motors, Variable Speed Drives.and Pumps
0O, Water/Wastewater System Process and:Controls.
& Other (specify) é@\ \l 'H’a Veéhoule/ @P)I Vv@/ﬁ%‘dgﬂq an {‘Y@f ,

7>\dc} acde, enforcerment

b. Stage. of Dévelopment

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

E/I/ Project(s) identified, but supportlng documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c.  Estimated Project Costs: $ "ZOO;DOO @ 25,000 @ %2,000,CO0
?
d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

Existing City/County Funds
B/ Utility Rebates HVAC
B/Other (specify) _(srant Por ke Wa\\
E( No match funds currently identified




What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O, Lack of Match Funding
IQ/ Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions? - . -«
Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per-capita allocation or other
methodology) )
O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

Is your cit /bounty part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
0O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?

O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):

Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes ONo .

S}/Undemded/Need more lnformatlon

‘What types of partnerships would work be_st’? _

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_{OO OOT:

What is an-appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $_£Eesrt®
S0, OO

Would your project(s) creafe and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
‘materials) jobs? DOYes M No

Approximately how many for the 4_‘:h Quarter of'2009, 2010,-2011 .and 20127 _ _

Have you considered initiating a financing program-to-assist property owners in
-‘making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax.assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

D Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.

D/No program exists or is under consideration.

00 Don’t have any information on.how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: e [/\ﬁ YN A Cc:?u A‘LZ//

phone Number: ___ S

Email Address:

Contact Person:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be uned’? FTYes 1 No
a. Type of Project

O Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

¥ HVAC Modifications and Controls ‘

O Automated Energy Management Systems

O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

0O WaterMWastewater System Process and Controls
%Other (specify) A— [ferndjve en f.v’cjy

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

® Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

B We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

B We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimated Project Costs: $§ R OO0 . 200 necludes alfernatie e”?ﬁyf""/\"fﬁ;

2,000,000 Yo HVAC modifechoqs & contvols
d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
ﬁ:’ No match funds currently identified




2. What barriers limit your participation in this program??
O Lack of ldentified Projects
I3 Lack of Match Funding
"Lack of Expertise/Human Resources ‘
" Other(s) (specify) M e tebann g L b wad weladse

Need To Le eylp(ertzf( A ol r‘cﬁc"cf]"'{")\Q"E"p

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field" for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

ﬁ Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?: C,c;m ,/w “H\{)‘W (S "('1\"’\1’, Con Suma:rﬁ F

Cu M[> erioOmwle /unj ‘D&uor Lamx_ OV”%Mz?a}LZfﬂ g

COU(DQ Us e f\/\}v\ Mhwn mu&‘c«f&eﬁc‘)h ’>€(‘ (vt“(gt’&o‘e?mm "I> 25N
e Copitn over he Ml\mmccwx

4, ls-yayr city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
7 Yes) O No

ova ant tikems /Tntenest groap ¢
What are thm)oarne to utilizing partnerships? { P

O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate

K Other(s) (specify) _ Cowm pebhtron $o - prefe e coiflon P erslip .
Don't beoow (£ we have pf&f‘#wfséuc,p
avalaale ~ { Q,[/\ C COL{V\
(?0 QL? "‘D Paf‘(ll/u’/' W:‘f{\ )Arr\/’ @Caa(!@c 7
CoL ke ca[(ml S hste. Shvoudas Lo (deas,




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No
¥ No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

-~

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ 70, OO

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? OYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012?

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation
O Established, but not yet operating
O Under development: Planned implementation date:
O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
J8< No program exists or is under consideration.
K Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:
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' American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

~

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: OTICA FoweR AvzHer: Ty GJPA)

Contact Person: e

Phone Number:

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OYes [ No
a. Type of Project

O Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

0O HVAC Maodifications and Controls -

0O Automated Energy Management Systems

O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

Y Other (specify) H#7DROELEZTRIC. SRR CENERATION

b. Stage of Development

)ﬂ Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

0 Project(s) idenitified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

‘O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not vet identified.
O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

C. Estimated Project Costs: $ S o, 0oO

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? {check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O  Other (specify) _.

N matrh fiinds ctrrantly identified
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2. What barriers fimit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
D Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
W Other(s) (specify) _R@ur.ercATion ok CRANT  FuaniNG—

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field" for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for ehglble cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita aflocation or other
methodology)

%gumit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
urisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc)

O Other (specify) .

If competition is to be limited, what criterta should be used?

Criterion ' £ Amount Sef Aside

Other Recommendations?:

4. Is your mty/county part of a reglonal or loca! partnershlp that could apply for funding?
ClYes

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? .
O No partners availablefidentified )
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
" Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
O No
X Undecided/Need more information

What types of paritnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

5. What minimum funding amount would-your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful resuits? $ 52, oo

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

- B. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? I No '

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 =

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism {(e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation
[0 Established, but not yet operating
O Under development: Planned implementation date:

/El(\)nder consideration; specific program not yet developed.

I No program exists or is under consideration.
O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: Ve A Tuva

‘ 3
— , N v ‘\ l/&m Uy o
Contact Person: "GN Ovjp?'\”j*& chen

County.

Phone Number:

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OYes 0O No
a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify)

cCoogoOooo

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

oos0

c. Estimated Project Costs: $_2:3 M

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
@ No match funds currently identified




yd)

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)
v i N
\PO»\ f /B.;hm V\)(/\CD’Y\ +o M Mdﬁ_,
3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?
Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)
O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)
If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?
Criterion $§ Amount Set Aside
Other Recommendat|ons’7
~}lo (cp/v%;f-/, %bm é u,7L 7[0 S 72/\/ Co //ﬁém'ﬁ%
Q&M cﬁm el aﬁwwﬁb%”b«\, mv‘//a%(j’
M‘/ Le §Wd>ic0( aﬂa% /\,1%77017)5 «zg @ C/c
4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

e 74_(%/

OYes O No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? :
2" No partners available/identified
& Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do .you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
O No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

TEEE- e ance ?@/Lvmkf an fnf‘refrheqws Comsorti'um —gw Sewthania

5.

6.

7.

Calx(f*o/\—ww\ ‘f‘ow’c’% N gwﬂp Tec MJOCfJ -H«aT Can ‘6£v\+<f’

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need tma ’

n‘}]
meaningful results? $ 209, 000 cou
S /&M‘ﬂf
What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 2.5 ’\4 »?4%( cam
Wotulq ﬁo;'gpg;o’ge%%égreétﬁjnd retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make Wmumt«"‘%
materials) j : ol |5 é"
Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? U<

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don’t have any information on how this would work.

OoOoooOooo

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:
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From: e

To: A Etititttalid

CC:

Date: . 6/15/2009 12:53 PM

Subject: County of Ventura, ARRA/JEECBG Questionnaire Response, June 5,2009 Webcast

Attachments: ARRA-EECBG Projects.xls
To whom it may concern,
As requested, we are responding to your questions presented during the June 5, 2009 webcast.

Questions and answers are provided below. We have attached a detailed listing of projects that are
currently in progress and are planned for fiscal year 2009-2010.

1. Does your jurisdiction have energy reduction projects identified to be funded?

Yes. The projects are shown on the attached spread sheet. These projects include T8, 28 watt tamps and
electronic ballast lighting retrofits; TSHO lighting upgrades; variable central plant control systems; central
plant and control upgrades; and variable frequency drives.

a) At what stage of development are the projects?
Projects are shown as completed, in progress, in design or planned.

b) Do the projects have match funding?
Yes. The County can commit to match funding either through the various County operating budgets along
with incentives from the Ventura County Regional Energy Alliance (VCREA), based on kWh saved.

2. What barriers would limit your participation in this program?

County management has been very supportive of energy efficiency measures to date and this support is
expected to continue.

3. How can the CEC help level the playing field for small and/or economically challenged jurisdictions?
The County of Ventura has greatly benefitted from the partnership with the Ventura County Regional
Energy Alliance (VCREA), a public agency partnered with Southern California Edison and The Gas
Company. This local partnership offers direct support to agency energy efficiency efforts and could be the
nexus of a community based program involving smaller Ventura County jurisdictions. This type of
partnership model could be used to leverage money and support collaboration among smaller jurisdictions
that do not have the expertise to develop, evaluate and implement energy conservation projects.

If you would more information about the VCREA, please contact:

S - xccutive Director

Ventura County Regional Energy Alliance
1000 South Hill Road, Suite 230
Ventura, California 93003

visit our website: www.vcenergy.org

4. Is your jurisdiction part of a partnership that could apply for funding?:
Yes, the County of Ventura is a member of the VCREA. However, the County has the in-house expertise
to develop, plan and implement our own energy conservation program.

a) How can the Energy Commission best encourage partnerships among small jurisdictions?
Any partnerships or jurisdiction receiving funding must submit proof of qualifications of the
Manager/Engineer in charge of their program, aiong with their application. These qualifications can be



) .
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proof of registration as a State of California Registered Professional Mechanical or Electrical Engineer or
certification as a Certified Energy Manager from the Association of Energy Engineers. Partnerships can
use their qualifications and expertise as an incentive for the smaller jurisdictions to join the partnership.

5. What minimum funding amount could your jurisdiction use to achieve meaningful resuits?
The County of Ventura has found that incentives are a great way to improve the cost-benefit of projects.
The VCREA offers a per kWh incentive to a maximum of 40% of the project cost by way of an example.

6. Does your jurisdiction plan to work with other larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards form the
Department of Energy? '
No. However, it is possible that the VCREA could coordinate with the other smaller jurisdictions in
Ventura County. The willingness of the smaller jurisdictions to participate in this type of collaboration is
unknown at this time. It is possible many do not understand how the program wilt work or if they will be
required to participate to some extent as a condition of receiving State or Federal funds.

7. Is your jurisdiction interested in local financing programs for property owners? -
The local efficiency financing programs for property owners is handled by other Agency's within the
County.

The County of Ventura is aware of the population thresholds established by AB 2176 and is supporting AB
262, which hopefully will correct the situation.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide infq_rmation about our energy efficiency program.
]

Please call or email if you have any questions.

Principal Engineer

County of Ventura

General Services Agency

Facilities and Materials Department
Maintenance Division
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: /7T O LIATERTDRD

Contact Person:

Phone Number:

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OYes @O No
a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls
Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
HVAC Modifications and Controls
Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variabie Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls ;
B, Other (specify) ConvVeres 1Ok BIE PEK TFRRIEAHTT RS F‘;épﬁ,t

TREATED IVTRBLE WATER 77 _ZJof/eAT 7ol wit7ee

b. Stage of Development.

DDDUDD

@’ O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

@ Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation'is not yet developed.

Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

oOogR

y : 22 .
C. Estimated Project Costs: § 5/0; 000 /{pr 97}; 2se 2, fﬁase S rs )

e fss
d. Does the city/county have match funding avdilable? (chetk all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
0O Utility Rebates
B Other (specify) /?fa,sp/ 7 CurrenlZy o/1%0/A6 /S /00
O No match funds currently idehtified /M/(/éﬂq/ Loro728 (oo/A dap?g,r
v Some o7% adeh, < /0%
(v /,za_:rﬁcf Z?:".S/G;JED CoS7™ SAHYAES S'Wa‘qb EE gAcYy 70 Lot iTE
(LHNETY SAUYNECE LwocD BE FPOLE Comll|Chvep. WE Covtp
e 0 70 Bap A Bo DELS, £dbRD 1) TS Dave s copsi
LopmMENCED WITHIN G0 DAYS
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Do you plan to@ou work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Departmen nergy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No
O No
Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? Lol .

How can the Energy Commission help foster pértnerships? Se=e7" AT REEI
[N EF=R T TE S A9 7T

5. What minimum funding ampount wouldgyour city/county/partnership‘need to adhieve
meaningful results? § 5, 008 =

o &

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ /215/ o8

BT UIE AGUE OrFeTe FRRATETTS /U aliip> 4ne  (oocy LSE
6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 27/
materials) jobs? }ZJ'Yes O No ) .
; 5 . 7z 7

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of"2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in

kingmgye#ieiency-imyoVements, repayable over multiple years through
roperty tax assessments of similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

...... e

AervagrLly we ppoes A DB &
O Established and in opemtbn\)ﬂgﬁ/i‘ﬁ R0 GRm THHFT COUERS
"0 Established; butmiotyetoperating  So7E o/~ 7THLS
O Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. (2
O No program exists or is under consideration.
O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number: CAZLA 9556/769705 257 g’/_'% Z32

e e BEEN APFEoAC/FED By 2 Laged FIRA TD Fols
4 TPA To Do THIS. I Aerp WO7T SURE 7T /5 4 Goor
JDER . ST WL TRRKE Som?E RPNV TRLT Vo) A
e REmely Do W7 AAVE THE STHFFE LR Lrpies =
Foe. ANY SIORE FROERAZIS WLESS Tty Za0 S5
S=L . SOPPELT TS .
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2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
P& Lack of Match Funding VERY LiMTED
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources A
B Other(s) (specify) LPChL. SF= 2 opt/T /D) 5

L OCH - FUONDS A= fPReTT Y SCHARCE

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?
(Zf Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
. methodology) ,
A Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
W Other (specily) AZzoenl)zr= ) 7Zh=Se" Tiples THA7—
ONLY SFFZLUEATT EATTTTES pihls. e FBLe 72 Coms
If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? | 1o 4o/ FZpes pro7EA-

: CIC (5O ST R
Criterion $ Amount Set Asidep
[RegEZT sy Sadrie=s
Other Recommendations?:
4, Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

OYes 42 No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate

B Other(s) (specify X2/ T dleREFF 1 /RS /NE/REHEE" A/ .
AESVORCES FOfe ALL77085% pess) SPB A7)
JCET N ET™ S e f 755y =

B fLepe it il FUSra/es a7 forEri772ds
ABRTAERS




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: “Town of Uou&g@(ﬁ

Contact Person: -
Phone Number: *

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? Iﬂ§es O No

a. Typeof Project(g>

O Lighting Retrofit and Controls
O _Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
HVAC Modifications and Controls
O Automated Energy Management Systems
O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
O ater/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify) 1. Solar Fastellahn gt Tow Hetl
9 Emrsu] Cecvchom me)m,,,\.(},v Hﬁ‘" {Augn Home ¢

b. Stage of Development

m/ShoveI Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

IE/PrOJect identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed

O Energy audlt/feaSlblllty study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

0O We need techmcal assistance in identifying potential projects.

C. Estimated Project Costs: $_./60,000

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

lZ/Existing City/County Funds
tility Rebates

Other (specify) Lov\cu\\'é‘.\r A0 portug heS b pthe, covermed dgwies
O No match funds currently identified ~J
@w’ dhlvhe< '




What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

O/ Other(s) (specify) _for The E;\arz;cq Zdeudﬁ;Mjﬂ)/vcfaM [, m.leed

4(:,.,/11.4 -Q)\/ CU+0L« 'Do\d\a Dw‘kf MCM\_[?NDUC ﬂoww‘hmrh ‘ch:JD

A COL(c,labquhu-t’ ’_an/zam

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion _ $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?: ﬁ; me‘H’\II/ﬁSdM}[)M‘ -nm\ﬁﬁ W oald be
C’L(\@ (15”/ ‘{'V/,po ‘Q}qut[a {r\adéi G[Qda‘hw\g /'!dwé‘vd‘ '6.\&/ @m_té’a‘fg

Gune [O(Lé’/\ wdridu &l HAQSJIU[WAN [MM(C\ 44@4 aUO(a‘bu«S mam(aﬂ.

12 N‘éc&l&
E’?ur city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
es [0 No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
g)lo partners available/identified
Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O VYes, already established. Name of partner(s):
IZ‘( Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No
No :

O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

At as ((famgnousz 0\07’ij§<‘(’ 1c(sal gud 10[9\{)0:«&

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your projecééa create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make’
materials) jobs? es O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating -

O . Under.development: Planned implementation date:
[E(Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: @LT)MJ @’( %Q,\Lﬁ\_

A N

Contact Person:

Phone Number:

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded?\%Ces O No
a. Type of Project

O Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

P HVAC Modifications and Controls ~ CHP G ™t Buwnw &

O Automated Energy Management Systems

O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps .

B Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls - _Dl‘[c;s m@»m Qb\-P )
IO Other (specify) o Prwsr—g epenprion]

=

Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

0 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

0 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimated Project Costs: $_3 &0, (D . 9 ¢)

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) .

X Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
O No match funds currently identified




2.

e

What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
| Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field" for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

[0 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects.or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 7/053
O Other (specify)

o™

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion . $ Amount Set Aside

Other Reco.mmendationé?:

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

)éies O No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
ack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No
No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? es O No ’

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 /O

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through -
property tax assessments or'similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:
nder consideration; specific program not yet developed.

O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County City of Albanv

Contact Person:
Phone Number:
Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? XYes No

a.

XOODOOo XX

Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems

Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

Other (specify) __ 1. Regional energy efficiency retrofit program with other small

cities within the area. 2. Countywide building retrofit program (Green Packages). The
project consists of sets of retrofit standards and specifications eligible for funding under
an AB811-type financing district; systems to train workers and document results; and
consumer marketing and education.

b.

X

0 o B

o

Stage of Development

Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy
savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in.place, all necessary
permits/approvals and awaiting funding. Project 1: is shovel-ready and regional
partnership meetings are underway with assistance of consulting firm SEI.
Project 2: the project is already underway, and awaiting funding for.expansion.
Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

Estimated Project Costs: Project 1: TBD, Project 2: $5,647,700 for the entire county.
Currently around $600,000 has been committed. Albany is required to allocate
$10,000. With this amount the project will include specifications for single-family
residential, and most likely small commercial. landscaping and multi-family

‘residential; training and tracking; verification protocols; and collateral materials for

consumers. An additional $5 million is needed to expand the project to include muilti-
lingual training curriculum/delivery and consumer incentives/rebates. This amount
does not include the installation of the green packages.

Additional costs will be incurred for street light retrofits and other lighting retrofits.



d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

0 Existing City/County Funds

O - Utility Rebates

X Other (specify) Project 2: The city is contributing $10,000 to this project. All of the
cities in Alameda County, the County itself and StopWaste.Org are pooling
approximately $650,000 to be used as matching funds.

X No match funds currently identified (for other projects listed above)

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?

Lack of Identified Projects

Lack of Match Funding

Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
Other(s) (specify)

O OO

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

X Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

0 Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?
Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:_AdditionaI comments are being provided by SEI Consultants
and a comment letter included within this email.

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
Yes No
Potentially — however the formula-based allocation is preferred.

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?

O No partners available/identified
[0 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate



0 Other(s) (specify)

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the US
Department of Energy?

X Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): ___ For project 2: StopWaste.Org, Alameda
County and all cities within the county
Partnership(s) currently exist? Yes No Y: StopWaste.Org will be applying for competitive
DOE funding on behalf of the cities/county of Alameda. The project has been identified by
the Bay Area Council Economic Institute for the California Business, Transportation &
Housing Agency as one of the priority strategies for the Bay Area Economic Recovery
Workplan.

O No

0 Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? Provide matching funding for
local government partnership projects that show long-lasting regional benefits.

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $120,000 (per capita allotment)
What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials)
jobs? XYes No

Approximately how many for the 4t Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

For Project 2: Countywide estimates:

6 months - 186

12 months — 372

24 months - 559
Other projects, approximately 300.

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in making
energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through property tax
assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

The County of Alameda is moving forward with the formation of an AB811 financing district.
The City of Albany is partnering in this AB811 program.

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date: Fall 2009
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.

No program exists or is under consideration.

Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Oo0OooOxood



Program information can be accessed atwai
Contact Name and Phone Number:

Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18t by:

1. Scanning and emailing to eecbg@energy.state.ca.us

2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304
3. Mailing to:

California Energy Commission
Attn: EECBG Program
1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
Sacramento, CA 95814


mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Ac¢t of 2009
Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: L o it

Contact Person: _— h
Phone Number: -

Email Address: m__

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OYes' /WNO

a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify)

COoOooogno

b. Stage of Development

0O Shovel Ready: Projeci(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

O Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

—

c. Estimated Project Costs: §

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

0O Existing City/County Funds
B Utility Rebates
aQ Other (specify)
O No match funds currently identified
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2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
Lack of Match Funding .
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

3. How can the =nergy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

g

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion , $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?;

4, Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
No partners availablefidentified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
1 No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $___WhSure

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $§_Wnhswure

6. Would your project(s) create and retain dlrect and indirect (sup llers who make
materials) jobs? OYes [ No No p anAe pre Je <

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

0 Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:

R’ Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
'O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




7602561750
. .

City Of Barstow 14:48:16 06-18-2009 ) 3/6

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: C }'f‘y oFf BarsTows

Contact Person: “
Phone Number: ﬂ

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? BYes O No

a.

Type of Project

0O Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

0O HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems

O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

B/Other (specify) CouSiderineg "tt.« (@8] ?cle enctiy ,"e"[“‘c7ll.6'l ,o;.t/‘cff,
. ’_f/)ar?l“.i}ip for ’7“4 /;o:‘uc‘fr“b-p’ of~ C~m‘~j7

Stage of Development ‘o dufion products:

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

0O Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

IB/Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

I!( We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

0O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

Estimated Project Costs: $___yp A ewm

Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

0O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
@ No match funds currently identified




7602561750

City Of Barstow 14:48:27  06-18-2009

What barriers limit your participation in this program?
Lack of Identified Projects
@ Lack of Match Funding
@ Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or.products (based on a per. capita-allocation or other
methodoiogy)

M/ Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

:;%our city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
es ONo

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)

4/6 »~ |
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City Of Barstow 14:48:36 06-18-2009

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?

O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):

Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes [l No

0O No
I/Jndec'ided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? 7 ke £ Ty s 801 78

oﬁ'c"fﬂ C_,’"L? 74 ¢ 46.1'/ mnﬁé and ﬁ"///\"‘""/"l_j

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? G we J‘em// c ;7S

/64" o, ,LD" 7[“(‘1[7 /7‘5 C—"‘t,pé‘%& Ab- ﬁuﬂ J("?J .

What minimum funding amount would )lour city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_©— 2 my l;on

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $_ 2 ~ 7 . /( [¢om +

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? MYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? w#émo w «
. J

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

0O Established, but not yet operating

0O Under development: Planned implementation date:
B Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.

0O Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:

5/6
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American Recovery and. Reinvestment Act.of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Q
&
g Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties
u
© Name of City or County: GLENN COUNTY
A ‘
:’r:‘ Contact Person: :
3. L .
2 Phone Number: i

Email Address: _ Sl

Do you have energy reduction projects Identified to be funded? BYes O No

-k

a. Type of Project

O Lighting Retrofit-and Controls
L. Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
H HVAC Modification's and Controls
O Automated Energy Management Systems
O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Puriips
O Water/Wastewater System Process and Contrals
I Other (specify) _Several new sclar photevoltaic shade structures;
selar ground-mounted energy system; Solar Hot watey heatirg
b. Stage of Development system for Jall; new HVAC unit incorporating
thermal energy storage system
D Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting docurmnentation
(energy savings estimdtes, cost estimates; etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaitittg funding.
Project(s) ldentified, but supporting decumentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/fegsibility study in progress.
We have ideas, but specific project{s).not yet identified.
We need technical assistance in identifylng potential projects.

Q0 days of funding being made available.

projects will take 6 months to complete.

{Continued) _ "
Projects developed by us over the last year.

to implement within 6
moOos

b.

c.  Estimated Project Costs: $__ 6,025,000

d. Does the oity/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

3 Existing City/County Funds
O Ullity Rebates
O Other (specify)
® No match funds currently identified.
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Whiat barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Prajects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
B Other(s) (specify) . NONE.

How can the: Energy Comimisgion best *Lavel the Playing Field” for small and/or
econemically challenged jurisdictions?

B Guararitesd formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or preducts (based on a per capita allocation or other
ethodology)

0 Limit eligibility to. sompete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemploymient rates, etc.)

0O Other (specify)

If comptition is to be limited, what critetia should be used?

Criterion . $ Amount Set Aside

N/A ; .' N/A
Other Recommendations?: NORE.

Is your city/county part of a regional or lacal partnership that could apply: for funding?
CYes X No

What are the: barriers to utilizing partnersh:ps’i
1 No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
D Other(s) (specify) __ N/A

B2
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De you, plan to/cauld you wark with |_a-rg_g-rjurtsdicﬁon,s receiving direct avrards from the
US Departriient. of Energy? -
(1 Yes, already established. Name of partier(s).
Partnership(s) currently exist? DOYes [ No
M No | |
@ Undeclded/Need more information

Whgit types of partrierships would work bést? Unsure

How.-can the Energy: Commission help foster partnerships? __N/A

5. Wht minimum funding amount would Avour city/eounty/partnership need to achieve
meaningful resutts? $. 1,000,000

What Is an-appropriate maxirmarm funding amount for projects? $_ 4,400,000

8. Would: your projéct(s) treate and retain dirsct and indirect (suppliers who make
materiale) jobs? #Yes T No

Approximately: how meny for the.4™ Quarter of 2009, 2040, 2011 and 20127 __ 217
in the Mechaniecal and
. . Electrical trades.
7. Haveyol corisidered inttiatiig a financing program to-assist property owners in
making energy efiteisncy improvements, repayable over mLiltiple years through
propeity tax assessments of similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Ll Established and in speration

{1 Estdblished, but not yet operating

1 Undar davelopment: Plarined implementation date:

B Under sohsideration; specific program nat yet developed.
O No progtem exists. or is under consideration. '

T Dot have any information on how this wouid work.

-

Program informatipn can be accessed at www. N/A

Contact Name and Phong Number; N/a
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: e vy of BELROT

Contact Person: ”

Phone Number:

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? RlYes [ No

a.

Type of Project

X Lighting Retrofit and Controls

& Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

0O HVAC Modifications and Controls

0 Automated Energy Management Systems

O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
O Other (specify)

Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

O Project(s) identified, but suppomng documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

B We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet xdenhﬁed

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

Estimated Project Costs: $

Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

M No match funds currently identified

61/83
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2. What barriers limit your patticipation in this program?
0 Lack of Identified Projects
B Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

3 How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

™ Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

. Other Recommendations?:

4, Is your city/county part of a reglonat or local partnership that could apply for funding?
EYES O Na MS\@’ :F

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
W Other(s) (specify) W& [RE (42 DSCIITroS Lo TH  FEVERRL
CMES (A S4pp FHMSo Cou»-"c‘f e
(F WE Ol DEVELSL A Carmiad PROGRYT,
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No
M No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? __¢ D& 7744 PR=oGANTS
AT CAY  BE EFFECTIVE RS LORT oF  ParmmaSH S / Prou 0= A
us-.-) .

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_32eo, oT®@

What is an arﬁpropriate maximum funding amount for projects? §

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? OYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

[0 Established and in operation

[1 Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:
] Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information on how this would wark.

Program information ¢can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number: __ "EEEENTTINED- "N
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

PAGE ©61/83

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: J uwon dl FM'M

Contact Person:
Phone Number:

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OYes U No

a.

Type of Project

O Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

& HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems
O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

O Other (specify)

Stage of Development

¥ Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Energy auditfeasibility study in progress.
We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

oooao

Estimated Project Costs: $ [05‘;0 00

Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

@ No match funds currently identified
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2. What barriers limit your participation in this program? .
O Lack of |dentified Projects
M Lack of Match Funding
0O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
0O Other(s) (specify)

3 How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field" for small and/for
economically challenged jurisdictions?

® Guaranteed formula-based atlocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
®yes O No .

What are the barriers fo utilizing partnerships?
0O No partners availablefidentified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
0O Other(s) (specify)
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Da you plan to/could you wark with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?

O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):

Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes [ No

# No
0O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ 50\. 000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ (D 6_. 0 OO0

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? MYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? 2 - 3 F‘; LJS

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




June 21, 2009 via e-mail

TO: California Energy Commission
ATTN: EECBG Program
1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
Sacramento, CA 95841

Subject: Narrative, Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant Questionnaire

PROJECT: Implementation of the Monterey Bay Area Electric Vehicle Charging Station and
Community Readiness Plan

The completed questionnaire is attached. The project reflects a combined effort of interested and
affected Cities, Counties, businesses, educational institutions and other organizations within Monterey,
Santa Cruz, and San Benito counties. The ‘goal is to develop a regional approach to readying our
communities for the expansion of electrified vehicles to reduce regional emissions and reliance on
petroleum. Future EECBG funding would support purchase and installation of electric vehicle chargers,
related infrastructure, supplies, and workforce. The project may include chargers powered with
renewable energy infrastructure and involve local workforce deployment and training.

The intiative complies with the "EECBG Project Activities Table," outlining the various approved activity
type and falls under category 7F- Development and implementation of programs to conserve energy used’

in transportation.

The interested parties have submitted an application for funding from the Monterey Bay Unified Air
Pollution Control District to developing the Monterey Bay Area Electric Vehicle Charging Station and
Community Readiness Plan, providing additional funding to support the effort and leverage funds to
combine with future EECBG funding. Current estimated costs are approximately $300,000 ($200,000 —
for a demonstration fleet of (estimated 4-8) vehicles plus $100,000 - (estimated 20) chargers including
installation costs. ’

Currently the cities of Salinas, Marina, Monterey, Pacific Grove, Santa Cruz, Capitola, Watsonville, and all
three counties are engaged in this effort, as well as other non-governmental organizations such as the
International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (IBEW) Local that services this region. We are in the
process of involving the remaining cities in the Monterey Bay region. Our next phase of activity includes
preparation of the Monterey Bay Area Electric Vehicle Charging Station and Readiness Plan, with
leadership by the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG), a joint powers authority and
Council of Governments for the tri-county region. The plan includes locations, best practices, stakeholder
involvement, and other policies and incentives to address community needs.

Thank you for your interest in the plans and opinions of the state’s small cities and counties.

- Sincerely,

i City of Monterey - S - G

QY. City of Monterey - SENEENGE e -~
SRR City of Marina, (N S
GEEESNER County of Monterey - cuii s .

SR Green Fuse Energy Co., volunteer initiative facilitator —ﬁ
-

Attachment: Questionnaire from Monterey Region



June 21, 2009 Via Email

Subject: ARRA of 2009 — Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant Questionnaire
for Small Cities and Counties

Cities and Counties: For the Monterey Bay Region, represented herein by Cities of Monterey and
Marina

Contact Person: AREEENEERE City of Monterey, SRS — SRS
T SRR, City of Monterey <RS- — PSR
o NONOVERQEE -~ ome——— 3

This questionnaire submittal represents cities and counties, businesses, institutions of higher education,
PG&E and the IBEW Local 234 in the tri-county region of Monterey, Santa Cruz, and San Benito
Counties. Since March 2009 we've been working to develop a regional approach to readying our
communities for the expansion of electrified vehicles to help reduce regional emissions and reliance on
petroleum. :

This gquestionnaire addresses how future EECBG funding can help us achieve this goal by
defraying costs for public use electric vehicle charging and demonstration vehicles.

See attached narrative letter for more information.
1. Do you have energy reduction project identified to be funded? X Yes

a. Type of Project
X Other: electric vehicle demonstration fleet and charging station installation, including
potential solar chargers and workforce deployment

b. Stage of Development
X Project(s) identified, but supportive documentation is not yet developed.
(Stakeholders identified; project plan in development, pursuing funding

c. Estimated Project Cost: $300,000
($200,000 - demonstration fleet (estimated 4-8) vehicles plus
$100,000 - (estimated 20) chargers including installation costs

d. Does the city/county (REGION) have matching funds available?
X Other: possible funding from electric vehicle manufacturers, local businesses, PG&E and
other stakeholders. Also other grant funding, including AB2766.
X No matching funds currently identified: to be identified when plan is competed and
detailed project costs available. Currently seeking funding, and in-kind contributions are
available and currently in use.

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?

X Lack of Identified Projects — Plan to identify a systematic list of charging stations, other
infrastructure and needs is in development, but not yet completed.

X Lack of Matching Funds — we hope to identify them, but no existing funds currently
earmarked for this project. All efforts based on grants and in-kind contributions to date.

3. How can the Energy Commission best “level the playing field” for small and/or economically
challenged districts?



X Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy efficiency
projects or products — based on per capita allocation or other method.

X Other: - Provide flexibility in requirements for a regional approach for an energy-efficient and
less-polluting transportation-system that also promotes consumer choice.
- Full funding for projects that are within grant allocation cap and meet the intent of
grant.
- Priority to projects that have greater community benefit.
- Disbursement of grant funding at project start.

f competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used:

Criterion: $ Amount Set Aside
1. Multi-jurisdictional approach ?
2. Involvement of private sector ?

4. Is our city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
XYES

What are the current barriers to utilizing partnerships?
X Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate - such as:
--amount of time it takes to coordinate multiple jurisdiction;
-~current lack of staff and monetary resources to free up available staff to focus on
regional projects.

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the U.S.
DOE?
X Undecided, need more information. '
- Also, those partnerships need to be developed early in the process: one to two years prior
to the grant notice if to be shovel ready.

What kinds of partnerships work best?
- Funded projects work best to allow for partnerships and making resources available.
- Partnerships working toward a common goal of the jurisdictions and that achieve
compliance with new legislation are effective.
- For this project, we believe that using the regional planning organization in a new way to
involve all stakeholders (local government as well as business, unions and higher
education) will be most effective for this initiative.

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?
- Reduce matching fund requirements for proposals incorporating regional partnerships.
- Target mayors with information on types of projects to be funded to get buy-in on
important state- and federal-level issues of importance (e.g., energy efficiency, job

creation). .
Questionnaire submitted for Monterey Bay Region — Page 2

5. What minimum funding amout would your city/county/partnership need to achieve meaningful

results?
$200,000

What is the appropriate maximum funding amount for projects: Dollar amount to be
determined.

6. Would your project create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials) jobs?
Yes X

Appoximately how many for the 4™ Q 2009, 2010, 2011, 20127



2009 4Q: 5 - future years unclear: 2010 . 201 2012

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in making energy
efficiency improvements, payable over multiple years through tax assessments or similar
mechanisms (e.g. an AB 811 type program)

X Under development: Yes, these discussions are happening in Santa Cruz and Monterey
Counties, and in some cases for over a year. A program for each of the two counties is currently
under development. Primary hurdles include measures to include in the program, return on
investment, program administration costs (using interest rate on funds and how that compares to
loans directly), liability to jurisdictions for defaulted loans and overabundance of homes with liens
(including public perception), exposure of general fund, and financial risk to jurisdiction.

City Contact Names and Phone Numbers:

SIS City of Monterey - NN - S
TSR, City of Monterey Sl - e

WEEENEERE: City of Marina iy -SSR

Questionnaire submitted for Monterey Bay Region - Page 3



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Ciﬁes and Counties

Name of City or County: City of Norco

Contact Person: {sailllls Wl Recreation Superintendent

Phone Number: SR S
Email Address: <SS

1. Do you have energy reduc_tio‘n projects identified to be funded? Yes

Type of Project:

X
O

O

0

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems

Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

Other (specify)

b. Stage of Development:

X

Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy savings

estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary permits/approvals and
awaiting funding. This project will be ready for implementation when funding is made
available. The project will take no more than 9 months to complete.

0O

0

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.



c. Estimated Project Costs: $

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)
o Existing City/County Funds
o Ulility Rebates

o Other (specify)

X No match funds currently identified

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
o Lack of Identified Projects
X Lack of Match Funding
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

o Other(s) (specify)

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or economically;:
challenged jurisdictions?

o Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy efficiency projects or
products (based on a per capita allocation or other methodology)

X Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:




4. |s your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
o No partners available/identified
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate

o Other(s) (specify)

4

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the US
Department of Energy?

Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? Yes No

X No

Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? We will be fostering a partnership with Chevron for
guidance and assistance through the prolects

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve meaningful
results? $5 million

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? unknown

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials) jobs?
Yes, according to our estimate, these projects will create 149 new skilled jobs, mainly in the
mechanical and electrical trades.



7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to éssist property owners in making energy
efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through property tax assessments or similar
mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

o Established and in operation

o Established, but not yet operating

o Under development: Planned implementation date:

X Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
o No program exists or is under consideration.

o Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.norco.ca.us (when available)

Contact Name and Phone Number: SHNEESSWERES: Housing Manager SR

Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18th by:
Scanning and emailing to eecbg@energy.state.ca.us

Faxing to (916) 654-4304

Mailing to:

California Energy Commission
Attn: EECBG Program
1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
Sacramento, CA 95814

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS
INFORMATION!


mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us

L

Energy Efficiency and Conservation

Name of City or County:

Contact Person:  sleoumse

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

City of Laguna Beach

Phone Number:  -cllsammesm

Email Address: -

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? BYes [ No

a.

Type of Project

OxRO00dOO

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify)

Stage of Development

O

Oo0o=

Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

Estimated Project Costs: $ 300,000

Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

0
O
O
O

Existing City/County Funds
Utility Rebates
Other (specify)

No match funds currently identified



2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

KX Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion ‘ $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

4, Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes B No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
B Other(s) (specify) Geographic isolation




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
K No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding-amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ $100,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $_

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? OYes B No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012?

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don’t have any information on how this would work.

OzxO0000

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




)

Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18" by:

1. Scanning and emailing to eecbq@enerqv state.ca.us
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304
3 Mailing to:

California Energy Commission
Attn: EECBG Program
1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
Sacramento, CA 95814

‘" THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS
INFORMATION!


mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us

DOCKET
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DATE
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 |RECD. june 22 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: LCi7v 2F eéam

Contact Person:

Phone Number:

crai pcoress: .

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? Bﬁes 1 No

a. Type of Project

E/Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O /Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems

§)Aotors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
@)

Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls ,
ther (specify Ciil Y
Revildlimid7sn eforts (See at-tacled

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
nergy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
BXnﬁecessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.
Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

?Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
E/We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ Kﬂ@ﬁ@@
d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)
I?E isting City/County Funds
ﬁlity Rebates
@)

ther (specify)
O No match funds currently identified

67/ A Cplete & 2 /%.e'f/?ae s e Snd ﬁm} 515@ {#}éfeﬁc/v“
%Wé//’ %‘& 6%&4/’1&55 @M}w. 5&e 677 & iivé .




What barriers limit your participation in this program?
I3 Lack of Identified Projects
%:ck of Match Funding
Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

economigally challenged jurisdictions?
Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
—efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)
O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

How ca&r}’?e Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion © $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

Ims,(ﬁur city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
Yes [ No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)_ Al loaasiers




US Depagfment of Energy? et (cast £« %f ?'7‘-(6‘7?

Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): Vs
Partnership(s) currently exist? ®Yes 0O No
O No
O Undecided/Need more information

Do youﬂr%l?/to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from th

What types of partnerships would work best’?jzau/- ' N 7Y ,g,/

< et gers (cee ceriwLb

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $, 5’% 2LP

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ '7—5 D

Would your proje(l:ytfé(create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? MYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012°? 2»&/4,;

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O tablished, but not yet operating

I[:Jgiader development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.

O No program exists or is under consideration. e
O Don't have any information on how this would work. ,\ﬁ,e /2b

& oo boletzr

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:



)
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: T of WS Galos

. | ¢V
Contact Person: __1 be/MgmIc vy ﬁé{/}#W
Phone Number: g

Email Address: m

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OYes O No

a. Type of Project

E/Lighﬁng Retrofit and Cantrals

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

G-HVAC Madifications and Controls

[ Automated Energy Management Systems

O Motars, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

0~ Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls _ -

- Other (specify) _LEEY crifiation Qy%zdwoe@m_é%

b. Stage of Development

- 0{;, m Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
W PV 9 (energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
W Mﬂﬁ&i necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.
'f 0( % Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
ﬁM V% M : 0O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
ouir g Aocu O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

Ll T WA@ ﬂM{ O Wae need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

i all T, Estimated Project Costs: $_Z), 0
avt T 9 '

Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

IE/Existing City/County Funds
[ Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
& No match funds currently identified




JUN/18/2009/THU 04:15 PM  Town Managers Office FAX No. 408 399 5786 P. 002

What barriers limit your participation in this program?
A Lack of |dentified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
2’ Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best "Level the P!aymg Field" for small and/ar
economically challenged jurisdictions?
Guaranteed formula-based allocations for ellglble. cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or praducts (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)
O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small

jurisdictions, economlcally isadyanta h ynemployment rates, etc.)
E}/Other (specify)

M ang a st weth docimen Bt
if competition is to be hmltchF what critenia should be used? G4, .

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?;

Is your city/cou ';\)? art of a regional or local partnershlp that could apply for fundlng’f’
OYes No | 75{ ouf {M%CMX&W FWJC

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechgnisms to pam 1pate

& Other(s) (specify) CIOtANAF U ot fal nefsencies rqmﬂag/
e e of 612«”5 e [ recouirees.




JUN/18/2009/THU 04:15 P Town Managers Office FAX No. 408 399 5786 P. 003

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?

0O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
o Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No
No '

O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? Increqse ﬁmd (//(ﬂ,

allocaton gud clde fundrg, D o0 10U s,

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_ #()

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ ﬁ/_w/ av

5. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? es ONo

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20122 U i at 1‘1445

mz, eg(e
7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over mulitiple years through |

property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

1 Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

0O Under development: Planned implementation date:

O, Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
l]/ No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don'’t have any infarmation on how this would work. -

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

K

. A it | N " Y ol T 2 % freey
Name of City or County: Mecisyd &anininiety Sépinres Tty oo

I

Contact Person: *_
Phone Number: —
Email Address: "N —

e Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? XYes [ No

a.

Type of Project

M. Lighting Retrofit and Controls

¥ Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

H HVAC Modifications and Controls

& Automated Energy Management Systems

0 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

| Water/Wastewater System Process and Cgntrols
B Other (specify) /A.54/87 9.t a?‘Q I Brm Dt oryE

Stage of Development Ly /:”/f »7 /zz <.

0 Shovel Ready Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, efc.) resources in place, all
‘necessary permntslapprovals and awaiting funding.
11 Project(s) identified, but supportlng documentation is not yet developed.
‘0 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
B’ We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. ’
R We need technical assistance in identifying potentlal projects. 9?{, e <
[T S DT TEAD /7 o ‘/ZCTS J//fa,(
Estimated Project Costs: $ fUAC, S7rées 7y fﬁf‘/ﬂq g oo dedormnnedd
et 7 7";'3?{/5 Ty ey .
Does the city/county have match funding available? {check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
0O Utility Rebates

M. Other (specify) _¢£#7 éz/ya/f/ @/L/éo ’ékfi
O No match funds currently identified
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>

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
@ Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
B Lack of Expertise/Human Resources . )
JZ_ Other(s) (specify) 2/ € _#7.27< #Z C’ﬁﬁ_;é’//@ /f/fﬂf’/

ST LIEE At cozs &%@eaé‘ 7{;," ,ﬂ/‘g,f@Cf_f -

./5) How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field" for small and/or
" economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

@

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? ﬁé W@deé’/ SPEET A
. No partners available/identified 7 yz,07 452 amﬁ{ﬂ 2~
0O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
0O Other(s) (specify)
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? COYes O No
O No
H. Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? f,j Jé ol /ﬂ;g’;ﬁ{f P

v’mé’%/,_wfﬁ 2t ar‘: ;ﬂ[@ﬂ” c7sE M ,fg}é’/ A e 2P

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? & s2¢% L"«:”/’*’“ 2.8

.
/v?"'z' Rl J:ﬁ*-ﬂ- A L_f,,;,;ﬁy sy 3037 C 5 NS A’ggfiﬁ' EPFF AT

5. What minimum funding am nt wouId your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ 3 /7_;’{:'/577"/2.&/ ? AP et g i s e_g/)
o

;Pyropnate maximum fundlng amount for projects? $ J TS /f/erﬁx?w “r

jﬂ//ﬂ ef/r . L2 PP PEP? D I AS RS - ;%VW&F’ d%e/" YA
Lt oA ..»7” ynw"/ﬁ'z 50D Mﬁ:’v e W, R0 @ STrCel
6. Would your project(s) create and retaifi direct and indirect (suppliers wkd make/ Ut .:Z/aﬂ/es
materials) jobs? CYes [1 No ) f j
L1022 MIp il ARty Foim o
Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

0 Under development: Planned impiementation date:
O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
B No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number: — electzd ﬁf"{ O
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Ymo

Name of City or Count_y_;

Contact Person:

Phone Number:

Email Address:

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded?\t#ges O No

a. Type of Project

X Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify)

oocooao

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.
Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimated Project Costs: $

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

_No match funds currently identified
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2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
¥ Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

" Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion 4 ] $ Amount Set Aside
ceanomitl dis ady Qﬁw

Other R endatuons’f’ moi“@"fﬂw\ %q {ﬁ— OY‘D;%
Ll

DC 4, T@l\@l&m (o MATH > (st
an MC@@

4, Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

,Q‘Yes 00 No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified

O, Lack of resourws/ﬁcmnlsis!to Eamclpati j {é\ ;1 Ut :l M
}2( Other(s) (specify) ’Q—&: w\@
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the

US Department of Energy?
?E!(Yes already established. Name of partner(s): 'EQPISHD @) U\ﬂm

Partnership(s) currently exist? I:lYes/‘@
O No

i Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commlssu'.m help foster partnerships?

5.

6.

7.

What minimum funding aount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ 525 O 5 6

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ﬂ(§0 /1 m

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? es O No -

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 __ %

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation
O Established, but not yet operating
0O Under development: Planned implementation date:
.0 Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.
O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




CITY OF GOLETA CALIFORIA

FISCAL YEARS 2009/10 & 2010/11

FUNDING REQUEST FOR EECBGP & SEP PROJECTS & PROGRAMS

Amortization Study

Conduct an amortization analysis of
Venoco, Inc.’s Ellwood Oil & Gas
Processing Facility

This matter relates to policy direction in
the City's General Plan/Coastal Land
Use Plan, under Policy LU 10, “To
promote the discontinuation of onshore
processing and transport facilities for oil
and gas, the removal of unused or
abandoned facilities, and the restoration
of areas affected by existing or forrmer oil
and gas facilities within the city.”

Seeking $75,000

Conduct an update of a
year 2001 amortization
study by the County of
Santa Barbara, followed
by legal review, and
hearing/decision-making
by the City

Energy Policy Planning

Participate in Federal & State planning

processes that study and decide upon:

e Leasing of offshore tidelands/outer
continental shelf lands for oil & gas
development in the western Santa
Barbara Channel

e Decommissioning of offshore oil &
gas platforms, piers and pipelines
Rigs to reef projects
Rule-making for change of
owner/operator,
abandonment/decommissioning, and
financial assurances

Seeking $50,000

Partial funding of Goleta
staff member at $25,000
per annum for two-years

Energy Green Codes

Prepare and adopt energy efficient/green
codes for Inland & Coastal Zoning
Districts and Building & Safety Codes
that are responsive to AB32/SB375

Seeking $75,000

Goleta has match
funding of $90,000 to
prepare it's first Inland
Zoning Code and
Coastal Zoning Code,
the latter of which
requires certification by
the California Coastal
Commission

Goleta seeks an added
$50,000 for its Zoning
Codes and $25,000 for
its Building Code




Revitalization Efforts

Broaden Goleta’s revitalization efforts

within the Old Town Neighborhood to
emphasize energy efficient/green
building construction and materials (800
households; 5,500 residents; >40%
minority; mostly low to moderate
incomes; 1,293 parcels; 595 acres)

Seeking $50,000

Partial funding of Goleta
staff member at $25,000
per annum for two-years

Energy Efficiency Public
Outreach

Broaden Goleta’s current public outreach
efforts on energy efficiency to include
green house gas reduction and
sustainability measures as follows:

e Expand our instructional training of
private sector architects and general
contractors on green codes, energy
efficient site planning, energy
efficient construction techniques and
materials, and GHG reduction
measures

e Expand our seminars for small
business owners and residents on
energy efficiency, GHG reductions
and sustainability measures

e Expand our solar energy rebate
clinics in concert with Edison

¢ Expand our Direct Install Program
that provides energy audits and
retrofits of lighting, appliances and
equipment to small business,
residents and mobile home parks

» Expand our Holiday Light Exchange
Program and Energy Efficient Light
Program

¢ Expand our Green Business
Partnership program that provides
integrated audits of transportation
demand, integrated waste source
reduction & recycling, water
conservation, and environmentally
friendly procurement

e Provide match funding for our
regional approach to energy
efficiency and GHG reduction: South
Coast Energy Efficiency Partnership
and Green Business Partnership,
involving 20-member public
agencies, non-profit agencies, utility
companies, special districts and
Chambers of Commerce

Seeking $50,000

Partial funding of Goleta
staff member at $25,000
per annum for two-years




Green City Facilities
Planning & Engineering

Goleta seeks to retrofit several existing

public facilities, such as the Community.
Center and Library, and build a new City
Hall, records storage facility and Fire
Station

The greening of Goleta's public facilities,
old and new, is sought for purposes of
energy efficiency, operational cost
savings, and public modeling

Seeking $200,000

Partial funding of Goleta
staff member at
$100,000 per annum for
two-years for purposes
of coordinating green
capital improvement plan
preparation, design
engineering, fund
acquisition, preparation
of contract specs, bid
solicitation and award

Green City Facilities
Capital Projects

Goleta seeks to retrofit and build anew
public facilities that include the use of
energy efficient/green equipment and
materials, including solar systems for
photovoltaic generation and water
heating, thermal sealing and glazing,
insulation and water conservation

Match funding for capital
construction, equipment
and materials costs, plus
permitting, mitigation
and monitoring costs, to
be determined through
planning & engineering
studies

Well Abandonment
Project

Goleta seeks to abandon 3-oil wells, 5-
water wells and 1-groundwater
monitoring well on a coastal open space
area - the Sperling Preserve at Ellwood
Mesa

Seeking $250,000

Goleta has reserved
match funding of
approximately $499,000

The project involves
preparation of a final
action plan based on
current geotechnical
study, plus CEQA
analysis and reporting,
Coastal Commission
permitting, mitigation,
well abandonment, and
environmental
monitoring

Total project cost is
estimated at $750,000

Beach Hazards Removal
- Planning, Permitting,
Funding & Administration

In collaboration with the State Lands
Commission, Goleta seeks to remove
abandoned oil pier pilings, oilfield
equipment, pipelines and bulkworks from
the Sperling Preserve at Ellwood Mesa
and adjoining State Tidelands (see
attached photographs)

Seeking $50,000

Partial funding of Goleta
staff member at $25,000
per annum for two-years
for coordination of action
plan, CEQA and permits
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Beach Hazards Removal
— Capital Project

.Removal of abandoned oilworks from the

coastal bluffs and adjoining beach and .
tidelands waters that stem from the
former Ellwood Oil Field, now the coastal
public open space of the Sperling
Preserve at Ellwood Mesa

Match funding for capital
construction, equipment
and materials, plus
permitting, mitigation
and monitoring costs, to
be determined through
planning & engineering
studies




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: C 1y oF LAvNDALE

Contact Person: AN
Phone Number: < EIIIING

Email Address: ool

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? &Yes O No

a. Type of Project

O Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

® HVAC Modifications and Controls

O Automated Energy Management Systems

O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

¥ Other (specify) T 22r6ATIN MMoDrFrcd e/ & ConTRoLS

b. Stage of Development

" Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

[

c.  Estimated Project Costs: $_2$, 000

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

E/Existing-City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
& Other (specify) L/zee Be APPLyznG  Fon LIATER LRAMNT

O No match funds currently identified



2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
M Other(s) (specify) _HVAC Cosr ESYrmATE Aon&  THAW

DoulBeed FRom. ORzTZGIWAL CoST ESTIMATE.

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

& Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes ENo

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
= No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commis\sion help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ 40,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 200,000

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? EYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009¢2010)2011 and 2012?~7/&-/S

7 7 7

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:
O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
&~ No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: Santa Barbara County
Contact Person: Long Range Planning Deputy Director

Phone Number: SR
Email Address: Gl

Note: Santa Barbara County’s responses are in ltalics

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded?

Yes

a. Type of Project

i Lighting Retrofit and Controls
Yes

2. Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

Yes

3. HVAC Modifications and Controls
Yes

4, Automated Energy Management Systems
Yes

5. Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
NA

6. Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Yes

7. Other (specify)
See Attachment A

b. Stage of Development

1. Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy savings

estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary permits/approvals
and awaiting funding.

Project #1 (Climate Action Strategy) and Project #4 (Photovoltaic trellis system on parking,)




described in Aftachment A are “shovel ready.”

2. Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
The remaining projects in Attachment A fall within this category.

3. Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

NA

4. We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
NA

5. We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.
NA

. Estimated Project Costs:

(1)

The County has the capacity to spend upwards of $20,000,000 on EECBG related projects
listed in Aftachment A.

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

1. Existing City/County Funds

Matching funds are available, but not in sufficient quantity to fund all projects. For example,
many ARRA programs require a local match of over 20%. This has proved to be a
challenging requirement, given the current economic environment.

2. Utility Rebates

NA

3. Other (specify)
NA

4. No match funds currently identified
NA

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?

5. Lack of Identified Projects
NA

6. Lack of Match Funding

Given the current economic environment, identification of local matching funds is challenging.

7. Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
NA

8. Other(s) (specify)




Local utility companies often do not have approved ‘“fixtures” that would allow a project to
meet the goals of EECBG. For example, a major utility in Santa Barbara County does not
have an approved selection of LED or solar powered street lights that local jurisdictions could
choose to install.

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

8. Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy efficiency
projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other methodology)

Yes (see discussion below)

9. Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
No

10.  Other (specify)
NA

11. If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?
Criterion $ Amount Set Aside
NA NA

Other Recommendations?

A per capita funding methodology presents the most equitable option, as all jurisdictions will
be guaranteed energy efficiency funding, regardless of the jurisdiction’s operational capacity
to submit applications, track deadlines, or navigate the ARRA process.

We further recommend that unused, or otherwise uncommitted small and large city/county
formulary funds be returned to the pool for future allocation on a competitive basis. This gives
jurisdictions with multiple qualifying projects an opportunity to maximize access to funding and
ensures that the state fully utilizes ARRA-EECBG related funding.

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

Yes; the County partners with cities and utilities serving the northern and southern portions of
the region in an effort to promote energy efficiency. These two partnerships — the South
Coast Energy Efficiency Partnership Program with Southern California Edison and the Energy
Watch Partnership program with Pacific Gas and Electric — were recently renewed by the
Board of Supervisors.

12. What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
>» No partners available/identified
NA

» Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
NA




13. Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from
the US Department of Energy?

>

Undecided/Need more information

Larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the US Department of Energy have been
hesitant to partner and potentially share any portion of the award with jurisdictions not
receiving a direct allocation.

What types of partnerships would work best?

Partnerships that provide an opportunity to address regional energy efficiency and
renewable energy issues are needed, and specific support should be targeted towards
local policy development. Such partnerships are fundamental if local governments,
special districts, agencies, the private sector, and other stakeholders are to meet new
legislative requirements to reduce greenhouse gas emissions outlined under Assembly Bill
32 and Senate Bill 375.

Regional partnerships that provide for coordinated development of Climate Action
Strategies, Solar and Energy Efficiency Financing Districts (AB 811), workforce training,
and other Strategic Plans are the only way to ensure the outcomes of local action are long
lasting, holistic, and avoid producing one-time benefits. Without these partnerships, the
work done by a jurisdiction to make specific improvements — for example, updating its
HVAC system — could be entirely negated by the fact that the workforce in the area is
untrained as to how to operate the new system. Moreover, a standard regional approach
to energy efficiency improvements would provide the consistency necessary to optimize
the private-sectors response, build specialized expertise, and foster long term job growth.

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

The Energy Commission could use the EECBG to provide seed funding to help local
jurisdictions initiate strategic planning and implementation opportunities, strengthening
the capacity of jurisdictions to manage the entire lifecycle of renewable and energy
efficiency and improvements: from initial project concept, to scoping, to implementation, to
ongoing maintenance.

5). What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results?

$350,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects?

The County has the capacity to spend upwards of $20,000,000 on EECBG related projects.

6). Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials)

jobs?

Yes. Santa Barbara County uses IMPLAN economic modeling software to estimate direct,
indirect and induced job creation as well as produce estimates related to tax impacts and total
economic multiplier of concept projects.




Approximately how many for the 4i» Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

Conservatively, at least 200 direct and indirect jobs could be created over the next four years,
given that all projects in Attachment A are funded.

7). Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in making
energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through property tax
assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

The County is currently considering adoption of a solar and energy efficiency financing
district, consistent with AB 811; however, a specific program has not yet been developed.

AB 811 Contact Name and Phone Number:

Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18t by:
1. Scanning and emailing to eecbg@energy.state.ca.us

2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304

3. Mailing to:

California Energy Commission
Attn: EECBG Program

1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
Sacramento, CA 95814

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS
INFORMATION!



mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us

Attachment A — Santa Barbara County Proposed Projects

Santa Barbara County is engaged in the development of numerous projects that seek to reduce
communitywide greenhouse gas emissions by decreasing energy consumption, fostering renewable
energy resources, and improving energy efficiency in all sectors. This overarching program will
position Santa Barbara County to succeed in the clean energy economy through projects that seek
to implement the objectives of ARRA. These projects include:

1. A Climate Action Strategy and Implementation Plan to address the requirements of AB 32, SB
375, SB 97, and other greenhouse gas emission legislation.

Estimated Project Cost: $335,000

2. A community renewal project for the County’s redevelopment area that would leverage
Workforce Investment Board funding, Community Development Block Grant funding, local
redevelopment financial resources, and proximity to UC Santa Barbara to:

> Build green workforce capacity by developing a building energy audit and inspection
curriculum and training program

> Incubate new “green businesses”

» Retrofit the existing affordable housing stock to improve energy efficiency and allow
installation of renewable energy improvements

In total, this project would provide long range communitywide economic enhancement and build
on existing regional strengths in technology and advanced research. Moreover, the training
curriculum would inform the development of an ongoing program to facilitate building energy
audits and provide public financing to retrofit improvements to the existing building stock, in line
with AB 811.

Estimated Project Cost: $750,000

3. Comprehensive upgrades to public building facilities: HVAC modifications, renewable energy
installation, energy efficiency improvements, and energy management control systems.

Estimated Project Cost: $8 million aggregate from a number of phased retrofits/replacement
programs.

4. Installation of a photovoltaic trellis system on a new public parking lot in the coastal zone to
provide power for lighting the parking lot and downtown street lighting.

Estimated Project Cost: $800,000

5. Program design and implementation of an energy efficiency and renewable energy financing
district (AB 811).




==

Estimated Project Cost: $50,000 (excluding available loan funds)

. Upgrades to a County wastewater district to expand the recycled water program; clean water

upgrades to regional parks and other County facilities.

Estimated Project Cost: $4.65 million

. Comprehensive public works transportation improvements to save energy and reduce vehicle

miles traveled by synchronizing and retrofitting traffic signals with LED lighting, installing
sidewalks and bike lanes, and improving pedestrian bridges.

Estimated Project Cost: $5 million

. Modernization of the land use and building permit review process to streamline development that

includes energy efficiency and renewable energy elements, while also exceeding Title 24
standards. This includes a public education and outreach component that links consumers with
local energy efficiency improvement businesses and contractors to stimulate home-grown
investment in the local economy.

Estimated Project Cost: $100,000

. An updated landfill gas collection system to capture methane gas and improve cogeneration

capacity for sale of renewable energy on the open market.

Estimated Project Cost: $TBD




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: _&Laﬁ_éwlz_yx/—

Contact Person: q

Phone Number: __ ST

Email Address: _

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? Eﬁ(es 1 No

a.

Type of Project

O Lighting Retrofit and Controls

o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

O, HVAC Modifications and Controls

I!( Automated Energy Management Systems

M Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

™ Other (specify) Weathe i Z ation)

Stage of Development

 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

i Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

Estimated Project Costs: $_H 2,000, 000 - &Ll (JVci)ecd'S
Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)
™ Existing City/County Funds— [tmuteot/

o Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

0O No match funds currently identified



2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
OO Lack of Identified Projects
o Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

& Other(s) (speCIfy) M%Mmmi,d_ﬂgs:‘g;&%

j@ﬂ\m/ Jo a_{)f)hm}(ﬂm}.

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

m/ Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

0 Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?
Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

- R J &
Econdonue) Tndacatovs( ut plloss cic.) .

M%Mm@%&%%)
Jx%agmmgj_nm_‘

Other Recommendations?:

[2( your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
Yes 0O No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O, Lack of resources/mechamsms to participate
o Other(s) (specify) of hike checl_:

Cneaxiewy) Of ar\OM\fA/ Loj( o@h whﬂw
—w‘gf,mcx% clsvil fundls 810 au Mu?f basis.




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): (}au,du/ of Shastw

Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No (!.;ka, of ﬂedolw‘%. .
O No

O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foéter partnerships? -] ;4 carose, Aeckt
tochwical Gemsxa nee Ao (s V\exshfs .

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_{, 000, 600 ( Cdu/

What is an appropnate maximum funding amount for projects'? $ ?gm \zs & dx#e,ve«:t
Sumdanr OVl htsimtmh
pwyds%/ E*-! Lljf\:‘ r&vﬁb L.a°,°0° v& @:‘;a, aAries: & oo)ooo,

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and mdnrect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? es [ No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? Eachk Pyo f’d
\S d-ffevevt (I [aloov |modevials gaements amncl A w—(gFM
supphens| (obs. li‘:o(z()&m.otm oY pydtecks Stuelacl .

7. Have you cohxswered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

S/Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.

O No program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: Inyo County

Contact Person: ____ S
Phone Number: ___ (S -

Email Address: __ o

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? XYes [ ] No

a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/MWastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify) Solar, electrical upgrade

HXOXXCX

b. Stage of Development

X

Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy savings
estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary permits/approvals and
awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

U

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ 5,600,000

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

Existing City/County Funds
Utility Rebates
Other (specify)
No match funds currently identified

L]



What barriers limit your participation in this program?
Lack of Identified Projects

Lack of Match Funding

Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

Other(s) (specify)

OO

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or economically
challenged jurisdictions?

Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy efficiency projects
or products (based on a per capita allocation or other methodology)

X Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small jurisdictions,
economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

4 Other (specify) _The County has had difficulty in the past procuring grant funds due to its
small population and related cost savings measured per capita — criteria that allow the
County to be competitive despite its small population would be benéeficial

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Small population versus large land area

Other Recommendations?:

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

XYes [INo

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
[0  No partners available/identified
L] Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate

2 Other(s) (specify) Difficulty coordinating with Los Angeles Department of Water and
Power




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the US
Department of Energy?
] Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? []Yes [ I]No
X No

[] Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? N/A — no large jurisdictions with which to partner

in the County

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve meaningful results?
$ 500,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 5,600,000

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials) jobs?

XlYes [INo
Approximately how many for the 4 Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 __ 50

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in making energy
efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through property tax assessments or similar
mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don't have any information on how this would work.

LOXOO0

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number: _*
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- CWLab International Ltd.
“ Z;’:;’;"/’:&” ‘a‘i"}’g"d’; LT IVes RESPav LT .
- Small City’s Respons¢ to EE Questionnaire
Reply deadline: 6/18 to eecbg@energy.state.ca.us

1. Do you have energy reduction projects
identified to be funded?(es Yes) &No
= Type of Project
» Other (specify) _Youremergy-prejeet-
peepesal 4 SQUVATE YT Cosmd) 7o HAVE
». Stage of development ccadn/ exddver =017

« Projects identified, but supporting documentation ENGen/é

is Defyel developed, 4LREAY.
= Energy audit/feasibility study-in-pregress ¢s¥/ 7"

.. Estimated Project Costs:
= $2.5M — Long Term
= $0.5M — Short Term

« Do the proposals have match fundmg‘7

No match funds cm'renﬂy vldenuﬁed

Narisa Chu 06/17/09

CWLab Intornational Ltd.
| Innovation to Fruition D ,672/ N Cz) '\LQ“I/[ L eNVg :&*‘—mﬂhﬂ __
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(Continued) g

2. What barriers would limit your jurisdiction’s
participation in this program? #/¢ nE"

comﬁames submit' the/pro salLand{to
have cleaf guidelines fof préposal approval.
+. How can the Commission best “Level the

Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

. Other (specify) EC acts as a broker to
forge joint projects among various
jurisdictions and the industry, instead of a
judge in a competition.

Other Recommendations? No point of
running competition, every submission
should be accommodated through
prioritization or alliance. EC plays the role
of a match maker or a mentor.

Narisa Chu 06/17/09

| CWLab International Ltd.

htip://mail. google.com/mail/?ui=2& ik=fe1 7f6ccf5&view=att&th=121f4c7955a0ecof&atti... 6/18/2009
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Hetes Response to EECBG
Questlonnalre
(Continued)
+. Is your jurisdiction part of a partnership that
could apply for funding?

& Yes

What are the barriers to unllzmg partnerships? /\/ Q n/é_ |

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdiction
receiving direct awards from the DoE?

= Undecided/Need more information

- What types of partnerships would work best? Turn-
key solution at % of the cost charged to the large
jurisdiction

= How can the Energy Commission help foster
partncrshlps? EC serves asa match maker based on

b. How can the EC best encourage parlnershlps among
small jurisdictions?

Match proposals submitted from various small
jurisdictions. Conduct round-table sessions for in-depth
discussions.

. bttp//mail.google.com/mail/ui=2&ik=~fel 7f6ccf5 &view=attiih=121f4c79550eedf&atti .  6/18/2009
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Narisa Chu 06/17/09
CWLab International Ltd.
Do AN "%"m.z:m, T T7
Response to EECBG

Questlonnalre (continued)

s. What minimum funding amount could your
jurisdiction use to achieve meaningful
results? $500.000 |

s: What is an appropriate maximum funding
amount for projects? $2.5M

6. Would your projects create and retain direct
and indirect (suppliers who make materials)
jobs? &

Approximately how many for the 4 Quarter of
2009, 2010, 2011, and 20127 Example:

Your project 1: 4009 -10, 4010 -10, 4Q11 —
20. 4012 - 30

Your project 2: 4Q09 — 4, 40Q10—-10,4Q11 -
10, 4012 - 35

bitp://mail.google.com/mail/7ui=2&ik=fe1 7foccfS &view=att&th=12114¢c795520ee9f&atti ..  6/18/2009
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7. s your jurisdiction interested in a local
efficiency financing program for property

. 9
OWNETS ! V T

a) @Wm@geny
tax .

b) Locally generated program, or through “California
Communities” of the Treasurer’s Office.

Narisa Chu 06/17/09
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: Town of Portola Valley

Contact Person: ‘Uil

Phone Number: SIS
Email Address: e — e ——

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OYes [ No
a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
HVAC Modifications and Controls
Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify) _ Home Performance Assessment & Retrofit

rOoOooOooOoono

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

OO0

c. Estimated Project Costs: $

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

B No match funds currently identified



2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
B Other(s) (specify)

Limiting the funding to 35% of the project costs would be problematic as

the Town does not have funding to carry out this project.

i 8 How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

4, Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
BlYes [ No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
B Other(s) (specify) The 35% limit on funding would reduce the number

of small jurisdictions that are able to

participate and the viability of the partnership.



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
O No
Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_50,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? RlYes [l No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don’t have any information on how this would work.

OOO0OO0OO0

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: COU OTY  eF /‘%4; 2.1 AJ)

Contact Person: _-_—
Phone Number: - -
Email Address: NN, © S —

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ‘N,Yes O No

a. Type of Project
,Ef Lighting_Re@roﬁt and Controls - ?Az'“"'uzé_ tify—,‘—";é“grus,l_g f:?. S
O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals -
X HVAC Modifications and Controls sevema. #ZreIecTs IDEOT)EED
O Automated Energy Managgment Systems DiaTRA LTS 100 AaZin
O Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
O Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

X Other (specify) PV ProTecT=

b. Stage of Development

ﬁ, Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

ooQono

& !
Estimated Project Costs: $ 64 Micow For. BO PV Peofects
(REFPEE (ST ECBATE)
d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
X Utility Rebates
B Other (specify)  CRER < Auocanons Torocgve
O No match funds currently identified
y t4(, oo, 000

CEERs = Crwvan Renvgwarce goggerey Bouds



2.

What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
& Other(s) (spe‘cify)@ TIM Al (owsTRAIAIT — Aviocgnous

Forw (REBs Exrime Ar Tac Evo oF 2009.

@ Lack oF low H4rvei0e Fruer To Meer Cosr Comrer mvevsss

STAUIDAZDS A /QULEe=TED BY LEC,

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion | - $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
HYes [ No Marin EvEEeYy WaTen Partwersd P

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
[0 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No
K No THEN ARE SMAaER. THALU THE CovATY eorF Migiad

O Undecided/Need more information +_HAVE PeAauds Foe THEIRZ
DPizger <4w4mDs

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ ‘

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (sdpp!iers who make
materials) jobs? OYes [ No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation
O Established, but not yet operating
Under development: Planned implementation date: 2010
O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration. .
O Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www. e Do Aoy Wgur To Foses,
YET 7o PEEVEAT Coociny,
Contact Name and Phone Number: OF THE. CURBEMT Sorayp

Rty PR AR EZT .




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
'Questipnnaire for Small Cities and Counties
Name of City or County: “Town of Athector
Contact Person: _—_
Phone Number: __ (i ™
Email Address: _ iy

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identfified to be funded? RYes [ No

- —-4a. - Type ofProject- .-

0 Lighting Retrofit and Controls’
O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Sighals
[ HVAC Modificatiohs and Controls
O Automated Enengy Management Systems
[ ‘Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
O WaterNVastewater_System Probess and Controjs
X Other (specity)_Home Tty % “Waler Consecoatinn

b. Stage of Development

K| Shovel Ready Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost.esfimates, efo.) resaurces in place, all
- necessary. penmts/approvals and-awaiting funding. .
o Prqect(s) identified, but suppérting documentation is not yet developed.
O Energy aud:t/feaslbihty study’in progress.
O We haveideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
O We ne¢d technical assistance inf identifying potential projects.

c.  Estimated Project Costs: $_ 2.0, 000
d.  Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all-that apply)
O Existing: City/County Funds

O Utility Rebates
O Other {specify)

E[ No match funds currently identified



2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
& Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
R Other(s) (specify) “Town has no sakes tax Y’—C\I&Vld{ anA

a_Uwmiked de&h so We weed B0 Ze of Tuis peogromm b lee
funded poevs 2 Keavs.

3. How can the Energy Comm;ssuon best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

B Guaranteed formula-based allocatlons for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of fundmg {such as:very small
jurisdictions, economwally disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc

K. Other (specify) _Fund based Mm Carisa. 2iisSvs Thed

B - can, ke Lldminaked SVUL Lona Mm.'
If-competition is to be limited, what criferia should be usé&d?

cntenon p $Amount Set As:de
l@mns o - Pudsets LeSS *‘ﬂam lvml{ww ‘%“ﬁZDgr f@n‘v\ |
Tewas .mm hh.’/NST pzraf-’m {mzss:ms‘ 3‘5’@,2(3 pdr" o v[f
’7/wnf mm mmvm‘)\rc Proglams Ta% ﬂf"“”d 2
Other Recommeéndations?:.- 'Pf Wld—ﬂ ﬂRMM(Wb( Wf T(%LLM‘.’WM’ av‘@aﬂ?‘
A_,{ﬁmb\rc Progiam ku.x(lralh sh«red wn‘h/L st :

{wmm we wilh A»Q

4. Isyourcity/county part of a’'regional or local parthership that ¢ould ‘apply for funding?
KYes OONo

- What are the barriers to utllxzmg partnerships?
O No pariners availablefidentified
1 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
5q Other(s) (specify) _9£ CEC pnly 4@@(5 25 "Zo Taen

Thet 15 no¥ {mngk -lo enaple ws *f-a ivnplement e




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy? _
M, Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): jav\ \/\/\m“'*’t‘? (pmw%/
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes [ No
O No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? ?&r Lo L\ \ !/)5 L e "}w'e €in

——

1 ow V"ﬁ_3 \)}% > ;VW/\ : k e ~{ LL‘-C‘A\,k"e‘f\C”] eg ‘:‘—C.) OW(S
Dt € .
How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? 1?( O U &e. ec‘,bch[,h

U)\S(‘\ﬁ \\@ue(a’_ca,e N -(’(A'—QG’C,Z‘(\\W ?(‘QC?\,(C(W\S Ge {083 Lo

e IS « v
5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve

meaningful results? $_50 ~ £ 0D

 Whatis an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $_12-0,000 _oJe
M eaAS

6. Would your project(s) create and'retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? ®Yes O No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? G hec
\1 & ES ce.cee bt o eer—

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

[0 Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date: .
- . Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. e uyoudd (e

O No program exists or is under consideration. Yo have ke Jmk
p O Don't have any informatio\rﬂu on how this would work. busta (e o Stma
W ant C,oww*\f -{v T p L T Lund the EoS i+lonS

Program information can be accessed at www.

Gontact Name and Phone Nurnoer AN

OWY Cy\\)'foy-\vv\a_v\"\\n\.l ?CO“)CG’.MS COV\/\V\A‘\%‘C“&

{33

2009 Paoclraw\g Co v Pe S ecin

LIWW . OC\'G\G,P'\'DI’\C?( een , ne+—
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: C’f{»{ ot 'Q:#S‘

Contact Person: L
‘Phone Number: ___

Email Address: ___

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? [dYes m

: T f Project ‘
a ype of Proj O{“\W ( e,x?f'("'"_‘]
Lighting Retrofit and Controls ’ ;
Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 7‘/{’(1 /g%eg-’.’
HVAC Modifications and Controls ’pmaw .
Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify)

ooooooo

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

O Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

O Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific projeci(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

o Estimated Project Costs: $

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
? No match funds currently identified




0611212008

16:12 (City of Biggs (FAX)530 868 5239 " P.002/004

What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
@ Lack of Match Funding
R Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing erld" for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

M Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other {specify) :

If competition is to be limited, What criteria should be used?

Criterion . $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

B¥Yes CINo MNerdh  gPA

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners avallable/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




06i12/2009

16:12 City of Biggs (FAX)530 868 5239

P.003/004

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the

US Department of Energy?
K Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): /UCPA' J 7 xf

Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No

O Undecided/Need more information

Qpcﬁc'ﬁ‘kg jP 4

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $__§0,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $_ 3 OO;&DOO

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? [CIYes [ No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2008, 2010, 2011 and 20127

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

0O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development: Planned implementation date:
0O Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.

No program exists or is under consideration. The C:{.? ¢ nel~ & ban L.

O Don't have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:



EECBG Questionnaire

(Answers from CWLab International, Ltd., after speaking to a few small cities on the outskirt
of Los Angeles)

Date: June 18, 2009 Contact- NS Company: CWLab International, Ltd.

Email- R < SE

1. Doyou héve energy reduction projects identified to be funded? MYes [INo

a) Type of Project

M Other (specify) (1) High Efficiency Solar Cell Manufacturing, (2) Algae-MESH
Multi Source Energy Development

b) Stage of development
M Projects identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
M Energy audit/feasibility study in progress

c) Estimated Project Costs:
M $0.5M - High Efficiency Solar Cell Manufacturing
M $2.3M - Algae MESH Multi Source Energy Development

d) Do the proposals have match funding?

No match funds currently identified
2. What barriers would limit your jurisdiction’s participation in this program?

M Others (specify) Shortage of time to align for joint venture, to submit the proposal, and
to have clear guidelines from CA Energy Commission for proposal approval.

3. How can the Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or economically
challenged jurisdictions?

Other (specify) EC acts as a broker to forge [oint projects among various jurisdictions
and the industry, instead of EC acts as a judge in a competition.




Other Recommendations? Every submission should be accommodated through prioritization or
alliance. EC plays the role of a match maker or a mentor.

4, s your jurisdiction part of a partnership that could apply for funding?
MYes [No
What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?

M Other (specify) Need at Ieast 3 months to finalize partnerships. Notification from CAEC
was made on 6/3, proposal deadllne and criteria unknown to date.

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdiction receiving direct awards from the DoE?
M Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? Turn-key solution at ¥ of the cost charged to the
large jurisdiction

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? EC serves as a match maker based on
our specified needs or proposal submission.

a) How can the EC best encourage partnerships among small jurisdictions?

Match proposals submitted from various small jurisdictions. Conduct round-table
sessions for in-depth cost-benefit discussions.

5. What minimum funding amount could your jurisdiction use to achieve meaningful results?
$500,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $2.5M

6. Would your projects create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? M Yes

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011, and 2012?

Example:

High Efficiency Solar Cell Manufacturing: 4009 -10, 4010 -10, 4011 —-20, 4Q12 — 30,

depending on the market expansion, after 2012 the number of jobs created can be in
the hundreds.

Algae-MESH Development: 4Q09 - 4, 4Q10-10, 4Q11 -10, 4Q12 — 35; After

development is complete and proven, if chosen to manufacture locally, hundreds of jobs
can be created.




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County:  City of El Cerrito

Contact Person:
Phone Number: oA

Email Address:
1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? Yes

a. Type of Project

v Lighting Retrofit and Controls $ 32,000
v" Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals $175,000

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Auiomated Energy Management Systems

Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

Water/Wastewatler System Process and Controls
v' Other (specify)

v" Solar Thermal project on municipal Swim Center ~ $160,000
Solar PV project on City Hall 77
Early Retirement of Community Center Furnace ~ $ 30,000
Small Commercial Direct Install Program
(leveraged with PG&E’s Local Govt Partnership) $ 30,000
Residential Direct Install Program
(leveraged with PG&E’s Local Govt Partnership) $ 30,000

AN

N

b. Stage of Development

v Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy
savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary
permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

v" Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

v" Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific projeci(s) not yet identified.
Ve need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimated Project Costs: § 457,000 +
Combination of total project costs (not net of additional funding or rebates); Estimates

currently do not include Davis-Bacon wages.

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

v" Existing City/County Funds



v' Utility Rebates

v Other (specify) All of PG&E’s Local Government Partnership Direct Install Programs
are up and running, so all program auditing and project management costs are paid for
through Public Goods Charge Funds.
No match funds currently identified

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
Lack of ldentified Projecis
Lack of Match Funding
Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
v' Other: )

o For a detailed list of barriers, please see both the attached Joint Comments by
Alameda County, Albany, El Cerrito, Piedmont, and San Pablo; and the
individual comments of the City of El Cerrito.

o Combination of 65% funding match requirement and the “low-hanging fruit”
cost-effectiveness requirement may lead to too small a grant award to merit
administering the grant;

o Potential of a 3% administrative cost cap;

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or

economically challenged jurisdictions?

v" Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy efficiency

projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other methodology)
v Very small jurisdictions that would be eligible for too little money to make a

meaningful project could either jointly propose with other communities or a
special pool of funds and technical assistance could be set-aside. This is where a
CEC provided Small Communities Energy-Manager-At-Large program could be
very helpful in guiding these communities in identifying opportunities.

v Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rales, eic.)
Other (specify) e
If competition is ta be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion § Amount Set Aside
Other Recommendations?:

4. s your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
es

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?

No partners available/identified

Lack of resources/mechanisms to parlicipate

v" Other(s) (specify): Coordinating partnerships add to administrative costs. One partner will
have to be the prime contract holder for all other partnerships, which means that they will be
incwrring administrative risks and burdens for other jurisdictions. This is not insurmountable;
however, a 3%-5% cap on administrative costs makes meaningful partnerships less likely.



5. Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from
the US Department of Energy?
v' Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): Berkeley/ Oakland
v Partnership(s) currently exist? @&¥es : No
v" Through the PG&E Local Government Partnership, the East Bay Energy Watch,
several small East Bay jurisdictions meet regularly with other jurisdictions working
in the same partnership. To the extent that Berkeley and Oakland can use their
EECBG funds to create scalable programs that small jurisdictions can pay into, these
types of partnerships are valuable. But, these jurisdictions won’t be diverting any of
their funds to their small neighbors.
No
Undecided/Need mare information

VWhat t 'yp": of partnerships would work bes
rl’w' can the Energy Commissi

r parinerships?

6. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $175,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects?

$

7. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? &¥es Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010,
2011 and 20127

This is a hard question to answer. If the City gets funding to conduct energy efficiency
retrofits, solar thermal, and solar PV at all our facilities, we will be using local installation
contractors to complete the work. The Small Commercial Direct Install program also uses
local installation contractors. The Residential Direct Install program contains a jobs training
component and will hire youth and adults to train them in residential energy auditing.

1. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

lablished and in operalion
tablished, but not yet operating
Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
v No program exists or is under consideration.
Dor’t have any information on how this would work

Es
Es

Program information can be accessed al
Contact Name and Phone Number

Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18th by:



1. Scanning and emailing to
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304
3. Mailing to:

eecbg@energy.state.ca.us

California Energy Commission
Attn: EECBG Program
1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
Sacramento, CA 95814



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: Cv/fﬁ/ LJZ A%ﬁ%é’&//”j’

Contact Person: ”

Phone Number: __ (N

Email Address: #

1 Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? KYes O No

a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Moaodifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
Other (specify)

OoOoo0o0Ow.no

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

g Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimated Project Costs: $_ /. & M

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
O Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

& No match funds currently identified



What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
B Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

[3 Guaranteed formuia-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products.(based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?

HYes O No 7&4/@({)/4 WCEPA

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?

O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No

O No
ﬂ Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best? NCpL W{'é/ﬂéf)’
pgé/f C_pauier (il 4765 .

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $ {)4”}0/, oo

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ / " é M

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? IﬁYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 7?2

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

M Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at wwwm

Contact Name and Phone Number;

gooono
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Ame(ican Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Effi;ciency and Conservation Block Grant

Q;uestionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County:  Mc KN LEY V1L CommunTY_Seevices DIST.

Contact Person: ’_-(\ GIAL ~ I NTER MY
Phone Number: o

Email Address: o EG—GP S —

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? KYes [ONo

a. Type of Project

E{ Lighting Retrofit and Controls

O Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

O HVAC Modifications and Controls

0O, Automated Energy Management Systems

m’ Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

DZ( Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls
O Othern (specify)

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(ener'gy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

l{ PrOJect(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

a Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

0 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

c. Estimate!d Project Costs: $ 70,000~ 40 ano
d. Does thé city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)
|

O Existing City/County Funds

3, Utility Rebates

& Other (specify) _SERWCES  THSIRIC T RESERVES
O No match funds currently identified




2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
lg/Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

Other(s) (specify) _fisa . TRESEONSABLITY AFEMS
n MAKE OPIANIZATION INEFLICABWE EHR_ SoE
GPANT _ FUNDKG.

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology) '

O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

4, Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
es ONo

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O ,Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
& Other(s) (specify) _sieC1AL. SERVICES DISTRIT SECoUNTY oF
HOUMBOLTT




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
B’ Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes [ No
No

O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_50, and

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ ch: 00D

Would your project(s) creatg and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? COYes MNo -

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012’?

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

O Established and in operation

O Established, but not yet operating

O Under development. Planned implementation date:
O ,Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
MNo program exists or is under consideration.

O Don't have any information ori how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

- Contact Name and Phone Number:




California Energy Commission
Joint IEPR/Siting Committee Workshop

Framework for Evaluating Greenhouse Gas Implications of

9:00

9:05

9:15

9:20

Natural Gas-Fired Power Plants in California
June 23, 2009

AGENDA

Introduction
Suzanne Korosec, IEPR Lead

Opening Comments
Jeffrey Byron, Commissioner
James Boyd, Vice Chair
Karen Douglas, Chairman

Overview and Goals for Today’s Workshop

Dale Edwards, Transmission Corridor Designation Unit

Presentations Related to MRW’s Consultant Report: Framework for
Evaluating Greenhouse Gas Implications of Natural Gas-Fired Power Plants
in California

Mike Jaske, Senior Policy Analyst — Overview of Committee Decision/Report
concluding the GHG Oll

Steve McClary, MRW & Associates — Overview of draft Framework Report

David Hawkins, California Independent System Operator — Status of renewable
integration studies, and perspective on MRW report

Nancy Ryan, California Public Utilities Commission — GHG relative to the
procurement process

Kevin Kennedy, California Air Resources Board — Overview of how CARB views
the electric generation system from the GHG perspective




10:45 Panel Discussion: (Moderator: Dick Ratliff)

Background: Based on input received at the GHG Oll workshops held in October and
November 2008, and the MRW Framework Report, staff has prepared a set of 10
questions for an invited panel to discuss (see attached). The panel members are:

Will Rostov, staff attorney, Earthjustice (confirmed)
Noah Long, Natural Resources Defense Council (confirmed)

Matt Barmack, Calpine Corporation for Independent Energy Producers
(confirmed)

Mark Minnick, Southern California Edison (invited)

Scott Galati, attorney for Pacific Gas and Electric (confirmed)

Nancy Ryan, California Public Utilities Commission (confirmed)

David Hawkins, California Independent System Operator (confirmed)
Obadiah Bartholomy, Sacramento Municipal Utility District (confirmed)
Rob Anderson, San Diego Gas and Electric (confirmed)

12:30 — 1:30 — Lunch (If deemed necessary, the panel discussion may continue till
1:00, or it may be continued after lunch.)

1:30 — 3:00 — Public Comment and Response to Staff Proposed Questions

B Closing Remarks



Questions for the panel:

1.

Chapter 7 of the GHG Framework Report identifies five roles new gas-fired power

plants may fill given the state's current environmental and energy goals. Three of

these are related to local reliability or operating characteristics needed by the electric

system in increasing amounts as greater levels of reliance upon renewable

generation takes place.

a) Do the system operators agree that these are roles that gas-fired power plants
will fill in the near and medium term?

b) Are there other roles that are not described in Chapter 7 that should be added?

c) Should standardized definitions of plant attributes be developed? What agency or
source should be relied upon for determining standardized definitions? Chapter 7
provides definitions that are drawn for CAISO'’s tariff. Are these definitions
sufficient?

d) What is the relative importance of the five roles?

Are there characteristics of plants using fuels other than natural gas (e.g. biomass)
that should be considered in terms of their impact on GHG emissions?

Do the Policy-Driven Futures identified in Chapter 6 of the GHG Framework Report
adequately describe the likely range of resource development trajectories over the
next 12 years, and if so do they correctly capture the GHG emission implications of
those futures?

. Are the identified Policy-Driven Futures an appropriate range of possible future

alternatives?

The GHG Framework Report suggests extensive modeling would be necessary to
understand precisely how the net GHG emissions of the electric system would
change under various specified future conditions. However, the report authors
expect that net GHG emissions will decline under the following futures:

a) The addition of new gas-fired power plants to the extent necessary to permit the
penetration of renewable generation to the 33 percent target.

b) The addition of new gas-fired power plants improving the overall efficiency of the
electric system.

c) The addition of a new gas-fired power plant or modernization/repowering of
existing capacity serving load growth or capacity needs more efficiently than the
existing fleet.

Is this a reasonable conclusion?



6. Assuming that the roles identified in Chapter 7 of the GHG Framework Report are
valid, how are utilities and others responsible for long-term resource additions going
to assure that generating resources with such qualities are developed?

7. How has the CPUC directed I0Us to evaluate the GHG emissions of power plant
contracts in its LTPP decisions, or through other means, in constructing RFOs or in
evaluating bids submitted into RFOs?

8. To what extent are expected GHG emissions taken into account in procurement or
project development processes?
a) From the project developer perspective?
b) From the IOU perspective, following CPUC procurement guidance?
c) From the POU perspective, satisfying its own GHG emission policies or
applicable mandates from the State of California?
d) From the electric service provider perspective?

9. The GHG Framework Report suggests that the role of a power plant applying for a
license at the Energy Commission be considered in assessing its likely GHG
emissions, but how the expected role(s) that might be played by a given power plant
with a specified technology would be determined is unclear.

a) What evidence should be presented in an individual power plant licensing case to
confirm that a proposed power plant intends, or can be expected, to fulfill one or
more roles?

b) To what extent would long-term contract(s) with load serving entities help to
establish that a power plant is intended to play one or more roles?

c) Assuming typical long-term contracts between merchant power plants and
investor-owned utilities extend 10 years, how would one or more roles be
identified for the proposed power plant after an initial contract was completed?

10.From a GHG emissions perspective, the GHG Framework Report appears to
reinforce the Energy Commission Siting Committee report (CEC-700-2009-004,

March 2009) that power plants should be examined as elements of the overall

electricity system and not as stand-alone facilities that can be examined separately.

a) Does the CAISO interconnection process for major projects also analyze a
specific facility in the context of its impact on the system?

b) Do the procurement rules established by the CPUC for IOUs in determining “net
short” positions forward in time examine specific project output in the context of a
portfolio of projects satisfying total requirements?

c) How do specific contracts submitted for approval by the CPUC satisfy overall
IOU resource needs to serve end-user energy demand reliably?



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: Mendocino County
Contact Person: iigiiih

Renewable Energy Development Institute

Mendocino County Enerii Watch Partnership

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? Yes

a.
v

AN N N AN

Type of Project

Infrastructure development for core established programs in residential and

commercial energy and water efficiency programs. (Cost effectiveness will be

achieved through aggressive resource and program leveraging.) This strategy will

expand existing programs and create trained positions in each of the participating

jurisdictions.

I. Audits

i. Financing

il Training

iv. Tracking

Lighting Retrofit and controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

Automated Energy Management System upgrades

Water/Wastewater System Process and VFD controls

Other:

I; Greenhouse gas inventory and greenhouse gas reduction plans (in various
stages of development among the entities comprising this application

i. We have a municipal utility in the most densely populated regiori in the county
and have some projects that are particular to strengthening the barriers they

have experienced through reliance on ratepayer funds to achieve some of their



energy efficiency goals. Many of these needs can be achieved through the
state whole house retrofit and commercial programs the CEC will be offering.

ii. Each entity within this application will be determining which projects are
feasible within the anticipated budgets (as projected by the large jurisdiction
allocations) to achieve meaningful energy and water efficiency improvements
and address each communities needs. This will establish a foundation upon
which to build demand reduction and conservation measures, coupled with
renewable on-site energy generation.

iv. Revolving loan fund to match customer cost in installations after
incentives/rebates (previously used RDA funds and private funds, but due to
state budget and economy these funds are rapidly diminishing).

b. Stage of Development
= Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place 15%
» Projects identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed 25%
» Energy audit/feasibility study in progress 30%
=  We need technical assistance in performing some of our audits, as some
projects are with the municipal utility district and there are not sufficient human
resources to perform the audits. Many of the “low hanging fruit” projects have
been completed. 30%
c. Estimated Project Costs -- Some of the projects preliminarily identified include:
= Most jurisdictions would like to address street lights and traffic signals, and will
utilize rebates from PG&E’s new program next month (currently being audited)
= Two large buildings need upgrades to their automated control systems $60K
» Water meter replacement UAF 24% $50K
= AC replacements (8 Ukiah convention center/detention center) with >SEER 13
units in compliance with Title 24

= Social Services. Roof (cool roof) $80K

= Commercial Lighting Install program (PG&E) customer cost matching revolving
loan fund, $344K identified projects with 1.2 MWh reduction, $200K customer
cost, $100K RLF, $100K = 1.2 MWh demand reduction with less than two
year customer payback cycle.
d. Does the city/county have match funding available?
v' Utility Rebates



v' There are several opportunities that exist through leveraged programs that we

currently participate in, or plan to, when available, including:

vi.

Vii.

viil.

iX.

CPUC Local Government Partnership Direct Install and Marketing,
Education and Outreach programs for PG&E territories. PG&E has
recently established a local government partnership in Mendocino
County with the Community Development Commission, the local
housing authority and one of the NGOs participating in this application.
This opportunity has reduced many of the barriers to participating in a
full portfolio of IOU energy efficiency programs

USDA Rural Communities Preservation & REAP (In process)
Mendocino County Water Agency (the special district that would
potentially raise an AB 811 program in response to water shortages and
a shared water supply with Sonoma County)

Home Energy Link Program (HELP), an existing outreach program that
enrolls low- and moderate-income residents in energy and water
efficiency programs, and tracks all program results and greenhouse gas
reduction measures for the local jurisdictions. The Renewable Energy
Development Institute (REDI), the other NGO participating in this
application is the program implementer that develops financing vehicles
and markets a number of commercial and residential energy and water
efficiency programs for Mendocino County and the region.

LIHEAP & LIEE residential weatherization programs

Solar Living Institute solar installation training center (partner in
Richmond Build project)

Future CEC residential and commercial programs following DOE
approval; MASH (PG&E) & NSHP (CEC-existing) — potential projects
ID'd

PG&E Small Business Energy Alliance commercial lighting & AC tune-
up program. The LGP and REDI provide the marketing for this program
and develop financing programs to support implementation.

Utility Rebates for those measures determined to be cost effective by
CPUC for commercial, industrial/agricultural, residential appliance
rebates, etc.

Application to CSD by local ILIHEAP provider for special project low-

income solar program



Xi. AB 811 funds (in development) ‘

Xii. Economic Localization Fund, a microloan fund utilized as a revolving
loan fund for energy and water efficiency installations. This provides an
opportunity for banks, business and local individuals to match seed

capital.

v We would like to clarify that any match funds required as a direct contribution of

county or city budgets will make participation in these much needed programs nearly

impossible. It is our anticipation that these implementations will reduce the energy

burden of these already strapped budgets.

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
v Other (specify):

Our joint application includes a jurisdiction that is a municipal utility district,
with limited ratepayer funds allocated to provide leveraged utility rebates in the
most densely populated region in the county. There are a large portion of
county and state buildings within this jurisdiction that have lacked rebate funds
to make inroads in some of the larger measure installations. EECBG funds
may provide the matching funds that utility rebates offer to make these
installations feasible.

Rural areas tend to be small and low-density populations. The cities and
county of Mendocino are working together to develop a regional partnership

combining resources to achieve cost-effective implementation levels.

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small

and/or economically challenged jurisdictions? A per capita allocation of

$11/person would suffice, or

Develop a rural cost adjustment factor that addresses:

Cost of Living

Geographic territory and density ratios (perhaps population/square mile)
Number of funded entities and jurisdictions that exist within the rural counties.
Rural counties and smaller cities traditionally have less tax base revenue
resources.

GDP

Refer to Regional Council of Rural Communities, and California Alternative
Energy and Advanced Transportation Financing Authorities criterion and

guidelines.



4. |s your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for
funding? Yes, 4 cities, unincorporated county and 2 NGOs.
What are the obstacles that we have to address utilizing this multijurisdictional
partnership?

=  Other (specify): Lack of leveraged program options for the municipal utility in
comparison to I0U rebates and programs.

= Several jurisdictions have previously lacked the resources to participate in
some of the energy efficiency programs and have comprehensive needs.

» Several jurisdictions have critical issues pertaining to water supply and
antiquated delivery systems. With many jurisdictions, and limited funding
(potentially 266 candidates vying for $29 million) these needs cannot be
adequately addressed through this program. Many jurisdictions have
attempted to participate in ARRA programs and Drinking Water RLF to no
avail due to technical assistance limitations and lack of staff resources to
compete. While identified projects will reduce energy costs, there is little water
savings available with lack of leveraged opportunities.

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards
from the US DOE? Yes

=  Sonoma, Humboldt, Mendocino and Lake Counties have preliminarily
discussed the potential of such a collaboration. We have all supported each
other informally for some time and are interested in creating a regional effort if
funding supports regional multijurisdictional collaboration. We would still
require some funding specific to Mendocino County in order to participate as a
healthy multijurisdictional entity in any regional collaboration.

What types of partnerships would work best? Partnerships that support
collaborative projects with regional reduction strategies. Training programs and
employment opportunities would be most productive for our region. There would need
to be some funds to accommodate increased administrative costs, but the potential
for comprehensive resource sharing, training, financing and tracking far outweigh the
additional administrative burden.

Among our four counties in this region, Sonoma, Mendocino, Lake and Humboldt,
each county has made some inroads in energy efficiency in various sectors.
Humboldt has made tremendous strides with their commercial demand management
programs. Mendocino County has had a three year core program of an energy and

water efficiency marketing, education and outreach program to enroll households in



I_LIHEAP and various PG&E programs, as well as develop residential efficiency
programs with local government entities. Sonoma County has developed an AB 811
program Sonoma County Energy Independence Program, that has been very well
received in Sonoma County. In Mendocino County we are collaborating with Sonoma
County on the Home Energy Link Program, and other programs that might leverage
energy efficiency installations on their AB 811 applications, and provide a possible
vehicle to track demand reduction. Humboldt County has been instrumental in
guiding Mendocino and Lake County in establishing contractor implementer training
for commercial demand reduction program, PG&E’s Small Business Energy Alliance.
The third-party administrator, The Energy Alliance Association (TEAA) is a Sonoma
County firm that works with Mendocino County and Lake. Each county has a
municipal utility district faced with the same challenges.

Any programs that make collaboration, rather than competition, a positive funding
criterion, would make regional collaboration among small, disadvantaged

communities and larger jurisdictions possible.

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to
achieve meaningful results? With 5 jurisdictions, some challenged, and 90,000
residents, $600,000-800,000 would be necessary $120,000-160,000 per jurisdiction
to cover basic needs like street lights, some processes, and core infrastructure
building upon which to develop leveraged programs such as the CEC state home
retrofit and commercial programs being proposed, as well as IOU programs where
available.

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? With $29 million
and 266 eligible candidates, it is difficult to determine this number. The candidates
that are competing for these limited funds are perhaps the most disadvantaged
communities requiring the most work with the least amount of funds or resources to
develop demand reduction programs.

Would your projects create and retain direct and indirect jobs? Yes
Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 an 2012? A
minimum of 4, 10, 12, 16, respectively.

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners
in making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years

through property tax assessments or similar mechanism (AB 811)? Yes



P

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

gfficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Energy

aestionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Phe

4 Address: ‘“‘

Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? MYes O No
a. Type of Project

O Lighting Retrofit and Controls

& Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

O, HVAC Modifications and Controls

E( Automated Energy Management Systems

M Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

& Other (specify) (Weatheyiz ation)

b. Stage of Development

™ Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

i Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

O We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

0O We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

G Estimated Project Costs: $ < 2,000, 000 - atl ()Vci)er/ts
d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)
& Existing City/County Funds— l\nutecl/

& Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)

O No match funds currently identified




= Under development: Planned implementation date: Possible second quarter
2010.
We have been discussing the possibility of a regional partnership with Sonoma
County between several surrounding jurisdictions that are interested in joining
SCEIP. It has been discussed with Rod Dole that this could be a possibility in the
earlier part of 2010 with an MOA with Mendocino County Tax Assessor. If this is
not plausible, several healthy local banks have been approached with favorable
response. It is feasible to say that such a program will be launched in the earlier
quarters of 2010.

Contact Name and Phone Number: SuaatalllllERE>

Mendocino County

R

Auditor/Treasurer/Tax Collector
Sonoma County

CEC can support regional AB 811 program development by:
Provide up front funds to cover administration and set up costs
. Provide a revolving loan fund upon which loans can be aggregated and sold on

bond market (or perhaps a match with.private capital) to create interim financing

3. Loan guarantee program to cover defaults

4. Assisting in developing tracking systems for demand reduction, efficiency

baselines, verification and greenhouse gas reductions.
. Funds to subsidize HERS | (and when Bill is ready, HERS II) audits to promote
efficiency with renewable installations and meaningful baseline and reduction

values




Name of City or County:
Contact Person:
Phone Number:
Email Address: .

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties
CITYOF TAFT

Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? Yes

a. Type of Project

LA Ak s

b.

=E=IENEN

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

Other (specify) SOLAR INSTALLATION FOR WWTP AND FIVE (5) MUNICIPAL BUILDINGS

Other (specify) PURPLE PIPE SYSTEM FOR CITY GREEN SPACES, SUCH AS TRAILS AND
PARKS

Stage of Development

Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy savings
estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary permits/approvals and
awaiting funding.
Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. PURPLE PIPE
SYSTEM

Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

Estimated Project Costs: $ 9,060,275

. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

Existing City/County Funds

Utility Rebates
Other (specify)
No match funds currently identified




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: = _City of Ukiah

Contact Person: N
Phone Number: .

Email Address: T

1 Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? EYes [ No

a. Type of Project

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems

Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps

Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

Other (specify) _Residential and commercial epergy efficiency projects

BEROBRBOO

b. Stage of Development

O Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

O00O®

C. Estimated Project Costs: $11, 500,000

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O Existing City/County Funds
K Utility Rebates
O Other (specify)
B No match funds currently identified




2. What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of ldentified Projects
& Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources

™ Other(s) specxfy) “Tunabil n\dj Mﬁlﬁﬁ:&‘%

Sﬂ&\/ Jb a,obhca;(:w—vo

3. How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field" for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?

O Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiengy projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

m/ Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

: . ' 2
Econoniie) Tndicadovs! Wt pbloss cie.)

(53983/13?!45@;%%’ funelo

Other Recommendations?:

4. &{your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
Yes 0O No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
0, Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate

o Other(s) (specify) {sack. OF hike Dvo.eots‘b be. *QJMMQOL
CNesxiew 0f ancthey Loyf \H/uuouﬁt
—«h/r.XMoX 10 olsivib Sunvols ;ME,LB bUSLS .




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
of Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _Goauy Of Shaste

Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes O No 0 (Quka,of Re. .
O No edm/wa/

O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? :(;AQ veose , clueckt
techwical Geesia nce e Qo nesleps.

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? §_t; 000, 000 f C{Jta,
What is an approprlate maximum funding amount for prOJects7 $ dx—FFeve«t
Sumaan oV
tov o
W%QOF&%/61~ L"ﬂ""%m 2(2-5‘3 °°° S, po Jdaries: & ohéjsooo,
6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and mdlrect (supphers who make ‘

materials) jobs? es O No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009 2010, 2011 and 20127 Each Pvo Jex":f‘
1S di-ffevevt (i latbov |motevials quements anct Mw—&m :

suppleens| \obs tso(e(xw\okewt O pydtecks dauelacl .

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

[0 Established and in operation
D Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
B/Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
O No program exists or is under consideration.
O Don’t have any information on how this would work.

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




What barriers limit your participation in this program?
0O Lack of Identified Projects
i Lack of Match Funding
& Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
O Other(s) (specify)

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field" for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions? '

K Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)

0O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)

O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Other Recommendations?:

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
idYes OONo jpa - Northern California Power Agency (NCPA)

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
O No partners available/identified
O Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
0O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
Kl Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? COYes @& No
O No
O Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful resuits? $7,000,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $11,500,000

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? KYes [0 No

Approximately how many for the 4" Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 201279 10

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don’t have any information on how this would work.

OOoEOoO00

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:




American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties

Name of City or County: City of Wildomar

Contact Person: T

Phone Number: )
Email Address: .

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? RYes [ No

a.

Type of Project

ROOOOR K

Lighting Retrofit and Controls

Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

HVAC Modifications and Controls

Automated Energy Management Systems

Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls

Other (specify) Public Outreach Programs

Stage of Development

O

OO0

Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.

Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.

Estimated Project Costs: $ To Be Determined

Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply)

O
O
O

Existing City/County Funds
Utility Rebates
Other (specify)

No match funds currently identified



2.

What barriers limit your participation in this program?
O Lack of Identified Projects
O Lack of Match Funding
O Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
® Other(s) (specify) _None.

How can the Energy Commission best “Level the Playing Field” for small and/or
economically challenged jurisdictions?
® Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other
methodology)
O Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.)
O Other (specify)

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside

Population Formula Determined by Population

Other Recommendations?: Use the latest US Department of Finance

population figures for population estimates. Do not use 2000 census

as it 1s dated.

Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
OYes [ No

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
No partners available/identified
® Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
O Other(s) (specify)




Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the
US Department of Energy?
O Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
Partnership(s) currently exist? OYes 0O No
O No
K Undecided/Need more information

What types of partnerships would work best?

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?

What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
meaningful results? $_100,000

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 400,000

Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make
materials) jobs? KlYes O No

Approximately how many for the 4™ Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? 8

Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?

Established and in operation

Established, but not yet operating

Under development: Planned implementation date:
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
No program exists or is under consideration.

Don’t have any information on how this would work.

REOOOO

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number:






