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From: "Minter, George I" <GIMinter@semprautilities.com>

Date: August 2, 2018 at 1:228:56 PM PDT

To: Undisclosed recipients:;

Subject: Building Decarbonization -- RNG Pathway most cost effective, and realizable!

| thought | would share with you an important new study on building decarbonization strategies. While
some policy leaders focus on electrifying all buildings to meet California’s future climate change goals, a
new analysis documents another, more effective and less costly pathway — deploying renewable gas for
current gas uses in the building sector. This is particularly important given such high support and consumer
demand for gas in the home and in business.

We asked the consulting firm Navigant to look at the electrification of residential and commercial buildings,
and answer the question: How much renewable gas (RNG) would be needed to achieve the same amount
of GHG reductions as would building electrification being proposed by some environmental and public
policy leaders.

Results suggest that there is no need to electrify California’s building sector in order to meet state climate
goals. The study concluded that renewable gas should be considered for the state’s low carbon building
strategy. It shows that replacing just 16% percent of traditional natural gas with renewable gas achieves the
same GHG reductions as electrifying 100% of California’s buildings by 2030!
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