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Name Organization Name E-mail Date Comments/Questions Replied to? 
Comment or 
Question 

Jamie Hall CALSTART  4/27/2009 

o e s 
a e e e 

We recommend that th 
funds t  proj cts that c 
California landfills, dai 

e Energy 
an captur 

ries, nd w

 Commission allocate some 
e and u e methane from 
astewat r tr atm nt plants. 

y C 

Stephen Miller Strategic E 
Innovat 

nergy 
ions  4/27/2009 

o n h e 
o s o 

e 
g u 

e e 
partnerships p a 

d to s distribute 
m 

We feel strongly that t 
following p i ts w en 
• L cally sourced, pers 
materialize sol ly thro 
area job creation are r 
partnerships dedicated 

are positi 
distribute the program the programs 
and career/job place 

he Comm 
d velopin 
istent gre 

ugh ad ho 
e ional/st
 to this ob 

oned to b 
s an ol and tools 
ent. 

ission should consider the 
g its guidelines for funding: 
en ector jobs w n’t 
c project funding.• Critical to 
atewide p blic-private 
j ctiv .• Once in place, these 

est design, develo nd 
s that upport guided training that support guided training 

y C 

Courtney B 
Kalashian 

Paul Johnso 

. 

n 
SJVCEO 

 

 

 4/28/2009 

n 
e 

t r 
e n 

t e e o 
t n a e 

We recommend that th 
when developing its gu 
• Fu ding provided thr 
both short term and lo 
state and i s esidents 
• R gio al approaches 
to achieve the balance 
erm n eds and intere 

a focal point for the St 

e CEC co 
idelines f 

ough thes 
ng-term n 
.
 and orga 
between 

sts.• Th  S 
a e’s effor 

nsider the following factors 
or funding: 
e programs should balance 
eds and interests of the 

nizations are well positioned 
 these short-term and long-
an Joaquin Valley sh uld be 

ts to demo str t  how this 

n n e 
ARRA funding can be 
short-term a d lo g-t 

used to a 
rm needs 

chieve this balance between 
 and interests. 

y C 



 
 

  

 

  
 

 
  

 

Veronica Ruiz City of San Marino  
 5/11/2009 

o e o n 
a s 

a e 
s  t g 

a s 

o g 
l e y 

a re 
p m e g 

e 
e h 

o 
i a 

r 
t r t 

e 

The City of San Marin 
California Energy Com 
and l w inter st loan (

 project that i  basica 
system is 60 to 80 ye 
and part for he existi 
manuf ctured.  We e 
from high voltage and 
v ltage. This will reduc 
and will require ess m 

pproximately 1,900 s 
re lace ent.  We hav 
lights(1/4 of the City). 
remaining stre t lights 
to complete this conve 
The City is will ng to o 
is completed. The City 
California'sinfrastruc u 
provide input onthe de 

o is intere 
mission t 
@3.95%) 
lly shovel 
rs old, the 
ng street 
eking to c 
upgrade t 
e the use 
aintenanc 
treet lights 
e d si ne
 There ar 
t at requ 
rsion is es 

ffer a matc
 of San M 
re and ap 
v lopmen 

sted in working with the 
o obtain a combination grant 
.  The City f Sa  Marino has 
 ready.  The City's street light 
 lights are nergy inefficient 

lights are no lon er being 
onvert the existing system 
he wiring system to allow low 
 of ener y by at least 80% 
e to th  s stem.  There are 
 within the City that requi 

d and converted 475 street 
 approximately 1,425 

ire conversion. The total cost 
timated to be $8 milli n. 
h e ch year until the project 
arino suppo ts investment in 
p eciates the opportunity o  
t of program guidelines. 

y C 



     

   

 
 

  

 

 

   
   

   
 

 
 

  

 

    

 

 
 

  

Kent Steffens City of Menlo Park  
 5/11/2009 

i l 
fund o e 

n s m t 
s c o 

c s 
t o t

 f 

smaller cities 
o t 

n e o 
e e 

e n 
o o 

i t 
i e is t a a 
s 

1)  Population-base 
the 
programs being consid 
funds going to admin s 

ed relatively quick 
and create jobs. This 
si ce it was used for la 
oli itation with sc rin 

extensive application p 
to apply with an uncer 
he States administrat 

time before funds coul 
funding pot or smaller 
smaller cities and set p 

that are 
low interest loans.  Lo 
possibilities me tioned 
dept to h lp stimulat 
agreements and would 
who gets a loan.  This 
create jobs in my op n 
planning to ssue dept 
interest rate .  This wo 
generate new projects 

d formula 

ered.  It w 
tration an 
ly in rder 
proposal s 
rger citie 

g and rank 
rocesses 

tain outco 
ive c s s a 
d be mad
 jurisdictio 
roportion 

eligible. 4) 
w interest 
.  No city 
the econo
 r sult i

 would no 
ion - only 
 would con 
uld be ve 
.  Significa

 grants.  This is the best of 

ill result in a minimum of 
d will al ow projects to be
 to stimulate th  economy 
eems the most equitable 
. 2)     Co pe itive 
ing. Acceptable but requires 
 and costs incurred by cities 
me. This would also in rea e 
nd increase the length of 

e available. 3)     Separate 
ns.  OK if preferred by 
al to the population of the 

Combination of grants and 
loans are the w rst of he 
should b  required t  go into 
my.  Loans require complex 
a slow process to consider 
t stimulate the ec n my or 
hose jurisdictions already 
sid r th  if i  is at ttr ctive 

ry unlikely to actually 
nt administrative processes y C 

Bryan 
Montgomery City of Oakley  51/13/09 e h 

ou a 

The City of Oakley rec 
be selected.This appro 
r sources at t e city a 
enc rages EACH city 

ommends 
ach minim 

nd statele
 to p rtici

 that Conceptual Program #1 
izes time and staff 

vel. It is simple and also 
pate. y C 



  

 
 

 
  

  

  
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Nick Goodwin Nick Goodwin Self  5/13/2009 

n o 

e i n n 

s a 

e a e a 

t e 
n e 

e e e 

h d 
a 

a a e i 
a a 

e 
o o 

n l u 

g 
e 

n e 
e ul 

We know that right no 
admi ister the ARRA p 
SELF ECO CONSULT 
sustainable energy thr 
renewables.  We work 
overseeing financing, 
design. We are aware 
encourag  individu ls 
transition to sustainab 
he rebates and step p 

substantial e ough or 
industry ne ds incenti 
– and they need 
to be in place over the 
at the same rate or ig 
capability to transition 
C lifornia will lso allo 
a great s vings becau 
to pay t+E16he cost o 
s lution: renovating r 
per an um, and makin 
Upgrading 
existin  homes is a hu 
incrementally - 2% a y 
I sisting on new builds 
see immediat  res ts 

w you are 
rograms. 
ING helps 
ough ne
 as a cons 
in t llation
 that the s 
and busin 
le energy 
rograms a 
permanen 
v s to b

 long term 
her will tr 
to sustain 
w us to ke 
se we won 
f transport
 replacing 
g al  new 

ge challen 
ear will ha
 being ‘gr 

.

 developing the programs to 
Our c mpany, GOODWIN 
 transition businesses to 

rgy effic e cy a d 
ulting energy manger 
 and 

ingle most significant way to 
ess s in Californi  to 
is through the CSI. At present 
re only teas rs. They’re not 
t nough to be valid. The 

high – a minimum of 22 kWh 

. In addition, Feed-in-Tariffs 
ansform people’s esire and 

ble energy.  FIT’s in 
ep nergy local wh ch means 
’t need a huge grid nor h ve 

ing nergy. Finally, the 2% 
 just 2% of the building stock 
b ilds zero energy buildings. 

ge - but it can be done 
v  the desired effect. 
een from th  ground’ up will 

y C 



 

 

 

 

  
  

 
  

 

  

 

  

  
 

  
 

 

 

 

 

Tim Holmes  5/13/2009 

o 
an 

a e 

e e t 
e

 t
 e s 

o o o e n 
e 

e i 
r e 

a e e e s oo 
l t o d 

a r 
n d a e 

I am unique in respect 
EECBG.  I am  a cons 
products or contractor 
numerous public gen 
renewable energy.  W 
mor  div rse and com 
seems that it would sa 
money o each entity b 
could use your xperti 
t ols that c ntrol wha 
basic ideas are: Requ 
any proj ct.  Require t 
facility energy use  so 
l ter. D v lop a life cy 
financing inputs, that a 
into Net Present V lue 
can think of a umber 

 to my com 
ultant and 
s.  As 
cies on bo 
orking wit 
plex than 
v  money 
ased on p 

se to esta 
t pr j cts 
ire some l 
hat solar p 
there is o 
cl  co t t 
l ows all p
 and Inte 
of a dition 

ments on how to apply the 
 have n  affiliations with 
engineer I work directly for 
th  en rgy efficiency and 
h small entities is actually 
 working wi h large ones. It 
and effort  if you gave the 
er capita basis.  Then  you 

blish guideline  and develop 
are impleme ted. Some 
ev l of matching funds for 
rojects are s zed at ~70% of 
om to do nergy efficiency 

l, with basic cost and 
rojec s to be br ken own 
nal Rate or Return metrics. I 
al ide s if you are int rested. 

y C 

Michele 
Rodriguez, AICP ICF Jones & Stokes  5/11/2009 

a d o 
d 

a 

n 
i s n 

n  t 
a a e 

o n 

be 

I attended the ARRA w 
w nte  to follow-up wi 
program demands you 
the ARRA funding.  I’m 
the City of Hayward 
http://www.ci.hayward 
%20Draft%20CAP%2 
mentioned, the Climat 
of ex sting conditions o 
water, waste, and ene 
T rgets re establish 
Plan goal usually 15% 
SB 375 goals that cou 
be supported.supported. 

orkshop 
th you n 
 are curre
 attachin 

.ca.us/CA 
0-%20enti 
e Action P 
f municip 

rgy a d co 
d for redu
 reduction 
nty or reg 

yesterday in Sacramento, and 
a few items.  issues, and 
ntly deadline with relate  to 
g a Climate Action Pl n from 

P08/pdfs/2009/1%20-
re%20document.pdf. As I 
lan includes a  assessment 
al and public tran portatio , 
mpares that o AB 32 goals. 

ction to the CARB Scoping 
.  I rec mmend that give  the 
ion-wide Climate Action Plans 

y C 



 

 

  
  

 
 

 

 

Please review our com ments re garding the type of projects 
e e h that possibly might no t b  fund d throug  the EECBG for 

t small Cities and Coun ies. Lette r to CEC 5-8-09.pdf 
Van A. Boec 

P.E. 
k, Yuba City  5/18/2009 

y C 

Steve Rogers Town of Yountville  5/13/2009 

n o i e 
s 

a t st m 
o i 

a e 
h a 

o 
e , 

Of concern to small co 
and burde f a cumb 
potential projects.  In m 
lean st ff with li tle ext 
application process.  I 
of expectations and th 
determine if the dmin 
example, wit  a popul 
are looking at only $21 
to implement s me of 
facilitat  purchase of a 

mmunitie 
ersome gr 

ost case 
ra aff to 
 would stro 
e process 
istrativ  c 
ation of 3, 
,300.  Th 
the ideas 
n alternat

s is the administrative cost 
ant applicat on proc ss for 
s, smaller communitie  have 
co mit to potential grant 
ngly enc urage dentification 

 so that each community can 
osts associated with d.  For 
300 t $7.00 per capita we 
is is not a large sum of money 
you mentioned, but it could 
ive fuel vehicle feasibility 

o a e 
r 

a n 

study of solar on T wn 
not cumbersome and 
a larger allocation than 
combination of grants 
as a sol r i stallation a 
attractive.  

 H ll, etc. 
burdensom
 $7.00 pe 

and low in 
t the sew 

 as long as th  program is 
e.  We would not a gue with 

r  capita either. A 
terest loans for projects such 
er plant would be very 

y C 



  

  
 

 

 

 

 
  

 
  

 

 
 

 

  

 

 

Patrick Foley City of Laguna woods  5/13/2009 

e f r he 
c n y s 

m 
p n

 thes e e nd o 
e a 

en w 
d 

o e 
m d 

t a o 
i 

On behalf of the City o 
the following commen 
b ing considered by th 
Ameri a  Recover  an 
s all cities(under 35,0 
200,000 in population) 
This is the simplest, ef 
getting e much n 
counties. Th  precede 
the Federal Departm 
funds irectly to the la 
capita formula. Based 
the Com ission for i 
estimated that each sm 
approxima ely $7.00 p 
formula grant. This allo 

f Laguna 
ts on the f 
e Commi 
d Reinve 
00 in pop 
.1.Po ula 
ficient and 
ed d fu 
nt for this 
t of Ener 

rge cities 
 on the am 
stribution, 

all city an 
er capit  u 
cation for 

Woods, I respectfully submit 
ive different approaches 
ssion o   allocating t 
tment Act (ARRA) funds to 

ulation) and counties(under 
tion-based formula gra ts 
 most direct approach to 
s t  the small cities and 

 approach w s established by 
gy (DOE) hen it distributed 
and counties using a per 
ount f funding allocat d to 

 the Commission staff 
d county would receive 
sing this p pulation-based 
mula w ll allow the elected 

o l n 
e 

i e t 
s e i l 

h a t 
an i 

n 

a o e er 
et e 

c e e o 
o i s or a e 

d 

fficia s in the small ci 
flexibility in d terminin 
meet ng the ne ds of t 
both federal and tate 
wit  scoring & ranking 
the small cities d co 
approach also places 
the hands of the Comm 
offici ls wh ar bette 
can be used to me  th 
omp titiv  s licitation 

f r the Commiss on to 
Energy Program Fun 

ties a d co 
g how bes 
heir jurisd
 r gulat on 
This ppr 
unt es aga 
the decisio 

ission ra 
r able to d 
e n eds 
 approach

 establish 
ing Alloca 

unties the maximum 
t to spend the funds in 
ic ions while complying with 
s. 2. ompetitive so icitation 
oach to dis ributing funds pits 
inst one another. This 

 for using these funds in 
ther than the locally elected 
et mine how these funds 
of their communities. The 
 is a more viable alternative 
a  the f mul  for th  State 
tion.  3. Separate funding pot y 
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Jason Behrmann City of galt  5/11/2009 

 

The City of Galt was very disappointed to learn that only cities 
with populations great er  than 35,000 were eligible for direct 
allocation of block grant funding e. T The City has r viewed the 
CEC’s five different approaches to distributing the funding  to 
small jurisdictions and  strongly believes that Option 1 is by far 
the best approach. It is  my understanding that Option 1 is 

t ding to th a similar o the direct fun e l rger jurisdictions in that 
as long as the proposed  project meets the program 

s ons are free to use  the popul tion based guideline , jurisdicti a 
fun ing on the energy d  efficiency programs that will have the 
biggest impact in  their communities. This will ensure that 

i e able to implement some fo m of each jur sdiction will b r 
energy efficiency prog t o ram wi ho e ut f ar of h w well their 
program competes against prog o i rams fr m other jurisd ctions. 

g s are not Lar er jurisdiction being  asked to compete. Why 
should this  burden then fall to smaller jurisdictions? I strongly y C 

MARTHA 
JENSEN City of Dixon  5/11/2009 

e e n r 
ut c 

r u 
a t p 

a n e 
n 

I haven’t been able to 
but am int r sted in ap 
o how I get an applic 
interested in upgrading 
have an actual p ogra 
I m new a  ap lying f 
you can give me would 
have u til 5/26/09 is th 

attend a w 
plyi g for 
ation or h
 lighting i 

m coordin 
or grant fu
 be ppre 
at correct 

orkshop or receive it on-line 
 g ant funding but cannot find 
ow to start the pro ess.  I am 
n the City of Dixon.  Do you 
ator I could speak to beca se 
nds and need help. Any help 
ciated a d I beli ve I only 
? 

y Q
/C

 

Dan Rich City of Campbell  
 5/11/2009 

e e t 
$  p r capita to t 0 n 

c 
e e o e 

I have questions and c 
$7 p r capita to "smal 

4 e cities 
believe $10 per apita 
extr mely unfair to the 

oncerns a 
l citi s" (un 
be ween 3
 for cities 
middl  gr 

bout a system that allocates 
der 35,000) bu  only about 
5,000 - 5 ,000, a d then I 

over 50,000.  This seems 
up (of which we ar  a part). 

y C 



 

 

 
 

 

 
 

  

   

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

I would like to know if AB-811 Matching Funds can be used 
towards ARPA-E applications, the same way AB-118 

a e used for  ARPA-E applications.  If so, Matching Funds c n b 
what are the deadlines?  

Dragos Maciuca Lockheed Martin  5/13/2009 
 

y Q/C 

 Melissa Swanson City of Clearlake 5/18/2009  

The City of Clearlake a ppreciates this opportunity to respond 
to your recent workshop regarding the American Recovery 

 (ARRA) E e c and Reinvestment Act nergy Effici n y - 
Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) program. As you know, 
the EECBG program is part of t g he Ener y Independence and 

S it AA t ct  of  2007 and i icalllly includes strategies to t t i t S it f 2007 d ifi i l d  ecur y spec f 
i n and improve energy reduce fossil fuel consumpt o 

efficiency in transportation. Projects we feel may be 
eligible  include: However, based  upon the information 
presented at the May 4th workshop  we are concerned that 

 poten ially eligib e these t le projects  may not be consid red for 
funding under the  Cities and Co o unties p rtion of this program. 
In your workshop presentation you mentioned that 
transportation related project would be  receiving stimulus 
mon e rograms,  and as such are not the ey through oth r p 
focus of spending under the sma n ll Cities and Cou ties portion 
of the EECBG program . W e stro s ngly di agree with this 

age you to t statement. We encour  include transporta ion 
projects in the eligible list o o related energy saving f pr jects 

available  to small Cities and Counti s, similar to the large e 
ogram. W a  t Cities and Counties pr e believe th t he planning, 

y C o s tion of mo dern roundabouts is perfect design and/ r con truc 

Jim Lewis City of Atascadero  5/18/2009 

e i s
 s t h 

e u 
e d 

As for the EECBG mo 
should b required to 
energy plans.  Not all 
with qualified projects 
basis.  This makes sur 
equally. 

nies for sm 
submit ap 
mall citie 

should b 
e that all 

all cities, interested cities 
plicat on  consisting of their 
s will submit but hose t at do 
 then f nded on a per capita 
int reste  cities get money 

y 



      

 

 

 

 
 
   

  
 

 
  

   
  

  
  

 
  

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

  

 

      

 

 

 Tom Coburn Nevada City 5/13/2009  

1.  I think your option 1 is an  excellent idea to distribute 
the funding.  This is the fairest way for small counties  and 
cities to participate.  If   know how  much funding I will receive I 
can tailor a  program th at will lev erage the funding with loans
and General fund dollars, inc ud l e  citi s within e  the program, 
  and maximize the fun e County.  r ding for th It is ha d  for 
small Counties to pack age projects that may or m y not get a

 t  will ge funded and we do not t funded in hope hat on e of them 
have the large dollars to help a program like some of the 
larger small Counties.  2. I v r e y much like the Idea of a 
revolving fund for energy projec ts. I had the same idea 2 
years ago but c uld no o t get buy in from anyone.  I think part 

t  kind of a program to ensu e r of the funding should g o in o this
l ng range goals. 3.  o o also like to see a m n    I w uld eeti g  
when the final process is determ s ined with ju t the Counties 

e ial interesand Citi s so that spec t and contractors can not 
 with sug a o dominate the meetings gestions th t vi late the 

government  code. 

y C 

Carl cahill City of Los Altos  
 5/11/2009 

a 
s 

e 
r e t ti 

a e c 
e n i

 a 
n 

s a 

e a 
s 

e p a 
p a 

t e 
g an e n p 

The Town of Los Altos 
CEC’s “Conceptual Pr 
Grant  for small cities 
whereby: Awarding the 
arbit arily imposes a m 

nd a more exp nsive 
begs the qu stio  as t 
or more are eligible to 
DOE on  noncompeti 
eligible project and pre 
consuming and expen 
staff like Los Altos Hill 
cities with populations 
rec ive larger gr nts d 
noncompetitive basi . 
project and pr paring 
and expensive ropos 
Altos Hills.  Adding an 
a relatively small r

 Hills sup 
ogram #1 
with a pop 
se Grant 
or  leng h
 and strict 
o why c tie
 receive la 
tive basis 
paring a g 
sive propo 
. .  It beg

 of 35,000 
irectly fro
  Develop 
a grant a 
ition for 
 element o 
t mak s p 

ports only the adoption of the 
” Population-B sed Formula 
ulation under 35,000 

s on a comp titive basis 
y and subjec ve process 

er standard on small ities.  It 
s with populations of 35,000 
rger grants directly from the 
.  Developing an otherwise 
rant applicatio  is a time 
sition for a small city and 

s the question s to why 
 or more are eligible to 
m the DOE on a 
ing an otherwise eligible 
plic tion is a time consuming 
small city and staff like Los 
f uncer ainty and exp nse for 

articipatio  in “Conce tual y C 



 
 

  

 

 
  

   

 
 

 
  

 

 Kristi Chappelle City of Foster City  
 5/13/2009 

t o o 
e 

o m 
c a s e 

er e 
a be 

n p 
f a r a

 t e e n re 
s 

i o o e 
n a 

e n e a 
a r 

ng 
a c o g 

e re 

The City of Foster City 
voice i s preference fo 
bas d formula grants) 
solicitati n with scorin 
allo ating funding to s 
positive aspects of the 
incorpor ted into these 
to qualifying agencies. 
Specifically, the City o 
implementing Concep 
formula gra ts) which 
unds, nd therefore th 

intended to achieve, o 
regions than any of the 
prohibited, it would no 
fund ng by working c 
would recomme d tha 
grants (which are inclu 
included as qu lifying 
advocate for allowi 

gen ies t  be pooled 
project as long as all g 
intact.

 (population about 30,000) wishes to 
r C nceptual Pr gram 1 (population-
 or Conceptual Program 2 (competitive 
g and ranking) as the eans for 
m ller cities.  It i our b lief that the 
 oth thr e approaches could be 
 concepts with more universal nefits 

f Foster City would advocate for 
tual Program 1 (population-based 
we believe would s read the grant 
e benefits that the g ant funds re
 a wid r base of r sidents i  mo 
other approaches.  Unle s specifically 

t stop agencies from maximizing 
llab rativ ly on regional projects.  We 
t technical assistance nd planning 
d d i  some the oth r appro ches) be 
costs under the grant prog am.  We 
the qualifying funding for multiple 
 into one lar er (for instance, regional) 
rant accountability measur s main 
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 Diana Ingerso City of Seaside 5/13/2009  

The City of Seaside urges the California Energy Commission 
to propose that Conce ptual Program 1 (Population-Based 
Formula Grants) be used for the allocation of funding to small 
cities and counties in t o heir applicati n to the Department of 

e  Efficiency and Conservation Block En rgy for the Energy 
Grant Program.  
This would be the most equitable way to distribute the 

t e funding.  The City of S easide is curren ly facing s rious 
d n climate, low-bu get shortfalls.  In th is difficult eco omic 

interest loans (even at  0%) and loan/grant programs are of no 
e o e there is no source of funding to pay ben fit t  the City, sinc 

b i to provide matching funds.  With per ack loan princ pal or 
capita fu ding, the Cit n y would be able to complete a much-

g cy upgrade for Seaside City Hall (built needed ener y-efficien 
in  the 1960s), which would employ many energy savings 

i olar power, a new energy-efficient measures, includ ng s 
HVAC system and double-pane windows This project would y y 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

  
 

 

  

 

ara Martinson CSAC, RCRC  5/13/2009 

On behalf of the California State Association of Counties 
(CSAC) and  the Regional Council 
of Rural Counties (RC RC), we appreciate the opportunity to 
comment on the  proposed
guideline concepts for  the allocation of the Energy Efficiency 
and  Conservation Block Gr nt a 
Program (EECBG). We recognize the time constraints 

o s and inv lved in this proces 
appreciate  the outreach efforts made by Energy Commission 
staff. In addition to 

o o suggesti ns f r the pro posed guideline concepts, CSAC and 
r to RCRC would fi st like 

li ssue within the EECBG Program and highlight an eligibi ty i 
h re is doing to address this issue.t e work the Legislatu 

Background: American e  Recovery and R investment Act of 
2009 (ARRA) On Febr e uary 17, 2009 Presid nt Barack 
Obama signed i to law n e  the American R covery and 
Reinvestment Act o f 2 A 009 ( RRA). The Act is a sweeping 
economic stimulus bill  that 

o s various programs and other efforts with pr vides resource  to 
the purpose o r rating the nation’s economy. ARRA f einvigo 

i ion for en ergy effici ncy and includes an appropr at e 
conservation grants w f hich will, in part, low through the 
Energy Independence  and Security 
Act of 2007 (EISA). This federal program established an 

 Conser a Energy Efficiency and vation Block Gr nt (EECBG) 
program, which provides grants to  states and local 
governments with the purpose of aiding them in the reduction y 

Rich Ramirez City of American Canyon 
 

 5/13/2009 

e 

a o e 
t 

American Canyon is a 
request that the Energ 
Program #1 Populatio 
there re several proje p j  
would not have to exp 
and budget money com 
applications.

 small city with limited staff time.  We 
y Commission adopt the conc ptual 
n-Based Formula Grants.  We believe 
cts that w uld benefit the city and wy 
end precious resources of s aff time 

pleting lengthy and complex grant 
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Barbara J. Delta Diablo Sanitation Maldon, Cara  5/18/2009 District Martinson 

This letter provides comments on conceptual program 
e ted during CEC workshops on the approaches as r ques 

Ene gy Efficiency and r r  Conse vation Block Grant Program 
E e and that the CEC expects to receive ( ECBG). W  underst 

$49.6 Million from the Department of Energy (DOE) for this 
program. We encourage the CEC to  develop grant funding 
guidelines that expand p  the list of eligible ap licants to include 
local districts and coal s itions, such as ours, compri ed of local 
public agencies; and to broaden the scope to  include funding 
programs that would accommodate  project development for 

o ject development and n. bi solids to energy pro  implementatio 
This  letter provides inf ormation on our Coalition and 
proposed p o ject for w r hich we are seeking a State funding 
partnership.  Our proje ct seeks to maximize sustainable 
resource utilization of Bay Area biosolids and other biomass 
that would otherwise b o e destined f r landfill and minimize 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. This project address es 
many State g oals, incl s e uding GHG emis ion r duction, 

o s consumption and development of reduction of f ssil fuel 
renewable energy resources  to meet the stat 's Renewable e 

n S) goals., this project aligns with goals Portfolio Sta dard (RP 
of the Energy Independence and Security Act (ISA). 

y 

Nicole Almaguer City of Albany  5/18/2009 
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1) We strongly suppor 
amount of unnecessa 
to devel p a competiti 
category of a tivity (e. 

ffi i ) th th DOE e iciency  that the D 
used for should be res 
support the loan conce 
by small gover me ts 
required t  do any mo 

str ctions above wha 
agen ies receiving blo 
formula is us d, the C 

t a per cap 
y adminis 
ve grant.2 
g., tr spo 

llE allows t 
tricted by 
pt - grant 

, and sma 
re a minis 
t h s bee 
ck grant f 
EC should 

ita formula to minimize the 
tration and staff time r quired 
) We reque  that no eligibl 
rtation or ma erials 

th bl k t f d t b he bl c  gran unds to be 
the CEC  3) We do not
 funds are much more usable 
ll cities should not be 
tra ve work or have any 
n plac d n the l rger 
unds. Further, If a p capita 
 conside  including a y C 



 

 

 
  

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

   

Wendy Somme Stopwaste.org  
 5/18/2009 
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On behalf of Green Bu 
StopWaste.Org, I am w 
#1 and #2. 2 We are e 
which include the 14 c 
County itself, to levera 
efforts to r trofit xistin 
Since 3 of our cities a 
w thin the “small jurisd 
they rec ive a populat 
some of th  funding ca 
c untywide program. O 
omprehensive progra 

s lar and other improv 
landscapes in Alamed 
standards (or “green p 
AB811-type special fin 

ilding in A 
riti  to s 

ncouragin 
ities in Ala 
g timu u

 ho es 
d the unin 

ictions” ca 
on-based 
n be used 
ur co nty 

m for imp 
ements in 
a County. 

ckages”) 
ance di tr 

lameda County, a program of 
upport Conceptu l Programs 
g our memb r agencies, 
meda County nd the 
s funds and coor inate 
through  countyw de project. 
corporated county area fall 
tegory, w  recommend th t
 formula allocation, so that 
 to participate in the 
wide project is a 

lem nting nergy efficiency, 
xisting buildings and 

 It consists of set  of retrofit 
 eligible for funding under the 
ict that Alameda Co ty is 

s e t a 
c 

e n t 
t en 

i e 
l 

r i 
i 

i o e e 
a f 

s 

a 

currently con idering; 
results; and consumer 
objective is to strength 
Coun y’s existing resid 
by overcom ng obstac 
of proven resource-eff 
that pursuing economi 
quantificat on) and sco 
maxim ze j b creation 
Conceptual ProThe Co 
beginning with the hig 
that the Commission p 
government collabora 

syst ms 
 marketing 
en th  i f 

tial and 
les that hi 
icient retro 
es of scal 
pe (waste

 and envir 
mmission 

hest core 
laced a st 

tion, instead 

o train workers nd document 
and incentives. The ore 

rastructure o retrofit the 
 small commercial buildings 

nder widespr ad deployment 
fit strategies. We be ieve 

e (pu chasing, admin stration, 
, energy, water) will 

onm ntal ben fits. 
 would ward unding, 
d proposals. We recommend 
rong emphasis on local 

of supporting progr ms y C 



 

 
  

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

Adam Baughman DOT - El Dorado County  5/18/2009 

o d o i 
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t e ur 
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e s d p 
e o r a 

DOT favors Conceptual Program 
programs, Program 3 would pro 
opportunity f r smaller juris icti 
enable smalle jurisdiction  to le 
u dertake larger projects that co 
creation -- one of the key goals 
and Reinvestmen  Act of 2009 ( 
1 would b  a co tinuati n of the 
likely would esult  less succes 
goals. For a primarily rural jurisd 
case" scen rio of a $7 per capit 
estimated 176,200 resid nts (20 
roughly $1.2 million. While this i 
n t result in sign ficant job creat 
utiliz  these funds for energy eff 
County facilities. Conc ptual Pro 
c mpetitive component b t does 
amongs  comparabl  applicants 
greater res urces and funding a 
comp te maller juris ictions by 
leverag higher amounts f exis 
numbers of jobs obligating the C

 3. Ofthe five conceptual 
vide he most equitable 
ns to obtain fund ng. It would 
verage larger funding o 
uld result in greater job 

of the American R covery 
ARRA). Con eptual Program 
 fonnulary grants nd most 
s ul att inment ofARRA 
iction such as urs, a "best 

a d strib tion with our 
06 estimates) would yield 

s a sizable sum, it would likely 
ion. DOT wo ld probably 
iciency upgra es t  existing 
gram 2 incorpora es a 
 not ensure comp tition 

. Larger j isdictions with 
pabilities would likely out-

roposing programs that 
ting funds, o  cre ting 
ounty to new loans and 

i t t h i thi t i i li t ill t b 
C 

Kevin Jackson City of Piedmont  
 5/18/2009 e 

o 

On behalf of the City o 
Conc ptual Programs 
presentation t  the CE 

f Piedmon
 #1 and #2 
C on May 

t, I am writing to support 
 as outlined in John Sugar’s 
 7, 2009 

y C 



 
 

 
  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Kyra Ross League of California Cities  5/18/2009
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administrative cost and burden of a cumbersome grant 

 On behalf of the Leag 
appreciate the opportu 
guid line conce ts for 
an  Conservation Bl c 
American Recovery an 
recognize th  constr i 
apprec ate the utreac 
governm n s in Califo 
EECBG Guideline C n 
The League supports 
presented by the Ener 
Sacram nto Workshop 
League supports the C 
gr nts and loan ) as w 
pla ning as utlined in 
Conceptu l Program 4 
Loan 
The League supports 
loans to o r cities bec 
distributi n spr ads th 
num er of cities. Simil 
Grant funding, for wh c 
th t this approach ill 
funding by w rking co 
partnerships on larger 
While we are supportiv 
conc rns w  have hea 

ue of Cali 
nity to co

 the alloca 
k Gr nt P 
d Rei ve 

nts that th 
h the CEC 

rnia. 
cepts 

a combina 
gy Comm
 on May 
onceptua 
ell as f n
 Conceptu 
, ompe 

competitiv 
ause we b 
e grant fu 
ar to Com 
h hese fu 
also allow 
ll b r tive
 projec s. 
e f thi  c 
rd from sm 

fornia Cities (League), we 
mment on the proposed 
tion of the Energy Efficiency 
r gram (E CBG) under the 
stment Act of 2009. W 
e CEC is under and 
 has done to local 

tion of the guideline concepts 
ission s aff at th r EECBG 
8, 2009. In particular, the 
l Program 4 (competitiv 
ding for climate change 
al Pr gra  5. 

itive Grant and Low Interest 

e grants and low interest 
lieve his method of 

nds among a significant 
munity Development Block 
nds are based, w  believe
 local agenci s to max mize 
ly with local and regional 

oncept, one of the main 
all cities is the y C 



  
 

 
 

  

  
 

  

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
Dana Boudreau o 

Redwood Coa 
Auth r 

st Energy 
ity 

 5/18/2009 

n o o 
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n e i 
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o w e e 

c n  f 

The Redwood Coast E 
authority (JPA) repres 
seven of its incor orat 
Municipal Water Distri 
a thority, our miss on 
sustainability through 
increased use of renew 
times for local gov rnm 
pot ntial resources wh 
c nsumption and lo e 
o ceptual programs w 

that model one, popula 

nergy Au 
e ting the 

d cities, 
ct. As the 
is to ensu 
effici cy, 

able ene 
ents we 

ich can a 
r operatin 
hich you 
tion-base

thority is a joint powers 
 C unty of Humb ldt, all 
and the Humboldt Bay 
designated regional energy 
re long-t rm local en rgy 
 demand edu tion and 
rgy. . I  th se d fficult fiscal 
are naturally very attentive to 
ssistthem to reduce ergy 
g costs. Of th  fiv
 presented, we eel strongly 
d formula grants, is by far the 

e u s 
e 

e 
o n s 

n 
m o ad 

t e s s 

most desirabl  for o r 
our member agencies 
related stimulus fundin 
often encounter as a r 
l catio . Redwood Co 
Efficiency &Conservat 
&Cou ties It would se 
multiple stimulus strea 
stre ch d agencie , bo 
minimize administrative 

 region. O 
will receiv 
g, and ad 
esult of ou 
a t Energ 
ion Block 
em that gi 

s layere 
th local a 

loads and 

nly this model a sures that 
e some ben fit from energy-
dresses the inequities we 
rsize and r mote, rural 

y Authority ARRA Energy 
Grants for Small Cities 
ven the work load required by 
d on top f alre y resource-
nd state, it makes sen e to 

streamline dissemination y C 



  

 

  

 
  

 
 

 

 

 

Forest Kaser Energy Solutions 5/18/2009 
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e o n e 
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s r p o 
l e s e n 

te t 

Energy Solutions wou 
conceptua  designs fo 
million of discretionary 
Conservation Block G 
based on he designs 
Special Proj cts Mana 
http://www.energy.ca.g 
eec/2009-05_SUGAR 
Energy Solutions supp 
creates a competitive 
scored and ranked bu 
mall and la ge jurisdi 

wou d allow th be t id 
smaller entities a chan 
that the Sta  provide 

ld like to o 
r the distri 
ARRA En 

rant fundi 
s shown 

ger J h 
ov/recove 

_EECBG. 
orts Conc 

process in 
t split  fu 
ctions. We 
eas to g 
ce to com 
guidance 

ffer comments on the five 
bution of the State’s $19.6 
ergy Ef ici ncy and 
g. These comme ts are 

 in the pr sentation by 
Sugar, acc ssed online at: 
ry/meetings/2009-05-

PDF. 
eptual Program 3, which 
 which p posals would be 
ding into separate p ols for 
 believe that this o ti n 
t funded while still givi g 
pete. We also recommend 
on he number and average 

u e 
o 

i w 
e 

e 
n e 

dollar amounts of prop 
agencies determine w 
two-stage process, in 
Stage 1, and full propo 
also help to create an 
ideas while minimizi g 
ideas. 

osals that 
hether bid 
which m n 
sals are r 
efficient p
 the ffort 

 will be f nd d to help 
ding would be w rthwhile. A 
i-proposals are revie ed in 
eviewed in Stag  2, could 
roc ss for funding the best 
 spent on less promising 
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Sadigh, Emily County of Alameda  5/19/2009 
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“Small” counties and c 
jurisdictions hat did re 
example, Alameda Co 
develop a mod l coun 
program with rigor s 
cont ctor training, an 
program the CEC see 
five conceptual propos 
may set conditions tha 
direct formula grants. 
and counties in Califor 
will be diff cult for regio 
and suff ciently broad 
jurisdictions are receiv 
te ms and conditions t 
of grants, or grants wi 
eli ible category of ac 

xcluded. We were su 
presenters at th  May 
grant programs (e g 

ities are p 
c ive sub 
unty jurisd 
tywide en
 technical 
d performa 
ks to enco 
als, we ar 
t the DOE 

Additional 
nia w uld 

s to dev 
scopes fo 
ing Block 
han their n

 use res 
tivity perm 
rprised by
 6 m eting 
Clean Cities) 

artnering with neighboring 
sta tial, formula grants. For 
ictions are partne ing to 

ergy-effici ncy retrofit 
standards, targ ted outreach, 
nce verification – the type of 

urage. A ter reviewing th 
e concern d that the CEC 
 did ot set on recipients of 

 conditions on “small” ci ies 
discourage partnerships. It 
elop equitable cost divisions 
r j int projects when some 
Gra t funding under different 
eighbors (e. ., loans nst ad 

trictions). For this reason, no 
itted by the DOE should be 
 comments made by 
that other federal stimulus 

are addressing y C 



 

 

 

 
  

  

   

 
  

 

 
 

 
 

 

NCPA  5/19/2009 
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CEC imposes reportin 
current energy fficie 
own d utilities. • Comp 
funding bas d on high 
s ch as co t-effectiven 
and the likelihood of s 
problematic for small u 
resources to effectivel 
supports the ability of 

ch comp titive solic 
as su h a pl cations 
di tributed among the 
appl ca ion. • Competi 
Small Jurisdicti ns -In 
would be made availa 
NCPA would support.• 
In this instance, the CE 
project cost ould be f 
remainder hr gh a lo 
alre dy  does for v ri 
En rg C n ervation A 
As noted earlier in the 
concern with an overre 
economic times. • Low 
appr ach, the CEC wo 

nd counties develop 
While the conc pt f p 
elements of general 

g requirem 
cy reporti 
etitive So 

est quality 
ess, job c 

uccess. C 
tiliti  tha 

y particip 
Joint Actio 
itations on 
learly defi 
cities part 
tive Solici
 this instan 
ble for m
 Grants a 
C has su 

unded thro 
w interes 
us en rgy 

sistance 
se comm 
liance on
 Inter st P 
uld provid 

energy ele 
roviding in 
lans mi ht 

ents above and beyond 
ng requirements of publicly-
licitation - CEC awards 
 prop sals, including criteria 
reatio l1, funding leverag , 

ompetitive solicitations re 
t simply do not h ve the 
e in such activities. NCPA 
n Agen ies to participate in 
 behalf of mall ci ies s lo g 
ne ow the dol ars will be 
icipating in the ggregat d 
ation with Split Funding for 
ce, a separate f i p ol 

all r jurisdictions, something 
nd Low Interest Loan Combo -
ggested that onethird of the 
ugh a grant, with the 

t loan similar to what the CEC 
efficiency projects und r the 
 Ac ount (ECAA) program. 
nts, NCPA has a gene l 
 loans in these tou h 
lan ing Loans - With this 
e funding to help small cities 
me ts of gen ral plans. 
centives to deve op energy 
 b  a noble objective, the y C 
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NCPA is pleased to se 
dollars ($195 million) u 
residential and non-re 
conc rn lies with the a 
d llars that we beli ve 
energy s vings envisio 
createaddit onal job . 
R investment Act (AR 
available to s ates to p 
some of which could e 
w rkforce collab ratio 
Investm nt Board, the 
Development Agency, 

e the vas 
nder the 

si ntial e 
lloca ion o
 should be 
ned by th 

Un er the 
RA), billio 
romote th 
asily b  u 
n partners
 California 
the Dep 

t majority of the funding 
SEP p ogram targeted toward 
nergy efficiency r trofits. Our 
fthe remaini g $30 m llion, 
 used to further pro ote the 

e retrofit program and 
 American Recovery and 
ns of dollars are being made 
e development of green jobs, 
se  by the CEC and its 
 at the California Workforce 
Labor and Workforce 

rtment of Educati n, the 
n y e d 

o i m 
e 

a o or e 
r h t 

the 
r g a 

ta e r a 

g 

California Commu it 
of C mmunity Serv ce 
appears to be committ 

nd NCPA supp rts th 
be fully funded th oug 
the SEP program. Sin 
established p ogram a 
of xpay r dolla s to 
program seems exces 
significant increase in 

Colleg s 
s and Dev 
ed to gr e 
is effort. S
 other ele 

ce  SE 
t the CEC 
dminister 

sive. Whil 
SEP pro 

System, an  the Department 
elop ent. Each agency 
n workforce development, 
uch eff ts, how ver, should 
ments of he ARRA and not 

P program is already an 
, usin nother $10.3 million 
 an already-established 
e we agree that the 
ram allocations warrant y C 



  

 

  

 

  
 

  
 

 

 

 
 

   

 

     

 Wendy Winkler City of Goleta 5/22/2009  

The City of Goleta (population 30,000) herein submits ten 
projects/programs for consideration by the California Energy 

o s  E ergy E o C mmi sion under the n fficiency and C nservation 
Block Grant Program and State Energy Program. These 

o and programs a pr jects , taken collectively, cre te a lasting 
framework of leadership andcom e mitm nt by Goleta to 
sustainable, environmentally friendlypractices.I believe that 
you will find that Goleta is ahead  of the curve for 
smallcommunities in that we are already engaged in several 

it  local communities, public agencies, partnershipsw h other 
t o ofitorganiz e utili ies, private n n-p r ations and Chamb rs of 

Commerce on a wide range of e n nergyco servation 
measures, including small business and home 

s its and upgrades of appliances and audit ,structural retrof 
a onservation and a lighting, and w terc  integr ted waste source 

reduction and recy li c n g. We also s s  work with busine se , large 
and  small, on environm entally friendly procurement policies. 
Goleta's Old Town Neighborhood has benefitted from our 
environmentally oriented revitalization efforts, tied to CDBG 
and Home  Fund programs. Our solar energy rebate clinics 
and seminars for resident , gen n r and s eral co tracto s 

e en well attend o archit cts have be ed, l cally and regionally. To 
compliment those efforts, our ou n treach to the commu ity has 
also included simple actions, such as the Holiday Light y C 

Wendy Winkler o 
Redwood coa 

Auth 
st Energy 

rity 
 5/22/2009 
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Can we aggregate requests from mutiple governments into 
e e e 

In CEC presentations 
and county governmen 
grants requests rath r 
individual grant reques 
Energy Authority (RCE 
We epresent the inco 
government of Humb 
respect to EECBG's, c 
the individual grant req 
Can we aggregate requests 
combined r qu sts? C 
with RCEA as the gran 

on EECBG 
ts are en 
han subm 

ts. Our ag 
A), is a J 

rporated c 
ldt County 
an RCEA 
uests from 

from 
an we su 
t request 

's, municipal governments 
couraged to gregate their 

itting a large number of 
ency, the R dwood C ast 

oi t Pow rs Auth rity (JPA). 
ities and the county 
 on e ergy matters. With 

 serv  as the gg egator for 
 our member ov rnments? 
mutiple governments into 

bmit th  aggregated requests 
er? 
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Jody London Jody London Consulting  5/26/2009 

b 
e s o 

m a e 
s r 

s s 
e f e s; 

e n 
a a ove 

n a 
h  o e 

n 

e c e 

Members of the LGSE 
and y web in the CEC 
ublic Interest En rgy R 
commercialization;exp 
programs, and help th 
and cli ate change go 
priorities for ARRA fun 
Conservation Manage 
Whol -house performa 
AB 811 programs; and 
Resource Conserv tio 
Much of the work in C 
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mprove our sustainability 
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areas: Re ou ce 
ition  for local governments; 
iddle income hom  owner
 beyo d “shovel ready. 1. 
rs for local g rnments. 
 reduce the impacts of 
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leme tation of energy 
licies and programs. One of 
n y Strategic Plan, as w ll as 

the e  Sta e 
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n a e 
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o 
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the City of on o 
a nt n 

t  Coun o r a 
o n n 

c u d 
o o an 

AB 32 Scoping M 
is the need for 1 The L 
Coalition includes: the 
the Association of Mon 
of Berkeley, the City 
the City of Pleasanton 

Santa M i 
County of M rin, the C 
the South Bay Ci ies 
versi n of the ARRA d 
improvements at scho 
Res urce Conservati 
ARRA funds expire.3 A 

mo and o 
ocal Gove
 Associati 
terey Bay 

f Huntingt 
, the City 
ca, the Co 
ounty of V 

cil f 
id not incl 
ols. and 
n M age 
ll local go 

ther t  policy documents, 
rnment Sustainable En rgy 

o  of Bay Are  Gov rnments, 
 Area Governments, the Ci y 

on Beach, the City of  Irvine, 
a d County of San Francisco, 
unty f Los Angeles, the 
e ura, the E ergy Coalition, 

Gove nments. 2 The fin l 
ude a y fu ds for facilities 
ontinued f n ing of the 
r position to continue after 
vernments are facing y C 



 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

   
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Delta Diablo Sanitation Caroline Quinn  5/26/2009 District 

We understand that the CEC expects to receive $49.6 Million 
from the Department  of Energy r (DOE) fo  this program. We 
encourage the CEC to e  dev lop g rant funding guidelines that 
expand the  list of eligib le applica t n nts o i clude local districts 

s  ours, comprised of localand coalition , such as 
public a gencies; and to broaden  the scope to  include funding 
programs that would accommodate  project development for 
bi solids to energy pro o ject development and  implementation. 
This  letter provides inf ormation on our Coalition and 
proposed p o r ject for which we are seeking a State funding 
partnership.  Our proje ct seeks to maximize sustainable 
resource utilization of Bay Area biosolids and other biomass 
that would otherwise be destine o d f r landfill and minimize 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissio ns. This project addresses 
many State g oals, including GH s e G emis ion r duction, 

o s consumption and development of reduction of f ssil fuel 
 to e renewable energy resources meetthe state's Ren wable 

Portfolio Sta dard (RP n S) goals.,  this project aligns with goals 
of the Energy Independence and  Security Act (ISA), 

y C 

Can you please send me inform ation on how a energy 
r efficient product/manu facture  q ualifies for the stimulus?  For 

e m a a l xample, if it is A eric n made, nd how much qua ifies for it 
scott moyle Geo H. E Honn company  5/28/2009 to be considered Ame rican mad e. y C

It is nice that you are h aving 6 w orkshops in different areas, 
but I noticed that you d o not have any scheduled for the San 
Diego area. Will there  be meeti ngs scheduled here in the 

e future. The closest of t h se 6 is in Riverside.  Northern Ca. is 
 e o well cover d why n t S outhern C a.? 

 Lisa M. Conley Solar Turbines   
 

5/28/2009 5/28/2009 reduce GHGs 
Would like to have wo 
reduce GHGs 

rkshop closer to Bay Area Cities to 
y y 

Norman Gilroy 

Sonoma Valley 
District is a He 

Distr

 Health care 
alth Care 

ic  6/2/2009 

a t 
Are the block grants (o 
districts - in our case a 
an  
answer.  Norman Gilro 

r any par
 Hospit l 

y. 

t of them) available to special  
Dis rict ? Would appreciate 

y Q 



 
 

    

 

 

 

 

 
  

 
 

   

 

 

 

It is my opinion that it would be efficient and fair to small cities 
and counties to  have the EECBG funds  alloc ted on a a
formula basis similar  to the DOE formula allocation for large 
cities and counties.  Some  of the smaller cities and c ounties 
do not have the staff and expertise to apply effectively for 
these funds on a comp s etitive ba is.

It could streamline the  process further if the CEC adopted 
Tulare County - Resource o a similar guidelines as set f rth by the DOE for the l rge cities 

Gail Henry and counties. Management Agency 6/2/2009 y

Marin County Community   Dana Armanino 7/20/2009 Development Ag ency  

To be clear, the cost-effectiveness criteria is total Btu saved 
divid d by only the EE t e CGB fu d n s, correct? Not  the otal 
project cost? We do not have to e  include any rebat s, loan 
amounts or other fund  contributions? 
The projects you listed  as example projects that would meet 
the cost effectiveness criteria penalizes communities that 
have been actively pursuing energy efficiency proj cts over e 
the years as your projects are  all low hanging fruit type 

a ady been completed in most of our projects th t have alre 
buildings. What happens if we  c e u an’t m et your criteria b t still 
have projects that would produce savings like HVAC 

l le ener y projects eliminated g upgrades? Also, are al  renewab 
from this program even if th y h e s t ave significant co t share hat 
would allow them  to meet the co i a st-effect veness criteri ? 

Y Q 

Steve Schmidt resident Los Altos City of   7/20/2009 

s u i 

h  t o s y p p 

e 

I am a resident of Los 
the town'  energy effic 
Note that I do NOT sp
 My questions: 
The schedule for the E 
S ould we apply o bo pp 
types? 
How do we find DOE's 
(Available on the web 

Altos Hills 
iency and 
eak for the 

ECBG & 
th if we be

 understa 
som whe

 and a volunteer working on 
GHG red ction initiat ves. 
 town. 

SEP solicitations overlap. 
lieve ur propo al fits both 

nding of our population? 
re?) 

Y Q 

LaLonde, Dave San Joaquin County 7/20/2009 Does Thermal Energy Storage qualify under this program? Y Q 



 
 

  

 

  

We are pleased that th e Prelimin ary Guidelines provide a 
a possible allocation to a ll small ci ties and small counties r ther 

ti than a competi ve gra nt program . 

One question: How is prison pop ulation figured into the 
allocation if there is a state or fe deral prison in the locality? 

Calaveras Publi c Power 
Dennis Dickman Agency 7/20/2009 y Q 

Janelle York o 
Merced County 

of G vern
 Association 
ments 

 
7/20/2009 

.  Have e 

u o t 

I was unable to make 
have a few questions: 
1.  Has the State finali 
Efficiency Block Grant 
2.  Have allocations be 
3 you determin 
4.  Our County would 
gas tilization pr ject. 

the web b 

zed the gu
 program? 
en determ 

ed th  dea 
like to per
 Is this an 

roadcast last Thursday, and I 

idelines for the Energy 

ined? 
dline to apply? 

form construction for a landfill 
 eligible activi y? 

Y Q 



 
 

 

 

  
  

 

 
 

 
 

  
  

 

       z Mike Kun City of Arvin  7/20/2009 
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To Whom It May Conc 
hank you for the pp 

program Preliminary B 
At the workshop in Sa 
said that the allocation 
figures, but they used 
larg r cities, such as B 
ower un mployment r 
unemploy ent rat , b 
grant r gram, skewin 
rate, fo  ex ple, is 35 
f ctoring in Bak rsfield 
overall county rate is 1 
very poor cities nd gi 
conditi ns.  The follow 
d wn the unempl yme 
link downloads a sprea 
i  the county.  Those j 
lis ed on the spreadsh 
http://www.labo marke 
Another issue is the al 
to the Energy Commis 
being allocated directl 
35,000 p pulation.  Th 
for allocation to small 
discretion f the Energ 
be dis ributed on a com 
cities a e already ll c 
jurisdictions are alloca 

ern: 
ortunity to 
lock Gran 
nta Ana o
 formula w 
c unty-wi 
akersfield 
te pulls 

ut is not p 
g the num 
.5%, acc 
’s 10.0% 
4.2%   Th 

ves a false 
ing link to 

t rates b 
dshe t th 

uri diction 
eet. 
tinfo.edd. 
location o 
sion f r d 
y t  large, 
e $49.6 m 

cities, and 
y Commis 
petitive p 

at d $9 p 
ted only $5

 participate in the EECBG 
t Gu delin s s aff workshops.  
n J ly 15, 2009, CEC staff 
ill use unemployment 

de figures, which includes 
.  Baker field’s relatively 
own the overall county 

art of small cities block 
bers.  Arvin’s unemployment 

ording to EDD, but by 
unempl yment ra e, the 
is unfairl  p alizes small, 
 representation of 

 th  EDD website breaks 
y county, and each county 
at includes each jurisdiction 
s’ u employment rates are 

ca.gov/?pageid=133 
f the $49.6 m llion allocated 
is ribution. $302 mil i n is 
 relatively wealthy cities over 
illion is split in o $29.8 million 
 $19.8 million at the 
sion. The $19.8 million will 
roject basis.  Since the large 

er person, and the small 
per perso , allowing the y C 



 
  

  
  

 
 

 

 
  

 
  

  
 

 

 

 
  

 
 

 
 

          

g y y y 
were already done talking so I just got the jist of everything by 

e ns at the end.  I work for the local utilit y listening to the qu stio 
company, Modesto Irrigation District.  We have an existing 

o  that is funded for $200,000 a year but weatherizati n program 
the  need is much greater.  We would like to get some 
stimulus funding to increase the weatherization program in 
Stanislaus County, on o e of the hardest hit by the d wnturn in 
the economy.  An incre a e ased we th rization program would 

o and the weatherization program can provide j bs for some, 
decrease energy usage up o 45% in a home depending o  t n 
how much we  do.  When we replace old AC units, old  refrig, 

n CFL lighting the install suncreens, attic  i sulation, and new 
s n energy savings is impres ive a d has a lasting result.  Today 

at the meeting  the disc s u sion was that the block grant 
funding is only for citie n s and counties. Is there fundi g 
available f r utility o y  companies, or local community based p y 
organizations (CDC....non profit status) that can  get some of 
these funds for weatherization. The local Weed and Seed 
which I am also part  of will have their non-profit designation in 
another month and wants to work w th us to expand the i y 
Comments/Questions Name Organization Name E-mail Date Answered

 Dana Armanino Marin County C 
Development Ag 

ommunity 
ency  

 7/20/2009 

e n s c e ot t 
e 

e n 
d 

e c 
h ctive e e 

e 
a o 

e e e u 
c 

l g 
from this program even if they have significant cost share that 

m t e 

To be clear, the cost-e 
divid d by only the EE 
project cost? We do n 
amounts or oth r fund 
The projects you liste 
the cost ffectiveness 

ave been a ly pu 
the years as your proje 
projects th t have alre 
buildings. What happ 
have projects that wou 
upgrades? Also, are a 
from this program even 
would allow the  to m 

ffectiveness criteria is total Btu saved 
CGB fu d , orr ct? N  the otal 
ot have to include any rebat s, loan 
 contributio s? 
 as example projects that would meet 
criteria penalizes ommunities that 
rsuing en rgy efficiency proj cts over 
cts ar  all low hanging fruit type 

ady been c mpleted in most of our 
ns if w  can’t m et your criteria b t still 
ld produ e savings like HVAC 
l  renewable ener y projects eliminated 

if they have significant cost share that 
eet the cost-effec iveness crit ria? 
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Steve Schmidt resident Los Altos City of   7/20/2009 

s u i 

h  t o s 

e 

I am a resident of Los 
the town'  energy effic 
Note that I do NOT sp 

My questions: 
The schedule for the E 
S ould we apply o bo 
types? 
How do we find DOE's 
(Available on the web 

Altos Hills and a volunteer working on 
iency and GHG red ction initiat ves. 
eak for the town. 

ECBG & SEP solicitations overlap. 
th if we believe ur propo al fits both 

 understanding of our population? 
som where?)  y 

LaLonde, Dave San Joaquin County 7/20/2009 Does Thermal Energy Storage qualify under this program?  y 

Dennis Dickman 
Calaveras Publi 
Agency 

c Power 
7/20/2009 

a 
ti 

We are pleased that th 
possible allocation to a 
than a competi ve gra 
One question: How is 
allocation if there is a 

e Preliminary Guidelines provide a 
ll small cities and small counties r ther 

nt program. 
prison population figured into the 
state or federal prison in the locality? 
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       z Mike Kun City of Arvin  7/20/2009 
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Thank you for the opp 
program Preliminary B 
At the workshop in Sa 
said that the allocation 
figures, but they used 
larg r cities, such as B 
ower un mployment r 
unemploy ent rat , b 
grant r gram, skewin 
rate, fo  ex ple, is 35 
f ctoring in Bak rsfield 
overall county rate is 1 
very poor cities nd gi 
conditi ns.  The follow 
d wn the unempl yme 
link downloads a sprea 
i  the county.  Those j 
lis ed on the spreadsh 
http://www.labo marke 
Another issue is the al 
to the Energy Commis 
being allocated directl 
35,000 p pulation.  Th 
for allocation to small 
discretion f the Energ 
be dis ributed on a com 
cities a e already ll c 
jurisdictions are alloca 

ortunity to 
lock Gran 
nta Ana o
 formula w 
c unty-wi 
akersfield 
te pulls 

ut is not p 
g the num 
.5%, acc 
’s 10.0% 
4.2%   Th 

ves a false 
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t rates b 
dshe t th 
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eet. 
tinfo.edd. 
location o 
sion f r d 
y t  large, 
e $49.6 m 

cities, and 
y Commis 
petitive p 

at d $9 p 
ted only $5

 participate in the EECBG 
t Gu delin s s aff workshops.  
n J ly 15, 2009, CEC staff 
ill use unemployment 

de figures, which includes 
.  Baker field’s relatively 
own the overall county 

art of small cities block 
bers.  Arvin’s unemployment 

ording to EDD, but by 
unempl yment ra e, the 
is unfairl  p alizes small, 
 representation of 

 th  EDD website breaks 
y county, and each county 
at includes each jurisdiction 
s’ u employment rates are 

ca.gov/?pageid=133 
f the $49.6 m llion allocated 
is ribution. $302 mil i n is 
 relatively wealthy cities over 
illion is split in o $29.8 million 
 $19.8 million at the 
sion. The $19.8 million will 
roject basis.  Since the large 

er person, and the small 
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Ken Hanigan Modesto Irrigation District  7/21/2009 
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t he 
h m i 

were already done talk 
listening to the qu stio 
company, Modesto Irr 
weatherizati n program 
th  ne d is much rea 
stimulus funding to inc 
Stanislaus County, on 
the economy.  An incr 
provide j bs for some, 
decrease energy usag 
how much w  do.  Wh 
install suncreens, attic 
energy savings is impr 
at the meeti  the disc 
funding is only for citie 
available f r utility om y p 
organizations (CDC.... 
these funds for weathe 
which I am also par  o 
anot er onth and wa 

ing so I just got the jist of everything by 
ns at the end.  I work for the local utilit 

igation District.  We have an existing 
 that is funded for $200,000 a year but 

ter.  We would like to get some 
r ase the weatherization program in 
e of the hardest hit by the d wnturn in 
ased we th rization program would 
nd the weatherization program can 

e up o 45% in a home depending o 
n we replace old AC units, ol  refrig, 

 i sulation, and new FL lighting the 
es ive a d has a lasting result.  Today 
u sion was that the block grant 
s and counties. Is there fundi g 
p ies, or local community based y 

non profit status) that ca  get some of 
rization. The local Weed and Seed 

f will have t ir non-profit designation in 
nts to work w th us to expand the y 

g Jessaca Lu o City of Shasta Lake  7/21/2009 

e n r 
i 

e 

I have a general quest 
implement a weath riz 
1.  Does the Weathe 
Study?  
Also, if there is anythin 
to implem nt this prog 

ion in regards to cities that wish to 
atio prog am with the EECB funding. 
rization program require a Feasibil ty 

g else we should know should we want 
ram? 
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  Purchase, Jane County of Riverside 7/21/2009 

e ar 
n 

small cities and counties n h 

e 
p d 

e s 
r e 

e 
e e a d 

e c 
v n 

e c i 
e n n 

and e d 

o a o 
i s e d 

n h s 
e a a 

I have heard that the C 
discr tion y EECBG 
small cities and counti 

cities and counties. 
Please consider that, j 
do sn’t mean their ene 
My county is a good e 
of the larger counties i 
person.  Fu thermore, 
traditionally w ll-funde 
energy efficiency proj 
Ev n though we are re 
directly from DOE, we 
times that amount. 
Traditionally, energy p 
deferred maintenance 
and th  Cou ty’s curre 

even emergency d 
been slashed to the bo 
Any sources of compe 
this p int will be pursu 
el minated from con id 
our e ergy program is 
counti s and we have 

EC is considering using its 
funding in a competitive manner for 
es o ly.  The assumption is that the 

cannot compete agai st t e big 

ust because a city or county is large, it 
rgy program is large or staffed well. 

xam le.  Even though Riversi e is one 
n the state, I am the only nergy taff 
 our nergy program has not been 
d.  As a result, we have a great deal of 
cts that n ed to be ccomplishe .  

eiving $6.5 million in EECBG funding 
 ha e projects easily i  excess of 4 

rojects have been accomplished using 
 funds.  Du to the e onom c downturn 
nt budget crisis, deferred mainte ance 
eferred maintenanc  bu gets have 
ne.  
titive funding available to our County at 
ed.  It would be  shame t  have us 

ration, un er the assumption that we 
 further ahead t an mall cities and 
more funding/st ffing vailable to us.  y 

Mike Culver City of Ojai  7/21/2009 
Will material in this se 
large? 

minar apply to small cities as well as 
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Megan Greve City of Lathrop  7/21/2009 
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The City of Lathrop att 
En rgy Efficiency Con 
Webinar on July 16, 2 
qu stions at the time b 
answers for. 
1.  Is conversion to So 
program? 
2.  Are CEQA and NE 
the funds the juris icti 
amo t allocated to th 
that ou of the other 30 
4.  Will you have a sa 
explains how to figure 
?  We are workin  to p 
5.   How large are the 
conjunction with the st 
The project that t  Ci 
a sola  conversion. Th 
$40,000 per month on 
could convert a portion 
the ong term costs f r 
City Hall and, if enoug 
loan with the stimul s 
Ce ter as w ll.  The C 
utility bill as well as a 
as a source to rep y th 
for the loan fr m 3% o 
making this project feasible 

ended the presentation regarding the 
servation Block Gr nt P o r m 
009.  We were unable to e-mail 
ut had some q estions we would like 

lar Power an option under this 

PA clearances needed?  It comes from 
on rec ives in its grant.me off of the 
e City using the fo mula or do you take 
%? 

mple feasibility study to follow that 
 out th  BTU’s saved per $1,000 spent 
ut a couple of examples on line. 
loans that are av ilab  t  use in 
imulus funds? 
ty of Lathrop is interested in pursuing is 
e City cu rently spends approximately 
nergy fo  its facilities. If the City 

 of its energy to solar, it could reduce 
 energy.  The City proposes to conv rt 
h funds are ava lable by combining a 
funds, its Civic Cent r and Senior 
ity would use the dollars sav d n 
n incentive funds provided by PG & E 
e loan.  R d ction of the interest rate 
 1% would be very ben ficial in y 



  

 

 

 

  

 

  
 

 

  
  

   

  

 

 

  

        

 

EDC Environmental  
Dave Johnston Management  7/21/2009 

Thanks for hosting the  Energy Efficiency and Conservation 
Block Grant webinar today.  You mentioned that solar and 

a  equipment would not be eligible for wind power gener tion 
funding under the  EECBG small cities and counties program.  

n owing questions a t your earliest Please a swer the foll 
convenience: 
Would any portion of a  landfill gas to energy project providing 

o ed waste wa er tr atment plant be t electricity to a c llocat e 
eligible for funding? The funding formula described is to be 
based on DOE population numbers.  Your website includes 

o ers for small cities.  Do you also have DOE p pulation numb 
DOE numbers for unincorporated areas in small counties? A 
rough estimate of the funding available to El Dorado County 

a d  May 09 (based on 2000 Census popul tion of 156,299 an
o e  11.3%) would be $800,000, correct? unempl yment rat  of 

Is it likely that any of th o e $19.8 M remaining discreti nary 
funds could be available for such a project?  Is  your answer 
based o e islative changes to he current AB 2176 n pot ntial leg t 
requirements to use fu c nds only for energy effi iency, not 
energy generation?

y 

Cheryl Collart 
Ventura Count 

Energy A 
y Regional 
lliance 

 
7/21/2009 

e 
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to and counties 
p a 

a 
m 

1.  Must the partnersh 
lead by a r gional ene 
on behalf of several sm 
school districts in  pa 
administration be man 
jpa. 
A governmental agenc 
partnership Grants m partnership.  .  Grants may 
a artnership m y rec 

uthorization from the 
may use its funding fo 
jurisdiction. 

ip be administered by a city or may it be 
rgy office/ joint powers public agency 
all cit es?2.  Can funds be used by 

rtnership applic tion?  IF so, can the 
ag d t rough a regional energy office/ 

y or a nonprofit entity may lead a 
ay only go to small cities and counties only go small cities ,, 

ieve the funds, with written 
 small jurisdiction.  A small jurisdiction 
r i proving efficiency of schools in their 

Y 

Mike Langford City of Sausalito  
 

7/21/2009 
o e u t 

r 

You have the requirem 
d llars.  Is that per y a 
am not too familia wit 

ent that the project save X amount of 
r or over the lifetime of the prod c ?  I 

h calculating BTUs. y 



 

 

  

   

 

 
 

 

Mike Marcus City of Benicia  
 

7/21/2009 

t 
e m 

e o e ut 

Will the 30-40% that is 
available for compe iti 
Please xplain ore a 
be n referenced ft n

 not being directly allocated be 
ve grants? 
bout the 5% / 2.5% overhead. This has 
, b with little details. 

Y 

Kevin Bryant Town of Woodside 
 

7/21/2009 

t e o n 
in 

i 

The draft guidelines sa 
applican is allow d.”  
effort with other jurisdi 
an appl cation for our o 

y that “on 
If we are c 
ctions, wo 
wn jurisd 

ly one application per eligible 
ontemplating j i ing a joint 
uld we be eligible to submit 
ictions?  

Y Q 

Emily Sche ll O 

ASSOCIATION 
MONTEREY BA 
G VERNMENT 

OF 
Y AREA 
S 7/21/2009 

e e 
s 

Will the cost of require 
provid d through CEC 
reimbursable through 

d feasibili
 T chnica 
the grant f 

ty studies (over the $20,000 
l Assistance) be 
und  once approved? 

y Q 

Bonnie Blue City of Malibu  7/21/2009 
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e a 
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d s 

Can water conservatio 
be eligible f r funding 
associated with reduce 
how should this be de 
based n the energy s 
inclu e an assessmen 
savings.  

n and/or w 
if e ergy e 
d water u 

monstrate 
avi gs.  T 
t of projec 

ater use efficiency projects 
fficiency or savi gs 
se are demonstrated?  If so, 
d. Th  grant's s vings are 
he proposed project must 
t costs a  well as energy 

y Q 

n a n 
n  a i 

, 
in 

c s 
o  a 

y n 

During today’s presen 
age cies h ve inquire 
residential buildi g tha 
owned by a public age 
public agency we are 
on the new onstructio 
eligible. Could you pr 
grants for cost-effectiv 

tation, it was mentioned public 
d about retrofitti g non-residential and 
t re within the r jurisdiction, but not 
ncy. I have a similar inquiry whereas a 

working for is wonder g if solar panels 
n of a 1.6MM SF warehou e could be 
vide ny guidance?  AB 2176 allows 
e energ efficie cy. 

Jeanet Kulcsar s 
David Taussig 
Associate , Inc 

and 
.  7/21/2009 y 



 
 

 

 

  

  
 

 
 

 

    

For a non-jurisdiction p artnership, such as the Association of 
o n e cation M nterey Bay Area Go ver ments, are multipl  appli s 

ASSOCIATION 
MONTEREY BA 

OF 
Y AREA 

e o e e 
i e s 

(for diff rent clusters 
subm tted from th am 

f ligibl  jurisdictions) allowed to be 
e partnership? 

Emily Schel O G VERNMENT S  7/21/2009 y 
Am I correct that a dire ct allocation of ARRA funds will be 

o t o o made t  jurisdic ions b ased n p pulation?  So if the City of 
El Paso de Robles has  a population of about 27,000, would

e e o we receiv a ch ck for  $135K aut matically?  Do we need to 
e ? id ntify what we will be  using the money for 

Ditas Esperanza City of Paso Robles  7/21/2009 y 

Elaine 
Berghausen The Gualco Group, Inc.  

 
7/21/2009 
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s e 
o n d d 

c 

Representing Amador 
Amador County. 
2 questions and 1 com 
Re:  the calculation f 
state: Doll rs spe t/pr 
How wou d the cos  ef 
large ($13 million proje 
only a small portion ($ 
a  annual savings of 2 
2) Telephone umber 
assistance?? 
Comment: Lowering t 
benefit, particularly for 
communities.  Also, l 
urrently offered, woul 

customers

 Water Agency, in partnership with 

ment: 
cost effectiveness.  The guidelines 
ojec costs include only EECBG funds. 
fectivene s calculation be done or a 
ct), wh n the EECBG fun s r present 

100,000) of the total project cost, with 
 million kwhs.  
 of email address to request technical 

he interest rate to 1% would be a huge 
 projects erving disadvantag d 
nger repayme t perio s, beyon  those 
d help offset the rate impact to 

y 

Encinas Maria Encinas, Maria City of Patterson City of Patterson 
 

7/21/2009 7/21/2009 

v on 
n s t 

e e o 
lighting? 

We have conducted a 
conser ati  in retrofit 
over 50 perce t in ene 
m ntion earli r that th 
lighting?

 feasibility study on energy 
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city/county to help 
fund solar panel instal 
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the community college 
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ge partner with a local small 

lations, central plant, etc.?  Does it help 

 district has bond dollars to leverage? 
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7/21/2009 

How soon will you know if you will have authorization to allow 
more than 5% administrative costs? 

Mary Pitto 
Regional Counc 
Counties 

il of Rural 

Since the money is allocated to cities and counties, if there is 
a partnership formed, shouldn’t the city of county be required 
to be a participant, whether or not they are the lead agency.  
Otherwise you will be receiving competing applications from 

7/21/2009 

y g p g pp 
cities and counties.  

Riley, Karen County of Monterey  
 

ec 7/21/2009 
Would a collaborative project between several cities and the 
county to create a revolving loan fund be an eligible proj t 

 
Nicole Almague City of Albany 7/21/2009

 Are there examples of the "feasibility studies" that the CEC 
will require? I would like to see what level of detail and 
calculations will be necessary as soon as possible to make 
sure we can meet upcoming deadlines. 2. Would a 
jurisdiction be able to apply for both the pass-through funds 
and the discretionary fund opportunities? 
3. Is there possible legislation to lift the AB 2176 limitations? 
4. Would an alternative energy (wind energy) feasibility study 
be an allowable project under EECBG funds? 

Richard Schwarz Merced County  
 

7/21/2009 

energy improvement measures with an ESCO in accordance 
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energy improvement measures 
with Governmen  Cod 
to be paid by the ESC 
installation?  
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e 4219, are prevailing wages required 
O to the cont actors performing the 
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A suggestion for program design: it seems that a very cost-
effective use of these funds could be to leverage them with 
other funds being used to implement private-sector energy 
efficiency financing programs – e.g., AB 811 / municipal 
financing districts. However, the need for an engineering 
analysis of cost-effectiveness at a specific location would 
preclude that use. 
Could the Direct Purchase Option proposed in the guidelines 
be expanded to include direct purchase & direct install of 
specified energy-efficient home appliances (and if feasible, 
commercial or industrial equipment) to be made available to 
homeowners as part of a comprehensive retrofitting 
program? This option could be similar in application to (while 
not duplicating) existing utility rebate programs and Energy 
Star rebates.  
Funding for appliances would complement financing available g pp p g 
through an AB811-type district, since property tax financing 
cannot be used for appliances that are not fixed to the 
property. Guidelines could be attached to this option to 
ensure appliances are available to low- and moderate-income 
residents and that they are installed as part of a 
comprehensive retrofit. 

Louise Auerhahn y Associate Polic  Director 7/21/2009 

t Steve Schmid Los Altos Hills  7/21/2009 
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To be clear, the cost-effectiveness criteria is total Btu saved 
divided by only the EECGB funds, correct? Not the total 

project cost? We do not have to include any rebates, loan 
amounts or other fund contributions? 

The projects you listed as example projects that would meet 
the cost effectiveness criteria penalizes communities that 

have been actively pursuing energy efficiency projects over 
the years as your projects are all low hanging fruit type 

projects that have already been completed in most of our 
buildings. What happens if we can’t meet your criteria but still 

have projects that would produce savings like HVAC 
upgrades? 

 Also, are all renewable energy projects eliminated from this 

Dana Armanino Working Partnerships USA  
 

7/21/2009 

program even if they have significant cost share that would 
allow them to meet the cost-effectiveness criteria? 

C t h l d i d ll ti b t M t  C  t  h  Monterey oun y as la ready re i d ll ti b t ce ve  an a oca on, u  our 
 n o uni corporated popula tion is onl y about 110k.  Sh uld we be 

Karen Riley County of Monterey  o o 7/21/2009 a “small county” r a “ large c un ty”? Y Q 

Will large cities and co unties wh o received direct awards 
u from the DOE be prec l ded from  applying for the CEC 

e a grants? If a jurisdictio n r ceives n EECBG grant directly 
e from the Dep't of Ener gy, th  wo uld not qualify under the 

 rg t EECBG Program.  La e jurisdictions, hat receive a direct 
Richard Schwarz Merced County  r i d 7/21/2009 EECBG g ant, are not  qualif e for this program.  Y Q 

If an entity has already  complete d a detailed study report for 
e energy improvem nt m easures with an ESCO, in accordance 

e with Governm nt Cod e 4219, ar e prevailing wages required 
 r to be paid by the ESC O to the c ont actors performing the 

Richard Schwarz Merced County Repeat!  7/21/2009 installation? Y Q 

Guadalupe 
Rivera" Sutter County Public Works  7/21/2009 

$250 000 based on the allocation formula and estimates a 
a 

00 

u t 
g e r 

o 
e e 

Question 1:  As an exa 
$250 000 based on the , 
project to cost $350,00 
could be awarded or w 
Question 2: Your webs 
Population Fig res pe 
have similar fi ur s fo 
Question 3: Where c 
un mployment rat s th 

mple, if a 
allocation 

0, is it po 
ould the m 
ite shows 

r he U.S. 
counties 

uld we find 
at shall b

 city or county is eligible for 
formula and estimates a , 

ssible th t the full $350,000 
aximum grant be $250, 0?

 the “List of Small Cities with 
Dept. of Energy”. Do you 
?  
 the figures for the 

e used? 
Y Q 



 
  

          

Richard Schwarz Merced County  
 

7/21/2009 

If an entity has already completed a detailed study report for 
energy improvement measures with an ESCO, in accordance 
with Government Code 4219, are prevailing wages required 
to be paid by the ESCO to the contractors performing the 
installation? 
Will large cities and counties who received direct awards 
from the DOE be precluded from applying for the CEC 
grants? 
If CEC loans are used as a source of match funds, in addition 
to utility company rebates, is there a required simple payback 
period that must be met?  Or, as long as the cost of the 
project is paid back through energy savings is that all that is 
required to use CEC loan funds as a match source? 

I recently attended the energy workshop in San Diego, where 
the mention ofBTU's reduced will be the measuring stick for  
city's reduction goals.My question is what is the formula for 

 discovering BTU's when it comes tolighting projects that deal 
Devin Parker Kumar Management 7/21/2009 with Lumens, Watts, and Kelvin. 

Through our existing E astern Sierra Energy Initiative (Cities 
of  
Bishop and Mammoth  Lakes an d Inyo and Mono Counties) - 

a es n which we man ge  un der r olu tio , we have identified 
Mammoth Lake s, CA 93546 several cost-effective lighting  pr ojects, but lack a formal 

e High Sierra En rgy  feasibility study. 
Rick Phelps Foundation, PO  Box 3511 7/21/2009 Can you please help u s out. Y Q 

Kumar Management  
 

7/21/2009
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Steve Schmid Mammoth Lakes  7/21/2009 

Could you send a sample of a feasibility study? 
We have done an informal feasibility study for our program (a 
residential audit energy saving program for "High Energy" 
homes in our 
area) but we want to make sure we have everything we need 
prior to your solicitation. 
If it would be better for me to call and briefly describe the 
program 
I'd be happy to. Let me know what number, or who to ask for 
at the main CEC number.  Could Joji please contact this 
person? 

Mike Kunz City of Arvin  7/21/2009 

the million to the Energy Commission for distribution $302 million is 

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the EECBG 
program Preliminary Block Grant Guidelines staff workshops.  
At the workshop in Santa Ana on July 15, 2009, CEC staff p y , , 
said that the allocation formula will use unemployment 
figures, but they used county-wide figures, which includes 
larger cities, such as Bakersfield.  Bakersfield’s relatively 
lower unemployment rate pulls down the overall county 
unemployment rate, but is not part of the small cities block 
grant program, skewing the numbers.  Arvin’s unemployment 
rate, for example, is 35.5%, according to EDD, but by 
factoring in Bakersfield’s 10.0% unemployment rate, the 
overall county rate is 14.2%.  This unfairly penalizes small, 
very poor cities and gives a false representation of 
conditions.  The following link to the EDD website breaks 
down the unemployment rates by county, and each county 
link downloads a spreadsheet that includes each jurisdiction 
in the county.  Those jurisdictions’ unemployment rates are 
listed on the spreadsheet. 
http://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/?pageid=133
 Another issue is the allocation of the $49.6 million allocated 
to Energy Commission for distribution $302 is .  
being allocated directly to large, relatively wealthy cities over 
35,000 population.  The $49.6 million is split into $29.8 million 
for allocation to small cities, and $19.8 million at the 
discretion of the Energy Commission.  The $19.8 million will 
be distributed on a competitive project basis.  Since the large 

Lauren Apone City of Lemoore  7/21/2009 
Can EECBG be used for the purchase of a CNG refuse 
vehicle? 



 
 

  

    
 

 
   

 
 

 
 

  

           

EDC Environmental 
 7/21/2009 

Would any portion of a landfill gas to energy project providing 
electricity to a collocated waste water treatment plant be 
eligible for funding?  The funding formula described is to be 
based on DOE population numbers.  Your website includes 
DOE population numbers for small cities.  Do you also have 
DOE numbers for unincorporated areas in small counties? A 
rough estimate of the funding available to El Dorado County 
(based on 2000 Census population of 156,299 and May 09 
unemployment rate of 11.3%) would be $800,000, correct? 
 Is it likely that any of the $19.8 M remaining discretionary 
funds could be available for such a project?  Is your answer 
based on potential legislative changes to the current AB 2176 
requirements to use funds only for energy efficiency, not 

gy g energy generation? 
Director, Fleet Services, 

RICHARD E. University of California, How would the UC system or an individual UC campus fit into 
BATTERSBY Davis 7/21/2009 the EECBG program? 

Bonnie Blue City of Malibu  7/21/2009 
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Schonlau Modular Motion Systems 7/21/2009 
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Co-founder - CWLab 
Narisa Chu, Ph.D. International, Ltd.  7/21/2009 

Thank you for your prompt response: 834 KWh energy saved 
per $1,000 cost over t he lifetime of the equipment replaced is 
much clear and reason able. Incidentally, BTU is not as an 

a as KWh. It is preferrable that the international stand rd 
ener n e  i gy saving u its ar specified n standard in ernational t 
measurements.  
I would also like to pro vide my comments to the State Energy 
solicitation policy for the $13.9M discretion fund und r th e e 

i nia Energy Commission auspec s of the Califor  for small 
s mpetition. As noted in the meeting on countie /cities open co 

n y me July 15 in Santa A a b  and others as well, this discretion 
u nly to small counties/cities, not to those f nd should be open o 

u  o e r 25,000/7,000, respectively, for reasons with pop lation v 
stated below: 
1. Large counties/cities have already received more than 
$300M grants for ener c gy efficiency and ost saving initiatives. 

iti have differe t i f t 2 S 2. Small counties c t e ll ti // i i s h diff nt i f t tt n ras ruc ure 
overhe d and framew a ork. The same  plans fo  the large r 
entities might not achieve the sa me efficiency in the small 
jurisdictions. A good example is with any central control unit 

t o same large populatiowhere here is n t th e n  to share the 
start-up cost.
 3. Small jurisdications, e.g., Barstow, San Juan Capistorano, 

d e places for solar/wind/wave energy etc., are worl -enviabl 
e  project , without the obstacl s of s testing and gen ration e 

and o dense population buildings as c mmonly existed in large 
jurisdications. Discounting the e natural settings ans d 

c  proposals that are catered to large resour es while giving 
jurisdications, truly defeats the purposes of efficiency and Y 
The North Coast IRWMP would like to formally request 

WEST COAST  technical assistance fr e om the CEC – I will also s nd a 
Karen Gaffney WATERSHED N/A  7/21/2009 separate e-mail to you  with this request. y 

Mike Langford" City of Sausalito  
 

7/21/2009 
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Perri Kaller REDI  7/25/2009 
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Mike Marcus Mike Marcus Department 
Community Dev 
Department 

elopment 
  

. 
7/28/2009 7/28/2009 

Will the 30-40% that is not being directly allocated be 
available for 
competitive grants?Please explain more about the 5% / 2.5% 
overhead. 
This has been referenced often, but with little details.  



 

Hall, Rich Butte County  7/28/2009 

e 

t t t 

e 

e e 

Butte County has appr 
efficiency 
projects (lighting and H 
are just 
awaiting the release o 
These 
proj cts were identifie 
2008, but 
a ha  point the Count 
the most 
cost effective project, 
main jail. 
Where we will need th 
this last 
Wednesday is in conv 
are 
pr sented in terms of 
required in the 
guid lin s.  Can you s 
someone we can 
begin working with to m 

oximately $1.5 million in energy 

VAC improvements) ready to go, and 

f the final guidelines and application.  

d by an energy audit finalized in March 

y had only enough capital funding to do 

a revamping of the HVAC system at the 

e assistance offered at the workshop 

erting the energy audit findings, which 

dollar savings, to Btu savings as 

end me the contact information of 

ake this conversion? 
Adel 
answered 
verbally 



     

     

     

 

 

 
    

 

Community Development 
krista salas Department  7/28/2009 

Many of my questions were answered by other attendees, 
however, I have one remaining question that I still do not 
have answered.  In your presentation you mentioned that as a 
part of the program the Energy Commission is able to provide 
energy assessments of up to $20,000 of your consultants 
cost per assignment.  I believe you mentioned that your 
organization is always looking for consultants to partner with 
to provide these energy assessments to the interested 
parties.  What I would like to know is how does an 
organization go about initiating a relationship with the Energy 
Commission to become one of your energy audit 
consultants?  You indicated that your team of 
consultants that do these energy audits will be very busy so I 
am wondering how we could help.  My husband, John Salas, 
is a principal at Salas O'Brien Engineers which is based in p p g 
San Jose, CA and they have been involved in providing 
energy audits for a very long time.  Please let me know whom 
he should contact to further discuss a potential partnership 
with your organization. 

can a Lead Partner be  a for-profit business whose main  
business is to provide home energy audits  for a f e, providing e 
that  

Twana Karney they meet all the other requirements in the Guidelines? City of Benicia 8/3/2009 y 

Felicity Lyons Town of Hillsborough 
 

8/3/2009 
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Sally Martin RHA Inc.  8/4/2009 

I am a NoRTEC board  member and we are working to put 
together an 11 county, 26 city collaborativ e application here in 
the north state.  We w i l ould l ke to  do audits of al  the 

o a d i entify the most cost effective city/c unty f cilities an d 
projects and then apply for those projects.  My question is - 
audits are an allowable activity under the EECBG program 

u r them if they need to be done ahead of b t how do you pay fo 
the actual EECBG app h o e lication t at must sh w the f asibility 
study/energy savings i associated with the measures ident fied 
by the audit. How do you recommend that this happen...can 
we do the audits bef ore the EECBG program receives final 
appr ved the audit costs that occurr d prior to o and i nclude e

out as part o o c the final rules coming f the pr je t cost?  

n 

o Mary Pitt 
Regulatory Affa 

RCR 
irs Advocate 
A 8/4/2009 

covering 
In order to avoid competing applications within a region 
covering 
multiple jurisdictions and/or agencies, it should be clear that a 
regional application must have the approval of all cities (City 
Councils) and counties (Board of Supervisors) within the 
proposed region 
to be considered eligible. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the guidelines. 

Nicole Almaguer 
 

8/3/2009 

I think examples/templates of feasibility studies (or the 
information that will be sought on the application to satisfy 
this requirement) would be very helpful to all of us if received 
as well in advance as possible. 



     

     

     

   

Am I correct that a direct allocation of ARRA funds will be 
made to 
jurisdictions based on population?  So if the City of El Paso 
de Robles 
has a population of about 27,000, would we receive a check 
for $135K 
automatically?  Do we need to identify what we will be using 
the money 

Ditas Esperan za,  for? 
P.E. City of Paso Robles  8/3/2009 

I'm writing you to learn more about the Energy Partnership 
Program and 
helping Facilities become more Energy Efficient.  I am a 
supplier of energy 
efficient Lamps that are TCLP compliant and industrial 
strength.  Can you 

 point me in the right direction as how I can help or be of 
Devin Parker Kumar Management  8/3/2009 service. 

Pooja Gupta Town of Hillsbor ough 
 

8/3/2009 calculate our $/kWh? 

These questions pertain to Town of Hillsborough with 
population little over 11,000 people. 

1.  How many years can capital cost be amortized for 
kWh/$ calc (we know how many kWh will be saved per 
year)? 

2.  What’s the maximum ask amount? 

3.  Rebates: If we find a rebate or other matching source 
of funds, how does that affect the $/kWh? In other words, if 
we have a $50,000 pump and find a $10,000 rebate, then the 
grant request would be $40,000. Could we then apply the 
$40,000 (not $50,000) against the total kW-h saved to 
calculate our $/kWh? 

Ditas Esperanza  8/3/2009 

My question was:  WILL PASO ROBLES AUTOMATICALLY 
GET ARRA MONEY BASED ON 
POPULATION AND NOT HAVE TO COMPETE?  



    

    

       

    Page 6 of the Draft Block Grant Guidelines state that 
“dollars spent” to calculate cost-effectiveness include only 
EECBG funds. Do the BTUs reduced include the entire 
project, including portions funded by other sources? If so, is it 
correct to say that a project with additional matching funds 
will appear more cost-effective, all else being equal? 
2)  What source did the Energy Commission use to 
determine unemployment rates, and will you release the 
numbers you used to calculate each jurisdiction’s allocation 
(e.g., population and unemployment rate)? 
3)  Is there a significance to the different categories of cost-
effective projects mentioned on p. 7 and p. 8-9 of the Draft 
Block Grant Guidelines? Wastewater and streetlights are not 
mentioned on pp. 8-9. 

 � 
g Emily.Sadi h  cgov.org 8/3/2009 

Diane Nguyen City of Wildomar 
 

8/3/2009 

population October 2008 are 2007 Census population figures being 

At the July 15th Energy Workshop in Santa Ana, Commission 
staff noted that Cities incorporated after 2007 were in a 
special circumstance.  As a result, the population numbers 
used for the formula distribution would be the population on 
the date of incorporation.  I have been informed by 
Commission staff this Friday that the staff will recommend a 
different approach, that is, to utilize 2007 Census information 
for the City of Wildomar's population.  This directly conflicts 
with statements made at the Santa Ana workshop.  The City 
of Wildomar questions this approach, as the 2007 population 
figure is lower than the City's (date of  incorporation) 
population of 28,000. Is it equitable to use a 2007 population 
figure a year before City incorporation of July 2008?  The City 
is interested in further discussion with Commission staff on 
this, and also wants to know how is the City of Menifee's 
population formula being calculated?  Menifee incorporated 
October 2008 are 2007 Census figures being .... 
used for the City of Menifee? 

Jeff Rubin City of Calabasas 
 

/3/2009 

Are existing public swimming pools eligible to be retrofitted 
with high energy efficiency pool motors and/or heaters? 



  

 

   

 

   

Does the administratio n allowance cover design and 

Napa County De partment 
inspection costs? 

Juan Arias of Public Works  8/3/2009 Y Q 
. Would the funds allow for a City to hire an outside company 

Mike Marcus, City of Benicia  8/3/2009 to do residential energy audits? 
Does this apply to the Data Center energy efficiency efforts? 

 
<Orien.Carr compucom  8/3/2009 

In the workshop on Ju ly 15,2009  staff presented the idea, as 
e an example, that it wo uld be pos sible to purchase nergy 

efficient refrigerators f or say seniors as a direct purchase
e i ch how ver this is not on  the direct  purchase l st (Atta ment B). 

o t c Is this no longer an p ion as a dire t purchase?  Will the list 
be expanded? 

 
Sharon Campbell blaisassoc  8/3/2009 Y Q 

g Ethan Spra ue ConSol. 8/3/2009 

dollars in the 

on 

1) If a small city was to run a residential retrofit program, 
which of the categories below would be used to quantify the 
dollars in the eligibility calculation (cost eligibility calculation (cost 
effectiveness):Program administration 
Marketing Customer payment for retrofit work – minus 
rebates 
2) Would the cost effectiveness be calculated on a per home 
basis or a program basis? 3) Please confirm that utility 

Maria Sanders o City of El Cerrit  8/3/2009
a n t 

   What is the contact i 
assist nce from your s 
Sugar, and others 

nformation for getting feasibility study 
taff? Adel Suliema , John Bu ler, John 

y 



   

   

   

  

  
  

 

 

 

 

        

3)  If we don’t have all our project feasibility studies 
complete to fully justify getting all our allocation by the time 
we submit an application, can we submit the application 

Maria Sanders o City of El Cerrit  8/3/2009 later? 
2)  If we participate in a partnership as the lead applicant, 
are we responsible as the lead partner to ensure that all other 
partners comply with federal reporting requirements? That is, 
what is our liability if a partner comes up short in reporting 

Maria Sanders o City of El Cerrit  8/3/2009 requirements? 
In the workshop today you asked to be informed about 
possible 
partnerships. 
I am leading an effort to use EECBG funds for energy 
reductions in "high 
energy" homes within a number of residential towns here in 
Silicon 
Valley. The target towns represent 5 of the top 7 PG&E towns 
in terms of 
energy use per household. 

Steve Schmidt Los Altos Hills  8/3/2009 

 
Caroline Cheng City of Brisbane  8/3/2009 

One of the projects we  were hoping to use the stimulus funds 
e $25,000) o we’ve be n allocated ( was f r a motorized pool 

cover for our C ommunity Pool. This would all w for far less o 
m to heat h o use of the boiler syste t e po l, as the heat would 

e gh t e nig h httime and ot be well-insulat d throu her times the 
n ing that the pool cov r would e pool isn’t in use. We w ere thi k

be motorized, as these  types have been demonstrated to 
er energy e a provide for even great effici ncy.  I just w nted to 

make sure that this co uld be  one t  of the uses for the s imulus 
funds we’ve been all ocated. Ca n you please advise? Y Q 

Jenkins, Jennifer County of Humboldt  
 

8/3/2009 

application requesting funds for all of the small cities/counties 
n n s 

If participating in a par 
application requesting 
i cluded i the partner 

tnership, can the partnership submit an 
funds for all of the small cities/counties 
hip? 

Y 
It is stated that the DOE population estimates are used in the 

Richard A. Assistant Public  Works  allocation formula.  Where can we get that data to verify the 
Schwarz, t Direc or merced county  8/3/2009 validity of the information? 

Napa County De partment By when do the feasibility studies have to be submitted? 
Juan Arias of Public Works  8/3/2009 



           

 
Mark Hensley Verizon  8/3/2009 

Energy Crews has developed a program for LA County Cities 
and local governments that provides training and creates jobs 
for local residents to perform home and small business 
energy audits.  An Energy Crew member makes 
recommendations to residents and business owners 
regarding energy efficiency as it may pertain to the envelope 
of their building, available mechanical and behavioral 
changes, informs residents on available State and Federal 
incentive programs and install simple energy saving 
measures on the spot. 
Should Energy Crews be in contact with your office to explain 
our program in more detail before submitting an application 
on behalf of a small 

Can the funds be used for new construction?  The Town has 
an approved/shovel ready library project that is designed to y y j g 
obtain LEED Gold.  This will be replacing an existing library. 

 Jessica 
Jessica von Borck Town of Los Gatos  8/3/2009 

If a project is denied, can a City reapply with a new project?  
What is the process? Mike Marcus City of Benecia  8/3/2009 
Assuming, the cost-effectiveness criteria can be met and 
demonstrated in the feasibility analysis, we are interested as 
to how EECBG funds can be leveraged with SEP funds to 
establish a regional AB811-type program.  The guidelines are 
not specific, but the linkage is clearly made in the SEP draft 
guidelines.  Will the final guidelines explicitly state that funds 
may be used to support the establishment of regional AB811-
type programs?   

david Matson County of Santa Barbara  8/3/2009 

Jennifer Jenkins County of Humb oldt  8/3/2009 
Use funds allocated to ONLY that Use funds allocated to a small county ONLY in that county? 

If submitting a proposal as a partnership covering multiple 
cities and counties do we have to 
Use funds allocated to a small city ONLY in that city? 

a small county in county? 



         

To restate previous questions, could the CEC please release 
the actual population numbers you are using, that you 
received from the DOE? DOE did not publish the actual 
figures that resulted from their complex formula calculations 
so we don’t otherwise have access to them.
 2) Will the letter to mayors/Board of supervisors request 
specific project details, or just a statement of intent to apply?

 � 

Sadigh, Emily 

David Matson 

acgov 

County of Santa Barbara  

8/3/2009 

8/3/2009 

Thanks for the comments.  Of note, CEC guidelines for the 
SEP (page 21) state that EEBCG or other math funds MUST 
be used to support an AB811-type program 
The SEP program guidelines state: 

"you must be willing to match the Energy Commission's SEP 
funds received with an equal amount of your own EECBG, or 
the total amount of EECBG recevied, whichever is lower..." 

Kerianne Hewitt 

Arias, Juan 

Sharon Campbell 

Twana Karney 

County of Ventura 

Napa 

blaisassoc.com 

Director, Gree 
Progra 

n@Home 
m 

 

 

 

8/3/2009 
Are you saying this isn't possible? 

8/3/2009 
Does the allocation to small jurisdictions allow for 
construction contingencies? 

8/3/2009

 the applicants project is not accepted for funding, will the 
CEC allow the applicant to submit a different project or do 
they lose their allocation? 

8/3/2009 

Question: Can a Lead Partner be a for-profit business whose 
main  
business is to provide home energy audits for a fee, providing 
that  
they meet all the other requirements in the Guidelines? 

Nancy Richards Program Director 8/3/2009 

in in the participating in a Collaborative Partnership in the letter you 
Will you be asking the jurisdictions if they are interested in 
participating a Collaborative Partnership letter you 
are sending this week?  I am referring to the letter mentioned 
in the Aug 3rd guidelines workshop which is asking for a 
response from the jurisdictions by Aug 21 as to whether they 
are planning to participate in the eecgb funding opportunity.  
Sierra Business Council is considering aggregating a 
partnership of Sierra Nevada counties and cities. 



I am a NoRTEC board member and we are working to put 
together an 11 county, 26 city collaborative application here in 
the north state.  We would like to do audits of all the 
city/county facilities and identify the most cost effective 
projects and then apply for those projects.  My question is - 
audits are an allowable activity under the EECBG program 
but how do you pay for them if they need to be done ahead of 
the actual EECBG application that must show the feasibility 
study/energy savings associated with the measures identified 
by the audit.  How do you recommend that this happen...can 
we do the audits before the EECBG program receives final 
approved and include the audit costs that occurred prior to 
the final rules coming out as part of the project cost?  

"Sally Martin" RHA Inc.  8/4/2009 

Forest Kaser Energy Solutions 8/4/2009 

gy 
The federal EECBG formula grant guidelines permitted funds 
to be used to develop a strategy (i.e. identify cost-effective ( y 
projects by conducting audits and engineering analyses). Can 
state EECBG funds also be used to identify projects that are 
cost effective? For example, if a city spends an initial amount 
on a study of energy savings opportunities in municipal 
facilities and determines that there are very cost-effective 
projects to be completed, can it bundle the cost of the study 
with the expected savings from the project? If no cost-
effective opportunities are revealed in a given study, can a 
city still bundle the cost of the study with other projects 
already identified that are highly cost-effective? 



Could you explain what exactly is meant by the requirement 
to “certify that they are the most cost-effective energy 
efficiency project opportunities” on page 7 of the current 
guidelines draft?  Does this implicitly prohibit the use of grant 
funds for photovoltaic installations even if they meet the cost-
effectiveness requirements and are bundled with energy 
efficiency projects? 
Also, the guidelines state “dollars spent/project costs include 
only EECBG funds” which seems to imply that if an applicant 
is only using EECBG funds for a portion of the total project 
cost then only that portion would be considered in the cost-
effectiveness ratio.  However the next sentence states “No 
utility rebates or incentives, loan funding, or other potential 
sources of match funds may be considered in the dollars 
spent/project cost when calculating this cost-effectiveness 
ratio.”  Since there would obviously be no desire to add 
otherwise-covered costs into the cost-effectiveness ratio, 
thereby reducing the apparent cost-effectiveness, is this 
stating that applicants cannot subtract these costs from the 
total project cost when calculating this ratio?  If so it seems to 
contradict the initial statement that only EECBG funds are 
included in the ratio, so could you please clarify this point as 
well? 

Emily Schell ambag.org 8/4/2009 



 

Nancy Richards Program Director 8/5/2009 

1. Will the administrative CEC costs be factored into the 
jurisdictions' cost effectiveness calculations? 
2. How will the budget trailer bill amendment to allow climate 
change 
planning (pg 6 of  Aug 3rd presentation) work?  Will the cost 
effective criteria apply? How is "climate change planning" 
defined? Where can I find more information on what is 
allowed for planning?3. Does the direct equipment purchase 
option include installation costs or is just the equipment itself 
funded?  And what will be the requirement for verifying that 
the equipment is installed? 
4. Can a non-profit "agency" eligible for leading a 
collaborative 
partnership be any 501 (c) 3 non-profit, or is "agency" a 
special 
classification of non-profit. 5. If a project cannot be completed 
by Sept 2012, will the complete award be terminated or could 
there be a partial award for the parts of the project 
completed?6. There were a number of questions during the 
Aug 3rd workshop regarding funds for residential projects?  
Am I mistaken thinking the eecgb funds have to be used for 
local government facilities? 7. Cost effectiveness--#3 pg 6 of 
7/31 Guidelines draft:  Please explain: "Dollars spent/project 
costs include only EECBG funds.  No utility rebates or 
incentives, loan funding or other potential sources of 

Maria Sanders o City of El Cerrit  8/5/2009 

I am very interested in receiving assistance from your staff on 
getting HVAC recommendations for our EECBG feasibility 
studies. We have relatively old HVAC systems in 16 
buildings. 2 buildings are over 15,000 square feet. The rest 
range between 2,000 and 6,000 square feet. 



req en

  

          

Today we received the letter to Mayor Kiramis from EECBG 
Program Manager John Sugar.  We were excited to receive it 
as we participated in the webinar on Monday and were 
therefore expecting it.  However, we are concerned because 
the allocation that was shown in the materials for the webinar 
is significantly higher than the allocation that is shown in the 
letter we received today.  Monday’s materials showed 
$157,425.84 (which is approximately what we were expecting 
with our roughly 30,000 population), while the letter shows 
only $81,622.
 We are definitely preparing to spend our allocation and will 
submit the Intent to Apply to that effect, but the difference in 
amounts is of concern to us.  Can you please confirm 
whether we should be preparing for a grant amount of 
$157,426 or $81,622. 

Andra Lorenz, City of Foster C ity  8/5/2009 

Rich, Chris City of santa Barbara  8/7/2009 

term and lasting goals including job creation as well as the 

all of the ired components and anal sis gi that local 

Given the spirit and intent of the Federal economic stimulus 
program and the California Energy Commission's (CEC) 
EECBG Guidelines, a unique opportunity exists to leverage 
these funds to set up a regional solar and energy efficiency 
finance district, pursuant to Assembly Bill (AB) 811.  
Specifically, the CEC’s State Energy Program (SEP) has 
released guidelines that will award significant competitive 
funding for AB 811-type programs and related workforce 
development opportunities.  According to these guidelines, 
the County could leverage the $772,634 currently allocated 
by the CEC under the small city/county EECBG program to 
receive a matching SEP award, thereby providing the 
approximate $1.3 million required to establish a regional 
program on the central coast, similar to the national model 
created by the County of Sonoma, California.   
Without a doubt, such a program would achieve multiple long-
term and lasting goals including job creation as well as the , 
reduction of energy use and GHG emissions throughout the 
region.  Accordingly, a high degree of public interest and 
expectations have been focused on Federal economic 
stimulus programs administered by the CEC.  
Please direct this email to the appropriate staff, so that Santa 
Barbara County can ensure its EECBG application includes 



 
 

  
 

   
 

  

 
  

 

 

 

  
 

 

 

Cruz Ramos CITY OF SAN JOAQUIN  
 

8/10/2009 
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I am reading the prelim inary guidelines for the program, could 
ea you pl se clarify the following:

 Under #18, section A)  page 14 
Payments will be mad e on a reimbursement basis, after the 

s t recipient ubmits the a ppropriate invoice(s) o the Energy 
p Commission.  (If an ap licant is receiving funds from other 

s u funding ource(s), tota l funds requested b t all sources hall 
e not exceed th  total cost of the project.)

e e  Do s this mean once  an award agr ement is made and a 
o e pr posal by the city ha s been approv d by the CEC.  A city 

s p o will have to front the c a h for the r ject first then submit an 
e invoice to the CEC for  reimburs ment? 

 
Falicia Willdan Energy Solutions  8/10/2009 N 
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Cheng, Caroline City of Brisbane 
 

8/10/2009
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I wanted to clarify whe ther studies (e.g. building audits) are 
i d a s reimbursable w th EEC BG fun s. I understand th t a tudy 

s itself would not meet t he cost-effectivene s eligibility criterion 
s e e i e a  no energy savings would b  r al z d. However, this is an 

n importa t step in helpi ng a city or county determine which 
c i t projects are most cost -effe t ve. Using he “coupling” strategy 

e e described on page 9 o f th  pr liminary guidelines, could a 
a study that reve ls a hi ghly cost-effective opportunity be 

t coupled with the imple mentation of the retrofit i self to meet 
the criterion? 

Forest Kaser Energy Solutions  8/12/2009 y 

g Nicole Alma uer City of Albany 
 

8/12/2009 

Albany is seeking to replace its LED street lights with EECBG 
funds - for two main reasons: A Albany is seeking to replace 
its LED street lights with EECBG funds - for two main 
reasons: 
1. It has been identified in the CEC grant guidelines as a cost 
effective measure & 2. Our City Council/Administration is 
highly supportive of the concept.In an effort to get ahead of 
the grant application curve, staff met with PG&E to discuss 
their "turnkey" LED streetlight replacement program. They 
are currently developing a price estimate for replacement of 
our city's streetlights (a total of 792 lights). This estimate will 
likely come in well over our allotted EECBG allocation, and 
we will be seeking other funding opportunities to cover the 
difference, including one of the CEC low interest loans. We 
are also trying to seek the most affordable option, leading to 
my question re. direct purchase with EECBG:  Per the 
EECBG guidelines LED streetlights are included as one of 
the "direct purchase" items. Are there any cost estimates 
available for us to compare to what PG&E may quote us, or is 
this direct purchase perhaps coordinated with PG&E? 



I am working with a very small city on improvements at their 
wastewater treatment plant, which consists of partially 
mechanically aerated ponds.  We need to increase the 
aeration and our wastewater consultant is recommending 
additional mechanical aerators (the existing and proposed 
aerators are electric-powered).  Based on my reading of the 
EECBG draft guidelines and Q&A sheet on the website, it is 
unclear to me if using these funds to purchase solar powered 
aerators to reduce the number of grid-powered aerators 
would be eligible. 
I would appreciate receiving clarification on this before we 
spend our limited funds on a more detailed analysis. 

Richard Prima Clearwire 8/13/2009 

Jenni Jensen City of Stanton 8/13/2009 

Our City (City of Stanton) received an email concerning the 
EECBG Program for Small Cities.  However, we have already g y 
applied for the federal EECBG funds.  Stanton is also not on 
the eligible small cities list for this program funding.  Does our 
City still need to send back the “Intent to Apply” form with the 
“Not Participate” box checked?  
If we do need to send back the “Intent to Apply” form with the 
“Not Participate” box checked, we would like to verify that this 
will not disrupt our federal EECBG funding.    



 

 
 

 
 

  
 

  

 
  

        

e are aware that small agencies are eligible for a block grant 
for 
energy efficiency projects and that we should have received a 
letter to 
return indicating our interest in the program. 
To date, we have not received such a letter.  The Town of 
Yountville is 
very interested in participating in the program and has several 
potential projects that it is evaluating.  We would kindly 
request the 
intent to apply for Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block 
Grant 
(EECBG) form. 

Steve Rogers City of Yountville 8/13/2009 
It has come to our atte ntion that  CEC has sent out "Intent to 
Apply" 
forms to the small citie s which a re eligible for the EECBG 
program. The 
City of Lomita is eligib le however we have not received this 
form. Can 
you please email me a  .pdf vers ion so we may get it back to 
you before 

Alicia Heideman City of Lomita 8/13/2009 the August 21st deadl ine. Y C 

Irma Hernandez City of Duarte 8/13/2009 
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Kelsey DeForge City of Beumont 8/13/2009 

Today we received an email from the League of California 
Cities stating that all small cities/counties eligible to receive 
EECBG funding must submit their letter of intent by August 
21st. We have completed this letter and it is in the mail. 
However, I was wondering why this information was never 
alluded to on the website or in any of the ListServ news blasts 
that have been going out? Is this the “solicitation” document 
that we should be looking for or is that still forthcoming? A 
little more clarity is needed, please respond. 

Don Pauley City of Kingsburg 8/13/2009 

The Mayor of the City of Kingsburg, Bruce Blayney, has not 
received the letter you sent on or about August 3rd regarding 
the City’s eligibility for eecbg funding, the amount of the 
funding we are eligible for, and requesting that the City 
complete the Intent to Apply form.  The City has event intent 
to apply for these funds and would like to advise you of such 
by the stipulated deadline.  Please send a pdf copy via email y p p py 
to the undersigned so that we may do so. 



Elisa Peters Ennovationz 8/13/2009 

Thank you for your excellent work on the EECBG program. 
We appreciate the opportunity for California's small 
jurisdictions to implement much-needed energy efficiency 
measures. In particular, we are interested in seeing local 
governments enabled to implement residential energy 
efficiency programs, which have tremendous cost 
effectiveness potential. As an example, our residential energy 
audit and upgrade program achieves 20 - 55 MBtu of savings 
per $1000 program spend. This exceeds the cost 
effectiveness standards set by your guidelines by two to five 
times. These savings are achieved with low-cost upgrades 
and technologies we implement during a two-hour visit to the 
home. Further savings from home improvements and 
appliance upgrades are likely, but not even included in these 
numbers. We urge you to specifically add residential energy 
efficiency to the list of eligible projects, and detail an example 
of a feasibility study for a residential energy efficiency 
program, in your final proposed guidelines. In case you 
haven't found it yet, we noted an error in the conversion of 
kWh to Btu in the table on page 6 of the July 31 Staff Draft 
Block Grant Guidelines (Formula-Based Grants) for the 
Energy Effiicency Conservation Block Grant Program. The 
table lists engineering assumptions, with a conversion for 
electricity of 10,239 Btu's per kWh. The number should be 
3,413 Btu's per kWh. This would translate to approximately 
$0 34 award dollars spent for 1 kWh/year of energy savings 



 

8/13/2009 

Hope all is well.  Thanks again for clarifying that NCPA will be 
able to submit a Joint Application on behalf of four of our 
members.  We are definitely going down that path for the 
Cities of Biggs, Gridley, Healdsburg, and Ukiah.  To that end, 
I wanted to let you know we have not been able to track down 
the August 3rd letter you sent to Healdsburg, as part of the 
package of letters you sent requesting an intent to apply for 
EECBG funding by August 21.  Biggs, Gridey, and Ukiah 
have already signed such a letter and have sent it back as 
directed in the letter.  Would it be possible to resend that 
letter both in hard copy and via e-mail to Tim Conn at 
Healdsburg   and myself?  We 
want o make sure they do not miss the August 21st deadline.  
Healdsburg’s address is 401 Grove Street, Healdsburg, CA 
95448.  

Overvold, Lee Lee Overvold, CEM 8/13/2009 

Dear very busy CEC individual, 
Could you please send me a copy of feasibility study that will 
be representative of the detail that will be required in the 
EECBG application? 
Thanks, Lee 



 

 

   John Brewer City of Corning 8/14/2009  r ou 

The City of Corning inherited the downtown theater (Rodgers 
Theater) from its longtime private owner (Rodgers family) 
several years ago.  The City operated the cinema in lieu of 
losing the important (and historic) community amenity 
through an agreement with a private contractor who ran the 
projector and sold popcorn, etc.  About two (or perhaps 
three) years ago, after receiving a number of safety and 
sanitation complaints, the City closed the theater until 
structural, HVAC and plumbing repairs could be completed.  
The City hired an architect to determine the costs to repair 
and restore the theater.  He projected costs at nearly 
$900,000.00;  determined to be too costly for the local 
government to assume on its own.  The City encouraged 
community volunteers to support any refurbishment effort.  
 Since that time, a local volunteer contractor estimated “bare 
bones” repairs (i.e. the minimum cost to reopen the facility) 
would cost about $270,000.00.  A group of interested citizens 
formed a non-profit (Corning Community Foundation) and 
has collected nearly $50,000 in donations to restore the 
theater-perhaps as a “multi-use” facility.  Most recently, on 
Tuesday, August 11, 2009, the City Council committed it’s 
2002 Park Bond Funds ($200,000.00) to the theater 
restoration effort.  One component of repair and/or 
restoration is replacement of an antiquated roof-mounted 
evaporative cooler and a basement furnace.  We’d like to 
determine if the “Energy Efficiency Conservation Block Grant 
Program” can be utilized to replace that equipment with a 
single roof-mounted HVAC unit.  Our contractor previously 
estimated the cost to eplace the HVAC w ld be about 
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The City of Santa Clarita submitted our own EECBG 
application to the Department of Energy. However, we 
received comments and are in the process of revising the 
application. I understand that you are interested in obtaining a 
copy of the application. Please advise 1) who I should send 
the copy to and 2) if you will accept email/electronic submittal 
and 3) if any forms are necessary.
 I will be out of the office next week. We anticipate submitted 
the revised application in September. 

Heather Merenda city of santa Clarita 8/14/2009 
City Manager, C ity of Is the City of Glendora qualified to apply under this program 

Chris Jeffers Glendora 8/17/2009 of small cities? 

Emily Schell o e 
Association of M 
Bay Area G ver 

onterey 
nm nts 8/17/2009 

workshops provided nor sent out over the listserve Could 

it f M it it f 

I am the Assistant Special Projects Manager for the 
Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments and have 
been working closely with our member jurisdictions toward 
preparing their applications for the EECBG stimulus funding 
opportunity.  It has just come to my attention from one of our 
member jurisdictions that a letter has been sent to the small 
cities and counties asking them to return an “intent to apply” 
form by this Friday August 21st.  However, only a handful of 
the jurisdictions AMBAG is assisting with this grant 
opportunity have reported receiving this letter.  Can you 
please let me know whom this letter is being mailed to at the 
cities/counties and when it was sent out so that we can 
attempt to track it down and ensure it is submitted by the 
deadline?  Alternatively, could you send me electronic copies 
of the form for the jurisdictions listed below so that I can 
follow up with them and make sure they get it in on time? 
It is very concerning that there is no information available 
about this fast-approaching deadline (accompanied by 
potential to unknowingly forfeit the funding opportunity) on the 
CEC website, in any of the EECBG guideline drafts or 
workshops provided nor sent out over the listserve Could , .  
you please provide a brief explanation of how and when this 
requirement in the application process came about? 
If it is possible to simply let the Commission know by 
electronic letter, the following AMBAG member jurisdictions 
do intend to apply for the funding opportunity: City of Capitola 
City of CarmelCity of Del Rey Oaks, City of Gonzales City of 
Greenfield, City of Hollister, City of King City, City of Marina 
C y o onterey, C y of Pacific Grove, C y o San Juan 
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Greetings, 
In reading through the information on the website, I noticed 
that the CEC offered to provide a sample feasibility study.  
Any information you can provide to me would help our 
jurisdiction in developing our plan for a grant application. 
Thank you, 

Joel S l Swift J ift C f Pl acer County of Pl 8/17/2009 8/17/2009 
I have looked for the application for the EECBG Program and 
still have not found it. a  Am I missing it or is it not yet av ilable.
Please advise.  Thank  you. 

Elizabeth Assistant Project 
Cumming Manager 8/17/2009 y 

Can you send me the intent to apply form for cities applying 
Rhonda R. Cruz for EECBG funding.  Thank y ou City of Imperial Beach 8/17/2009 Y 

The City of Shafter wishes to file a “Intent to Apply” for 
e  Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) En rgy Efficiency and 

fu ds from thn e  Federal Government through the American 
Recovery and R inves e tment Ac t t bu  we may not hav e 
received a letter from the CEC stating that the city is eligible 
for funding along with  the required form that needs to be 
completed by the City.   Who can e  t  we talk to rec ive he City’s 

Michael James EECBG package? Shafter 8/17/2009 y Q 

Guadalupe Rivera Sutter County Public Works  8/17/2009 

I would like to request the Energy Commission s assistance 
Good Morning, 
I would like to request the Energy Commission’s assistance 
in evaluating potential projects for our small county and 
providing energy assessments for the Energy Efficiency and 
Conservation Block Grant Program.  If this is not the correct e-
mail address to request the Commission’s assistance, please 
let me know where to direct my e-mail.Thank you in advance 
for your time and help. 
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Ventura County  Regional 
Cheryl Collart Energy Alliance 8/17/2009 

Further, we are just now seeing letter sent from John Sugar 
(sample attached) that does not provide any clear box to 
check that implys/support the regional approach.  Case in 
point, in Ventura County, we propose to work the four small 
cities and the county together in a single "regional" effort, yet 
this is not noted on the letter and it would require each 
agency to separately respond.  Jurisdictions may either just 
respond that they will apply, or they may note on their reply 
that they are part of a partnership.... if they note who the 
partnership lead organization is, that makes it easier for us. 
Please advise/clarify the opportunities to advance solar 
projects with stimulus funds. Based on the various webinars 
and separate application processes for all stimulus funded 
programs, we are having some difficulty tracking what is 
possible.  Here are my assumptions, understandings and 
questions. 
1.  Under the DOE directly funded formula cities/counties, it 
appears that solar projects (ie rooftop solar panel installation 
on a public facility) and/or power purchase agreement style 
projects were submitted and were acceptable. The direct 
DOE funding is controlled by the federal legislation that 
established the program.  It allows funds to be spent in a 
number of areas, including for solar projects.2.  Under the 
DoE funds that come to the state CEC, the projects intended 
to be funded for small cities/counties are only energy 
efficiency; solar projects will not be accepted.  Funds that the 
Energy Commission is administering are controlled by both 
the federal language, and state law (AB2176, 2008).  That 
law requires that funds be spent for energy efficiency grants.  The City of Morro Bay was notified by PG&E that it should 
receive an award eligibility letter earlier this month.  So far, no 
one has gotten this.  The grant deadline is this Friday; who do 

Susan Slayton Morro bay 8/17/2009 I talk to about this? 

e Laurie Tyl City of Tiburon 8/18/2009 
d dli ? Th k i d 

The Town of Tiburon did not receive a letter from the CEC 
regarding intent to use EECBG funds allocated.  We would 
like to be able to use these funds if available.  Can you 
please email me a pdf of the letter that may have been sent 
to our Mayor, so that we may respond before the Friday 



               

This question is regarding an equipment purchase under 
EECBG: 
f a jurisdiction chooses to install new lift station pumps and/or 

Loree Byzick City of Shasta Lake 81/1/09 
drives and has already identified the equipment needed to 
mesh with the current system, must the purchase be put out 
t bid d th i t b i t ll d b th j i di ti ’ Does the attached pdf file satisfy the August 21 deadline or 
do I need to overnight the original?  I can send the original 

Steve Ando City of Scotts Valley 8/19/2009 through normal mail as well as the attached. 
Where did you send the form that we need to fill-out and 
complete by this Friday?  We cannot find it anywhere in the 
office.  Please email to me so I can complete it and return it 
ASAP.  The City of Paso Robles (El Paso de Robles) intends 

Ditas Esperanza, to submit an application.  THANKS! City of Paso Robles 8/19/2009 

8/19/2009 
ir r  letter r by 

I just received this response from the State Controller’s Office 
to my inquiry for an exemption letter, which was a listed 
requ ement pe the LOI request sent by you office on requirement per the LOI request letter sent your office on 
August 3rd.  Please advise, thank you! 

8/19/2009 

Would we be able to send our certification signed as a pdf to 
this email address or do you need the original? 

Michael James 

City of Shafter P 
Works Director

 � 

ublic 

8/17/2009 

The City of Shafter wishes to file a “Intent to Apply” for 
Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) 
funds from the Federal Government through the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act but we may not have 
received a letter from the CEC stating that the city is eligible 
for funding along with the required form that needs to be 
completed by the City.  Who can we talk to receive the City’s 
EECBG package? 



 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

    
   

 
   

  

 

  

Heather Phillips 8/17/2009

   As a planner for streamline planning consultants, which 
r dictions f s works closely with ju is or planning purpo es. I am 

o ll become h ping that funding wi  available for planning 
documents. As important as real projects with results are, I, 

o gues see i al ng with many collea  that the ab lity to develop 
long term actions plans with target goals will provide  the 
continueous development in reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions and  resource  consumpt on. Through funding i 

s r cities t at do not have the h sources, climate action  plan , fo
available funding, can  be developed and implemented. I hope 

a ccount th nth t you will take into a e ability to have lo g term 
planning and goals as  well as  the e e short term d velopm nts 

being fund r n and projects currently ed th ough Stimulus fu ding. 

Y C 

Kelsey DeForge 8/18/2009 
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Megan Miltimore Mendocino 8/19/2009 
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Troy Fujimoto Troy Fujimoto Pleasan Hill Pleasan Hill 8/19/2009 8/19/2009 date? 

I do not believe that our City (City of Pleasant Hill) was ever 
provided 
the form for statement of intent to apply.  Do you know how 
we could get one so that we can submit by the Aug. 21 due 
date? 



 
 

 

 

 
 

 

  

 

I had a question regar ding the timeframe of applying for the 
small 
cities funds. Hopefully  I am contacting the right person. The 
City of 
Lomita is torn between  preparin g the grant information in-

o t e a h use (wi hout a d dic ated staff  person) or hiring 
s o con ultant t  take ove r. If wehire  a consultant there is a lot of 

t e prep work tha  w mus t do befor e 
hand. Do you know ap proximately when we will be able to 

o e e w l be begin applyingand how  l ng th  time fram il ? 
Alicia Heideman Lomita 8/19/2009 Y Q 

Dennis Dickman Volcano services? 8/19/2009 
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Avra Goldman BAAQMD 8/19/2009 
Can you tell me when 
will be available? 

the online cost-effectiveness calculator 
y Q 



           

The Town is through the majority of the design process for a 
new 30,000 square foot library.  The library is being designed 
for LEED Gold and the Town would like to apply for EECBG 
funds to cover the costs for some of the energy efficient 
elements.  The project is scheduled to break ground in the 
spring of 2010.  I had posed this question at one of the 
webinars and the answer was "yes" we could, but that we 
should also circle back to re-ask the question for more 
substantial input and direction.  
I am currently working with our LEED architectural team to 
complete the feasibility study.  I thought I had heard that 
monies would be available to help off-set the costs of drafting 
this document.  Is that true and if so, how do we apply?  
Sorry to ask this, but I have had challenges registering with 
the Central Contractor Registry (CCR), do you have any 
suggestions?  I wasn't quite clear on how a governmental 
agency would register as it asks for statistical information 
pertaining to our annual receipts and Electronic Funds 
Transfer information.  It might just be me and any direction 
would be helpful! 

Jessica von Borck Los gatos 19/2009 
As of yesterday, the Guidelines for the Formula-Based grants 
for SMALLcities and counties are still in the "Committee 

Lee Panza Draft" stage, and they state that Commission "...will issue a 
solicitation document to initiate the application process."  Are 
we correct in understanding that this solicitation will be sent to 
eligible SMALL cities and counties after the Guidelines are 
formally adopted, or has the solicitation already been sent? 
We would appreciate your clarification; if the "Letter of Intent" 
is required at this time from SMALL cities and counties, could 
you please email me a copy or a link to where I can download 

19/2009 it? 

City of Marina 

Roger Carroll Loomis 19/2009 

We understand there is an energy audit that we can have We understand there is an energy audit that we can have 
done that helps us identify projects we can use the EECBG 
funds for.  Can you direct me to the proper contact person? 



 

 

 
  

  

 

 

 

  

  
 

   
 

 

         

MAZZETTI NASH LIPSEY 
Jacob Freitas BURCH 8/19/2009 

As a City Planner with  additional background in construction 
i bility I feel that I have a n i practices and susta na eed to vo ce 

an opinion of mine regarding the  EECBG.
After br efly reading th i rough the  requirements for the EECBG 

t money c o e I was disappointed tha ould not be all cat d to 
prepare plans that will  reduce  both resource  consump i t o n 
and greenhouse gas emissions u in a select comm nity as a 
whole.  I feel that this is ju t as is mportant as short term 

e  this gr nt a chieve.  From my effici ncy gains which  seeks to  a 
experiences working w r ith ju isdi ctions to draft climate action
plans there  are so ma i  sy ergies associ ated w th a ny pos tive n i 
successful plan.  These p sitive o  outcomes  include, but are 
not limited to, energy e fficiency measures, water use 
reduction, reduction in  vehicle m e il s traveled due to habitual 
and  land use  changes and public awareness of climate 
change and the impacts associated with it. 

h i rol Office Association has T e California A r Poll ution Cont 
o ance of a i  issue and recognized  the imp rt ddress ng this 

recently release  a report outlining how and why local 
governments need to inc rporat o o e general plan p licies to 
reduce resource  consumption and emissions of greenhouse 

opt ordinan e gasses.  Cities can ad ces and plans to r duce 
their resource  consumption but p they will ty ically not be as 
effective if the ideas a re not seamlessly integrated into their 
general plans.  
I think that many local  governments would greatly benefit with 
the option of acquiring  funds to produce a plan with 
quantifiable long term goals that will not only reduce recourse Y C 
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Mary Ellen City of Solvang 8/17/2009 

Would we be able to send our certification signed as a pdf to 
this email address or do you need the original? 
Thank you, 
Mary Ellen 

Bonnie Blue City of Malibu demonstrated? 8/20/2009 

Can water conservation and/or water use efficiency projects 
be eligible 
for funding if energy efficiency or savings associated with 
reduced 
water use are demonstrated?  If so, how should this be 

Chuck Desche nes 
y City Administrat 

Waterford 
or 

8/20/2009 

Apparently your email is down so we have mailed our intent 
to participate in the Energy Efficient Stimulus process via the 
US Post Office. 
If this goes through we will scan in a copy of our 
consent/intent to participate and email it also. 

g rosie kan  Willdan Energy Solution 8/24/2009 
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Juanita Veliz City of Huron 8/24/2009 

Did you receive the City of Huron’s letter?  it was mailed out 
last week. 
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 on the formula provided in 

Sauseda, Pamela San Joaquin County 8/24/2009 y Q 

Erin Costa Eco Logic 8/24/2009 
Is there a deadline of when the cities/counties must have 
their notice of intent signed and returned? 



  

 

  

 
 

 
 

 

  

 

 

 

  

OWN ELECTRICITY: scientific c ommunication. 

H.J.F.MOREL" resortsystem 8/24/2009 
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Does the CEC require some additional assurance, over and 
above the federal level, with respect to grant applications and 
auditing requirements?  The August 20, 2009 newsletter 
indicated that public entities applying for federal funds must 
comply with the "Single Audit Act and Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) Circular A-133."  However, part of the 
application for the EECBG -- already submitted -- included an 
attachment entitled "Financial Management Assessment."  
The last line of the form requested certification that:  "I 
understand the audit requirements and will comply with the 
provisions of OMB Circular A-133."

        The CEC newsletter I referenced reads:  "Before 
submitting your application for funding award to the California 
Energy Commission please be sure you are in compliance 
with the Single Audit Act and cleared with the State 
Controller's Office."  This implies the certification already sent 
to the Department of Energy through FedConnect is 
insufficient.

        Before I request the Finance Department to complete 
additional reports for the state, please let me know whether I 
understand the situation correctly.  If not, I would appreciate 
your correction.  Thank you. 

Diana McKeen Apple valley 6/24/2009 
I have one other question; could a water district or 
unincorporated city 
solicit funding from the county they reside in?  That county 
would 

Erin Costa submit the application with the project(s) for approval. Eco logic 6/24/2009 

8/24/2009 

electric (kWh) savings how should the cost effectiveness 

If a jurisdiction is using its grant allocation for an HVAC 
project which creates a combination of gas (Therm) and 
electric (kWh) savings how should the cost effectiveness , -
ratio be calculated? 



    

    

    

    

    

    

    

         

I have a couple of compliance questions regarding the single 
audit requirements for this grant process.  First of all, I am not 
sure…………….. 
1)  should we be reporting single audit requirements for 
08/09 which we don’t have yet or for 07/08?  

2)  Our 07/08 liability was none and we communicated this 
to the Controller’s office so you just want a copy of the letter 
indicating such? 

3)  Does the single audit reporting package only apply to 
those had a liability for single audits or everyone? 

4)  If everyone, do I understand the package to consist of: 

a.  The letter to the SCO saying we were exempt 

b.  The CAFR 

c.  The Management Letter 

Dana Waite Solvang 8/24/2009 

or concerns arise Thank you for providing your number as 

Hi Chris - 

I appreciate your attention and follow-up.  I promise not to 
freak out just yet and will give you an opportunity to track 
down the problem.  It is consoling to know that the $150,000 
range still seems like the right number and the formula hasn't 
changed and/or Foster City hasn't done anything that would 
cause it to be disqualified. 
I am also glad for your sake that this doesn't seem to be a 
system-wide glitch.  That would be a lot of letters to fix. 
I will wait to hear back or give you a call if any other questions 
or concerns arise Thank you for providing your number as .  
an alternative. 

Andra Lorenz Foster City 8/24/2009 



   
 

 
  

 

g Nicole Alma uer Ciyt of Albany 8/24/2009 

I did not receive a response re. the acceptability of the email 
from the Controllers office coupled with our letter submitted to 
the Controller's office that they refer to within the email. 
We assume that would suffice per the controller's email. 
Thanks. 

Scott 
Tomashefsky NCPA 8/24/2007 
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Y Q 
For the direct equipment purchase option, will jurisdictions be 
required to provide feasibility studies proving the cost-
effectiveness of the measure, or are the items on this list 
automatically deemed eligible in all cases? 

The preliminary guidelines for the State Energy Program 
states that jurisdictions are encouraged to devote their 
EECBG funding to leverage funds received through SEP 
grants.  Will the cost-effectiveness requirements for the 
EECBG funds be waived in the event that jurisdictions chose 
to use their allocation in this way?  For example, if a 
jurisdiction plans to apply for an SEP grant for a municipal 
financing district program, would they apply for their EECBG 
allocation for this purpose even though it does not meet the 
cost-effectiveness requirements for EECBG funding? 

Thanks! 

Emily Schell ambag.org 8/27/2009 



 

 

 

  

Steve Schmidt  Los Altos Hills 9/1/2009 

Steve Schmidt  Los Altos Hills 9/2/2009 

Emily Schell ambag.org 9/3/2009 

At Friday's workshop there was a discussion of whether or 
not home 
energy audits will be a pproved.

e  which includes a specific type of home I b lieve our program, 
audit --  
will be fine: we have hard data on actual savings in the "high 
energy" 
homes we are targeting. But since we're working with 5 
different towns I'd like to discuss o  this with s meone to make 
sure. 
Can I get 15 minutes with someone on the phone? 
Thanks.

-Steve
In the worst-case scenario -- when the funding is approved, 

y e nd the prog the money is sp nt, a gram does not acheive the 
minim s nessrequi ed by the CEC -- could the um co t effective r 
town be held liable  an s  repay he  funds, even d a ked to  t
though the  funds were  p id by th e CEC to an authorized third a 
party? 
For the required feasibility study is there any criteria regarding 
the age  of the report?  Specifically, would a 2006 engineering 

e suming no equipment has been audit be acc ptable as 
updated since then? 

Y Q 

Y q 

Y Q 



 

                   
                     

   
   

                       
 
                       
                 

                 
 

     
                     

 
           

   

                     
                 

                   
                    

                       
                     
             

         
 

 

Steve Schmidt  Los Altos Hills 

One of the towns considering a collaborative project (lead by 
Acterrra, a local non-profit) has asked this question and would like a 
written
response from you:
"If the Town of Los Altos Hills designates Acterra as the recipient
of all of our allocated EECBG funds for a specified project, is Acterra 
then solely responsible for providing detailed documentation of all 
project expenses and complying with all applicable federal and
state
tracking and reporting requirements?"
I believe John Butler confirmed this for me yesterday during a
phone 
call, but we'd like an email confirmation.

9/3/2009 

Thanks very much.

Greetings,
I work for Honeywell in the Building Automation Division and at
recent tradeshows we have received several requests for help
from local CA government officials on applying for EECBG Grants 
and determining energy efficiency savings for their projects. I was 
wondering if there was someone I could have a quick call with 
about how the process works so we can pass that information 
along to the people who had the requests.

Thanks in advance for your help.

JasonJason
Jason Flores, MBA Honeyw ell 9/3/2009 



   
 

  

  
   

 

 

                 
  

                   
 
                         
 

                 
 

                      
 

                   

                   

     

 

 

 

        

I represent ICLEI USA, a membership association of local
governments. We
are preparing to provide outreach to small local governments to
help link
them to their EECBG funding, and would like to obtain a copy of 
some sample
feasibility studies to help advise local governments as they
develop their
own studies. Do you have some samples you could provide
to me?
With CEC's permission, we would also potentially like to post
sample
feasibility studies on our website to assist our member local
governments.

ICLEI  - Local G overnments ICLEI L l G Is this a possibility?
for Sustainability U.S.A., 

Jonathan Strunin Inc. 9/8/2009 � 
Under the direct equipment purchase option, the Guidelines 

i ns can take advantage of a state suggest that jurisdict o 
u o  re eive a  bulk discount on  selected p rchasing program t c

n me way t o view the available equipme t.  Is there so  products 
and p h equipment in ord r to project how much rices for t is e 
equipment a jurisdictio n’s funding allocation will allow them to 
purchase? 

Emily Schell ambag.org 9/9/2009 N Q 
Would it be possible to  get a sample of a feasibility study that 
will be required for the  city/county formula b as ed grants? We 

Dawn Turner www.abraxasenergy.com
sample to see if this is something we can do sample to see if this is something we can do. 

9/8/2009

provide e ne gy audits r and studies and would like to see a 
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After reviewing the dra ft EECGB  guidelines and the FAQs, it 
e e n is uncl ar to me the ex act eligib ility requir me ts to receive 

this funding.  Our orga nization is  working with the City of 
th Goleta, which is eligib le for $159 ,422.  Can is funding be 

used on facilities that a re not tec hnically owned by the City of 
Goleta, rather owned b y the Gol eta Union School District or 

a the Golet  Water Distr ict?  My understanding is that as long
as the City of Goleta is  listed as  a collaborating applicant, the 
Goleta Union School D istrict, for  example, could be listed as 

a o r  be the le d collaborat r a nd eceive the funding on half of the 
l app icant and use that  money for EE upgrades in school 

facilities. 
Lindsey Taggart www.cecsb.org 9/10/2009 Y Q 

Brisbane had submitted a Statemen t of Intent a couple months 
Cheng, Caroline City of Brisbane 9/15/2009 ago, but is there any wa y to verify t hat it’s been received by CEC? Y Q 

ti it k lik th CEC th Another question for you it looks Another ques on for you - loo like the CEC is pushing the s e e is pushing e 
use ofyour 1-3% loans as match /support funding toward EE 

n projects.  Please co firm that on ly the EECGB dollars would 
s d a count in the co t-effectiveness c alculations, an  th t 

e energy/dollar savings can b  us ed to pay back the loan over 
Lindsey Taggar County of Santa Barbara 9/15/2009 15 years Q 

 am looking for informa tion rega rding any EECBG, ARRA, 
a r CEC, State Energy Pl n or othe  public funds available to 

e help commercial prope rty own r s upgrade their buildings with 
er p efficient en gy equi m ent. 

I am specifically lookin g for infor mation regarding the 
l r g e application or so icitati on p ocess includin  things lik  any 

p i s ecific  documents or  other info rmation requ red of those 
s e i n e oe k ng funds.  Even i f the final guideli es hav  n t been 
approved yet, I would like to be able to start the process for 

 t the owners I work with  so hat th ey will be organized and 
i ready as soon as the g uidelines  are f nal. 

e u e Any information or r s Any information or resource o rc youyou can provide would be greatly can provide would be greatly
o appreciated.  Please c ntact me  with any questions or 

t commen s either via e mail or ph one – 
 or  (310) 313-1917. 

Greg Lewis Energy Innovation Group 9/15/2009 A Q 

http://www.cecsb.org/�


    

  

Regarding the reporting requirements included in the ARRA, 
e B M-09-2 1, will small cities & counties S ction 1512, and OM 

n n es to report?  As i have a y respo sibiliti  subrec pients? What 
about contracto s r  used? Will we  be responsible to report 
them as vendors? 

Rich Hall General Services Depart

Shannon Andrews City of Calimesa 

Overvold, Lee NORESCO 

Steve Schmidt ejobshop.com 

Lowe, Pam H City of Menlo Park 

9/15/2009 

9/16/2009 

9/21/2009

9/21/2009 

9/21/2009 

a 

e 

Please email the City 
study for the EECBG. 

of Calimes
 Th nk yo 

a an example of a feasibility 
u! 

Is a sample solicitation 
CEC web page?  Plea 

 documen 
se advis 

t going to be posted on the 
. 

A 

A 

Q 

Q 

Any idea when the packet will be released?  We're eager to 
get started 
on it. 
Please send me examples of feasibility studies the Energy 
Commission will require as part of the EECBG application.  
Thanks! 

A Q 

Thank you very much 
the release of the solic 

for this cla 
itation do 

rification.  Any timeline for 
cument? 

Hall, Rich Butte county 9/21/2009 Y Q 



 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  
  

HI,
 I am currently City Ma nager in the City of Maricopa, and 

i a tor fo the City of McF ar land. This Interim City Adm nistr r 
request for an Energy Audit applies to both cities. 
Please allow this e -ma il to act as an official request for the 
California Energy Com mission to  a rrange and authorize an 
Energy Audit to assure  compliance with our application for an 
energy grant. 
Our resolution will be b efore the next City Council Meeting for 
consideration and ado pti o n. 

r on is necessary, please let me know.  I If any fu ther informati 
anticipate participation  in a n  the conference c ll this comi g 

a  for your help. Thursd y.  Thank you 
Bob Wilburn Wilburn, City Manager. 9/22/2009 Robert E. Wilburn, Cit y Manager. Y 

Hello, do you have an example Feasibility Study for the 
EECBG Program.  I am particularly interested in conversion g y 
of incandescent street lights to LEDs, Variable Frequency 

Laurie Barton Stanislaus County 9/23/2009 
Drives for pumps and motors and SCADA systems. 

We have downloaded from your  web site the revised 
guidelin e s.  We know the guidel e in s were adopted 

e e d  g uidelin e s Sept mber 16 and the r vise a re expected to be 
adopted in October. 
In both cases they talk about so licitations being sent out.  
Can you tell us if the solicita ion t a s h ve been sent out yet?  Is 
there a sample som e where on y our site of the 

a t?  Can you also tell us when applic tion/solicitation documen 
n mittal of the  a pplications?the deadli e is or will be for sub 

Can you pl e a e provids e  a phone  number that we may call in 
the event we have a question on a the applic tion. Thank you. 
Pl e ase  call if you h ve any ques n a tions.  Your ki d assistance 
is greatly appreciated. 

Mr. C. A. Alba, PE, P City of Artesia 9/23/2009 Q 



Regarding the Direct Equipment Purchase Option as it 
pertains to the CEC EECBG guidelines: if equipment must be 
“used in specific locations and applications,” does this 
influence the ability to acquire equipment for use in 
implementation of residential or commercial energy efficiency 
and conservation programs? 

Jack Nixon Environmental & Sustainable Program 9/23/2009 

found this footnote in the latest version of the guidelines: 
When calculating the energy savings per dollar spent for a 
project, the Energy Commission will consider the energy 
savings for the entire project, including saving attributed to 
other funding sources such as utility rebates or incentives, 
project loans or other matching funds. As a result, projects 
with matching funds may appear to be more cost effective. 
This indicates the cost effectiveness of the actual standalone 
measure is not critical -- only how much of it is funded by 
EECBG funds. If so, then a partially-funded Solar PV system 
could qualify. I though I heard clearly in several of the early 
workshops that Solar PVs would not qualify. 
Can you clarify?
    -Steve
 � 

St Steveeve SchmidtSchm idt m ejobshop 

 e

jobshop com .co 9/25/2009 9/25/2009 
When you measure cost effectiveness of a measure, do you 
include both public and private dollars? 
E.g., if a measure saves 10 MBTUs and cost only $500 of 
EECBG funds but another $1000 of private funds were used, 
I assume that would not qualify, correct? 

Steve Schmidt ejobshop.com 9/25/2009 



 

  

  

The problem as I see it is that this is not a lot of money (and 
we are talking about one of the larger small counties, it would 
be even worse for a small city). At best it would only fund a 
partial project and only the low 
hanging fruit. What if the project used a CEC loan in 
conjunction with the EECBG grant money? I would rather see 
the EECBG funds  help pay for some of the higher payback 
items. Assuming the BTU or KWh reductions per 
$ spent are meet overall - could CEC approve such a 
project? 

 
Tucker, Mark AECOM Energy 9/25/2009 

AMBAG has at least one jurisdiction which is interested in 
purchasing Energy Star appliances to replace some elderly 
equipment (possibilities include washing machine, 
refrigerators, fire hose dryer, television and water heater).  Is 
this something that could be added to the direct equipment 
purchase list? 
Also, there is one jurisdiction which is extremely small and 
owns only one small City Hall building and literally nothing 
else in terms of lighting or facilities.  They are interested in 
using their $25,000 allocation to upgrade an older gas 
guzzling vehicle and/or tractor with something more fuel 
efficient.  Is this something that could be added to the direct 
equipment purchase list? 

Emily Schell Ambag 9/25/2009 
A statement of Intent to Apply for the City of Laguna Hills was 
faxed to the Commission on August 10, 2009.  I would like to 
verify that the City of Laguna Hills is on the list of cities 
eligible to make application once the block grant guidelines 
are approved.  I couldn’t find such a list on your web site.

Donald White Donald White Laguna Hills Laguna Hills 9/25/20099/25/2009 
 � 

 i 

 The City of Morro Bay 
participate in/apply for 
2009.  Will t be neces 
following the adoption 
on October 6, 2009, b

 submitte
 EECBG f 
sary to su
 of the Re 
y the Calif 

d a letter of intent to 
or small cities, on August 18, 
bmit a new letter intent 
vised Block Grant Guidelines 
. Energy Commission? 

Michael Wilcox Morro bay 9/28/2009 Y Q 



We, the City of Mendota, are requesting the free energy 
audit. We had requested one last week from PG&E, but have 
not received even a call back from them. Please also know 
that we are interested in receiving technical assistance to 

Bryce Atkins City of Mendota 9/28/2009 facilitate our EECBG grant application. 

Rhonda R. Cru Coronodo 9/28/2009 What is the deadline date for submittals for small Cities? 
Chris, thanks for talking with me today about the Block 
Grants. 
a couple of questions, 
1 __ can you confirm we submitted our Statement of Interest? 
2__ do you have the info to confirm an application for seed 
money for AB811 would be less desirable than one to retrofit 
lighting 
3__ what do I need to do to request CEC assistance to 
conduct Feasibility Study and/or Energy Audit for our city. y y gy y 
thanks 

Nancy Kerry City of South Lake Taho 9/30/2009 



 

 

I'm hoping to find out whether the City of Rancho Mirage, CA 
will need to submit a Federal Stimulus Funding Report by the 
October 10, 2009 3rd Quarter Deadline.  The City of Rancho 
Mirage has not yet received any federal stimulus funding but 
has been allocated $95,335 through the "Small Cities" 
formula-based EECBG program.  According to the EECBG 
guidelines (which, as I understand, will be considered for 
adoption next week), the terms and conditions of this 
reporting will be dictated by the funding award agreement.  
This has not been submitted because the guidelines are still 
being finalized. 

The FederalReporting.gov website states that all cities that 
have received "awards" must register and report.  Is the 
$95,335 allocation considered an award, subjecting the City 
to federal reporting requirements?  Or does it become an 
award after the application is submitted and approved and 
after the funding award agreement has been finalized? 

Thank you,
 � 

. 
Jeff Benson City of Rancho Mirage  9/30/2009 



  

  
 

 
    

 

 
 

 

 

 

       

I'm hoping to find out w hether th e City of Rancho Mirage, CA 
e n will need to submit a F ed ral Sti mulus Fundi g Report by the 

e r h Octob r 10, 2009 3rd Qua ter D eadline.  The City of Ranc o 
r d Mirage has not yet ec eived any  fe eral stimulus funding but 

e e m has b en allocat d $9 5,335 through the "S all Cities" 
a formula-b sed EECBG  program.  According to the EECBG 

l r e guide ines (which, as I  unde sta nd, will be consid red for 
adoption next week), t he terms a nd conditions of this 

ti t repor ng will be dicta ed by the funding award agreement.  
be e d e e This has not en sub mitted b c ause the gui elin s ar  still 

being finalized. 

The FederalReporting .gov webs ite states that all cities that 
e e have r c ived "awards " must re gister and report.  Is the 

t he $95,335 allocation con sidered a n award, subjec ing t  City 
e d to federal reporting req uir ment s?  Or oes it become an 

d o  an awar  after the applica tion is su bmitted and appr ved d 
a r ed fte  the funding awar d agreeme nt has been finaliz ? 

Jeff Benson City of Rancho Mirage 10/1/2009 N Q 
There is not a field on this partic ular parcel.  The proposed 

a e o ar project is adj c nt t  a n existing  p k with a baseball field 
e n and the Little League n e ds a o ther field.  Is there no 

s e provisions for "new" pr oject ?  If  w  incorporated the 
replacement of the exi sting field  lights into the proposal would 

e that mak  the project e ligible?  The City would love to make 
th e i e o e entire park en rgy  eff ci nt, but the pri rity is the new 

e e Littl  League fi ld.  e e an y guidanc e is v ry appreciat d!! Thank 
you in advance. 

Katie Chamberlain City of Grand Terrace 10/1/2009 N Q 
Good Morning, 
This is to request addi tional info rmation regarding EECBG 
funding and the application process for small cities funding and the application process for small cities. 

r Any information would  be greatl y app eciated. 

Consuelo Hernandez City of Bell Gardens 10/5/2009 Y Q 



 

 
 

  

  
  

   
 

 
 

 
     

 

     

ECBG question: 
If our City chooses a direct equi pment purchase of variable 

y s t m as frequenc drive  for lift sta ion p u ps, is a fe ibility study 
r s with costs and ene gy savings e stimate still required? 

Loree Byzick City of Shasta Lake 10/7/2009 Q 

I was in recent email c ontact wit h John Sugar, Manager of 
n Special Projects Office , Fuels an d Tra sportation Div of the 

California Energy Com mission.  He suggested I email this 
r m ion a address for fu ther info r at  o n the EECBG progr m.  

o Albeo Technologies, In c. is a C lorado company that 
g a h manufactures hi h effi ciency, lo ng-l sting LED lig ting 

u e t prod cts for comm rc ial and ind ustrial facilities tha  improve 
s c energy avings, redu e mainten ance costs, and are safe and 

easy to install. 
Albeo wants to be a ve ndor for local agency participants in 
the EECBG Program. o c  I am l ok ing for a list of lo al 
government agencies in the stat e of California that have 

e e rec ived or will be r c eiving EEC BG money for energy 
i effic ency projects.  e P lease let m e know if this typ  of 

f in ormation is available.  

 � 
David Stewart Albeo Technologies Inc 10/1/2009 Y Q 

Is the same true if only  drives are being replaced and not the 
Loree Byzick City of Shasta Lake 10/6/2009 entire pump? Q y 

I was given some vagu e informa tion (concept) that a 
s or n"con ultant", for lack o f a m e d efi ed term, would be 

 a d available to assist loca l gencie s with selection an 
i development of projec t(s) that w ould be elig ble for this 

e i funding (both formula-based and  comp tit ve grants?, or only 
o b ts one?).  Might y u be a le to disp el this, or if it exis , 

elaborate whence I could find more info? elaborate whence I could find more info? Thanks! Thanks! I'veI ve  
e e scour d the eecbg we bsite and cannot find any refer nce to 

Steven this concept. 
Hollenbeak, San Andreas 10/12/2009 n Q 



 
 

  

 
 

  

 

 

 

    
  

 

  

 

 

Dave Brownlee Cityy  of Needles 

EmilyEmily SchellSchell 

Armanino, Dana" Marin County Community Deve

The City of Needles has an AB 2021 Energy Efficiency 
e City requires that low-income Program wher by the  and/or 

seniors (who rent or own mobile or single family residences) 
who request appliance  (air conditioner, swamp cooler, or 

e t get on th e County’s HEAP refrig rator) switch-ou 
weatherization list for evaluation initially and complete 
weatherization when a  team from  County comes to Needles.
The City purchases 14-SEER or o  higher air conditi ners for 
the applicants. I want to verify th at where Exhibit 2, No 10 
speaks to High Efficiency HVAC  system replacement that our 
14-SEER or higher co ndition will conform to the  guidelines of 
the grant. 
If awarded the grant, t hose grant dollars would leverage the 
City’s AB 2021 budgeted dollars 

10/12/2009 

Is the requirement for a council resolution necessarily due 
 initial application, or is t e with  the hat something that just n eds 

i n to a funding aw rd to be prov ded before e tering in a 
e e s made it sound like it just agr ement?  Th  initial guideline 

had to be  submitted before entering into an agreem en , t 
i ent now indic tes that it is due whereas the sol citation docum a 

with the application.  This could prove challenging to many of
i  tight turnaround time AMBAG’s jur sdictions given the 

between defining eligible projects (which is taking longer than 
h eness expected given challenges in meeting t e cost-effectiv 

e plication in, and the time requirements) and g tting the ap
requirements  of getting items on , h  cannot be to agendas whic
pursued until the projects are de e finitiv ly selected. Please 
advise  if there is any way to ease th s challeng e. i 

10/12/2009 10/12/2009 
Can EECGB funds be  used to upgrade the lighting in a 
community center that contains a pool if in a room other than 
the pool room or on th t e ex erior?
Can the funds be used  in the room in which the pool is 
contained if it is exclusively for  a  lighting efficiency upgrade? 
 �

10/12/2009 

n 

n 

Q 

Q Q 

Q 



     

Louis Celaya City of Agoura Hills 10/14/2009 

Joe Scriven Mendocino County Water A 10/14/2009 

Crystal Morrow City of Saratoga 10/14/2009 

In reviewing the application materials, I have a question 
pertaining to the feasibility report.  It appears we will be 
submitting a direct equipment purchase application (Traffic 
Signal Light replacement/Facility Exterior Lighting 
replacement).  With that being said, Exhibit 3 in the 
application calls for the study to include information on 
HVAC, Domestic Hot Water, Waste/Wastewater.  
Is this a general template?  
Are applicants required to provide this information in the 
study if the proposed project(s) do not involve improvements 
to these other areas? 
Can we only include the tables that are applicable to the 
proposed projects? (Do we need to include 

 We intend to submit a proposal that includes approved 
lighting and HVAC upgrades/conversions under the Direct g g g 
Equipment Purchase category.
 The laundry ozone system retrofit that we want to include is 
not listed in Exhibit 2.  Will that component put the proposal in 
the Energy Efficiency category? 
1.  The application says that cities can apply to use 
EECBG funds for municipal financing programs.  The 
application specifically indicates that small cities can partner 
with larger jurisdictions to implement financing programs. 
Can cities also use EECBG funds to opt in to a turkey 
financing option, such as CaliforniaFIRST? 



I am trying to learn more about the EECBG Program for small 
cities and counties, as we work with them to help ensure they 
meet the CEC's goals and can maximize the use of the 
stimulus money for conservation projects in their jurisdictions. 
I spoke with Monica in the CEC Grants and Loans division 
earlier and she directed me to this email. I plan to attend the 
upcoming workshops to learn more, but I have a few initial 
questions. Also, I would be more than happy to come to the 
CEC to discuss this program with you in person. 
I have a few broad questions and some more narrow 
questions.1. Do you have any examples of cities who have 
put together direct equipment purchase or energy efficiency 
projects that would serve as good models? For smaller 
allocations (under $50,000) and allocations between $50-
100,000 or more.2. Do you have recommendations for ways 
to find contractors or vendors? 3. Do you have estimates on 
the amount of time it will take a city to apply? 4. What are 
some of the biggest challenges cities have faced so far in 
starting or completing their applications? That way, hopefully 
we can hopefully prevent the problems from arising. 5. On 
page 19, under the NEPA requirements, the solicitation 
states that, "All projects will require an individual NEPA 
review and determination by DOE, unless DOE provides an 
exception. At this time DOE has not provided an exception for 
any project activities under the EECBG Program, but has 
provided an exception for certain activities under another 
ARRA-funded program, the State Energy Program." Do you 
expect DOE to also provide the same exception for the 



 

 

 

 

  

 

  
  

 

  

 

 

 

   

 

I have not been successful in locating your EECBG Q&A 
section on the  http://www.energy.ca. ov/contracts/ web page g 
listed in  the EECBG guidelines/application.  H ve you begun a 
posting the Q&As? 
On the direct purchase  list, there  are items related to 
replacing T12 flu s ent lamps with T8 fluorescent lamps, ore c 
and items for using LED lights fo i r s gnage, but nothing about 

u tends to u se the money to replace all of T8 to LED.  O r city in 
their T8 fluorescent lamps with LED lighting.  Will this project 
qualify as a direct purc s ha e? 

Sharon Campbell Y Q 
Thank you for your response. I hy y ave read the guidelines and g 

o e d solicitati n. I do hav  three spec ific questions an  would 
e e o o greatly appreciate them b ing fo rward d t  the appr priate 

m o staff. Additionally, I a  happy t  meet in person to discuss 
them. One specific question I 
have is in regards to the Energy  Partnership Program. Is that 

a program still ccepting applicatio ns from cities and counties. 
c u For example, ould an Energy P artnership Program a dit 

help a city identify a project for t his solicitation? Also, in 
e t , r gards o Exhibit 2: Direct Equi pment Purchase List do you 

o e have rec mmendations for strat egi s to find competitive 
e o e v e vendors of th  appr ved equipm ent? Lastly, I hav  re i wed 

e ABX4 11 (2009), and the grant a pplication, and I could us 
t some additional information on t he res rictions on 

m ti a e ad inistra ve costs. C n some of th  grant money be used 
r n o to pay fo  the applicatio  c sts?  I assume not, but would like 

to s verify. Is the 10% admini trati ve costs 
allowable only for the cities to co mplete the reporting, etc. 
after the grant is approved? after the grant is approved? 

Meredith 
Pressfield NOSSAMAN LLP 10/14/2009 Q 



    

    

Brian Gitt bki.com 10/15/2009 

"1.  If small cities/counties want to use EECBG funds 
towards AB811-type programs do they have to use their full 
allocation or can they use a percentage for AB811 and a 
portion for other Municipal projects? I dont think many cities 
will choose the AB811 route if they have to commit 100% of 
their funds. 
2.  Alameda County cities need clarification on the 
following under the Municipal Financing Programs on page 8 
of the guidelines The large jurisdiction, with which the small 
jurisdiction is partnering, must provide a resolution, signed by 
its governing body, stating that the two jurisdictions agree that 
the grant funds will be used to participate in the municipal 
financing program. 
Alameda County and the cities in Alameda County plan to 
join CSCDA to administer their AB811 district. However, 
there is confusion in Alameda County with who would be the 
appropriate entity to pass the resolution. Would it be CSCDA 
who is creating the financing district for the AB811 program in 
Alameda County? StopWaste who is the entity that all the 
cities have designated to receive their EECBG funds to 
design and implement Green Packages which is the 
foundation of the AB811 program? Alameda County who has 
a role in administering the AB811 program on the county-
level?  " 



 
  

  
   

 
   

 

My name is Danielle Williams and I am a legislative aide for 
Senator A hburn.  s We have a sc e a o hool in N edles, th t is g ing 

e for how they could fund it.  gr en and we are trying to look 
e o  install the They are using a power purchas e agreem nt t

solar system and must have a w e ay to link the surplus en rgy 
into the grid with a power line.  S o they basically need funding 

i e  foll wing questions:for the power l ne. I have th o 
Who can I talk to in order o find t  gra ts and fundn s  that the 
school can qualify for? 
Are there any AARA funds that are applicable to this? 

t ments, is there any funding Mos  programs fund solar equip 
for actual power lines? 

Legislative Aide Williams, Danielle 10/16/2009 Q 



 
  

 

 
 

 

I’m not sure who to address this  question to.  In the recently 
finalized EECBG Gr ant Solicitat c ion and Application Pa kage, 
the City allocations are listed in Exhibit 1.  The City of Oroville 
is shown to  receive on ly $25,000  or the minimum.  The 
formula of $5.00 per capita population should show Oroville’s 
allocation at a minimum of $65,0 s 00 ba ed on a 2000 census 
population of 13,004.  I assume the county unemployment 

f cluded in the add on bene it is not in  Exhibit 1 table. 

Can you or someone explain why the City of Oroville’s 
EECBG allotment is listed incorrectly? 

Office of Senator A City of Oroville Public Works De 10/19/2009 Y Q 



 
 

 

   

 

 

 

   

   

 

 
  

      

On page 8 of the Octo ber 8th Solicitation and Application 
age n o Pack for the EECB G Small City/Cou ty Program, y u

u note that if a small city  wants use the f nds on a MFP, it must 
e c a t hav  a large jurisdi tio n provide a resolution st ting tha the 

two jurisdictions agree  that the grant funds will be used to 
a n participate in the muni cip l financi g program. 

t o Nei her of the two sam ple resolutions y u provide in the 
o s applicati n package (E xhibit  4 & 5), fit this purpose or are 

h easily modified to mee t t e purpose. 
l m d In A a e a County, th e county government is the lead 

jurisdiction for a count ywide MFP that would be a partnership 
e of Alameda County (a  small jurisdiction), and all the citi s in 

a the county, both large and small. The sm ll jurisdictions in 
Alameda County inclu de the Cities of Albany, Emeryville and 

e l a Piedmont, as well as t h County itself. It seems logica  th t 
e u e t th  CEC would want a  resol tion from the l ad agency for he 

oMFP for the grant app licati n. But contrary to logic, the 
 a a e requirement is for  re solution from a p rtnering “larg ” 

jurisdiction. 
It would be extremely helpful to the Cities of Piedmont, 

e ed Albany and Em ryville  and the County of Alam a for the 
e CEC to provide us with  a sample resolution we could us  in 

e asking a partn ring lar ge jurisdiction to assist us in our 
a o pplications. We woul d really like to avoid a scenari  in which 

a e we write a resolution, find  larg jurisdiction willing to help us 
i by enacting it, and the n find that the word ng of the resolution 

Kevin Jackson city of PiedmontKevin Ja

e t e i u 
m 

a 10/19/2009 

do s no  meet CEC r 
a sample resolution? I 
We would greatly appr 

qu rements. Does the CEC have s ch 
f so, ay we receive a copy of it? 
eciate ny assistance you can provide. Q 



 

  
 

 
 

 
 

  
 

       

       

For now we are wrapp ing our hands around whether or not 
we w o uld mov e fo war d with a direct purchase approach o r r 
not.  Seems like it w ou ld be an easier way to go but we need 
to make  sure that the direct purchase equipment list match e s 
t hat of the equipment we are lining up to purchase for the 
new library.  We are d esigning the structure for LEED Gold 
and if you are familiar twith LEED cri eria you will know that

 c ow all of optimization of energy  points are ontingent upon h 
the systems work to g e ther and I am not sure if we h ave 

o en which systems e c h s  w e a re going to  impl ment exactly. 
Sh uld I go ahead and o sign up f r a meeting on tho e  30th in 
S a have an specific questi on s at tha t acramento in c se I 
point? 

Jessica von Borck Town of Los Gatos 10/19/2009 Q,C 
I recently downloaded the Grant Solicitation and Application 
Package and noticed that Exhibit 9 was missing in the 
packet.  Exhibit 9, which is referenced on page 6, refers to 
advanced payment.  Will advance payment be an option?  If 
so our small jurisdiction would definitely be interested in this 
option.  Please e-mail me a copy of exhibit 9, at your earliest 

Donna Bowlin, Modoc County Public Works 10/19/2009 convenience. 
For Direct Equipment Purchase, can we retrofit SOME 
existing street lights to LED up to our allocated grant $s or 
must we retrofit ALL existing street lights to LED?  Exhibit E-2 
#5 states “LED for all exterior applications including street 
lighting…” 

Pam Lowe City of Menlo Park 10/20/2009 



  
 

 

 
   

    

Richard Espinosa Optimized Energy and Facilit

Elizabeth Cumming Assistant Project Manager 

Louis Celaya City of Agoura Hills 

Marin County Community 
Armanino, Dana o Devel pmen t Agency 

Regarding Direct Equipment Purchase List (Exhibit 2), what if I am 
replacing a 400W Metal halide lamp  with a T5 high Output lamp 
(which is not on the list) which includes a Dual Technology 
Occupancy Sensor (which is on the list).  Does this mean the 

10/20/2009 measure is approved as  a direct equipment replacement or not?  Y 
How do I find the attachment or puff for No. 28, Page 24 
“ATTCHMEMTS’? 

10/21/2009 Y 
The attachment for the  scope of  work template provides 

t k.  When applicants prepare this descriptions of he tas 
c n e have to inclu de the wording you have atta hme t, do w 

provided, or can we follow that format and fill in our 
appropriate informatio h tachme t is a bit confusing n?  T e at n 
and a pear to be requp ired to be provid d the application. e 

10/22/2009 Y 
Will there be clarification given regarding the Single Audit 
Requirementand the State Controller's Office Compliance 
Report that is posted onthe EECBG website? Am I correct in 
interpreting that if a city is listedin that report as "exempt", "no 
review" or "accepted" that they are in 
compliance with the requirement already and do not have to 
do anything additional as part of the EECBG application? The 
directions on the 
website are a little vague. website are a little vague 

10/22/2009 

Q 

Q 

Q 



  

  

   

Armanino, Dana Marin County Community Deve

Dana Armanino Marin County Community Deve

Matt Erickson CITY OF WATERFORD 

Monica A. Pacheco City of Orinda 

Thank you for speaking with me this morning. My question 
is...since the County of Mendocino has, most likely sent three 
letters of intent (one from County of Mendocino; one from 
Mendocino County Community Development Corporation; 
and one from North Coast Integrated Regional Water 
Management Plan, including us in a regional application) 
does this create any confusion and do I need to clear it up in 
any way. Our application will be coming from the North Coast 
Integrated Regional Water Management Plan. 
Thank you and please let me know if I can provide anything 
additional. 

10/22/2009 
Do you only have to do the energy balance calculation if you 
are d ing an HVAC pr o oject? You  say it is r quired if they e 
HVAC use exceeds 50 % of the electrical usage. If the project 
is just for lighting or boiler work,  do you have to do the  energy 
balance calculation? This requir ement seems very exc essive 
for the amount of funds that may  be e  requ sted. 

10/22/2009 Y 
Does the reporting requirement end when the project is 
completed? If the project is a direct equipment purchase of 
T8 lighting – once that is installed, completed and invoiced in 
full do the monthly requirements for reporting end? 

10/22/2009 
Will the presentation and attachment documents be avail for 
download ? If so, where and when ? 

10/22/2009 
We are an individual applicant using the Direct Equipment 
Purchase Project Option, and would like to do several 
different project using one application. For example retrofit 
street lights, parking garage lights and replace HVAC system. 
Can we apply under one application? 

10/22/2009 

Q 

http://cityofwaterford.org/�


 Plumas County will be applying for Direct Purchase funds, 
but in partnership with Feather River Community College 
District. The hope is that the funds secured will purchase 
equipment (mostly lighting retrofits) for County and FRC 
buildings and FRC will coordinate an energy efficiency and 
installation class that will provide the workforce to install 
these items. We will need to pay an instructor (through the 
College), so my question is whether that person's wage can 
be included in the project budget or if that turns the project 
into an Energy Efficiency Project. Otherwise, I believe that all 
costs will be equipment-related. 

Feather River C ommunity 
Eva Rocke Colleg e 10/22/2009

Can I get a copy of the power point from last weeks work 
shop please? 

Scott W. Huth City y of Coronado 10/29/2009 Thank you. 
I am working with several cities that are working with our 
commercial energy efficiency program on potential projects. 
The projects are lighting upgrades that they would like to 
submit through the far simpler Direct Equipment Purchase 
Option. Most of the project is T12 to T8 but to be 
comprehensive there are some incandescent bulbs that could 
be changed out to CFLs. I have attached a sample inventory 
and proposed retrofit list. 
Would we be able to do all of this through the direct 
equipment option or would we have to do a feasibility study 
for each of the projects? I can tell you now that most likely the 
cities will either not do a complete project (just do the T12-
T8s through the DE option) or they will not do the projects at 
all as the effort to complete the feasibility studies would be 
beyond the benefit of the EECBG funds 

Armanino Armanino Dana , Dana Marin County Community Deve Marin County Com munity Deve 10/29/2009 10/29/2009 



 
  

 
   

 
 

  
 

 
 

 

For a condensing boile r or furna ce, the Direct Equipment 
r at the cost must not exceed $2,500 Pu chase List states th 

per million BTU.  Does  this mea n that a 200,000 BTU (0.2 
million BTU) boiler can not cost m ore t han $500  including 
m aterials and install t a ion?  I am h ping I’m interpreting this o 

r s eems  quite unreaso n able to e p ect  to meet incor ectly as it x 
r e ase ow if this is in fact how th this estriction. Pl  let me kn e 

requirement would a pp ly. 
Also, would package A C units w ith heating qualify for direct 

c a e s a nd if so do es the same cost restr ction equipment pur h i 
of $1,000/ on still appl t y? I f we want to upgrade HVAC 

n  reasonab ly meet these cost equipment a d cannot 
n difficult g iven th e restrictio s (especially requirement to buy 

only US-made equipm ent), do w t e then have to cons ruct the 
application as an ener gy efficien t cy project ra her than direct 
equipment purchase 

eschell@ambag.org AMBAG 10/29/2009 Y Q 
I am having trouble understanding Attachment C required for 
small cities’ EECBG application. 
Who is the Commission Project Manager?  Who is the 
Grants Officer?  How do we know how to contact them? 

Olivia Puerta City of Foster City 10/29/2009 
"Regarding the Direct Equipment Purchase Option as it 
pertains to the CEC 
EECBG guidelines: if equipment must be "used in specific 
locations and 
applications," does this influence the ability to acquire 
equipment for use 
in implementation of residential or commercial energy 
efficiency and 
conservation programs?" 

Jack Nixon CSG Consultants, Inc. 10/29/2009 

mailto:eschell@ambag.org�


   

 
  

  

 
 

  
 

 
 

  

  

 
 

  
 

 

    

 

    

 

10/29/2009 

Marin County Community  
o t Agency 10/29/2009 Devel pmen  

o far I've created a folder containing 14 different documents 
we need 
to fill in and submit. Some of them, like the SOW, budget and 
feasibility study  are quite intimidating. I don't see how most 
small towns will have the resources available to put this all 
together, so I expect there will be a lot of funds being 
returned to the DOE in March. 

It's frustrating, because we see big towns nearby who already 
got their 
stimulus dollars by sending in a simple 4 or 5 page proposal 
to the DOE 
That was only an example inventory so the installation costs 
may ch nge.Add and a yes, gene rally labor is going to  more 

a f a CFL since they are so not that th n 50% of the cost o 
expensive. But if you l ook at the  full lighting pr ject as o a unit 
and not each individual line item it will more than meet the 
cost effectiveness guidelines and will meet the labor as less 
than 50% of the  cost. The project becom es even more co t s 
effective once the PG&E rebate  is applied. 
This project blows the  cost effectiveness criteria away but the 

s of completing the feasibility study is not worth it. has le 
Please  clarify --- are you saying that the city has to do a 
feasibility study if they  want to include the CFLs? 
That was only an exam ple inventory so the installation costs 

a  yes, generally  labor is going to  more may ch nge. And and 
a f a CFL since they are n ot that th n 50% of the cost o 

expensive. But if you l ook at the  full lighting project as a unit 
and not each individual line item it will more than meet the 
cost effectiveness guidelines and will meet the labor as less 
than 50% of the  cost. The project becom es even more co t s 
effective once the PG&E rebate  is applied. 
This project blows the  cost effectiveness criteria away but the 
hassle of completing the feasibilityfeasibility study is not worth it.hassle of completing the study is not worth it
Please clarify --- are you sa ingy  that the city has to do a 
feasibility study if they  want to include the CFLs? 
That was only an exam ple inventory so the installation costs 

a  yes, generally  labor is going to  more may ch nge. Add and 
a f a CFL since they are s o n ot that th n 50% of the cost o Y Q 



 
 

 
   

 

 
 

 

10/29/2009 

Modoc County has been given the opportunity to apply for a 
a g $50,000 block gr nt throu h the  California Efficiency and 

o he C ounty is cons dering the Conservati n Block Grant.  T i 
po s s ibility of uti izing this funding l  to e e  purchase a n w boil r for 

o d me clarification.  In Exhibit 2 the Courth use, but we nee  so 
it states th n r or furna e is not to exceed at a ‘condensi g boile c 
$2,500/one million i g labo  and material costs.   BTU includ n r 
Does this mean we can spend  $2,500 for every one million
BTU’s?  For example, if we need  a unit that puts out two 
million BTU’s we can only spend $5,000.?  The existing 

e rs old and the building is courthouse boil r is over 50 yea 
three levels cove ing 6,300 squ r are feet.  We received a quote 
of $60,000 for a new unit (incl d u e ing labor/mat rials).  The 
boiler is 30 n n  BTU’s.  H ow much would be HP a d 2 millio
covered by this grant? 

Q 



 

 

 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 

 

 

 Rick Phelps www.highsierraenergy.org 11/3/2009 

Dear John, 

We are organizing our  application and have several 
e a rect purchase, as one of our qu stions.  The first rel tes to di 

e at o tion.  p The remaining agencies may be interest d in th 
qu stions all relate e to an application for efficiency projects -
which is the way we will probably go. 

DIRECT PURCHASE 

If an agency uses the direct purchase option, may temporary 
e i on work, instead of a employ es be hired fo r nstallati 

contractor?  If so, can they be p e aid at the ag ncy's standard 
y es or d a rates for temporary emplo e o prev iling wage 

o con apply? provisi ns of Davis Ba 

EFFICIENCY PROJECTS 

1. By resolution, the Eastern Sierra Council of Governments 
d a joint E o e (ESCOG) has endorse ECBG applicati n by th 

Town of Mammoth Lakes, the C ity of Bishop, and Mono and 
o h oject  would be managed by the High Inyo C unties.  T e pr 

Sierra Energy Foundation (HSEF)  - a 501 (c) (3). 
y OG is only a quarterly coordinating Unfortunatel , the ESC 

meeting and has no staff or legal standing.  Consequently, 
the o tions we  will obtain  authorizing res lu  from each agency 
will designate the  Town of Mammoth Lakes as the fiscal 
agent that will work with the HSEF  and to administer the 

Q EECBG grant.  As fiscal agent, the Town of Mammoth Lakes, Y 

http://www.highsierraenergy.org/�


 

  
 

 
 

Hello: 

We are preparing our application  for the Direct Equipment 
Purchase program, and I have received a question from our 
staff.  As  part of our Traffic signal LED replacement project, 
there is a signal timing  program coordination element 

i ect equipment purchase assoc ated with the dir  of our traffic 
signal and  pedestrian head whereby a engineer will 
coordinate traffic s g i nal timing plans for the traffic signals to 

g n f the new LED technology maximize the ener y e fficie cy o 
being installed. 

The question is can this be part of our direct purchase project 
application?  Appreciate your re o sp nse to this inquiry. 
Thank you 

Louis Celaya City of Agoura Hills 11/3/2009 Y Q 



 

 
  

  

 

  

 

 
 

  
  

    
 

 

 
  

 
 

 

  

 

 

 

         

 

t The County of El Dora do plans o sumbit project proposals to 
t be funded by EECBG funds.  W e plan o submit multiple 

projects which include : Lighting Retrofits, Retro-
s e t commi sioning, and u pgrades to quipment o a wastewater 

m treat ent facility (WW TF).  Given the short deadline and the 
n t upcomi g holidays, we  are attem p ing to minimize or 

h e eliminate t e need for audits and  feasibility studi s and apply 
l i a l of our projects under the Dire ct Purchase opt on.  

e u n   We have a f w q est ions that I  was not able to fi d answers 
e s a for on th  website or olicitation m terials: 

a   1.  Are we required to  contract install tion work out?  Are we 
e o n able to perform th  w rk i -hous e (force account)? 

f o   2.  One o ur propos ed projec ts includes upgrades to our 
n o Enviro mental Contr l Systems .  d p t Woul  this roject fi  under 

the "Programmable Th ermostats " section of the Direct 
Purchase list? 

3 3 .  d d WWTF i l d h Th d The propose  upg d t ra es at t th WWTF i l d h he nc u e c ange-
e e a outs of quipm nt suc h s bubb lers to thin membrane 

c n e devises.  These devi e s do not appear o  th  Direct 
e s e Purchase Equipm nt L i t as the y ar  a fairly specific type of 

device.  Is there any ro om to ad d equipment to the approved 
Equipment List?   4.  I f the answer to #3 above is "No", then 

er our proposed projects  will fit und both the Direct Purchase
o e o ption and the En rgy Efficiency  opti n.  u e Since the g idelin s 

e only allow on applica tion, we a ssume we must provide the 
s e necessary Attachment s & Exhib it  for each type of proj ct, 

e corr ct?  h 5.  Some of the equipment for t e WWTF are 
e included on the Direct  Purchase  Equipment List.  Sinc not 

Adam Baughman Department of Transportati i 11/3/2009 all of the equipment ap pears on  the List (and f we can't Y Q 
I have several questio ns regardi ng adoption of the resolutions 

e (E4 and E5) in th  EE CBG solic itation and the associated 
e CEQA findings.  Spec ifically, does a CEQA d termination 

p need to be made rior  to adoptio n of the ordinance, or can 
the lead and partner jurisdictions agree that the lead the lead and partner jurisdictions agree that the lead 

e jurisdiction will follow a ll applicab l  CEQA requirements?  In 
f i e u e addition, what i  a part ner jur sdi ction is sch d l d to adopt 

e d the resolution prior to th  lead jurisdiction.  Given sche uling 
h s e n e difficulties arising with  t e holida y , this may b eed d 

Chris Rich City of santa barbara 11/3/2009 Q Y 



       

       

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

    

   

  

My inquiry is in reference to Sections 7 thru 9 in the Direct 
Equipment Purchases  application requirements.  

We are pursuing the funds for (1) a shovel-ready project 
const ucting a new bu r ilding and  (2) to renovate an existing 
building.  The EIR for the new construction will be completed 
after the due date  for he  application.t EECBG 

In your opinion, it possible for us  to utilize a CEQA exemption 
at the min sterial level i pertaining to the r novation of the e 
existing building? 

Any and all information  that you  may have is certainly 
beneficial. 

Casey Estorga City of Los gatos 11/3/2009 Q Y 
Sorry I didn't get a chag nce to meet you while we were up y y 
there on 

Steve Schmidt Jobshop 11/3/2009 Friday. Hopefully next time. Q Y 

11/3/2009 How do they convert the calculated watts saved into BTU Q 
Would you be able to help me? 

Y 

I am doing some res earch for  a customer, and found 
the 3 presentations on the website under: 
Presentations - Staff  Worksho p on the Energy Efficiency 
and Conservation Bl ock Grant  Program Funding 
Application Process f or Small Cities and Counties 
The second presenta tion has a page that reads: 
Eligible Applicants: 

·  Individual Ap plicants: ONLYcities and counties 
listed in Exhibit listed in Exhibit 1. 1. 

·  Collaborative  Applicants: ONLY public agencies 
or non-profit entities  applying  on behalf of cities and 
counties listed in Exhibit 1. 

 Where is Exhibit 1?? ???????
Laurie Roseri W.W. Grainger 11/11/2009 Y Q 



 

 

Hi Chris & Staff: 

I am working with D el Norte County on an energy 
project.  They will ne ed to fun d this project - in part - 
using the 1% CEC fu nding so urce. 

Is there a time limit on the funding repayment period?  
5-years?  10-years?  15-years ? 

Please, call me at 91 6-240-49 40 or return E-mail at 
. 

Bill Sh b Bill Sherbert t Johnson C C t o s, l I nc. J h  on r t l I 11/11/2009 11/11/2009 Bill Sh b t

Thank you! 

Bill Sh b er ert Y Y Q Q 
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i w e o 
u s he 

re n e 
i n 

Hello Chris, 
I am assisting the City 
its paperwork for the E 
Farmersville will be re 
HVAC un ts ith n w e 
direct p rchase option 
authorizing resolution 
exemption ( placing e 
following questions rel 

 of Farme 
ECBG Sm 

placing se 
nergy eff 

.  The City 
and noted 
xisti g q 

at ng to C 

rsville in completing some of 
all City allocatio . 

veral rooftop, 20-year old 
icient m dels through the
 Council ha  passed t
 the CEQA categorical 
uipment).  I have the 
EQA a d NEPA: 

a e s 
Attachment F- CEQA 
is lso r quired.  Do w 
County Clerk and atta 

complianc 
e need to 
ch a copy 

e forms indicates that a NOE 
 file thi exemption with the 
with the application?

e e r 
For NEPA-  Is the que 
every project ev n if th 
Excluded in Attachme 

stionnaire 
e project 

nt G?

 (Attachment H) required for 
is certified as Cat go ically 

n 
We want to make sure 
compo ents for the ap 

 we have 
plication. 

all the necessary forms and 

Thank you for your gu 
helpful in the past.

idance.  I know you have been most 

Jill Mohler Blais & Associates, Inc. 11/11/2009 
I recently received the  following notice: 

Q Y 

e O 
s O 

e e o 
e t n 

with the Single Audit Act 

Current State Controll 
The most current State 
Report i  available on-
governments into eithe 
rec ive ARRA funds, m 
with the Single Audit Act 

er's Comp
 Controlle 
line. The 
r xempt 
ake cer a 

liance Report On-Line 
r's Offic  (SC ) Compliance 

SC  categorizes local 
, no revi w r accepted. To 
i  you are in compliance 

d 
e 

I checked online and o 
41-524-000) is liste a 
mean??  We are in co

ur City (C 
s "No Rev 
mplianc 

ity of Menlo Park, Entity Code 
iew."  What does this exactly 

with the Single Audit Act. 

Lowe, Pam H <p city of Menlo Park 11/11/2009 Y Q 



        

 
 

 
   

 

 

                                          

       

Ditas Esperanza City of El Paso de Robles 11/11/2009

I am preparing our application form for the City of El Paso de 
Robles.  We will be using EECBG/ARRA Funds under the 
category of "energy ef ficiency projects". 
We will preparing a set of bid documents and solicit bids from 
contracto s to perform r  the work.   My question is how to 
comple e ATTACHME t NT E.  We will be us ng all thei 
EECBG/ARRA Funds to pay the  contractor.  In other words, 
we will not be seeking  reimbursement for any city staff time 
spent on the project. 
So then can I just submit the budget as follows?
EECBG/ARRA Funds available  $156,083
Energy Efficient Project            

 Construction cost (contractor)                       $147,083 

 Consultant to assist City of El Paso de Robles  9,000
 Total       $156,083 

Y Q 



 

 
 

    

  
  

  

 

 
  

 
 

 

Stephanie Bailey, 
I obtained your name and this e mail from the notice regarding 
the Energy Efficiency  and Block  Grant Program.  I am 
se e n n  ab out the B lock Grant Program, or other ki g informatio
programs, f r which th o e agency I represent may be eligible 
for grant funding. 
Vanir Construction Ma nagement is has oversight for the 
co n struction of the new  offices o f California Independent 
Service Operator (CAI SO), whic h is the n on-profit public

e erating the  majority o f California’s high b nefit corporation op 
voltage wholesale p o w er grid, lo cated in Folsom.  Because 

o county it d oes not seem to qualify for CAISO is n t a city or 
n k Grant p r o gram. funding u der the Bloc 

My question:  Is it pos sible for C AISO to submit a proposal for 
funding for a project re lat d to th e e construction of the new 
f acility. Specifically, w e desire t o construct an educational lab 
with n the n w f cility i e a that w ll pr i o vide information and 
educa ion on generatio t n and dis tributio n o f electrical energy.  

o be of u s r We anticipate the lab t e to students, p ofessionals 
that tour the facility an d the  gene ral public.  To my knowledge 
th is would be the only lab of this  type in the state. 
If this project would no t qualify for the  Block Grant, would it 
qualify in another area  for fundin g. 

a  for elp. Th nk you in advance your h 
Emily Schell Ambag Org 11/11/2009 Y Q 

  If the application is su bmitted by November 25th, when do 
you 
think we will receive a  letter of a ward of contract? How quickly 
after 
the City executes the a ward agreement can we proceed? 
Currently, we have 
two projects (new City  Hall and the Paradise Cove 
Wastewater projects) 
that are moving quicke r that we can process the application. 

Patricia Salazar Malibu 11/16/2009 Y Q 



 

   

 

 

  
 

 
 

  
 

 

    

 

 

 

  

 

Patricia Salazar Malibu 11/16/2009

11/17/2009 

 "Kevin Jackson Piedmont 11/16/2009 

  Award Agreement - Does the Award Agreement require an 
additional resolution by the City Council? I would like to go to 
Council once for this grant. 

Y Q 
Hello -

Please send me examples of feasibility studies the Energy 
Commi sion will requi s re as  part of the EECBG application. 
Thanks! 

Y Q

It looks as though I may be stuck with applying to use 
$10,000 of Piedmont's 
$58 369 towar, d  development costs for a MFP. This amount 
could be reduced to 
$7,125 if all the jurisdictions in the County take part in the 
MFP. But the 
best scenario would be for a SEP 1 grant being awarded to a 
Sacramento-led 
partnership of counties, in which  case we will not be asked for 
these start 

t be covered by the grant funds. up cos s - they would 
t o ding the $10,000 for a MFP Thus, wha  I'm lo king  at is inclu 

(the remainder 
for a DEP streetlight program) in  the EECBG application and 
hoping that the 
SEP grant comes through so that I could apply all the 
EECBG funds to the 
DEP. So my question is: Am I facing a budget reallocation or 
an amendment should  I be granted the EECBG for both the 
MFP and DEP and then once we learn the MFP and DEP and then once we learn the 
results of the SEP gra nt either: a.Needing to reduce the MFP 

o  b.Ne din e g to allocati n to $7,125 or eliminate the MFP 
completely from the E ECBG monies (and 
applying those monies  to the DEP)? Can you elaborate what 
might be involved i n e ither of the se changes should 

e nd I have g they ne d to occur? A to ask a ain: Have you made 
any progress in developing a sample resolution for a "large" Y Q 



 

 

 

       

Emily Schell Ambag 11/16/2009 

John Fischette Energy Innovation Group, L 11/16/2009 

Hello, 

I have a jurisdiction (City of Seaside) which would like to 
apply for an EECBG grant as well as a low-interest loan, 
however they have made it clear that they will not be able to 
fund these projects on a reimbursement basis due to ongoing 
cash-flow problems.  Would it be possible for them to get 
reimbursed upon submitting invoices from their contractors 
rather than receipts/proof of payment, so that they can use 
the loan/grant funds to pay the invoices?  Please let me know 
how exactly this process would work so that I can share it 
with them, as they are considering not applying for funding 
due to this potential caveat. 

Thanks! 

Emily Schell 

Would you provide or tell me where to find the ARRA Buy 
American clause that is being referred to in this solicitation? 
Also, is there a required reporting function for this clause? 



 
 

 
 

 

   

     

 

Guadalupe Rivera, 
PE Sutter County Public Works

Mike Nemeth San Joaquin Valley Clean Ener

Dane M. Wadlé League of California Cities 

1.  For direct equipment purchases, can we have our county 
facilities personnel install the equipment or does the work 
need to be contracted out? 
2.  With the grant money, can new light fixtures with T8 
ballasts be purchased and installed where light fixtures with 
T12 ballasts currently exist or are we only approved to 
purchase and install the ballasts, again, under direct 
equipment purchases? 
3.  Item 10 on Exhibit 2 indicates "High Efficiency HVAC 
System Replacement".  Is "High Efficiency" defined as a unit 
that would save 1 kwh/year per $1 spent? 
Thank you in advance for your time. 

11/16/2009 
If an application for multiple jurisdictions is submitted, and 

c  compliance, will the application stand one jurisdi tion isn’t in 
for all the o her jurisdic t ti ns? Or o  will the entire appl cation be i 
turned down? 

11/17/2009 
I am writing from the League of Cities on behalf of the city of 

a es  recently submitted an R ncho Palos Verd .  The City 
application for an EEC BG grant and is wondering what the 
status of their application is and  what the general process 

i ah a nd Monica with timeline is.  I just spoke w th Sar 
Commission staff and they direc i ted me to th s email address.  

11/19/2009 

Y 

Y 

Q 

Q 



  
  

  

  

  

 

 

A small city located in Kern County has contacted me for 
assistance. 
They have filed a Notice of Intent to apply for the small cities 
EECBG 
funding allocated to their city.  But they are now uncertain as 
to the next steps. 
I see on your website that the funding solicitation has been 

s e nuary. s the next s ep for the city to is u d and is due in Ja   I t 
s ?  Do they  need to com lete an audi t ubmit the application p 
prior to submitting the applicatio o n?  I ap logize is this is 
answered in the solicitation documents - I have  not read 
them.  I did not see this basic question 
answered on  the FAQ  page. 

Kern Council of 

e 

00 i r 
e i 

c a e i 
t 

Linda Urat a Governm ents 11/19/2009 Y Q 

11/19/2009 

Could you please tell m 
Environmental Questio 
City is ex mpt from NE 

e if Attac 
nnaire) n 
PA (Attac 

hment H (DOE 
eeds to be completed if the 
hment G)? Y Q 

11/19/2009 

Would replacing 1,000 
tennis court with 4 w 
induction lamps” unde

 HPS ligh 
induct on 

r the direc 

t fixtures on an outdoor 
 lamps qualify as “exte ior 
t equipment purchas  l st? 

Y Q 

Shelly Reider 11/19/2009 

We are filling out the app 
Is there an opportunity to 
process?
 . Is there an opportunity 
process? 

lication du
 meet or ta

 to meet or 

e by January 12 for small cities. 
lk with someone during this 

 talk with someone during this 
Y Q 

Also, would package A 
equipment pur h s a 
of $1,000/ on still appl 

11/23/2009 

C units w 
nd if so do 
y 

ith heating qualify for direct 
es the same cost restr ction 

Y Q 



     

     

 

 

 

        

       

 

 

 

 

Daniel Nore Del Mar Energy Issues Advisor 11/23/2009 

I serve on a volunteer “Energy Issues Advisory Committee” in 
the  City of Del Mar in S an  Diego County. Our committee 
would like to est bl sh a i a  master climate action plan for the 

t CBG FAQs posted on the CEC city as noted in he EE 
website (see below).  

The small size of our City does not afford us the opportunity 
to have a s taff position  such as an “Environmental Program 

a ing would v me this Man ger”.  Grant fund  help o erco 
disadvantage.  Two questions: 

1.  What is the status of the unallocated EECBG funds? 

2.  How can the City of Del Mar support a decision to fund 
climate action planning  f r smal o l cities? 

Y Q 
I am in the process of writing the EECBG for the City of 
Goleta. We are applying through the direct equipment 
purchase route. We are looking to replace roadway 
intersection lights in the City with efficient LED lights. I just 
received a price quote and the lights each cost. $958 dollars 
plus $75 to install. We have chosen this specific lamp 
because Southern California Edison has approved this lamp 
for a $.11/kWh saved rebate. This rebate will probably come 
to about $100 per lamp. 

I am unclear the purpose of the Direct Equipment Purchase 
List Cost Effectiveness Calculation sheet which I have 
attached. Is the CEC just trying to exemplify to applicants attached Is the CEC just trying to exemplify to applicants 
how they came to the conclusion that these replacements 
were cost effective? Can we ask for around $900 to $1000 to 
replace a street lamp when the calculation sheet only 
allocates $550 grant money? 

Andrea Romano city of Goleta 11/23/2009 



 

 
  

 

 

 
  

 

       

 

Do the contractors used by the applying city have to fill out all 
 forms that the City had to fill o u the same requirement ut, s ch 

as Contractor Status Form, Darfur, Non-discrimination 
(Exhibit B), etc?
 Also, must it be submitted with the application or can it be 

t t? submitted af er the fac 
Y Q

We have a few projects that will  be applying for the EECBG 
Grant, These  project are base on a study  that was done back 
in 2002 by the California Energy Commission Energy 
Partnership Program. 
The question is will the  Energy Efficiency Study be accepted 
since it was done back in 2002?

e 
r o e 

r i 

a 
ac t 

11/19/2009 Y 
Our jurisdiction is rece 
the EECBG program, 
equipment pu chase in 
the guidelines, it state 
as a jail or police depa 

re considering replac 
City Hall. Is that an 

iving a ve 
so we ar 

rd r to 
s that HVA 
rtment is 
ing the 20 
cep able d 

ry small allocation through 
 very focused on the direct 
use every dollar efficiently. In 
C for a 24-hou facil ty such 

an acceptable purchase. We 
+ year old HVAC unit at our 
irect purchase? 

Q 

Thanks, 

Dawn Van Dyke City of Winters 11/25/2009 
Q: I am sending in this e-mail to see if our project for the 
block grant  would qualify as a direct purchase or energy 
project. We are looking to use our allocated funds to retrofit 
our Internally Illuminated Street signs to LED lighting.  

Y Q 



    

 

 
 

  

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

Piedmont will ask its c ouncil on December 7th to pass the 
resolution for the EEC BG applic ation for a DEP and MFP. In 

o f the  reso lution rega n I the section rdi g CEQA compliance, 
modified the test as f ol lows: 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RES OLVED, the in compliance 
E edmont C e with the C QA, the Pi ity Council finds: 1) that th

e  efficiency h approval of the en rgy  project described in Ex ibit 
A as a Direct Equipme nt Purchase LED street light 
replacement project is  a project tunder CEQA hat is exempt 
under Sections 15301  a nd 1530 e 2 of the CEQA Guid lines 
because the project is  a minor a t ltera ion and replacement of 

2) that the o e existing facilities; and  appr val of the en rgy 
e i e ribed in E a s the ff ciency proj ct desc xhibit A 

n c ipal fi n cing program is not a project Califor iaFIRST muni an 
under CEQA beca u se i t does n o t involve a ny commitment to 
a sp cific project whic e h may result in a potentially significant 
physi al impact on the c  environment, a s c o ntemplated by Title 
14, California o  Regulatio n  15378(b)(4). C de of ns, Sectio

Before I complete my report this Wednesday and take this to 
 c e council, is this languag e o mplia nt with the CEC’s ne ds? 

And if not, cou d yol u  s end m e su ggested modifications asap? 

Kevin Jackson City of Piedmont 1/30/2009 Y Q 



  

  

 

 

 

A city client has inquired about the requirements for 
bidding/RFP for the se rvices to p rovide the  energy efficiency 

e ce to bidding requirements projects.  I couldn’t find a r feren 
in the Grant Solicitation  and Applica i n Package but may t o 
have missed it. 

I appreciate your help! 

Jessica A. O'Hare Townsend Public Affairs, In 1/33/09 N Q 
Can you please advise  if the unemployment factor outlined  
on page 4 of the EECB G solicitation is already calculated into 

o the allocati ns listed in  Exhibit 1.  It appears the 
unemployment factor i s already included in the allocation but 

e t a u i we would lik o be cert in prior to s bmitting the appl cation. 
Sharon Campbell Blais & Associates, Inc. 12/3/2009 Y 



 

  

   

In reading through the  Q & A, I ran across this question and 
answer. 

n lations 
Dir ct Equipment Purc e a 

Q:  Will the Energy Co mmission provide the jurisdictions with 
energy efficie cy calcu  for the projects listed on the 

h se list? 

A:  Yes. Please contac t  for a 
copy of the material. 

Danilo Batson 

Melissa Tigbao 

City of Commerce 

City of Pinole 

Purchases.  For Direc t 
does the purchase of N E W Ballasts and Lamps qualify for 

t ng is deficient.  

12/3/2009 Y 
Can you please provide us with such a list? 

City of Pinole has a qu estion about Direct Equipment 

the grant.  Not to be re placing existing, but for new installation 

12/2/2009 Y 
in the Ci y where lighti 

t Equipment Purchases in Ligh ing, 



 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 

  
  

  

 

I am working as a consultant to the City of Signal Hill, which 
a c h s been allocated $6 0,853 in the program. Our preferen e is 

to use the m ney towa o rds the installation of a new PV solar 
t e genera ion syst m for a new police station. Alternatively the 

mone o toward the in t llation of a PV system y c uld be used s a 
for an existing City fac o ility. From that calculati ns that we 
have done, it appears that the Ci y will need to match tht e 
ARRA funds on about  a 50:50 ratio to achieve the saving of 
of 10 million Btus per $ 0 1,0 0 EECBG spent. The City is 
prepared to do that. Will this qualify as a project?  

KOA Corporat ion - CBM 
Alan Braatvedt i Consul t ng 12/3/2009 Y 

I am completing the ap plication for the City of Lathrop and 
a n t h d a questio  regard ing At achment H the Environmental

h Questionnaire.  During  one of t e workshops, I have in my 
es n not  that this Attachm e t might not be required.  We are 

o  th o d ing e Direct Purch ase Option f r LED traffic lights, and 
e e HVAC r plac ment, a nd some Occupancy Sensor switches.  

n o s Will this Question airr e be required?  Do I have t end it in 
h r e e i with t e Application o  can it com  later after it is det rm ned 
t that i  will be needed? 

The rest of the applica tion is almost done but this could take 
pl l o i some time to com ete  correct y.  Als , I have tr ed to start 

t o o s filling i  in and the form w uld not let me fill in any sp t  – 
the m  in whereas the o r for s all let me fill them directly. 

Megan M. Greve City of Lathrop 12/7/2009 Y 



 

 

  

 
 

  
  

 

 
 

  
  

  

   

Is City of Carlsbad elig ible for this grant? We do not see them 
on the eligible list. 

Ken Burtech City of Carlsbad 12/7/2009 Y 
We putting an applicat ion together for Direct Equipment 
Purchase to replace e xisting high pressure u  sodi m ligh t 
fixtures wi h energy ef t n ficie t LED lighting fixtures on existing 

n  question re arding A tachment C – g street lights a d had a t 
Scope of Work Templa te for Direct Equipment Purchases. 
Are we  suppose to sub mit the Attachment C as is with our 
application? Or are we  supposed to ins e t r the due dates for 

Jose A. Pacheco City of Hercules 12/7/2009 each TASK? Y 
In Attachment F, we h ave found our projects to be exempt 
under c ategorical exem ption n umber 15301. 

Per instructions, the ci ty has passed an authorizing resolution p g y 
n u f exem tion.that i cl des finding o p 

We are unclear why a  Notice of Determination (NOD) needs 
to be filed with the Cou nty Clerk if the project is categorically 
exempt. Our und rsta e e nding is that NODs are only n eded if 
the  project is not exem pt. The attachment language inf e rs
th at an NOD is n eded e  either way- Yes  and s bmit copy of u 

Energy Innova tion Grou NOD or N o and provid e e stimated filing date. 
Melissa Lo LLC 12/2/2009 Y 

We are proposing a S olar Photovoltaic system at a City on 
th e r  your examp es are for HVAC and G ant list.  Most of l 
lighting upgrades.  We r  are confident that ou system will 

e iency mo de l in the Grant Program.  Is meet the requir d effic 
th e re a reason Solar P hotovoltaic is not mentioned in the 
Grant Program?  

Is there a contact "hot line" for questions or assistance in the 
application process? application process? 

Are there resources at  the California Energy Commission 
Terry Peterson Digital Solutions Group r o ce in Sacramento? 12/1/2009 G ants and L ans Offi Y 



 
 

 

 
  

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
  

 

  

  

  

 

The City of Lomita is planning on submitting for projects that 
will utilize almost a ll of  our allocated funding. We are 
concerned that once we get actual bids we might be over 
budg t. If this happ e ens  is it ok o drop one of the projects so t 

have to incu t of p cket exp enses. we do not r ou o 

Alicia Heideman City of Lomita 12/7/2009 Y 
Santa Barbara County  intends to  use its "small jurisdiction" 

a C n alloc tion of EE BG f u ds (app roximately $772,000) to 
establish a municipal e nergy fina nce program, pursuant to AB 

h un a r e 811.  T e Co ty h s wo ked w ith ach of its eight 
t incorporated cities, wh o are inte rested in participa ing. 

Moreover, the City of S y g anta Barbara, a "large" jurisdiction, j 
t , adopted a resolu ion to  that effect on November 18, 2009 

consistent with Exhibit  5 of the C EC's EECBG guidelines 
t  o e (see a tachment).  The n n Nov ember 23, 2009, th  CEC 
a posted  "Sample Larg e Jurisdiction Resolution for Municipal 

o Finance Programs."  I  would like t  work with someone at the 
o CEC to ensure that the  resolutio n ad pted by the City of 

r a o Santa Barba a is deq uate, enabling Santa Barbara C unty 
u a a to access the EECBG  f nds nee ded to est blish  regional 

a c G n fin n ing program. iv e  the tig ht timeframes, it will be very 
i ra e difficult to have the C t y of Santa Barba  adopt anoth r 

resolution. Resolution 
Chris Rich Santa Barbara County 12/8/2009 Y attached. 

Please clarify that Atta chment G, NEPA compliance 

Kevin Jackson City of Piedmont 

m e 
e t e 

e 12/7/2009 

certificate, needs to be 
legal repres ntative (th 
“authorized” repres nt 

 co plete 
e City A t 

ative. 

d and signed by th  City’s 
orney) rath r than the City’s 

Y 
Per John 
B's answer 

We are hoping we can  get some  direction on the NEPA 
compliance tificati 3 f Att men G i compliance/certification /cer o form on n form on page 3 of Attachment G in page  o ach t n 

o the PON-09-001 solici tati n. a It st tes that the “authorized 
legal representative of  the Appli cant” must sign off on this 

s o form.  Is thi  to be con strued as someone from ur legal 
om o department – that is, a  member fr ur County Counsel? Or 

t is this referring to the p erson the Board has au horized as 
s n ignatory – that is, the Cou ty Executive Officer?  Per John 

Betty Wong County of Santa Barbar 12/9/2009 Y B's answer 



  
 

Ditas Esperanza City of El Paso De Robles 12/10/2009 

Per John 
Betty Wong County of San ta Barbara 12/10/2009 Y B's answer 

Matthew Muniz County of Alameda 12/4/2009 
n 

e e 

Can a small jurisdictio 
mu icipal financing pr 
jurisdiction? 

n apply for EECBG funding for a 
ogram without partnering with a large 

One question about th
  "Budg t includes pre 

e Cover Page, item #5: 
vailing wage"  Y s/No 

Y 

We have no plans to h 
under the 

ire professional workers who would fall 

DBA/prevailing wage r 
Yes or No to 

equirements. Given this, do we answer 

Steve Schmidt ejobshop.com 12/14/2009 this question? Y 

Please confirm that you received our application forms for the 
a nt Program.  We are expected to Sm ll City/County Gra 

rmula.  Please let me o receive $156,083 by fo  know if y u need 
anything else in order to consider our application as 

o a APPROVED so we ca n pr ceed with the work.  th nks 
Y 

What is the CFDA number and title for the PON-09-001 
solicitation? 



 

 

 

 
 

 
   

 

Per John 
Carol Johnson Santa Cruz County 12/14/2009 Y B's answer 

s 
that 

Attachment H is still "i 
that you fill out Attachm 

the e-blast caused 

f necessary." But please make sure 
ent G, which is nece sary.  I am sorry 
 confusion. 

Allen Bourgeois City of Oakley 12/15/2009 

h a c t is 
a d i s 

o e 
e o 

We do not have a cen 
address is t e m in co 

n  often not at h s/he 
not be heard for sever 
EECBG -mail daily, s 
questions answered. 

tral contact point by phone. This e-mail 
nta t poin . The EECBG staff busy 
r desk and your voice me sage may 
al days. But some n is monitoring this 
o this is the quickest way t  get your 

Y 

Question 8-Are all accounts reconciled monthly? What 
accounts are you refer ring to? For example, bank accounts? 

Question 12-Does your organization have procedures that 
t consiste e e provide assurance tha nt treatm nt is appli d in the 

i  to all awa t distr bution of charges rds? Please explain wha  you 
o eatment…in the distribution of c harges mean by "c nsistent tr 

to all awards"? 



 
  

 
 

 
  

 

  

 
  

 

 

The Town of Moraga is planning to include the installation of 
h our EECBG application.  We were p otovoltaic panels in 

recently advised by a a supplier/contr ctor that if we fund the 
solar electric installation with EECBG funds, that the 
California Solar rebate  would not be available.  This is the 

a s  a very first I’ve heard of this and need to valid te it (it make
large difference in the application c alculations!). 

Does the EECBG grant invalidate the solar rebates? 

Also, the Town is planning on using the 1% Energy 
Commission loan to he e lp finance our list of proj cts.  The 
C n n e EC loan i forma i t o seems pr tty straight-forward and I 
don’t see any li mitations (other than swimming pools, gaming, 

r might limit the use of aquariums, zoos and golf cou ses) that 
the funds on our e nergy savings projects.  We plan to apply 

 cover insta o for funds  to llation of a p rtion of our grant projects 
and to cover digital HV o AC controls (that d n’t seem to 
actually save any ener t gy).  Have any o her conditions been 
identified that might limit how we use these fu nds? 

John Sherbert City of Moroga 12/15/2009 Y 



  
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

The project that we are currently  preparing the EECBG 
application for is a new facility (Police Station). The plan is to 

a tem (which will meet the 10 install the PV sol r sys 
MMBtu/$1,000 criterion) and to install  energy efficient fixtures 

 will not sp e t and equipment, which ecifically be includ d in he 
application as here is t no base line (existing f xtures and i 
equipment). 

Does this look as though it will still qualify? 

If we submit an application on time, which is rejected, is there 
still an opportunity to r t  a i e-submi n alternat ve project after th e 
due date? 

Per John B, 
John S, 
and Joseph 

KOA Corporat ion - CBM W's 
Alan Braatvedt i Consul t ng 12/15/2009 Y comments 

Energy Innova tion Group, For the EECBC applic ation, do wet signatures need to be 
Melissa Lo LLC e d 12/15/2009 provid d? Or are e-co pies/p f’s ok? Y 

The City is interested in applying  for EECBG funds under the 
i a o e "Direct Equ pment Pur ch se" op ti n to replace a numb r of 

e e  a wall A/C and h ating u nits in Cit y faciliti s with n energy 
efficient HVAC system (s). 

1.  Could we count this  project a s Direct Equipment Purchase 
e option #10 "High Effici ency HVA C system replac ment: Not 

o i t  exceed $1,000/ton ncluding l abor and material costs"?   

2.  Could we include d uct work as part of the project?  Per Joseph 
Catherine Leland City of La Habra Heights 12/15/2009 Y W 



 

 

I also have another question regarding Attachment H – 
e nnaire under Project Summary. Environm ntal Questio 

Whe e do I get the So r a licit tion/Project Number? And who is 
the Principal Investigator? 

Jose A. Pacheco City of Hercules 12/15/2009 
Financial Managemen t Information Grant

Y 

Cynthia Jenkins City of Oakley 

n e 

12/15/2009 

On questions # 16 you 
co trol paid time”. Co 
mean by paid time? 

 ask “how does your organization 
uld I get som  clarification on what you 

Y 



 
 

 
 

 
 

  
  

  
   

 
   

  

 
 

 

 

 

 

       

Kevin Jackson City of Piedmont 12/15/2009 

Tom Last City of Grass Valley 12/16/2009 

When I and my colleagues with the County of Alameda met 
with you on October 3 0th in Sacramento, we asked about 
what you wanted us to  submit to  prove cost effectiveness. 
Piedm nt is proposing o to use the bulk of its money on  a DEP 
LED streetlight replacement with the remaining $10,000 for 
set-up of a MFP. 

We were told that you  were looking for separate cost-
e e  DEP and MFP. Is this eff ctiv ness calculati ons for the 

correct? Or do you  want a cost effective ess noted for the n 
combined DEP and MFP? 

You said that DEP projects were  in essence deemed cost 
effective and as long as we subm e e itt d Attachm nt B, y ou 
were not looking for a cost effective calculation for DEP 

e i r t? proj cts. Is th s cor ec 

And as for the MFP, you indicated that you did not expect the 
MFP to meet the cost-effective criteria you  are requiring for 
the EEP. Is this correct? We were told that for the MFP y ou

r ation as to o want to receive info m  h w the city determined the 
MFP c ost effect ve. Do i  you have e a cost- ffectiv eness 
calculator you have de veloped for MFPs? If so, can you 
provide me a link to it or send it via email? o  Sh uld we use the 
calculator you developed for EE e Ps? Should we both r with a 
calculator at all? 

And finally, is there a cost effective threshold that you are 
Y Per John S looking for MFPs to m f h r eet? I  the re is not thres old o 

I cannot tell if a resolution from the City Council is required for 
e urchase” o r “Energy Efficiency a “Direct Equipm nt P 

Projects”.  Pages 7 and 8 do not say one is required, but 
page  13 implies one is  needed.  It is clear that a Municipal 
Financing Program requires a resolution, but not the others.  Financing Program requires a resolution, but not the others. 

The problem is our City Council does not meet again until 
January 12, the day the appli at c ion is due.  

Can you please clarify?  
Y Per John B 



    

    

   

  

 

 
 

 
 

  

   
 

  

 

 

 

I have two questions about applying for the funding: 

Ryan Thompson City of Calabasas 12/17/2009 

Catherine Leland City of La Habra Heights 12/17/2009 

1.  Our Council went dark for the month of December 
d e before the feasibility stu y was completed. The n xt meeting 

is Jan. 13, 2010, the d ay after the deadline. Would i bt e 
acceptable to send the i  unsigned resolut on that will go before 
Council with the  packet a d provide n  the signed and approved 
copy after the meeting? 

2.  Due to the nature of our project (predominantly 
upgrading light fixtures ), is “Prevailing Wages” required? Y 
1.  Attachment B - We  were not planning to bid out this 

xpenditur t i project until the grant e e was au hor zed, and thus, 
do not k ow what the n make, model of the HVAC system(s) 
would be.  Would it  suffice to simply give specifications, or do 
we need to name a pr ovider? 

2.  Attachment B - As we would be replacing several wall A/C 
and heating units with  an HVAC  system (maybe  two or three 
HVAC systems), we would like to modify the spreadsheet to 
indicate this (i.e. it is n o e or-one replacem nt).  e Is hist a on -f t
okay to modify the  spreadsheet,  or if not, how should we 
compare the many existing wall units wi h the few HVAC t 
units?

Per Joseph 
Y W. 



  

  

 

 

   
 

 

    
 

  

 

  
 

 

 

 

  

i i ng o 
n r s e 

d t 

We are doing a Direct 
allocation of $ is appro 
one is nterior l ghting 
upgradi g st eetlights 
being one by contrac 

 Equipmen 
x. $169K. 

upgrades 
to LED tr 
.

t Purchase option.  Our 
  We are doing two projects – 
on City buildi s, the ther is 
eetlights.  Both proj cts are 

a m s o 
e e 

h 
o e 

e 
o 

e 
d o 

o e 
u e 

1.  Budget – we have 
for several months nd 
increas  the budget fo 
possibility?  Some cos 
handle the grant and i 
some flexibility with lab 
the budget?  For exam 
5K for labor and overh 
gets done, the lights a 
and overhead budgete 
contract amt), or o th 
submitted.  Sh uld we 
p t the xtra funds into 

 estimate
 so e co 
r the qui 
ts will be 
mplement 
or and ov 
ple we in 
ead.  The 
ctually cos 
d to pay f 
e budget l
 increase 
 labor/ov 

s, but the work won’t get done 
ts could g  up.  Should we 

pment to account for the 
in labor – I have been ired to 
 part f the proj ct.  We have 
erhead costs.  How fl xible is 

put 50K f r lighting Building 1, 
n, when the project actually 
t 55K.  Can we use the labor 

or the equipm nt cost (the 
ines have to come ut as 
th  contract amt by a %, or 
erhead? 

Kathy Southern" City of San Pablo 12/22/2009 

e h a e
 the e 

o e e an g 

an 

2.  The Grant asks fo 
Karineh is going on m 
will b andling the gr 
contact person, n w 
t  the contact person. 
when she returns.

r a Main C 
aternity le 

nts in h 
hen she r
 (I’m a t m 

ontact name/number.  
ave from 1/15 – 5/31/10 – I 
r absence.  Should I be the 
eturns, she can be chang d 
p employ e d will be one 

Y 
With the EECBG prog 
certain bidding proced 

ram, do gr 
ures?  Th 

antees need to follower 
k you. 

Q 

Matthew Hic ks 
Townsend Public Affairs Townsend Public 

Inc. 
Affairs,,

12/22/2009 Y Q 



  
 

  

 
 

 

 

12/28/2009 

Regarding the revised version of Attachment E:

We’re proposing to use the bulk  of our EECBG funds for a 
DEP LED streetlight r placemen e a t project. All the project t sks 

e contra t will be implem nted by a t c or. The con ractor and 
subcontractors are  unknown  at this point since the City will 

r o t r through a bidding process. need to dete mine the c ntrac o 
 not draft or release th n We  would e RFP for this co tract 

unless we have been award d t e s he grant fund , much less 
 w d award the  contract. Nor would e know in a vance what 

o o  be employed. In such subcontract rs were t a  case, is it 
suffi ient to fill in th c e Contract Labor worksheet of Attachment 
E w th TBD a i ll across the sheet? 

Q 



Answer,or partial answer 















No, the CEC has until 5/26 to submit the guidelines to the 
DOE for approval 



Rergding ARPA-E funds, the Commission is not involved 
in disbursing these funds. Please contact the National 
Labs for matching questions. Please see 
http://www.ab811.org/ for answers to 811. There is no 
deadline, however, there is a waiting list. 









N/A 













N/A 



N/A 



N/A 



N/A 



N/A 

N/A 





Special districts do not qualify for Block Grant Loans 



Yes 

Yes, if can show the minimum 10 million btu/$1,000 



DOE has determined the figures. We have not , as of yet, 
been able to find out how prisons were considered. 

If it meets the Efficiency requirements, Guidelines are in draft 
form. Allocations have been ascertained 





       The Program does not include renewable energy projects The Program does not include renewable energy projects.  
AB2176 does not support inclusion of renewables.  It is also 
difficult to for renewables to qualify under the cost-
effectiveness criterion.  Staff believes that the efficiency 
projects, even where "low hanging fruit" has been taken, 
should qualify cost-effectively. 



Each jurisdiction should apply for a block grant through the 
forumula program discussed here.  The program will provide 
funding for an eligible project.  If other SEP funds may be 
available, the jurisdiction should then pursue those. 

This technology may be included in project proposals. 

The population estimates that we are using come from the 
Department of Energy.  We do not know whether they include 
the prison population in their estimates. 









 AB 2176 restrictions appear to preclude that. Any project that 
goes ahead must have taken care of any necessary 
environmental reviews.  These grants are like any other 
source of funding, they do not provide any exemption from 
other requirements. Loans may be as large as $3 Million. 



 

 1) please check with Deborah re: population of 
unincorporated county areas, which I think is our population 
figure.  A landfill gas project may be eligible, we ought to 
know more.  It's not clear that modifications to AB 2176 will 
clear this up. 

See dated question for 8/5 sent on 8/17 for follow up. 
The goal is annual savings of at least 10 Million Btu's of 
source energy per $1,000 spent.  Each kilowatt hour saved is 
equivalent to about 12,000 Btus. 



 AB2176 requires that no more than 5% of the Block Grant 
funding be used for administration, aka "overhead".  The 
Energy Commission is using about 2.5% of the funds for 
administration.  This leaves local agencies with the option of 
using up to 2.5% of their grants for administration. 

Your joint application is the one applications you are allowed

 The Energy Commission is unable to pay for any work 
undertaken prior to Commission approval of the grant. 

These assessments are normally undertaken prior to projects 
or efficiency loans.  We are working to post a couple of 
examples. 

If the solar panels are for heating water, then they represent 
energy efficiency.  If the panels are photovoltaics, they tend 
to be expensive, compared to energy efficiency.  They are not 
efficiency measures, and cost-effectiveness tends to be low. 



        

 As long as each application is on behalf of a different group 
of partners, that is fine. 

Paso Robles is qualified to apply for a grant.  We are working 
on finalizing the aplication requirements.  They will follow the 
draft quidelines,  
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2009publications/CEC-150-2009-
002/CEC-150-2009-002-D.PDF 

We would compare the savings against the EECBG funding. 

Street Lighting may qualify if the other conditions areStreet Lighting may qualify if the other conditions are met , met. 



 Hopefully we will learn within the next couple of weeks.  The 
language is in a bill that is following the budget. 

That seems like it would be more efficient than no 
coordination.  However, the federal program does not impart p g  p  
authority to us that would alllow us to pursue such a directive 
course. 

?  That would depend on the uses of the funds, and how 
certain It is that the work wouold be completed in time. 

The TA team is working with the city of Albany. 

We believe so. 



referred to  
http://www.energy.ca.gov/efficiency/partnership/index.html 



  That decision is up t the Department of Energy. 

The forumula grant program discussed at the workshop is not 
open to large cities and counties. 

A loan can make up the differnce. 



       

 

Answered by Adel, John and Chris, referred to TA

 The conversion efficiency of fossil fuels to electricity is the 
basis for the source energy estimates.  We are using about 
12,000 Btu/kWh. 

Answer was provided by Adel, John Deboorah, Amir 

underwrite any specific products You should contact local 

Our programs evaluate existing facilities, and fund project 
that local agencies undertake.  We do not promote or 
underwrite any specific products You should contact local . 
agencies to determine whether they would be interested in 
using your products. 





Via it's respective City 

Handled by John Butler, 



The constraints on the state program for smaller jurisdictions p g  j  
probably make it simpler for your firm to work with the larger 
jurisdictions.  They are also receiving block grant funds 
directly from the Department of Energy.  We recommend that 
you speak with them about the uses of these funds. 



State law directs us to fund cost-effective energy efficiency.  
Commission staff may be able to assist in identifying 
efficiency opportunities. 

The Energy Commission is using June 2009 figure provided 
by the state Department of Finance. 



Fully answered all  questions "Yes, thank you. We had a 
great meeting with your staff." 



we are working with Phelps 

N/A 











This question was answered by Adel via telephone 

Paso Robles will receive monies without having to compete. 
The monies distributed are based on population 



        The city of population was changed to 23 554 The city of Wildomar's population was changed to 23 554 Wildomar's , .  
This information was published by the Southern California 
League of Cities.  Per the League, this figure was provided by 
Wildomar as the population at the time of incorporation.  
Menifee hasn't complained at all, as far as we know. 



  10 million source British Thermal Units (Btus) saved per year, 
per $1,000 of EECBG funds spent; some of the funds may be 
used for Inspection and Administrative costs. 

g 
measures, in specific situations, in which we know they will 
be as cost-effective as our criterion.  An appliance program 
would be a "project" which would require documentation 
regarding costs and energy savings.  We have not yet 
discussed the reporting requirements that would accompany 
a project in which the efficiency measures (refrigerators) are 
mobile.  We will be audited, both by the federal government 

d t t t l i W ill h t h th t and state control agencies.  We will have to show that we 
have taken any possible opportunities for waste, fraud and 
abuse, into account in the program, and are working to 
mitigate any chance of these phenomena.  We have never 
been this closely monitored, and we doubt that the utilities, in 
their programs have been either.  Thus, we would have to 
expand oversight for this type of program. 
We anticipate working with applicants, and providing 
technical assistance where necessary, to make sure the 
applications are accepted.  If an application does come in 
that does not pass the tests, we will do what we can to help 
the jurisdiction either improve the application or develop 
another project.  However, our staff and contractor resources 
are likely to be spread pretty thin as we get going, so 
jurisdictions should either ask for help now, or start their 



Per the DOE these funds can not be used on Pool projects 

Yes, there must be a "lead" 

The Doe, or the CA DOF 
We will send this deadline announcement out with the 
solicitation 





Must be a non profit or public entity 





Amir, Adel, and Chris and John answered questions 





confirmed as $157,426. responded 

Responded to directly by Mr. Sugar 





N/A 

Per the DOE Pool projects are prohibited. The deadline for 
applications will be decided in September 2009 



            

   

The Energy Commission will require information on where 
exactly the direct purchase products will be installed, and how 
it will operated.  On your example of induction lamps for your 
street lights, we just need to know fixture counts, pre and street lights, we just need to know fixture counts, pre and 
post conditions including PG&E rates and charges so we can 
determine cost & energy savings. Similarly, we need to know 
existing and proposed boiler energy data, we require that the 
new boiler be installed in a 24 hour facility like Burlingame 
Police Dept. The cost of installation of the direct purchase 
products can be added as long as you remain within your 
grant allocation. 

You may request an energy audit of the city's facilities 
including street lighting by applying to the Energy Partnership 
Program:  
http://www.energy.ca.gov/efficiency/partnership/index.html . 
This program will help the city identify potential energy cost 
savings opportunities so you can use that information to apply 
to your $113K grant allocation.  Please email the application 
back to me directly (scan and email) or mail to my attention.   
Pl k SCE for the ast 12 mont data ll  city Please ask SCE f th ll t 12 thh  energy d t ffor all it 
accounts including street lights so we can determine a 
baseline.  
 Thank you Alicia for contacting us, and please feel free to 
call me if you have any question or need help in anything.  
 � 



If the coupled project meets the efficiency requirement of 10 
million source Btus savings per year for each $1,000 spent, it 
would meet the criterion. 
The cost of LED fixtures vary so much between 
manufactures, fixture wattage, warranties, and time of 
purchase. However, I think for a 120 watt LED fixture should 
be around $600 or so.  The block grant is not coordinated 
with PG&E's turnkey projects or any other utility.  The CEC's 
loan is currently at 1% for a maximum of $3 million per 
application, so potentially we may be able to fund the entire 
installation cost. 
Let's wait and see PG&E's price for LED fixtures, then we can 
better discuss how much loan we can provide.  Do you know 
what is PG&E's administration cost for the "turnkey project".  
And what manufacture did PG&E recommends?  Please call 
me if you have any question, and thank you for your email.      



If the project can show an efficiency savings of 10 million 
source Btus per $1,000.00 of EECBG monies spent, the 
project is eligible. 

This letter is a letter of interest, to ascertain the level of 
anticipated participation so that we can supply the 
disseminate all of the funds to the cities of California. Non 
allocated funds will revert back to the DOE 



Another copy was emailed on 8/13/09 by Amir 

Another copy was emailed on 8/13/09 by Amir 

The SAR single audit refers to financial and control audit, not 
energy audits. 

Another copy was emailed on 8/13/09 by Amir 



John Sugar , Deborah Godfrey are following up on this. This 
is a letter of interest in particicipation, not a letter which must 
be responded to in order to receive funding? 

Another copy was emailed on 8/13/09 by Amir 



That's not an error. The cost-effectiveness is based on 
source Btus. kWhs generated at the site carry a conversion 
rate of 3413 Btus/kWh. The conversion to source Btus is 
10239 Btus/kWh. 



Another copy was emailed on 8/13/09 by Amir 

Responded with link to Loan app 





1) An application can include several projects. The 
summation of the energy efficiency savings from the projects 
must met the requirement of 10 million source btu reduction 
per $1,000 block money spent. Technically you  will just apply 
for the project(s) but of course will be making (direct) 
equipment purchases in the process. 
2) We do provide Energy Audits, at no cost to your city. Also 
your Utility most likely offers this service as well.  Given the 
requirement of 10 million source btu reduction per $1,000 
block money spent, it would be difficult to meet this 
requirement and utilize block grant funds for an Energy Audit. 
I believe it will be difficult to use the funds to pay an outside 
firm to perform the audit, as it will not show direct energy 
efficiency savings. 
Please call Adel Suleiman at 916-653-1004 if you are 
interested, or have questions regarding a CEC Energy Audit 
3) Here is an example of the technical level of the 
forthcoming  feasibility Study, 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/efficiency/partnership/index.html 
4) The list may be expanded, but as of today we are not 
100% sure that it will. 

Letter followed up on by Amir

 Letter was received 



forwarded to B. Pennington. Heather will forward copy of 
grant APP to sep and EECBG 

The Intent to Apply form is a letter we sent out to determine 
the amount of interest in the Block grant funding and to 
determine if we would need to make a re-allocation of funds. 

Whatever funds are not distributed, will be returned to the 
DOE. This August 21st deadline is to ascertain the amount of 
interest in the program. If it appears we will have projected 
extra funds, we would then address the issue of how to 
reallocate , if possible the extra funds among the cities that 
are applying for the grants. Please email back if you have any 
further questions.  



Are you referring to the Energy Partnership Program 
website?  
http://www.energy.ca.gov/efficiency/partnership/index.html 

If so, please scroll down to the very bottom of the webpage 
for a link titled Guide to Preparing Feasibility Studies for 
Energy Efficiency Projects.  Please note, this guide is what 
our engineering consultants use when preparing studies 
under the Energy Partnership Program.  The attached is an 
example of a recent study conducted for your jurisdiction 
under this program. 

The Applications are net yet available. Sent amir request to 
forward ecopy of letter. I sent an ecopy of Intent Letter, and 
notified her to send back as soon as possible, and that the 
grant would not be forfieted if she missed the 21st deadline. 

Amir sent form on 8/17/09 

Shafter's Intent Form was received 

forwarded to Adel 



Referring to August 21 deadline. Lawndale City's Letter of 
Intent was received. 

Adel spoke with emily, we are following up to ensure all cities p y g p 
recive there Letters. 



         to reconcile this language Since we have little time to get 

Jurisdictions may either just respond that they will apply, 
or they may note on their reply that they are part of a 
partnership.... if they note who the partnership lead 
organization is, that makes it easier for us. The direct 
DOE funding is controlled by the federal legislation that 
established the program.  It allows funds to be spent in a 
number of areas, including for solar projects.  Funds that 
the Energy Commission is administering are controlled 
by both the federal language, and state law (AB2176, 
2008).  That law requires that funds be spent for energy 
efficiency grants.  State budget bill trailer language 
allows funds to also be spent for "climate change 
planning".  Federal law allows the funds to be spent for 
an energy efficiency and conservation strategy 
development.  The Energy Commission has not tried to 
reconcile this language. Since we have little time get .  
funding encumbered for the formula grant program for 
small cities and counties, the Energy Commission 
continues to focus on energy efficiency.  Some funds will 
remain in the program after the formula program 
applications are funded.  The Energy Commission may 
undertake a competitive program for these funds.  That 
program may include climate change planning.  The 
Commissioners have not decided.  In the Block Grant 
Program, planning may be part of a future competitive 
program.  That is not yet defined.  It appears that $10 - 
$12 Million will remain after the formula grants are made.  
Planning is not currently part of the Energy 

Amir sent new ecopy of form to Susan 

forwarded to Amir for an emailing. Asurred Paso Robles, they 
will not forfiet funding. 



G a ec e s be ed o o o e op equ 
established procurement practices and are encouraged to 
maximize the use of competition to the greatest extent 
possible. 
There are no restrictions if the jurisdiction's own staff can 
install the equipment, assuming they have the ability and 

Replied  

forwarded to Amir for an emailing. Asurred Paso Robles, they 
will not forfiet funding. Received Letter of Intent from Amir 

forwarded to Sherry for follow-up on SAR 

Replied  that pdf is satisfactory, please send both. 

Received an ecopy of letter and returned completed form 



     

N/A 

I don't see why they couldn't use their funds for this facility 
once they do legally own the facility. If escrow closes in 
December, they should be able to meet the timeframes 
established by EECBG. 

Replied  that pdf is satisfactory, please send both. 

Received an ecopy of letter Received an ecopy of letter 



Approximately 90 days after solicitation is released on or 
about 9/30/09 

1.  Cities/counties may not designate their funding to another 
entity other than designating an eligible collaborative lead 
agency to apply for the funds on their behalf. 2.  
Cities/counties may propose a project that benefits a school 
district within their jurisdiction. Grant awards under EECBG 
must be administered by the eligible city/county or designated 
public agency/non profit entity. 

We are still working on getting it online 



           

Needs Answer 
Hello, the solicitation has not been sent out yet. It will 
probably be sent out in late September. I will have our staff 
send you an e-copy of the Letter of Intent, please send it back 
as soon as possible. If you mis the 21st deadline, you will not 
lose your funds. The intent letter is for the SMALL cities and 
counties.  It is anticipated that the solicitation for this program 
will be released in September after the guidelines have been 
formally adopted. 

The following is a copy of the intent letter and includes a form 
that should be complete and returned to our office. 
You may request an energy audit of the town s facilities by You may request an energy audit of the town's facilities by 
applying to the Energy Partnership Program:  
http://www.energy.ca.gov/efficiency/partnership/index.html  
Amir 



N/A 

referred to Adel 



An ecopy was sent and comp[leted and returned 

If the water conservation project can show an energy savings 
of minimum savings of 10 million source btus savings per 
$1,000.00 spent in grant funds, it is an eligible project. 

Notified to  send again. Email works fine. 

Typical process under grant awards is reimbursement in 
arrears for actual costs incurred. However, the Energy 
Commission is looking into the option and requirements of 
providing some limited advanced funds in certain instances. 
Specifics will be detailed in the solicitation document 
expected to be released in mid to late September. 

Yes 



Forwarded to Deb. Will follow up today 

We want them bu Aug 21, this date has past, so ASAP 



N/A 



         

forwarded to Sherry for follow-up on SAR 8/24/09 

You can add the kWh savings and the therms savings 
together.  For example: If an HVAC upgrade would result in a 
50 kWh savings and 20 therms savings then the calculation 50 kWh savings and 20 therms savings, then the calculation 
is as follows: Savings = (50 kWh x 10,239 btu) + (20 therms x 
100,000 btu) = 2,511,950 btu's 



Forwarded to Sherry   8/24/09 

Answered 



             

Forwarded to Sherry   8/24/09 

The unchecked box will not be a problem, since they are filing 
with the SCO 

the item on the list the the item may be placed on the list or allowed under the direct 

Items/measures on the direct purchase list are deemed to be 
energy efficient. A feasibility study is not required.  Reporting 
requirements will still apply: we'll need to know where they're 
going.  

In addition, this list is not all inclusive.  If a jurisdiction has a 
item not on the list, they can initiate discussions with us and 

may be placed or allowed under direct 
purchase option.  



Referred Steve to Adel, I ended up talking to John Butler 
about our program today. 

Yes, that should be acceptable. 



Sent email confirmation, as requested 

Referred to Adel 



referred to EPP feasibility, fllowing up with John B refarding 
posting. 

Sent a link to EPP feasibility study link 



The Goleta Union school District can be the lead applicant. 
the monies will be allocated to the City and and the City can 
authorize for the School District to utilize all of the monies for 
EE upgrades for buildings owned by the School District or 
Water District. 

Forwarded to Stephanie; I responded, it has been received 

Sent Greg link to Guidelines and my phone number for 
further questions. 



Small cities and counties (as subrecipients) will have a 
responsibility to report to the CEC in accordance with the 
soon to be finalized terms and conditions of the funding 
awards. None of our subrecipients should ever report directly 
back to OMB on the 1512 reporting requirements. 

For contractors, we will be reporting on theme as vendors. 
However, once again, CEC will be aggregating/approving the 
data and submitting it to the CAAT, which will then be 
uploaded to OMB. 

Sent a link to EPP feasibility study link 

No a sample wil not be posted until the final is achieved 

Sent email stating about 9/30/09 

Currently, the sample feasibility study  for our current Energy 
Partnership Program, located at 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2009publications/CEC-400-2009-
010/CEC-400-2009-010.PDF 
reflects the expected technical level of the feasibility studies 
for the Block Grants. I will get back to you regarding the 
posting of a sample on your site as soon as possible. 

Currently, the sample feasibility study  for our current Energy 
Partnership Program, located at 

// /2009/2009 blibli ti /CEC-400-2009-htthttp: www.energy.ca.gov // pu cations/CEC 400 2009 
010/CEC-400-2009-010.PDF 
reflects the expected technical level of the feasibility studies 
for the Block Grants. I will get back to you regarding the 
posting of a sample on your site as soon as possible. 

Email stating 9/30/09 



Forwarded to Adel 

Yes, and further response was given regarding specific drives 



The direct equipment purchase must be used in accordance 
with the parameters specified in Attachment B of the revised 
guidelines. These revised guidelines, posted yesterday, can 
be found at: http://www.energy.ca.gov/2009publications/CEC-
150-2009-002/CEC-150-2009-002-CMF-REV1.PDF As long 
as the requirements in attachment B are met, there should be 
no issues in implementing these measures in a residential or 
commercial EE and conservation program. 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2009publications/CEC‐150‐2009‐
002/CEC‐150‐2009‐002‐CMF‐REV1.PDF 

As long as the requirements in attachment B are met, there 
should be no issues in implementing these measures in a p g 
residential or commercial EE and conservation program. 

http://www.energy.ca.gov/2009publications/CEC-150-2009-002/CEC-150-2009-002-CMF-REV1.PDF�


   Yes on the list Yes on the list. 

No, they will not need to re-submit 



Forwarded to Adel 

Feb 15 is final, but we want ASAP 

Have requested she submit request fr study, this was 
submitted and forwarded to Adel; Adel sent appropriate 
paperwork. Confirmed receipt of Letter of Intent. AB811 
question is being looked into by Deb G. 





           Thank you for the follow up.  I was able to find the Thank you for the follow up. I was able to find the 
information. 
Thanks again for all of your assistance. 
Have a great day! 



yes correct as long as does not exceed $300/hp 

Sent link to att. A 

Yes 

Sent email inquiring if he refers to public or private W 



        rejected and not processed until those have been W 

p 

Stephanie will respond: The applicant authorizing resolution 
should be included with the application if at all possible. 
However, applications will not be rejected if it is not included. 
The resolution will need to be provided prior to issuing a 
funding award. 

However, for collaborative applications, resolutions from each 
eligible city/county participating in the collaborative 
application MUST be provided at the time of application in 
order for the Energy Commission to confirm whether the 
applicant has the proper authority to apply on their behalf. 
Applications not containing these resolutions will indeed be 
rejected and not processed until those have been receivedreceived. W 

Projects realating to pool and or pool structures will not be 
allowed due to Federal Guidelines W 

awaitingg response from Adel W 



Question was cut off, however notified that we do not need 
exhibit 3 with direct purchase W 

Requested more information on whether one or two projects W 



I have not received notification of an EECBG NEPA categorical exclusion, though it is possible that DOE will issue such an exclusion. 



           

Linear LED lamp replacement for a T-8 fluorescent system is 
not allowed under the EECBG program or our loan programs. 
Linear LED lamps have lower lumens per watt ( less light 
output) so potentially you might create a situation where the 
light levels fall below the recommendations on the 
Illuminating and Engineering Society of North America 
(IESNA), and below the California Energy Commission's Title 
24 mandate. Another issue is cost effectiveness, linear LED 
lamps are very expensive ($50 - $100) per lamp versus $3 for 
a T-8 lamp.  Both the Direct Purchase Equipment Option or 
the Project Option under the EECBG program will not accept 
a linear LED retrofit project. 

No on direct purchase vendor suggestion 10% is Fed can be No on direct purchase vendor suggestion 10% is Fed can be 
used for admin and reporting. EPP can be used to determine 
project. All answers supplied . She is happy. 



Answer 1:  A jurisdiction may use either all or a portion of 
their funds for a municipal financing program. Answer 2:  The 
resolution must be from a "large" jurisdiction that is partnering 
in the financing district. For the purposes of EECBG, a large 
jurisdiction is a city or county that was eligible for EECBG 
funding directly from the DOE 



Forwarded to Adel 



We sent new email reflecting correct amount: "Though we 
failed to correct Exhibit 1 in the EECBG Grant Solicitation and 
Application Package, we are aware that the City's funding 
allocation is greater than $25,000.  On September 22 we sent 
the following letter to Mayor Jernigan informing him of the 
error.  The City's allocation is $82,126." 



Need to follow up with John Butler Also stated to ask at the 
22nd Workshop and sent link to 22nd workshop 



Up to your grant money 



  

           Correct if the City is listed as exampt or no review or 

the writing is intended as a guide for format. Please enter 
your project specific information. 

Correct if the City is listed as exampt or no review or , 
accepted, no additional paperwork is rrequired for the single 
Audit requirement. 

Because T5s are not on the list, the applicant will need to 
calculate the energy savings for the project.  This can be a 
simple calculation using an Excel spreadsheet.  
The analysis should include: 
Existing/Proposed # of fixtures 
Existing/Proposed wattage per fixture 
Existing/Proposed operating hours 
Utility rate schedule and energy cost used to calculate 
savings 
Implementation cost  f it's not on the list, then it must be 
submitted as an energy efficiency project and accompanied 
by a feasibility study... 

The attachments are located at 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/contracts/PON_400-09-
401/attachments/ 



No this will not cause any problems, please feel free to call 
Chris Scott 

An energy balance is not needed in this case

 The attachments are located at: 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/contracts/EECBG_application/attac 
hments/ 

By the application 



_

 

Awaiting further clarification on the amount of teaching 
requirements. She is working with John Sugar on this 
Sent link to: 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/stimulus/documents/2009-10-
22_workshop/presentations/ p p 

According to the approved list of the lighting product in the 
Direct Purchase option, CFL's are not allowed. In addition, 
some of the labor costs exceeds the allowable 50% of the 
total costcost.  total 



$2,500/ one million BTU is how much they can charge 
against their allocation regardless of the cost of the 

$condensing boiler. A 200,000 BTU will qualify for a $500 
grant. The $1,000/ ton requiremebt still applies 

Q: For Direct Purchase, the location of use needs to be within 
the city or county limits, and the equipment must be from the 
approved list only. Deviation from the approved list has to go 
to EE Project Option 



Yes, the inclusion of CFLs requires a feasibility study. 





  

 

For question 1, I believe that the city needs pay prevailing 
wages to the temporary employee to install the energy 
efficiency projects. Temporary employee is treated as 
independent contractors so their insurance costs are covered 
for doing the project for the federal government. The local 
jurisdictions can use their staff to install the energy efficiency 
project because their insurance costs are covered in their 
benefit package. creates tremendous amount of CEC staff 
work and hassle to set this up and we need to run the 
agreement by the legal office on a case by case basis. It may 
open up a flood gate of requests. We do not have the time to 
do this. What the city can do is to finish the project in stages, 
submit the invoice with their progress report as soon as they 
finish a project, we can process the invoice ASAP so they 
can get reimbursed quickly. 2. Advanced payment to the lead 
representative agent can only be arranged if there is special 
hardshiphardship anandd needs It The CEQA li ewed on  needs. It The CEQA compliance is reviewed on  comp ance is revi 
a "project" basis, not on a building by building basis. A project 
could include "HVAC" and "lighting projects" or multiple small 
projects. However, the CEQA compliance language needs to 
be inserted in the city or county resolution individually. If the 
city or county already considered the CEQA compliance in 
the resolution, it will be okay with us. If the same project 
triggers NEPA or historical building or landmark review, they 
need to submit to the proper authority for additional approval. 
(Joseph Wang) 3. The CEQA compliance questions can be 
sent to me. Question 4, if a project calculation for one of the 
projects is incomplete, we will work with them until the 
information is complete. If they prefer, we can process the 

cc John Adel is 
S calling 



requested clarification. The signal timing may refer to signal 
modules. 



1) Yes you can preform the work in house and show the labor 
hours in your budget. 

2) I need a little more information on this environmental 
control system to determine the eligibility.  If it reduces HVAC 
operating hours or reduce the energy use by programming in 
a set- back schedule, then it is eligible equipment. If it is only 
an environmental monitoring device, it is not eligible. 

3) We are unable to change the Direct purchase Option 
Equipment List 

4) Yes, this is correct. 

5) Yes this is correct. 

Adel and Joseph talked to Chris 



Our grant funds are for retrofit projects only. There is no 
energy savings for a new piece of equipment since there was 
no old unit to compare with. 

In this case, we can only fund the renovation under the direct 
purchase option. The city can use CEQA exemption for this 
project. 

If the city wants to pursue the energy efficiency option for the 
new building, they need to do a T24 compliance calculation 
for the minimum efficiency case and the proposed high 
efficiency case. We will fund the project based on energy 
savings up to the amount meeting the 10 mmBtu/$1000 
spent standard. 

Sent Email 

1 kWh saving = 10,239 Btu. If the project saves 1000 kWh, it 
is equivalent to 10,239 x 1000= 10,239,000 or 10.2 mmBtu. 

Exhibit 1 is located at : p.26 at 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/contracts/EECBG_application/EEC 
BG_Application_Manual_with_Exhibits.pdf 



Hi, the repayment period is up to 15 years. 
Please see 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/efficiency/financing/index.html#term 
s 

Th k h f ti i tiThank you very much for your participation. 



If the city resolution has the CEQA language in it, the city 
does not need to submit Notice of Exemption document to 
us. 

The city does not need to do NEPA for every small project. 
The "project" is a compound word which includes all "small 
energy efficiency projects". Categorical exemption applies to 
the combined projects. 

This means they are indeed compliant with Single Audit Act 
and currently are not subject to review by SCO. Thanks 



The budget shown in the email is not the good way to do it. 
They need to break out the material and the labor. 

What we need is very simple. The contractor can give you the y p g y 
rough or estimated breakdown such as 

Equipment and other material: $100,000. 
Labor and engineering : 56,083 



CAISO is not an eligible entity under the EECBG program 
(i.e., Block Grant Program). I would recommend they check 
the funding website for other funding solicitations (such as 
SEP) to determine eligibility for those programs. Thanks. 

The Energy Commission anticipates about 8 weeks is 
needed to finalize a grant award. This timeframe will depend 
upon workload and resources available at the time the 
application is received. 



If the resolution submitted with the application follows the 
template in Exhibit 4 of the solicitation, this resolution should 
suffice to execute the grant agreement without another 
resolution. Exhibit 4 contains language authorizing the 
jurisdiction to execute the grant agreement upon award 

Sent to excel link and referred to Joseph 

If the redirection is less than 10% of the grant award, you 
should be okay. Therefore, going from $10K in the MFP to 
$7K appears to be okay. Eliminating the $10K MFP 
component completely appears to require a formal 
amendment. 





1. For direct equipment purchases, you can have county 
facilities personnel to install the equipment, it does not have 
to be contracted out. The county staff labor cost can be 
included in the cost estimate. Please keep track of their rates 
and hours on a time sheet for future reimbursement. 
2. Yes to both options. You can replace the existing T12 
lights with a new fixture or with new electronic ballast and T8 
lamps. 
3. Any new HVAC equipment meeting today's T20 standard 
could be used to replace the old units. 
It would be prudent to attempt to ensure all jurisdictions 
contained in an application are in compliance with the Single 
Audit Act. However, the Energy Commission would work with 
the Applicant should this type of issue or other issue arise. 
Our goal is to do everything in our power to provide this 
funding to eligible entities. 

The Energy Commission will be processing these 
applications on an ongoing basis. It will take a minimum of 8 
weeks for approval of an agreement. We'll be in contact with 
the applicant at some point during this process. 



The next step is for the city to  submit the application. Do you 
know whether Kern County pans on following the Direct 
Purchase Option or the Efficiency Program option? No 
feasibility study is required for the Direct Purchase plan.  

We do have a staff that is available for a site visit and offer 
suggestions on projects, but we would need to know as soon 
as possible if you think Kern County would need our 
assistance. I have a contact and phone number for you if you 
would like me to refer you to him for specific questions 
regarding a site visit. 

Email me  back at this email account and I will try to help you 
anyway I am able. 

Chris Scott 
If you are exempt from all environmental impact categories 
specified  in NEPA, you do not need to fill out the 
questionnaire in Attachment H. 
Using the direct purchase option, this scenario will not qualify. 
Using the project option, it may qualify if this measure is 
included with other measures and the total package is cost 
effective.  

Referred to Joseph Wang 

Yes, packaged units (heeting and cooling) qualify for the 
Direct Purchase Option, with a cap at $1000/ ton. Yes, 
packaged A/C with heater qualifies for $1000/ton plus the 
programmable thermostat cost (if thermostat is included in p g  (  
the project). If the heater portion is a new condensing 
furnace, it qualifies for more grant funds. 



Currently we do not have a program in place for the 
unallocated EECBG funds. The program is being developed 
and criteria for propsed programs reviewed.  Since we are 
unsure at this point, of the exact program and process for the 
allovation of these funds, we are not yet accepting public 
comments for the discritionary funding. After a Business 
Meeting and/or public workshop, we will accept puvlic 
comment at that time. You are, of course, always more than 
welcome to send in comments or  a show of support for your 
city's ideas suggestions on how the funds should be 
allocated. 

If the jurisdiction is using direct equipment purchase, please 
ignore the $550 we used for street light retrofit project. That 
cost is what we got from several LED and induction light 
vendors. In this case we are off by a big margin. 

If the city wants to go with this quote, just fill out Attachment B 
form and write down the cost from the quote and it is done. If 
the city wants to get another quote, they might get a cheaper 
option. 

With respect to the energy saving calculation, CEC will do the 
calculation for the city. 



 Ultimately, the City is responsible to work with the CEC for all 
paperwork and processes 
We can accept the 2002 study. 

However, I would encourage them to update the energy 
savings and project costs to get an idea how much they have 
increased to date. 

If they are using the old study, they might short change 
themselves on the project cost. 

Yes, as long as the cost of the system does not exceed 
$1,000/ton

 Yes, this would qualify as a direct purchase equipment task 
under Light, number 6 of the Direct Equipment  Purchase 
ListList. 



Without knowing the specifics of the project, it is difficult to 
tell whether this language will work and difficult to 
recommend any language changes. However, I suspect this 
will most likely suffice. I recommend they proceed to get their 
approvals and submit their application as soon as possible. 
Thanks. 



Greetings EECBG Staff, 

I am in the process of writing the EECBG for the City of 
Goleta. We are applying through the direct equipment 
purchase route. We are looking to replace roadway 
intersection lights in the City with efficient LED lights. I just 
received a price quote and the lights each cost. $958 dollars 
plus $75 to install. We have chosen this specific lamp 
because Southern California Edison has approved this lamp 
for a $.11/kWh saved rebate. This rebate will probably come 
to about $100 per lamp. 

I am unclear the purpose of the Direct Equipment Purchase 
List Cost Effectiveness Calculation sheet which I have 
attached. Is the CEC just trying to exemplify to applicants 
how they came to the conclusion that these replacements 
were cost effective? Can we ask for around $900 to $1000 to 
replace a street lamp when the calculation sheet only 
allocates $550 grant money? 

Sincerely, 

Yes, the funding allocations listed in Exhibit 1 already have 
the unemployment factor incorporated. 



 

The calculations are posted on our website. Please go to: 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/contracts/recovery.html#eecbg 

The file you are looking for is named "Direct Equipment 
Purchase List Cost-Effectiveness Calculator." 

For us to be able to fund projects, they need to show energy 
savings. Since there is no existing energy use for installing 
new lights, those projects do not qualify. 



Yes, EECBG could be used for a PV project if the city would 
fund the project cost over the EECBG grant amount. 
However, the city needs to do the energy efficiency projects 
option and a project must include a feasibility study. 

-----UPDATE-----
Someone told me that if a PV project is the only project you 
are planning on doing, then it may not qualify as "energy 
efficiency" project since a PV project is more of a renewable 
energy project. 
I will get a clarification on this and will let you know as soon 
as possible. 

------UPDATE2------
PV only projects would not qualify as they do not meet the 
definition of energy efficiency as required by AB 2176 for 
EECBG. However, PV coupled with efficiency projects would 
qualify assuming they meet the 10 MMBtu/$1,000 cost 
effectiveness criterion. 
If they use the money to make the other facilities more 
energy efficient, they can reduce the size of the PV system, 
so it would do them more good in an efficiency project than 
trying to use it to pay for PVs.  

If you are exempt from all environmental impact categories 
specified in NEPA, you do not need to fill out the 
questionnaire in Attachment H. 



 
         

 

City of Carlsbad is not on our eligible list. 
This grant is only available to small cities with populations 
less than 35,000 and counties with populations less than 
200,000. 

Yes, please submit the Attachment C with due dates specific 
to your project. I know it is hard to determine due dates when 
you do not know when you can start the project. Please 
estimate with the best of your knowledge, and if the dates 
need to be changed, we will work with you to modify them. 

If a project is exempt under CEQA, then you can skip the 
item #4 and 5 on Attachment F. However, you would still 
need to file a Notice of Exemption (NOE) and submit a copy 
of the NOE to us along with Attachment F. 

- PV does not meet the definition of energy efficiency. State 
law (AB 2176) requires the Commission to fund cost-effective 
energy efficiency projects. However, PV coupled with 
efficiency projects would qualify assuming they meet the 10 
MMBtu/$1,000 cost effectiveness criterion. 

- This e-mail address is the main contact point for questions. This e mail address is the main contact point for questions 

- Could you be more specific about what type of resources 
you are looking for? 



 

You can drop one of your projects as long as the total cost-
effectiveness meets our standard. If possible, it would be 
good to have the scope of work finalized at time of award. 
However, if a change of scope is necessary, we will work with 
Recipients as necessary. 

The draft terms and conditions (Term #8) addresses the 
process associated with amendments of existing agreements 
in case you are interested in the requirements. 

I had our program supervisor, John Butler, review your 
resolution, and we think it looks fine. Please proceed with this 
resolution and apply as soon as possible. 

There is no specific requirement on the signature. I 
recommend the City have the most appropriate person who is 
authorized to sign the form. 

There is no specific requirement on the signature. I 
recommend the City have the most appropriate person who is 
authorized to sign the form. 



 

 

Yes, we have received it. You will be contacted if we need 
further information. 

The title of the solicitation is EECBG Small City and County 
Grant Program. Since this is a state solicitation, there is no 
CFDA number on this solicitation. CFDA is a federal tracking 
number. 

However, our state solicitation contains federal funds which 
were authorized under the following federal solicitation: 

CFDA 81.128, titled "Energy Efficiency and Conservation 
Block Grant Program (EECBG)" 

The guidelines require a small jurisdiction to partner with a 
large one. 

Regarding the prevailing wage question, if you are sure that 
your project will not employ workers who are covered by 
DBA/prevailing wage requirements, then you would check 
"No" for the item #5 on the cover letter. 



 

 

1) Question 8: Accounts refer to how cities/counties track this 
award as well as all other funding they administer. It is not 
necessarily a specific bank account; however, their 
accounting ledgers are in fact tracked and reconciled in a way 
that provides a clear audit trail for specific projects/funding 
sources. 

2) Question 12: Generally Accepted Accounting Principles 
(GAAP) require consistent treatment of like costs. For 
example, when spreading indirect costs among various 
projects/funding sources, it is important that indirect is spread 
among the various activities in a consistent manner (i.e., one 
project is not undercharged while another is overcharged to 
recover indirect costs). This is just one example. Another 
example is that if a certain item of cost is deemed an indirect 
cost, it is always charged indirectly and never charged directly 
to any given project. Once again, this is simply being 
consistent in accounting practices. 
Attachment H is still "if necessary." But please make sure 
that you fill out Attachment G, which is necessary.  I am sorry 
that the e-blast caused confusion. 

We do not have a central contact point by phone. This e-mail 
address is the main contact point. The EECBG staff is busy 
and often not at his/her desk and your voice message may 
not be heard for several days. But someone is monitoring this 
EECBG e-mail daily, so this is the quickest way to get your 
questions answered. 



 

I asked our technical expert and program expert about the 
rebate matter, and they both have never heard that the 
EECBG grant invalidates the solar rebates. But since the 
California Solar Rebate program is administered by the 
California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC), I would advise 
you to contact the CPUC to make sure. 

Regarding the 1% loan, if all our applications that are already 
in-house are approved, we are already over-subscribed.  
Because of additional NEPA and NHPA requirements we 
have, we have not allocated the money until they have 
complied with them.  Once they have complied, it is first 
come, first served. 
I would advise you to read the draft EECBG Terms and 
Conditions 
(http://www.energy.ca.gov/contracts/EECBG_application/200 
9-11-10_Terms_and_Conditions.pdf) and the ECAA 1% loan 
Terms and Conditions 
(www.energy.ca.gov/efficiency/financing/One_Percent_Loan_ 
Exhibit_D.doc ). Note that this 1% loan must meet both state 
and federal requirements. There are some jurisdictions which 
decided to go with the 3% loan instead after realizing all the 
requirements for the 1% loan. 



 

 

 

 

PV only project will not work even if it meets the 10 
MMBtu/$1,000 criterion because it does not meet the energy 
efficiency criterion. Projects need to be prioritized based on 
cost-effective energy efficiency. Therefore, our number one 
piece of advice is to focus on energy efficiency (rather than 
renewable energy) projects. 

New buildings are also difficult due to: 

1)  No existing baseline other than the minimum Title 24 
requirements. 
2)  EECBG grant funds would only be able to reimburse for 
the incremental cost between the baseline (Title 24) 
equipment and the more energy efficient proposed gy 
equipment. 

If the City has energy efficiency projects, then the remainder 
could be utilized for a PV project assuming the overall project 
meets the minimum cost effectiveness criterion. 

And we will try to work with applicants before we reject their 
applications. However, if you have an alternative project in 
mind which involves energy efficiency projects in existing 
buildings, we highly recommend that you select those 
projects. 

Wet signatures are preferable, if possible. 

Yes, your proposed project sounds like it fits the option #10. 
And duct work is part of the AC system. If you can get AC 
system and ducts installed within $1000/ton limit, the cost can 
be reimbursed including material and labor. 



The solicitation number is on the cover of the solicitation. The 
number is PON-09-001 

For the principal investigator, put the name and contact of 
their principal investigator (i.e., project manager). 

Just to note, Attachment H is an optional form. You do not 
have to submit it with the application, but may need to be 
completed at a later date if deemed necessary. 
That refers to staff time and is a general question to 
determine your level of internal controls. Things that we are 
looking for are such as: Do you have timesheets for all 
employees? How do you control time charged to awards such 
as our EECBG grant? Do you have mechanisms in place? 
etc. 



  1) We were told that you were looking for separate cost-
effectiveness calculations for the DEP and MFP. Is this 
correct? Or do you want a cost effectiveness noted for the 
combined DEP and MFP? 

A: We do not want you to combine cost effectiveness 
calculations since we are not asking for cost effectiveness 
calculations for Municipal Financing Programs. 

2) You said that DEP projects were in essence deemed cost 
effective and as long as we submitted Attachment B, you 
were not looking for a cost effective calculation for DEP 
projects. Is this correct? 

A: As long as you are purchasing equipment listed in Exhibit 
2, you are not required to submit a cost effectiveness 

l l  tii calculat on. 

3) And as for the MFP, you indicated that you did not expect 
the MFP to meet the cost-effective criteria you are requiring 
for the EEP. Is this correct? 

A: We are not asking for cost effectiveness calculations for 
Municipal Financing Programs.  We are asking each 
jurisdiction to submit an explanation of how/why this program 
would be cost effective. By law, we are required to provide 
funding for cost-effective projects. 

4) We were told that for the MFP you want to receive 

Please refer to Page 14 for required forms. Authorizing 
resolution is required. 
In your case, please send in your completed application 
without the resolution and follow up with the resolution as 
soon as possible. A resolution is necessary prior to approval 
of the project. 



 

 

1) Yes, in your case, please send in your completed 
application without the resolution and follow up with the 
resolution as soon as possible. A resolution is necessary 
prior to approval of the project. 

2) If you are going to use in-house staff for upgrading light 
fixtures, then prevailing wages requirements do not apply. 

1) The city does not need to identify the make and model No. ) y y 
of the HVAC systems. We need the size (kW or tons, or hp) 
and the efficiency for the proposed project. 
This information is needed for us to calculate direct 
equipment purchase program energy savings. 

2) For wall HVAC system replacement, the city can lump the 
same size of AC together (12 units at 5 ton each ) or add the 
total tonnage in a room then state separate tonnage in a note. 
For example, there are 10 ton ACs  (Two 1-ton ACs installed 
in 1990, Two 4-ton ACs and One 4-ton AC installed in 1985) 
in Building 8. These will be replaced with a new 10 ton AC 
(Two 5 ton central system SEER 14) system.  If the city does 
not know the SEER or EER rating for the AC units, you can 
give us the year the unit was installed, we can find the SEER 
rating for them. 
Please note that if the AC size is increased, there is no 
energy savings for the city and the EECBG program. 



    

1. You can  build in a percentage buffer of 10% for 
unforeseen circumstances. The ginal award can not exceed 
your allocation. However , if your estimates come in under 
this allocation amount, you include this contingency buffer. 
Referred to Joseph Wang. 
2. 
When utilize your contact information as an alternate. Chris 
Scott has the information for this special circumstance. 

Matthew, 

The particular city or county should follow its ordinary 
procedures for the bidding process. You can enter into multi 
bidding oror sole source contracts. bidding sole source contracts. 
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