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REPLY comments of SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY (U 338-E) on the DRAFT ENERGY DIVISION WORKSHOP REPORT ON CALIFORNIA ALTERNATE RATES FOR ENERGY PROGRAM OUTREACH AND RAPID DEPLOYMENT OF ANY NEW AND UNSPENT LOW-INCOME ENERGY EFFICIENCY FUNDS 
In accordance with the Commission’s directives in the cover letter accompanying the “Draft Energy Division Workshop Report on California Alternate Rates for Energy Program Outreach and Rapid Deployment of Any New and Unspent Low-Income Energy Efficiency Funds” (the “Draft Workshop Report” or “Report”) dated March 21, 2001, Southern California Edison Company (“SCE”) hereby respectfully submits reply comments regarding the Draft Workshop Report.  SCE appreciates the opportunity provided by the Commission to submit these reply comments.

A.
SESCO’s Comments on LIEE and Hard-to-Reach Customers .


According to SESCO, the customer groups serviced under the utility efficiency programs targeted to “hard-to-reach” customers and the customer groups served under utility LIEE programs are essentially the same.
  SCE disagrees with this assessment. Customers participating in the LIEE programs must meet certain income guidelines based on household size and household income.  In contrast, the definition of hard-to-reach residential customers attempts to differentiate this group from low income customers, although, certainly there will be some overlap.   This was done precisely because already there is a set of programs targeted specifically to low income customers.  The definition identifies four bases for being hard to reach:  1) language—primary language spoken is other than English; 2) income—those customers who fall in the moderate (rather than high or low) income group; 3) housing type—multi-family and mobile home tenants; 4) homeownership status—renters.  In addition, LIEE services are in the process of being standardized among utilities and are subject to policy objectives that are distinct from non-low income energy efficiency programs.

B.
SESCO’s Comments on New Measures 
SCE believes its current LIEE infrastructure can facilitate the rapid deployment of both existing and new measures.  SESCO states, “It makes no sense to have a rapid deployment effort to install new measures and programs if that results in slowing down or otherwise interfering with the normal LIEE delivery.”
   The issue of installing new measures as part of the rapid deployment program was the subject of much discussion during the March 7th workshop.  As the workshop report accurately summarizes: “Workshop participants agreed that new funds may be used to ramp up current programs and may also be used to provide new measures.”
  In stating its reluctance to add new measures, SESCO suggests the reason utilities have not introduced new measures in the past is, “…that the utilities did not think them as important and significant as the current package of measures….”
   

SCE consistently has utilized all of its authorized funding for its approved portfolio of measures.    As a single source electric utility, there are a number of new measures with verifiable energy savings that could be introduced to the current mix of LIEE measures.  SCE can rapidly deploy

additional measures in conjunction with an expansion of current program offerings, if additional funding is made available.  In 2001, SCE is accelerating the delivery of all LIEE programs in anticipation of a summer energy crisis; any additional funding made available due to legislative actions would allow SCE to continue providing existing services along with additional measures as it has proposed.  

C.
SESCO’s Comments on Compact Fluorescent Lamp (CFL) Distribution
SESCO states that CFLs are not installed as part of the SCE/SoCalGas joint utility program.
  This is correct.  SCE is operating under the PY2000 program design that did not include installation of CFLs in conjunction with the SoCalGas program.  Although SCE supports inclusion of CFLs as part of the joint utility program, the effort may be duplicative of existing relamping activities in that ten of the fourteen SoCalGas contractors provide relamping services under a separate contract with SCE.

D.
Latino Issues Forum and The Greenlining Institute (LIF/Greenlining) CFL Proposal

LIF/Greenling proposes, “…to mobilize CBOs, non-profits, churches and others to distribute CFLs through their existing networks….”
  While this concept might be new to Northern California, SCE has utilized this model in Southern California for the past fifteen years in implementing its Relamping Program.  The only difference between the LIF/Greenlining proposal and the current SCE Relamping Program is SCE’s requirement that customers be income qualified and that CFLs be installed in the customer’s home.  If the installation requirement was lifted, CFL distribution could be accomplished at considerably less cost and in some cases at no cost.  SCE currently partners with faith-based groups, local governments, associations and CBOs in signing customers up for CARE.  CFLs easily could be distributed in conjunction with these ongoing outreach activities.  
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April 9, 2001
Docket Clerk
California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, California 94102

Re:  R.98-07-037: reply comments of SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY on the DRAFT ENERGY DIVISION WORKSHOP REPORT 
Dear Docket Clerk:

Enclosed for filing with the Commission are the original and five copies of REPLY comments of SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY (U 338-E) on the DRAFT ENERGY DIVISION WORKSHOP REPORT ON CALIFORNIA ALTERNATE RATES FOR ENERGY PROGRAM OUTREACH AND RAPID DEPLOYMENT OF ANY NEW AND UNSPENT LOW-INCOME ENERGY EFFICIENCY FUNDS in the above-referenced proceeding.

We request that a copy of this document be file-stamped and returned for our records.  A self-addressed, stamped envelope is enclosed for your convenience.

Your courtesy in this matter is appreciated.

Very truly yours,

Laura A. Larks
Enclosures

cc:
All Parties of Record – R.98-07-037 and A.00-11-009
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