10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

BEFORE THE
| LLI NO S COMMERCE COMM SSI ON

REGULAR OPEN MEETI NG

( PUBLI C UTI LI TY)

Chi cago, Illinois
Tuesday, August 23rd, 2011

Met, pursuant to notice, at 10:30 a.m in
the Main Hearing Room Eighth Floor, 160 North

LaSall e Street, Chicago, Illinois.

PRESENT:
DOUGLAS P. SCOTT, Chairman
LULA M. FORD, Comm ssioner
ERIN M. O CONNELL-DI AZ, Comm ssi oner
SHERMAN J. ELLIOTT, Comm ssioner

JOHN T. COLGAN, Acting Comm ssioner

SULLI VAN REPORTI NG COMPANY, by
Alisa A. Sawka, CSR, RPR
Li cense No. 084-004588
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PROCEEDI NGS

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Pursuant to the provisions of

the Illinois Open Meetings Act, | now convene a
Regul ar Open Meeting of the Illinois Commerce

Comm ssion. Wth me in Chicago are Comm ssioners

Ford, O Connell-Diaz, Elliott and Acting Comm ssi oner

Col gan. | "' m Chai rman Scott. We have a quorum
Bef ore noving into the agenda,
according to Section 1700.10 of Title Il of the
Adm ni strative Code, this is the time we allow
menbers of the public to address the Conm ssion.
Menmbers of the public wishing to address the
Comm ssion must notify the Chief Clerk's Office at
| east 24 hours prior to the Comm ssion neeting.
According to the Chief Clerk's Office, we have no
requests to speak at today's Open Meeti ng.
Up first today are the m nutes from

prior Comm ssion meetings and we begin with

consi deration of the m nutes from our July 27th Bench

Sessi on. | understand anmendnents have been

f or war ded.

Is there a nmotion to amend the



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

m nut es?

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: So noved.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT:

|ls there a second?

COMM SSI ONER FORD: Second.

COWMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Second.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT:

It's been noved and seconded.

Al'l in favor say, Aye.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT:

CHAI RMAN SCOTT:

(Chorus of ayes.)
Any opposed?
(No response.)

The vote is 5 to nothing and

t he amendments for the July 27th Bench Session are

adopt ed.

Is there a notion to approve the

July 27th m nutes as

amended?

COWMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: So moved.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT:

|ls there a second?

COVMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Second.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT:

It's been noved and seconded.

Al'l in favor say, Aye.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT:

(Chorus of ayes.)

Any opposed?
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(No response.)

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: The vote is 5 to nothing and
the m nutes fromour July 27th Bench Session as
amended are approved.

Next up are m nutes from our
August 22nd -- excuse nme -- August 2nd Regul ar Open
Meet i ng. | understand amendments have been
f orwar ded.
Is there a notion to amend the
m nut es?

ACTI NG COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: So moved.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: |Is there a second?

COMM SSI ONER FORD: Second.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: It's been noved and seconded.

Al'l in favor say, Aye.
(Chorus of ayes.)
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Any opposed?
(No response.)

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: The vote is 5 to nothing and

amendments for the August 2nd meeting are adopted.
Is there a notion to approve the

m nut es as amended?
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ACTI NG COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: So moved.

CHAl RMAN SCOTT: |Is there a second?

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Second.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Second.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: It's been noved and seconded.

Al'l in favor say, Aye.
(Chorus of ayes.)
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Any opposed?
(No response.)

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: The vote is 5 to nothing and
the m nutes for the August 2nd Regul ar Open Meeti ng
as anmended are approved.

OQur third item today is Docket
No. 11-0425. This is Jacqueline Tetzlaff's custonmer
conpl ai nt agai nst ComEd. The parties apparently
settled their differences and brought a Joint Motion
to Dism ss, which ALJ Hayes recommends we grant.
|s there any discussion?
(No response.)

CHAlI RMAN SCOTT: s there a notion to grant the

parties' Joint Motion to Dism ss?

COVMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: So noved.
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CHAI RMAN SCOTT: |Is there a second?
COMM SSI ONER FORD: Second.
ACTI NG COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: Second.
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: It's been noved and seconded.
Al'l in favor say, Aye.
(Chorus of ayes.)
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Any opposed?
(No response.)
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: The vote is 5 to nothing and
the Joint Motion to Dism ss is granted.
We will use this 5 to nothing vote for
t he remai nder of today's Regul ar Open Meeting unless
ot herw se noted.
ltems 4 and 5 can be taken together.
These are applications filed by Clearview Electric
and by Smart Energy for Certificates of Service
Aut hority to Operate as Alternative Retail Electric
Suppliers. I n each case ALJ Al bers recommends entry
of an Order granting the Certificates.
|s there any discussion?
ACTI NG COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: M. Chairman, on

the Clearview, we had a pretty good di scussion on
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that a couple of weeks ago. And | asked for it to be
hel d, and the ALJ filed a request for more
information and it was promptly responded to. And |
think it was appropriately responded to. My concerns
are resolved on that case.
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Very good.
|s there any further discussion?
(No response.)
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Any objections?
(No response.)
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Heari ng none, the Orders are
entered and the Certificates are granted.
ltem 6 through 10 can be taken
together. These items are Applications for Licensure
of Agents, Brokers and Consultants under
Section 16-115(c) of the Public Utilities Act. I n
each case ALJ Al bers recommends entry of an Order
granting the Certificates.
|s there any discussion?
(No response.)
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Any objections?

(No response.)
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CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Heari ng none, the Orders are
entered and the Certificates are granted.
ltems 11 and 12 will be held for
di sposition at a future Comm ssion nmeeting.
ltem 13 is Docket No. 11-0524. This
is Nicor's Application seeking consent to and
approval of Rider 28 for Low-Income Paynment
Assi stance Program and for related tariff charges --
excuse me -- tariff changes. The Conpany has filed a
motion to withdraw its petition and ALJ Haynes
recommends granting the Company's notion.
|s there any discussion?
ACTI NG COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: | " m going to

recuse nyself on this vote. As |I've said in the past

and to be consistent, | was an advocate for the
program " mjust going to recuse nyself on the
vot e.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Very good.
Any further discussion?
(No response.)
CHAlI RMAN SCOTT: Are there any objections to

granting the notion?
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(No response.)
CHAlI RMAN SCOTT: Hearing none, the Motion to
W thdraw is granted and let the record reflect that
it was by a 4 to O margin in this case.
ltem 14 is Docket No. 11-0260. This
is Sheila MKinney's complaint as to billing and/or
charges against Illinois Bell. Parties have
apparently settled this matter and have brought a
Joint Motion to Dism ss, which ALJ Jones recommends
we grant.
|ls there any discussion?
(No response.)
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Any objections?

(No response.)

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Hearing none, the Joint Motion

to Dismss is granted.

ltem 15 i s Docket No. 11-0452. This
itemis a Joint Petition for Approval of an
| nt erconnection Agreement dated May 18th, 2011,
brought by Illinois bill and W I MacTel . ALJ Baker
recommends entry of an Order approving the

| nt erconnecti on Agreement.
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|ls there any discussion?

(No response.)

CHAI RMAN SCOTT:

Any objections?

(No response.)

CHAI RMAN SCOTT:

Heari ng none,

the Order

entered and the Interconnection Agreement is

approved.

is Rockwel |

Section 7-204 of

approval of
Utilities'
to Rockwel |

of an Order

ltem 16

Utilities'

is Docket

No.

11-0212.

Application under

the sale of 100 per

member shi p interest

| nvest ment s.

cent

the Public Utilities Act for

of Rockwel |

is

Thi s

from Kirk Corporation

ALJ Haynes recommends entry

approving the Reorgani zation Application.

|ls there any discussion?

(No response.)

CHAI RMAN SCOTT:

Any objections?

(No response.)

CHAI RMAN SCOTT:

Heari ng none,

entered and the Application for

approved.

[tem 17

is Docket

the Order

is

Reor gani zation is

No.

08-0264.

Thi s

10
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item concerns a conplaint of King's Wal k Condom ni um
Associ ation alleging overbilling against ComEd. The
Comm ssion recently entered an Interim Order in this
matter dism ssing a substantial portion of King's
Wal k' s claim and King's Wal k has since filed an
Application for Rehearing. ALJ Sainsot recomends
denying the Application for Rehearing in its
entirety.

|ls there any discussion?

(No response.)
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Any objections?
(No response.)
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Heari ng none, the Application

for Rehearing is denied.

Items 18 and 19 can be taken together.
These itenms concern the initiation of proceedings to
i nvesti gate whet her Ameren and ComEd have met their
Program Year 3 energy efficiency targets as required
by Section 8-103 of the Public Utilities Act. I n
each case Staff recomends entry of an Order
initiating the proceedi ngs.

|s there any discussion?

11
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(No response.)
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Any objections?
(No response.)
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Hearing none, the Initiating
Orders are entered.
Judge Wal | ace, are there any matters
to conme before the Comm ssion today?
COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: M. Chairman, |
think | was busy | ooking at sonmething el se, but
11- 0575 and 11-0576 -- | didn't have a numbered
version -- are those 11 and 12?
ACTI NG COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: Mr- hnm
COVMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Those are being
hel d; is that correct?
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Yes. Correct.
COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Woul d it be
possible to get a briefing from Staff on this today

or do we want to wait and...

CHAlI RMAN SCOTT: We can. | mean that's --
that's fine. W' ve got -- we do have a menorandum
from Staff on this, but if -- | don't know if anyone

from Staff is prepared to give us a briefing on that

12
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t oday.

JUDGE WALLACE: Yes, we have someone from
Staff --

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Qui ck question, M ke.

JUDGE WALLACE: -- in the formof Tom Kennedy
and M. Brightwell.

COWMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: M ke, | know these are
both classified as rate menmos and al so the docket
items, can you tell me which is which? Are these
tariff filings that we have the ability to talk to
Staff about or are they docketed matters and those ex
parte issues come in?

JUDGE WALLACE: Well, they are tariff matters.
We' ve been docketing all tariffs that come in for
e- Docket purposes -- well, with special
perm ssions -- |'msorry. Yeah. They're speci al
perm ssion, but we've been docketing these for
e- Docket purposes. So there is -- |I'"mnot sure
there's any ex parte that would apply right now.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Wbould it make sense to try to
get that --

JUDGE WALLACE: Well, we're in Open Meeting

13
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anyway, so...

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Ri ght .

COVMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: That's true. | was just
trying to get a better understanding. | just noticed
t he docket nunber and |I'm not sure | noticed that
before. Just wondered if it made any difference.

JUDGE WALLACE: No.

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Okay. Thanks.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: M. Wallace, | believe you
said that M. Kennedy and M. Brightwell are
avai l abl e?

JUDGE WALLACE: Yes.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Comm ssioner O Connell, do you
have specific questions you want to ask or you just
want himto say -- give an overvi ew?

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Yeah, maybe t hey
can give us an overvi ew. | understand we're not
acting on it today, we wanted to have a little nore
time. But | thought it would be appropriate, at
| east for my edification, what we have here. And |
actually do have a question. | mght hold it till we
actually are voting on it, but I'd like to have that

14
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in my brain as we nmove al ong.

CHAlI RMAN SCOTT: Okay.

MR. BRI GHTWELL: Good morni ng, Conm ssioners.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Good nor ni ng.

MR. BRI GHTWELL: This is David Brightwell. To
provide a summary of what the Petitions are
requesting is there's two energy efficiency riders.
The first is Rider EEP, which was approved as part of
Peopl es and North Shore's 2007 rate case. That has
about a $6.4 mllion budget for Peoples Gas and $1.1
mllion budget for North Shore Gas.

It was scheduled to end on June 30th
of this year when Rider EOA came into effect. Ri der
EOA was approved as part of the energy efficiency
dockets as a neans of collecting funds to --
collecting money to fund the programs for the energy
efficiency docket that was required under
Section 8-104 of the Public Utilities Act.

The Petitioners are requesting to
transfer some of the remaining funds that were still
avail able through Rider EEP into the prograns that
are created for Rider -- under Rider EOA. | believe

15
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it was about $2.6 mllion. | don't know the exact
number offhand --

COWM SSI ONER FORD: 2. 2.

MR. BRI GHTWELL: -- $2.2 mlIlion. And,
additionally, they were requesting to continue three
of the programs under Rider EOA -- under Rider EEP
t hrough December 31st of this year.

The amendnents to Rider EOA are
basically to allow the acceptance of the noney
into -- into it from Rider EEP and to adjust the
reconciliations accordingly.

Staff recommends to reject -- to
reject the Petition. The primary basis for that is
that there's differences in the way that the noney is
collected from customers between the two prograns
that will make it nmore beneficial that if the
Conmpani es wanted to conti nue these programs they can
do it and just collect the money through Rider EOA
And the second is that the rate cap -- they're within
the rate cap to the point if they wish to continue
t hese programs that they can fund them through Rider
EOA wi t hout being in jeopardy of exceeding the cap.

16
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COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL

understand, that rate cap was pursuant

Comm ssion's Order in this matter;

MR. BRI GHTWELL:
part of 8-104.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL
statutory?

MR. BRI GHTWELL: Yes.

COWMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT:

mean, you're saying the prograns can continue just

under EOA instead of EEP?
MR. BRI GHTWELL: Yes.
COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT:
about the funding mechani sm
mechani sm was changing from
therm is that correct?
MR. BRI GHTWELL: That

COWMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT:

- DI AZ:

- DI AZ:

And j ust

correct?

Okay.

So that's

SO

to the

And to follow up,

The ot her
| think the funding

per customer

is correct.

to per

The rate cap was enacted as

guestion is

So going fromthe EEP to

EOCA will have a -- will be nmore efficient,

essence, in Staff's view?

MR. BRI GHTWELL: | believe so.

COWMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT:

Okay.

Thanks.

n

17
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COMM SSI ONER FORD: | guess ny only other
concern was the fact that we paid $151, 000 to a
project adm ni strator and we couldn't get reports in
a timely fashion. So why would we continue to do
t hat ?

MR. BRI GHTWELL: The actual budget to the
contract adm nistrator, |I'm not sure of the figure.
The 151,000 that's cited in the meno is to -- for the
contract adm nistrator for the period of time going
forward. It's not what's been paid to date.

COMM SSI ONER FORD:  Okay.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Who is the
contract adm nistrator, M. Brightwell?

MR. BRI GHTWELL: " m sorry?

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Who is the
contract adm nistrator?

MR. BRI GHTWELL: Her name i s Annette Beitel.

It may technically be Future Energy Enterprises. " m
not sure how the contract is set up. It's either
Future Energy Enterprises or Annette Beitel, though.
She's the cofounder of Future Energy Enterprises.

COMM SSI ONER FORD: Cof ounder.

18
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COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: How was this
contract adm nistrator picked? 1s this a Council
vote or how does that work?

MR. BRI GHTWELL: | believe that the Council -
that the Board selected the contract adm nistrator.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: But these are
rat epayer moneys that are being used for this
project; correct?

MR. BRI GHTWELL: Yes.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: | s the ampunt that's paid to

t he adm ni strator capped by dollar or by a percentage

of the program dollars that are expended?
MR. BRI GHTWELL: The order in the 2007 rate

case capped adm ni strative expenses at 5 percent.

That was for all adm nistrative expenses not just for

the contract adm nistrator, is nmy understanding.
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: 5 percent of the total amoun
of dollars in the progrant
MR. BRI GHTWELL: Yes.
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Okay.
MR. KENNEDY: But just going forward, since

there is this -- her salary going forward is a

t

19
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portion of the -- the [imted number of the projects
t hat are going forward would tend to exceed -- exceed
t hat cap.

COMM SSI ONER FORD: This | ooks Iike
5.5 percent -- it's already been paid out.

MR. KENNEDY: No. No. No. This is all
prospective.

COMM SSI ONER FORD:  Okay.

MR. KENNEDY: | f the Comm ssion grants the
petition, then Mss Beitel would presumably earn that
salary for what she does between now and the -- or
whenever the Comm ssion makes a determi nation to
grant the Petition and the end of the year. So that
money has not been spent as yet.

COMM SSI ONER FORD: Good to know.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL-DI AZ: And do we have a
total amount of what this -- has been expended of
rat epayer funds for this adm nistration by this
Conpany?

MR. BRI GHTWELL: |'m not sure | understood the
guesti on.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: How much money

20
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for adm nistrative costs to the Future Energy
Enterprises -- or whatever the name of it -- how much
has been expended so far?

MR. BRI GHTWELL: | don't know. | don't know
that, ma' am

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: | guess I'd like
to know what that nunmber is.

COMM SSI ONER FORD: And 1'd Iike to certainly
know if -- the track record of this conpany. s this
a new conpany or do we have data of sonme previous
wor k that this conpany has done?

MR. BRI GHTWELL: This is not new to the
Chi cagol and program  The Future Energy Enterprises
and M ss Beitel have been a contract adm nistrator
since the program began. | don't know the background
prior to that.

ACTI NG COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: | "' m not clear on
how we woul d exceed the adm nistrative costs if
they're legislatively capped. If we go forward,
woul dn't there be in there some "-- some demarkation
where you can't pay out nmore adm nistrative costs
t han woul d have to go to program and not to the

21
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adm ni stration of the progrant

MR. BRI GHTWELL: There's two different tariffs
here. There's Rider EEP at a 5 percent
adm ni strative cap that was placed by the Comm ssion
as part of the approval of Rider EEP, that M ss
Beitel is a contract adm nistrator for the prograns
t hat were funded under Ri der EEP.

Ri der EOA funds the |l egislatively
mandat ed prograns. Under Ri der EOA there is no
| egi slative cap on adm ni strative expenses; that the
Conpany is allowed to collect all reasonably --
reasonabl e prudently incurred expenses associ ated
with energy efficiency up to a spending limt that
was prescribed within the statute.

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Okay. If 1 recall in
the original EEP case the cap on the admnistrative
costs was a significant bone of contention -- if
my -- or what the cap was, if my menory serves.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: And t hese
moneys -- because the program ended at the end of
June, any moneys -- those would be refunded to
rat epayers; correct?

22
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MR. BRI GHTWELL.: Yes.
CHAlI RMAN SCOTT: And they'd be refunded under
whi ch mechani snm? We tal ked about it changi ng, but

how woul d they be refunded?

MR. BRI GHTWELL: | f the Comm ssion denies the
Petition, Rider EEP effectively ended and there' |l be
a final reconciliation in which the remaining funds

will be refunded through Rider EEP

MR. KENNEDY: And it would be refunded with --
on the same basis upon which the funds were
col | ect ed.

ACTI NG COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: Whi ch was a per
customer charge.

MR. KENNEDY: Per customer charge. So it would
be a per custonmer refund.

ACTI NG COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: Okay.

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: But the progranms
t hemsel ves can carry on under EOA?

COVM SSI ONER FORD: Ri ght . Because according
to this very little money would be requested to go --
to remain in the EEP Program It seenms this is just
an additional for a -- an adm nistrator.

23
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So -- since we're not voting on it,
' m just voicing some opinions.

CHAlI RMAN SCOTT: \What are the prograns that are
still remaining to be conpl eted?

MR. BRI GHTWELL: There's three prograns. One
is called an Energy Savers Programin which an
outsi de conpany does audits of |low to nmoderate income
housi ng. Based on the audits they make
recommendations. And then from my understanding from
what the Conpany sent on this program that all the
actual costs of the energy efficiency are paid for by

the owners of the properties. \What the Energy Savers

does is it does the audit. It does some project
management . It verifies that things were installed
and then it does billing analysis to determ ne that

t he savings were what they were projected.
COVMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: And a quick questi on,
doesn't -- maybe someone el se knows this. I sn't
DCEO -- aren't they in charge of home modification
for low income? Don't they have federal funding for
that? Are we duplicating services or is this a

different cohort that we're talking about that's...?
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ACTI NG COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: Well, it would be
for low income programs and he said | ow and nmoder ate
i ncone. And | think the weatherization program was
expanded -- eligibility was expanded for stimul us
funding to 200 percent of poverty. So, yeah -- and
do you know who the contractor is who's doing the
energy audits?

MR. BRI GHTWELL: | believe it's CNT Energy.

ACTI NG COMM SSI ONER COLGAN:  Okay.

COWM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: | just wonder if
there's -- if we're coordinating these efforts here
and -- DCEO is involved in those energy efficiency to

the tune of 25 percent; correct?
MR. BRI GHTWELL: | don't know what DCEO s doing
in this area.

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: We shoul d just

inquire --
COVM SSI ONER FORD: | guess --
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: | think so.

CHAI RMAN COL GAN: s it a 75/25 split on that?
Yeah.
COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Yeah, but | don't know

25
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that -- the 25 percent | don't know -- | don't know
if this is going to fund DCEO s home weat heri zation
or if that's a conpletely separate program and

this -- the DCEO s adjacent to something else. [''m
just interested in seeing -- or |earning more about
doi ng what wi th what nmoney.

CHAlI RMAN SCOTT: Ri ght, me, too; and what the
programs are and if there is any overlap with other
programs that are being done through other state
agenci es.

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Ri ght . Ri ght . And |
think we can spend the money --

ACTI NG COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: And my concern
woul d be about the program And | hear the concerns
about the adm nistrative cost. My concern would be
about are we going to hurt a programthat's well
intended? And I'mstill really concerned about why
t he money hasn't been spent. | mean, what is -- the
hang up is with why you can't get the money out the
door to make the program?

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: And procedurally if | can ask

one nore question of David or Tom
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The difference between EEP and EOA,
with EOA that's got to be initiated by the utility;
correct? So we're tal king about a difference in
whet her -- we say it's easy to shift the moneys and
t hose programs can go on under EOA, but that would
require an affirmative action on the part of the
utilities to make that happen, wouldn't it?

MR. KENNEDY: That's correct.

MR. BRI GHTWELL: That's correct.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Anybody el se?

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Have they indicated any
reluctance to that? Or is there any indication
whet her or not --

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: \Whet her or not they would or
woul dn't - -

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: -- yeah. Woul d or
woul dn't, or have you had those discussions?

MR. KENNEDY: | don't think -- if this is

passed | don't think -- | think they were planning to

just |l et these things expire. So | don't know - -
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Can you make those inquiries

in the interim Tom bring some clarity to that for
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us?

MR. KENNEDY: We can find that out.

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Thanks.

CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Thanks.

MR. KENNEDY: You asked about why these
programs weren't conpleted. W -- the Board met on
this shortly before the program was to expire and
were told that they weren't -- that the nmoney -- that
they weren't as far along as they had -- were
supposed to be and the nmoney wasn't going to be spent
and these things wouldn't necessarily -- and they
weren't going to continue. That was the first that
we had heard about this. And --

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: And was that the
June 20th meeting when this --

MR. KENNEDY: Yes.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: -- was to expire
on June 30th?

MR. KENNEDY: Ri ght. That was the first the
Board had heard about this.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: And you were

assured that the conmpletion of the projects would
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occur in a timely manner at that tinme?
MR. KENNEDY: Yes.
COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: That didn't
happen.
MR. KENNEDY: \When they did that we had
expressed -- Staff is a nonvoting participant in
t hose Board meetings, and we'd expressed concerns
about some of these progranms and whet her they woul d
be able to be conmpl eted when they were added on.
But our position was this programs
wi ndi ng down, that they shouldn't necessarily be
starting new prograns. Not all these were new
programs, but this air ceiling was a program that was
put in rather late in the program And we expressed
concerns about doing that and it turned out that they
weren't able to get it going in tinme.
CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Anything el se?
Tom David, thank you very much. W
appreciate it.
Judge Wal | ace, anything else? Any
other matters to come before the Conm ssion?
JUDGE WALLACE: No, that's all, M. Chairman.
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CHAI RMAN SCOTT: Okay. Thank you, sir.
Hearing none, the neeting stands
adj ourned, and we'll be back here at 1:30 for our
Plug-In Electric Vehicle Initiative Policy Commttee
Meet i ng. See you then.

MEETI NG ADJOURNED
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