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Meeting Documents Available at: 

http://www.box.net/shared/zdz0po8ank
ECMB Attendees:  Chair- Jeff Gaudiosi; Vice-Chair Rich Steeves; Cathy Lezon; Jamie Howland; Pat McDonnell; Prof. Alex Sommers; Neil Beup; Kevin Hennessy; John Dobos; Shirley Bergert; Rick Rodrigue; Dick DesRoches; Mike Wertheimer.

 .

Not in Attendance: Dale Williams.  

Other Attendees: Rebecca Meyer; Kirsten Brooks; David Goldberg; Glenn Reed; Les Tumidaj; Jeff Schlegel; Joel Gordes.

1. Process

Agenda and Minutes. Chairman Gaudiosi called the meeting to order at 9:33 a.m. and requested the Board review the agenda. Turning to the minutes, on a motion by Richard Steeves and a second by Mike Wertheimer, the minutes of the previous meeting were approved unanimously with Shirley Bergert abstaining.

Public Comment. There were no public comments.

Report On Carr Homes Subsidy Amount. Glenn Reed reported that, in discussion with Ron Araujo, Joe Swift and Justin Lindenmeyer of CL&P, they had reviewed Mr. Carr's appeal for an additional $28,000 to which he believed he was entitled. The ratings were forwarded to the Home Energy Rating Services (HERS) provider for quality assurance/quality control which is the normal procedure in such situations. The issues that require further information to arrive at a resolution include:

1) What tier the project has attained in relation to the geothermal rating and;

2) What are the proper incentives for the insulation, not just on the levels, but on meeting the specifications for proper installation.

 These will be reviewed by the HERS providers and a decision rendered. Professor Sommers asked whether this was mostly a workmanship issue to which Glenn Reed responded it was for the insulation which, while good, the installation of the insulation was not given the highest rating.

Jeff Gaudiosi noted he was holding a proxy for Dick DesRoches for this meeting. John Dobos said he had Dale Williams' proxy as well.

Election of a Vice-Chairperson. Vice-Chair Richard Steeves assumed the position of Chair according to the EEB procedures. Shirley Bergert nominated Jeff Gaudiosi to serve as Vice-chair with a second simultaneously by Rich Steeves and Jamie Howland. Pat McDonnell nominated Kevin Hennessy for Vice-chair with a second by Neil Beup. Pat McDonnell noted both Rich and Jeff have done a great job in the Chair and Vice-chair positions over the last several years but he said he felt it healthier and important for the Board to have more faces in the public eye. Rich Steeves noted that, in that respect, at the end of this two-year term he would not be seeking a leadership position again. Shirley Bergert said either nominee was fine but she has concern with the Board's dealings with the Legislature and that Jeff Gaudiosi has good recognition there and there is need for continuity. Jeff Gaudiosi announced he would abstain from the voting for himself as well as the proxy he holds for Dick DesRoches. Mike Wertheimer said he wanted to hear from Kevin Hennessy on this topic. Kevin Hennessy noted he had a brief conversation with Pat McDonnell on this proposed change and is willing to serve but would abstain from this vote as well. He continued that this should not be seen as a challenge to Jeff Gaudiosi and he knows that after Rich Steeves' term is completed, a new person will emerge. Mike Wertheimer said he was concerned that candidates have the time to commit to the job. Jamie Howland inquired  as to the time commitment involved. Rich Steeves noted he has a great deal of support in his office, as does the Chair. He said that both invest a great deal of time not only in the Board meetings but in the committees as well as participation in a number of public events to bring the Board's name into prominence. Professor Sommers asked what might be the public reaction to switching over roles; is this good or otherwise. Jeff Gaudiosi responded he saw it going both ways as the DPUC and the legislature like to have continuity with the Board leadership. He said he was unsure of what any other general public reaction might be. He noted the time commitment for him has been at least 20 hours per week. Further discussion ensued on the nature of the vote. A vote was held with a 5-5 outcome. The two proxy votes for Dale Williams and Dick DesRoches were abstained. with neither candidate voting. A motion to table the issue until the next meeting was made by John Dobos with a second by Alex Sommers and was passed.

Jeff Gaudiosi said this would be his last meeting as Chair in this term and thanked the Board for all its support. Pat McDonnell made a motion to officially thank Jeff Gaudiosi for his service as Chair. This was seconded by Professor Sommers and unanimously passed by the Board. [Applause.]

2. Outreach & Marketing. 

Review of Outreach and Marketing.  Cathy Lezon turned the Board's attention to: 1) a brochure on ductless, minisplit heatpumps which is targeted for outreach to high usage customers, particularly those with electric heat. They plan to hold three sessions on June 22nd, 24th and 25th on this technology and they have sent out 3,200 letters to target the Hartford/Berlin geographic area and will be targeting other areas in the future; and 2) an ad kicking off the compact fluorescent lighting campaign which will be very robust in order to meet the directives of the DPUC. The campaign will include print ads such as the one distributed as well as 60 second radio ads over major stations. She noted the 2009 campaign had greatly accelerated activity and the new targets will be even more aggressive. Jamie Howland asked whether it was customers or vendors who were the target for the minisplit ductless heatpump meetings. Cathy Lezon responded that this series is for customers and technical classes were held earlier for vendors. Pat McDonnell stated they had no new marketing material. Jeff Gaudiosi reported on the eeSmarts essay event noting that it was a great contest and he believed the kids got a great deal out of it. Joel Gordes reported on the need for a Marketing Committee meeting noting that at least three previous meetings had been canceled and some discussion needs to take place on the upgrade for the EEF website among other marketing issues. 

Smart Living Center (SLC)  Vote With Additional Options. Rebecca Meyer and Kirsten Brooks informed the Board there had been a SLC Task Force meeting on Monday to update members on three options.  These included:

1) Close the SLC in Orange and deconstruct the premises but continue with the museum partnership program with new traveling exhibits aimed at higher grade levels;

2) Upgrade the existing Orange SLC and add additional meeting space. Add a second facility in the Hartford area that includes energy efficiency, renewable energy with interactive exhibits focused on high school and above audiences: and

3) Open two  SLC's at new locations and maintain The Museum Partnerships Program.

Jeff Gaudiosi began the discussion on the pros and cons of each of the options which had been presented. Options that might include the construction of one of the centers at the home campus of NU had an advantage in that the construction would partially be paid by CL&P rather than entirely by the Energy Efficiency Fund. Jeff Schlegel noted there are still a number of uncertainties relating to what other functions the center might be expected to perform including whether training facilities are essential rather than using other locations. Mike Wertheimer also inquired whether option one also included the concept of a bus that would bring exhibits to educational facilities. Kirsten Brooks explained that they would be issuing an RFP on this and   Steppingstones, as an example, already has mobile exhibits that have been successful and could be transported (but not necessarily by a bus) in order to reach a larger number of people. Rebecca Meyer explained the bidding in the RFP would include funding for operations and maintenance costs which would help with the budget since the museums would normally cover that while the Fund would pay for the exhibits. Professor Sommers did not believe that the first option to eliminate the Smart Living Centers entirely without a greater understanding of options two and three would be responsible. He noted that firsthand information on green technologies is not readily available to the average homeowner or senior citizens who are trying to lower their cost of energy. Mike Wertheimer said he shares the goal of reaching people with education but has a different view in that option one will make people more mindful of the budget and the need for the dollars to go to actual implementation programs. Jamie Howland added that it should be investigated of how much could be accomplished at community colleges and other educational facilities, including private ones such as classes at Home Depot, versus more dispersed and/or traveling forums. While he believed a technical center on the NU campus had certain benefits, it also might dilute the Energy Efficiency Fund brand. Shirley Bergert agreed noting she was unsure whether the Smart Living Center is the most effective way to reach people and with funding cuts, it may be that market transformation efforts will suffer. Chairman Gaudiosi reminded the group there is a need to file the recommendations with the DPUC who will ultimately decide this issue. It was noted all three options could be filed with a cover letter explaining the details involved and in which direction the Board may be leaning. Further discussion ensued with Jeff Schlegel suggesting a few issues to be sent to the DPUC:

1) specify the objectives to be served which may include public education as well as meeting space.

2) whatever option is chosen, make it clear that museums design exhibits that can be mobile

3) Any physical space designed into the building be multipurpose in function and not just for meetings where it may stand vacant for lengthy periods.

Further discussion ensued at this point including addition of any sub-options in addition to the main three for the DPUC to consider. Chairman Gaudiosi asked for the Board's preference on the main three options which came in at: five votes for Option 1-no smart living centers but  continue the Museum partnership program; Option 2 received six votes for upgrade of the UI Orange facility and add a new greater Hartford facility plus continuation of the Museum Partnerships Program; Option 3 - two votes which would build two new locations plus continue the museum partnership program. 

Rich Steeves thanked Rebecca Meyer and Kirsten Brooks for a job well done in exploring and articulating the options for the Board.

3. 2008-2009 Planning for Future Activities
Final Decision,  Review all ECMB  and Company Tasks.  Jeff Schlegel reported that many of the issues enumerated on the synopsis of orders and tasks have been addressed or are currently underway.

State and Federal Legislative Updates. Jeff Gaudiosi reported on Senate Bill 493 AA Reducing Electricity Cost and Promoting Renewable Energy noting it has been vetoed by the Governor but there remains the question of whether it will be brought up for a veto override at a veto session, still a possibility, as well is a special session where portions of the bill might be resurrected. Pat McDonnell clarified that at a veto session it has to be an all or nothing type of vote.

Jamie Howland alerted the group that Environment Northeast had sent out a summary of the new federal American Power Act written by Senators Lieberman and Kerry. Jeff Schlegel reported Home Star legislation is going through and funding will he available. The Silver Star program has not been finalized and the Gold Star program has not gone as far as it should but appears to be likely to be implemented in Connecticut through a single aggregator which, in this case, would be the HES program.

C&I Meeting. Neil Beup noted the C&I Committee had met on the previous day and spent a good deal of time detailing revisions of the Energy Conscious Blueprint (ECB-new construction) program. Les Tumidaj added they will have a series of documents developed and there will be a full report made at the next meeting. Neil Beup continued that the utilities had reported that activity in the C&I sector has been increasing which is a good sign. There have also been discussions on the opening of the committee meetings to the public and the challenges this might present which will necessitate further discussion on how to balance the public participation with the work the committees must accomplish. He said some of this may include logistics allowing for adequate space and format. Rich Steeves noted to the group   Shirley Bergert's memo on public participation had been very helpful and while having parties call-in by telephone is not ideal, it does need to be made available. Jeff Gaudiosi requested a copy of Shirley Bergert's memo be sent to the Board and he thought setting standing dates and times for meetings and locations might be a step in the right direction and thought this could begin sometime in September. He added he thought opening the procedure would provide the vendors a voice. Shirley Bergert said she foresees using the website to provide information such as:

1) posting location, time, changes or cancellations

2) post meeting agenda in advance

She went on to add that committees need to:

3) use experience gained from these two committees and apply to others

4) change the dynamics of the meeting which may have to take on greater formality

5) think of themselves more as governmental bodies

 Neil Beup concluded that this transition will take time and there will be challenges to setting  dates for meetings as some committee members are often on the road for their work. He thought it would be possible to post the committee agendas earlier but cautioned it should not be the audience that drives the agenda. Jeff Gaudiosi said he foresees it as a venue where the vendors can add information useful to the Board and, in turn, be better informed of Company and Board decisions affecting their operations. Further discussion ensued concerning frequency of meetings, locations and process questions.

Residential Committee.  Shirley Bergert gave her report for the Residential Committee noting there is a letter that is the last page of the packet filed with the DPUC pertaining to a financing pilot program with further information that can be obtained at www.ctenergyloan.com. She noted there are still some outstanding questions such as the range of measures to be covered as well as the measures allowed for funding on the loans. She believes the key to program success is evaluation of results and data collection by the utilities along with the ability of the HES contractors to deliver information on the loans as well as the availability of computerized tools to aid the homeowner. There will also be a need to expand the vendor base in order to increase delivery of the measures but with quality control built into the program. She also noted she is concerned with the contractors being vulnerable to the ups and downs of EEF funding including the slow rollout of federal funds. Jeff Schlegel reminded the group there had been discussion at the previous meeting on the high interest rates associated with the financing program and it is a priority issue to ascertain lower cost capital from other sources. Pat McDonnell noted this had been a topic of discussion at the hearings and they are undergoing a final legal review at UI on their ability to use utility capital which would also be administered by AFC First. They have until late July or August to file with the DPUC. Jeff Schlegel thought it would be prudent to follow-up with other sources such as local banks to determine their interest noting some states have 7% to 8% rates for their loans so it is possible. Pat McDonnell said it may be that if the pilots succeed, it could attract some of the local banks. Jamie Howland inquired how many loans have been issued. Pat McDonnell responded there have been zero for United illuminating and four for CL&P. Rick Rodrigue noted that at the IRP hearings there was discussion of creative financing and the 14% interest rate had been mentioned. He said there must be a way to get the rate decreased as it is critical for the pilot program to be successful.

Integrated Resource Plan (IRP), CEAB Report and DPUC Review Process. Jeff Schlegel noted   the comments delivered in the docket on behalf of the Board are in the packet and they consisted of past comments provided to the CEAB with contrasts made to what the CEAB recommendation actually entailed. He noted that energy efficiency was consistently the lowest cost option in all cases and Connecticut should pursue the all achievable, cost-effective option as its policy since it results in $423 million less for ratepayers. It also advocated increasing the targeted energy efficiency option but short of any increases in the systems benefits charge. He noted there would be one late filing due on the following Monday. He also noted  the final decision by the DPUC may be subject to some internal disagreements but it is important to keep the all achievable energy efficiency option as front and center in the discussions since there is also the option to add 2,000 MW of gas-fired generation.

Lighting Campaign and Budget. Pat McDonnell informed the Board they had made a filing on the DPUC mandated lighting campaign on May 15th. Jeff Schlegel remarked the residential lighting program has been controversial over the past several years and one year the DPUC  directed the Companies  and the Board not to continue with the installation of regular CFL's while in the following year they have set an aggressive 30% of all sockets as the target.

Public Input Session.  The public input session scheduled for this afternoon was discussed briefly.  Joel Gordes noted that there had been seven interested parties who had officially signed up already but others could be expected to show up without prior notice.

Electric and Gas Plans Schedule and Milestones. Jeff Schlegel informed the group that an updated schedule had been distributed and this year's the public input session would be held earlier so as to more easily integrate it into the plan. He said they had been meeting with the companies on priorities and to let him know Board expectations on them over the next several weeks. Peter Ptak said it would be good for people to have their priorities set soon as possible as there will be a call on this topic on June 15th. He also pointed out certain other planning meetings would be held before upcoming ECMB meetings.

Board Retreat. Chairman Gaudiosi brought up the Annual Retreat would take place on the August 11th meeting date and wondered if the group was still okay with The Lyceum as the location for the event. Cathy Lezon said she thought it was a good location. It was also noted that work should begin to construct an agenda for the Retreat with the strategic items. Shirley Bergert requested the topic of the Residential and C&I Committee meeting formats be addressed as one topic and to investigate any freedom of information implications.

EEF/CCEF.  Rich Steeves said the collaboration is working well and called upon David Goldberg to report on their recent events. David Goldberg also agreed the collaboration has been successful. They are initiating a solar thermal program for the residential sector and are hoping the HES vendors will be able to aid in promoting the program by leaving behind an information sheet. Joel Gordes questioned the incentive/buydown of the solar hot water systems being based on performance from October through March when solar availability was low and could result in people oversizing their systems for summer usage. This could result in the systems blowing off fluid in the summer months necessitating service calls.

Update on Potential Study. Jeff Schlegel said the demand response portion of the potential study is under way; it is the last of the three studies.

Evaluation. Jeff Schlegel noted Kim Oswald's monthly report was expanded and very informative. He said the HE S study has been delayed but  now has all needed data and expects a draft report in July. The WRAP impact draft study is out and the draft report for the Energy Opportunities impact study has also been delivered. He noted the Board will be evaluating four of the five major programs this year.

4.
Other

 Jeff Gaudiosi made a note that the agenda for the coming meeting should include status reports on the CRMA and CRRA projects. He also suggested the utility budget item be provided on a monthly basis. Rich Steeves brought up that there has been some major coverage in the newspapers on programs and John Gorham, Chair of the Woodbridge Energy Task Force had received an award. Further discussion ensued on HES vendor participation in the community taskforces and how they might be used as marketing channels for some programs. 

Jamie Howland thanked Jeff Schlegel and the companies for their work pertaining to the IRP docket and in representing the programs to the DPUC. Jeff Gaudiosi seconded that.

Pat McDonnell distributed the UI monthly budget report and provided highlights including that the Energy Opportunities and Home Energy Solutions programs have experienced a great deal of activity recently and the Company will need to assess that for expenditure purposes. He noted that they may not have any funding left. Cathy Lezon said that was not the case for the CL&P programs. Jeff Schlegel said that Pat McDonnell should clarify what the situation might be after a reallocation of funds. Pat McDonnell agreed that they will reallocate where they can but there may not be much opportunity to do that. Glenn Reed remarked that the Board needs to meet the DPUC order in regards to the Retail Products program. Cathy Lezon, reporting for CL&P, reiterated that they will not be running out of funds anytime soon and that the DPUC lighting goals are extremely aggressive. Both companies' monthly budget reports can be accessed at http://www.box.net/shared/zdz0po8ank
There being no further business, the Board adjourned at 11:45 am.
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