
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

,Questionnaire ,for Small Citie.s and Counties 

.' ,..Na;~.df'C;ty~r.~~~~ty:· :"'.·~:;;'·""~{/l1I1V,)4"" . ~	 / 
~ 

.....' .•...• "	 t

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. , Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes D No 

a. Type of Project 

o	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o	 Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o	 WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls _
P' Other (specify) IIV1Tftl:tfSJ /?If1€ W'1Znt7 DtAHt erG H;ltTC!-fIJ.Jc, 
, tP/l:IYJ!J filL ~\L fTfl:X#''t O!C- ~tff ~ 

b. Stage of Development /l{~/li)rfT ~~	 -- -~. -r 
o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 

(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resOurces in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

~Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
~ Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in	 identifying potential projects. ., 

c~ Estimated Project Costs: $ h ,z-VO, 000 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

... .~ ." . zf	 Existing Oity/'county',Funds ,~, o.Utility Re.biites '" ,'"	 ! .' .. , ./ '., 
, J2f .otr~r·;(speqify), . C/O B"(5t· ,".,,~CA/'ftQf\1E[J)eo 'C/rlt5[) rep.5 

'0 No match funds cUrrently identifiJd I 

 DATE
 RECD.

DOCKET
09-OII-1

JUN 17 2009



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects 
o Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
p Other(s) (specify) ,~A' Aln~ wjJ3 o~ 4:>CA'S7teJ 

I:>	 -zto ~l1P<i,:.' 'F:ci/.., ~G. ~6aA!{,· .d&n -roO ?At?6t5' 1iYL 

=tY-t7 ~-rA7t7 ~~ (,(lle'/~Y:·" '!f?b7"'!',~~~:L:.:'	 _"'-'.,_',_'_;-- 
" \) .~	 \ .,; "", " .\ .' 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best,"Level the.f?laying Field" .for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions?'" ('. -j.,' ,'. , . 

i;V'Guaranteed formula-based allocations.for·eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency. P~oje.cts\~rjprodLJ.6t.s (ttlas'e<!J .oQ,a'r::!.er capita\allpc~tion or other 
methodology)' " , , . '.;,,:," .', ." ",., 

o Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

~ Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 

.}?!Yes IJ No ")' ", '" '~:c':: ~\' 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o No partners available/identified 
o Lack of resources/mec~anisms,!Q part!9ipate .-'! F .;i Other(s) (specify) Nfitf() 7U pf5Vf!MP egQJ@J Lf1Z-.06f?ti'1 

,:' ,;.'....., /""j\':1;<\" L'fFJ)C/':'\":r:{'t~,,,1\;n.-r;r, I~t\A..t:;::A~\ /AAO/I I\.	 , 
. ' -.\ ,,' ,.' -::?r ,U"-A. r v ' '!7-c,'c..;v v:/. -UJ)1'-tJCI.) I -". LJ J 1- e:z 6: 

mailto:egQJ@JLf1Z-.06f?ti'1


Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

[J Yes, already established. Name of partne
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 

[] No 
;;.J-Undecided/l\Jeed more information 

r(s): _----' 
D No 

_ 

What types of partnerships would work best? _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 4 5'"0'4 O~ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? ~112-/500100() 

6.	 Wouldyour project{j) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? J4Yes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? _ 

S-J ~ r;-O I 2/50, N4 G-r-JJo y~ ~ 
7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 

making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

D Established and in operation 
D Established, but not yet operating	 / /
jif Under development: Planned implementation date: I0 ~. 02 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. r I
 

D No program exists or is under consideration.
 
D Don't have any information on how this would work.
 

Program information can be accessed at www.--l-N-F-A'--'----	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



.:'.' ... 

American Recovery and Rein'vestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

At ~. '	 IC1 rh-wUJcJ ~~ 
Name of City or County: t-JlfIU IRmM#t/ E/ d~ f ~ / 
Contact Person: ~ _ 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o .-Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals

rtV»VAC Modifications and Controls
 

' tomated Energy Management Systems
 
rl " otors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 

Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls ~ 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o )Oroject(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
 
lit'~nergy audit/feasibility study in progress.
 
~ We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
o	 We need technical assistance in i~entifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $	 _ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds
 
tility Rebates
 

Other (specify)	 -'-- _~,	 No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What bary.ers limit your participation in this program? 
0')cack of Identified Projects . 
.J2(' Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o Other(s)(specify)	 ~-__,____---______.___ 

1[\rVcWDa~Cu~~~ \\eS0-J~ 3 co~6, NcJ-hv.:.{\~~~·'J.7
 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 
. 0 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 

efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation 0r other 
methodology) 

o Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

'Jti Other (specify) 
f\ G\ u-t- fa, ~ -h"-,,,--+-'-~------'-------f~C1s 6f) c: ~ C 

If competition	 is to be limitM, what criteria 9Vlould be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Off - 5" cJ 5 0-';10..;, o~~_ '<t L-o (Y1 ~ 
:r-f- c-. srncJU e.-oc'Y'.~:s UN'~ 

~'& I PvI~~Sl.5~'T'dJ~ ~s e-eri~ 
Other Recommendations?: ~ u..,) 0U O--U 0 l cJ S~ ~ \rZ ~ 

~.~\-w"bcvr-u- C4-et ~~I~ ~ jj u.i~ 01~ 

cx:GWL '1 fu:t-~' W~ ~ prr <;s; (ryH' ~ 
. ~~ JLI)C,-dr-.~ --fa ~~..{J h~ (1) ~ 

4.	 Is your .et~/county part of a regional or local partnersrnp that could appll for fund n ? 
DYes F-No l,e. 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 9 6-- -r-~ 
~ No partners available/identified 
)} Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o Other(s) (specify)	 -----'- ~_ 



Do you plan to/co.uld you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the' 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

oX No
Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? :;hp.£e.. ~ (j:J sfs 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

--feD!\~ \t"~ - a. ,lIf e.>tk f" ,rJ2 fu ~ f{\?(f"sa~ 
d" \}--U-e. t~ ~~. 

5.	 What minimum funding afTlount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ '\ffie~ ~ /tv=>t' lL~ . 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would your proje&) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs?~es 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 200'9, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
D Under development: Planned implementation date: _

.:::& Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
D Don't have any information on how trlis would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www._----;-_~	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 .:....- _ 



/ 

Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18th by: 

1. Scanning and emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us 
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304 
3.	 Mailing to:
 

California Energy Commission
 
Attn: EECBG Program
 

1516 Ninth Street, MS-42 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS 
INFORMA TION! 

mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us


American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: AMAAor Cacm=bf---
Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects id~ntified to befunded?9l'ves 0 No 

a. Type QfProject 

..,i Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o	 Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
• HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
)!.( Automated Energy Management Systems
 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o	 WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Other (specify) _-,....-_--:....- -,....-_-,....-_ 

t>. stage ofDevelopment 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates. cost estimates. etc.) resources in place. all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

)K Project(s) identified. but supporting documentation is not Yet developed.

11' Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
 
OWe have ideas, but specific prQject(s) not yet identified.
 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ see Ener4U E~ic.'~ ~ Se.e\iotl1. )
III =-.~ \ (<<\tAC~61·'W 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds
 
}it Utility Rebates
 
o	 Other (specify) -,....- _ 
o	 No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 

)!! Lack of Match Funding
 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commjssion be~t "Level the Playing Field" for sm.all and/or 
economically challemged jurisdictions? , 

~Gua:.~~teedf?.rm.ul~-based	 allocations for eliQib!e:~~st-effec~ive energy 
effiCiency projects or products (based on a per capita al1otatlon or bther 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specificpotsoffunding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amouht Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 ~our city/county part of a regional or I~cal partnership that could apply for fundi~g?res 0 No. . 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisqictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

)( Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): ..!:\ClI!~~~U::l.l;~!{JMII.la 
Partnership(s) currently exist? ~esD No 

o No
 
DUndecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partn~rshjps? _~	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your c~ty/c0!Jnty/partnershipne~,g to achieve 
meaningful results? $t:lJI\~ aM. al\ eor\Trtbll+tDr1" WiHbe ,~Ul.t 4tl!~e:( 

What is an appropriate 'maximum funding amount for projects? $ t!5Olax>·oo 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? )&Yes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 ,,~\ fro~ 
r~er(!r\~ Ta.~\e I.' ~.~\."2. ~e. f.. (aft~~fOF) .. 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a fin~nCingprogram to assist prop?rty ownersin 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years throUgh 
property tax assessments or similarme.chanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: .,...- _ 
o Under consideration: specific program not yet developed.
 
~ No program exists or is under consideration.
 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed atwww.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: -,.-	 _ 



Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18th by: 

1. Scanning and emailingtoeechg@energy.state.ca.us 
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304 
3.	 Mailing to:
 

California Energy Commission
 
Attn: EECBG Program
 

1516 Ninth Street. MS-42 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS 
INFORMA TION! 

mailto:emailingtoeechg@energy.state.ca.us


,Energy Efficiency Study: Amador County Section 1 -Executive Summary 

Section 1 - Executive Summary 

A. Focus and Scope of the Audit 

During September of 2007. an enElrgy audit was,conducted for Amador County under CEC's 
Technical Assistance Contract. The audit focused on identifying energy saving projects at six 
County facilities: (a) Detention Facility, (b) District Attorney Office. (c) Main Library. (d) 
Corporation Yard, (e) GSA Offices, and (f) Probation Building. This report discusses the results 
of the energy audit and provides inform~tion on the next steps for project implementation 

,8. Annual Energy Use and Cost 

During a recent 12-month period. the County spenl$160,898 for electricity and $31,389 for 
natural gas at the audited County facilities (Le., Detention Facility, DA Offices, Library, GSA, 
Corporation Yard, and Probation). With respect to total Jacilityareaof 90,335 square-feet. the 

1totafenergy cost per square foot is S2.13fsft per year. 

,C. Project Recommendations 

The report idemlifies several projects that can reduce the County's overall energyuse,and cost. If 
implemented, these projects can cut overall energy cost by 83%,or,an estimated $15;939 per 
year. Table 1.1 details all the project recommendations countywide. 2 In addition, Table 1.2 
presents other projects tl)at were evaluated but can orilybe' implemented as part .of long-term 
modernization efforts due to their high payback periods. Included in the tables are projects which 
Ciddress,specific County concerns such as replacing oldH\I,ACunit~ at the Detention Facility and 
adding insulation to the Library Building. Detailed information on these and all other projects is 
contained in Section-5.Section~6 provides information on how some,or all of these projects can 
be funded with a low interest loan from the EnergyCommission.orincentives from the utility 
company. 

1 Electricity (S1.78/sfl) and Natural Gas (SO.35/sft) Detailed energy use data is summarized in Tables 3.1A and 3.1 B 
, Projects are broken down by facility in Tables 1.3 to 1.8 

Digital Energy, Inc. Page 1 



Energy Efficiency Study: Amador Counly . Section 1 - Executive Summary 

PROJECT SUMMARY TABLES - COUNTYWIDE 

Table 1.1 - Recommended Energy Efficiency Measures - Countywide 

Retrofit all eXisting Il2' 

L-1A 
nuoresrent fixtures witll 26-wa 

64.S15 0 534.670 58:798 4.0 53.895 530.975T8 lamps and Iow-wan 
ellOC\1onlc'b8ilasls 

Retro1rt existing lSI generntion 

L-1B 
T8 fiuorescenl fixtures with 26

5.6 13.116 0 $17.278 $1.947 8.9 S823 516,455wall TS lamps and low-walt 
electronic ballasts 

Ropl8C& incanMscent lamps 

L-2 
with'screW-in cOmpad 

1.8 4.767 0 S843 5643 1,3, S286 S557fiuoreseenllamps or new 
PL·lamp fixtUres 

Add all)'lighl controls to liglltin 
L-3 fixture S 8' various CDfporatlon 0 1,768 0 $1,614 5195 8.3 $106 51.508 

YardS/lOOS 

M·l 
Complole.kVAC syB1em 

11:, 17,072 929 553.722 53,401 158 53;810 $49,912upgrade altho Main Library 

Prollide garBjje dOor sensor 
controls at ttie Corporaf.on 

M·2 . Yard to shut·off gas.fired 0 0 321 55.495 $673 8:l 5372 55.123 
radi.nl /lealer operiition when 

gomgo door I. open 

Provide occupaney .ansor 

E·1 
controllers for vending 

0 1.753 0 5300 5284 1,1 $245 555
machines at the Proba1iOt'l 

BuHoing 

Total 41.9 103,992 1,250 $114,122 $15,939 7.2 $9,531 $104,584 

Table 1.2 - EEMs Recommended during Future Modernization - Countywide 

3:5 

8.5 

09 

7.7 

'''0 

7.6 

0.2 

&.6 

L·4 
Provid6 oc;cupancy s(.~~ 

cool.rols 10 various rooms 

Replace lighting logglo-·switch 

L·5 controls with twist-limer 
conlrolA 

Replace all old gas/electric 

M-3 
paoJ<agea units Ollllc 

Detention Center wi1tl now hlg 
efficiency units 

M-4 
Provide insulation fOf Ubrary 

Building's underbelly 

Total 

0 2.B82 0 $5,310 $343 15.5 $173 15.055.137 

00 71
 5176
 22,6 5171
S8 S4 220
 

43.046 423
 $105611 196
 1804
257
 55.376 56.449 599,162 

594
 37,4532,528 S8700 0 5689
 531,839 3&.6 

25.7 45,999 1,016 $143,624 20,756,599 21.8 $7,315 $136,309 

.• Incentives representative of Motherlode Energy Watch Program (except for Project M-3 which is 
representative of PG&E's NRR-DR Program). See Section-6 for details on ';lcentive programs 

"" As an allemative to Project L-1B, this study also anatyzes a less cost Intensive option. tnstead of 
replacing lamp and ballasts, the alternative option proposes replacing lamps only. See Section-5 for details. 

Digital Energy. Inc. Page 2
 



Energy Efficiency Study: Amador County Section 1 -Executive Summary 

PROJECTSUMMARyTABLES - By FACILITY 

Table 1.3 - Recommended Energy Effjciency Measures - Detention Facility 

RelTOfrt aU existing T12 

L-1A 
n"OfC%ent fixtures IMih 2B-wa 10.2 37.246 0 '$12.377 $4.879 2.5 52.235 $10.142 21T9 tamps aml_watt 

eledroniC.baUasts 

Retrofit exlsting·.1::ot generlUJon 

l-1B 
T8 nuoiriscem rooures with 28

1.3 4.623 0 $4.237 S606 7.0 5277 53,960 6.5
Wall Til lamps and tow.wail 

eiecirnoiic ballasts 

Replace incandescentlanip.· 

L,2 
with,..,.;,w.in compaC1 

';0 3;207 0 S441 $420 1.1 S192 S249 0.6
n"oresamllamps 0< F1eYiPl·. 

lamp .fiJ<lures 

Total 12;5 45,016 0 $17,056 $5;905 2.9 $2,105 $14,351 2;4 

Table 1:4 - Recommended Energy Efficiency Measures-DA Offi.ces 

Retrofit aU'existing 112 

L-1A .• 
fluorescent fiJduies with 28-wa 

3.8 9,012 0 $6.038 $1.253 4.8 $541 $5,497 .4.4T8lanip;' and low-wiitl 
ele<;tronic ballasts 

Replace incariclescenllamps 

l-2 
with scruw-in compact 

0.2 267 0 577 $37 21 $16 $61 1.6nuores<:ent1amps or neYi PL· 
lamp'r;ttures 

TOUII 4;0 9,279 0 $6,114 $1,290 4.7 $567 $5,557 4.3 

Digital Energy. Inc Page 3 
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Energy Effiaency Study: Amador County Section 1 - Executive Summary 

Table 1.5 -:- Recommended Energy Efficiency Measures - Main Library 

Relrollt all eXisUngT12 
fluorescentnlClUm with 21l-wn

L·1A fa Llimps and low-Watl' 
<>lcdronic ballasis 

Repr:llG8 ineandesunt lamps 
v.i!h scr......in compact 

L·2 r,""reteenl lamps' Of new PL· 
lamp fixtur"" 

Complete HVAC system 
upgrade at the Main Ubrwy 

Total 

6;1 

0.2 

11.1 

17.4 

12;824 

510 

17,072 

30,406 

0 

0 

929 

929 

S8~839 

S120 

$53.722 

S&2,&81 

51;672 

$75 

53.401 

$5,347 

4,7 

, 
1.6 

15.8 

11.7 

$769 S6,070 4.3 

531 589 12 

$3,810 549,912 14.7 

10,954,&10 558,071 

Table 1.6 - Recommended Energy' Efficiency Measures- Corporation Yard 

Retrofit all exisUng 112 

L·1A 
fluOfeScenlfiX\ures with 28-Wa 

18 lamps and low-walt 
eiedronlC tiaUaslS 

'Retrofit existing 1SI generation 

L·18 
T8 fluorescent tOO"r". With Z8

walt T8 la,;,ps anO low-walt 
e+eclrOnK:: baHnsts 

RepUiGe inClll,d".t>Ofll lamps 

l-2 
witll SCTew-in compacl 

nuor''SQlnt lamps. '" new PL· 
lamp fixtures 

Add daylight'control. 10 fighr 
L·3 fixtures at variOus COfpofelfon 

Yard Shops 

Provide garage door sensor 
controls at the Corporation 

M-2 Yard 10 shut-off Il"s-fircd 
radiant heater operu1ion when 

garage door IS open 

Total 

3.3 

0.3 

03 

0 

0 

3,9 

5.833 

657 

598 

1,768 

0 

8,856 

0 

° 

° 

0 

321 

32:1 

SU36 

5110 

51.814 

$5.495 

$15.970 

5193 

S89 

581 

$195 

5673 

$1,831 

9.6 

12.7 

1.3 

a.3 

82 

8.7 

S350 S7.266 9.2 

539 51.097 12.3 

536 S74 09 

S,OB S1.508 77 

$5.123 76$3,72 

$903 8.2$15.067 

Digital Eneigy, Inc. Page 4 



Energy Efficiency StUdy Amador County section 1 - Execullve Summary 

Table 1.7 - Recommended Energy Efficiency Measures - GSA Offices 

l·1B 

Ret,oflt ex'"bf'\ll 1$I gao",IlIion 
T8 nLlOr""ce"l Iixlures with 28

watt Ta lamp.. and Iow-watt 
eleGl10nlC ballasts 

Total 

22 

• 2.2 

4,6tO 

4.610 

0 

0 

56,813 

$6,613 

$631 

$631 

10,8 

10.8 

5277 

$277 

S6,537 

$6.537 

10~ 

10,4 

Table 1.8 - Recommended Energy Efficiency Measures -Probation Building 

T 
18 3.828 0 $5,091 $620 &,2 $230 $4,861 7,8

wall T8 lamps and low·wall 
el/lC.l'on,c ballast. 

Replace incandescent lamp.
 
willl=.......m oompacl
 $110,1l-2 185 $65 2.80 596 530 3.2ftuoreooeollamp.'or new PL·
 

lamp,r.xMC$
 

ProYlOO occupancy sensor
 
conlfatlern tor _log
 

0 $300 1.1 $245 $55 0.2E·1 1,753 0 $284
maenlnes lit the Proballon
 

BUlldtnjJ
 

Total 1.S $5,0005,766 5.9 $48& 5.40 55,487 5934 

Digital Energy. Inc Page 5 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded?~S 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

b. 

o 
o 
o 
[] 

o 

d. 

)?"'Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.
 

[] Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
[] Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specificproject(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

Estimated Project Costs: $ IIJ 000 OCD r I 

Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds 
o ytility Rebates .. .. 

..J:VOther (specify) lDiennJ,/?clhil hi/7th, 
[] No match funds currently identified J 



.. I 

. Bof 0 ~ tf/ 

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
~Lack of Match Funding
 
o Lack of Expertise/H~maryResource.s (l j~ / / 

.~the~(s) (specify) f(t1.>f&rJ&3 !(~et1~c!lf&IJf ))/10' OII~iriJ/7te;'~, . 
v '. " " J' .... 1-'" '.:, '. 'tf~/ff' 

~ ak6 .x,' - .,' i. '~. IJ 
ttidfitM C5 -<: D Hr/J~~/l~ - ~, " it:?f - #;;, re'cC1z:,A C'eht5 " <.-.i),,7yK5

3.	 How can the Energy Commission est "Lt.evel the Playillg Field" for small and/or jJ1c?/)/JII}(/ 
economically challenged jurisdictions? Mlllfl:!I-t.. 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based Eillocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects gr,products (based on a per capita allocation or other 

, methodology), . ," 
XLimit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small , Z 

. jurisdictions: economically disadvantaged, ~igh unemployment,r.ates, etc.) ~fUflU/J';ffV'rf 
XOther (specify) G.~ s;;~ ......- ~"." ... , '
 

pYJatfY c5CJVJI IIJ/l/ ~W U?ft"./

If competitio1lli)'o bl;llimited, liafCrlteria s ou e usea?

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

4. 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):	 --=---__ 
. Partnerspip(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No./ 1/
 

~o - NOf)e.-. Oife,. kn<J<JIJ tV ;;ZO;tl/l/f}le-
o	 Undecided/Need more information .. 1/; j <<' /" J ~/~ ocJt.JJ1l 

:]J,gi- t M:ti jJJ2}Y/'p/tz let1I tltlVulJl;?!/ (3o~ ()(){) :J r If! IN 'i1JJ1.}cJ,fff.) .' 'tp 
What types of partnerships would work best? _1----,-.----:---------r--~-

e#tItJ{lt;~ ~. rt rt1?	 7£1/
e5lJ7t911 etlJJ1/lltt~/hY a/~e,~ - 1ft: rtJY?·/} 4 &mmU/}l ,.~ £ safll/Uil liz{) t::e~~ 

How can the Er:tergy~ommission help foster partn rships? -=------,- _ 

~'---=U=_jS1~0/- .:..=.is-t/~·d7-~-~··~'p;~/;·~/,~7fli;;;d;~I'J~----J..LI--l-J~r----=-~~V);(.. !../!:....:./• 

&Jt!Jf.,jcf1t/)I/,fJ /eA I1f t6 ~~tf1t 5L- ='0ll166'/f .. ' 
5.	 WHat minimJfn funding amount woul~ your city/cou.nty/pal}per~~iPneed to achieve 

meanmgful results? $ Ifkju//t1lrJyrJifrI fl}j'edl:!:j . 
What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 5,b mtl//I/Y) 

6. Woul~ you.r proje~t!s) crea.te and re!ain S:Hre~t.and )ndirecl~s,uppliers who mjik~~ t 1/111/'16 
matenal9) J,S?bs? ~Yes 0 N~~!!t,7 W;//(Jtef .07n.J1 flt.C11f1] 1J'1;Jf/UrXltl¥c . <~ . .,f ClSS16+ {JJ)tlll; iJmt~({;y W~· VdJ1f11&1tj/tll-- A 6e /r!ilkted iff} thtl1-tr ~s d 'f~~1j({i/; 
Approximatel~ tfuw ",ny f<;t e ~oJ!'tJer of 2009,2010.. 2011 and 2012? I!#lJh'1 . 

@ . ~~() ~;/;:ee;r/fii'dJr'J:ltl1X;;J?(j'lfef;'lr: &Jn61nrd~ I 5erVItb, t:~ , 
7.	 Have you con~ered initiating a fin~ncing program to £ssist property owners in 1'tX.fY1 ~ ,t[R~. 

making energy efficiency impr?v~merits, rep~yable over multiple years through tll1~ ~ttll~ 
property tax assessments or Similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? MPo/J ,vitt6tl;jfi'IA 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation·date:	 ~ 

OO....AJ nder consideration; specific program not yet developed. /,/~ /fIJIi/i.c., 
. - If j~_A-"r 6a<f-./1J No program exists or is under consideration. iA~ cllrrtc.UY. 
%Don't have any i~formc;tiln_?nJ,lo_w t~is would work.~ e5fr7?1! CttJT7tr;'c /f I 

~SOO/ / iJOrr;e jtJYec!tJ6Z1r(J f tlil.el/l/7j/2/IjI~d~ /;/e;/) //1 f1Jt1/!!(
Program information can be accessed at www.	 ~T -. 1 f ~ 

Contact Name and Phone Numb 



Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18th by: 

1. Scanning and emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us 
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304 
3.	 Mailing to:
 

California Energy Commission
 
Attn: EECBG Program
 

1516 Ninth Street, MS-42 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS 
INFORMA TIGNt 

mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us


."	 .
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Gra,nt 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes 'XNO 
a. Type of Project 

D Lighting Retro'Rt and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
D HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
D WaterMlastewater System Process and Controls
 
o Other (specify)	 _ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
)( Energy aUdit/feasibility study in progress. 

Cl We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
CI We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $~_(_. ~__ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates (),... )

)i( Other (specify) __ ...... _O_Ct----.:VUW~~~w;...;;.....,~".....J~'_±V,---=----------=..::\lJ::....c-<'''------5''r-'0L-....:1V)--,--:-=----J_+---=J.
;xl No match funds currently identified 



--------
---------
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2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program?

)5 Lack of Identified Projects
 
o Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o Other(s) (specify)	 _ 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/OI" 
economically challenged jurisdictions? ' 

D Guaranteed formula~based allocations for eligible, cost-effective eneq~y 

efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or otl1er 
methodology)

V Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very sl11all 
f" jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 
o Other (~~,ecify) _~	 •__ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

------,-- 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Is your ~/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 

DYes ~ No {) u1 ~ <. C..:f"(. to(fVI;~ 0v\c v; 1~ ~ l, ~ [: ( 
What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?	 ~ '1 ..e", ~ \; Qt.1 

o No partners available/identified	 I ~ 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to particIpate 
o Other(s) (specify)	 _ 



--------------------------------
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards 'from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o Yes. already established. Name of partn
~NO Partnership(s) currently exist? DVes 

er(s): 
0 No 

~ ~ 

D Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? ~ _ 

.How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? _--,--__. _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achi'E!ve 
meaningful results? $ ~:!>K .... ()wV\ \,l'V\,il) q .. ~; T C-bY"\Y)1.=+'(" 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects?$_~ .__ 

6.	 Would your proje~ts) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? Yes 0 No 

t~? 
Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? _-,__ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e,g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established. but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: _ 
~ Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
~ No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at 'JVI/INIJ. ~	 ~ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 ~ 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Gra-nt 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County:
 

Contact Person:
 

Phone Number:
 

Ema,il Address:
 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

~ Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
D Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
pi! HVAC Modificatiol'ls and Controls
 
o Automated Energy Management Systems
 
9( Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
).(,- WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls
 
_0 Other (specify) ~ _
 

b. Stage of Development 

}!{ Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

~ Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. _ 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ ttY \BDY ,080. 33 
d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds
 
~ Utility Rebates
 
D Other (specify) --'"'"7"---;-;-----;:-=--~--~--------
D No match funds currently identified 
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2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o lack of Identified Projects
 
~ Lack of Match Funding
 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _~ ~~ _ 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

~ Guaranteed formula~based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
effi~iency projects or products (baseo on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) . ... . 

D	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, eC0'i\0mically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

}i. Other (specify) U t>""'p:Yti1i~ ptoCJ.S.s ~CU:cQ... Uf2~h p~C c+
lcQO-\ \l{\So$ / ·H tT'-L\' ruS. 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ AmountSet Aside 

fDf?U \Q..Tlbn C~{Q,L~ net (cut OLN_'-l.S..-r:U'---- _ 

Rco d,.i n<S . ':J . ·to rn~V<"... -ft, n-uCl cd) 
6QokJomin OaYJciinDns 
Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Is your ~iW/county part of a regional or 10cfli partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes ;&-No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate I 
'j( Other(s) (specify)Dfu.Lr:~l..Jr\sdJ Q±1t~DS ~ )'OG_b\.t+ Y\c-r- pr-c.pD-~ 
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 

o No
 
~Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best? R.CS'LQt\CLl bOJ-( d Oh
1 

~4rofj~ of -Yh-L, \.0.ntf V OUCC(1..,. 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? J=1n}l U;l-B-- rca.by\\'Q.D-l 
MD)S:I11b0..& In {,olmhl"\\~\h~ ·('(~~iQY\0J... ~< cr*"s, 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ ~OOO,OOO, 00 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $.iln.t't1C* .I.jD. 

6.	 Would your project.(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? )I.tYes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 41'1 Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012?\jbW~v,)~ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: 
")i Under consideration; specific program not yet develo-p-e-d-.--- 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at WNW.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Numb , 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Perso 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: _ 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ~es 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

gr Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
EI HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
[3-"" Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
WWaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o Other (specify) _ 

b. . Stage of Development 

~Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has ~upporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

[3""Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
 
IJ Energy audiUfeasibility study in progress.
 
[g""We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estima~ed Project Costs: $ ('~ '$ jq)O It- - dIM 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check 'all that apply) 

~ Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _ 
o No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o	 Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
.g' Other(s) (specify) Ov~~ fY9iUk' C»WJ for+- ~ ~('\)le.c+ ~L~
 

~	 5 \AI ~\JI 4 v11 \L±iCb-=' ~ Q.:V-O ±it\.h'" r i e. CL ~ f "'ti e.<....V-

3.	 How.can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

ij)	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

~	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) -----" _ 
,..;.:" 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

. 1::\"'\A \ lJ\ IL. A GO vV\,Ioo e?\ {l)-( M lA t lA. rIM. S GD ~e..j,"~ n:... - ~~ rv - c;-D;. oJ ,~ 
-ft..... f- tJ.. r(. VVI VI ~'l 

(). £a.I(lV) slMrY"} +1M£-{~ ~--'\. POVll1MA(A{g,\) --l1.wu f~1' C-OvLt{ /...-.L ~ 

'\JF i? et~+J~ VQwreAoH~fJt., Jbo~ c¥\~'h. sh.ovltR k(\t~f-r 

Other Recommendations?:-=:tw.. (..iArAc... ~t'j$± QM.,(Vy~ .5MJf~ Bv.:....--ll... 

CQfi,:sr tVW-O~ ffe&b $1/k~y0 Coev--£ ~. 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
lJ'Yes 0 No (CO()(\~) 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



I' 

Do you plan to/oould you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards fr9m the 
US Department of Energy? 

o Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes CI No 

D No 
IE Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? _ 

How c~n the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? ~lr\l\re...- tev-~f 

, \ II n ., ( 11 _ ' " • ?
Q'Cf)%~ ~zb I!l?1M :t1> tt&:-1 +- &Mt!. hv ~ Ot-O J ~ &'J ¢No ( o?Y f nq lU,-k.., • 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ J.eruJ.-s ~ w~f. 15 ~;'dfvl- 2f fA rf)vlM-lAf,,-/ ~ 
t,oJ;\l..pt..o tt.. r..-vI€.c.A- o..{ GU~ ~'vv+-_ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ tl~ly1 ( Q..<£-n v~ 

\,"\ Cl\.i~<-,. w~ rut 'O~J'L-~ lob&-"' 1JV&&""+ +0 b'~ - r'NfP-cA- f'ro(e(A....A

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? riVes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? ,.m.IO\ll..o·""V 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

D Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: _ 
~Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work, 

Program information can be accessed at www,	 ---.,_ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and ConservationB,lock Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Gities and Counties' 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Nllmber:	 _ 

Email Address:	 _ 

1; Do you haVeenergy'reductionproJects identified to be funded? rst4es 0 No 

a. Type ofProject 

~Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting andlorTraffic Signals 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o Automated Energy Management SysJems 
o Motors, Variable, Speed Drives and Pumps 
[J Wat~rNVastewat~rSystem Pr9cess andContro,ls 
:0 Other (specify) ~ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has, supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place,all 
necessarypermits/approvals and awaiting fUr;lding.

r,g' Project(s) identifieej, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.	 ' 
o We have ideas, but specificproject(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $_5_0-,-1_0~O----,O_. ----'-"

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (cheCk all that apply) 

o E:xisting City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify)	 ~. 

r:t No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
r:i	 Lack of Match Funding 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions?

r:i Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?: \ + uh\V} Cl C'tir'-h'\ih rcvu n111 tte vi- ·(he '04 ?i

e.G\01h{I'OY~.c\ ',,:> O\<vVch'-ckcLIil\\tiw {he sVV\C\<\\ c~ +t- dis-cer-n ~ka1·<kY 
\ 

Pr cO.1'i v'tffvw:A to UlI1'1flC+;: +hc. e'h<~re ehjj~"(+1 Or --fv Co my(cf-e c~.r 

lY\ \A (,.h! fevc:.cr1tTt9c thcrK (1vr "I yet-cd, 

4.	 ~your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
Il1Yes 0 No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Dep~rtment of Energy? 

5f Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): ~oh M~ 0 Co VI VI ±j 
Partnership{s) currently exist? ~es 0 No 

o No . 
o Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would wbrk best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Comm'ission help foster partnerships?~.__--,- --,-__ 

S.Whatminimumfunding amount would 'your city/county/partnership heed to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 50, bOO . 

'What is anapprqpriate maximumfunding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would yoqr projectCS) create.. a. nd ret;3in direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? gyes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009; 201'0, 2011 and2012? NIp.. 

It·S rYI C\Y\\j -\c~"t\ VV'\J'..A\ ,\ 'v.J<.",e.e de <:.\ ~:1 ~'.~~ ~+r((;+H g~ t 5vl~t/Cl h1-r-ZfY'h>r -tv (;'\.41.f\t" 
7.	 Hav~youGonsiqer~d initiating i3 financing program to i3~~ist property owners i.n k>v1 Yhs . 

,making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established I but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date:
 
ri Under consideration; specific program notyet develo-p-e-d---- .. 
[] No program exists or isqnder consideration. . 
o Don't have ,any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 
-----,----,----,----------,--~ 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: _---'II 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy re uction projects identified to be funded? 'Yes 

a. Type of Project 

Ii Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
J( Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable SP.eed Drives and Pumps 
Ji( WaterlWastewater Sy-stem Process and Controls 
j( Other (specify) &QI t:Lt: ~} 0 k 8.ut (~--

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

)i. Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o	 We haveideas, but specific project(s) not yet fdentified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ 10 rr.U1J [C>VJ 

d. Does the city/county have match fundIng available? (check all that apply) 

1Existing City/County Funds
 
Utility Rebates - t'h ~ toe..-- _
 
Other (specify) ~lilR.iC IIAtTl"f-,. ..~=--i&[q :£.....;	 ~ 

o	 No match funds currently iderftifi'ed \J 
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2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
X Lack of Match Funding
 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
)( Other(s) (specify) ....::..- _ 

3.	 How can the Energy, Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenge&jurisdictions? ' 

1Eit Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
j/ \ efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 

methodology) , 
o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 

jurisdictions'; economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 
o	 Other (specify) -- _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

.~ -Prt4aAu: rIeAClLb ~rv.v 
_l.dm__fh---=--UN'I_'±a- - w(J.a.. J:f~ ~tr_-------, __ 
o 0 lfl - (I. m 

Other Recommendations?: ~ ieJ, (\,C.l\~_~-loI-	 _ 

4.	 ~our city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
Wes 0 No 

What are the barriers to utiliZing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms 10 participate ~' ..::b ~ 
~ Other(s) (specify) ------tJo U:md't-;;C'tu4: b / (,L, VC; 

W ~~ rr:::r,1 r~ (6/1 - ~(Ar~ h~ 
o...lW~t FJJ~ 
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s}: _ 
Partnership($) currently exist? DYes 0 No 

o No

p( Undecided/Need more information - C/cA tb
 

What types of partnerships would work best? -(/tlZlfj6)J -e... kn.c:61rr
 
era 'd13 d-q,1,:J-~ u<Y.%rl ./Akh aThe.-r,
 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

(nC<QuH'~ fu(b1~ b:1..J'-e4. me,d,g.nlQ""th£mcd
o.Av-~\j~t6d- . 

5.	 What minirQum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ I mil(i an 
What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $~ 

6.	 Would your proje1!~~) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? rpr:t.es 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? cQt!Jo 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a 'financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: _ 

}l;!o uNnder conside~attion; ~peCidfic progr~dm not.t yet developed. - -tv? (k.-~_ 
o program eXls S or IS un er consl era Ion. a-

D Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at WW\N.---.,	 "'""'"'- ~ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 ~~ _ 



·
 

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

~~~'(~rc~~~: Cv\.\\~C0Io.- \-\\AfOfAC\ DeAJd,6~-
n \\ en (J(0 l-\- o-,C.!fl'- 10l se \<,J L Cc. 0 ~ C <.- ce-~ \'vt rCJ4.q~.}- Nor. Cov \ . 
Contact Person: U 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retro'fit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o HVAC Modifications and Controls , 
o Automated Energy Management Systems	 II 

o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps "-'- G-'\.Q..Q,'(\ CW\<J 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 

")( gther (specify) CtrfJ a D'{\e-~~S£rX&LSlnJ On e.etuCa.t-LCr)j 
(1\1. '(e.c~ S.e(" UI. •C-<.. o::r- ~o--\. f\ \.1\,\ \Q. \u..kcR-\-c> 9t r..eJ2..n e U/\fj (\.U. 

b. Stage of Development ~G~\.f'\..5 o~ \DW-\r\Go~ ~~Ltlu+-t~ 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 

.... ~ecessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 
~ ~roject(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.	 \ 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $~\ \\l Olf\. 
d.	 Does the Qity!eeljr,t~}..ave match funding available? (check all that apply) 

~Y\.\-\. '-.\ 
o Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates	 \ ~ l _. \ . \ _ r. ,. \ _ r1\

~Other(Specify)~e~ -\L~Ovv{; I~'(\ i'lfiICf:') -\1)( 
o No match funds currently identified ~ ~ r DJQ£.,\. 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o	 Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources .

X Other(s) (specify) ~\::> ~m6ec..;\- ~A.\. res> ~6f\j-

C.l)L\D.>O()CQ~(..o~ \~ l ~DI'S I c.,Lh~ ¢: c.mn1e~. 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challengeq jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations fw~eligible, cost-effective energy 
effidency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 

~ethodology) 

~~imit eligibility to compete for sj2ecjfic pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

" 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

4.	 ~our ~~art of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
~es 0 No 



------------------

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

~~decided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? hJ· D'f\\fD~\.-\:s (kS 

\e,a<h OJ(~~\.L--=-"co<\;<-:.....:..~---"-=--_-------
How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount ~ould your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 6ook ..-" _ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ \ , 5,Ml tlte Al 

6.	 Would your proje~) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? ,.r:tes D No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? 200:\-o~ \ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

~abliShed and in operation \~ StIi\OM-o-.. ~~ 
~:~ablished, but not yet operating	 CJ 

D Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
D Under consideration; spedfic program not yet developed.
 
D No program exists or is under consideration.
 
D Don't have any information on how this would work.
 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name OfCityorc_o_un_ty_:~	 ~ 
Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? a,8[Yes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

)l( Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
¢ Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
~ HVAC Modifications and Controls
 

<' 0 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
i3- Other (specify) ~a /eN? ~~&n 

( 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o	 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy audiUfeasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
~ We need technical assistance" in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $__,rJ.--=Lf.==....:....::.LJ-------'

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _ 
~ No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
~ Lack of Identified Projects 
g. Lack of Match Funding
 
)it Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
o Other(s) (specify)	 _ 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

~ Guaranteed formula-based a!)ocations for eligible, ·cost.,.effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology)

'!3C Limit eligibility to compete for spe~ific pots of funding (such as very small 
,11<;. 

jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, hiQh unemployment. rptes, etc.)/. 
%. Other (specify) bttJ~/c1e- ~-:k d/Y~ wqt, ;b'!ue/1lL

~ ~.e-. .~/' t-v//Z /Y"f/ ~~ I~~ 
If competition is to be limited; what critefia should tre used? 'J,A	 

Criterion	 $ Ainount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?: 
-------------------~~-

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
;:gtyes DNo 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o No partners available/identified 
J( Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
. 0 Other(s) (specify) -'-- _ 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? IjYes 0 No 

o No
 
Ii(, Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best? ~d L;lv C;;4~~~-

eo/" ~ ~ CLJ~ 
How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? hok'l~ ~ 

,ve4I~urceJ ~ ~cv?er-/i:re- ~/~4s..Jfsth:M~
\..0.u.Y" 
/' 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ /, r-;.-z;/!"'on . 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ Lf)'"V1;/I~ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? Jl&.Yes D No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? 30D -SbD 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: _ 
)8( Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No	 program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at IMI/lf\!Il-

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency al1d Conservation Bloc~ Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: C ~I Ow C, II r: t ..L 1/ . 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
~ Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
~ WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o Other (specify) _ 

b. Stage of Development 

~ Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
{ellef§.y=<Saving~tmtlffl8te~ cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. . 

t1T' Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ !]t,:; co ()
J 

d. Does the city/county have 'match funding available? (check all that apply) 

¢ Existing City/County Funds 
% Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _ 
o No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
f1( Lack of Match Funding
 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) ----'--__ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best--"Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions?, 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology)

]X Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recammendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
'[XYes 0 No . 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o No partners available/identified 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o Other(s) (specify) V) ~ ltt\(JJt, Pf\(t"l"iJlt.p.SI1.rfS 

o r~QOS~GT . 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Ves, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DVes 0 No 

D No
 
)( Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ It rJ yru 1=-t!(~lJ..)O<...... L l~ H t=..L-P 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? ;mVes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable overmultiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date:	 _ 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 _ 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: ~ .- ' 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes D No 
.. 

a. Type of Project 

Ii	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
J5l	 Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
1i! HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o Automated Energy Management Systems
 
.~ Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
~. WaterlwastewaterSystern Process and Controls
 
o	 Other (specify) --'---""""------,.~----,.---'---"----,.~..,.".-..,.,...,...... 

b. Stage of Development 

~	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.)' resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o Project(s) id~ntified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
;gl Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ 500 \ 0 oa 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) ------- 
~ No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
~ Lack of Match Funding
 
g Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 

- methodology)
'¢. Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 

jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 
o	 Other (specify) ..,.-- ----,,"----'-__ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:--------------'--..,.---------'-- 

4.	 ~your city/county part of a regional or local partner~hip thflt could apply for funding? 
!f'-Yes 0 No '-IIALA(Lc ~u~''-I AS~c..\A\\a~ ~f- 90V~YV\~TS 

ell Li Fa ,R-r--JI p, ?AR:T,J cR-SH \? ~{2.- T\1""E: gA~ ;::r'oACtu fN V AL-L-£'{ 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o No partners availablelidentified
 
o -Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
 

. '~	 IR Other(s) (speCify) fU N '=1' ,,:c\ ±De.. 6Nt:k?91 Fg~fp:r<.. erae 
SfEC--1 FI <:,., To aLi.g.. c..ammu~ 17y oNLy. 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): ........;;;,;:;.~~"-'--'....................~..,..-".~".....-..
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

D No
 
p( Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best? ~__----"''''''''-~..,..-".~,------_.........~...........~
 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 ---'----.;. 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $60QdGO <) .··;.1	 . 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 500 I OOw 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? JilYes 0 No 

ApproXimately how many for theAth Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? U N K.tJO~,..j 

7.	 Have you considered initiating afinancing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar r:nechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date:	 _ 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 

.;s:. No program exists or is under consideration.
 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.-"-__.........	 _
 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 
--~-"---,---'-'-'-"'--..................~~-~ .........--'------,-,-,
 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy "Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Contact Person:
 

Phone Number:
 

Name of City or County: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? O(Yes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
Q WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls. 
tll Other (specify) -'?. 6 dv II (" ~ - "i r'\ S" t«.-l ~ '''-

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 

;K1 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $.....;~~~_~-_O----'5-+- _ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) 

);J No match funds-c-u-rr-e-nt-ly-j-de-n-ti-fie-d-f-.:;;;----"""'7T"-..,.....--..".....----A-.....,......,;-::-:-- 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o Lack of Match Funding
 
'Ii Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

(.'0('('-rg~e.f Q..\"<,-~\~-e-s. C""'---./ -.f- OLCc<:? 55 ~ '0 r-ks'~rJs ~ 

~ ~c k [)'~ --\" C\ : n ~ 3 C:J 0 G'--\_~'--c.-e-s-'s-'-'-----_---(r- 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or' 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 

". methodology)
Ai	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 

jurisdictions. economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 
o	 Other (specify) '---- _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

'2'._\\~ r d'3 e +~. "C' en.cJ	 ~k\ 

Other Recommendations?: -'-	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes )?{No 

-What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o No partners availablelidentified
 

I}?;( Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) . 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner{s): _--, _ 
P~i1nership{s) currently exist? DYes DNo 

o No
 
~. Undecided/Need more information
 

. What types ofpartnerships would work best? f ~r-tn U' '-.J, -+h (..,:g +~);: 

~~s	 <?(~ c>(" -e.xlf-U"', ~--C€.... .fv---{.$;'u "n-:J dr~ .r-~l:n.J 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? --+i" ~:s )IA. eS +: i) r\'/1<l;;: (v 

\Af. \\ h e) e. 'J- A~-r:-\''-PJ \oJ':Je.! « +, es U' ~ +h ~)<. er u -l-:l se.. \ 

5.	 What minimum funding amou!1t would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 2.-S'0 tS . 
What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $.>::..96.L.:Sl=--O...;.f\....I"\ _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? w.Yes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating
 
D Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
D Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
o No program exists or is under consideration.
 
M Don't have any information on how this would work.
 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties' 

Name of CitY or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

EmailAddress:_. _ 

1.	 Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded?ves 0 No 
1"Ef..J.TA::l1Ve 

8. Type ~f Project 

o	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
[J HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
o Automated Energy Management Systems
 
C1 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
o	 WaterNVastewater System Process and ContrQ!.§.

l;I	 Other (specify) C-t....IH""'""'C1S ~nONK.-t\cN1 . ~ 
~E:"../\LEu.>~ 0J e:i2bJ{"""'N"Dt"5C5L 

b. Stage of Development A.i (!..\!'L' ~~l1_L n~T. C) (2...:6 .. J'--~ 
~"t:>IN6	 ot-:l tQU..l'D8U~'40C.::.-J 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project{s) identified and has supporting documentatlon 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

'~ Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
Cl Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
 
~ We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.

"J!LWe need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.
 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ ~ ZOo, ooD 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

Cl	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) __--.-~---,~.,..-------__----- 
~ No match funds currently identified 
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-~ 

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects
 

Lack of Match Funding
 
Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 

. Other(s) (specify) Nf£"D GUI bel.-!AlES €,. .~ 
~c~noN 1D~~T'AL ~ 
-WeBc.A~gl.Dc..KED 6'i t!>()..f2. A~A'-L -1..J.,.?A...Lnt-J.6 

. fb(Z Ff€L.:f> Feb1\-{ ..L.T .
 
3, How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small anc;i/or
 

economically challenged jurisdictions?
 
~ Guaranteedformula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 

efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged t high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) - __ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other R~commendations?: -Po '{bU ~'\IE. 'REC.Ofo-{ME:I'fb~ 

~O~ eFFec.T/'J.E ?teO-TEeLS 7, 

4.	 Is your ~/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes ,..No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
 
;p! No partners availaBle/identified
 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) ~ _ 
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Do you plan to/could you work wIth larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established, Name of partner(s): __- _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 

7Jo
 No
Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best? N-Lo~ LcCA.t-/£..t4:;~ 
i 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 1'6'-(00 I ODD 

What;s an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $__?_' ~_ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? ClYes 0 No ~ 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy. efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e,g., an AS 811 type.program)? 

'¢ Established and in operation ,~ ~ ~ O~LJ..../. 
o Established, but not yet operating	 I 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: . ~_ 

o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program exists or is under consideration.
 
D Don't have any information on how this would work.
 

Jc- Program information can be accessed at www~ 
Contact Name and Phone Number. ~ 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person:
 

Phone Number: ~ I'-- ~ _
 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? &i1es 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

~ Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
g'Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
D	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o	 WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Other (specify) _-'-_~ _ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

'lit' Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
D We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c.	 i, Estimated Project Costs: $__.5_"_()~,_cJ_()----=O_~_ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _ 

}!' No match funds currently identified 
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2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o	 Lack of Match Funding 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) :--- ~ ".__ 

,3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field'" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

~Guaranteed formlJla-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions. economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) ~. ~------ _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 ~ _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes ~o . 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
jil:	 No partners available/identified 
~. Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) -,---- _ 
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. l\lame of partner{s): ---'- _ 
Partnership{s} currently exist? DYes D No 

o No
 
P::' Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 ~ _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ feJ/ (?OO 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? ¢es 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? ---
7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 

making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)? 

D Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
% Under development: Planned implementation date: 2)'ClJI\ \ I 2..cJI 0 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program eXists or is under consideration. 
D Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.__~	 .~ _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: .-.~------
Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes D No 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
~ Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o Other (specify)	 _ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, 90st estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. ,

ti Project(s) identified,but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audiUfeasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ 170,000 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) 
~ No match funds-c-u-rr-e-n-tly-id-e-nt-ifi-Ie-d------------- 
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2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
7 Lack of Identified Projects 
)Q.. Lack of Match Funding 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) ---,-- _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or•
econo~lIy challenged jurisdictions? 

Jl. Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Isyour city/county part of a regional or local partnership that. could apply for funding? 
~Yes 0 No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) ---,-- _ 
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 

o No
.i.!Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 -'-- _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? '$ 5:0)1'> ao 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ WO) Q 00 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? ;aYes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements. repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: _ 
~~Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
~ No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

~Contact Name and Phone Number:	 _ 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County:
 

Contact Person:
 

Phone Number:
 

Email Addre~s: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ~ 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

4'ighting Retrofit and Controls
 
¥ Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automateq Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o	 WaterlWastewater System ProGess and Controls 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

b. Stage ofDevelopment 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified .and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 

..necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.
uf Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ 1- !J0r om cJ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o j)ther (specify) _ 
Gil'" No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o .tack of Identified Projects
 
r:a/ Lack of Match Funding
 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best"Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects dr products (based on a per capita allocation or other 

;nethodology) 
9' Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 

jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 ~ _ 

4.	 Is your cit'J!County part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes [iNo ' 

What a~r. barriers to utilizing partnerships? e t 
o	 0 partners available/identified
 

Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



"'.. '. 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

DYes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 

o lJo 
!D"'Undec}ded/Need more inforrT;1ation . 

What types of partnerships would work best? ,-,--	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? _--,-	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 1Lc)O, OC::> C> 

> . 

What is an appropriate maximum fundingamountfor projects? $ t2Pdi, &(90, 

6.	 Would your project(s)Ic;reate and retain.direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? ~es 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2~09@011 and 2012? 5"0 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation
 
ilEstabJished, but not yet operating
 
o Under development: Planned implementation date:	 ~ 

o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed, 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't hav~ any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www, --'-	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: ~ _ 

. \ 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes 5Q. No 

a. Type of Project 

o	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o	 Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy ManCigement Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o	 WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
~Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c.	 Estimated Project Costs: $ ~~CtLltcY\ --b ~ CU.VU-(,Gc~~J~ ~')".J!.~~'7f-l 
. ~t.,~-J.l.K- (Ii'J' ~ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check al.1 ,that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _ 
'R,No match funds currently identified 
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2.	 What barriers limit your partiCipation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects 
tsa. Lack of Match Funding 
D Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
D Other(s) (specify) --n\"(,,~ 'i((,])1)"\('V),.'\(\ j,l',...e/:') "/"'I..c-\ \"-C:""~ 

5l,vbb-n ,;~,!/L ~- ~.:vv'~tQ :b) -.\,:-:L('~~ L't -\£~~ Q..L--v\-.(lL}(.da( r:
 

~ 'c ~
Co

'\...(---r~:) c::VA NJ D(J;'f i\r'Yt ('j./.... ~, ',. 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

~ Other Recommendations?: IJ,.\~ t k-Lpc;-r--\-c... 'O'i.J --t(,-.. 0, f. tLc..1/lcLc.J':' 

,V,i)1cJ-s In,c,v£ C,- wwe lJiStyf..tn:J ~t~ ~, 
~\...l \.Clt..jV h-~'n '-H" Co' ulc.J'fD ---ktts . A u..~ k..d ~Nv-J ?->cJ( ~ tr b u 

'"Q~ / ~ltvv\. ~ CFL- cl-t-z,pvs I+L 6 tM--{Jo-Gt-Q.-,A.J!·, 
4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 

~es DNo 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
 
D· No partners available/identified
 
D Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
 
D	 Other(s) (specify) ---.; _ 
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):	 _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No
 

\S-No· .
 
o Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 ----'- _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 - 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your cityJcountyfpartnership need to a'chieve 
meaningful results? $~Ii-l'-k\.1------

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $_- _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? JiliYes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? ----- 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years throl.lgh 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation ______ 
o Established, but not yet operating / __ --- . 
o Underdevelopment: Planned Implementation date:	 _ 
o Under consideration; Spe9ific'program not yet developed. 
o No	 program exists C?f..is'l,lnder consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work.

./ 
// 

Program informati.on'·-;an be accessed at www. 
. /' '	 ---------- 
/'

c07eand Phone Number 



--

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservati,on Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties
I 
I 

!~
Name of City or County: Humboldt County)' . 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address:	 --~ 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes D No 

a. Type of Project 

IX! Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
III HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
III Automated Energy Management Systems
 
IX] Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
o Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls 
IX] Other (specify) Boilers (replace) 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place,-all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

~ Project(s) identi'fied, but. supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need ,technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ 1.000.000.00 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds
 
IX] Utility Rebates
 
o Other (specify)	 ::......-__ 
o No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o	 Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
r! Other(s) (specify) Lack of funding 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challengedjurisdictions? 

[] Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

lJ	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged,. high uh'employment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Equipment Replacement (upgrade)	 700,000.00 

Personnel (jobs) to maintainequipment 200,000,00 

Administration 50,000.00 
Cost over run 50,000.00 
Other Recommendations?: After current projects are completed. New 

list of projects should be in place to continue economic and 

environmental progress. 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
I[]Yes 0 No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
1XI	 No partners available/identified 
IX!	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) ---'--- _ 



------------------

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

~ Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): __R---'C'----E_A'------ _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes n No 

D No 
o Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? Regianal Goyernment entities 

ajoining Counties 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? Identify working models 

elseware and establish contacts where applicable 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 300.000.00 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 1.000.000. 00 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? bYes [] No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? 20-25 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
D Established, but not yet operating 
D Under development: Planned implementation date: ~ 

o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
[] No program exists or is under consideration. 
D Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.__ N_ o_ n_ e	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



American Recovery and Reinyestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? JiCYes 0 No 

\ .. "" 

" 

~ .....~~ 
~ 

,", .. ~. ! 
a. Type of Project 

"iJ' Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
Jd. Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
${ HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
'£i{ WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o Other (specify) _ 

b. Stage of Development 

'4Z!. Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

8( Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.

let We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ 
7 

_ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds
 
0, Utility Rebates
 
o Other (specify) _ 

." tR: No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
[] Lack of Identified Projects 
rg. Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o Other(s) (specify) t>~ \~~"':l) ±~ ib*,l\l~ 

.~ L ,'\., ~~;"~ \ .....1·· ~. \,._-1'
---1~~'--'.'~'ttl1bf145Ywll. 7M::{=.€;;""....~·'-¥·fh~~~-=-···=4~...... .•
.Ya~.4ICP'~;Ut.----------- 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level. the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challengeq jurisdictions? . \, \S~...:.:~'.:': . \.~.~,,': . '. ('" ,. 

)( Guaranteed formula-based.allocatidns for elfgible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or~p'r::qq~ct~. (~~~~9:~r'l-ap~r, C?,apjtC1r1UQc,ption or other 
methodology) . .' . - . 

o Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

'¢J. Other (specify) ~~f~~~bi(-,,--,~"-T--_--

If competition	 is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set'
\.. 

Aside 

Other Recommendations?:--------------------'-,--,---- 
..../ 

' ..• ! 

)/ 

4.	 Is your 0J/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes Jlil No , 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o No partners available/identified 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o Other(s) (specify)	 _ 

\ 



---

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

p( No 
D Undecided/Need more information 

_ 

What types of partnerships would.work best? _---.:?:.-' ~ ----'_'__ _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? ~ sef+!hj ~l?( ~ 

~~-<~)4.bnl~ ~~ '2s ¢.p~~YI+-/d--
- ~f5 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $_'_--=?'----- _ 

"';>
What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $__-	 _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? ~es 0 No 

Approximately how many forthe 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010,2011 and 2012? ?. 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years throu'gh 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

D Established and in operation 
D Established, but not yet operating 
D Under development: Planned implementation date:	 _ 
D Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
D No program exists,or is under consideration. 
~ Don't have any inform~ation on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 _ 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties
 

City of Los Alamitos
 
Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: -:- _ 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? I2JYes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

I2I Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
III Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o	 WaterNVastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. ' 

o	 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
 
[ZJ We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifyi'ng potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $	 --- 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _ 
[ZJ No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o Lack of Match Funding
 
12I Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) -----,_ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

12I	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots ofJunding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates. etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) -'-- _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes III No 

What are the barriers to utiliZing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) ,---- _ 



------------------

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o Yes, already established. Name of partn
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 

o No 
o Undecided/Need more information 

er(s): 
0 No 

_ 

What !ypes of partnerships would work best? _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? __--'-	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $_1_5_0'-Ll~0~0-=-0 _ 

. . t . f d' f' t? $ 500,000What IS an appropna e maximum un mg amount or proJec s.	 _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? I2IYes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating afinancing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over mUltiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementatio':1 date:	 _ 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program exists or isunder consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at INWW.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS
 

3191 Kotello Avenue 
Los Alamitos. CA 
90720-5600 

Telephone: 
5 m 

• $ 

" we 

June 10, 2009 

California Energy Commission' 
Attn: EECBG Program 
1516 Ninth Street, MS-42 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

SUBJECT:	 ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND CONSERVATION BLOCK 
GRANT 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to your survey. The City of 
Los Alamitos is very interested in participating in grant funding 
programs such as this. While there are great needs for the community, 
our income levels offer little opportunity to participate without adding 
programs to an already cash strapped City. We continue to have 
needs for infrastructure improvements, capital improvement to our fifty 
year old swimming pool, and assistance with altering our parkways and 
curbs for ADA compliance. Such improvements could' create many 
jobs locally and could be shovel ready within six months. 

I would appreciate dialoguing with you regarding the uses for these 
funds as the program is adjusted in the future. Please feel free to 
contact me at extension __ or email me at 

Steven Mendoza 
Community Development Director 



NO,	 5519 P. 1
JU~, 10,2009 2: 26PM TOWN OF LOS ALTOS HILLS 

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Town of Los Altos HillsName of City or County: 

Contact Person: 
----~----------------

Phone l\Jumber: 

Email Address: --_....~-----
1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ~Yes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
IJ HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
[] WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
I?!l Other (specify) Energy Reduction Program for High Energy Homes 

b, Stage of Development 

®	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o	 Projeet(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy audit/feasibility study in' progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ 150,000 Total i Approximately $40K for LAR. 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 EXisting City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates
 
~ Other (specify) We have applied for a grant from PG&E.
 

o	 No match funds currently identified 



)U~, 10,2009 2:26PM TOWN OF LOS ALTOS HILLS	 NO, 5519 P, 2 

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
D Lack of Identified Projects 
o	 Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
~ Other(s) (specify) ~ _
 

Limiting the funding to 35% of program costs would be problematic. 
Our Town does not have funding set aside to bootstrap this program. 

3,	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdietions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

~ Other (specify) Hopefully our cost-effective program will be ok. 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:'------------------- 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
~Yes 0 No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o No partners available/identified 
D Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
~ Other(s) (specify) Again, the 35% limit would cause partnering 

towns r which are now interested, to drop out. 



JUN.,10,2009 2:26PM TOWN OF LOS ALTOS HILLS	 NO, 5519 P, 3
 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): ~ ~ _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

~ No 
D Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

Partnerships with Utilities 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

Joint review of Applications? 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ _ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $__~ _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? !?9Yes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? 1.5 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvementsl repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating
 
D Under development: Planned implementation date: _--,-- _
 
~ Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
D No program exists or is under consideration.
 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 
---~-------------



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: MARCH JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: ------'----------
Email Address: -~~------
1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? I'lYes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

[J	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o	 Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 

:JO:: Other (specify) 'Energy Efficiency strategy/GHG Reduction Plan 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. . 

n:	 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy aUdit/feasibility study in progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $_2_5_0.....,,'-0_0_0 _ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _ 

--_.--.-.-..-.~---.---":o: No match funds currentlyidentified----'-



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
XX Lack of Match Funding
 
:;0{ Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the PI?ying Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? . 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

:f){ Other (specify)Allocate funds based on overall benefit to region. 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

There must be a set-aside or special 

allocation for base redevelopment efforts.	 _ 

They	 are a major job source for regions. 

Other Recommendations?: Joint Powers Authorities are created 

with	 the interest of the region in mind. JPA'i should be 

given special attention 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes ~ No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
xx Other(s) (specify) It is unclear to us whether we can tech

nically partner up with other agencies. 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes IJ No 

D No
 
XX Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best? Local governments should 

be rewarded for working and collaborating together,. 

How can the 'Energy Commission help foster partnerships? COI].duct information 

workshops or provide clear gllide];nes on website. 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 250,000 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? ~Yes D No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? Unknown. We 
need technical expertise to run 
the numbers. 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through. 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

D Established and in operation
 
D Established, but not yet operating
 
D Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
D Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 

XX No program exists or is under consideration. , 
D Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:•• 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant· 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 0:dL~J Cok\M~ 'A9wr:., e& Gov~s n 
A <.	 ~ eA-

Contact Person: ------	 ~~~o) 
LP

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? Wes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
~Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o	 WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 

"	 yecessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 
f;( Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ f LoS ~l1.a5 ~ +rhv'6 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 7 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o	 Other (specify) ---.,.- _ 
o	 No match funds currently identified 



--------------------

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 

'ii: Lack of Match Funding
 
i( Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
o Other(s) (specify)	 _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission. best "Leve,1 the Playing Field" for small~and/or 

economically challenged jurisdictions? .' .' 
~Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-eftective-ene,,rgy 

efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
--./ methodology)
'T-- Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 

jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 
o Other (specify)	 _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? . 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:

4.	 Is your City/county part of a regional or local Pflrtnership that c9u1d apply for funding? / 11 .L 
DYes D No \'f\Vv~ Ge-- N-£cJ- -\--0 I Y\v-e..5f1~ ~(lI\. MU:t:7 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o No partners available/identified 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o Other(s) (specify)	 _ 



-----------------

? 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): ~ _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No ~ 

D /No __ - - - ~-i-o 
...gf- Undecided/Need more information /'YW.(\ bz., 1\1U'.Ov C~ fJ V~ 

What typ'es of partnerships would work best? ~, uJ ~ ~10 f\~"",-c _ 

' 0 

How can the Ener y Commission help foster partnerships? PiJtll' Jou.J< 
k'oku f'b CD k1 tf-- ttl G ~ lD prr2~-k p~. 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 7 
What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $	 .~ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? DYes D No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through ' 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation	 7' 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date:	 _ 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: Napa County
 
Contact Person:
 
Phone Number:
 
Email Address:
 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? YES 

a) Type of Project 

./	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 

./	 HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
Automated Energy Management Systems
 
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls
 

./	 Other (specify) Photovoltaic Systems 

b. Stage of Development 

./	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy 
savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary 
permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 
Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed 
Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $4.8 Million 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

Existiqg City/County Funds 
Utility Rebates 

../ Other (specify) Potential lease purchase financing 
No match funds currently identified 



----------------------------

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program? 

Lack of Identified Projects 
./ Lack of Match Funding 

Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
./ Other(s) (specify): Need clarification if design-build under government code 

section 4217 would be acceptable for EECBG program 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or economically 
challenged jurisdictions? 

Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy efficiency 
projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other methodology) . 
Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemploYment rates, etc.) 

./	 Other (specify): Provide funding for project management, engineering and 
inspection 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside 

$------~~ 
$-------
$------- 

Other Recommendations?: 

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? NO 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 

./	 No partners availablelidentified 
Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 

./	 Other (specify): Type of Project 



-------

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the US Department of 
Energy? 

Yes, already established. Name ofpartner(s): _ 
,Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes ONo 

../ No 
UndecidedlNeed more information 

, What types ofpartnerships would work best? -----, ~	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve meaningful 
results? $1.5 million 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? '$4.8 million 

6. Would yourproject(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials) jobs? YES 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of2009, 2010, 2011 and 20l2? Unknown at this time 

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in making energy 
efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through property tax assessments or similar mechanism 
(e.g., an AB 811 type program)? 

Established and in operation
 
Established, but not yet operating
 
Under development: Planned implementation date:
 
Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
No program exists or is under consideration '
 
Don't have any information on how this would work.
 

../	 Other (specify) Board of Supervisors agreed in concept to develop program in conjunction 
with CSCDA. Target implementation date of March, 2010 if CSCDA development remains on 
track and start up funding is available. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

~nergy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities an9 Counties 

cortP~nL 
Name of City 01 County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? !2"Yes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
[] HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
[] Automated Energy Management Systems
 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
IE' WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Other (specify) B;o rC tI/, ~o/€i/ ' 

, 7 I 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

}a'	 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ ,)~O /{ -I

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates 
i!:l Other (specify) LV EGt Itt II S J41A.tCIII ;Wt;Y .Pr.Attir 
o	 No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o Lack of Match Funding
 
[] Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 

o	 Other(s) (specify) ~N'"--=-,Ir-I.R,.f'---,-----------------

3.	 How can the Energy Commission b~st "Level the playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? . '. 

Ji!l Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products .(based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) , . . 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) ---'-- _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside ' 

• 
,. 

Other RecommendationS?:-L.-~-=----,~/---,A,-,,--	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 

DYes 0 No /l// /l 
What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 

o	 No partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? []Yes 0 No 

o No
 
JQ Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best? Lt>1'I 
(/ 

V i=~rrt K '" /) 
Pro~d:1' V/+IA c /1-; t's7koC/hii~s: Pee k<?'Ne/Zll'~e C?Jcryy 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ edS-o I< - I M/4 ~ -I-

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $_~	 _ 

6.	 .Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials)jobs? ~Yes 0 No Lony rt<-rl'1 Green .:rohS-

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing prpgram to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through' 
property tax assessments or,similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

[] Established and in operation 
[] .Established, but not yet operating 
[] Under development: Planned implementation date: _ 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No	 program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www,	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 _ 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 'Re£r~se-vd-i Vl.§N6 1<-1EC I ( c~~ I rf
W6Vk-~~ 

Contact Person: .....------------:I,*-9k 
~·TYin~ ___________.1. 5i-$KiLjOlA-Phone Number: 
y j)e{ rJ~ y-te.. 
c;;-: (Vt a::iDGEmail Address: --------b. uA9J.e..vl 
-c .rl~md--S 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? BYes	 0 No &, ~_I 

i4~ ~. Ne.;yo-~tL 
a.	 Type of Project IIJ,~ 

(1,-r~c1-
, [3 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 

o	 Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o Automated Energy Management Systems
 
16" Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
o	 WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o	 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
 
~ We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $	 _ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

ifExisting City/County Funds 
CY Utility Rebates 
0'" Other (specify) _ 
o	 No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects 
o Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o Other(s) (specify) Gethv1S oJ{ CH.vtt,he '*J~ 1-0 o.9VeCL hi) 

(ifPt,'ut:bb)ll ..v f¢tut:h~{j fD MJ------'SUt~<MA~U::........L·b--'---=f'e::....-..2"_______ _ 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

[] Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based.on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) .( 

~ Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
~ jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

[N Other\~pecifX) leMW!io.ti~f16 0J/h pdeficJe.- ~ l2e5t 
:r1(bjeet~ t4Ie- .. 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 

(9S..Yes D No No R.Tf5C 
What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 

o No partners available/identified 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o Other(s) (specify)	 _ 



-------------------

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Depa...rtment of Energy? 

. Iri! Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): pJo e-r~ G 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes. D No 

o No 
o Undecided/Need more information 

_What types of partnerships would work best? Iiix i~~ 
-ttd &nJ/pdi:I-wJ ~< .	 < 

How can the Energy Commission help foste,r pa~n~rshiPs? ~.~ 

~duJMJW}:&;wI ~~ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ . 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? DYes D No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating
 
[J Under development: Planned implementation date: ----,-- _
 
[J Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
[J No program exists or is under consideration.
 
o Don't have any information on how this wouldwork. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

'Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

I. "'. ~', '\1 "., " ,7'

,	 "" I 
_.	 • • _ d '.Contact Person: 

Phone Number:	 ---'
ioAl 

Email Address: . .... '," _~_~r,'_'_ I,' ~~ :~_~~~.:: ;:. ~-~:') 

1. Do you have energy reduCtion projects identified to be funded? 'jJves [] No 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
~Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 

o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
)(waterlWastewateA:¥~~~cessangeontrols ! ~ {\,'\.I\?"\f1~ (\IIAJ(Other (specify) aJiWY~f\'\{).;V1. (). i_01_\...-....:N_\~_(\U--r~'---_~ v v \ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

)( Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
Q We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $	 _ 

d. Does the city/coulJty have' match funding available? (check all that apply) 

Dr Existing City/County Funds
 
..£if Utility Rebates
 
o	 Other (specify) -'--- _ 
o	 No match funds currently identified 



----------------------

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
D Lack of Identified Projects 
~Lack of Match Funding 
D Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
D Other(s) (specify) _ 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 
~ Guaranteed formula-based al10cations for eligip,!e, cost-effective energy 

efficiency projects or'~products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

~Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

D Other (specify) _ 

If competition	 is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes D No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
X No partners availablelidentified 
D Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
D Other(s) (specify)	 ---.,.-- _ 



-------------------

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

D No 
KUndecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? __---'	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help"foster partnerships?tKroAv rYUq/ol,	 ----- 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ _ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) cr~and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? DYes "i ,.,.0 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

D Established and in operation 
D Established, but not yet operating 
D Under development: Planned implementation date:	 _ 

KUnder consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
D No	 program exists or is under consideration. 
D Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



Contact Person: 
Phone Number. 
Email Address: - -

, : _ ~ ~ 
-, 

"'~~"I -,,~.~~? '-. ~ 

Name of City: Piedmont 

City of Piedmont 

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? .I Yes _ No 

a.	 Type of Project 

Lighting Retrofit and Controls 

.I 'Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 

HVAC Modifications and Controls 

Automated Energy Management Systems 

Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 

WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 

.I	 Other (specify) StopWaste.Org's Green Packages 

b.	 Stage of Development 

Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy savings 
estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary permits/approvals and 
awaiting funding . 

.I	 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 

Energy audiUfeasibility study in progress. 

We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 

We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c.	 Estimated Project Costs: LED Street Lights: $65k; Green Packages: $10k 

d.	 Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

Existing City/County Funds 

Utility Rebates 

Other (specify) _ 

.I No match funds currently identified 

J
 



---------------------

City of Piedmont 

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program? 

,f Lack of Identified Projects 

,f Lack of Match Funoing 

,f Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 

. ,f Other(s) (specify) Limits on Administrative Expenses, Competitive Process 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or economically 
challenged Jurisdictions? 

,f	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy efficiency 
projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other methodology) 

Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small jurisdictions, 
economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

,f	 Other (specify) Guarantee every jurisdiction a minimum amount ($50k to $100k) 

If competition 'is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
,fYes No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
 

No partners available/identified
 

Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
 

,f	 Other(s) (specify) The CEC's propOsed qualifying criteria severely limit the types of 
projects that function as regional projects 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the US 
Department of Energy? 

Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):
 
Partnership(s) currently exist? J JYes J ;JNo
 

,f No' Oakland is not considering projects that work as a partnership
 

Undecided/Need more information
 

2 



City of Piedmont 

What types of partnerships would work best? Regional partnerships (countywide), 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? By making projects that work as 
regionwide efforts eligible for EECBG funding (Shared Energy Manager; Existing Housing 
Enemy Retrofit Proorams) 

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve meaningful 
results? $75k . 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? 100% - $50k 

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials) jobs? 
,/Yes No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? TBD 

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in making energy 
efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through property tax assessments or similar 
mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)? 

Established and in operation 

Established, but not yet operating 

,/ Under development: Planned implementation date: February 201 0 with GalifomiaFIRST 

Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 

No program exists or is under consideration. 

Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www. _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number' 

Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18th by: 

1. Scanning and emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us 
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304 
3. Mailing to: 

California Energy Commission
 
Attn: EECBG Program
 

1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
 
Sacramento, CA 95814
 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS
 
INFORMATION!
 

3 
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Arnerican Recovery and ReinvestmentAct of 2009 

Energy Efficiency'and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of Cityor County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projectsid~ntified to be fLJnded?o¥es 0 No 

a. . Type of Project 

. 0	 . Lighting Retrofitand Controls 
o $tre~t Lighting and/or TrafficSjgnals
 

.1& HVAG Modifications and Controls
 
o Automated Energy Management Systems
 

. 0 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
E:	 WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Other(specify) ~ __'________'_ 

b. Stage, of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified a'nd has ,supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cos(estimates, etc.) resources in,place, all 
necessary permits/approyals and awajtingfunding, . 

.:a:' Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy auditlfeasibilitystudy in progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yetidentified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ .C;-oo I 0 () 0 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

lj	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o	 Other (specify) _ 
o	 No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
D Lack of Identified Projects 
D Lack of Match Funding 
D Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
~ Other(s) (specify) [ ..-""iL ".f IT&tNT n pro t, v ,J I 7 ( .;r~, 

3.	 HoW can the Energy Commission besf"Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jUrisdictions? . 

" Guaranteed formula·based allocations for eligible" cost-effective energy 
, efficiency projects or prod,ucts (based on a per capita allocation or other 

methodology) . 
D Limit eligibility to compete for speci'f1c pots of funding (such as very small 

jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 
D Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:,	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
[]Yes p;lNo 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
D' No partners available/identified 
p( Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
D Other(s) (specify)	 _ 



------------------

Doyou plan to/could you work withlargerjUlisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department.of Energy? ", 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

o No .
P' Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $. 30, '0 00 . 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ ~o 0 r D 0 0 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain' direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) Jobs? pYes 0 No . 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of2009, 201 0,2011 and 2012? ..S"~ f C' 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable overmultiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established,but not yet operating 
o Und13r development: Planned implementation date: _---:-'- _ 

.BfUnderconsideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't tiaveany information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 
. 

Contact Person: . _-----------__ 

Phone Number: 

,Email Address:	 .' ---_..-:- ' /" . . . 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ~Yes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls	 .:zo-ZS-'t 

f	 , 

W Other (specify) tJ/rt'v( kHEr6/L EFrlcl£/'r'cy /C~~o1it?'V~ 2.J~ & AY5) 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. . 
II We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ I)e beNe:! 

d. Does the city/county Rave match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify)	 _ 
•	 No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects 
~ Lack of Match Funding 
g Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
If!!! Other(s) (specify) 171.,. db Itl}- IlL /,-e r /III % 

/J/!Vl'/q/?#& U~tt¥t- 7?/ $rc-e /(£cMACCTAr 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations ,for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

~ Other (specify) lie ep0!ld CVlcl'U~ kv'/ ZiY' CAr;se C'?)~y.k~ ?/~ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?: ----.,.-	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes 0 No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

;ftr/; Zc/e?-vl$(J;e/ ~e T! 



( 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? []Yes [] No 

o No
 
II Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best? ...,.--	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ _ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? DYes D No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

[] Established and in operation 
[] Established, but not yet operating 
[] Under development: Planned implementation date: __~ _ 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.__---,-	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 _ 



.~, .
 

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant, 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: van J60QUlh Coun~ (Jj£j~ 
. c1uca on 

Contact Person: ~ =-= 
Phone Number: 

Email Address. 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified t~e funded? ~ 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

rtV'lighting Retrofit and Contro'is 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
~HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
D Automated Energy Management Systems
 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o Other (specify) _ 

b. Stage of Development 

\ 

o Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 

_ ~ecessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 
1;1 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need .technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

,--
c. ~ Project Costs: $ 55; O(j() 
~ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o ..,Existing City/County Funds
 
if Utility Rebates rn0:Jbe-
o Other (specify) ~ _ 
~No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o Lack of Match Funding
 
~Lack of Expertise/HYMn Resouq:;es [:
 
V Other(s) (specify) ~Ofj----,n_():::...-l-'--------'~~--FP-'-[Y+-_-_~----1..L _
 

_	 gc1(Jol etlshicJs·~? 
<A6w Gtbout- ~/V/~ tql? ~ ?.:........:....----'----'----------;;.=.....:....,

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibilityto compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

other Recommendations?: lirA4jJ.> lei OJ( -J!41I.cdr {!tJl7J&l-bk/
!Ml1' i-c6"u/fJldl- tJ/lL.t rp;i /l!.I?t LIAf2t2t11/c d/sJraJ 

it(Ju I(S'ff/al! d/!£ ddd /X ( Ddl/l!s 

5tJf!I/ ,//1 ?t;/.> [tJv/t#fAtf4,V 0S:I!:f0[/;kUrflfyRed>
4.	 Is your city)county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 

DYes ~No , 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o No partners available/identified
 
D Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): ~/ 

Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes b--M'6 
_ 

o No 
D Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? ~ _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 ~ _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amou.nt would your city/coLmty/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ :> ~tr . 
What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 55k L~+ f) 

6.	 Would your project(~ create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? gyes D No . 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010, 2011 and 2012? ~uJ7' 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar m~chanisrl] (e.~., an AS 811 type program)? 

t\or flJ0pl IC$JO~ 
D Established and in operation
 
D Established, but not yet operating
 
D Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
D Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
D No program exists or is under consideration.
 
D Don't have any information on how this would work.
 

Program' information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: -------.,--------------- 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 
'---- 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ~s D No 

a. Type of Project 

~ Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
fiJ. WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls
 
o Other (specify) _ 

b.. Stage of Development •.......--... .' I'h~~ in 1,j"J')
Wt4iJJL;t<JtJ.Ii.u ~~ 'fA-I~9b/P V?R/j-----

mShovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has s(1pporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. " 1-v:e need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. ;lJ64~tX> 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ i·1 ~U-~~"~) 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates . J . 
o Other (specify) ~ ~ t1..LN-b ~ 

A.;[ No match funds currently identified ~V>A ;rH..IA__--r" ~/)rLL RlJIf~) 
'/'7~ M/JU-LU ~ U:?J1J7'~---~ ._ 

~~.c0 fr~'fULJf~~ ~ "-' NULl- ?~V/Yr"v/LT 
rp;JrU14i~ tvJ VJ~ '1-~ • 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
[J Lack of Match Funding
 
~ Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
D Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects o'r products (based on a per capita allocation orother 

. methodology)
~Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 

jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes D No -,r ~ 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
D No	 partners available/identified 
D	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
D	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



.I' 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

D No 
~undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
rneaningful results? $ ~~ rtt:X~ }t:;UA~ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ ~~~ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? DYes D No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Hav~ you consi~ered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

D Established and in operation 
D Established, but not yet operating 
D Under development: Planned implementation date:	 _ 
~Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 

D No program exists or is under consideration. 
D Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18th by: 
..J 

1. Scanning and emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us 
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304 
3. Mailing to: .J 

California Energy Commission
 
Attn: EECBG Program
 

1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
 
Sacramento, CA 95814
 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS 
INFORMA TION! 

mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us


American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 
',,'. 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

, Name of City or'County: 

, ;~;. . '." ... 

Contact 'Person: --'---- .' \ 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ~es 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

..,f Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
YStreet Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
Per HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
,Xi Automated Energy Management Systems
 
g Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o Other (specify) ~ _ 

b. Stage of Development 

p(Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost e,stimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. . ' 

D Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is notyet devel.oped. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ 21 mZ~ to-M [hD~ '~~.J f.h.n~ 
- . ~~ kvc~r-o(~ . 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available'! Ccheck all that apply') 

ji Existing City/Couoty Funds, 
~ Utility Rebates 8 . h_ [" J) ( .
 
'¢ Other (sp~cify) tiJw,t5bj?s ~. a~. ~~ _
 
o No match funds currently identifi¥d ~ 

\.ul, W ~~l '" ~ Pi 21;10 ~ pv.6't'MA--~ ~~ 
~~tM fVO\ ~ 1M 5IW\. 1/1 i r~i'<4' ~ ~ ~ 
~'14 ~ ~ ~r~ ~.---716~~~~~ 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
~Lack of Match Funding - OV\ ~ L~r~ pve~
 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

Wv	 ~~~ /;Po ~.~.r~ OV\ O\;V/ ~UN'~~ 
-r141.~r-lh,.:.t~ ~ V\4- ku- ~,-{;.ir-1.~,(~~~. 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions?, :; " . _: '. ·c! 

~Guaranteed	 formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projec;ts or P.roduct~.(bC3sed,on.a per ca'p'it9:all.qc;~tion or other 
methodology) , 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?: \lro-~l~ kIb Jk1 ~ ~ l~' ,r 
~~~ ~.- ~n~ ir- L(~ ~/c.J(~_ r~ 1- v..o ,~ 

dv<.n~~vft-~ 'JI~. tA.k, c:o. :t='-~---+-'_'~_------,_. _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 

,.. ~~S.,'9 ~o' , ~
 

, What' c{re the' barriers to' utilizing' partnerships?
 
o No	 partners available/identified 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate \ 

)Et Other(s~ (specify) ~~ pY~:> to ~ ,tY\<s l.( ~ of ~ (~ 

c.d.t>Uk'~ . ',' 

" .- '. 
,~ \' 

.< '.'"iJr • '.	 ~ ~ " 



Do you plan to/could you work wit larger' risdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? . . I 

t>eL Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): frlJ.1J4;6 ~fV\() 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes CI No I 

~No ~(~J~",k'ci~' i>~~tfA~J'L l~ A :ss:i.~ 
o Undecided/Need more information S'1\.\ ~~lSvV-~r"" . 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 O\M" ~ CU'V ~V\ ~.".:o, ~/t~ 

~ f"r' At~ /,Jc..-~ vr/ ~f'A!) 
6bci ~ .1W?:e: ~~4s ~t. ...r. 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? r$ 2~D(6lTO 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 2. ~ Lt~ 

6.	 Would your'project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers whQ make· 
materials) jobs? ~es 0 No 

~ "~, .' 

. Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

~~T"\ ~~~"..., ttod~l?'J ~~/~._.;... *'D~;s 
.' . 

7.	 Have you -considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improverTi'ents, repayabie over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 81,1 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation·date: _ 
~Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.. 

o No	 program exists or is under consideration. , 
o Don't have any i~formation on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.

Contact Name and Phone Number: 

------------.,----- 



Completed q~~s:ionnai~es sh.oUld be sent on or before June 18th by: 

1. Sca.nning and emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us
 
.g...,.,.Fl3~lng to (916) 654-4304
 < , :" • • • 

. 3. Mailing to: ..' . ." . 

. California Energy Commission 
': Attn: EECBG Program 

. ',) 5.16 N!nth Street, MS-42 
. \Sacramento, CA 95814 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS 
INFORMA TION! 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: Gh tJ -f S.l0 bli S ~ p_o1 _ 

Contact Person: _ 

Phone Number: _ 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes D No 

a. Type of Project 

'l5a:. Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
~ Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
o HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
D{ Automated Energy Management Systems
 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
i4' Other (specify) ~\-,/ro,.H)\h.l.I,(S. ) e,..,eq~l Viv~\h 

b. Stage of Development 

~ Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

1)( Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ _ 

/ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

~ Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates 

--g Other (specify) _",,"-C........( =\.\)"'-"...l........!,\...... -,-----' o"-..::w....~ _ 
o No match funds currently identified 



----------------------

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
13" Lack of Match Funding
 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) -....,. _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 
.,.', . 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
EYes [I No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o No	 partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) -,------__ 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes CINo 

o No 
o Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 ---'- _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ ~\;PhJ ,...<? I OVl,J 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 'L... so, OL>J 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? )XYes D No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? _~....l....-__ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

M Established and in operation 
,0 Established, but not yet operating 

o Under development: Planned implementation date:	 ~_ 

o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No	 program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: ----.,------------------ 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: .
 

Contact Person: _~ ~_
 

Phone Number:·
 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ~es 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

~Lighting Retrofrt and Controls
 
13" street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
~ HVAC Modmcations and Controls
 
o Automated Energy Management Systems
 
rd Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
o W~terNvastewater System Process and Controls
 
o other (specify) _
 

b. .. Stage of Development 

s" Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentatj~n 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 

/necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. .. 
~ Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy auditlfeasibility study in progress. . 
o We havj2 ideas,. but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
tI We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ 170f ODC) 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

uY EXisting City/County Funds VVlI Nt r11~
 
ffi" Utility Rebates
 
o Other (specify) 
o No match funds-c-u~rr-e-n~tly---:·:-:id-e~nt~if:-ie--;d--~---~-----~ 
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2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects 
D Lack of Match Funding 
1il Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
D Other(s) (specify) __- --,---------'- ~ 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions?

,Iil Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) . . 

Cl	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions,' economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates', etc.)

o	 Other (spec!fy) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion'	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Reco,mmendations?:	 ...,-- _ 

4.	 . Is your city/county pa'rt of a regional or·local partnership that could apply for funding? 
OYes ~ No . 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
 
D' No partners available/identified
 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) --,----~ _ 
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Do you plan to/eQuid you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): --- _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? ClYes 0 No 

o No
 
.b5t UndeCided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best?W0f4S/ rJ <2 wL L.Agf0~f?- ' J lJl2J~ D'~T1ekJS 

e¢.- P£.¢iJfjt=?'2 I? IMPeAQIc:At'l.-cfao/@J TItA1.? c.obY7~ ow ~nttflh.U? ~7 

How can the Energy Commissior;l help foster partnerships?	 - __~ 

5.	 What minimum funding amountwould your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ I ~tJ K 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ ~ arJ B?oJ&eJr 
, ,if~*J~~ f1.W/~ 

.	 , 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make' 
materials) jobs? ~Yes 0, No ' 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of '2009,2010,2011 and 2012? tJIJ~ 

7.	 ' Have you considered initiating a financing program 10 assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax 'assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

)i' Established and in operation ' 
o Established, but not yet operating	 , 
o Under development: Planned implementation date:	 _ 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
D No program exists or is under consideration. ' 
o Don't have any information on how thi~ would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www"!r••~g••F••••••••lt""L 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _'~ _ 
W Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 
~No 
o Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? __~	 ~ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? Ihrough the $2264 million, 

in funds for the State Energy Program(SEP) 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your cIty/county/partnership need to aenleve 
meaningful results? $ $7 to $10 per capita 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $_5_00-',_00_0 _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) cr~e and retain direct and Indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? DYes "No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? ~__ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over mUltiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)? 

)! Established and in operation using Federal CDBG fi.mds for over 6 years 
o Established, but not yet operating , 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: .,---:---_~ __ 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 ~ _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



. American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: , 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address:
 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes 81\10
 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o HVAC Modifications and Controls . 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 

. 0 WaterlWast~water S~stem Process ~nd Controls / / 
~ Other (specify) !erJvcicn IV- fl'Ai"C1 ~;,j,~ -h /9,,1'"» tc/Wr i~ 'f~~c", tP/ 

Ci /7 /01'.4- / /4/~''/h '//, 

b. Stage of Development

rI. Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
. (energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 

necessary permits/approvals and awaiting fLinding. 
o Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ _ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _ 
o No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What ba~riers limit your participation in this program? 
~ Lack of Identified Projects 
E:l Lack of Match Funding 
D Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
D Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita alh;>cation or other 
methodology) 

D	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

D Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ AmountSet Aside 

Other Recornmendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that CQuid apply for funding? 
DYes [I No 

What ar~the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
~r	 No partners available/identified 
D	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
D	 Other(s) (specify) --'- _ 



-------------------

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

D No 
D Undecided/Need more information 

~ 

What types of partnerships would work best? _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $-U.~...:...{1:p.ID=O-=-O _ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would your project{.g) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? ~Yes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010,2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

[J Established and in operation
 
[J Established, but not yet operating
 
[J Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
D Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
D No program exists or is under consideration.
 
D Don't have any information on how this would work.
 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



. -' 

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: --,-- _
 

Phone Number: ~ _
 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? jiVes D No 

a. Type of Project 

..-	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o	 Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
,.	 HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
[] Automated Energy Management Systems
 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o	 WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

/ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in(place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o	 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
•	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $	 _ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates
 
ill Other (specify) ~bf-=So-\"e_----'~'----lo£l)-'--N"):>-=--=-..L-5 _
 
o	 No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
it Lack of Identified Projects 
o Lack of Match Funding 
D Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
D Other(s) (specify) _ 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions?

it Guaranteed formula~based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on. a per capita .i3/1cication or other 
methodology) 

D	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 '---- _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a' regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
.Yes 0 No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
D	 No partners available/identified 
D	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
D	 Other(s) (specify) _,...-- _ 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

o No
 
". Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best? ----:-	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ ~ ~ao/~ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ ~ ('oo;c:n:::ro 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? "Yes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? ~o 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

D Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating
 
D Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
D Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
o No	 program exists or is under consideration. 
• Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 _ 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy EfficIency andConservationBIQck Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name ofCity or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ~s N:CJ 

a. ,Type of Project 

o	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
~/Street Light.ing ~nd/or Traffic Signals
 

CD@" HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o	 WaterIWastewaler ~y'stem Processan~:tGont\ols® " / ,', 
~ Other (specify) ®6.I~¥+ra\\ ve6\JbuIe" ~. :E21h6rfefe<':>!YiBn 

' f 0 'I t B\dQ ~cde,t>('I'Fo(ceA~ ()b. Stage 0' eve opmen '~J 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identi'fled and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc) resourCElS in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

tI Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not/yet developed. 
o	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We need 'technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ CD!f2,OO,ooo @ it> L5, 000 @ l\- 2.,C'Oo, coo 
® ~~ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

~/ Existing City/County Funds
 
G', Utility Rebates l-\VAQ,
 
QI Other (specify) (~fan \- my \?j\Z.L trO\ \
 
g No match funds currently identified
 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o Lack of Match Funding
 
[gI Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _-,-- _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? .... ' 

GI Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per·capita allocation or other 
methodology) . 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:__----:-	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes lZf No 

What are)he barriers to utilizing partnerships?
 
d No partners available/identified
 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes. already established. Name of partner{s): ~_---_ 

Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 
o No .
 
[2/Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best?,..,..	 ~-'------'--~.,...,..._...:....-. 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? ----,-	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount woul<;i your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results?$\CC:> ,ODD . 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $5G;:.2' I Co) 
8:CO CX":>O 

. I 

6.	 Would -your project(s) crea~ and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? DYesB No 

Approximately howmany for the 4ih Quarterof2009, 20l0, 2011 and 2012? _----,-_ 

7~Haveyou Qonsidered initiating a financing progrpmtc)assistprpperty owners in 
'making energy efficiency improvernents, repayable over multiple years thrQugh 

property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Underdevelopment: Planned implementation date: _ 
o /Underconsideration; specific program not yet developed. 
QY No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on.how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 
--------'-~~--------,-------



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency andConservation.Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 
- . 

, -
__ • _ , " : ,:; ',' t 

Phone Number: 

Do you have ener y reduction projects identified to be 

Email Address: 

1. 

a. Type o~ Project 

o	 Lightil'")g Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
~ HVAC Modifications and Controls ,
 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls
 

~ ~ Other (specify) A I+-e ri'\. ,,:+-i ve. en erCf y
 
b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation
 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all
 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding.
 

~ Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
 
;g: We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
X We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.
 

c.	 Estimated Project Costs: $ g eJO I DOD tndude5- ~l.{-erYl,,--f-;'V(enel"srf·'tIj'e.cff; 
"LOO

j 
C900 -reV' I+VA C- MoetfRI!-J..,t·"I~ ~ C:o.'lfv--c,( ~ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _
 
~ No match funds currently identified
 



2. 

"c'-L £. ~ 1. C'~ s 
( cQeVI --h '~b 'p ~ 

I 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions?

)2f Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) . 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small. 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?: CO""'H('-e f-.>H'v-t t s. -h~ Con Se{~1..-tf11 t 
c i:.t iVV~ <V' <;'0 Me, ~L&j ~V-6r LC!,oll..e Dlf-3 C'__ n t'--r:.eL:b.d Y\ I> 

CovlJ uU (V\~[I\IlV<-VV\. t7,--l[oc-dJ&P"I per 1LArc~c:bC;b(lXl :p{o-.~
 
pe.r Co-p t ,~ C/ Ve·v --rt-..e.- M-M i' /lI\ l.[~ .
 

4. . r city/county part. of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 

~Ye D No
 

vtcP-,~ o'~t\ Ct Vl/' t.. v.:h,,4. ~ 1111\. +Cv. eyT- tt v-ocLfS
 
What are the "barriers to utilizing partnerships? 

o No	 partners available/identified 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate . 

;gr" Other(s) (specify) Co VI-) f.~--b:.r-, b~'\. -&.r ? re/j'C e.---{t; w;'tf,vV\. ?cufY)ty~~Lp . 

b 0''1 't· k tAoW ~ ~ j,<..) e- ~, v t p C70..
r f n <21'sl4 'p 

Vcva,'! ct~le { ~!A ~~'- C(){AV'..~.·
 
?o~(LI.e +0 P"o.rfvu'/ vvd~ A.:-;v- QCA-o..((·~ !
 
CU ~ Ll ·be corC' VI j S L'lkts.-b--\ ~\NlL.(lCA- So ~~ {:et!-C?ctt;.
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-------------------

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

~ No 
o Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ '70 I 000 

What is an appropriate maximu'm funding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would your: project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? DYes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

D Established and in operation
 
D Established, but not yet operating
 
D Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
D Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 

(Eh'l\Io program exists or is under consideration.
 
~. Don't have any information on how this would work.
 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



p.1 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and COl'lservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County:
 

Contact Person:
 

Phone Number:
 

Email Address:
 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes 0 No 

8. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
D HVAC Modifications and Controls,
 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors. Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 

'fl{ WaterJWastewater System Process and Controls 
jt Other (specify) HYDlZoEI.-€i::TT<;.ft:::_ ~ ~oJ 

b. Stage of Development 

..,s... Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting docu~entation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
'0 Et:'ergy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas. but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ :;;~ 000 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _' ---'-- _ 
~ I\.ln m::ltr.h fllnrl!=: r.llrr~mtl\l irlpntm.orl 
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___ _.... .__ .. ..----'- LJ..:.....p._~___=________ ~'!pF 5 _ 
~Ii(p/or 

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o	 Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
~ Other(s) (specify) QVftuFzCrlPQ,J A?t<e G-':?/l?-JT FvAlDuJe;.-

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictfons? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible. cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita aflocation or other 
methodology) 

.k"Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
, "'Jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes ~o - . . 

What are the barriers to utiHzing partnerships? 
o	 No partnersavailable/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



-----------

------------------
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UPA 3oF3 
..._	 _-._ -------'-----.._----

CP/tbICJf 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receivingdjrect awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
'Partnershjp(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 

o No
X	 Undecided/Need more information
 

,
 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount wouldyour city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ S-~I 0-00 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would your proj~) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? ~ 0 No . 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? /0 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements. repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operatio'n 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: _
'.o~ynder consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
~ ~~ program exists or is under consideration.
 

D Don't have any information on how this would work.
 
. 

Program information can be accessed at www,	 --'--_ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Ve +l.-\. y-o...Name of City or County:	 A 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes D No 

a. Type of Project 

D Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
D Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
D HVAC Modifications and Controls 
~ Automated Energy Management Systems 
D Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
D WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
D Other (specify) _ 

b. Stage of Development 

D	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

D Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
 
1tJ Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
 
D We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
D We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.
 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $_Q_,"3--'------tv1 _ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

D Existing City/County Funds 
D Utility Rebates 
D Other (specify) .,------ _ 
M No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
[] Lack of Identified Projects 
o	 Lack of Match Funding 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o Other(s) (specify) ----=- _ 

yo", {-t -tn UlAf wkcJ>'Y\ fD ~ v-P'dL 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
econ0m.ic}lly challenged jurisdictions? 

IlY Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or prqducts (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?: ---'---	 _ 

.e-fr ~~	 0 5 ~ co I!CiivrctrD~ , 

. ,~cl k -;;~4-c{ [u7\ ~o--nSI~ ?"{.~ C 1· 
(Jil	 (U LJ 

i 

~c(~,~+~_.1 
4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? ' 

DYes D No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
 
VNopartners available/identified
 
%Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
 
o Other(s) (specify)	 _ 



------------------

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

o No
 
D Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 . 

1i't:E- W.e ~~.3 OJ' fl1+~j~'e'-<Y-$ C<n-»oY-+"~ -f.-r $'cv. ~"'
~ Ca.L~h.~ '-f;~ <tY\ [~-recL~o{dJ+kc:t~aV\ ~~J-V\-b-+

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need t~ :.I-:.J..." f I 

meaningful results? $ ~OOI 00 0 \...A.vtJl'(~IUI/\; 
~'~'-k&. 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ ;'), " M ~ (~ 

~~ 
6.	 Would your projec~() create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make /~_~" {"'

l....'" Tn YY)(AI"\.-. L·",- £7) 

materials) jobs? es 0 No	 Cko~",uJ5 r 
Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012?	 LL< 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?
 

o Established and in operation
 
D Established, but not yet operating
 
o Under development: Planned implementation date:	 _ 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program exists or is under consideration.
 
D Don't have any information on how this would work.
 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



From:
 
To: .:s tt
 
CC: a j • 7 r PR g JI... 
Date: 6/15/2009 12:53 PM 
Subject: County of Ventura, ARRNEECBG Questionnaire Response, June 5,2009 Webcast 
Attachments: ARRA-EECBG Projects.xls 

To whom it may concern, 

As requested, we are responding to your questions presented during the June 5, 2009 webcast. 

Questions and answers are provided below. We have attached a detailed listing of projects that are 
currently in progress and are planned for fiscal year 2009-2010. 

1. Does your jurisdiction have energy reduction projects identified to be funded?
 
Yes. The projects are shown on the attached spread sheet. These projects include T8, 28 watt lamps and
 
electronic ballast lighting retrofits; T5HO lighting upgrades; variable central plant control systems; central
 
plant and control upgrades; and variable frequency drives.
 

a) At what stage of development are the projects?
 
Projects are shown as completed, in progress, in design or planned.
 

b) Do the projects have match funding?
 
Yes. The County can commit to match funding either through the various County operating budgets along
 
with incentives from the Ventura County Regional Energy Alliance (VCREA), based on kWh saved.
 

2. What barriers would limit your participation in this program? I 

County management has been very supportive of energy efficiency measures to date and this support is
 
expected to continue.
 

3: How can the CEC help level the playing field for small and/or economically challenged jurisdictions? 
The County of Ventura has greatly benefitted from the partnership with the Ventura County Regional 
Energy Alliance (VCREA), a public agency partnered with Southern California Edison and The Gas 
Company. This local partnership offers direct support to agency energy efficiency efforts and could be the 
nexus of a community based program involving smaller Ventura County jurisdictions. This type of 
partnership model could be used to leverage money and support collaboration among smaller jurisdictions 
that do not have the expertise to develop, evaluate and implement energy conservation projects. 

If you would more information about the VCREA, please contact: 

•••••t, Executive Director 
Ventura County Regional Energy Alliance 
1000 South Hill Road, Suite 230 
Ventura. California 93003 

- --~- - - ..-
~-_. -"-, .-' 
visit our website: www.vcenergy.org 

4. Is your jurisdiction part of a partnership that could apply for funding?:
 
Yes, the County of Ventura is a member of the VCREA. However, the County has the in-house expertise
 
to develop, plan and implement our own energy conservation program.
 

a) How can the Energy Commission best encourage partnerships among small jurisdictions?
 
Any partnerships or jurisdiction receiving funding must submit proof of qualifications of the
 
Manager/Engineer in charge of their program, along with their application. These qualifications can be
 



1 

~~Il O/L,0'o~) ~_t:~.~.~,.:..~9~0.~Y. ~T_.~.~n!~.~.§I.! ~~.t,YV t:t:~t:S~,.~~e~~lo.n.!:1.~.I!.e.t::<e.?.p"o n.~.e:L~~·Jne ~!-~~~~ .~,.~.e D~~.SI... ............._._.... ..':::~.9..~.!J!
 

proof of registration as a State of California Registered Professional Mechanical or Electrical Engineer or 
certification as a Certified Energy Manager from the Association of Energy Engineers. Partnerships can 
use their qualifications and expertise as an incentive for the smaller jurisdictions to join the partnership. 

5. What minimum funding amount could your jurisdiction use to achieve meaningful results?
 
The County of Ventura has found that incentives are a great way to improve the cost·benefit ofprojects.
 
The VCREA offers a per kWh incentive to a maximum of 40% of the project cost by way of an example.
 

6. Does your jurisdiction plan to work with other larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards form the
 
Department of Energy?
 
No. However, it is possible that the VCREA could coordinate with the other smaller jurisdictions in
 
Ventura County. The willingness of the smaller jurisdictions to participate in this type of collaboration is
 
unknown at this time. It is possible many do not understand how the program will work or if they will be
 
required to participate to some extent as a condition of receiving State or Federal funds.
 

7. Is your jurisdiction interested in local financing programs for property owners? .
 
The local efficiency financing programs for property owners is handled by other Agency's within the
 
County.
 

The County of Ventura is aware of the population thresholds established by AS 2176 and is supporting AS 
262, which hopefully will correct the situation. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide infqrmation about our energy efficiency program. 
1 

Please call or email if you have any questions. 

tp . . IE $nnclpa nglneer
 
County of Ventura
 
General Services Agency
 
Facilities and Materials Department
 
Maintenance Division
 
(;• I 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: ...	 _ 

EmaJl Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes D No 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
DWaterfWastewater System Proce,ss and Controls I 

jR1. Other (specify) (!I/IIJVt:::7<..SIO# ~/::= e~ ~/C/~T7~1J Ff'?!.-f:Jkl 

/f2!::;7177:3ZJ PC/TPtBLtZ wFJ-7C/O -rlJ .-rR;VG/j-77~AJ ~T~ 
b. Stage of Development 

@ 0 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 

(\ necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 
lj,/ g Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 

o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated ~Project Costs: $ 60 ()tJ~ ~ {EoV' ph 2.-Se- 2- ~ ~J:2 5 e 
prt7c-e~-s; ) 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (chefCk all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates
 
gJ Other (specify) na .IZ-- 1 {!vrr-e,n 7-/' t9/l tJ//l /s /00 %
 
o	 No match funds currently identified /~/6 B.//e:! /?1~/le:!J-. &(//4' e..Y/Yle.

tlj? 0/ :5"t>P1e.- c>~eft fi7&.J/-~, .;; !t) /e
@ /!teo::Tec:1 ~/G--p.)CD. e.t;sr:..s..q-tJIAJ~ slftJtJt./5 Be e7J:Sj/ 775 c:!..L;/'4r~. 

C:::.711e:P1' $n-o/A)~ t<)e;(.Jt-D Be: ~o~ ~#!/L/C/F1C::r-o. {;tJ6" &put-!? 

!-f/l;/~ ~c/t 77) .c5/<Z' ~AJ 30 P/lY..£'; ~~. //V 7S-l//?-</s /hVo UJ(j~ 
~/YlMe7Vet:=7::> 1AJ/77f-//J 'f'o D/l-Ys 
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, rl'!!e~~;J ;rjVp~&5 
4112:J:?J17-~~ SAJ)p19'"

J7:1' ':7~" f!IP' 
Do you plan to could au work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Departmen~nergy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 

o No
 
~ Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best? ---,o-LeJ-=-_c:A....=.....=....:::L=:....-	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? ~-z:::::.-~ ~~t.)e/..Je~ 

//f/t/tJLt/~771E7!J,/ /2J fi- ~/AJ///1tJ/?7. 

5.	 What minimum fUnding, ~nt wouldJour city/county/partnership need to achieve
 
meaningful results? $ , t:)ot/ !!--

()(? 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ / 20~t7t:l 0 
7 

t9t/iu<C3 dAv"~ O~7e; p:'~.:>. /AJ .41/"vp #.P ~O4? PSi? 
6.	 Would your project(s)~ and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make /71C?J'Z.t::: 

materials) jobs? mYes 0 No -' .,
rS 'Z-~. V 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter 0(2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
king~gy...e#ieieney improvements, repayable overmultiple years through 

roperty tax assessments 01 similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)? 
'- - ----. /f&fV~ we- #hve A- &06 c.

D	 Established and in ope~~.f",qB j::7~~ '7"76-r-r C!d(/~ 
Establtshecr,-butnot yet op-el'aflfi9 $"OP7e .()P /RLS" 

o Under development: Planned 'implementation date: _ 
;t( Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. @ 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. ' 

Program information can be accessed at www,	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: eIhJ~ Pc::-:;;:v-ft=::7t.Jc=;s 

~ /f!9've" 6eE?J A-j?;tJ~~-b .81" #- .L/J-rAJ ;/fi?/77 -:TO H;,/.2//l 

,4 .:T,P/l -ro vo 77T/S. r A-/71 /tJOT 5vJf2-~ // /S /1- G-oO..D 

/pt371-. /,/w/t.-L 771Ke .SOn7t::A-dJ/7I//tJIS~/oAJ 4-A-l-D 
V-Je /<!871t-L-Y 00 /7J&T IIftt/E ~ .5"T?l-F~ t)~ /"fESOC)~~ 

H/2.- /-fftJr /'rlt//fE /kc;~~ C/AJL~~ /Tfc::;:-'(, ~,A) 8E 
~L.F SurPC)£I7)l)&-~ 
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2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
~ Lack of Match Funding to.i ?f/r'lrre-p
 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
g Other(s) (specify) LAcK. ~F e~r pd.;up/A..Je;:.

LO~ FUPDS df?E- ~fi2.EZI V S'e../7t2..C-e: 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economi9ally challenged jurisdictions? 

~ Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on. a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) . 

j2\(	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

pr Other (specify) 4?b?:t;:?(::r.tt!Ii?1?'" /fi} -z;f/t::;--;Se- 7/.;#65 Z?1-~ 
tJl1JL.'(' h'FPU/e:--W- ~/77G5 u,J/LL.;#e:-A/8L& -rt::> t!t9AI''E" 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? t/PJ v.///# PttJc# "f/J~# 

b/C..-G-o /A/rZJ p~. 
Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

ma:rEZ:.:/t?S/ ::::A-t//AJG::S 

Other Recommendations?: ----' ---,.	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes JZl No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate . 
.s Other(s) (specifyff.P~e:-~/,.,oS //f/~7%e- /..JP.(?J//JJ. 

/fc:----s:t;;o£eES	 ;::::b/B At:t?.o/7?'.1J#RL aJt)~/#-J/#//N 
~ ,I'l.J&rff?//-l'/L/7z9L-E 

@ ~""V&-~#k :P/'57'"?l"AJC!G ~/?l /t!!?Tb7U77~ 
?/J7CT7l}c7<S . 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: ~	 ---,... _ 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? l1tfes CI No ' 

a. Type of Project(~) 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
D~treet Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
[!( HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o 'jVaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
ifOther (specify) I. St?I~r ::;:J;.5./-c.rl~n¢..0. a-r:&z,.v,., I-I~\\ 

;). ~~S1 eed..;c+'&--. PIV:f'i1V' -6>r 1-}3"l, ~.eIJ', ~e S 
b. Stage of Development 

rnlShovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

iii'Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
 
[] We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ . J~ 0 1000 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

~Existing City/County Funds 
[] ytility Rebates 
I}('"Other (specify) LOOk~1'-1-6.v ()\>:oh('h,;\·n~s ~l-V jovy..,N-e...k" 48~'\LZes 
o	 No match funds currently identifiecf 1._ .. 

o,~ Oh hhe.(" · 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o	 Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 0 
uYOther(s) (specify) fOr fu f?~5l r...eJ.ucbiiv- pcr05/'Q/VJ I G;,:kc:P 

L"cA l ";.<\ 4v cert.u,.~ fo,rf;C{~0Ov--rs- ape'l reMOVe- {k OQfbt+VvJ(ll iodD 
A cOlle, bu-r.::;TI ire t>n7,--,<;~.,.0:l--=.=...:JV\..:.J....' ...,-----	 _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for speCi'f1c pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) --,.- _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:~ fVI.ldtfi.jvn5:.dl;h~l p(f)Jei~{ j:t i"IQlfJ4- k 
~ l+~'(C! I( +do ~M'{y\lAk-baQd Q((o~~b;JN. ..~l#ev<r,.fur pn:J.:...:=ee",-rf<'_

40"<	 b", qf\. ,;,J., ~iJu (pI lLeDcJr 'l.+]{~ . (0rn1/A k .--J"vd Or[{ot'4i.M~ M40 bL 
~	 J I . . ~ 

l,v~~e... 
4.	 Is ~ur city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 

lid'Y'es 0 No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o J)Jo partners available/identified
 
[B"'Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) ----'



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
~ Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 
0" No 
o Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

_ ----'&+ ~ <,. C (ecu~"'"~ovy t> (' frDJ;<.:r -I dpq~ Cir-d fM1=-O~=-,>-'~	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ _ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would your project~ create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? litYes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating· 
o Under.development: Planned implementation date: _
 
~Under consideration; speci'fic program not yet developed.
 
D No program exists or is under consideration.
 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 _ 



., '.. 

American -Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be fUnded?~eS 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
~ HVAC Modifications and Controls .- t:t+~ ,GoJ '-r ~lJILv\0l:::,
 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps ".

::a:. Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls - .[)l~ebi-eA-....(1"ft... <::.tt-P." 
[J Other (specify) ~ PPlvfS-lt-6 G~Tf(),.J 

b: Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

~Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
 
[J We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
D We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.
 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ :3 &oj, ck9C) I 0 d 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) , 

)(. Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o	 Other (specify) --'
o	 No match funds currently identified 



----------------------

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
D Lack of Identified Projects 
D Lack of Match Funding . 
~ Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 

D Other(s) (specify) ---'- _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" .for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? . 

[]	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects.or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 

.	 / 

)J. methodology) e,.~~6f!.. 
F\Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small tI'fl~~ ,,--' 

jurisdictions, economically disadvantageq, high unemployment rates, etc.) 1,,Dt-S~ 
D Other (specify) _ 

If competition	 is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
~es 0 No . 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o No	 partners available/identified 

¢-lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
D Other(s) (specify) _ 



--------

-------------------

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department ofEnergy? 

o Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
........../ Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 
~No 
o Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ _ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $

6.	 Would your project,(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? ~es D No ' 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? (0 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through' 
property tax assessments or'similar mechanism (e,g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
D Ul'lder development: Planned implementation date: _ 
~nder consideration; specific program not yet developed. 

o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



----------

· ; 

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
 
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: ::::::"""""C..;..;;it...... Y _Y....;;.o....;...f.;....A:::lb:::a;.;.;..n"-L
Contact person:~ 
Phone Number: 
Email Address: '----------- 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? XYes No 

a.	 Type of Project 

X Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
X Street Lighting and/<v" Traffic Signals
 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed. Drives and Pumps 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
X Other (specify) __1. Regional energy efficiency retrofit program with other small 
cities within the area. 2. Countywide building retrofit program (Green Packages). The 
project consists of sets of retrofit standards and specifications eligible for funding under 
an AB811-type financing district; systems to train workers and document results; and 
consumer marketing and education. 

b.	 Stage of Development 

X	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy 
savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary 
permits/approvals and awaiting funding. Project 1: is shovel-ready and regional 
partnership meetings are underway with assistance of consulting firm SEI. 
Project 2: the project is already underway, and awaiting funding for expansion. 

o	 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c.	 Estimated Project Costs: Project 1: TBD, Project 2: $5,647,700 for the entire county. 
Currently around $600,000 has been committed. Albany is required to allocate 
$10,000. With this amount the project will include specifications for single-family 
residential, and most likely small commercial. landscaping and multi-family 
residential; training and tracking; verification protocols; and collateral materials for
 
consumers. An additional $5 million is needed to expand the project to include multi

lingual training curriculum/delivery and consumer incentives/rebates. This amount
 
does not include the installation of the green packages.
 
Additional costs will be incurred for street Ijght retrofits and other lighting retro·f1ts.
 



d.	 Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o . Utility Rebates 
X Other (specify) Project 2: The city is contributing $10,000 to this project. All of the 
cities in Alameda County, the County itself and StopWaste.Org are pooling 
approximately $650,000 to be used as matching funds. 
X No match funds currently identified (for other projects listed above) 

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program? 

o Lack of Identified Projects
 
X Lack of Match Funding
 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

X	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rat~s, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 
Criterion $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:~dditionalcomments are being provided by SEI Consultants 
and a comment letter included within this email. 

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding?
 
Yes No
 
Potentially - hO,wever the formula-based allocation is preferred.
 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 

o	 No partners available/id~ntified 

o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 



D Other(s) (specify) _ 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the US 
Department of Energy? 

X Yes, already establishe~. Name of partner(s): _For project 2: StopWaste.Org, Alameda 
County and all cities within the county 
Partnership(s) currently exist? Yes No Y: StopWaste.Org will be applying for competitive 
DOE funding on behalf of the cities/county of Alameda. The project has been identified by 
the Bay Area Council Economic Institute for the California Business, Transportation & 
Housing Agency as one of the priority strategies for the Bay Area Economic Recovery 
Workplan. 

D No 
D Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? Provide matching funding for 
local government partnership projects that show long-lasting regional benefits. 

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve
 
meaningful results? $120,000 (per capita allotment)
 
What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ _
 

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials)
 
jobs? XYes No
 
Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _
 
For Project 2: Countywide estimates:
 
6 months - 186
 
12 months - 372
 
24 months - 559
 

Other projects, approximately 300. 

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in making
 
energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through property tax
 
assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)?
 
The County of Alameda is moving forward with the formation of an AB811 financing district.
 
The City of Albany is partnering in this AB811 program.
 

D Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet op~rating
 

X Under development: Planned implementation date: Fall 2009
 
10 Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
D . No program exists or is under consideration.
 
10 Don't have any information on how this would work.
 



Program information can be accessed at 
Contact Name and Phone Number: --------.,.----------

Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18th by: 

1. Scanning and emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us 

2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304 

3. Mailing to: 

California Energy Commission
 
Attn: EECBG Program
 

1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
 
Sacramento, CA 95814
 

mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

L0 rvv\-\- C\.. 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identrfied to be funded? DYes' ~o 

a. Type c'f Project 

o	 Ligfhting Retrofit and Controls 
o	 Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o	 WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Other (specify) __- _ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s} identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o	 Project(s} identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
~We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $	 _ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

D. Existing City/County Funds

X Utmty Rebates
 

o	 Other (specify) __"""":":"'""""'=""'='~~~ _ 

o	 No match funds currently identified 
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2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects ;g Lack of Match Funding ,
 
[J Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) ~ ~ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

)( Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) .. 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o Other (specify) 

If competition is to be limi

__......

ted, what criteria should b

_ 
: ';' 

e used? 

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Is your ~/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes 9i{ No . 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
g(' No partners available/identified 
D	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
[J	 Other(s) (specify) _ 
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):	 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No
 

)( No
 
o Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? -- ~_ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? ~ _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ VJr.. S lAil"'.e 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ \A..V\So...t...f'e.

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and){1direct (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? DYes D No I\J ~ p \Q..Y\'V V f 1'\oje <; f-s . 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: __- _ 
~ Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 

. 0 No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed atwww.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 ~--------



3/6 7602561750 City Of Barstow	 14:48:16 06-18-2009. . 

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities alJd Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: ...-....-.	 _ 

Phone Number: ~ 
Email Address:~	 _ 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? mfes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o	 Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o	 WaterlWastewater System Process and Sontrols
IB'Other (specify) i tHo i.., C T. ;c/e e.... ('1

~jJa~111-6 1J ;:.." ~tJ!~ J... C7;""0 

b. Stage of Development r c J...d; 0 t'\ pro cl .. &of; . 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates. etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.

oafEnergy auditlfeasibility study in progress.
 
iii We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ Cd "" 1('", .."""" 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 EXisting City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _ 
llVNo match funds currently identified 
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2.	 What ba9iers limit your participation in this program?
 
M Lack of Identified Projects
 
BLack of Match Funding
 
Ii' Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? . 

o	 Guaranteed formu!a~based allC;>,cations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or. products (based on a per. capitaallo~tion or other 

/methodology) 
M	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 

jUrisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Is y.our city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
lHYes 0 No 

What are the barriers to utiliZing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other{s) (specify) _ 
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes Cl No 

o .,.No

oJ Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best? 7J,e jJ ,*f~ tiC r~: pI ft. .f 
,	 I I 

oFF.". ft.&: c:-I-- t la ,; ItH -I n,4fG4 ... 1 Fe..1/ E"",d;"'J.7 
How can the Energy Commission help fosterpartnerships? G;~~ J""'~// c;feJ 

4 16th fP/lD,./~'17 rio C41Y6fG 6". ?"<.4 .. J;~J' 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would y,our city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 0 - l. ,... ; II ,0., -t- . 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 2. - 7 ""; II/Q"1 + 

6.	 Would your projectu;) create, and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? t!1Yes 0 No . 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010,2011 and 2012? '-f"flfo .... .., 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: _ 
~Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 _ 
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American Recovery and. Reinvestment Act of 20"09 

I:,nergyeffic'i;en~y 'and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name ofCity or County:	 :GLENN (:OUijTY 

Contact: Perspn: 

Phone Number: 

Email Addr.~~s;· 

Do you haveener:gy reduction projects Identified to. be funded? ~Yes 0 No 

a. Typ.e .of Proje~t. 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting andlo~ Traffic Signals
 
~ HVAC Mo#iflcatiorrs Md Qpntrols
 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Varil:lble Speed orives and Pumps: 
o Wa~rlWastewater Syste.m.Proce.s6 and. Controls •
 
J~ Otl:\:er (sp.ecify) ·Several new solar phot(;)voli:a:Lc shade structure's;
 

s,E)la,r ,gr,ound-lnount::edenergy syst'em.; s:olar hot wat'er hE:!atiri.9 
Stage ()f D.evelopment .sy,s.t.em for Jail.; newHVAC unit inoorporatingb. therma:1 energy storaqesystem 

o	 Shov~1 ~ea<;ly: ProJect(~J identified and has supportingdocumentafion 
(Snefg.y savings estim~tes, cost estimates j etc.} resources in place, a'll 
necessarypermi.ts/approvals and awsTting·funding. 

IlIl Project{s) Identified,butsupporting docurner'ltaJionls not yet developed. 
0. Snergy audit/fea~ibiUty study in progress.
 
.cr We have iqeas, bul ~p~cifj'c projeet(sJnot yet identifred_
 
[J We, ne~'d technical assistanc.e In identifying p.otential prOjects. ,
 

c..Estimated! proJect Costs: $ 6 r. 0'25./00'0 

d. D,08S' theoity/cQunly have match fiJndingavailable1 (check all that apply). 

.0 &i$~ing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates 
o Other (spe,clfyl 
.~ NQ match fi;!nds-'cu-rre---:nt:7'ly-:.i~de-n'"':;ti;-;;fle-d-:-...-------------- 
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2.	 vVh"at bc1n1ers nmn your parth::ipat!Qh in this program? 
o	 L~kQfldentified Ptojects 
o	 .Lack ofMatch FiJnding 
o LackOf~pert[seJHum::ln Resources
 
IE OthE!r(.s)(~peCify) ~~N~O::.:lN~E.:.. ~ _
 

3. How can th~ Energy Commission b~st;ILavel the Playing Field" for srnallsndlor 
economioally challenged jurisdictions?

tin Guarante.edfdiT11uLa-based allocations for elig·ible, cost~effective energy 
effl~rencrprojects or products (bas~d on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

tl	 LimiteJlgtbllity to com,l:l~te for specific pols: of'funding. (suqhas· verysmaU 
Jurisdi~tionsjeconomically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) ~ ~ _ 
,

If competition is to be limited I wh.at criteria should be used? 

Crfterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

NIA	 N/A 

other RecomrtrSndauons,?:. ._N..:..ON=--E=-.__~	 ~__ 

4.	 Is your ctty/co.untY part ofaregional or local partnership that could apply fotf(Jndlng~ 

aVes Gi No 

Wha:t are the: barrier's tcJ utllizin~ partners.hips? 
o	 No' part,l1ers~vairable/ldentifjed 

D LaCk of resourceslmeoh~i1isrf"sto partiCipate

o other(s).(sp~cMy) __N_/_A _
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'GLENN CO BUILDING 

530934654205/17/2009 10:11	 \ 

Do.you.pl~,n to/GCJL.lld ypu WGlrk'With larg~r jurisdictions receiVing direct awards from the 
US D~par:tnieritof Ene-rgy7 .. n Yes,.a{re.adY e'st3bliShe'd. Name .ofparthet(s): __~ _ 

.·Pa.rtnershrp(~) qurrent!y ~)('$t? C1YesO No'
IE No, . . .
 
~; Und~c!d~dlNeEld mQre information
 

What types of wartnarships would work best1_............;O~~;;;.:$ ...u.:...Jl_e ~ _
 

How oan tl1e Ener~~: Cornmf$sion Ilslp foster partnershi.ps? .._~N:;..:..:..;lA;;;...._. ~ _ 

5.	 'J\Ih~t min'ln:'uJr:t'I fUnding ,am.ount Would vour eityloounty/partnerShip nee'd to achieve 
li1ea.r:til1gful ~$ults'?$!.. 1, 000 , 000 

What ,~ an.Bppropri~t~r:na~lrnllrn funding amount forproje:ets-? $ 4, 4a0, 000 

It	 WouldyourproJed(a) tt.resite 'and retaIn dlreotand indirect (suppJiers who' make 
materlals).jobs1 l~Yes 0 No . 

Approxim$te:ly hC/w t:nany for the,ti1i'l 'Quarter of 2009,20'10.2011 and 2012? 211 
. in the Mecha'nic.a.l a,nq 

Electr.ical t.rades. 
7.,	 Hav~:ryou ntlriSfdered. iI'iltieitil19 a financing pr.ogram to>MsJst pl'opertyownersin 

rrmkingenl3'rgy ,e1trc:I~r:)'~y. .imp'rp~ment!i, .repayable over mli'tiple yearsthrougtl 
prorJarty taKas~E!ss'mei"it8 or similar mechahtsm (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

Q :E$tablistted and in ppera~ion 
,d Stmib/lsh'l::l,d' j but: not.yet operating
 
:qUn(J~r~e1apment: pr~nnt\d i.m"I~mentation d.ate:
 
Ql;Ul'lder OO;h,slo$rstion.;speoific pt~9tani notyetdevelo-p-e-"'c:i-.-- 

[1. No PfQgr~meXists oris undarObIJ$rderatICin.
 
b De,rt'lh;3ve .any inform,a~IQtl on h.ow this would work,
 

Progr-mTl,infcrrrnatl,;mf;l;ln be acce.s:sed at WWW' ..t::.N~./.~A~_~ ~_ 

Qontact N~me..and ~hon~ Number; ~/A 
----'--------_._~ 

\ 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: ~~~!2~~4~~~	 _ 

Phone Number: ___ 
. -

Email Address: . '- :..;-~. ,- .~- .... ..:...-- . - '- "- -_._'-' . 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? J1!Yes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

.. Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
II Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
o	 HVAC Modifications arid Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o	 WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

b. stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
 
[J Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
 
II We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $	 _ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 EXisting City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
Cl Other (specify)

If No match funds-c-u-rr-e-nt:-:-Iy-;i--;-de~n""':"tj:-='fie-d-;-----------~~-
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2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
II Lack of Match Funding
 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

,; .. ~>. 

3.	 How can the En,ergy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

)f	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment-rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

, Other Recommendations?:~	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
~es 0 No P!;SSl~-::r 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
•	 Other(s) (specify) L..J£ ~ l~ t>tSCv~'StQrVs Cu l'T"'H t)~L 

Cl"'n 6'5 (,.,J S"-4"-' ~ <:J::;u~ --ro 'S::;c:: 
(t=' we ~ ~~ A- Conn~ PIt~., 
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes [J No 

)r No
 
CJ Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? ID6J"T7pt f~ 

"])k.r C4..J P-J: &=~TI!oE ,..~ e~ ~ P«~-AS tf-<p.s. (fMo.J I f.I'=: ,q 

J...Lsr) 
5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 

meaningful results? $ ~OO( D'U't' 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? DYes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 41l'1 Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? -- 
7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 

making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: _ 
.. Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
[J No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www. 
-------~------

Contact Name and Phone Number: .---.~ 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 
-

Contact Person: - - -"--.-~- - -"""::'.....&;-
,\ 

~ 

Phone Number: ~. - ~...:;..--------

r ~ - - ,_.-', ~ _ - - - • ....., -' - ,~ - 

-	 ~ - ~ ~ _., .. .
Email Address: ~;-:-:- \'.,- ." _. __. ~ _u _:..~~~:.;,"--.:!-~ 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
Df HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 

/ 0 Other (specify) ~ ~ _ 

b. Stage of Development 

QJ	 Shovel Ready: Project(s} identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place) all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy auditlfeasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ {Q,5 )D00 

d. Does the dty/county have match funding available? (check all that'apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates 
o Other (spedfy) __~~_~ _ 

OJ No match funds currently identified 
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2. What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects 
iii Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o Other(s} (specify) __ __ _ 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field~ for small andfor 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

~ Guaranteed formula-based.allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
effioency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methoclology) 

D	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (SUch as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (spedfy) - _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:,	 ~ ~_ 

4.	 Is your City/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
tlYes D No 

\JVhat are the barriers to utiliZing partnerships? 
o	 No partners availablelidentified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jUrisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o	 Yes, already established. Name Of partner(S): ~ _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 

• No	 " 
o Undecided/Need more information 

\M1at types of partnerships would wol1< best?	 - _ 

How can the Energy CommissioQ help foster partnerships? __.......:..	 _
 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your cityfcounty/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 50 \ 000 

What is an appropriate maximum fundin"g amount for projects? $ V; 5 "00 0 

6.	 Would your projeet(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? l7Yes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? J ~ ~ Jo bs 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: ~-:- _ 
IB' Under consideration; specific program not Y.et developed. 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Nurnber:	 _ 



" 
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June 21, 2009	 via e-mail 

TO:	 California Energy Commission
 
ATTN: EECBG Program
 
1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
 
Sacramento, CA 95841
 

Subject: Narrative, Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant questionnaire 

PROJECT: Implementation of the Monterey Bay Area Electric Vehicle Charging Station and 
Community Readiness Plan 

The completed questionnaire is attached. The project reflects a combined effort of interested and 
affected Cities, Counties, businesses, educational institutions and other organizations within Monterey, 
Santa Cruz, and San Benito counties. The 'goal is to develop a regional approach to readying our 
communities for the expansion of electrified vehicles to reduce regional emissions and reliance on 
petroleum. Future EECBG funding would support purchase and installation of electric vehicle chargers, 
related infrastructure, supplies, and workforce. The project may include chargers powered with 
renewable energy infrastructure and involve local workforce deployment and training. 

The intiative complies with the "EECBG Project Activities Table," outlining the various approved activity 
type and falls under category 7F- Development and implementation of programs to conserve energy used 
in transportation. 

The interested parties have submitted an application for funding from the Monterey Bay Unified Air 
Pollution Control District to developing the Monterey Bay Area Electric Vehicle Charging Station and 
Community Readiness Plan, providing additional funding to support the effort and leverage funds to 
combine with future EECBG funding. Current estimated costs are approximately $300,000 ($200,000 
for a demonstration fleet of (estimated 4-8) vehicles plus $100,000 - (estimated 20) chargers including 
installation costs. 

Currently the cities of Salinas, Marina, Monterey, Pacific Grove, Santa Cruz, Capitola, Watsonville, and all 
three counties are engaged in this effort, as well as other non-governmental organizations such as the 
International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (IBEW) Local that services this region. We are in the 
process of involving the remaining cities in the Monterey Bay region. Our next phase of activity includes 
preparation of the Monterey Bay Area Electric Vehicle Charging Station and Readiness Plan, with 
leadership by the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG), a joint powers authority and 
Council of Governments for the tri-county region. The plan includes locations, best practices, stakeholder 
involvement, and other policies and incentives to address community needs. 

Thank you for your interest in the plans and opinions of the state's small cities and counties. 

Sincerely, 

,:,=r:::~ of -~=I=====::~~::::~III , CityCity of MontereyMonterey -I 

••••• City of Marina,••• 

••••I:'County of Monterey -•••••••__•••••• 

, Green Fuse Energy Co., volunteer initiative facilitator-~ 
s 

Attachment: Questionnaire from Monterey Region 



June 21, 2009 Via Email 

Subject: ARRA of 2009 - Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Gra'nt Questionnaire 
for Small Cities and Counties 

Cities and Counties: For the Monterey Bay Region, represented herein by Cities of Monterey and 
Marina 

Contact Person: '::=:~2, of MontereY'''~•••••-i~555~g , CityCity of Monterey, 2~a City of Marina~,1......Iii__~· 

This questionnaire submittal represents cities and counties, businesses, institutions of higher education, 
PG&E and the IBEW Local 234 in the tri-county region of Monterey, Santa Cruz, and San Benito 
Counties. Since March 2009 we've been working to develop a regional approach to readying our 
communities for the expansion of electrified vehicles to help reduce regional emissions and reliance on 
petroleum. 

This questionnaire addresses how future EECBG funding can help us achieve this goal by 
defraying costs for public use electric vehicle charging and demonstration vehicles. 

See attached narrative letter for more information. 

1.	 Do you have energy reduction project identified to be funded? X Yes 

a. Type of Project 
X Other: electric vehicle demonstration fleet and charging station installation, including 
potential solar chargers and workforce deployment 

b. Stage of Development 
X Project(s) identified, but supportive documentation is not yet developed. 

(Stakeholders identified; project plan in development, pursuing funding 

c.	 Estimated Project Cost: $300,000 
($200,000 - demonstration fleet (estimated 4-8) vehicles plus 

$100,000 - (estimated 20) chargers including installation costs 

d. Does the city/county (REGION) have matching funds available? 
X Other: possible funding from electric vehicle manufacturers, local businesses, PG&E and 

other stakeholders. Also other grant funding, including AB2766. 
X No matching funds currently identified: to be identified when plan is competed and 

detailed project costs available. Currently seeking funding, and in-kind contributions are 
available and currently in use. 

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program? 

X Lack of Identified Projects - Plan to identify a systematic list of charging stations, other 
infrastructure and needs is in development, but not yet completed. 

X Lack of Matching Funds - we hope to identify them, but no existing funds currently 
earmarked for this project. All efforts based on grants and in-kind contributions to date. 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "level the playing field" for small and/or economically 
challenged districts? 



X Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy efficiency 
projects or products - based on per capita allocation or other method. 

X Other: - Provide flexibility in requirements for a regional approach for an energy-efficient and 
less-polluting transportation system that also promotes consumer choice. 

- Full funding for projects that are within grant allocation cap and meet the intent of 
grant. 

- Priority to projects that have greater community benefit. 
- Disbursement of grant funding at project start. 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used: 
Criterion: . $ Amount Set Aside 

1. Multi-jurisdictional approach ? 
2. Involvement of private sector ? 

4. Is our city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
XYES 

What are the current barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
X Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate - such as: 

--amount of time it takes to coordinate multiple jurisdiction; 
--current lack of staff and monetary resources to free up available staff to focus on 

regional projects. 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the U.S. 
DOE? 

X Undecided, need more information. 
Also, those partnerships need to be developed early in the process: one to two years prior 
to the grant notice if to be shovel ready. 

What kinds of partnerships work best? 
Funded projects work best to allow for partnerships and making resources available. 
Partnerships working toward a common goal of the jurisdictions and that achieve 
compliance with new legislation are effective. 
For this project, we believe that using the regional planning organization in a new way to 
involve all stakeholders (local government as well as business, unions and higher 
education) will be most effective for this initiative. 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? 
Reduce matching fund requirements for proposals incorporating regional partnerships. 
Target mayors with information on types of projects to be funded to get buy-in on 
important state- and federal-level issues of importance (e.g., energy efficien~cy, job 
creation). 

Questionnaire submitted for Monterey Bay Region - Page 2 
5. What minimum funding amout would your city/county/partnership need to achieve meaningful 
results? 

$200,000 

What is the appropriate maximum funding amount for projects: Dollar amount to be 
determined. 

6. Would your project create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials) jobs? 
Yes X 

Appoximately how many for the 4th Q 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012? 



·. 

2009 4Q: 5 - future years unclear: 2010 , 2011 2012 

7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in making energy 
efficiency improvements, payable over multiple years through tax assessments or similar 
mechanisms (e.g. an AS 811 type program) 

X Underdevelopment: Yes, these discussions are happening in Santa Cruz and Monterey 
Counties, and in some cases for over a year. A program for each of the two counties is currently 
under development. Primary hurdles include measures to include in the program, return on 
investment, program administration costs (using interest rate on funds and how that compares to 
loans directly), liability to jurisdictions for defaulted loans and overabundance of homes with liens 
(including public perception), exposure of general fund, and financial risk to jurisdiction. 

City Contact Names and Phone Numbers: 

-
,==::~City of Monterey  -- T 
~ , City of Monterey -

~---

£ 

••••It, City of Marina~, _ . 

Questionnaire submitted for Monterey Bay Region - Page 3 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: .;:;C;.;..:it:.r.-v-=o:..:...f....:....N.:..::o:..:...rc.=...;o=--- _
 

Contact Person: -.-... Recreation Superintendent
 

Phone Number: _----------------


Email Address:._~ - -
.~ 

-- 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? Yes 

Type of Project:
 
X Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 

o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 

o HVAC Modifications and Controls 

o Automated Energy Management Systems 

o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 

X WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls
 

o Other (specify) _ 

b. Stage of Development: 

X Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy savings 
estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary permits/approvals and 
awaiting funding. This project will be ready for implementation when funding is made 
available. The project will take no more than 9 months to complete. 

o Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 

o Energy audiUfeasibility study in progress. 

o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 

o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 



----------------------

c.	 Estimated Project Costs: $ _ 

d.	 Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply), 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 

o	 Utility Rebates 

o Other (specify) _
 

X No match funds·currently identified
 

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 

o	 Lack of Identified Projects 

X	 Lack of Match Funding 

o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 

o	 Other(s) (specify) ...:....-

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or economically,:' 
challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy efficiency projects or 
products (based on a per capita allocation or other methodology) 

X	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:



4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 

o No partners available/identified 

o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 

o Other(s) (specify) ---'----- _ 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the US 
Department of Energy? 

Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? Yes No 

X No 

Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? We will be fostering a partnership with Chevron for 
guidance and assistance through the projects. 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? _ 

5. What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve meaningful 
results? $5 million 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? unknown 

6. Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials) jobs? 
Yes, according to our estimate, these projects will create 149 new skilled jobs, mainly in the 
mechanical and electrical trades. 



7. Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in making energy 
efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through property tax assessments or similar 
mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 

o Established, but not yet operating 

o Under development: Planned implementation date: _ 

X Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 

o No program exists or is under consideration. 

o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.norco.ca.us (when available)
 
Contact Name and Phone Number: Housing Manager .- .~ -";""" --'----- .

Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18th by:
 
Scanning and emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us
 
Faxing to (916) 654-4304 .
 
Mailing to:
 

California Energy Commission
 
Attn: EECSG Program
 

1516 Ninth Street, MS-42
 
Sacramento, CA 95814
 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS
 
INFORMA TION!
 

mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: City of Laguna Beach 

Contact Person: __.tF!!I!!!!!.!!!!IIIL	 _ 

Phone Number: s 

Email Address:	 2 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? j2gYes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
1]1 HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
rn Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

m Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy audiUfeasibility study in progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential project~. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $_3_00_,_0_0_0 _ 

, 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

1]1	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o	 Other (specify) ,----- ----,- _ 
o	 No match funds currently identified 



---------------------

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o	 Lack of Match Funding 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playil1g Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

KK Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes ~ No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners availablelidentified 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
£g Other(s) (specify) Geographic isolation 



-------------------

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): --'  _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

KI No 
D Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ $100, 000 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $--,-	 _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? DYes ~ No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assistproperty owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

D Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating
 
D Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
D Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
~ No program exists or is' under consigeration.
 
D Don't have any information on how this would work.
 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



~. 

Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18th by: 

1. Scanning and emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us 
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304 
3.	 Mailing to:
 

California Energy Commission
 
Attn: EECBG Program
 

1516 Ninth Street, MS-42 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

(. THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS 
INFORMA TION! 

mailto:emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us


American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: C/7'1 #F ~L.E7:A. 

Contact Person: __---------

Phone Number:	 _---------

Email Address:
 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? OO<es D No
 

a. Type of Project 

~Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o/Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
ri HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems
 

otors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
WaterlWastewater System Process a.nd. Co
~Other (specify CI e.
 

/le~/,7d:7~ 
b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
nergy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 

necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. ~Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o/Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
riJ/Ne have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
r£ We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ tSi94-tiBO 
d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

~~isting City/County Funds 
ri~tility Rebates 

Other (specify) -------------~ 

o No match funds currently identified 

CrTY rl-(;,Je;b; is a-r.eiAeA. /rt f;k-.S-"{)-f.? '!i'~ 6R;~e"r _ 
~R:b.eA5~r ~ie.- (;~&u/ne$~M.-.Sl!-e Ci;'Ic)~. 

trol~. • 

~ds 'Csee-~' 

DATE
RECD. June 22 2009

DOCKET
09-OII-1



----------------------

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
Ck of Identified Projects 

o Lack of Match Funding
 ~Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How ca~t Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economi lIy challenged jurisdictions? 

Guaranteed formul!a-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
_efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 

methodology) 
o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 

jUrisdict,ions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:

4.	 Is ~ur city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
[i'y;~ 0 No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners availablelidentified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) & /xMR"e~.s 



Do YOU~lato/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from thEt::> 
US Dep ment of Energy? -5RJ:/.. ~i: G;,lJ4!Jy ~C-J';tto/ bt-l;~f=' 

Yes, already established. Name of D8rtner(s): ""'~Ae£.l1BIC.S"ne.ss ~~ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? stYes 0 No 

o No 
o Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best?S"IH-~T dr~/aIW7t!tt1/ury 
~drl~ (See--~ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $.5c2:9 6J@ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 1.t>""P 

6.	 Would your project'~reate and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? riY~; 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? p,l-~ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
tablished, but not yet operating 

Onder development: Planned implementation date: _~Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
Q No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at W'NW. 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: TmtJYl of Uh &1'fz;J;;. 

Contact Person: _{ ~(1J11{C VrP(cft~ 

Phone Number: ~:....-... _ 

Email Address:
 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes 0 No
 

a. Type of Project 

LY'Ughting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
[jI./l4VAC Mod ifications and Controls 
r::]/Automated Energy Management Systems 
CI Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
[]./WaterlWastewater System Pr2-cess and Contr~~~-h - fA 
Q/6ther (specify) L$fJ etrflamOh prtraYYl/MI& e,~f11tWf? 

b. Stage of Development 

Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 1lAt pv¥ct WLS J (energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. ~ ~~ilf1uJ ~ Project(s) identIfied, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 

~ ~ Mif?i offt 0 Energy auditlfeasibility study in progress. 
We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. ~~fl1 doCu~ 0 
We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. fiuft ~~t aKd 0 

~m aU aWUYti)c, Estimated Project Costs: $--,,~'---lL.:<..+-'!W"--"--='--- _ 
()Ji; tv! rlo-tQ· 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

~XiSting City/County Funds 
o Uti lity Rebates
 
D Other (speclfy) __--:-;-----;-:-----:-:-=----:-_------.- _
 

c:J No match funds currently identified 



·. 
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2. What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects 
D Lack of Match Funding 
Gt Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Fieldh for ·small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? . 

~Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible. cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
_ ;Jurisdictions, economically isad anta ,hi h nemployment rates, etc.) 
UY Other (specify) ~·f t!U ~ce5~ 

. a.fJ(J(((P;{lQ\J1 af'd a l~ w?fv! ~UtIVtUt~T7U}1 &f PVlJ.1Iet 
If competition is to be limited, what criteria shou d be used? flvtl Ut . ex 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

.other Recommendations?: 
._~-----------------

4.	 Is your cityjcounty gart of a re~ional or loea) partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes IltNo, Im7&rour ft{rl1C~Y- p~<yd. . 
What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
 

D No partners available/identified
 
o Lack of resources/mech9nisms to parti~ipate ...Jf}., ,---,

IfOthef(s) (specify) COQftU!1MifIA awJ. ~t{)a wi MfTfiatn{1e> fff'lill~ 
1W U1C cr ~~f{1l~r.e(i}UY'ZeS . 



JUN/18/2009/THU 04: 15 PM Town Managers Office FAX No, 408 399 5786	 P, 003 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Depal1ment of Energy? 

Cl Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 

BNo . 
o UndeCided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? /nCr~ge .fU;r,d{~ 

a{foarfiQl1 and IYJc!Mde -fw1;!I1f1. ~~ (lM/,(rt:tt;. 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ #'10,f]JJD 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ I]j)fJI (JJD 
( 

6.	 Would your project(~create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? rnYes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 20127 ~V1at~!; 
tiWlL ..~~~~ 

'd d' 't' ti' fi' t· t rt io-fU~ ~?fa~!~.([;fs'7.	 Have you conSI ere In! la ng a Inanclng program 0 assls prope y owners In .\ 

making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through . 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e,g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
Dj Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
G!' No program exists or is under consideration.
 
D Don't have any information on how this would work..
 

Program information can be accessed at www ..	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: ~	 _ 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: t " I' '. I
·..I·e· .f"'J. • ... _ f V U 

I 

(' " " .: .,. ..;"' ~YY\-r'flV'\( (\,--. . t f"~ ~ . 

c .-. ." ','
"';"1-'\.'/'./"

...... • .;.r "I ..... '_._ 

"1-" -' . ...... 
'j""" -.
f..  .~.:. J' :: '. 

" 

Contact Person: . 

Phone Number:	 _ 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ~Yes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

tB-. Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
pi	 Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
1iJ	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
~	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
JG WaterlWast~wate! Systel'!1, Pro~ss and C~ntrol~ ./ / 
.. Other (specify) ///.5t'(/.4LtdN ~, p~,-LJUL///C 

b. Stage of Development bk'/;(:::z:7? ~ . 
o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 

(energy saVings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting .funding. 

a	 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed, 
.. 0 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
__ We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. .. 
.iI We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. ~ 2 A::::: 

//l.5t://OJ7/b/U ;:ort7J:'.e.c7S d/,/'oy 
c.	 Estimated Project Costs: ~III/A:C;I Srrc~~ l~h:r//zq/ (''/JI?b~/'#7/;;~.:::r'J 

~ r -/hv.:$ r//n~. v' 
d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates, / ,r ~
 

Til Other (specify) f../n.6f;tdvb'./ ~ /;71".5 7?~.1l.
 
o	 No match funds currently identified 



JUN-19-2009 06:43 AM	 p, 2 

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o	 Lack of Match Funding 
a: Lack of Expertise/Human Resources L-
J&.- Other(s) (specify) /)?~/~ &;p~ 7'2? 

'.57t1J)/'e'.s d//c:f C~sr bdj.f!-/:s. 

How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions. economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) -'-- _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

/4\ Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? '•.. / 
DYes ,K'J No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? h~ 1/I/":Pl:~.U::::p.tpA, s:c.~9·;,f;:1';P' 
)8.. No partners availablelidentified ;,./;~".:J-ol -Ih -( cP~!.;f1i~, 1".. 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate ,/' 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s):	 _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

D No 
~ Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? '> );:.sk{Y/JU (!??tlet1f 
_	 -~.,- '" ..::t-, /:. ~_~ ... .L _~~/~9 L '" 

c·#?PSR" W"~~~r .. .,.-- pPL5~LC/#L (I iL ~LL;. rl~eJd , 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? £>?,.t{Jt~rti;\,,:~~ 

J$.1"f;M7 ')",/!'''~~ 1"~(!:;?/ D - /·V;rd:~,.A:iC:: ~ . ,. 

5.	 What minimum funding am.9,Y.nt would YJUr city/county/partne!ship need to achieve 
meaningful results? $:3::' /C (Rf.(u/dl?,//).,v r d.4-t/C ~J1r~//e.s) 

1 What i,s an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $S'TI'(!,~r J,4i7';;};dl u· 

d'/1dl/71de/'"/7 /?~a-j-/~'~ t.tn~;/d~,v~ r;Ih/s '-n~e JHJ- iA/'e" 
~ 4 

<r~,p~ d~~r#"2 f b DC> ;rlO# diN ~Y-/i57>rl9 ;5-rr~er 
6.	 ~Would your project(s) create and retai direct and indirect (suppliers wl46 make~4h1/~q c?!oPeJ 

materials) jobs? DYes D No L, tiL" .J .' /./'.
U/~KI>:1J,..I~ J.,t:/n/$jr.;f·'wlf , 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in
 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through
 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)?
 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned Implementation date: _ 
D Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
• No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work" 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

",	 ,'1 .' I) ,1 ",if " ",' ~ 
: J"::.':':::" J..: ;-.~'"' > 

1,/ 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 
-4 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address:
 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded~es 0 No
 

a. Type of Project 

;6 Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
D Street Ljghting and/or Traffic Signals
 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o Automated Energy Management Systems
 
D Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
CI WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls
 
o	 other (specify) _- 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place. all 

. necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 
~ Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
~Energy aUdit/feasibility stUdy in progress. 
D We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
Cl We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.
 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $	 _ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

Cl	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
D Other (specify) __--.--:-:-~~------------'Jl.No match funds currently identified 



, JUN-18-2009 03:43PM FROM-CITY OF SELMA 
~ '~	 

+ T-640 P,003/004 F-899 

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
[] Lack of Identified Projects
 
~ Lack of Match Funding
 

o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions?X Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 

efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocatidn or other 
methodology) 

D	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

[J Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited. what criteria should be used? 

$ Amount Set Aside 

4. 

\Nhat are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
CJ No partners availablelidentified 

0 Lack ,of resour~sttohpnimto aartiCiPa<tit n ~ fulFt 0 f'I cb 
Other(s) (speCIfy) £Jr rel \'o ;t.U ~ 

V 

'
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? -CJ,.. "I,.,. ;ie;.. . T 

~Yes, already established. Name ofpartner(s): ~rlO \..(7IUb..;;.,RAfA-+-,_ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? ClYesANo d 

D No 
o Undecided/Need more information 

How can the Energy CommIssion help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum fundin9iljount ~ould ~e')r city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 2,Su Qu 

What is an appropriate maXimu!tundlng amount for projects? s!1.50} Q:diJ 

6.	 Would your proje~) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs?~e5 Cl No ? 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009. 2010, 2011 and 20127 " 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over mUltiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: _ 
~ Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
~No program exists or is under consideration. 

D Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at WINW.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: ~	 _ 



CITY OF GOLETA CALIFORIA
 

FISCAL YEARS 2009/10 & 2010/11
 

FUNDING REQUEST FOR EECBGP &SEP PROJECTS & PROGRAMS
 

1 Amortization Study Conduct an amortization analysis of 
Venoco, lnc.'s Ellwood Oil & Gas 
Processing Facility 

This matter relates to policy direction in 
the City's General Plan/Coastal Land 
Use Plan, under Policy LU 10, aTo 
promote the discontinuation of onshore 
processing and transport facilities for oil 
and gas, the removal of unused or 
abandoned facilities, and the restoration 
of areas affected by existing or former oil 
and gas facilities within the city. " 

Seeking $75,000 

Conduct an update of a 
year 2001 amortization 
study by the County of 
Santa Barbara, followed 
by legal review, and 
hearing/decision-making 
by the City 

2 Energy Policy Planning Participate in Federal & State planning 
processes that study and decide upon: 

• Leasing of offshore tidelands/outer 
continental shelf lands for oil & gas 
development in the western Santa 
Barbara Channel 

• Decommissioning of offshore oil & 
gas platforms, piers and pipelines 

• Rigs to reef projects 

• Rule-making for change of 
owner/operator, 
abandonment/decommissioning, and 
financial assurances 

Seeking $50,000 

Partial funding of Goleta 
staff member at $25,000 
per annum for two-years 

3 Energy Green Codes Prepare and adopt energy efficient/green 
codes for Inland & Coastal Zoning 
Districts and Building & Safety Codes 
that are responsive to AB32/SB375 

Seeking $75,000 

Goleta has match 
funding of $90,000 to 
prepare it's first Inland 
Zoning Code and 
Coastal Zoning Code, 
the latter of which 
requires certification by 
the California Coastal 
Commission 

Goleta seeks an added 
$50,000 for its Zoning 
Codes and $25,000 for 
its BuildinQ Code 



4 Revitalization Efforts Broaden Goleta's revitalization efforts 
within the Old Town Neighborhood to 
emphasize energy efficient/green 
bUilding construction and materials (900 
households; 5,500 residents; >40% 
minority; mostly low to moderate 
incomes;1 ,293 parcels; 595 acres) 

Seeking $50,000 

Partial funding of Goleta 
staff member at $25,000 
per annum for two-years 

5 Energy Efficiency Public 
Outreach 

Broaden Goleta's current public outreach 
efforts on energy efficiency to include 
green house gas reduction and 
sustainability measures as follows: 

• Expand our instructional training of 
private sector architects and general 
contractors on green codes, energy 
efficient site planning, energy 
efficient construction techniques and 
materials, and GHG reduction 
measures 

• Expand our seminars for small 
business owners and residents on 
energy efficiency, GHG reductions 
and sustainability measures 

• Expand our solar energy rebate 
clinics in concert with Edison 

• Expand our Direct Install Program 
that provides energy audits and 
retrofits of lighting, appliances and 
equipment to small business, 
residents and mobile home parks 

• Expand our Holiday Light Exchange 
Program and Energy Efficient Light 
Program 

• Expand our Green Business 
Partnership program that provides 
integrated audits of transportation 
demand, integrated waste source 
reduction & recycling, water 
conservation, and environmentally 
friendly procurement 

• Provide match funding for our 
regional approach to energy 
efficiency and GHG reduction: South 
Coast Energy Efficiency Partnership 
and Green Business Partnership, 
involving 20-member pUblic 
agencies, non-profit agencies, utility 
companies, special districts and 
Chambers of Commerce 

Seeking $50,000 

Partial funding of Goleta 
staff member at $25,000 
per annum for two-years 



6 Green City Facilities 
Planning & Engineering 

Goleta seeks to retrofit several existing 
public facilities, such as the Community. 
Center and Library, and build a new City 
Hall, records storage facility and Fire 
Station 

The greening of Goleta's public facilities, 
old and new, is sought for purposes of 
energy efficiency, operational cost 
savings, and public modeling 

Seeking $200, 000 

Partial funding of Goleta 
staff member at 
$100,000 per annum for 
two-years for purposes 
of coordinating green 
capital improvement plan 
preparation, design 
engineering, fund 
acquisition, preparation 
of contract specs, bid 
solicitation and award 

7 Green City Facilities 
Capital Projects 

Goleta seeks to retrofit and build anew 
public facilities that include the use of 
energy efficient/green equipment and 
materials, including solar systems for 
photovoltaic generation and water 
heating, thermal sealing and glazing, 
insulation and water conservation 

-

Match funding for capital 
construction, equipment 
and materials costs, pius 
permitting, mitigation 
and monitoring costs, to 
be determined through 
planning & engineering 
studies 

8 Well Abandonment 
Project 

Goleta seeks to abandon 3-oil wells, 5
water wells and 1-groundwater 
monitoring well on a coastal open space 
area - the Sperling Preserve at Ellwood 
Mesa 

Seeking $250,000 

Goleta has reserved 
match funding of 
approximately $499,000 

The project involves 
preparation of a final 
action plan based on 
current geotechnical 
study, plus CEQA 
analysis and reporting, 
Coastal Commission 
permitting, mitigation, 
well abandonment, and 
environmental 
monitoring 

Total project cost is 
estimated at $750,000 

9 Beach Hazards Removal 
- Planning, Permitting, 
Funding & Administration 

In collaboration with the State Lands 
Commission, Goleta seeks to remove 
abandoned oil pier pilings, oilfield 
equipment, pipelines and bulkworks from 
the Sperling Preserve at Ellwood Mesa 
and adjoining State Tidelands (see 
attached photographs) 

Seeking $50,000 

Partial funding of Goleta 
staff member at $25,000 
per annum for two-years 
for coordination of action 
plan, CEQA and permits 



10 Beach Hazards Removal 
- Capital Project 

Removal of abandoned oilworks from the 
coastal bluffs and adjoining beach and . 
tidelands waters that stem from the 
former Ellwood Oil Field, now the coastal 
public open space of the Sperling 
Preserve at Ellwood Mesa 

Match funding for capital 
construction, equipment 
and materials, plus 
permitting, mitigation 
and monitoring costs, to 
be determined through 
planning & engineering 
studies 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County:
 

Contact Person: __'----------

Phone Number:
 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? lQ1'es D No 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
~ HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
IB'" Other (specify) .:z=jL~Z:6 AT%r11>J IL1. ~ i).e F&c.A r..J;-".J/ # Ce!Nr/UJI.J 

b. Stage of Development 

Iid""'Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ ;1.:;. s:,• 000 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

(!(Existing. City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates
 
~Other (specify) W~Lt.- IJ~ Apel.v~4 F()(t wAre"-" 4tl.AI'ff"
 
o No match funds currently identified 



---------------------

· ._ _------_ _---_ .. _-- ----_._--_.. _._-----------------_._-------

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o	 Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
~ Other(s) (specify) /-lvAc. Co s.,.. e~"'t~w..A7'E.. A..tlJrLe r14A~
 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

jg'"'"Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes 9"'No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
 
~No partners avaHable/identified
 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



------------------

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

o Yes, already established. Name of partne
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 

~No 
o Undecided/Need more information 

r(s): 
0 No 

_ 

What types of partnerships would work best? _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 
-\ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $_I.f,L.!O'rLJ-l0.::.......=O....,:O=--- _ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ ;10 0 /00 C . 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? ~es 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009Q010)2011 and 2012?--rc::z. -/.>
? ? ? 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established. but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date:	 _ 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
~ No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



·
 ... 

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: Santa Barbara County
 
Contact Person: long Range P:lanning Deputy Director
 
Phone Number:
 
Email Address:
 

Note: Santa Barbara County's responses are in Italics 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? 

Yes 

a. Type of Project 

1.	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 

Yes 

2.	 Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 

Yes 

3.	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 

Yes 

4.	 Automated Energy Management Systems 

Yes 

5.	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 

NA 

6.	 WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 

Yes 

7.	 Other (specify) 

See Attachment A 

b. Stage of Development 

1.	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy savings 
estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary pennits/approvals 
and awaiting funding. 

Project #1 (Climate Action Strategy) and Project #4 (Photovoltaic trellis system on parking,) 



described in Attachment A are "shovel ready. " 

2.	 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 

The remaining projects in Attachment A fall within this category. 

3.	 Energy auditlfeasibility study in progress. 

NA 
4.	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 

NA 
5.	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

NA 

c. Estimated Project Costs: 

The County has the capacity to spend upwards of $20,000,000 on EECBG related projects 
listed in Attachment A. 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

1.	 Existing City/County Funds 

Matching funds are available, but not in sufficient quantity to fund all projects. For example, 
many ARRA programs require a local match of over 20%. This has proved to be a 
challenging requirement, given the current economic environment. 

2.	 Utility Rebates 

NA 
3.	 Other (specify) 

NA 
4.	 No match funds currently identified 

NA 

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program? 

5.	 Lack of Identified Projects 

NA 

6.	 Lack of Match Funding 

Given the current economic environment, identification of local matching funds is challenging. 

7.	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 

NA 

8.	 Other(s) (specify) 

2 



,
 

Local utility companies often do not have approved "fixtures" that would allow a project to 
meet the goals of EECBG. For example, a major utility in Santa Barbara County does not 
have an approved selection of LED or solar powered street lights that local jurisdictions could 
choose to install. 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small andlor 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

8.	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for elig.ible, cost-effective energy efficiency 
projects or products (based on a per capita aHocation or other methodology) 

Yes (see discussion below) 

9.	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

No 

10.	 Other (specify) 

NA 

11.	 If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion $	 Amount Set Aside 
NA	 NA 

Other Recommendations? 

A per capita funding methodology presents the most equitable option, as all jurisdictions will 
be guaranteed energy efficiency funding, regardless of the jurisdiction's operational capacity 
to submit applications, track deadlines, or navigate the ARRA process. 

We further recommend that unused, or otherwise uncommitted small and large city/county 
formulary funds be returned to the pool for future allocation on a competitive basis. This gives 
jurisdictions with multiple qualifying projects an opportunity to maximize access to funding and 
ensures that the state fully utilizes ARRA-EECBG related funding. 

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 

Yes; the County partners with cities and utilities serving the northern and southern portions of 
the region in an effort to promote energy efficiency. These two partnerships - the South 
Coast Energy Efficiency Partnership Program with Southern California Edison and the Energy 
Watch Partnership program with Pacific Gas and Electric - were recently renewed by the 
Board of Supervisors. 

12.	 What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 

~ No partners available/identified 

NA 

~ Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 

NA 
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13.	 Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from 
the US Department of Energy? 

~ Undecided/Need more information 

Larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the US Department of Energy have been 
hesitant to partner and potentially share any portion of the award with jurisdictions not 
receiving a direct allocation. 

~ What types of partnerships would work best? 

Partnerships that provide an opportunity to address regional energy efficiency and 
renewable energy issues are needed, and specific support should be targeted towards 
local policy development. Such partnerships are fundamental if local governments, 
special districts, agencies, the private sector, and other stakeholders are to meet new 
legislative requirements to reduce greenhouse gas emissions outlined under Assembly Bill 
32 and Senate Bill 375. 

Regional partnerships that provide for coordinated development of Climate Action 
Strategies, Solar and Energy Efficiency Financing Districts (AB 811), workforce training, 
and other Strategic Plans are the only way to ensure the outcomes of local action are long 
lasting, holistic, and avoid producing one-time benefits. Without these partnerships, the 
work done by a jurisdiction to make specific improvements - for example, updating its 
HVAC system - could be entirely negated by the fact that the workforce in the area is 
untrained as to how to operate the new system. Moreover, a standard regional approach 
to energy efficiency improvements would provide the consistency necessary to optimize 
the private-sectors response, build specialized expertise, and foster long term job growth. 

~ How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? 

The Energy Commission could use the EECBG to provide seed funding to help local 
jurisdictions initiate strategic planning and implementation opportunities, strengthening 
the capacity ofjurisdictions to manage the entire lifecyc/e of renewable and energy 
efficiency and improvements: from initial project concept, to scoping, to implementation, to 
ongoing maintenance. 

5). What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? 

$350,000 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? 

The County has the capacity to spend upwards of $20,000,000 on EECBG related projects. 

6). Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials) 
jobs? 

Yes. Santa Barbara County uses IMPLAN economic modeling software to estimate direct, 
indirect and induced job creation as well as produce estimates related to tax impacts and total 
economic multiplier of concept projects. 
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Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? 

Conservatively, at least 200 direct and indirect jobs could be created over the next four years, 
given that all projects in Attachment A are funded. 

7).	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in making 
energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through property tax 
assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

The County is currently considering adoption of a solar and energy efficiency financing 
district, consistent with AB 811; however, a specific program has not yet been developed. 

AS 811 Contact Name and Phone Number: 

___3....d....~--.. 

Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18th by: 
1. Scanning and emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us 
2. Faxing to (916) 654-4304 
3. Mailing to: 

California Energy Commission 
Attn: EECBG Program 
1516 Ninth Street, MS-42 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO SHARE THIS
 
INFORMATION!
 

5 
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Attachment A - Santa Barbara County Proposed Projects 

Santa Barbara County is engaged in the development of numerous projects that seek to reduce 
communitywide greenhouse gas emissions by decreasing energy consumption, fostering renewable 
energy resources, and improving energy efficiency in all sectors. This overarching program will 
position Santa Barbara County to succeed in the clean energy economy through projects that seek 
to implement the objectives of ARRA. These projects include: 

1.	 A Climate Action Strategy and Implementation Plan to address the requirements of AB 32, SB 
375, SB 97, and other greenhouse gas emission legislation. 

Estimated Project Cost: $335,000 

2.	 A community renewal project for the County's redevelopment area that would leverage 
Workforce Investment Board funding, Community Development Block Grant funding, local 
redevelopment financial resources, and proximity to UC Santa Barbara to: 

~	 Build green workforce capacity by developing a building energy audit and inspection 
curriculum and training program 

~	 Incubate new "green businesses" 

~	 Retrofit the existing affordable housing stock to improve energy efficiency and allow 
installation of renewable energy improvements 

In total, this project would provide long range communitywide economic enhancement and build 
on existing regional strengths in technology and advanced research. Moreover, the training 
curriculum would inform the development of an ongoing program to facilitate building energy 
audits and provide public financing to retrofit improvements to the existing building stock, in line 
with AB 811. 

Estimated Project Cost: $750,000 

3.	 Comprehensive upgrades to public building facilities: HVAC modifications, renewable energy 
installation, energy efficiency improvements, and energy management control systems. 

Estimated Project Cost: $8 million aggregate from a number of phased retrofits/replacement 
programs. 

4.	 Installation of a photovoltaic trellis system on a new public parking lot in the coastal zone to 
provide power for lighting the parking lot and downtown street lighting. 

Estimated Project Cost: $800,000 

5.	 Program design and implementation of an energy efficiency and renewable energy financing 
district (AB 811). 
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Estimated Project Cost: $50,000 (excluding available loan funds) 

6.	 Upgrades to a County wastewater district to expand the recycled water program; clean water 
upgrades to regional parks and other County facilities. 

Estimated Project Cost: $4.65 million 

7.	 Comprehensive public works transportation improvements to save energy and reduce vehicle 
miles traveled by synchronizing and retrofitting traffic signals with LED lighting, installing 
sidewalks and bike lanes, and improving pedestrian bridges. 

Estimated Project Cost: $5 million 

8.	 Modernization of the land use and building permit review process to streamline development that 
includes energy efficiency and renewable energy elements, while also exceeding Title 24 
standards. This includes a public education and outreach component that links consumers with 
local energy efficiency improvement businesses and contractors to stimulate home-grown 
investment in the local economy. 

Estimated Project Cost: $100,000 

9.	 An updated landfill' gas collection system to capture methane gas and improve cogeneration 
capacity for sale of renewable energy on the open market. 

Estimated Project Cost: $TBD 

7 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ~es 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
fiI Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
o HVAC Modifications and Controls 
ii' Automated Energy Management Systems 
rst Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
ri Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls 
[g' Other (specify) uft4'iMV'll.tLilovU 

b. Stage of Development 

Ii Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

Ii Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
1St' Energy aUdiUfeasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specIfic project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ .JI Z. 0(0) 000 - lllL fv6.eC'-ts. 
d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

Ii Existing City/County Funds- "~e.oU
 
g Utility Rebates
 
o Other (specify) __-:----:--_:-=---:-- _ 

o No match funds currently identified 



-
( 

2.	 What barriers limit your participation In this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
Ii Lack of Match Funding
 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
B Other(s)(specify) :::ClNl--bdl~ £e.,L,SMo 1.'- C.d=tes-k> .f4,vd...
 

V\eUS5aV'j aa;Ulll ties. --k> ~e, a- ~vCOea f6NweL Y-ec~ " 

If competition is to be limited, what Criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

t:c..o)'\o~~ :;£V\cl\..CD..teV'SLcu: ~~()b lo~,~) 

~~ ~l~effiu~ 
C?f,(>3"'4 flu ro ~r--r",-,,(J,)/i~MJ~ _ 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 ~your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
~Yes 0 No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o No partners available/identified 
~ Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
Ii'J Other(s) (specify) L(.tg:.,. Of hK.e..~ ic be. -fu-McAecLj 

CArea.:kt.8"\LJ 01 u.r\.()~ ~ '-\{Lu 0U'1,V\. tV ~ .
-tvFt -to c/J..&Wl \Q u:tel ~~ tu -11 ~ ba2>~. 



, I 

j 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy?

ii Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): 6~ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

D No 
o Undecided/Need more infonnation 

What types of partnerships would work best? __~__~	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? :111.C ifeD.:>e -I c:Lt..vect 

{.e.<:k~c.A1Ja~\9\o. y\.(f..<:k.....t"'(Pd~·,-..LV\.....u=:s.:-=;:.L.::\u-f=f-'s::::....:...-.	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ IJ ooo~ (XX) (~ 

~~~=~='iX0~e~~t;:~
iN~c;ts. 6~·: W.1""Vof rwo-Ht 41 2-50) oeD j Mc-\oV61 ~~ d..n~: <i (0) a<;>O. 

6.	 Would your project(§) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? mes 0 No . 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 20127 t-tJ..t.J,.. t¥0J(Jd"
\s 0& ..f-feveVd:. {~ lo.1bov IfYllJ.tevl!JS re~('(LVe.WLe;~cwc.L tU..:. ui..lt:uv./ 
6Upp\\oWS~ \0{6 ttO~eM.:t c91'\....-pv. Pc\"S ~cL. 

7.	 'Have you COilsidered initiating a financing progr m to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o ..,..under development: Planned implementation date: _ 
r:t Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program infonnation can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 _ 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: _.....;I""-'n'-L.y..;:;..o.....;:C;;..;:o:..;::u:.:..;n;.:..ty'--- _ 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 
----' 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? !:8JVes D No 

a. Type of Project 

[gj Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
D Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
[gj HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
[gj Automated Energy Management Systems
 
D Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps
 
[gj WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls
 
[gj other (specify) Solar, electrical upgrade
 

b. Stage of Development 

[gj	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy savings 
estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary permits/approvals and 
awaiting funding. 

[gj Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed.
 
D Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
 
D We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
D We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects.
 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $_--=5:..1.:,60=0'-1.:,0=00=-	 _ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

D	 EXisting City/County Funds 
[g]	 Utility Rebates 
D other (specify) _ 
D No match funds currently identified 



.,.! - '.. 

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
~ Lack of Match Funding
 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify). _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or economically 
challenged jurisdictions? 
~ Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy efficiency projects 

or products (based on a per capita allocation or other methodology) 
~ Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small jurisdictions, 

economically disadvantaged, h'igh unemployment rates, etc.) 
~	 Other (specify) The County has had difficulty in the past procuring grant funds due to its 

small population and related cost savings measured per capita - criteria that allow the 
County to be competitive despite its small population would be beneficial 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Small population versus large land area 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
~Yes ONo 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
~	 Other(s) (specify) Difficulty coordinating with Los Angeles Department of Water and 

Power 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the US 
Department of Energy? 

o Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): -------- 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes DNo 

~ No 
D Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? N/A - no large jurisdictions with which to partner 

in the County 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve meaningful results? 
$	 500,000
 

•
 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $,_-.:5"'-',=60=0"'-',=0=00::....- _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make materials) jobs? 
[glYes ONo 

ApprOXimately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? -:::5=0,--_ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in making energy 
efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through property tax assessments or similar 
mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating, 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
[gl Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work.
 

Program information can be accessed at www. _
 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 
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1",	 I!i!l!S...n~Sity input to CA EC Gra:zrts.pp1x• 

CWLab International Ltd. 

InnovstJon to Fruition 
n~M.<AN~~L.7ftJt;~b ~PvrV~. • 

",	 .Sma;Ll..City's; RzespoM to EE Questionnaire 
Reply deadline: 6/18 to eecbg@energy.state.ca.us 

1. ~o Y?U have energy red~rojects 
Identlfied to be funded?~..@5"No 

a Type ofProject . 
• Other (specify)	 ~ljlr.lIUg, pmjeet 

J?JBWIl ." fisIa1lAr e::1ct'q> 130~ 70 !::Jb/e 
b.	 Stage.of~eve.lopment .c~ ~~ffT=~ 

• Projects Identified, but supporting documentation 
is ~.,erdeveloped7.~~d1l y. 

• Energy auditlfeasil*lity study. ift f>RlgNSS ~Isr 
c. Estimated Project Costs: 

• $2.5M - Long Term 
. • $O.5M - Short Term , 

d. Do the proposals' have match funding? 

..... @ No match funds currently·identified 
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Narisa Chu 06117109 

CWLab Intomational Ltd. 

.. 

Innovation to Fruition 

..' 

6/1812009 
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ftime to · 

sal and to 

~ 

, ,." ..sm.I1 Oity -input to CA Be Gnnts.pptx 

(Continued) 

2.	 What barriers would limit your jurisdiction's 
participation in this program? iJ 0 w~ 

3.	 ~ (specify) 
for ·0· t y~nture · ro:fi ssionI 

co anies submit th fa 
hecr·delines D osal a r yale 

4.	 How can the Commission best "Level the 
Playing Field~' for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

• Other (specify) Ee acts as a broker to 
forge joint ;m:Qiects among vari.ous 
iurisdictionsand the industry, instead of a 
judge in a competition. 

Other Recommendations? No point of 
running competition, every submission 
should be accommodated through 
prioritization or alliance. ECplays the role 
ora match maker or a mentor. 

Narisa Chu 06117109 

CWLab International Ltd. 

http;//mafi.google.comlmai1f?ui--z&ik""fe11fOOcf5&view=att&tlFUlf4c7955aOee9f&atti... 6/18/2009 
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, oSJ:R~ <;ity input to CA Be Grant5~ppbt , 
-. 

Innovatiop to-FlJI,itlOn~ '7").1 /) 

::J:) t!Ji'-t IJfJ (RrJ~ f- Ii "d;-LJ~ L. ' 

.1 • , esponse to EECBG 
Questionnaire 

(Co~tinued) 

4. Is your jurisdiction part ofa partnership that 
could apply for fimding? 

~Yes~ 
What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? tI''0 tV'e . 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jmisdiction 
receiving direct awards from the-DoE? 

• Undecided/Need more information , 
• What:typesofpartnerships would work best? Turn

key solution at -~ of the Cost char",ged to_~ 

jurisdicWm 
• How can the Energy Commission help foster 

partnerships? Be serves as a match maker based on 
our S;L1ecifieQ needs olJmmQsa1 submission. 

b.	 How can theRe best encourage partnerships among 
small jurisdictions? 

M.atch N9,PosalS submitted from various small 
jyrisdictio~. Conduct round-table sessions for in-demh 
discussions. 

__ http://mailgoogle.comImaiV?ui-2&ik'=fel'7t&'cl5~121f4c79S5aOee9f&8tti... 611812009 

. .~	 ~ 



Narisa Chu 06117/09 

CWLab International Ltd. 

Innovation to FrvItJon
 
JJ-8ilt~ CQ p.stJL7(:I~, :L;;t-~, ~
 

· , Re,sponse to EECBG 
Questionnaire (continued) 

s.	 What minimum funding amount could your 
jurisdiction use to achieve meaningful 
results? $500,000 

6.. What is an appropriate maximum funding 
amount for projects? $2.5M 

6. Would your projects create and retain direct 
and·indirect (suppliers who make materials) 

'.' . jobS?-®	 . 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 
2009, 2010, 2011, and 20121 Example: 

y our---PrQiect 1: 4Q09 -10, .4Q10 -10, 4Q11 
20, 4Q12- 30 . 

Your prgject 2: 4Q09 - 4, 4QI0 - IO,4Ql1 
10, 4Q12 - 35 

bttp:l/mailgoogle.comlmai.1nui-=2&ik'=fcl7fliccf5&view=att&th=121f4c79S5aOr.e9f&atti.. 6/1812009 



--

• " t 

7. Is your jurisdiction interested in a local 
efficiency financing program for property 
owners? ye-~ 

a) ello-Ro 81 
tax .. 10· • .-.. 

b) Locally generated program, or through "California 
Communities" ofthe Treasurer's Office. 

~ 
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Narisa Chu 06117/09 

S e<K NrYTfQ) 1:f Y.!. 
LJRrflIM ().oN"-t lIL7itJC,.D(!"f
 

tl/ IT V6J) lICiD ffWD.> ;Lj ///
 

fo/'Q"/7£os€ r cAI 9 (f) r$v
 

bl~[ln ---

..... 

~) 
(:ht 

h":1J J) I L 

~ J> 0 

..-. 

,J~ r(S . 
1:MVe" riJl-I~JWr.,f R£:o {§yeCll7f~
 

(}!L{)~ n -.b'F-~ rfEldtC~l!1 f9~-tkJ~o 

.. ' 

http://m.ailgoogle.comImailf?ui~ik.=fe17ftSccf5&view=att&1h=121 f4c7955aOee9f&atti... 6/1812009 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Ctties and Counties 

Town of Portola ValleyName of City or County:
 

Contact Person:
 

Phone Number: ~~~~ _
 

Email Address:
 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes D No 

a. Type of Project 

o	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o	 Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
~ Other (specify) Home Performance Assessment & Retrofit 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identi'fled and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

~	 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $	 _ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _ 
m No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o	 Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
B Other(s) (specify) _
 

Limiting the funding to 35% of the project costs would be problematic as 

the Town does not have funding to carry out this project. 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

~	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
~Yes D No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
ca Other(s) (specify) The 35% limit on funding would reduce the number 

of small jurisdictions that are able to 

participate and the viability of the partnership. 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

o No
 
[2g Undecided/Need more information
 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $_5_0_,0_0_0 _ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? IZlYes [] No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating
 
D Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
1ZI Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
D No program exists or is under consideration.
 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 _ 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Effi,ciency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities apd Counties 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. 00 you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? 1(Yes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

la""' •	 l'A 1t-"'-1 P ~ J-t) ..,- ~ I I:> IA -r~ F b R-. 
~ Lighting Retrofit and Control~ - :2- c~V.AJT'I 8v I~D IN(." S 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 

;gr	 HVAC Modifications and Controls S£I1£2A l- -P1Z-~:r£C--rs / DE...u TI t:= I~~ 
~OJt- c..\'TIt:..~ -n::>te.l.os -f $6IeDL o Automated Energy Management Systems D,~-nz-I Lor ~ IA,.) AAc.lA./ 

o Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls
 

Jlf. Other (specify) ? V f>rz.O.:Te..CT::;;;'
 

b. Stage of Development 

li Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. . 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

Estimated Project Costs: $ to, kf .MIL-L-O-V ree.- 80 -pv 'PeoJ-f:..c.7Sc.
 
(BE:.F"O E:..E.. C5:r e.£B~Te=.)
 

d. Does the city/county [have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds 
ftt Utility Rebates 
.s Other(specify) c.e-~$ AVVOCA77DNS -r;,rAt-fCuvG" 

o No match funds currently identified f"f&'" to 001 000 

(..:?-e..B5 :::. c.. .... 'C..A.A-' eE;,Ne,'wA7;3 L t. £N.£~Y ODI...H~..s 



---------------------

(. 

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
D Lack of Match Funding
 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
.Ii Other(s) (specify)(Q TI~ l""-' tr, C. D,vS -rrZA IrUt - A '-L-Oc-,q 71 ON S 

FoTl.-	 CR~13s f~ PI rzS A1"" Tt+"'- fAJD OF' ZDo9. 
(f)LA:LK.. or=: i--.t:>..v H4..o~l..u(; F'TZ.-..JJ,-r TD )-fE.ET L(;)$7 ~r£7"Inl'c.vt~ 

S-r4.uOAe...D<.:. A::--o SLJ{;'6E:.STE:.D "B'/ ~~c.... 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economical.ly challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based al1locations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

Dr	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

DI Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
;g]Yes 0 No MA ~tN 0v £r:.t, Y WA 7""~ 11- P rJ ~ T" AJ l:.,z.s H ,P 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? . 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 

)KJ No TI-\E:.'l A1Z.l:.. ~LA--€IZ- -n-lAA.J (1.fb Lov,Ury ~ F AAIZ.J~ 

D Undecided/Need more information ... HAvE. 'PL-4.AJS F'-o.c.. flfG lU'..... 
'D I tZ..E.. c. .., 4\AJA ~1) S 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ _ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $	 _ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? DYes D No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? __~ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

D Established and in operation 
D Established, but not yet operating 
Jfl. Under devel,opment: Planned implementation date: 2010 

D Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
D No program exists or is under consideration. 
D Don't have any information on how this would work. 

()....>~	 DC) !0t>.,...-. W,q.A.1-r T~ 'Pt.JFSlrISJ;Program information can be accessed at www. 
ye-r To 'f-'e£.\ff::.A.-'T 0oo'-.lA.JiD 

Contact Name and Phone Number: {)'::: nl-L C-UIZ...12~T CSD~4z..... 

.A-1 A iZ.-~ •~~n= 



American Recovery and Re.investment Act of 2009 

Energy ~fficiency and Con~ervation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of CIty or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do YOll nave-energy reduction proje~ts identified to be funded? jilYes 0 No 

- ----La. -. TYP~ off?rOject·- 

O·~ighijhgRetr.ofit,~rJ~,Oot:ltrpls· 
0: ~s.tr.~Elt Lighting and/or T1$ffl6,:,Slghals
 
[1 HVAC M~fficatiQn5ahd·G~.ritrPf~.
 
p'.~t.9r11~~d~t¥rfiy'\Mahagemenf&y.stem$
 

. o~:,~M()1ors; iV~ria~l~ ~SPEf~~[)iiv~~;anQJ?~mp$. _ 
. 0" Wc;lt~rJVV~"$~eWat~r:$Y$f~m:Rr()~ss;ani:l '.Qpntrols 
J'f' .Otn~r\spe.¢i~?~.·t$o,m:e $~i!1,..·{·:Wlt-kV- .~~«vaj:)m~~..:,.-'o·.. ~.~--..._ 

b. $1~ge'~fJ)e~~J~p-m'~rir" , .. 

.~.~.h~~el;R~~~Y; p:rol~c.t(~)' ~Q.e~tm~~ ~n:d;ha~sURPortiQg documentatlbn 
-r$~~tgy~avlng~;',esti,~ates;:'c9~t;~tirn~te$I' ercfJresoOfCes in :pTacer all . . .:,.\ 

': :nf¥¥ssa!y;\R~f".JitWaPW9\1~I.s;~~;p._~~~itjn~:fundi.n~. - . 
a·· prQ]~cf(~tl(;tenttf!~dl:.l;>l:itsuPI?¢ftingdQ.Ol)m~.ntattonls not yetdeveloped. 
q Energy' §l.~pit1f~a~it.>lIiti;sJ~dY'jn_~f.pgr¢$~- . 
o We<ti?iyejde~sc,:PQt ~Pl:fGiftcproj~tCs)notyetidentified. 
d We ne~~tecnniCPI aS~istandeihj~eotifYing potential projects. 

c. EstimatedProjectCosts~' $ J'~OI o6f;> 

d. Does the citylcounty h~ve match funding available? (cheek all that apply) 

[J ~xisting City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates 
Q Other (specify) _~_~--:--,. ~ ~ 

~ No match funds currentlyidentifjed 

]
 



~.' 

2.	 What barriers limit your particip~tion in this program? 
D Lack of Identified Projects 
Sf Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
ba Other(s) (specify) . "TowV'. L1.'\5 ~o. Sc.i!§ ±z!.,x r:ev.-tlltJ-e a;~
 

t{	 ~·VVl·\kt1 '-?utt'~l $i) ul.{: ~d <80£0 ef-Th(t) VJv'"t?gV:o.twt.jQ'(y 

::UM'\t!e.A ()Ij-e~ ..._~ ~2,. *:=:;t:(V:~$~ ~ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission be~t I<Level·the playing Field" for $mall and/or 
eCPl10micFllly challenged jurisdictions? ' 

~	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible. epst-¢ffeCtive energy 
efficiency projects'or products (bas'~d on apeT eaplta,-allocation orother 
methodology) 

C1 limit eligibility to compete for ;;pecific pql~ Qff.un,di!;!~ \s!Jcl1 aSNery smaH 
jurisdictions"economlcallydisad\(aota.ged, high itnemploy.ment ratel:!. eto. 

, Iii 0ther(specify)rund .. ~d ·~M~~f?in; ~whss~ ,:: " . 

.';f~om~:etitio~6e~lt~:'~~rc~~.~~ b~a~vr{.·· 
Criterion (' $Am{)"!nt§.e.tJ!.s/de, :'
 

.rI"'" .... , . '., .' ",' " '. :Jf. '...... . ,~. ": '.'It' ::' ",':".,
 
~ loWV1?wrtl/\ '~&?,h5" .~'±0-4Vl_'~VVlJH\(TY1 .... -19:~~:P;~e~~ ~g~
 

:,1PvJl/l s,~:tA'h@~fP&'cut;~ ';.e~H$$t;LM;~' . ~.~.~i?~~rJ.f'/; ,io,~~i.: " 
, . ".. '(j-':-:- ',,' .. La~ ttVi>" "J,:.i at' ~ ,

;1tiwltfw:i#t ')f1~~"a~~,~,:¥?V-OWr4~;5' ." ':, ." .' ;',:; "1-:',,. ~::., ' 

other ~eCQrn~~ndationS?:'"P~~,\tr~,': 7f¥~~l~,·.~tke0;4if~1ir~' ~'f~;,~~ , 
.ef±.e4\J{, ',001(!~' ~ d¥;~~ '~~l'"~~ ,',.~'~~'1>~,: .~,s: .,.' "" 
JW.~I'&t-\ ~ '~t.1 b 0 - :,,," ':. "" ,.' : 

4.ls·your.citY/Qounty part ofa' regional or local partnership thatcoulcf.apply forJ~.ndin.g? 
'JiitYes 0 No 

,Wh~t are the barriers to util;,zing.,partl1erships? 
o	 No partners availabl~/id;entified 
o Lack of resources/mechanisms to participaw ' 
.~ Other(s) (specify) oct ClZ't.. o:~ 4:i cP-tAt;{S, ~5 OZ-i> J~vt 

Ikwt 1$ V\Df" {I/I.+ io .<,Vla ~u "\.ot...:$ fo iVV'-'VJt4~ "f'k.t ,,' 

~or~ 

J
 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? I /

]t. Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): 5av-- ~"T-f"O LPv..vrt-f 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 

o No 
o Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? ?e....(' ~ S b~ 'PS be '-h.ue e '" 

'Ow r.5 w~· -t-h '3 ~ vV"' : l __~ C h eo.. \J..-e y-... C1 e S -4~ OlA-I(.s 

'SL~e 7) . n. (l 
How c-an the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? "\ ru J I ()UL .y'-'\.-V\-eO~V)J 

~ ~~ ) -f'0-t?(0? (~e c; -~~i;-e c... ~ (0 {Cttfr\..$ ~.f CJ ~ S ',VV'--:l ()....,( 
~0r.J V". > • 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ '50 - "Or dCO 

. 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ '\,2.o j GO c> c,cJ-er 
d- \e~s 

6.	 Would your project(s) create anclretain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? ~Yes 0 No 

Approximately h~w !"a~y for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? 2JJ ka.cJ 
'{ ic:.	 5 c.€.,t:.~ "-t ~ 

7.	 Have you considered Initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over mUltiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: _ 
fi( Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. W~ lYCl0·cO l \k-t 
o No program exists or is under consideration. -te '\r-Cl.vC2- ~s ?(c)<{~Ht .. 
o Don't have any inf~rmatiQn on how t~iS would work. b'C+~(-e..-\00 sw-:-~+~\ +c 

\.AI It n. --\- LotA.-of\J""t -tv l "'" ~ \s! W" e V' . .f.l-l V\ cO -+~ pes t t Of/) oS 
,Program information can be accessed at www. 

. Contact Name and J!lhone Number'
 

(
 

o lA J C",U ~ (0 ,,~~J cy C'0 J (' Cfl. ."...", seD I/V'-.. V\/'-~ +t t '-C:.

''2.0o q PoO~ \a..w--~ C ~ "'- \:>-e. s eo e ~ 
w'JJW . o..+he.r-\ot"-9'reeV\ ... V\e.+ 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or Coun:tY:
 

Contact Person: -----_._----
Phone Number:
 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? DYes ~ 

a. Type of Project Dt-'t-( ~ eAC1J"-H~ 
o	 Lighting Retrofit and Controls 1~(~ . ~eM-e.P+j" o	 Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls' (J(bd~' 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors. Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o WaterIWastewater System Process and Controls
 
o other (specify) _
 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting docurTl?ntation 
(energy savings estimates. cost estimates. etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o	 Project(s} identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
,0 We need technical assistance in Identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $	 _ 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 EXisting'City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o Other (specffy) _ 

9' No match funds currently identified 



06/12/2009 16:12 City of Biggs	 (FAX)530 868 5239 P.002/004 

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
~ Lack of Match Funding
 
fa Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

~	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _. --:- _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
~Yes [I No IJ cr4- -..:;7A

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 
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Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

}!g Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): 1JCj),A- ill 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 
~ 
o	 Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? e.-x:_~_d_1~-tI-_..J_lP_)4. _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount wO\1ld your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ rO/OOD

I 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $_-=-3--=():....:D~/-rI()O~· __----'=0'---

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make . 
materials) jobs? DYes ~ No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AB 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation
 
D Established, but not yet operating
 
o Under development Planned implementation date:	 _ 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
)'So	 No program exists or is under consideration. ""-e.. (;'7

Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 _ 



I 
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EECBG Questionnaire 

(Answers from CWLab International, Ltd., after speaking to a few small cities on the outskirt 

of Los Angeles) 

Date: June 18, 2009 Contact:••••• Company: CWLab International, Ltd. 

Email: ddress: 

1.	 Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? 0'Ves DNo 

a) Type of Project 

0' Other (specify) (1) High Efficiency Solar Cell Manufacturing. (2) Algae-MESH 

Multi Source Energy Development 

b)	 Stage of development 

0'	 Projects identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 

0'	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress 

c)	 Estimated Project Costs: 

0'	 $O.SM - High Efficiency Solar Cell Manufacturing 

0'	 $2.3M - Algae MESH Multi Source Energy Development 

d)	 Do the proposals have match funding?
 

0' No match funds currently identified
 

2.	 What barriers would limit your jurisdiction's participation in this program? 

0'	 Others (specify) Shortage of time to align for joint venture, to submit the proposal. and 

to have clear guidelines from CA Energy Commission for proposal approval. 

3.	 How can the Commission best ((Level the Playing Field" for small and/or economically 

challenged jurisdictions? 

0'	 Other (specify) EC acts as a broker to forge joint projects among various jurisdictions 

and the industry, instead of EC acts as a judge in a competition. 



Other Recommendations? Every submission should be accommodated through prioritization or 

alliance. EC plays the role of a match maker or a mentor. 

4. Is your jurisdiction part of a partnership that could apply for funding? 

o Yes 0 No
 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
 

o Other (specify) Need at least 3 months to finalize partnerships. Notification from CA EC 

wa~ made on 6/3, prop6sal deadli~e and criteria unknown to date. 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdiction receiving direct awards from the DoE? 

o Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? Turn-key solution at Y2 of the cost charged to the 

large jurisdiction 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? EC serves as a match maker based on 

our specified needs or proposal submission. 

a) How can the EC best encourage partnerships among small jurisdictions? 

Match proposals submitted from various small jurisdictions. Conduct round-table 

sessions for in-depth cost-benefit discussions. 

5.	 What minimum funding amount could your jurisdiction use to achieve meaningful results? 

$500,000 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $2.5M 

6. Would your projects create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 

materials) jobs? 0 Yes 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011, and 2012? 

Example: 

High Efficiency Solar Cell Manufacturing: 4Q09 -10, 4010 -10,4011-20,4012 - 30, 

depending on the market expansion, after 2012 the number of jobs created can be in 

the hundreds. 

Algae-MESH Development: 4009 - 4,4010 -10, 4Qll -10, 4Q12 - 35; After 

development is complete and proven, if chosen to manufacture locally, hundreds of jobs 

can be created. 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: City ofEl Cerrito 

Contact Person: ~e:::::::::~••'
Phone Number: £ 
Email Address: 

1.	 Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? Yes 

a. Type of Project 

./ Lighting Retrofit and Controls $ 32,000 

./ Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals $175,000 
HVAC Modifications and Controls 
Automated Energy Management Systems 
Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
Water/Wa tewater ystem Process and Controls 

./ Other (specify) 
./ Solar Thermal project on municipal Swim Center $160,000 
./ Solar PV project on City Hall ?? 
./ Early Retirement of Community Center Furnace $ 30,000 
./ Small Commercial Direct Install Program 

(leveraged with PG&E's Local Govt Partnership) $ 30,000 
./ Residential Direct Install Program 

(leveraged with PG&E's Local Govt Partnership) $ 30,000 

b. Stage of Development 

./	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy 
savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary 
permits/approvals and awaiting funding . 

./	 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 

./	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
We need technical assistance in Identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ 457,000 + 
Combination oftotal project costs (not net of additional funding or rebates); Estimates 

currently do not include Davis-Bacon wages. 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

./	 Existing City/County Funds 



.,'"
 

./	 Utility Rebates 

./	 Other (specify) All ofPG&E's Local Government Partnership Direct Install Programs 
are up and running, so all program auditing and proj ect management costs are paid for 
through Public Goods Charge Funds. 
No match funds currently identified 

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
Lack of Identified Projects 
Lack of Match Funding 
Lack of Expertjse/Human Resources 

./	 Other: 
o	 For a de'tailed list of barriers, please see both the attached Joint Comments by 

Alameda County, Albany, EI Cerrito, Piedmont, and San Pablo; and the 
individual comments of the City of EI Cerrito. 

o	 Combination of 65% funding match requirement and the "low-hanging fruit" 
cost-effectiveness requirement may lead to too small a grant award to merit 
administering the grant; 

o	 Potential of a 3% administrative cost cap; 

3. How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 
./ Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy efficiency 

projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other methodology) 
./	 Very small jurisdictions that would be eligible for too little money to make a 

meaningful project could either jointly propose with other communities or a 
special pool of funds and teclmical assistance could be set-aside. This is where a 
CEC provided Small Communities Energy-Manager-At-Large program could be 
very helpful in guiding these communities in identifying opportunities. 

./	 LImit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disa vanlaged, high unemployment rales, etc.)
 
Other (specify) _
 
If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used?
 

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside 
Other Recommendations?: 

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
eYes 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
No partners availableiidentified 
Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
./	 Other(s) (specify): Coordinating partnerships add to administrative costs. One partner will 

have to be the prime contract holder for all other partnerships, which means that they will be 
incurring administrative risks and burdens for other jurisdictions. This is not insurmountable; 
however, a 3%-5% cap on administrative costs makes meaningful partnerships less likely. 



5. Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from 
the US Department of Energy? 
./ Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): Berkeley/ Oakland 
./ Partnership(s) currently exist? <:Yes ·:D No 

./	 Through the PG&E Local Government Partnership, the East Bay Energy Watch, 
several small East Bay jurisdictions meet regularly with other jurisdictions working 
in the same partnership. To the extent that Berkeley and Oakland can use their 
EECBG funds to create scalable programs that small jurisdictions can pay into, these 
types of partnerships are valuable. But, these jurisdictions won't be diverting any of 
their funds to their small neighbors. 

No 
Undecided/Need more information 

\'Vhat types of partnerships would work best?
 
How can the Energy Commission help foster parlnerships?_ __._ _
 

6.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieVe 
meaningful results? $175,000 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? 

$------

7.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? eYes Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 
2011 and 2012? 

This is a hard question to answer. If the City gets funding to conduct energy efficiency 
retrofits, solar thermal, and solar PV at all our facilities, we will be using local installation 
contractors to complete the work. The Small Commercial Direct Install program also uses 
local installation contractors. The Residential Direct Install program contains a jobs training 
component and will hire youth and adults to train them in residential energy auditing. 

1.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

Established and in operation
 
Established, but not yet operating
 
Under development: Planned implementation date:. _
 
Undor consideration; specific program not yet developed .
 

./	 No program exists or is under consideration.
 
Don't have any information on how this would worl<.
 

Program information can be accessed at
 
Contact Name and Phone Number
 

Completed questionnaires should be sent on or before June 18th by: 



1. 
2. 
3. 

Scanning and emailingtoeecbg@energy.state.ca.us 
Faxing to (916) 654-4304 
Mailing to: 

California Energy Commission 
Attn: EECBG Program 

1516 Ninth Street, MS-42 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



-----

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: City 
J 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? fjS1Yes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
f1l Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
o	 HVAC Modifications and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o	 WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Other (specify) _ 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

r¥J Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
b Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o	 We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ I. 6 /l1. 
d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _ 
~ No match funds currently identified 



---------------------

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
~ Lack of Match Funding
 
o	 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field"for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

o	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:

4.	 Is your city/county part of a r~gional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 

ipYes 0 No -;-h,nJe.tJ4 ;V(. /4
What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 

o	 No partners available/identified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 

o No 
p?L Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best? _M!.....!-C=-.L?......:.4...!-----L/i1~'eh1~·,,tIt-k.J..a-c _ 

/4161;c ;204Jur fLhih'e5
How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ JIoo I (Jf)l2 

7 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $_...Ll'~",---",,6,----,M,---.1....--_ 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? I1JYes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? _?'}_,,_1_ 

7.	 Have you considered inHiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

JiZI. Established and in operation
 
D Established, but not yet operating
 
D Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
D Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
D Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www. 

Contact Name and Phone Number' 



Ame~can Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 
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Energy Eff~ciency and Conservation Block Grant 
I 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties
" ! 

Name of City or County: 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? EYes 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

Jf Lig"hting Retrofit and Controls 
o	 Street Lighting, and/or Traffic Signals 
o HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
~ Automated Energy Management Systems
 
III. Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
it" WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
o	 Othe~ (specify) _ 

b.	 Stage of 'Development
 
!
 

o	 Shov~1 Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimat~s, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

ri ProjeCt(s) identified, but suppo"rting documentation is not yet developed. 
o	 Ene~y auditlfeasibi,lity study in progress. 
o	 We hfive ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o	 We n~ed technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

I " 

c. Estimat,d Project Costs: $ 7q DOD - ~ 0, 000 

I 
d.	 Does th~ city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

i 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o Utility Rebates
 
Ii" Other (specify) .5E.:R\/I( £s. »1.5\'2. Ie "I ~v..-vr;..S"
 
o	 No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
D Lack of Match Funding
 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources 
fijiOther(s) (specify) £iSQf)L "1<e:ibNsA£tLITY ,5f.£N s 

:IQ ,MA IZE.. o12t3 AN 1LATJ oN J1"-Cb /6tlB l£ Fo g 5dt>1e: 
G1?AifC 'FLJND)~N..... _...... G..;..:... 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "l,.evel the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economi9!"Y challenged jurisdictions? ' 

It Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Other Recommendations?:	 _ 

4.	 Isyour city/county part of a regional or looal partnership that could apply for funding? 
aves .0 No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships?
 
D No partners available/identified
 
~ Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate
 
MOther(s) (specify) ,s1t£ I A. L .5c e.v IcE£

HU~OL'""t5! 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
J Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes D No 
rJ No 
D Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 50, 000 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 90 DOD1 

6.	 Would your project(s) cre.?l~and retain direct and Indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? DYes rlrNo . 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010. 2011 and 20121 _ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating
 
D Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
~Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
M No program exists or is under consideration.
 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www., _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: _ 



California Energy Commission
 

Joint IEPR/Siting Committee Workshop
 

Framework for Evaluating Greenhouse Gas Implications of
 
Natural Gas-Fired Power Plants in California
 

June 23, 2009 

AGENDA 

9:00	 Introduction 

Suzanne Korosec, IEPR Lead 

9:05	 Opening Comments 

Jeffrey Byron, Commissioner 

James Boyd, Vice Chair 

Karen Douglas, Chairman 

9:15	 Overview and Goals for Today's Workshop 

Dale Edwards, Transmission Corridor Designation Unit 

9:20	 Presentations Related to MRW's Consultant Report: Framework for 
Evaluating Greenhouse Gas Implications of Natural Gas-Fired Power Plants 
in California 

Mike Jaske, Senior Policy Analyst - Overview of Committee Decision/Report 
concluding the GHG 011 

Steve McClary, MRW & Associates - Overview of draft Framework Report 

David Hawkins, California Independent System Operator - Status of renewable 
integration studies, and perspective on MRW report 

Nancy Ryan, California Public Utilities Commission - GHG relative to the 
procurement process 

Kevin Kennedy, California Air Resources Board - Overview of how CARB views 
the electric generation system from the GHG perspective 



10:45 Panel Discussion:	 (Moderator: Dick Ratliff) 

Background: Based on input received atthe GHG 011 workshops held in October and 
November 2008, and the MRW Framework Report, staff has prepared a set of 10 
questions for an invited panel to discuss (see attached). The panel members are: 

Will Rostov, staff attorney, Earthjustice (confirmed)
 

Noah Long, Natural Resources Defense Council (confirmed)
 

Matt Barmack, Calpine Corporation for Independent Energy Producers
 
(confirmed)
 

Mark Minnick, Southern California Edison (invited)
 

Scott Galati, attorney for Pacific Gas and Electric (confirmed)
 

Nancy Ryan, California Public Utilities Commission (confirmed)
 

David Hawkins, California Independent System Operator (confirmed)
 

Obadiah Bartholomy, Sacramento Municipal Utility District (confirmed)
 

Rob Anderson, San Diego Gas and Electric (confirmed)
 

12:30 -	 1:30 - Lunch (If deemed necessary, the panel discussion may continue till 
1:00, or it may be continued after lunch.) 

1:30 - 3:00 - Public Comment and Response to Staff Proposed Questions 

• Closing Remarks 



Questions for the panel: 

1. Chapter 7 of the GHG Framework Report identifies five roles new gas-fired power 
plants may fill given the state's current environmental and energy goals. Three of 
these are related to local reliability or operating characteristics needed by the electric 
system in increasing amounts as greater levels of reliance upon renewable 
generation takes place. 
a) Do the system operators agree that these are roles that gas-fired power plants 

will 'fill in the near and medium term? 
b) Are there other roles that are not described in Chapter 7 that should be added? 
c) Should standardized definitions of plant attributes be developed? What agency or 

source should be relied upon for determining standardized definitions? Chapter 7 
provides definitions that are drawn for CAISQ's tariff. Are these definitions 
sufficient? 

d)	 What is the relative importance of the five roles? 

2.	 Are there characteristics of plants using fuels other than natural gas (e.g. biomass) 
that should be considered in terms of their impact on GHG emissions? 

3.	 Do the Policy-Driven Futures identified in Chapter 6 of the GHG Framework Report 
adequately describe the likely range of resource development trajectories over the 
next 12 years, and if so do they correctly capture the GHG emission implications of 
those futures? 

4.	 Are the identified Policy-Driven Futures an appropriate range of possible future 
alternatives? 

5.	 The GHG Framework Report suggests extensive modeling would be necessary to 
understand precisely how the net GHG emissions of the electric system would 
change under various specified future conditions. However, the report authors 
expect that net GHG emissions will decline under the following futures: 
a) The addition of new gas-fired power plants to the extent necessary to permit the 

penetration of renewable generation to the 33 percent target. 
b) The addition of new gas-fired power plants improving the overall efficiency of the 

electric system. 
c)	 The addition of a new gas-fired power plant or modernization/repowering of 

existing capacity serving load growth or capacity needs more efficiently than the 
existing 1~eet. 

Is this a reasonable conclusion? 



6.	 Assuming that the roles identified in Chapter 7 of the GHG Framework Report are 
valid, how are utilities and others responsible for long-term resource additions going 
to assure that generating resources with such qualities are developed? 

7.	 How has the CPUC directed IOUs to evaluate the GHG emissions of power plant 
contracts in its LTPP decisions, or through other means, in constructing RFOs or in 
evaluating bids submitted into RFOs? 

8.	 To what extent are expected GHG emissions taken into account in procurement or 
project development processes? 
a) From the project developer perspective? 
b) From the IOU perspective, following CPUC procurement guidance? 
c) From the POU perspective, satisfying its own GHG emission policies or 

applicable mandates from the State of California?
 
d) From the electric service provider perspective?
 

9.	 The GHG Framework Report suggests that the role of a power plant applying for a 
license at the Energy Commission be considered in assessing its likely GHG 
emissions, but how the expected role(s) that might be played by a given power plant 
with a specified technology would be determined is unclear. 
a) What evidence should be presented in an individual power plant licensing case to 

confirm that a proposed power plant intends, or can be expected, to fulfill one or 
more roles? 

b)	 To what extent would long-term contract(s) with load serving entities help to 
establish that a power plant is intended to play one or more roles? 

c)	 Assuming typical long-term contracts between merchant power plants and 
investor-owned utilities extend 10 years, how would one or more roles be 
identified for the proposed power plant after an initial contract was completed? 

10. From a GHG emissions perspective, the GHG Framework Report appears to 
reinforce the Energy Commission Siting Committee report (CEC-700-2009-004, 
March 2009) that power plants should be examined as elements of the overall 
electricity system and not as stand-alone facilities that can be examined separately. 
a) Does the CAISO interconnection process for major projects also analyze? 

specific facility in the context of its impact on the system? 
b)	 Do the procurement rules established by the CPUC for IOUs in determining "net 

short" positions forward in time examine specific project output in the context of a 
portfolio of projects satisfying total requirements? 

c)	 How do specific contracts submitted for approval by the CPUC satisfy overall 
IOU resource needs to serve end-user energy demand reliably? 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: Mendocino County 

Contact Person: •••• 
Renewable Energy Development Institute 

Watch Partnership 

1.	 Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? Yes 

a.	 Type of Project 

,/	 Infrastructure development for core established programs in residential and 

commercial energy and water efficiency programs. (Cost effectiveness will be 

achieved through aggressive resource and program leveraging.) This strategy will 

expand existing programs and create trained positions in each of the participating 

jurisd ictions. 

i. Audits 

ii. Financing 

iii. Training 

iv. Tracking 

,/ Lighting Retrofit and controls 

,/ Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 

,/ Automated Energy Management System upgrades 

,/ WaterlWastewater System Process and VFD controls 

,/ Other: 

i.	 Greenhouse gas inventory and greenhouse gas reduction plans (in various 

stages of development among the entities comprising this application 

ii.	 We have a municipal utility in the most densely populated region in the county 

and have some projects that are particular to strengthening the barriers they 

have experienced through reliance on ratepayer funds to achieve some of their 



energy efficiency goals. Many of these needs can be achieved through the 

state whole house retrofit and commercial programs the CEC will be offering. 

iii.	 Each entity within this application will be determining which projects are 

feasible within the anticipated budgets (as projected by the large jurisdiction 

allocations) to achieve meaningful energy and water efficiency improvements 

and address each communities needs. This will establish a foundation upon 

which to build demand reduction and conservation measures, coupled with 

renewable on-site energy generation. 

iv.	 Revolving loan fund to match customer cost in installations after 

incentives/rebates (previously used RDA funds and private funds, but due to 

state budget and economy these funds are rapidly diminishing). 

b.	 Stage of Development 

•	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 

(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place 15% 

•	 Projects identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed 25% 

•	 Energy audit/feasibility study in progress 30% 

•	 We need technical assistance in performing some of our audits, as some 

projects are with the municipal utility district and there are not sufficient human 

resources to perform the audits. Many of the "low hanging fruit" projects have 

been completed. 30% 

c.	 Estimated Project Costs -- Some of the projects preliminarily identified include: 

•	 Most jurisdictions would like to address street lights and traffic signals, and will 

utilize rebates from PG&E's new program next month (currently being audited) 

•	 Two large buildings need upgrades to their automated control systems $60K 

•	 Water meter replacement UAF 24% $50K 

•	 AC replacements (8 Ukiah convention center/detention center) with >SEER 13 

units in compliance with Title 24 

•	 Social Services. Roof (cool roof) $80K 

•	 Commercial Lighting Install program (PG&E) customer cost matching revolving 

loan fund, $344K identified projects with 1.2 I\I1Wh reduction, $200K customer 

cost, $1 OOK RLF, $1 OOK = 1.2 MWh demand reduction with less than two 

year customer payback cycle. 

d.	 Does the city/county have match funding available? 

./ Utility Rebates 



./ There are several opportunities that exist through leveraged programs that we 

currently participate in, or plan to, when available, including: 

i. CPUC Local Government Partnership Direct Install and Marketing, 

Education and Outreach programs for PG&E territories. PG&E has 

recently established a local government partnership in Mendocino 

County with the Community Development Commission, the local 

housing authority and one of the NGOs participating in this application. 

This opportunity has reduced many of the barriers to participating in a 

full portfolio of IOU energy efficiency programs 

ii. USDA Rural Communities Preservation & REAP (In process) 

iii. Mendocino County Water Agency (the special district that would 

potentially raise an AB 811 program in response to water shortages and 

a shared water supply with Sonoma County) 

iv. Home Energy Link Program (HELP), an existing outreach program that 

enrolls low- and moderate-income residents in energy and. water 

efficiency programs, and tracks all program results and greenhouse gas 

reduction measures for the local jurisdictions. The Renewable Energy 

Development Institute (REDI), the other NGO participating in this 

application is the program implementer that develops financing vehicles 

and markets a number of commercial and residential energy and water 

efficiency programs for Mendocino County and the region. 

v. L1HEAP & L1EE residential weatherization programs 

vi. Solar Living Institute solar installation training center (partner in 

Richmond Build project) 

vii. Future CEC residential and commercial programs following DOE 

approval; MASH (PG&E) & NSHP (CEC-existing) - potential projects 

ID'd 

viii. PG&E Small Business Energy Alliance commercial lighting & AC tune

up program. The LGP and REDI provide the marketing for this program 

and develop financing programs to support implementation. 

ix. Utility Rebates for those measures determined to be cost effective by 

CPUC for commercial, industrial/agricultural, residential appliance 

rebates, etc. 

x. Application to CSD by local LlHEAP provider for special project low

income solar program 



xi.	 AS 811 funds (in development) 

xii.	 Economic Localization Fund, a microloan fund utilized as a revolving 

loan fund for energy and water efficiency installations. This provides an 

opportunity for banks, business and local individuals to match seed 

capital. 

../	 We would like to clarify that any match funds required as a direct contribution of 

county or city budgets will make participation in these much needed programs nearly 

impossible. It is our anticipation that these implementations will reduce the energy 

burden of these already strapped budgets. 

2. What barriers limit your participation in this program? 

../ Other (specify): 

•	 Our joint application includes a jurisdiction that is a municipal utility district, 

with limited ratepayer funds allocated to provide leveraged utility rebates in the 

most densely populated region in the county. There are a large portion of 

county and state buildings within this jurisdiction that have lacked rebate funds 

to make inroads in some of the larger measure installations. EECSG funds 

may provide the matching funds that utility rebates offer to make these 

installations feasible. 

•	 Rural areas tend to be small and low-density populations. The cities and 

county of Mendocino are working together to develop a regional partnership 

combining resources to achieve cost-effective implementation levels. 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small 

and/or economically challenged jurisdictions? A per capita allocation of 

$11/person would suffice, or 

Develop a rural cost adjustment factor that addresses: 

•	 Cost of Living 

•	 Geographic territory and density ratios (perhaps population/square mile) 

•	 Number of funded entities and jurisdictions that exist within the rural counties. 

Rural counties and smaller cities traditionally have less tax base revenue 

resources. 

•	 GOP 

•	 Refer to Regional Council of Rural Communities, and California Alternative 

Energy and Advanced Transportation Financing Authorities criterion and 

guidelines. 



4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for 

funding? Yes, 4 cities, unincorporated county and 2 NGOs. 

What are the obstacles that we have to address utilizing this multijurisdictional 

partnership? 

•	 Other (specify): Lack of leveraged program options for the municipal utility in 

comparison to IOU rebates and programs. 

•	 Several jurisdictions have previously lacked the resources to participate in 

some of the energy efficiency programs and have comprehensive needs. 

•	 Several jurisdictions have critical issues pertaining to water supply and 

antiquated delivery systems. With many jurisdictions, and limited funding 

(potentially 266 candidates vying for $29 million) these needs cannot be 

adequately addressed through this program. Many jurisdictions have 

attempted to participate in ARRA programs and Drinking Water RLF to no 

avail due to technical assistance limitations and lack of staff resources to 

compete. While identified projects will reduce energy costs, there is little water 

savings available with lack of leveraged opportunities. 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards 

from the US DOE? Yes 

•	 Sonoma, Humboldt, Mendocino and Lake Counties have preliminarily 

discussed the potential of such a collaboration. We have all supported each 

other informally for some time and are interested in creating a regional effort if 

funding supports regional multijurisdictional collaboration. We would still 

require some funding specific to Mendocino County in order to participate as a 

healthy multijurisdictional entity in any regional collaboration. 

What types of partnerships would work best? Partnerships that support 

collaborative projects with regional reduction strategies. Training programs and 

employment opportunities would be most productive for our region. There would need 

to	 be some funds to accommodate increased administrative costs, but the potential 

for comprehensive resource sharing, training, financing and tracking far outweigh the 

additional administrative burden. 

Among our four counties in this region, Sonoma, Mendocino, Lake and Humboldt, 

each county has made some inroads in energy efficiency in various sectors. 

Humboldt has made tremendous strides with their commercial demand management 

programs. Mendocino County has had a three year core program of an energy and 

water efficiency marketing, education and outreach program to enroll households in 



LlHEAP and various PG&E programs, as well as develop residential efficiency 

programs with local government entities. Sonoma County has developed an AB 811 

program Sonoma County Energy Independence Program, that has been very well 

received in Sonoma County. In Mendocino County we are collaborating with Sonoma 

County on the Home Energy Link Program, and other programs that might leverage 

energy efficiency installations on their AB 811 applications, and provide a possible 

vehicle to track demand reduction. Humboldt County has been instrumental in 

guiding Mendocino and Lake County in establishing contractor implementer training 

for commercial demand reduction program, PG&E's Small Business Energy Alliance. 

The third-party administrator, The Energy Alliance Association (TEM) is a Sonoma 

County firm that works with Mendocino County and Lake. Each county has a 

municipal utility district faced with the same challenges. 

Any programs that make collaboration, rather than competition, a positive funding 

criterion, would make regional collaboration among small, disadvantaged 

communities and larger jurisdictions possible. 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to 

achieve meaningful results? With 5 jurisdictions, some challenged, and 90,000 

residents, $600,000-800,000 would be necessary $120,000-160,000 per jurisdiction 

to cover basic needs like street lights, some processes, and core infrastructure 

building upon which to develop leveraged programs such as the CEC state home 

retrofit and commercial programs being proposed, as well as IOU programs where 

available. 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? With $29 million 

and 266 eligible candidates, it is difficult to determine this number. The candidates 

that are competing for these limited funds are perhaps the most disadvantaged 

communities requiring the most work with the least amount of funds or resources to 

develop demand reduction programs. 

6.	 Would your projects create and retain direct and indirect jobs? Yes 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 an 2012? A 

minimum of 4, 10, 12, 16, respectively. 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners 

in making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years 

through property tax assessments or similar mechanism (AS 811)? Yes 



. an Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 
Amenc 

efficienCY and Conservation Block Grant 

\ Energy 
I 

(lJestionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

\ .' I~ounty: Mff of 0ba..:::ll.<5tAJ~~~=- _
i 
I 

\ Name Of~~~: = _
\ 
! contact v
 
; umber: _
 
; , 
I Phri 
i
i ,iI Address: 

Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ~es 0 No 

a. Type of Project 

o lighting Retrofit and Controls 
~ Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 
o HVAC Modifications and Controls 
i? Automated Energy Management.Systems 
fi Motors, Variable Speed Drives ano Pumps 
ri Water/Wastewater System Process and Controls 
r9' Other (specify) uftttWVlZa.tI<WV 

b. Stage of Development 

Ii Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in .place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

Ii Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
g Energy audiVfeasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ <Jl Z( 000) 000 - o..LL fv~eC'-ts 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

Ii Existing City/County Funds- 'I rtiJ-ecJJ 
fit Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _ 
o No match funds currently identified 



.. . ., . 

•	 Under development: Planned implementation date: Possible second quarter 

2010. 

We have been discussing the possibility of a regional partnership with Sonoma 

County between several surrounding jurisdictions that are interested in joining 

SCEIP. It has been discussed with Rod Dole that this could be a possibility in the 

earlier part of 2010 with an MOA with Mendocino County Tax Assessor. If this is 

not plausible, several healthy local banks have been approached with favorable 

response. It is feasible to say that such a program will be launched in the earlier 

quarters of 2010. 

Contact Name and Phone Number: ...... 

Mendocino County 

Auditorffreasurerffax Collector 
Sonoma County 

CEC can support regional AS 811 program development by: 

1.	 Provide up front funds to cover administration and set up costs 

2.	 Provide a revolving loan fund upon which loans can be aggregated and sold on 

bond market (or perhaps a match with. private capital) to create interim financing 

3.	 Loan guarantee program to cover defaults 

4.	 Assisting in developing tracking systems for demand reduction, efficiency 

baselines, verification and greenhouse gas reductions. 

5.	 Funds to subsidize HERS I (and when Bill is ready, HERS II) audits to promote 

efficiency with renewable installations and meaningful baseline and reduction 

values 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 
Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: CITYOF TAFT 
Contact Person: 
Phone Number: 
Email Address: 
Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? eYes 

a. Type of Project 

./ Lighting Retrofit and Controls 

./ Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals 

./ HVAC Modifications and Controls 

./ Automated Energy Management Systems 
D. Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
./ WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
./ Other (specify) SOLAR INSTALLATION FOR WWTP AND FIVE (5) MUNICIPAL BUILDINGS 

Other (specify) PURPLE PIPE SYSTEM FOR CITY GREEN SPACES, SUCH AS TRAILS AND 
PARKS 

b. Stage of Development 

./	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation (energy savings 
estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all necessary permits/approvals and 
awaiting funding . 

./ Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. PURPLE PIPE 
SYSTEM 

D. Energy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
D. We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
D. We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $_9,060,275 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

./ Existing City/County Funds 

./ Utility Rebates 
D. Other (specify) ,------	 _ 
D. No match funds currently identified 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties 

Name of City or County: City of Ukiah 

Contact Person: 

Phone Number: 

Email Address:
 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? ~Yes 0 No
 

a. Type of Project 

o Lighting Retrofit and Controls 
o Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
lKl HVAC Modifications and Controls
 
o Automated Energy Management Systems 
~ Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
IRJ WaterlWastewater System Pro.cess and Controls 
IKI Other (specify) Residential aDd commercial energy efficiency projects 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in p1ace, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. . 

~ Project(s) identified, bul.supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Ene~gy audit/feasibility study in progress. 
o We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified. 
o We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $............-<S.l.LJOO	 _
1 1 ......,..uO.l.LJOOU-.

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o Existing City/County Funds
 
&J Utility Rebates
 
o Other (specify) _ 
R9 No match funds currently identified 



-~ 

CIIIIIII 

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
iZf' Lack of Match Funding
 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
Ii Other(s) (specify) ::::kvttt.bd \~ -fenL -:5Mo 11... C.t±tes=fe ~
 

V\eU.SSa Vj <AC.k\.lfl b.es. --K> Mo-V-e a.. ~ vcy-c:t f6h.we.L y~~ II 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion $ Amount Set Aside 

t:e.cn'\o~u :1V\cU.co..+cvsLUX l~tlJb IO~I~.) t.> 

4w-&1~ Ciwe~ l~ effi~~ 
C?€J>1tJ-pk, CO~---lr~(M{!~a..lJ~ _ 

Other Recommendatibns?: _ 

4.	 ~your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
~Yes 0 No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o No partnersavailableJidentified 
g, Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
~ Other(s) (specify) _L.aq:... Of ItK.e...:t~jc be. -f'<-yAcAecLj 

c,vfu;h.e-v.-> o-f CLt"~ lo.4ev . +lMJouq0.. oJ ~ . 
-tv?~ fO o/.Ls~t ~ u:tel ~ &1-U tl../ ¥t ~ ba2>t"S· 



· - . ~ ... 

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy?

ii Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): ()~ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 

o No 
o Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships? .:f1l\.CKeo"seJ c.i.M/ect 

±.e.c1~ a~\9\0. v\C£..<$ (J:w\ V\.U,s\u.fs . 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ Ii OOOIDOO (Cd.~ 

What is an appropriate maximum fundingamoun.t for projects? $ M~dJ.-ffe.v~ 
~ ~.:b ~ c:n:t:eq01/i ba.secL (}M..) . ~. Vusmta..-U
tN~cJsr 6~·: W~t~re.:wo-Ht.~ 2.5o)oco; ~~Sl~~dn~:~4oo)ooo. 

6.	 Would your project(~) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make . 
materials') jobs? UYes 0 No' . 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012? [,acJ.- t!0J'.et 
\'0 o&-ffeVM \Vu lclk>w/Mb.tevlals re~tJwe(M€,~ClMd- ~ w.1Arw' . 
6Upp\I.-eAt5lj~'> 1'C~~ ~pv. p~ ~c.l.. 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing prog m to assist property owners in 
making en~rgy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

o Establish.ed and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating 
o Under development: Planned implementation date: _--:-- _ 
~Under consideration; specific program not yet developed. 
o No program exists or is under consideration. 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 _ 



---------------------

'.0:, 

2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o Lack of Identified Projects
 
IKl Lack of Match Funding
 
00 Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

!Xl	 Guaranteed formula~based aII0 catlonsfor eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete forspedfic pots of funding (sucl, as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria sh.ould be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount s.et Aside 

Other Recommendations?:

4. Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 

jfJYes .0 No JPA - Northern California Power Agency (NCPA) 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
o	 No partners availablelidentified 
o	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



------------------

Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

I?Q Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): 
Partnership(s) curr.ently exist? DYes 1:!9 No 

D No 
D Undecided/Need more information 

_ 

What types of partnerships would work best? _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $...:....7.z...:,O~0~O=,O::....:O~0 _ 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amou nt for projects? $11,500,000 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? IKIYes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? _10__ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g.~ an AS 811 type program)? 

D Established and in operation
 
D Established, but 110t yet operating
 
D Under de.velopment: Planned implementation date: _--:-- _
 
~ Under consideration; specific program not yet deveJoped.
 
D No program exists or is under consideration.
 
o Don't have any information on how this would work. 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 -'-- _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number: 



", 

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 

Questionnaire for Small Cities and Counties
 

Name of City or County: City of Wildomar
 

Contact Person:
 

Phone Number: ---_......_----------

Email Address: 

1. Do you have energy reduction projects identified to be funded? [ZIYes 0 1\10 

a. Type of Project 

IZI Lighting Retrofit and Controls
 
~ Street Lighting and/or Traffic Signals
 
o	 HVAC Modincations and Controls 
o	 Automated Energy Management Systems 
o	 Motors, Variable Speed Drives and Pumps 
o WaterlWastewater System Process and Controls 
IZI Other (specify) Public Outreach Programs 

b. Stage of Development 

o	 Shovel Ready: Project(s) identified and has supporting documentation 
(energy savings estimates, cost estimates, etc.) resources in place, all 
necessary permits/approvals and awaiting funding. 

o	 Project(s) identified, but supporting documentation is not yet developed. 
o Energy audit/feasibility study in progress.
 
[]J We have ideas, but specific project(s) not yet identified.
 
o	 We need technical assistance in identifying potential projects. 

c. Estimated Project Costs: $ To Be Determined 

d. Does the city/county have match funding available? (check all that apply) 

o	 Existing City/County Funds 
o	 Utility Rebates 
o Other (specify) _ 
DO No match funds currently identified 



2.	 What barriers limit your participation in this program? 
o	 Lack of Identified Projects 
o	 Lack of Match Funding 
o Lack of Expertise/Human Resources
 
r&l Other(s) (specify) _N_o_n_e_. _
 

3.	 How can the Energy Commission best "Level the Playing Field" for small and/or 
economically challenged jurisdictions? 

1]1	 Guaranteed formula-based allocations for eligible, cost-effective energy 
efficiency projects or products (based on a per capita allocation or other 
methodology) 

o	 Limit eligibility to compete for specific pots of funding (such as very small 
jurisdictions, economically disadvantaged, high unemployment rates, etc.) 

o	 Other (specify) _ 

If competition is to be limited, what criteria should be used? 

Criterion	 $ Amount Set Aside 

Population Formula	 Determined by Population 

Other Recommendations?: Use the latest US Department of Finance 

population figures for population estimates. Do not use 2000 census 

as it is dated. 

4.	 Is your city/county part of a regional or local partnership that could apply for funding? 
DYes 1ZI No 

What are the barriers to utilizing partnerships? 
1]1	 No partners available/identified 
r&l	 Lack of resources/mechanisms to participate 
o	 Other(s) (specify) _ 



Do you plan to/could you work with larger jurisdictions receiving direct awards from the 
US Department of Energy? 

D Yes, already established. Name of partner(s): _ 
Partnership(s) currently exist? DYes 0 No 

D No 
IX! Undecided/Need more information 

What types of partnerships would work best?	 _ 

How can the Energy Commission help foster partnerships?	 _ 

5.	 What minimum funding amount would your city/county/partnership need to achieve 
meaningful results? $ 100 1000 

What is an appropriate maximum funding amount for projects? $ 400 I 000 

6.	 Would your project(s) create and retain direct and indirect (suppliers who make 
materials) jobs? OOYes 0 No 

Approximately how many for the 4th Quarter of 2009,2010,2011 and 2012? _8__ 

7.	 Have you considered initiating a financing program to assist property owners in 
making energy efficiency improvements, repayable over multiple years through 
property tax assessments or similar mechanism (e.g., an AS 811 type program)? 

D Established and in operation 
o Established, but not yet operating
 
D Under development: Planned implementation date: _
 
o Under consideration; specific program not yet developed.
 
121 No program exists or is under consideration.
 
1ZI Don't have any information on how this would work.
 

Program information can be accessed at www.	 _ 

Contact Name and Phone Number:	 _ 




