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Interrogatories of BOMA

1. Interrogatory #1

Reference. EB-2019-0271, Page I of 5, paragraph #2

(a) Please provide a table summarizing the entire list of programs for each company
prior to the merger, the annual budget for each of the years from 2015, 2016,
2017, 2018, 2019 and 2020, and the annual actual expenditures for each of the

years 2015, 2016, 2017, 2018 and 2019.

(b) Please also include the gross savings of each of the programs, as well as the final

approved and evaluated net savings.

(©) Please include an annual variance analysis with respect to overspending or
underspending, as well as a variance analysis of the program results, both gross

and net.

2. Interrogatory #2

Reference. EB-2019-0271, Page 2 of 5, paragraph #4.

Please file the Final Report of the Performance-Based Conservation Pilot Project,

December 2018 Revision 1 with Appendices, which both natural gas utilities participated

in the IESO (our emphasis).
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3. Interrogatory #3

Reference. EB-2019-0271, Page 2 of 5, paragraph #4.

Please file a copy of Performance-Based Conservation Pilot Project, Final Report:

Executive Summary, December 2018 Revision 1, which both natural gas utilities

participated in the IESO (our emphasis).

4. Interrogatory #4

Reference. EB-2019-0271, Page 2 of 5, paragraph #4.

(a) BOMA expresses the following concerns in its comments on the Mid Term

Review. BOMA’s concerns stems from several facts:
o The current methodology for estimating natural gas conservation potential
drastically underestimates the available savings and their cost-effectiveness.

e The Technical Resource Manual, which the utilities must use to determine the
cost-effectiveness of technologies, is based primarily on US data for

electricity utilities, primarily in the southwestern US.

e The current framework relies on estimates, assumptions, and deemed savings

of typical buildings rather than actual metered data in the facility in question.

e The current framework, based as it is on the traditional California Standard

Practice, was developed for electricity utilities.
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The current framework’s evaluation approach fails to recognize the savings
demonstrated at the meter, yet rewards utilities who convince customers to

install equipment that may inadvertently increase gas consumption.

The current framework’s focus on “net to gross” and “free ridership” could be
replaced with a program concept which engages utility staff as customef
advisors rather than promoters or subsidizers of specific equipment, resulting
in greater proven and positive improvements for customers and the

environment.

(b) Please indicate why the company believes the current DSM framework is

satisfactory, particularly given the changes which were requested in the Mid Term

Review.
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