Decision

*BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF. THE STATE OF CALIFORNIﬂf

Investigation on the Commission's _

own motion Into the feasidbility of ) o

establishing various methods of oI 42
providing low-interest, long-term ) (Filed April 24 1979)
{inancing of solar enerw systems - ,

for uwtility customers.

ORDER FOR CONTINUED FUNDING.
OF THE SOLAR ADVISORY-COMT’I‘EE" | I
Bacl_cg.round | | e L
Decision (D.) 91272 called for the formation oi‘ an advisory

panel to report on a varliety of matters some six monthﬂ prior to.-
the termination of the demonstration. The. appointed a.dvisory panel
includes representatives of the solar industry, the" regula.ted

. utilities, the financlal community, consumer and environmental
groups, realtors, ‘apartment house owners; s contractors, labor, and
governnent agencies at the local, state, and na.tional levels. T

/ The balanced compositicn of the: advisory panel creates o

b ﬂ% forum for the different interests concerned with the
demonstration to meet and discuss specific problems that arise
during the demonstration. Recommendations of the panel have been
very helpful to the Commission in resolving the. multitude of detail
problems certain to arise in this la.rge pioneering undertaking. R
To avoid duplication of administrative personnel, the

Executive Office of the SolarCal Council (Council) was a.sked to
administer the advisory panel on behslf of the COmmission. By
Commission D.92251, we have entered into an interagency' ag,feement
with the Council which established a budget for the panel and
clarified the mutual responsi‘oilities of the Comission and the
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, Couneil; A budget for the panel not exceeding $20 OOO a.year for ‘
the duration of the demonstration wasvestablished.. The initial S
Interagency agreement 1s for one year and expires on October 31, 1981-“ :
The Advisory Committee (Committee) has been very active )
in dealing with maJor problems such as refining the post-installation
checklist and establishing solar system sizing for single—family
wnits. These two major issues were resolved with: inputs from.the
Committee members representing a wide sector of our society.
Several subcommittees were ‘formed to iron out the specific
problems. The Technical Committee recently suhmitted its recommenda— .
tions on multifamily sizing eriteria, rebate adjustment for‘multi-
family units, and on its desired partieipation in the process of .
selecting the contractor who will monitor and evaluate the solar
systems. Many of these recommendations will be presented to-the
Commission along,with,those of our technical steff. .
Committee's Request ' : E o : .
Thexe are several other issues raised by the Advisozy
Committee, by letter, that need to be. resolved. These issues deal ‘
with program funding for low-income customers and possible modifice-"
tion of the sizing.requirements. Besides these issues, the ,
Advisory Committee strongly feels that 1ts work is. far~from complete
and has much to offer to the Commission in resolving them. " The:
Advisory Committee also requests that the current yearly budget-of
$20,000 be increased to approximately $30, 000. The Committee
further requests approval of an additional $2O 000 to employ'a
half-time committee comsultant. The total requested amount is
approximately $5o 000 for 1981-82 fiseal years._;, S
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Discussion’”

The Commissfon recognizes the Committee s va.lua.ble input SR

and expects to have the Comumittee continue 1ts activity.. Ma.ny of.

the major issues, however, are now resolved. ‘I‘he remai.ning questions '

regarding: multffamﬂy - elzing: ‘requirements’” nonun:t:r.‘ormﬂ:y" amonglE I T L

utilities regarding the 10% of program runding for 1ow-1ncome families >

and modification of the solar system requirements to ach.teve broa.der

participation are all now being considered by this. Commission.\

Resolution of these questions is expected before the end. of" this

year, thus leaving fewer items for the. Committee to- worlc on.
Secretarial help for the Advisory Committee in: tamg |

the minutes of meetings, and for typ:l.ng and mail:!.ng 1etters will be

provided by the Public Utilities Commission Solar Monitoring Uni.t

based in Sacramento. We bellieve this help will relieve sonme’ of f';*

the staff burden facing the Advisory Committee. : It_appoan—-thet—

. _k.eepingmﬁh QL “..;.E,Wu.&w:m- I::-sbould-ﬁooae—en—nm-i—teﬁ‘:ng- /<7\_,

aluation-ofthe—program MMMW N

The Commission’ does not believe tha.t the requested $50 000
budget 1s appropriate. Rather, the Committee shou.'l.d contd.nue 1.ts
active role at the $20,000 level or:!.ginn.lly budgeted- ‘This. J.evel

of m.ndﬁ.ng should continue to be provided by the pa.r'td’.cipa.ting
u'tilities. - - :

Findingsof?act ‘ : , B
1. The Advisory Committee has provided ve.lua.‘ole :anut to S
the Commission in resolving many issues arising in the solar
demonstra.tion prograem. o SRR N
2. Clerical help provided by the Monitoring Un:i.t a.nd mture

Commission a.ction in resolving pendine; .‘Lssues w:!.ll lower the
Comm.ittee s work 1oad. ' o




3. The current contract between the SolarCal Council and
this. Commission to. operate and administer an Advisory Subcommittee
expires on October 31, 1981. ‘ - :

L. The $50,000 requested vy the Advisory Committe for the
next 12 months is excessive. : ' - ~

5. To carry out expected Advisory Committee activity, end
approprrate budget is $20,000. This amount should be proportionately
included in the perticipating_utilities' expenses for the ,“,‘ '
Demonstration Solar Financing,Program. o
Conclusions of Law ,

L. The Commission concludes that the Advisory Committee |
should continue its activity for the coming 12 months.‘ -

2. The current contr&ct between‘the-SolarCal Council end
the Public Utilities Commission should be extended ror~next
12 months. ' s ; :

3. A.budget of $20,000 for the 12-month period from |

Novemder 1, 1981 to October 31, 1982 is appropriatexto carry out
Advisory Committee activities. : v :

4. The following order shouid be mede errective~the date
of signature In order to reimburse reesonable costs incurred by
the Advisory Committee beginning November-l 1981._.

IT IS ORDERED that'

1. The contract between,the SolerCel Council and the -
Public Utilities Commission entered under Commission Decision 92251
dated September 15, 1980 in OII 42, ve extended ror the next. _'

12 months at the current runding level of $20 OOO per-year.‘yff -




2. The budget request of $5O 000 ‘an: increase;’. of $30 OOO
from the current budget of $20,000, Lsiidentedi it GO .

3. The respondent utilities are authorized to incur
reasonable expenses as may, from time to t:l.me 5 be billed by the -
Advisory Commi‘ttee through . this Commission in an overa.ll amount
not to exceed $20,000 for the period of November 1, 1981 through

October 31, 1982- B
'mis order is e:t‘fective toda.y- o

Dated NOV - 31881 8t San Francisco, Calirornia..‘ o

1
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S Prv'c.dnnt NI
| [ RCHARD D GRAVELLE
- LIONARD M GRIMES,
o yenow c/mv .




