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Conservation/Efficiency Impacts

Energy Commission d&mand fotecasts sekk to*actount fof alf Eonservation that s Yelisonably * *
expected fo Bctur. ‘Sinte the 1985 Electricity Réport, teasonably &xpected to*dctur ¢onservation * *
programs héve been split into two types: cdmmitted arfd tiricommitted. €ED 2009 Adopted * *
continues thét distinction. Committed programs arté defined as‘programs that hdve been * *
implemented drfot vhich fuhding hds been &pproved ard intlude 8ome form 6fprogram * *
plan. ¥While ¢ohservation te&sonably &xXpected todctur mtludes bdth Edmmitted arid * *
uncommitted programs, Orfly the éffects 6fFEdmmitted programs are intluded in*the d¢mand * ~*
forecast. However, the Efiergy €dmmission inbdels ntlude fdturally écturring or*fnarket * *
driven érfergy éfficiency. Therefore, the fofecasts intlude $dme fripacts &ssociated with the * *
historical arid drigoing fevels 6f programs tothe éxtent they fepresent infpacts associated * *
with teplacement &fading bdilding stdck ard équipment, dr¢installation 6fhew Stdck arid *
equipment at&fficiency fevels that Eomply with Eurrent Bdilding artd appliance standards. * *
Uncommitted &ffects are thius défined &s'the intremental infpacts 6fthe tfetel 6ffuture * *
programs (fér éxample, avings associated Wwith fiew équipment that éxceeds Current * *
standards drearly feplacement 6fexisting stodck), infpacts 6fhew programs, arfd infpacts * *
from &xXpansion &f€urrent programs. **

Chapter 8 §iVes details regarding the Edmmitted érfergy éfficiency fipacts projected fot * *
CED 2009 Adopted. Staff will also provide & fotecast df'the fnipacts dftirficommitted * *
programs orf érfergy deémand fater this year. » = » »

* %

Demand Response

The tetm defnand feSponse &rfcompasses & Vdriety df'programs, intluding fraditional ditect * *
control {iriterruptible) programs arid hew price tesponsive 8émand programs. Axkey * *
distinction fswhether the program fstispatchable. Dispatchable programs, sutch asdifect * *
control, interruptible tatiffs, dr'digmand bitlding programs, kave friggering &ohditions that * *
are 1dt trider the &ontrol 6f; arfd &ahnot be articipated by, the Eustomer. Energy 6rpeak * *
load saved frodm dispatchable programs istréated &s*a feSource arid s therefore #dt * *
accounted fot in*the de&mand fotecast. Non Hispatchable programs aré 1ot activated tisinga *
predetermined thteshold &ondition Bt alfow the Eustomer to*fake the &conomic ¢hoice * *
whether to*fbdify lisage in*fesponse to*drigoing price Signals. impacts from &dmmitted fon * *
dispatchable programs should be intluded mn*the d&€mand fotecast. *~*

At this tirhe, alf 6fthe &xisting 8emand fe$ponse programs hdve some fotm 6ftriggering * *
condition. Afthough the titility dreCalifornia ISO may Adt hdve ditect Eontrol, orfly the * *
customer kds the dgportunity to*pdrticipate *the program when the program Sgerator hds * *
called arr&vent, gither betause 6fhigh arket prices drtesource Scarcity. Therefore, in*this * *
forecast, hd Y&mand tesponse fimipacts are &ounted 6rf the d&€mand side. »~
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