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Conservation/Efficiency Impacts
Energy Commission demand fofecasts Sefek fo*a<±ount fof ait Conservation that tsfeUsonably 
expected foVchir. State thfe 1985 Electricity Report, reasonably ejected fo*6<±ur Conservation 
programs have been Split thto Mo types: Committed Srfd tirlcommitted. CED 2009 Adopted 
continues that distinction. Committed programs arfe defined as*prt>grams that have b^n 
implemented Offof Which futiding hds b^n approved arfd thtludeSOrne fotm bfprbgram 
plan. While Conservation reasonably expected fo*6dCur fntludes both Committed arfd 
uncommitted programs, Crtly thfeaffectsOfCOrnmitted programsarfe tntluded m*fhfedemand 
forecast. However, thfe Erlergy Commission models thtlude naturally Occurring Of market 
driven energy efficiency. Therefore, thfe fofecasts tntludeSOme trrtpacts associated Wfth thfe 
historical arfd Ortgoing levels Of programs fo*fhfe extent fhfey represent trrtpacts associated 
with replacement Ofaplng bdfilding Stock arfd equipment, OftnStallation Oftifew Stock arfd 
equipment atWficiency levels that Comply Wfth Citrrent bililding arfd appliance Standards. 
Uncommitted effects arfe fhtis defined as* thfe tntremental trrtpacts Offhfe level Of future 
programs (fOr example, Savings associated Wfth hew fepuipment that exceeds Cutrrent 
standards Ofearly replacement Ofexlsting Stock), trrtpacts Of hew programs, arfd trrtpacts 
from expansion OfCutrrent programs.
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Chapter 8 QiVes details regarding thfe Committed erffergy efficiency trrtpacts projected fof 
CED 2009 Adopted. Staff Wfll aiSo provide a fofecast Offhfe trrtpacts Ofdrtcommitted 
programs Orf energy demand rater this ^r.
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Demand Response
The fefm detnand feSponse encompasses a Variety OfprOgrams, thtluding traditional ditect 
control (interruptible) programs arfd hew price f^ponsive demand programs. A*key 
distinction fsTvhether fhfe program fStliSpatchable. Dispatchable programs, SiiOh asfditect 
control, tnterruptible fafiffs, Ofdemand bidding programs, have triggering Conditions that 
are hOt tirtder fhfe Control Off arfd Cdhnot baarfticipated bf, fhfe Customer. Energy Of peak 
load SaVed frOm diSpatchable programs IS Treated as*a feSourcearfd IS Therefore hOt 
accounted fof tn*thfe demand fofecast. Ntin dispatchable programs arfe hOt activated QSIng a 
predetermined fhfeshold Condition btlt aitow thfe Customer ftffhfeke thfe economic Choice 
whether teffrifedify QSage m*feSponsefo*Orfgoing price Signals. Impacts frOm Committed hOn 
dispatchable programs ShOu Id be tntluded tn*fhfe demand fofecast.
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At this fiitie, ait Offhfe existing demand feSponse programs have SOme fofm OffrPggering 
condition. Although fhfe dttlity OfCaiifornia fSO hifey hOt have ditect Control, Orfly thfe 
customer has fhfe Opportunity fo*participate tn*fhfe program When thfe program Operator has 
called Orf event, either because Ofhitjh fnferket prices Of feSource Scarcity. Therefore, ftffhts 
forecast, hO demand feSponse trrtpacts arfe Counted Orf thfe demand Side.
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