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Portfolio Summary

Participation

Table 1 summarizes the participation estimates for each SEU program and the overall portfolio for 2016-
2018.

Table 1. 2016 2018 DSM Program Portfolio Partlcrpation Summary

{ “'Pért'loipatlon

Program e
Units

' Residential Services

S Caudits | 1214 | ‘:1,942 1,942 5,008
! - - ) pro;ectsh 508 874 874 | wZMgSl‘ ;
| Green for Green Program homes 40 5 - | 45
‘Commercial and Nonprof’ t Services ‘ RN |
WRevoIvmg o Program wwwww | T ; o e g i .......................... o
' SIE Program L audits 3 4 5 12|
‘;VPerformance Contractlng Program il ! projects v 10 10 10, 30
| Nonproflt Ene@irhssessment Program | 5 audits | 14 ] BT 17f 4 E

Loans for Communities in Need projects 21 4, 8 14
| Delaware Pathways to Green Schools audits | T 10 | 10 T 31
| aith Efficiencies Partnership Program 3 audits 14 15 17 | C 46
| Renewabie Energy Sennces T e M

SREC Upfront Purchase Program ; systems T 480 4_80 | 480 | 1,4415

Solar Thermal and Geothermal C& Program , projects | 4 8 8| 20 |
éTotaI DSM Program Portfolio” 1,801 2,505 2,516 | 6,82‘5

* Total does not include the number of jobs in the HPWES program (already accounted for in the number of
audits).

Program Impacts

Table 2 summarizes the savings estimates for SEU programs by sector and for the overall portfolio for
the three-year planning period (2016-2018). The SEU will measure program performance during the
three-year planning period by monitoring achievement of these energy savings goals and tracking trends
over time. The methodology used to determine these program impacts is detailed in Error! Reference
source not found..
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CADMUS

Table 8

2016 2018 DSM Program Portfoho Cost Effectlveness Summary*

_NPV[S)EE T

| HPWES Program 2,542,819 | 0.31 | 4,033,116 047
| Green for Green 80,933 011 | 127,461 0.17
; ' Commercial Services : ‘ m |
 Revolving Loan ) 17,559,900 | 1.30 | 28,884,147 2,05 |
SIE Program o 0.00 | 0 0.00 |
5 _Performance Contracting | | 74”057‘ 823 3.50 122,}9?,477 5}.56""
 Nonprofit Energy Assessments 4,032,518 3.02 | 6526924 | 4.68
| Loans for C Communities in Need o} 0.00 0] 0.00 |
 Pathways to Green Schools 2,030,086 | 249 3,255,072 | 3.83
_Faith Efficiencies Partnershlp 407,608 | 169 674,445 \ 268
| Renewable Energy Services |
| SREC Upfront Purchase E 15,087,892 031 26,426,095 0.52
' Solar Thermal and Geothermal cal | 2,955629 179 | 4,408,118 255
' Total DSM Program Portfolio 5 118,755,208 196,832,854

* Totals may not sum exactly due to roundlng
** The present value of avoided energy and capacity costs includes an impact of line losses at 8.1% to account for
avoided line losses occurring from reductions in customer energy use, as well as avoided transmission and

benefits.

Error! Reference source not found. provides the total program-level costs for the portfolio overall. Note
that these budgets do not reflect loan dollars provided by the SEU (primarily through the Revolving Loan
Program) as loan dollars do not impact program or portfolio cost-effectiveness. Additionally, program

revenue offsets program administration costs.

Program

' Residentlal Services

Table 9. 2016 2018 DSM Program Portfoho Costs by Program*

| 2016-2018

 HPwESProgram $840,471 | $841,636 | $841,636 | $2,523,743
ﬁreen for Green $136,466 | $136,466 | $136,466
Commercial and Nonprofit Services

_Revolving Loan B $174,478 $174,478 $174,478

. SIE Program | $48,466 $48,466 $48,466
Performance Contracting $116,319 $116319  $116,319 §348,957
_Nonprofit Energy Assessments 596,932 ~ $96,932 596,932 L m_§2“sgq,7gzm.
Loans for Communities in Need 529, 080 ! $29,080 ‘ ‘va29,080 S87, 239 |
Pathways to Green Schools $67, 080 | e $67,080 $67,080 | WSZOl 239
Faith Efficiencies Partnership 528,186 | M528,186 $28,186 $84, 559 .

: Renewable Energy Services _

| SREC Upfront Purchase  $96,932 | $96,932 | $96,932 $200,797 |

' Solar Thermal and Geothermal C& $113,466 $113,466 | $113,466 $340,399 |
Total DSM Pragram Portfolio $1,747,876 $1,749,041 ‘ 1,749,041 $5 245, 963

* Totals may not sum exactly due to roundlng
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Excerpt from ICF proposal to DESEU 12/18/15

Proposed Quick Energy Check Up Program

The Quick Home Energy Check-up (QHEC) program is a flexible program that can target a
specific customer (i.e. renters), property type (i.e. apartment complexes), or sectors of the
market (i.e. agricultural). The program covers the broadest range of customers if it is
implemented in two different building types: single family houses and multifamily properties.
Single family homes are treated individually and are more labor intensive to complete; however
the customer educational experience is far more detailed. Multifamily properties offer the
opportunity to complete an entire property in a condensed period of time but the customer is
frequently not involved in the process. In both tracks, savings are generated through the
installation of direct install measures and can be captured regardless of the fuel used in the
customers’ home. Additionally, the list of measures offered during the QHEC can be expanded
beyond standard direct install measure offerings (listed below) to include smart, two-way
thermostats, ShowerStart thermostatic control valves, and tier 2 smart strips, depending on the
goals of the program.

1

Measures Promoted

The QHEC typically includes the following measures: CFLs, LEDs, faucet aerators, efficient-flow
showerheads, water pipe insulation, and smart power strips. Additional measures that can be
considered are Showerstart thermostatic control valves, two-way, smart thermostats, and tier 2
smart power strips. In an effort to reduce duplication between the QHEC and HPWES DIMs
(which are the same), the QHEC program will offer a limited number of measures so that there
are still opportunities for the HPWES customer to receive measures during the audit.

The QHEC is a free service to Delawareans; the costs for the visit and measures is covered by
incentive funds paid directly to the contractor on a bi-weekly basis based on the following
schedules:

SEQHECDIMS S

LEDs (9w) g 25981 0.003| $ 3.80 | s 1.5
Showerheads (1.5 GPM) 3| 28718 0.024 $ 284 10.00
Aerators (1.0 GPM) s 0.004 $ 045 2.00
Pipewrap g 8ethd 0.0152| $ 023 % 10.00
Showerstarts (w/ 1.5 GPM Showerhead 1| 49947 0.004 $ 1550 | $ 5.00

MF QHEC/Property DIMS

25.981

LEDs (9w) 0.003| S 3.80 |5 1.25
Showerheads (1.5 GPM) 2 287.729 0.024| § 2.84|§ 10.00
Aerators (1.0 GPM) 2 34.240 0.004| S 045 S 2.00
Pipewrap 1 132.785 0.015| $ 023 |5 10.00
Showerstarts (w/ 1.5 GPM Showerhead 1 49,947 0.004| $ 15.50 | § 5.00

Contractors are also paid for the service of providing the QHEC. For single family customers
and customers living in multifamily properties who request a QHEC contractors are paid $125
and $100 respectively. For multifamily properties that are scheduled by the contractor through
the property owner, contractors will be paid $75 per QHEC.



Excerpt from ICF proposal to DESEU 12/18/15

Expected Impacts

This section will include a table that shows key program impacts including: savings,

participants, measures, incentive costs, implementation costs, cost-benefit ratios. Full data tables
will be included in Appendix A.

Table 1. Planned Program Outcomes

QHEC 1 e N

Annual MWh/Therm Savings 5,124.32 15,961.33

| singleFamily SR 621570
v ily Prope il 45.63

Annual MW Savings 1.70

Participants 8,900 9,700 9,130 27,730.00

. ; ﬁ
$4,667,018.90

i

Administrative Costs $ 528,914.00 | $ 383,857.00 | $ 420,247.00 | $1,333,018.00
Total Program Costs $1,976,541.00 | $2,020,019.25 | $2,003,476.65 | $6,000,036.90

oropray | Budget  EnergySavings  Peak
TOBTAM (thousand)  (MWh/Therms) Savings (
$6,000,036.90 15,961.33 MWh

QHEC $7,748.02

Benefit/Cost Notes

e Based on Avoided costs from Optimal Potential study and assumes flat load shape for all
measures

® Assumes weighted average of 10 year measure life for each QHEC
® Assumes 3% Discount Rate in accordance with Optimal Potential Study

e Assumes 7.87% Line Loss Factor (for both Energy and Demand) in accordance with Optimal
Potential Study

e Assumes NTG Ratio of 0.90 in accordance with Optimal Potential Study

* Does Not include any benefits for non electric fuels



