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PA Project Description:

This Energy Efficiency Measure project for th

includes the installation of ABAC controls to adjust aeration demand based on
ammonia levels Please note that proj - Blower
Replacement and MOV Controls is part of the EEMs proposed in the PFS for this
project However due to the different installation timelines the Blower
Replacement and MOV controls were out For of
selection both this project an_ should be considered as one
single project
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CPUC Staff Project Manager

CPUC Staff Recommendation:

to with ion(s), as noted

For rejection, action required:

N/A

M&V Review:

Post M&V Review (M&V Results and Final Calculations) Required

|Action

[ y of CPUC Staff Required Action by the PA:

|2

|en




The project involves the normal replacement of add-on equipment that failed

, at which point the customer relied solely on dissolved
oxygen (DO) control. The facility has met its essential services using DO control
between then and now. Page 33 of the ISP Guidance Document addresses this
specific scenario: "If a customer’s only other option is simply doing nothing and
the project developer wishes to use existing equipment as the energy baseline,
the project should pass the POE requirements approved by the CPUC to qualify
for accelerated replacement.” The submittal does not currently address all POE
it q! set forth in E-5115 Section 4 to demonstrate the
viability of the currently existing system (DO control) to serve as baseline. The
submittal should be amended with the appropriate POE documentation defined
by E-5115, induding the customer-signed affidavit.

Missing required information

Given the significant combined incentive between projects 983 and 984, the post-
installation M&V plan should include direct power measurement of all affected
blowers over a four-week period, either through original metering or via SCADA.
The current M&V plan (page 25 of the PFS) suggests a modeling approach to
determine proposed kWh based on design efficency curves. Metered post-
installation blower kWh would establish a limit to the combined savings of the
three measures across projects 983 and 984.

M&V plan

According to the post-installation inspection report from the prior ABAC controls
installation 'n- the system achieved a DO level o- . The M&V plan
should be revised to include comparison of the proposed system's DO
performance with this value in order to comply with Resolution E-4818's
requirement that "when broken add-on equipment is fixed or replaced, energy
consumption should return to previous levels".

M&V plan

This project with a sep ittal (CPR 983), and each project
involves blower control. It is not clear from the submitted documentation if the
proposed ammonia-based aeration control induded this project will be

with the prop most open valve (MOV) control measure of project
983. The PFS should include narration on how these control strategies will work

either i or to blower speed and

flow. For example, Figure 6.1.4 of the PFS does not illustrate the MOV controls on
the baseline line diagram.

Missing required information




(CPUC Staff Notes or i

PA

ruction Category

Page 22 of the PFS suggests that equipment may not need to be replaced as part
of this project. If no equi r is required, only repr ing and

re-c of pi isti i the most approp
application type would be BRO for this intervention. PA should reexamine the
MAT upon project implementation.

type

While the customer is designated as hard-to-reach, and typical E-5115 POE
requirements therefore may not apply, the review team reminds SCE that E-5115
(page 13) addresses this scenario of a phased project divided into multipk

ERp of

applications. The PA should consider the aggregate incentive across all
applications when determining appropriate POE rigor levels.

The ABAC measure appears to affect all blowers, not just the high-efficiency
blowers replaced as part of 983's EEM-1. To determine the appropriate EUL of the
/ABAC measure, the PA should consider the remaining useful lives of all affected
blowers and develop a weighted average value based on expected annual

ing hours of each blower per the rotation schedule discussed in the CPR
983 disposition.

EUL/RUL

The M&V plan should include additional details on the customer’s and service
contractor's strategies to monitor the ABAC controls over the life of the measure
to ensure savings persistence. Similar controls were installed 'm- with an
identical target DO level o-; however, that project's post-installation
inspection report showed an achieved DO level _. The prior ABAC
controls were decommissioned l- due to recurring maintenance issues. PFS
page 18 acknowledges the sensitivity of the proposed ABAC controls: "Operators
often express concerns regarding the iti i i quired for
ABAC functionality, as well as the stringent calibration requirements that increase
operational workload.” As a result the developer "aims to provide technical
guidance, vendor alternatives, and a structured reimplementation plan to

the long-ts benefits and ility of an optimized ABAC system.”
Post-installation document upload should include a copy of the reimplementation
plan.

M&V plan




CPUC staff Recommendation

Deﬁll:ion

Application ready to proceed without exception

The PA will conti d appli th through the
wmm&mmﬂmmmnmmmamﬂn
project without waiting for CPUC Staff response. A project is waived from further review
at the post-installation stage by CPUC staff, but the PA is responsible for post-installation

(IR) review. There will not be itional approval.

Application ready to proceed with exception(s), as noted

mrAmmmhmmudumasnanucsWswmme
signed agreement wil ThePA“" il

to th y through th ? -"“—'pimsofm:pmpn.m
PA may proceed to approve the project without waiting for CPUC Staff response. If CPUC
mﬁdedsmp-fomllm-wofammsnﬂwilmnfyﬂurkmm

will be limited ine if the project ied out with th

and notes provided during pre-i e obtain i 2 jining to

whether the eligibility criteria or metrics should be revised.

Unless of work in project ion has IR review, the

plomuillmbem:wndnarssmbdow smpedupsdd‘ndby
changes indude si modificati type,

size, quantity, ion, th ion of a project to include additional retrofits, or

the splitting of a project into multiple phases.
| The following areas will not be reviewed again by CPUC Staff:

* Calculation Tool

« Calculation Methodology

* M&V Plan

= Baseline

« Higibili

* EUL/RUL

* Measure Type

= Program Influence

Application rejected.

The ion is rejected The PA shall inform i asto

ﬂnmmmmmmaﬂmﬂmfwm

conditions under which the project would be approved. CPUC Staff shall provide the

reasons for the rejection or request for modification, including each basis as to why the

mpasmwnnﬁhmsmmd.mddmmsﬂfﬂulm
specific ions under which the project would be approved.

If any party to the project i isfied with th ission’s ions for the project, a

mmmmunmwmmmmmsmm

rules for the conduct of the dispute resolution process. — 3812 (g) (3) (F)

Advisory.
The PA is not formally required to follow i i ions given in an

| Advisory review. However, issues found will affect ESPI scoring and may come up again in
Ex-Post review.






