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PA Project Description:

This Energy Efficiency Measure project for th

includes the replacement of the existing blower with
a high efficient blower and the installation of MOV Controls to reduce
system operating pressure Please note that projec_ -
ABAC Controls is part of the EEMs proposed in the PFS for this project
However due to the different installation timelines the ABAC controls
measure was separated out For purposes of selection both this project

and shou!d be considered as one single project
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y of CPUC Staff Required Action by the PA:

|Action Category

|PA Response

ED Resolution

EEM-1 involves the replacement of- of ﬂ\e-existing blowers with
high efficiency turbo blowers. While the documentation suggests that
the customer may proceed with replacing additional blowers (PFS page
22), the current scope involves the upgrade of only- blowers. PFS
page 18 states that "The aeration requirements are met by I

hor Turblex blowers, which rotate to ensure even wear.

- blowers are in operation simultaneously." The savings

reflect an ption that the proposedff] new blowers will
be operating exclusively with the remaini existing blowers on
standby. The savings estimate and associated incentive should be
updated to reflect average historical blower operating hours given the
rotation strategies that "ensure even wear and tear across all units."

Analysis assumptions

If it is found that rotation of the blowers post-
installation of the proposed measure is still occuring,
then SCE agrees that calculations should be revised
accordingly. However, we do not agree with
calculations being revised in the PFS stage based on
theoretical operating conditions. The calculations will
be revised in the IR stage dependent on the

C r's ing C iti post blower

i Therefore, SCE req that CPUC move
this comment down to the Notes section of the
disposition.

According to the submitted documentation, the
project does not involve re-sequencing or controls
optimization of the blowers, only upgrades offJjJ]] of
th blowers. Shifting operation to exclusively the

upgraded blowers would be a substantial change
that contradicts the customer’s stated desire to ensure|
even wear and tear among the blowers. Rather than
assume the best-case scenario savings in the pre-
installation phase, the review team urges the
implementer to base the savings claim on
demonstrated customer practices.




Note or Instruction Number:

CPUC Staff Notes or i

Instruction Category

PA

The Project tab of the PA Technical Review Report spreadsheet suggests
that equipment may not need to be replaced as part of this project:
“measure involves programming of the SCADA system with no

"ifno i ion is required,)
only reprogr ing and re-c issioning of preexistil i it,
the most appropriate measure application type is likely BRO for this
intervention. PA should reexamine the MAT upon project
implementation.

Measure type

Itis not clear from the submitted documentation if the MOV control
measure will affect all blowers or just the high-efficiency blowers
replaced as part of EEM-1. To determine the appropriate EUL of the
blower control measure, the PA should consider the remaining useful
lives of all affected blowers and develop a weighted average value
based on expected annual operating hours of each blower per the
rotation schedule mentioned in item #1.

EUL/RUL

The EEM-2 cost is based on a vendor quote from a comparable project
C in| .To that project’s costs, the total cost is
divided by the number of valves affected. However, the number of
valves differs between the 6 assumed in cell R11 calculation and the 12
reflected in the vendor quote screenshot below.

Measure cost




The PA will il to upload icati to the CMPA directory
through the implementation and claims phases of the project. The PA may
proceed to approve the 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 ional app

as noted

The PA must make revisions or changes as noted in CPUC Staff's review

bdwes'gled with The PA will inue to
upload to the CMPA y through the
implementation and claims phases of the project. The PA may proceed to
approve the project without waiting for CPUC Staff response. If CPUC Staff
decides to perform IR review of a project, CPUC Staff will notify the PA. The
scope will be limited to determine if the project was carried out consistent
with the ion and notes provided during pre-installation review and to
obtain information pertaining to whether the eligibility criteria or metrics
should be revised.

Unless the scope of work p in project jon has atR
review, the project will not be reviewed again in the areas specified below.
wmkmwmmlmmes@iﬁnm
modifications to the type, size, i

the expansion 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

The lication is rej as i The PA shall promptly inform the
W:mﬂnmmmemwmmdandﬂem

for the i 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 project is rejected, or
mdﬁamnsmmmd.lnaddmn CPUC Staff shall provide specific

for the ions under which the project would be
approved.

If any party to the project is i with the ( ission’s directions for
the project, a dispute resolution process may be initiated by that party. The
Commission shall adopt rules for the conduct of the dispute resolution
process. — Section 3812 (g) (3) (F)

The PA is not formally required to follow i ions or i
given in an Advisory review. However, issues found will affect ESPI scoring
and may come up again in Ex-Post review.






