Meeting Notes
NEET Work Group #2 - Emerging Solutions and Technologies
August 14, 2008, 9:00 am to 11:00 am

Agenda Items:

Introductions & Agenda review


RD&D Scope and Phases Straw man 


RD&D Inventory Matrix Framework Straw man

RD&D Inventory Survey results


Wrap up and next steps/Meeting Evaluation

Participants:  
	Name
	Organization 

	Bob Balzar – Chair
	Seattle City Light

	Susan Hermenet - Chair
	Northwest Energy Efficiency Alliance

	Gary Nystedt
	City of Ellensburg, Wash.

	Jennifer Williamson
	ECOS Consulting

	Suzanne Frew
	Snohomish PUD

	Eric Miller
	Benton REA

	Jim Cox 
	PGE

	Fred Gordon  
	Energy Trust of Oregon

	Tom Lienhard
	Avista Corp.

	Sergio Dias
	Northwest Energy Efficiency Alliance 

	Danielle Gidding
	Idaho Power

	Steve Weiss
	Northwest Energy Coalition

	Kathy L. Moore
	Umatilla Electric Cooperative

	Tim Kensok
	AirAdvice, Inc.

	Carl Patenode
	City of Drain

	Randy Thorn
	Idaho Power

	Gary L. Johnson
	Tacoma Power, Energy Services

	Jack Zeiger
	WSU Energy Program


Work plan

The revised work plan dated 8/14 was reviewed.  People agreed to the dates noted for future meetings.  Requests were also made to continue to clarify the actual deliverables for this group, and the NEET workgroups in general.   The next conference call is scheduled for Sept 4 from 9-11.  

Note: The following table is a summary of phases and tasks outlined in the work plan.  It was not discussed in detail on the 8/14 call, but is offered in these notes as a point of reference to try to clarify the expectations of this workgroup:

NEET Workgroup 2 Deliverables
	Phase & Task
	Description
	Timeline
	Deliverables

	Phase 1/Task 1  
	Survey of RD&D activity:  who, what, how it’s utilized, and how best to leverage
	August 15 to NEET 2
	1) RD&D Definition of Scope and Stages

2) RD&D Survey and overview of results
3) RD&D Matrix

	Phase 2/Task 2
	Recommend strategies to increase RD&D
	September 26 to Exec Committee
	1) RD&D Definition of Scope and Stages
2) Overview of Current activity

3) Recommended Strategies

	Midpoint Check in
	Executive Committee meets to consider progress of all groups
	October 3
	

	Phase 3/Task 3
	Identify technologies to focus on in next 2-3 years
	December 17 to Exec Committee
	Recommended matrix of opportunities, with criteria for prioritization

	Phase 4
	Executive Committee compiles and approves recommendations
	January 2009
	Symposium on regional energy efficiency


Action  Susan Hermenet will be communicating with Darby Collins and Ken Canon to get clarity on the scope of this subgroup’s efforts (and the NEET effort overall), and to ensure that the depth and nature of recommendations that this workgroup is planning to make is on par with the work of other workgroups.  
RD&D Scope and Stages
Fred provided an overview of the document titled “Decision Framework for Regional RD&D,” also known as the RD&D Scope and Stages document.  This was developed by a subgroup.  The purpose is to provide clarity regarding what is meant by RD&D, and what categories of technologies this group recommends as a focus for energy efficiency RD&D.
There was general acknowledgement that the RD&D Stages table was a good representation of how things work in the industry, and the roles that utility organizations typically play in each stage.  
It was emphasized that for most kinds of technologies, these stages occur over many years.  Since utility funding cycles and cost-effectiveness criteria often are limited to 1-3 year timeframes, this highlights the need for a dedicated RD&D effort outside of utility program implementation budgets and goals.
Most discussion centered on the recommended focus for the scope of regional energy efficiency RD&D efforts.  The following list was presented as the recommended focus in the draft:

· Electric and gas energy savings

· Equipment performance

· Building design

· Controls

· Installation

· Operation (when tied to devices, not when just behavioral)

· Maintenance

· Demand
· Water and other non-energy benefits

The group discussed demand, renewables, and distributed generation in more detail.  

People agreed that the interest in demand is high (due to peaks and integration of renewables into the regional grid), varies significantly from one utility to another, and has the potential to have as much research money dedicated to it as to energy efficiency.  Most people who spoke up recommended that demand be included on the list, at least conditionally.

Distributed generation’s place on the list was less clear.  For combined heat and power (CHP), it was suggested that if it required non-renewable fuel burning, it was beyond the scope of this RD&D effort.  However, if the power generation was from renewables (e.g. methane), it fell more within this scope.   There was general support that renewable distributed generation (e.g. solar PV) was included, and it was suggested that a dividing line be established that renewable technologies on the customer side of the meter would be included.
There was general agreement that direct application of renewables (i.e. integrated into building and energy systems, such as solar water heating or ground source heat pumps) should be included on the list.  
It was acknowledged that this group has an interest in ensuring that the most basic energy efficiency RD&D work get supported sufficiently. Even though all of the other issues are important and deserve attention, there was agreement that they have the potential to dominate efficiency RD&D efforts if they are not considered separately.  
Action In summary, the group agreed to support the recommendations in the document, with one qualification statement.  “Demand, distributed generation, and direction application of renewables are under consideration.”  The Decision Framework for Regional R&D will be revised to reflect this.
RD&D Inventory Matrix Framework
A matrix was presented for the purpose of providing context for decision making.  It included consideration of sectors, technologies, organizations, and roles.  

There was agreement that it was a useful starting framework.  

Action A subgroup was organized to continue development of this tool, with an expansion of the description of the particular RD&D roles applicable to various situations.  This subgroup includes Sergio Diaz, Tom Lienhard, Bob Balzar, and Kathy Moore.
The group expressed the need to start speaking specifically about technologies, but acknowledged that to begin with there will be no formal prioritization or recommendation resulting.

Action A second subgroup was formed to begin the process of creating an inventory of technologies that the region may be interested in supporting.  The subgroup will deliberately coordinate with NEET Workgroup 1 “Measuring What Matters” since the two groups may be dealing with similar issues.  This subgroup includes Jim Cox (and staff), Jack Zeiger, Gary Nystedt, and Jennifer Williamson.
Survey

The group reviewed highlights from the survey which was completed by 84 respondents.  Invitations to complete the survey were sent to all parties that have expressed any interest in any NEET workgroup.  In general there was a broad representation of types of organizations, and a high level of interest, though the group acknowledged that it is quite premature to suggest that it is a representative sample and that conclusions need to be guarded.  
Action Susan Hermenet and Suzanne Frew offered to review the detailed survey responses, and write a summary document.  
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