

Cascade Natural Gas CAG 2021 Q4 
Meeting Minutes 10/06/21 
Meeting held: 		9:00 am – 12:00 pm  Meeting Recording available to supplement notes
Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer or mobile app
Click here to join the meeting
Or call in (audio only)
+1 509-505-0479  559757936#   United States, Spokane
Phone Conference ID: 559 757 936#
Attendees:
	CNGC
	CNGC – Continued
	The Energy Project
	WUTC

	Monica Cowlishaw
	Brian Robertson
	Shawn Collins
	Andrew Rector

	Mike Parvinen
	Ashton Davis
	
	Heather Moline 

	Kary Burin
	Devin McGreal
	NWEC
	

	Robin White
	Alyn Spector
	Amy Wheeless
	Dept. of Commerce

	Jocelyne Moore 
	Mark Chiles
	
	Liz Reichart

	Kris Forck
	Mark Sellers-Vaughn
	NEEA
	

	Jon Storvick
	Lori Blattner
	Peter Christeleit
	Guests

	Taylor Mead
	
	
	Gil Peach

	Sheila McElhinney
	TRC
	Public Council
	

	
	Bradey Day
	Corey Dahl
	


The meeting will be recorded to capture all discussions and will be distributed to CNGC/CAG members
** Time stamp for each agenda item is located the topic header below in this format 00:00:00  H,M,S
All Graphs and Charts are available in the Agenda (Embedded Below): 


Introduction of Lori Blattner to the CAG Members
Monica to send Amy Wheeles, Andrew Rector and Heather Moline BCP Docs in word format after today’s meeting

Roll Call & Review of 2021 Q3 Meeting Minutes:   -  0:00:40
Action Items:  none
Decisions Made:  none
Noted Discussion: 
Introduction of Lori Blattner, Director of Regulatory Affairs, (CNGC/INTGAS) to the CAG group. 
Quarterly Portfolio Update -Led by Monica Cowlishaw & Bradey Day - 0:03:06
Commercial Highlights - 0:03:18
Action Items:  
Decisions Made:  
Noted Discussion:  
Andrew notes he missed what Bradey had said in terms of growth and standard projects being down 3% and wanted to know what was down 3%? 
Bradey stated standard project participation is down 3% from 2020 but still higher than 2019.
Heather asked for Bradey to explain the Midstream/Upstream terminology.
Bradey explained midstream is pulling projects from the distributor’s vs the contractor.
Andrew asked if the Midstream project is like the mail in rebate process where the contractor purchases the tankless unit from the distributor and then sends in the paperwork for the rebate; and that is the part which is not happening?
Bradey stated yes, this is correct and the reason for not receiving these projects is due to the lack of equipment on hand as the supply/demand issue is prevalent.  Bradey advised TRC Companies is addressing other options and making tweaks to the program to help the distributors utilize the program.
Andrew noted the outreach to the Hispanic Chamber of Commerce sounds like a great avenue to try and approach.
Monica added the residential program has tried targeting the Spanish sector through the Baseball teams on the east side and the company also does some bill assistance messaging in Spanish. 
Corey noted the outreach to Spanish El Centro de La Rosa may be another good avenue to explore, however did not know if they worked outside the Seattle area.

Residential Highlights - 0:34:05
Action Items:  None
Decisions Made:  None
Noted Discussion: 
Andrew questioned the notation in the agenda regarding the slowdown in Q3 in processing.
Monica stated the slowdown was due to personal leave, shifting priorities temporarily to the Biennial Conservation Plan and staffing disruptions.
Taylor added the company has doubled its outreach with magazine ads and inserts so the outreach world has been busy as well. 
Heather inquired about a bullet point in the BCP, which she was not familiar with, corresponding to software, public user experience and improved Trade Ally software platform as well as Evaluation, Measurement and Verification.   
Monica replied iEnergy is the platform which we use to process the residential rebates and Nexant (now Resource Innovations) is the company that hosts the software.  The PUX is the Public User Experience which is the new (coming by the end of the year) online process for online rebate submissions which is going to be more user friendly.  Also, housed within the program is the eM&V (evaluation, Measurement & Verification) program to give insights into the program planning in between 3rd party EM&V studies.  Monica continued to note it was a way to improve the technology on the back end for the customers. 
Monica noted CNGC placed an ad on streaming media for the first time (connected TV) -  00:48:00  Video Time Stamp
Andrew asked what “connected TV” and “completion rate” meant?
Monica stated connected TV is like Roku TV or Pluto TV through streaming services, and the connected rate is the number of viewers connected who allowed the video to play to the end. 

[bookmark: _Hlk85178911]Low Income Weatherization – Led by Alyn Spector & Sheila McElhinney - 0:54:43
Action Items: Sheila to send Andrew the section from the WA Dept. of Commerce Weatherization specifications – “Definition and use of Incidental Repair”; Sheila to send Corey the “Asbestos” section. 
Shawn Collins to keep CNG/CAG informed of the new contracts from LIHEAP and other Federal sources
Decisions Made:  None
Noted Discussion:  
The following discussion was also discussed in a meeting prior to the CAG meeting, which will provide more context to the discussion.  Those meeting notes and discussion provided by Sheila, have been embedded here: 




Sheila provided details on a weatherization project requiring guidance from the CAG. The home was built in 1953 and contains asbestos and vermiculite.  (Vermiculite is a mineral used for insulation in the past; asbestos naturally occurs in it). Sheila continued, the work to mitigate the asbestos is required before weatherization can take place.  Cascade and the Agency are reviewing a recent bid estimate for the asbestos remediation.  Department of Commerce requires only the minimum mitigation to ensure safety which is not total removal.
Shawn added he reached out to the program manager for the asbestos project and the Agency will obtain additional bids on the asbestos mitigation.  
Shawn’s concern was this project could be the highest cost project ever seen and the mitigation work may exceed the weatherization work which he noted could be an indication of an appropriate threshold to determine viability of a project. Shawn continued to state he was a low-income advocate and also would like a threshold for this type of scenario, even though it would mean the project could not go further.
Alyn clarified this was the reason the project was circulated to the CAG for guidance (see embedded notes).
Shawn added if the repair costs exceed the energy efficiency expenses that it would be a case for additional follow up and an indication it may be appropriate to look for alternative approaches to reduce the overall expense. 
Andrew stated it sounded like a good idea to figure out some type of threshold.
Corey mentioned Commerce should have some kind of guidance around encountering asbestos.
Shawn added yes, Commerce does have guidance and that asbestos is usually a deal breaker for  projects; and presence of vermiculite has been a walk away subject matter for years.
Alyn – pasted Tariff language in chat: “Agencies participating in the E-WIP program shall receive a rebate payment in the amount of the total installed cost of the approved weatherization measure/s.  Installed cost shall include incidental repair work necessary to the installation of a qualified measure, provided advanced review and approval is provided to the Company prior to payment.  Agency shall demonstrate total install costs by providing the Company with all requisite documentation including contractor invoices, where available, or an otherwise itemized list of work performed, and cost incurred.”

Biennial Conservation Plan (BCP):   -  1:27:05
Action Items:  
Monica to include a topic specific to Therm Savings Assumptions at the 2022 Q1 CAG for Peter Christeleit
Amy Wheeless requested a word document for the BCP, and Monica will also send it to Heather and Andrew
Decisions Made:  None
Noted Discussion: 
Monica clarified the Filing of the BCP with the WUTC is 11/1/21 and not 10/1/21.
Andrew asked if there was a preferred way to receive feedback on the BCP.
Monica stated her preference is what was best for the CAG members.
Monica stated Exhibit 1 in the BCP is where the company was looking for the most feedback as the suggestion from Andrew was to standardize the format  other utilities were using.
Andrew noted the recommendation was, to the extent possible, to mimic other utilities BCP’s, using PSE as an example as theirs was the one he was most familiar with; and understands CNG is looking for feedback on that section in particular and will ensure to provide it. 
Andrew also stated he has not had a chance to review the BCCP and noted Heather may have some initial input. 
Heather noted she would like to take a quick look at the low-income section in the BCP, which sparked a very robust conversation into the target setting for the low-income agencies as well as the impact COVID-19 has Had on the agencies, discussion available in the video at: 01:55:02
Shawn noted, the agencies conduct a needs assessment every four years in their service area looking at the specific needs of their communities, amount of funding available, weatherization programs, energy efficiency, etc. and offered to follow up offline to provide further detail.
Heather mentioned the low-income admin budget of $63,000 seemed low.
Monica stated it was a little low but is more than the company has spent in the past.
Heather asked about the DBtC (Direct Benefit to Customers ratio) asking if the 60/40 was not optimal.
Monica stated the phrase needed updating as the DBtC is estimated at 79/21, and some adjustments may be needed towards the end of the year
Heather stated she knows NEEA has membership dues and wondered if the RTF had dues as well. 
Monica stated the RTF and NEEA were added together but the RTF is approximately $31,000 per year.
Andrew stated during the open review session the Commission will most likely be addressing Transportation customers.
Peter offered to speak at the 2022 Q1 CAG meeting on the cost savings from the NEEA program. 
Tariff Update:   -  2:37:20 – other tariff discussion took place during the BCP Discussion
Action Items:  None
Decisions Made: None
Noted Discussion:  None
Exact filing date is TBD so Andrew will confirm preferred date and advise Cascade to support filing in Q1 2022
Bellingham Building Audit – Led by Alyn Spector & Kary Burin   -  2:38:15
Action Items:  None
Decisions Made:  None
Noted Discussion: 
Kary mentioned they will be meeting with RMC Architects on Friday to review the results of the initial building assessment for the audit. 
2021 Quarterly Meeting Schedule   2:37:32
Action Items:  Robin to email Andrew with proposed 2022 CAG dates
Decisions Made:  None
Noted Discussion: 
Proposed Dates:
Q1 – January 12, 2022
Q2 – April 6 or 20, 2022 – the 9th was chosen previously but the WUTC group has a conflict and Monica prefers the 20th 
Q3 – July 13, 2022
Q4 – October 5, 2022
Wrap Up – Other Items 
Action Items:  None
Decisions Made:  None
Noted Discussion: None
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 Cascade Natural Gas CAG Meeting Agenda 10/06/21 

CAG Q4 = 9:00 am – 12:00 via webinar

[bookmark: _Hlk21344860] 

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer or mobile app

Click here to join the meeting

Or call in (audio only)

+1 509-505-0479,,559757936#  United States, Spokane

Phone Conference ID: 559 757 936# 

Find a local number | Reset PIN 

	

1. Roll Call & Review Q3 meeting notes - led by Monica Cowlishaw 

· Cascade Natural Gas Conservation Advisory Group Meetings - Cascade Natural Gas Company (cngc.com)

		

		

		

		

		

		

		

		





2. [bookmark: _Hlk508621609]Quarterly Portfolio update - led by Monica Cowlishaw & Bradey Day 

· CNGC is providing quarterly progress updates to the CAG – these numbers have not gone through a rigorous end of the year verification and reconciliation as occurs for our official annual report and are estimates. (data pulled through August/mid-September 2021)

[bookmark: _Hlk83628320]Commercial Highlights

· Program has achieved 197,819 therms year to date, achieving roughly 34% of the yearly therm goal. 

· Based on current projections, C/I program is expected to achieve 126% of the 578,483 yearly therm goal, based on 75% of expected custom therms and 10% growth on standard therms counted towards forecast.

· Achievement to date largely underperforming due to large custom project which was expected to close early in 2021, but now will close on Q4. This large custom project, expected to achieve 510,000 therms, is scheduled to complete in October with final walkthrough before end of the month.

· In addition to large custom project, numerous other projects in excess of 100,000 therms expected to close in Q4.

· Projects, including large custom project, being pushed into Q4 due to individual component shortage and slowdowns caused by supply chain issues. While this slowdown is ongoing, some elements (including HVAC and foodservice equipment) are beginning to see fewer delays in equipment supply than has been seen in the past few months.

· The C/I program’s Re-COV-ery initiative has delivered an additional $5,977.54 to customers year-to-date, with other projects expected to complete in Q4.

· The C/I Midstream Program added its fourth participant, a large, nationwide distributor with 12 locations in CNG territory.

· Team began new Google AdWords campaign in August, leading to increases in visits to both the C/I application and rebates pages, with results expected to increase even more in the coming months.

· The C/I program began a new campaign in July to reach out to the Spanish-speaking market. The campaign included both radio and newspaper ads, both in Spanish, promoting the Re-COV-ery initiative and the program in general.



Commercial/Industrial Program Total & Comparison to Prior Year 



		ACHIEVED

		 

		2020 (%) 

		2020 Total Therms

		2020 Total Incentive

		2021 (%) 

		2021 Total Therms

		2021 Total Incentive



		

		September Monthly Total

		 

		26,434

		$67,292 

		 

		29,906

		$91,608 



		

		YTD Total

		54%

		210,485

		$690,424 

		34%

		197,819

		$721,020 



		IN PROGRESS

		Pre-Pipeline

		 

		 

		 

		 

		490,405

		$663,683 



		

		Forecast

		 

		

		

		 

		52,168

		$184,085 



		

		Pre + Forecast + YTD

		 

		

		 

		 

		731,619

		$1,536,359 



		

		Goal

		 

		387,824

		 

		 

		578,483

		 



		

		% to Goal

		 

		

		 

		 

		126%

		 







Commercial/Industrial Therms Achieved 

	

Commercial/Industrial Therms Goal: 578,483

 



Commercial/Industrial Therms by Measure Type (YTD 2021)



 Residential Program Highlights and Activity through August 2021

· CNGC’s Residential Energy Efficiency program has saved 320,044 therms this year for our customers as of August 27th. This is 68% of our 2021 goal with another 7% estimated therms in the queue. This is equivalent to 98% of last year’s 2020 Residential goal already achieved this year as the Residential goal was increased by 40% from 2020 to 2021

· Based on forecasting at the end of August Cascade is currently on target to reach 100% of the residential goal this year

· Q3 (minus September) has been a slower quarter for CNGC’s Residential Program processing. Personal leave, shifting priorities to the Biennial Conservation Plan, and staffing disruptions have all contributed to a lower processing cadence

· 4% growth in received applications over the 3-year average

· 20% higher Therms Achieved YTD compared to the 3-year average

· 19% more incentives paid to residential customers YTD compared to the 3-year average

· This is typical for the yearly cycle. Q3, especially without September, is consistently the slowest quarter of the year for processing and receiving applications

· A rebound in processing is expected in the latter half of September, with large deliverables finishing, and carrying through the end of November and the typical cutoff for adding to the team’s achievements.  December’s processing typically rolls into the new year so isn’t accounted toward the current year’s goal.

· Cascade is offering a “Veteran’s Day Bonus” similar to the bonus coupons offered through the TA network to Veteran’s who install rebate eligible measures in November. This bonus will tie directly to rebate savings and will be funded through the Bonus coupon budget 

· By year end Cascade’s Residential rebate processing software will support an upgraded Public User Experience portal and an improved Trade Ally Platform

· Cascade’s EE engaged in its first foray into Streaming media with great success. We will share the commercial with the CAG during the meeting. 

· August 15 – September 15, 424,242 impressions (- # of times the ad was served or exposed to our target audience 

· CTV (Connected TV) Video Completion Rate ran at a strong 98.4%

· More than 29,271+ CTV ads watched all the way through to completion

· The Preroll generated 571 clicks back to the energy efficient web page 

· CTR (# of clicks the ad received divided by the # of times the ad is shown standard is .08%) finished strong at .145%





Residential Program Total & Comparison to Prior Year

		  

Achieved

		Year: 2021 Therms

		3-Year Average Therms

		Year: 2021 Incentive

		3-year Average Incentive



		July-August Achieved Total

		54,069

		55,356

		$394,383

		$366,632



		YTD Achieved Total

		320,044

		267,628

		$2,016,247

		$1,636,907



		Plan Goal

		471,164

		299,951

		$2,897,689

		2,919,693



		% to Goal Achieved

		68%

		89%

		70%

		56%



		*2018 CPA decremented average Residential therms saved by roughly 15% resulting in a higher cost per therm saved in 2021









Residential Therms Achieved by Month - 2021[image: ]



Residential Monthly Application Receipts Trend[image: ]





Residential Therms Goal: 471,164[image: ]



3. [bookmark: _Hlk76741850]Low Income Weatherization - led by Alyn Spector & Sheila McElhinney

· Q3 Achievements – Preliminary (through August, note these are subject to change) 

		Q3
2021

		Homes Served

		Measures Installed

		Average Therms Saved per Household

		Total Therms Saved

		Carbon Offset (metric tons of CO2e avoided) 

		 



		

		29

		126

		221

		6414

		35

		 



		Total Costs

		Low-Income

		 



		Total WIP Incentives 

		 $108,247 

		 



		Total EWIP Incentives 

		 $313,597 

		 



		15% Project Coordination

		 $63,277 

		 



		10% Indirect Rate

		 $42,184 

		 



		Total Project Costs with Agency Admin

		 $527,305 

		 





· Asbestos mitigation project discussion

4. Biennial Conservation Plan (BCP)

· Timeline reminder

· CAG members received Biscom download of DRAFT BCP on 09/29/21

· CAG discussion 10/6/21

· Revisions/recommendations due from CAG members by COB 10/15/21 (earlier feedback welcome and appreciated)

· Filed with WUTC by 10/1/21

· WUTC expected to review in December (needs confirmation from WUTC staff)

· Exhibit 1

· Items removed from the main body of report to correlate with process electric utilities currently use for program offering updates

· Seeking clarification from WUTC staff on the process to update program offerings in an exhibit in lieu of making a tariff change as Cascade currently does? 

· Target Setting

· Targets as noted in the CPA

· Cascade performed a thorough measure review with AEG to compare measure lives, therm savings, incremental costs, etc. to drive program consistency

· Target setting process for weatherization achievements





· Budgets 

· Measure updates 

(A special note to thank the team for their assistance in reviewing and recommending updates ahead of an end of year tariff change to inform this BCP – Jon Storvick, Kary Burin, Kris Forck, Sheila McElhinney, Jocelyne Moore, our TRC partners Bradey Day and Bob Cuti and in close collaboration with AEG to review assumptions and provide industry best practice recommendations)  

· Proposed C/I updates

· Proposed Residential measure updates

· Options for updating therm savings associated with agency-performed Community Action weatherization projects

· Highlights

· Residential Custom offering

· New Homes bonus package

· NEI review and updates

· Updates to Cascade Annual Report template around NEI treatment in the programs

· Transport Customer potential and services

· NEEA Savings estimates and associated cost treatment in annual reporting 

· Example for 2021: 

		Cascade Residential Goal

		              471,164



		YTD Achieved (through August)

		              320,044



		NEEA estimated 2021 code savings

		              155,195



		Year to date w/estimated NEEA savings

		              475,239 



		 

		 



		NEEA 2021 commitment

		 $          348,908



		2020 Residential Program cost per therm

		 $                 8.05



		Estimated NEEA cost per therm

		 $                 2.25





· Appendix

· Too little, too much, missing anything? 

5. Tariff update

· The Company is planning to reference the BCP Exhibit 1 for updates to program offerings in lieu of frequent tariff filings.  Additionally, regulatory would like to reformat for consistency across the company’s schedules to comply with industry best practices. 

· Expected to file with the Commission January 2022.

6. Bellingham Building Audit – led by Alyn Spector & Kary Burin

· Status on Cascade’s next steps for a building audit to help demonstrate EE natural gas technology pairing with renewables in a commercial building within Cascade’s territory

7. 2022 Quarterly Meeting Schedule

· Meetings are held from 9am – 12pm

· Dates/preferences for 2022? 

8. Wrap up 

2021	Jan	Feb	Mar	Apr	May	Jun	Jul	Aug	Sep	Oct	Nov	Dec	10849.409999999996	21465.85	48162.039999999994	60527.039999999994	71317.26999999999	126189.71999999997	149887.71999999997	167912.91999999998	189046.81999999998	Trendline to Goal	Jan	Feb	Mar	Apr	May	Jun	Jul	Aug	Sep	Oct	Nov	Dec	10849.409999999996	21465.85	48162.039999999994	60527.039999999994	71317.26999999999	126189.71999999997	149887.71999999997	167912.91999999998	189046.81999999998	228761.03999999998	623155.78	731619.13	2020	Jan	Feb	Mar	Apr	May	Jun	Jul	Aug	Sep	Oct	Nov	Dec	27381.040000000001	57026.33	70733.930000000008	97679.44	116545.14	121903.85	155633.35	184051.55	210485.12999999998	237478.74	241863.02	266944.81	CNG 2021 Target	27320	64088	242571	279012	313529	354563	393004	430521	474506	503495	536018	578483	









Pre-Pipeline	

490404.75	Therms Achieved	

189046.82	Therms Forecasted	

52167.560000000012	Remaining to Goal	

0	



Therms	Boilers	Bonus D - Re-COV-ery	Bonus - HVAC	Ovens	Custom Boilers	Custom Heat Recovery	Custom Other	Controls	Water Heaters	Energy Saver Kit A	Fryers	HVAC	Insulation	Dishwashers	Radiant Heaters	Furnaces	Windows	60206.7	0	0	5700	6584	15890	625	4523	8229.2800000000007	178	30140	4471.5	36895.97	1792	9785.7999999999975	3162.5000000000005	863.07	Incentive	Boilers	Bonus D - Re-COV-ery	Bonus - HVAC	Ovens	Custom Boilers	Custom Heat Recovery	Custom Other	Controls	Water Heaters	Energy Saver Kit A	Fryers	HVAC	Insulation	Dishwashers	Radiant Heaters	Furnaces	Windows	240826.8	4382.79	200	7300	8428	39662	3230	4040	28517	0	33000	20325	239836.71	3200	32244.010000000002	14375	3922.8500000000008	
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Low Income Potential calculations AES.xlsx

Sheet1





						Low Income Potential: 





						Summary of Energy Savings (thousand therms), Selected Years			2021			2022			2023			2030			2040						Therms			CPA Identified Potential 2022						Agency Identified Potential 2022						Per Project Therms (3-year avg)


Spector, Alyn: Spector, Alyn:
2018- 185
2019- 203
2020- 214


						Baseline Forecast (thousand therms)			7,307			7,310			7,312			7,448			7,549									23,182.16									17,858.74			200.66


						Potential Forecasts (thousand therms)																								CPA Identified Potential 2023						Agency Identified Potential 2023


						Achievable Economic UCT Potential			7,288			7,267			7,241			7,064			6,686									28,194.08									19,664.68


						Achievable Economic TRC Potential			7,303			7,301			7,298			7,370			7,366


						Achievable Technical Potential			7,273			7,238			7,194			6,810			6,125						Dollars			Projected						Actuals


						Technical Potential			7,136			6,974			6,801			5,745			4,547									Projected Average Rebate						2021  Average YTD						IRP Inflation Rate


						Cumulative Savings (thousand therms)																					2022			$18,593.58						$18,229						2%


						Achievable Economic UCT Potential			20			43			71			384			863						2023			$18,965.45


						Achievable Economic TRC Potential			4			9			14			78			183


						Achievable Technical Potential			34			72			117			638			1,424									Ageny Projected Homes Served						Projected Rebate			25% Admin			Total Rebate + Agency Admin


						Technical Potential			171			336			511			1,703			3,002						2022			89						$1,241,121.47			$413,707.16			$1,654,828.62


						Energy Savings (% of Baseline)																					2023			98						$1,393,960.69			$464,653.56			$1,858,614.26


						Achievable Economic UCT Potential			0.3%			0.6%			1.0%			5.2%			11.4%


						Achievable Economic TRC Potential			0.1%			0.1%			0.2%			1.1%			2.4%


						Achievable Technical Potential			0.5%			1.0%			1.6%			8.6%			18.9%


						Technical Potential			2.3%			4.6%			7.0%			22.9%			39.8%


						Incremental Savings (thousand therms)


						Achievable Economic UCT Potential			20			23			28			66			39


						Achievable Economic TRC Potential			4			5			5			14			6


						Achievable Technical Potential			34			39			46			109			63


						Technical Potential			171			166			178			201			113
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9.20.21 Asbestos Mitigation Email SM to CAG.pdf


1


White, Robin


From: McElhinney, Sheila


Sent: Monday, September 20, 2021 3:26 PM


To: Cowlishaw, Monica; Amy Wheeless; Dahl, Corey J (ATG); Rector, Andrew (UTC); White, 


Robin; Becky Walker; Robertson, Brian; Chase, Stephanie (ATG); Nightingale, David 


(UTC); Davis, Ashton; Reynolds, Deborah (UTC); McGreal, Devin; Forck, Kris; Snyder, 


Jennifer (UTC); Joni Bosh; Burin, Kary; Frankiewich, Kyle (UTC); Chiles, Mark; Sellers-


Vaughn, Mark; Mead, Taylor; Parvinen, Michael; shawnc@oppco.org; Spector, Alyn; 


Storvick, Jon; Energy Company Advisory Groups, UTC; Moore, Jocelyne; Peter Christeleit


Cc: H Gil Peach; Mark Thompson; Moline, Heather (UTC); Blattner, Lori


Subject: RE: ASBESTOS MITIGATION Bi-Annual Conservation Plan Input/Feedback Discussion


Good afternoon, 


 


This email is to serve as the CNG reply to three questions posed by staff regarding the recent request for advice on a low 


income weatherization project that requires Asbestos Mitigation. 


 


Here are the questions, in blue; CNG reply in black: 


 


Andrew Rector: 


As far as the project goes, I’m not familiar with vermiculite, and would likely defer to CAG members with more low-


income weatherization experience. You’re asking the question based on the size of the project, is that right? If so, how 


far outside the norm for low-Income weatherization households is this? 


 


CNG Reply: 


Highest cost low-income weatherization project cost to date $40,922.30 


Estimated Total Project Cost including asbestos mitigation $40,000 - $60,000 (~$30,000 mitigation + ~$30,000 Wx) 


 


Cory Dahl: 


As far as the asbestos mitigation, I would also view that as an incidental repair in the realm of “health and safety.” Much 


like mold or a rodent infestation, asbestos exposure has negative health effects. That said, the cost is obviously higher. I 


am also not well-versed in asbestos remediation, but I wonder if there are other public or non-profit funds to pull from 


for asbestos mitigation that agencies might have access to? That obviously imposes an administrative burden but 


thought I would ask.  


 


CNG Reply: 


The Agency has access to funding through Washington State Department of Commerce Loan Program for Rural Low-


Income Households.  The funds are available for rural customers only.  This customer resides within the city boundaries 


and is not eligible. 


https://www.commerce.wa.gov/growing-the-economy/energy/weatherization-and-energy-efficiency/rural-rehab/ 


 


Amy Wheeless: 


On your other question, Monica, can you clarify the big range on the weatherization cost ($10-$30K)? 


 


CNG Reply: 


The range of total installed costs plus administrative costs stems from a number of factors: 


• Square Footage of Home 


o Range 800 – 3000 square feet 


• Insulation Measures 
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o Some homes have no insulation, so the Agency may install insulation in the following areas: 


 Ceiling/Attic 


 Floor 


 Wall 


 Duct 


 Water Heater 


• Appliance Replacement 


o Heating System 


o Water Heat 


• Incidental Repair – here is a list of some of the repairs common to low income weatherization: 


o If a roof is actively leaking, the roof must be repaired 


o If a water heater is leaking and the floor is damaged, it must be repaired 


o If there is standing water in the crawlspace, a sump pump must be installed 


o A new condensing furnace requires additional venting and condensate containment 


o If there is knob & tube wiring present, a licensed electrician must inspect it, and if it fails inspection, the 


wiring must be replaced 


The Agency working on this project is obtaining a second estimate/bid for the Asbestos Mitigation. 


 


I appreciate your time and consideration. 


 


Sincerely, 


 


 


Sheila McElhinney 


Sr. Analyst 


Energy Efficiency and Outreach 


Cascade Natural Gas 


(360) 788-2346 Office 


(360) 393-0443 Cell 


 


From: Cowlishaw, Monica <Monica.Cowlishaw@cngc.com>  


Sent: Wednesday, September 15, 2021 9:56 AM 


To: Amy Wheeless <amy@nwenergy.org>; Dahl, Corey J (ATG) <corey.dahl@atg.wa.gov>; Rector, Andrew (UTC) 


<andrew.rector@utc.wa.gov>; White, Robin <Robin.White@cngc.com>; Becky Walker <BWalker@neea.org>; 


Robertson, Brian <Brian.Robertson@cngc.com>; Chase, Stephanie (ATG) <stephanie.chase@atg.wa.gov>; Nightingale, 


David (UTC) <david.nightingale@utc.wa.gov>; Davis, Ashton <Ashton.Davis@cngc.com>; Reynolds, Deborah (UTC) 


<deborah.reynolds@utc.wa.gov>; McGreal, Devin <Devin.McGreal@cngc.com>; Forck, Kris <Kris.Forck@cngc.com>; 


Snyder, Jennifer (UTC) <jennifer.snyder@utc.wa.gov>; Joni Bosh <joni@nwenergy.org>; Burin, Kary 


<Kary.Burin@cngc.com>; Frankiewich, Kyle (UTC) <kyle.frankiewich@utc.wa.gov>; Chiles, Mark 


<MARK.CHILES@mdu.com>; Sellers-Vaughn, Mark <Mark.Sellers-Vaughn@cngc.com>; Mead, Taylor 


<Taylor.Mead@cngc.com>; Parvinen, Michael <Michael.Parvinen@cngc.com>; shawnc@oppco.org; McElhinney, Sheila 


<Sheila.McElhinney@cngc.com>; Spector, Alyn <Alyn.Spector@cngc.com>; Storvick, Jon <Jon.Storvick@cngc.com>; 


Energy Company Advisory Groups, UTC <UTCEnerg@utc.wa.gov>; Moore, Jocelyne <Jocelyne.Moore@cngc.com>; Peter 


Christeleit <PChristeleit@neea.org> 


Cc: H Gil Peach <hgilpeach@peachandassociates.onmicrosoft.com>; Mark Thompson <mark@forecon.com>; 


McElhinney, Sheila <Sheila.McElhinney@cngc.com>; Moline, Heather (UTC) <heather.moline@utc.wa.gov>; Blattner, 


Lori <LORI.BLATTNER@intgas.com> 


Subject: RE: Bi-Annual Conservation Plan Input/Feedback Discussion 
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Good morning Amy, thank you for the feedback.  I’ll ask Sheila to speak to that part of the calculation. She’s out of the 


office but should be back on Monday and can provide a bit more context.  


 


I’ll wait till this Friday to hear from others on changing to the 6th, so far it sounds like WUTC and Public Counsel are also 


available though.  Corey asked whether there are other public or non-profit funds to pull from for asbestos mitigation. 


I’m not sure on my end what’s available, but perhaps Alyn, Sheila or Shawn has an idea? 


 


Monica J. Cowlishaw 
Manager, Energy Efficiency & Community Outreach 
Cascade Natural Gas Corporation 


Office: (360) 788-2357  - Cell: (360) 770-5970 


 


From: Amy Wheeless <amy@nwenergy.org>  


Sent: Wednesday, September 15, 2021 9:49 AM 


To: Dahl, Corey J (ATG) <corey.dahl@atg.wa.gov>; Cowlishaw, Monica <Monica.Cowlishaw@cngc.com>; Rector, Andrew 


(UTC) <andrew.rector@utc.wa.gov>; White, Robin <Robin.White@cngc.com>; Becky Walker <BWalker@neea.org>; 


Robertson, Brian <Brian.Robertson@cngc.com>; Chase, Stephanie (ATG) <stephanie.chase@atg.wa.gov>; Nightingale, 


David (UTC) <david.nightingale@utc.wa.gov>; Davis, Ashton <Ashton.Davis@cngc.com>; Reynolds, Deborah (UTC) 


<deborah.reynolds@utc.wa.gov>; McGreal, Devin <Devin.McGreal@cngc.com>; Forck, Kris <Kris.Forck@cngc.com>; 


Snyder, Jennifer (UTC) <jennifer.snyder@utc.wa.gov>; Joni Bosh <joni@nwenergy.org>; Burin, Kary 


<Kary.Burin@cngc.com>; Frankiewich, Kyle (UTC) <kyle.frankiewich@utc.wa.gov>; Chiles, Mark 


<MARK.CHILES@mdu.com>; Sellers-Vaughn, Mark <Mark.Sellers-Vaughn@cngc.com>; Mead, Taylor 


<Taylor.Mead@cngc.com>; Parvinen, Michael <Michael.Parvinen@cngc.com>; shawnc@oppco.org; McElhinney, Sheila 


<Sheila.McElhinney@cngc.com>; Spector, Alyn <Alyn.Spector@cngc.com>; Storvick, Jon <Jon.Storvick@cngc.com>; 


Energy Company Advisory Groups, UTC <UTCEnerg@utc.wa.gov>; Moore, Jocelyne <Jocelyne.Moore@cngc.com>; Peter 


Christeleit <PChristeleit@neea.org> 


Cc: H Gil Peach <hgilpeach@peachandassociates.onmicrosoft.com>; Mark Thompson <mark@forecon.com>; 


McElhinney, Sheila <Sheila.McElhinney@cngc.com>; Moline, Heather (UTC) <heather.moline@utc.wa.gov>; Blattner, 


Lori <LORI.BLATTNER@intgas.com> 


Subject: Re: Bi-Annual Conservation Plan Input/Feedback Discussion 


 


** WARNING: EXTERNAL SENDER. NEVER click links or open attachments without positive sender verification 


of purpose. DO NOT provide your user ID or password on sites or forms linked from this email. **  


I am also available on October 6, if it works better.  


 


On your other question, Monica, Can you clarify the big range on the weatherization cost ($10-$30K)? 


 


From: "Dahl, Corey J (ATG)" <corey.dahl@atg.wa.gov> 


Date: Monday, September 13, 2021 at 2:43 PM 


To: "Cowlishaw, Monica" <Monica.Cowlishaw@cngc.com>, "Rector, Andrew (UTC)" 


<andrew.rector@utc.wa.gov>, "White, Robin" <Robin.White@cngc.com>, Amy Wheeless 


<amy@nwenergy.org>, Becky Walker <BWalker@neea.org>, "Robertson, Brian" 


<Brian.Robertson@cngc.com>, "Chase, Stephanie (ATG)" <stephanie.chase@atg.wa.gov>, "Nightingale, David 


(UTC)" <david.nightingale@utc.wa.gov>, "Davis, Ashton" <Ashton.Davis@cngc.com>, "Reynolds, Deborah 


(UTC)" <deborah.reynolds@utc.wa.gov>, "McGreal, Devin" <Devin.McGreal@cngc.com>, "Forck, Kris" 


<Kris.Forck@cngc.com>, "Snyder, Jennifer (UTC)" <jennifer.snyder@utc.wa.gov>, Joni Bosh 


<joni@nwenergy.org>, "Burin, Kary" <Kary.Burin@cngc.com>, "Frankiewich, Kyle (UTC)" 


<kyle.frankiewich@utc.wa.gov>, "Chiles, Mark" <MARK.CHILES@mdu.com>, "Sellers-Vaughn, Mark" 


<Mark.Sellers-Vaughn@cngc.com>, "Mead, Taylor" <Taylor.Mead@cngc.com>, "Parvinen, Michael" 


<Michael.Parvinen@cngc.com>, "shawnc@oppco.org" <shawnc@oppco.org>, "McElhinney, Sheila" 
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<Sheila.McElhinney@cngc.com>, "Spector, Alyn" <Alyn.Spector@cngc.com>, "Storvick, Jon" 


<Jon.Storvick@cngc.com>, "Energy Company Advisory Groups, UTC" <UTCEnerg@utc.wa.gov>, "Moore, 


Jocelyne" <Jocelyne.Moore@cngc.com>, Peter Christeleit <PChristeleit@neea.org> 


Cc: H Gil Peach <hgilpeach@peachandassociates.onmicrosoft.com>, Mark Thompson <mark@forecon.com>, 


"McElhinney, Sheila" <Sheila.McElhinney@cngc.com>, "Moline, Heather (UTC)" 


<heather.moline@utc.wa.gov>, "Blattner, Lori" <LORI.BLATTNER@intgas.com> 


Subject: RE: Bi-Annual Conservation Plan Input/Feedback Discussion 
 


Hi all, 


  


Public Counsel is also available on Oct. 6 for a meeting.  


  


As far as the asbestos mitigation, I would also view that as an incidental repair in the realm of “health and safety.” Much 


like mold or a rodent infestation, asbestos exposure has negative health effects. That said, the cost is obviously higher. I 


am also not well-versed in asbestos remediation, but I wonder if there are other public or non-profit funds to pull from 


for asbestos mitigation that agencies might have access to? That obviously imposes an administrative burden, but 


thought I would ask.  


  


Thanks, 


  


Corey Dahl 
Public Counsel Unit 


Washington State Office of the Attorney General 


Direct: (206) 464-6380 | Mobile: (206) 482-3523 | Pronouns: He / Him / His 


  


  


  


From: Cowlishaw, Monica <Monica.Cowlishaw@cngc.com>  


Sent: Monday, September 13, 2021 11:53 AM 


To: Rector, Andrew (UTC) <andrew.rector@utc.wa.gov>; White, Robin <Robin.White@cngc.com>; AMY WHEELESS 


(AMY@NWENERGY.ORG) <AMY@NWENERGY.ORG>; Becky Walker <BWalker@neea.org>; Robertson, Brian 


<Brian.Robertson@cngc.com>; Chase, Stephanie (ATG) <stephanie.chase@atg.wa.gov>; Dahl, Corey J (ATG) 


<corey.dahl@atg.wa.gov>; Nightingale, David (UTC) <david.nightingale@utc.wa.gov>; Davis, Ashton 


<Ashton.Davis@cngc.com>; Reynolds, Deborah (UTC) <deborah.reynolds@utc.wa.gov>; McGreal, Devin 


<Devin.McGreal@cngc.com>; Forck, Kris <Kris.Forck@cngc.com>; Snyder, Jennifer (UTC) <jennifer.snyder@utc.wa.gov>; 


Joni Bosh (joni@nwenergy.org) <joni@nwenergy.org>; Burin, Kary <Kary.Burin@cngc.com>; Frankiewich, Kyle (UTC) 


<kyle.frankiewich@utc.wa.gov>; Chiles, Mark <MARK.CHILES@mdu.com>; Sellers-Vaughn, Mark <Mark.Sellers-


Vaughn@cngc.com>; Mead, Taylor <Taylor.Mead@cngc.com>; Parvinen, Michael <Michael.Parvinen@cngc.com>; 


shawnc@oppco.org; McElhinney, Sheila <Sheila.McElhinney@cngc.com>; Spector, Alyn <Alyn.Spector@cngc.com>; 


Storvick, Jon <Jon.Storvick@cngc.com>; Energy Company Advisory Groups, UTC <UTCEnerg@utc.wa.gov>; Moore, 


Jocelyne <Jocelyne.Moore@cngc.com>; Peter Christeleit <PChristeleit@neea.org> 


Cc: H Gil Peach <hgilpeach@peachandassociates.onmicrosoft.com>; Mark Thompson <mark@forecon.com>; 


McElhinney, Sheila <Sheila.McElhinney@cngc.com>; Dahl, Corey J (ATG) <corey.dahl@atg.wa.gov>; Moline, Heather 


(UTC) <heather.moline@utc.wa.gov>; Blattner, Lori <LORI.BLATTNER@intgas.com> 


Subject: RE: Bi-Annual Conservation Plan Input/Feedback Discussion 


  


[EXTERNAL] 


  


Thank you Andrew. Alyn might be a better person to weigh in on the typical requirements for these homes, however I 


can advise our average costs per home recently are currently near $18,000 per home, whereas this home will have a 
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project reimbursement from Cascade up to ~$60,000 because of the health and safety requirements prior to performing 


the weatherization measure installs. 


  


Regards,     


  


Monica J. Cowlishaw 
Manager, Energy Efficiency & Community Outreach 
Cascade Natural Gas Corporation 
Office: (360) 788-2357  - Cell: (360) 770-5970 


  


From: Rector, Andrew (UTC) <andrew.rector@utc.wa.gov>  


Sent: Monday, September 13, 2021 11:37 AM 


To: Cowlishaw, Monica <Monica.Cowlishaw@cngc.com>; White, Robin <Robin.White@cngc.com>; AMY WHEELESS 


(AMY@NWENERGY.ORG) <AMY@NWENERGY.ORG>; Becky Walker <BWalker@neea.org>; Robertson, Brian 


<Brian.Robertson@cngc.com>; Chase, Stephanie (ATG) <stephanie.chase@atg.wa.gov>; Dahl, Corey J (ATG) 


<corey.dahl@atg.wa.gov>; Nightingale, David (UTC) <david.nightingale@utc.wa.gov>; Davis, Ashton 


<Ashton.Davis@cngc.com>; Reynolds, Deborah (UTC) <deborah.reynolds@utc.wa.gov>; McGreal, Devin 


<Devin.McGreal@cngc.com>; Forck, Kris <Kris.Forck@cngc.com>; Snyder, Jennifer (UTC) <jennifer.snyder@utc.wa.gov>; 


Joni Bosh (joni@nwenergy.org) <joni@nwenergy.org>; Burin, Kary <Kary.Burin@cngc.com>; Frankiewich, Kyle (UTC) 


<kyle.frankiewich@utc.wa.gov>; Chiles, Mark <MARK.CHILES@mdu.com>; Sellers-Vaughn, Mark <Mark.Sellers-


Vaughn@cngc.com>; Mead, Taylor <Taylor.Mead@cngc.com>; Parvinen, Michael <Michael.Parvinen@cngc.com>; 


shawnc@oppco.org; McElhinney, Sheila <Sheila.McElhinney@cngc.com>; Spector, Alyn <Alyn.Spector@cngc.com>; 


Storvick, Jon <Jon.Storvick@cngc.com>; Energy Company Advisory Groups, UTC <UTCEnerg@utc.wa.gov>; Moore, 


Jocelyne <Jocelyne.Moore@cngc.com>; Peter Christeleit <PChristeleit@neea.org> 


Cc: H Gil Peach <hgilpeach@peachandassociates.onmicrosoft.com>; Mark Thompson <mark@forecon.com>; 


McElhinney, Sheila <Sheila.McElhinney@cngc.com>; Dahl, Corey J (ATG) <corey.dahl@atg.wa.gov>; Moline, Heather 


(UTC) <heather.moline@utc.wa.gov>; Blattner, Lori <LORI.BLATTNER@intgas.com> 


Subject: RE: Bi-Annual Conservation Plan Input/Feedback Discussion 


  


** WARNING: EXTERNAL SENDER. NEVER click links or open attachments without positive sender verification 


of purpose. DO NOT provide your user ID or password on sites or forms linked from this email. **  


Hi Monica – Thank you for sending this out. Heather and I are available Oct. 6 and would be happy to move the CAG 


meeting to that date, if the other CAG members agree. I think it’s important for the CAG to provide Cascade with 


sufficient BCP feedback in a timely manner, and I think the Oct. 6 date does that. 


  


As far as the project goes, I’m not familiar with vermiculite, and would likely defer to CAG members with more LIWx 


experience. You’re asking the question based on the size of the project, is that right? If so, how far outside the norm for 


LIWx households is this? 


  


Andrew Rector (he/his/him) 


(360) 664-1315 Office 


andrew.rector@utc.wa.gov    


  


From: Cowlishaw, Monica <Monica.Cowlishaw@cngc.com>  


Sent: Sunday, September 12, 2021 11:42 PM 


To: White, Robin <Robin.White@cngc.com>; AMY WHEELESS (AMY@NWENERGY.ORG) <AMY@NWENERGY.ORG>; 


Rector, Andrew (UTC) <andrew.rector@utc.wa.gov>; Becky Walker <BWalker@neea.org>; Robertson, Brian 


<Brian.Robertson@cngc.com>; Chase, Stephanie (ATG) <stephanie.chase@atg.wa.gov>; Dahl, Corey J (ATG) 


<corey.dahl@atg.wa.gov>; Nightingale, David (UTC) <david.nightingale@utc.wa.gov>; Davis, Ashton 


<Ashton.Davis@cngc.com>; Reynolds, Deborah (UTC) <deborah.reynolds@utc.wa.gov>; McGreal, Devin 


<Devin.McGreal@cngc.com>; Forck, Kris <Kris.Forck@cngc.com>; Snyder, Jennifer (UTC) <jennifer.snyder@utc.wa.gov>; 
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Joni Bosh (joni@nwenergy.org) <joni@nwenergy.org>; Burin, Kary <Kary.Burin@cngc.com>; Frankiewich, Kyle (UTC) 


<kyle.frankiewich@utc.wa.gov>; Chiles, Mark <MARK.CHILES@mdu.com>; Sellers-Vaughn, Mark <Mark.Sellers-


Vaughn@cngc.com>; Mead, Taylor <Taylor.Mead@cngc.com>; Parvinen, Michael <Michael.Parvinen@cngc.com>; 


shawnc@oppco.org; McElhinney, Sheila <Sheila.McElhinney@cngc.com>; Spector, Alyn <Alyn.Spector@cngc.com>; 


Storvick, Jon <Jon.Storvick@cngc.com>; Energy Company Advisory Groups, UTC <UTCEnerg@utc.wa.gov>; Moore, 


Jocelyne <Jocelyne.Moore@cngc.com>; Peter Christeleit <PChristeleit@neea.org> 


Cc: H Gil Peach <hgilpeach@peachandassociates.onmicrosoft.com>; Mark Thompson <mark@forecon.com>; 


McElhinney, Sheila <Sheila.McElhinney@cngc.com>; Dahl, Corey J (ATG) <corey.dahl@atg.wa.gov>; Moline, Heather 


(UTC) <heather.moline@utc.wa.gov>; Blattner, Lori <LORI.BLATTNER@intgas.com> 


Subject: RE: Bi-Annual Conservation Plan Input/Feedback Discussion 


  


External Email 


Greetings fellow CAG members,  


  


As we’re getting closer to the end of the month and submission of our Biennial Conservation Plan draft it looks like I’ll 


need to cancel this interim meeting and focus on tying up the BCP for submission to you by the end of this month. In lieu 


of the discussion on Wednesday I’ll be sending a brief update later this week on the BCP status and will include our 


targets, and a preliminary budget as a precursor to this DRAFT. If you have specific recommendations or items you 


would like to make sure we include in our BCP please let me know via email and I’ll be sure to include in our DRAFT.    


  


Because of this logistics change we will also extend our Q4 CAG meeting back to it’s typical 3 hour timeframe, 9 am to 


noon on October 13th and I’ll ask Robin to update the meeting invites.   Ideally I would love to push the October meeting 


forward a week to October 6th to allow CAG members time to provide feedback that Cascade could more readily 


incorporate into the final, but I seem to recall there was a conflict on the 6th of October.  If there’s interest from the 


group in moving this meeting to the 6th of October I would be happy to explore that option, please let me know.   


  


One other item came up recently – reference serving a customer through the Low Income Weatherization 


program.  We’re seeking feedback from our CAG to help determine if we’re able to assist this customer, let us know your 


thoughts.   


  


A customer’s home served by CNG is eligible for standard low income weatherization, however this home 


contains Vermiculite in the Attic, and the Ducting in the Attic and Crawlspace were sealed with Asbestos 


Tape.  Asbestos Mitigation is common in standard income and low income weatherization, on a much smaller 


scale than this project.  We seek guidance and feedback on whether CAG members deem mitigation of this level 


as “incidental repair” necessary to the installation of qualified measures. Please note the cost of this mitigation 


is beyond the level we typically reimburse through our programs for a single home:   


  


Upon completion of asbestos mitigation, weatherization of the home can commence. 


WORKFLOW 


  


1. ASBESTOS MITIGATION 


A. ATTIC                                                                                                                               $18,252.49 


Remove Vermiculite 


Remove Ducting with associated Asbestos Tape 


B. CRAWLSPACE                                                                                                               $11,428.20 


Remove Ducting with associated Asbestos Tape 


Remove contaminated Ground Cover and contaminated Insulation 


TOTAL MITIGATION COST                                                                                             $29,680.69 
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2. WHOLE HOUSE WEATHERIZATION 


COST RANGE                                                                                                                      $10,000 to $30,000 


  


TOTAL PROJECT COST MITIGATION + WEATHERIZATION                               $39,680 to $59,680 


  


Washington State Department of Commerce: 


” Mitigate the hazard by doing the minimum required to enable installation of the Weatherization 


Measure.” 


Weatherization Manual, 2020 Edition, January 1, 2020 version, page 339 of 529 


  


SCHEDULE 301, LOW INCOME WEATHERIZATION INCENTIVE PROGRAM, page 2 of 3: 


“Agencies participating in the E-WIP program shall receive a rebate payment in the amount of the total installed 


cost of the approved weatherization measure/s. Installed cost shall include incidental repair work necessary to 


the installation of a qualified measure, provided advanced review and approval is provided to the Company prior 


to payment. Agency shall demonstrate total install costs by providing the Company with all requisite 


documentation including contractor invoices, where available, or an otherwise itemized list of work performed, 


and cost incurred. 


  


 Thank you kindly for your interest and participation in our advisory group. I’ll be sending another email later this week.  


  


Kind Regards,      


  


Monica J. Cowlishaw 
Manager, Energy Efficiency & Community Outreach 
Cascade Natural Gas Corporation 
Office: (360) 788-2357  - Cell: (360) 770-5970 


  


-----Original Appointment----- 


From: White, Robin <Robin.White@cngc.com>  


Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2020 2:32 PM 


To: White, Robin; AMY WHEELESS (AMY@NWENERGY.ORG); Andrew Rector (andrew.rector@utc.wa.gov); Becky 


Walker; Robertson, Brian; Chase, Stephanie (ATG); Chuck Murray (chuck.murray@commerce.wa.gov); Corey Dahl 


(CoreyD@ATG.WA.GOV); David Nightingale (dnightin@utc.wa.gov); Davis, Ashton; Deborah Reynolds 


(dreynold@utc.wa.gov); McGreal, Devin; Forck, Kris; Jennifer Synder (Jsnyder@utc.wa.gov); Joni Bosh 


(joni@nwenergy.org); Burin, Kary; Kyle Frankiewich (UTC); Chiles, Mark; Sellers-Vaughn, Mark; Mead, Taylor; Michael 


(michael@awish.net); Parvinen, Michael; Cowlishaw, Monica; Phillip.Hensyel; Shawn Collins - OPPCO 


(shawnc@oppco.org); McElhinney, Sheila; Spector, Alyn; Storvick, Jon; WUTC Scheduling (UTCenerg@utc.wa.gov) 


Cc: H Gil Peach; Mark Thompson; McElhinney, Sheila; Dahl, Corey J (ATG); Moline, Heather (UTC) 


Subject: Bi-Annual Conservation Plan Input/Feedback Discussion 


When: Wednesday, September 15, 2021 9:00 AM-12:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada). 


Where: Microsoft Teams Meeting; or Lacey (TBD) 


  


This meeting will be to discuss CNG’s BCP.  


  


Please advise Monica and/or myself if anybody has any concerns or conflicts with this 


date.   


________________________________________________________________________________  


Microsoft Teams meeting  
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Join on your computer or mobile app  


Click here to join the meeting  


Or call in (audio only)  


+1 509-505-0479,,825555235#   United States, Spokane  


Phone Conference ID: 825 555 235#  
Find a local number | Reset PIN  


Learn More | Meeting options  


________________________________________________________________________________  


  






