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CALIFORNIA
STAFF REPORT
Date: Tuesday, March 14, 2017
To: Bryan H. Montgomery, City Manager
From: Joshua McMurray, Planning Manager

Subject: Community Choice Energy (CCE) Work Session

Summary and Recommendation

The City Council appointed a six member Community Choice Energy Ad-Hoc Advisory
Committee on January 24, 2017. The Committee was tasked with looking at available
Community Choice Energy options for the City which included 1) MCE Clean Energy
(formally known as Marin Clean Energy); 2) East Bay Community Energy (EBCE),
which is an Alameda County entity in its early stages of development; and 3) do nothing
which would mean Oakley residents/businesses would remain with PG&E and as a
result, not have access to competitive alternative energy options. Since the Committee
was established, two public meetings were held on February 15, 2017 and March 9,
2017. The meetings allowed the Committee to discuss their research and findings.
City Staff was available over these past several weeks as well as during the public
meetings to provide any technical assistance requested by the Committee.

The Committee has done extensive research on the subject matter and has assembled
several speakers representing MCE Clean Energy, East Bay Community Energy and
Contra Costa County to provide additional input during their presentation. The
Committee will end the presentation by providing the City Council its finding on how
the City should proceed with the topic of Community Choice Energy.

Staff recommends that the City Council receive the presentation by the Community
Choice Energy Ad-Hoc Advisory Committee and provide direction toStaff. If the City
Council does choose to direct Staff to move forward with a CCE option, Staff plans on
holding a Community Meeting on April 5, 2017.

Background
CCE is a hybrid approach between investor-owned utilities, like PG&E, and municipal

utilities, like Palo Alto’s, that was authorized by AB 117 in 2002. CCE enables local
governments and some special districts to procure and/or develop power on behalf of their
public facilities, residents and businesses. The existing utility (like PG&E) continues to be
responsible for transmitting and distributing electricity through the grid, maintaining
infrastructure, billing customers, and customer services.
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Options
The City Council has several options available when considering how to direct Staff to

proceed. The City could direct Staff to either pursue joining either MCE Clean Energy or
East Bay Community Energy. Another option would be to direct Staff to do nothing where
Electric customers would continue to receive electricity sourced by PG&E and would not
have access to competitive energy options. Lastly, the direction could be to continue to
monitor the issue in the County and surrounding areas. Staff does understand the
complexity of the issue and that there are negative perceptions about CCE that may or
may change with public outreach and education. Although that may be the case, Staff
does believe that the trend for Cities and Counties will be to take part in CCE and getting
in earlier than later has some benefit to residents and businesses in Oakley.

MCE Clean Energy

MCE Clean Energy was the first CCE to begin operating in California. MCE is a public,
not-for-profit electricity provider operating under the Community Choice Energy model
formed in 2008. It gives all residential, commercial, and municipal electric customers the
choice of having 50% to 100% of their electricity supplied by renewable sources. MCE is
governed by a 19-member Board of Directors representing each of the member
communities it serves. MCE Clean Energy is a proven concept and has been operating
for several years. There are several cities in Contra Costa County that have joined MCE
to include Richmond, San Pablo, El Cerrito, Walnut Creek and Lafayette. This brings the
total number of Contra Costa cities served by MCE to five, and represents approximately
90,000 MCE customers currently within the County.

The MCE Board has again decided to have an open inclusion period, ending May 31, 2017.
This open inclusion period is similar to the previous one discussed in 2015/2016. In
December 2015 the City Manager submitted a non-binding Letter of Intent, which is still
valid and provides a placeholder with MCE if the City Council directs Staff to move towards
this option. As discussed before, the City would also need to bring subsequent items back
to the City Council for approval that include an ordinance to join MCE (which requires two
separate votes), and pass a resolution, Memorandum of Understanding, and PG&E load
data request. Once these steps are completed, MCE will conduct the membership
analysis. Prior to the inclusion period, the membership analysis required a not-to-exceed
Contract in the amount of $15,000; however that amount has been reduced to $0 if the City
were to have a completed application submitted to MCE prior to the May 31st deadline.

Staff has attached the February 9, 2016 Staff Report which has all of the relevant
attachments referenced above.

East Bay Community Energy

East Bay Community Energy (EBCE) is a newly formed Joint Powers Authority (JPA)
based in Alameda County. The JPA is consist of Alameda County and 11 of its cities
(Albany, Berkeley, Dublin, Emeryville, Fremont, Hayward, Livermore, Oakland, Piedmont,
San Leandro and Union City). The JPA has had three meetings since forming, one on
January 30, 2017, one on February 15, 2017 and one on March 1, 2017. The JPAis in its
early stages and plans to bring the initial customers on line in spring 2018 and any Contra
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Costa County or City jurisdictions in Summer/Fall 2018. Staff from the Alameda
Community Development Agency have reached out to City Staff to discuss Oakley’s
interest in EBCE. The timing of this coincided with this Work Session. Contra Costa
County reached out to EBCE early in the year to gain information about EBCE’s possible
interest the process and the steps for the County and Cities within the County that may
seek membership in EBCE. That letter from Contra Costa County is Attachment 2 to this
report. EBCE responded to the County with Attachment 3 to this report. That letter from
EBCE represents the framework for Contra Costa County and any City within the County
that is not with MCE to request membership in EBCE. Staff has reviewed the letter and it
appears the process is very similar to that of MCE, including waiving the cost to join the
JPA.

Contra Costa County

As indicated above, the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors has directed their Staff
to explore the CCE options available to the County. Those options are the same that are
available to the City of Oakley. Contra Costa County Staff will be providing an update as
to where they are in the evaluation process during this Work Session. As indicated at the
January 24, 2017 meeting, the Contra Costa Technical study which explores the potential
of establishing Community Choice Energy in Contra Costa County was presented to the
Board of Supervisors on January 17, 2017 where the Board of Supervisors directed Staff
not to pursue Contra Costa County CCE and instead evaluate the other options available.
That technical study and other information regarding the County efforts can be viewed
through this link: http://Awww.cccounty.us/cce.

Community Choice Energy Ad-Hoc Advisory Committee

Staff has been notified that the City Council will be receiving information regarding the
Committee’s finding and other applicable resources after this Staff Report is published.
Those documents will be distributed to the City Council prior to the March 14" meeting. In
addition, the Committee would like the City Council to review Attachments 4 and 5 which
discuss elements of Community Choice Energy.

Recommendation

Staff recommends that the City Council receive the presentation by the Community
Choice Energy Ad-Hoc Advisory Committee and provide direction to Staff.

Attachments
1. February 9, 2016 Staff Report
2. January 27, 2017 Letter from Contra Costa County to EBCE
3. February 21, 2017 Letter from EBCE to Contra Costa County
4. California Public Utilities Commission Fact Sheet — Power Charge Indifference
Adjustment (January 2017)
5. Community Choice Aggregation (En Banc) Background Paper
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CALIFORNIA STAFF REPORT
Date: 21212016
To: Bryan Montgomery, City Manager
From: Joshua McMurray, Planning Manager

SUBJECT: Ordinance Authorizing the City to Join Marin Clean Energy (MCE)

Summary and Background

On December 8, 2015 the City Council received a presentation from Marin Clean
Energy (MCE) as part of a Staff initiated item to discuss Community Choice Energy
or CCE (Staff report and attachments from the December 8" meeting are attached).
MCE was the first CCE to begin operating in California. MCE is a public, not-for-
profit electricity provider operating under the Community Choice Energy model
formed in 2008. It gives all residential, commercial, and municipal electric customers
the choice of having 50% to 100% of their electricity supplied by renewable sources.
MCE is governed by a 17-member Board of Directors representing each of the
member communities it serves, MCE focuses on maximizing the use of renewable
energy sources in addition to providing competitive energy rates. The City Council
authorized the City Manager fo submit a non-binding Letter of Intent to MCE which in
turn MCE responded bhack with a letter dated December 18, 2015. That letter is
attached to this report for reference and outlines the information needed in order to
submit a formal “Membership Application” to MCE. As stated in MCE’s letter, the City
has an opportunity to take advantage of the current no-cost inclusion period where
applications need to be submitted to MCE no later than March 31, 2016. If the City
Council chooses to waive the first reading and introduce the attached Ordinance, the
City would be able to take advantage of this opportunity.

CCE is intended to provide customers options in the electric utility marketplace.
These options available to residents might grow over time as the County or other
entities get involved in the CCE discussion. The City has an opportunity to provide
both residents and businesses a choice as to who produces/procures energy that
they use.

Analysis
As stated in the previous Staff Report, CCE is a hyhrid approach between Investor-

owned utilities, like PG&E, and municipal utilities, like Palo Alto's, that was authorized
by AB 117 in 2002. CCE enables local governments and some special districts to
procure andlor develop power on behalf of their public facilities, residents and
businesses. The existing utility (like PG&E) continues to be responsible for
transmitting and distributing electricity through the grid, maintaining infrastructure,
billing customers, and customer services.




MCE Membership Process

If the City Council introduces the Ordinance, Staff will place the final Ordinance and
the balance of the submittal documents on the next City Council meeting agenda for
adoption, These documents include:

1. Adoption of a Resolution requesting membership (See Attachment 4)
2. An executed Memorandum of Understanding (See Attachment 5)
3 Signed Request for load data from PGEE (See Attachment 6 )

When all prerequisite documents are approved, MCE will review and approve the
City's ordinance and MCE will conduct an economic feasibility analysis (membership
analysis) prior to approving membership. The MCE Board would then adopt a
resolution authorizing the City's membership in the program.

Current Rates and Opting Out ,

At the December 8" City Council meeting, Staff was directed to bring back a
comparison of rates from Communily Choice Aggregators (CCA) such as MCE and
Sonoma Clean Power. Both MCE and Sonoma Clean Power partner with PG&E to
create comparisons for energy rates and average monthly charges. This information
is publically available on each entity's website, MCE's information can be accessed
through this link: hitp:./lvww.mcecleanenergy.org/rates!/. Although the comparisons
are structured the same it should be noted that MCE and Sonoma Clean Power have
different renewable percentages and use different kilowatt hour usages for each
comparison. MCE offers both a 50% renewable option and two 100% renswable
oplions, while Sonoma Clean Power offers a 36% renewable aption and one 100%
renewable option. You will generally find that the comparisons show that the
renewable options, at a per kilowatt hour rate, are offered at a lower cost than the
comparable PG&E rate {which is now at least 27% renewable).

What you will typically find in the average bills as shown in the comparisons is that
the lower renewable offering results in a lower monthly electric bill while the fully
renewable rate is usually more than the average PG&E bill. The reasoning for that is
the Power Charge Indifference Adjustment or PCIA fee that is imposed on
Community Choice Aggregators. This fee is charged to cover PG&E's generation
costs acquired prior f¢ a customer's switch {o a third-party eleclic generation
provider. So, although in most cases the renewable rate is cheapar than the PGRE
rate, the PCIA fee makes the average bill higher for customers that want the 100%
renewable option.

One of the concerns from most communities is what happens once a Cily is a
member of a CCA. If the City became a member of MCE, everyone in the City would
automatically be opted into the MCE 50% renewable rate structure. In the event that
customer would rather use energy procured by PG&E, they would have fo opt-out of
MCE. This process is easy and can be accomplished on the MCE website and by
phone. On average, MCE has experienced less than a 20% opt-out rate. If a
customer chaoses lo opt out, they may request to do so at any time. [f a customer
chooses to opt out after the first 60 days (two months) of service, s/he will have to
pay a one-time adminisirative fee ($5 for residential customers; $25 for commercial




customers) and would then be subject to PG&E’s terms and condiiions. Presently, if
customers chose to opt cut of MCE after 60 days, PG&E will require a one year
waiting period before customers can return to MCE.

The larger issue is if the City as a whole wanted to opt out of the MCE membership.
This has never been requested as MCE is fairly new (formed in 2008). In talking with
MCE, the biggest challenge presented in this scenario is the power that has been
procured by MCE through multiple vear contracts (often 20 years or more} would
need fo be reimhursed in some way. There is a ‘Withdrawal' provision in MCE's Joint
Powers Authority (JPA) Agreement; however Oakley should only join MCE if we are
committed to remaining with the JPA long term. It would likely be very expensive to
buy out long term energy contracts for the City upon withdrawal. Staff has provided
this provision from the JPA Agreement as Attachment 8.

Options

The City Council could choose to not approve the Ordinance and accompanying
documents and decline to pursue membership in MCE. Electric customers would
continue to receive electricity sourced by PG&E and would not have access to
competitive energy options.

Alternatively, the City Council could direct Staff to monitor the County as they
contemplate a Contra Costa County CCE. Staff has spoken with the County
representative heading up this endeavor and they are in the early stages of gauging
interest, compiling information and will still need to gain authorization from the Contra
Costa County Board of Supervisors. The County representative mentioned this
process, if the County chooses to move forward with a CCE, could take 18-24
months. Also, there is cost component that each participating member would have to
deal with and at this time those costs are unknown,

Staff has also contacted Sonoma Clean Power and they have indicated they are not
taking any new members at this tlme. They did say they are contemptating
expansion intlo Mendocine County but not to the south or east. Sonoma Clean
Power is not an option.

Fiscal Impact

As long as the City is able to submit a complete Membership Application o MCE
prior to the March 31, 2016 deadline, there would be no cost to the City for the
membership analysis. If the membership analysis is favorable and then MCE
approves the Cily's membership in the program, then there will be a small Staff time
commitment upfront and will diminish over time, Staff estimates this to be a few
hours a week at the most.

GCEQA

This action not a project as defined in accordance with California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, Section 15378 because the proposed action will not
result in any direct physical change in the environment or a reasonably foreseeable
indirect physical change in the environment. Joining a Community Choice Aggregator
{CCA) such as MCE presents no foreseeable significant adverse impact to the
environment bhecause the California State regulations such as the Renewable




portfolio Standard (RPS) and Resource Adequacy {RA) requirements apply equally
to CCAs as they do Invesior-Owned Ulilities. State CEQA Guidelines Section
15378(b}(5) states that a project does not include “Organization or administrative
activities of governments thal will not result in direct or indirect physical changes in
the environment.” Further, it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility the
proposed actionn may have a significant effect on the environment and therefore
CEQA is not applicable (Guidelines For the Implementation of the California
Environmental Quality Act, 14 CCR 15081(b)(3).

Recommendation

Staff recommends the City Council waive the first reading and introduce the attached
ordinance authorizing the City to join Marin Clean Energy.

Attachments

1) December 8, 2015 Staff Report

2) MCE Letter

3) Draft Ordinance

4) Draft Resolution

5) Draft Memorandum of Understanding

8) Draft Request for load data from PG&E

7) Joint Rate Comparisons for MCE and Sonoma Clean Power
8) MCE JPA Agreement - Withdrawal and Termination
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CALIFORNIA STAFF REPORT

Date: December 8, 2015

Approveq_a%g?ﬁa:fty Council
To: Bryan Montgomery, City Manager

Bryan Montgomery, Clty Manager

N

From: Joshua McMurray, Planning Manager

SUBJECT: Adoption of a Resaolution Authorizing the City Manager to Send a Non-
Binding Letter of Intent to Marin Clean Energy (MCE) Expressing the
City's Interest in Exploring Potential Membership

Summary

City Staff recently attended a meeting at the City of Brentwood where representatives from
Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E), Marin Clean Energy (MCE), and the Contra Costa Clean
Energy Allance presented information relating to Community Choice Energy (CCE)
programs. Since that meeting, Staff has been in contact with MCE and as a result of those
conversations has drafled a resolution that would authorize the City Manager to sign a non-
binding Letter of Intent that would allow the City to explore a potential membership into
MCE.

Background

CCE is a hybrid approach between investor-owned utilities, like PG&E, and municipal
utilities, like Palo Alto's, that was authorized by AB 117 in 2002. CCE enables local
governments and some special districts to procure and/oi develop power on behalf of
their public facilities, residents and businesses. The existing utility (like PG&E)

continues to be responsible for fransmitting and distributing electricity through the grid, -

maintaining infrastructure, billing customers, and customer services.

MCE was the first CCE to begin operating in California. MCE is a public, not-for-profit
electricity provider operating under the Communily Choice Energy model formed in
2008. it gives all residential, commercial, and municipal electric customers the choice
of having 50% to 100% of their electricity supplied by renewable sources. MCE is
governed by a 17-member Board of Direclors representing each of the member
communities it serves. ' b

MCE Membership Process

The first step to potentially join MCE is for the City to send a non-binding Letter of Infent
requesting MCE membership consideration. There is no cost to submit such a letter.
The City of Walnut Creek, City of Lafayette, Yolo County, the City of Davis and all five
cities in Napa County have submitled letters of intent already, and based on the
meeting in City of Brentwood last week, it appears others will consider soon whether to
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submit such a letter. Most recently, the Cities of Calistoga and American Canyon have
already passed Ordinances to join MCE. Although Staff fesls there is more research
and analysis that needs to be done, submitting a Letier of Intent will keep the door open
to joining MCE should the City decide to do so in the future. Submitting a letter does
not obligate the City to conduct a membership analysis. I simply states that the City is
interested in possibly joining MCE and puts Oakley' in line with the other jurisdicfions
doing the same.

MCE's Board recently addressed how to expand to include new communities at its
September Board meeting. The MCE Board decided {o have an open inclusion period,
ending March 31, 2016. Based on the decision by MCE’s Board to have an open
inclusion period, the next step for Oakley, after we submit a Letter of Intent, would be to
pass an ordinance to join MCE (which requires two separate votes), and pass a
resolution, Memorandum of Understanding and PG&E load data request. All of these
items are referenced in the attached Membership Application Checklist. Once these
steps are completed, MCE will conduct the membership analysis. Prior to the inclusion
period, the membership analysis required a not-to-exceed Caontract in the amount of
$15,000; however that amount has been reduced to $0 if the City were to have a
completed application submitted to MGE prior to the March 31* deadline.

Assuming the conclusions of the analysis are positive (i.e. inclusion of the new
community would 1) help MCE and the City reduce energy-related Green House
Gasses;, and 2) preserve orf enhance the competitiveness of MCE’s electricity
generation rates (both within the City and throughout MCE's existing service area),
MCE's Board would then vote to include the new community, and it would officially
become a member of MCE's JPA.

This means that if the City were to proceed with the |tems required by the application
checklist prior to the March 31%' deadline, the City would essentially be commiited fo
joining MCE as long as the membershlp analysis was favorable.

Other CCE Membership Possibilities:

Contra Costa County is currently iooking at the options available. The County has
come up with three options which include: " 1) form a Contra Costa County Program, 2)
partner with Alameda County on a joint Program, or 3) join Marin Glean Energy. Staff is
currently monitoring the Gounty and how they procesd.

Fiscal Impact

There is no fiscal impact to submit the Letter of Intent to MCE. Furthermore, as fong as the
City was able to submit a complete Membership Application to MCE prior to the March 31,
20186 deadiine, there would be no cost to the City for the membership analysis.
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Recommendation

Staff recommends the City Council adopt the Resolution authorizing the City Manager
to send a non-binding, no-cost Letter of Intent to MCE regarding considetation of
possible membership in the CCE.

Attachments
1. Resolution Authorizing a Letter of Intent to MCE
2. Membership Application Checklist




Attachment 4

RESOLUTION NO. XX-15

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF OAKLEY CITY COUNCIll. AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER TO SEND A NON-BINDING LETTER OF INTENT TO MARIN
CLEAN ENERGY (MCE) EXPRESSING THE CITY’S INTEREST IN EXPLORING
POTENTIAL MEMBERSHIP

WHEREAS, the Cily is interested in exploring a potential membership into the Marin
Clean Energy (MCE) Joint Powers Authority (JPA); and

WHEREAS, formally expressing interest by submitting a leiter of intent has no
obligation or cost for the City of Oakley.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City of Oakley City Council.
does authorize the City Manager or his designee to send a non-hinding letter of intent
to Marin Clean Energy expressing the City's interest in explormg possible
membership.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council at a meeting held on the 8" day of
December 2015, by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:
ABSTENTIONS:
ABSENT:

APPROVED:

, Mayor

ATTEST:

Libby Vreonis, Gity Clerk Date

Resolution No, XX.15 Page 1
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MCE Membership Application Checklist

Request for load data for PG&E signed by Mayor, City Manager, Board president ar Chief
County Administrator +

County assessor data for all bullding stock in jurisdiction
Adoption of a resolution requesting membership in MCE

Adoption of the ordinance required by the Public Utilities Code Section 366.2{c] {10} to join
MCE’s CCA program, adopted governing Board, subject to MCE Board approval

Executed ‘Agreement for Services’ or ‘Memorandum of Understanding’ (if during inclusion
period} to cover:

s  Community agrees to publicize and share information about MCE with community
during the 6 month enroliment period. Options to publicize include but are not limited
to website, soctal media, public events, community workshops, and newsletter
announcements {(where feasible), as well as distribution of fiyers and handouts provided
by MCE at community offices.

e Community agrees to provide desk space for up to 2 MCE staff during the 6 month
enrollment period, and agrees to consider ongoing desk space availability if needed for
effective and efficient outreach,

s Community agrees to assign staff member as primary point of contact with MCE.
Assigned staff member will support and facilitate communication with other comrunity
staff and officials, as well as provide input and high-level assistance on community
cutreach. )

¢ Community agrees to cover of quantitative analysis cost, not to exceed $10,000; waived
under inclusion period.

Attachment 2
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MCE Cle.an‘ Energy

Kathrin Sears, Chair
Counly of Marin

Tom Butt, Vice Chair
City of Richmond

Bob McCaskill
Cily of Belvedere

Alan Schwartzrman
Cily of Benicia

Sloan C. Bailey
Tovm of Corle Madera

Greg Lyman
City of El Cernilo

Barbara Coler
Town of Fairlax

Kevin Haroff
Cily of Larkspur

Jessica Jackson
City of Mill Valley

Brad Wagenknecht
Counly of Napa

Denise Athas
Cily of Novalo

Carla Small
Town of Ross

Ford Greene
Town of San Anselmo

Genoveva Calloway
City of San Pablo

Andrew McCullough
Cily of San Rafael

Ray Withy
Cily of Sausalito

Emmett O'Donnell
Town of Tiburon

Marin Clean Energy
1125 Tamalpais Avenue
San Rafael, CA 94901

1(888) 632-3674
meeCleanEnergy.org

December 18, 2015

Bryan H. Montgomery
City Manager

City of Oakley

City Hall

3231 Main Street
Oakley, CA 94561

RE: City of Oakley Letter of Intent
Dear Mr. Montgomery:

We are in receipt of your letter, dated December 11, 2015, expressing
interest in exploring membership with MCE and are happy to consider
your request. We are pleased to inform you that our Board has approved a
six-month “inclusion period” that would allow no-cost membership
consideration if your membership application is completed on or before
March 31, 2016.

Membership application requirements are attached here and include the
following:

Adoption of the ordinance required by the Public Utilities Code
Section 366.2(c) (10)

o [Executed Memorandum of Understanding

o Signed request for load data from PG&E

o Designation of a staff person from your city to serve as a liaison to
MCE

If you are interested in submitting a membership application please notily
Alex DiGiorgio, MCE’s Community Development Manager, and he will
assist you with any questions you may have as you complete the checklist.
You can reach Alex by email at: ADiGiorgio@meceCleanEnergy.org or by
phone at: 415-464-6031.

Please note that (1) adoption of your Ordinance to join MCE will be
subject to approval by the MCE Board, and (2) MCE will conduct an
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economic feasibility analysis prior to approving membership. Also, if membership is approved,
timing of procurement and customer enrollment would be determined by the MCE Board. We
will remain in close contact with your city about the most likely target dates for each process.

To streamline communications and policy setting, any patticipating cities and towns in your
county may have the option to select one shared representative and one alternate to serve on the
MCE Board as a voting member. If you choose this option, the selected representative would
have a weighted vote based on the combined customer load of all participating cities and towns
within your county.

We are happy to meet with you or your council to answer questions or provide additional
information. We look forward to the opportunity to work with you on your membership
application for MCE service. Please let me know if we can be of any further assistance.

Sincerely, i :
- . ' ( '—‘\ M
h V}?') —x (‘_c-) (j | e, §
e o~ 3 )
Dawn Weisz S 7
CEO

Marin Clean Energy (MCE)
Attachments

ce:  Alex DiGiorgio, Community Development Manager

Marin Clean Energy | 125 Tamalpais Avenue | San Rafael, CA 94901 | 1(888) 632-3674 | mceCleanEnargy.org
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ORDINANCE NO. XX-16

AN ORDINANGE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF OAKLEY
APPROVING THE MARIN CLEAN ENERGY JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT
AND AUTHORIZING THE IMPLEMENTATION OF A COMMUNITY CHOICE

AGGREGATION PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the Cily of Oakley has been actively investigating options to
provide electric services to constituents within its service area with the intent of
promoting use of renewable energy and reducing energy related greenhouse gas
emissions; and

WHEREAS, on September 24, 2002, the Governor signed into law
Assembly Bill 117 {Stat. 2002, ch. 838; see California Public Ulilities Code
section 366.2; hereinafter referred to as the “Act”), which authorizes any
California city or county, whose governing hody so elects, to combine the
electricity load of its residents and businesses in a community-wide electricity
aggregation program known as Community Choice Aggregation; and

WHEREAS, the Act expressly authorizes participation in a Community
Choice Aggregation (CCA) program through a joint powers agency, and on
December 19, 2008, the Marin Clean Energy (MCE) was established as a joint
power authority pursuant to a Joint Powers Agreement, as amended from time to
time; and

WHEREAS, on February 2, 2010 the California Public Utilities
Commission certified the “Implementation Plan” of the MCE, confirming the
MCE's compliance with the requirements of the Act; and

WHEREAS, in order to become a member of the MCE, the Act requires
the City of Oakley to individually adopt an ordinance electing to implement a
Community Choice Aggregation program within its jurisdiction by and through its
participation in the MCE.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, by the City Council of the City of
Oakley as follows:

SECTION 1: This action not a project as defined in accordance with California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, Section 15378 because the
proposed action will not resuit in any direct physical change in the environment or
a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment. Joining a
CCA presents no foreseeable significant adverse impact to the environment
because the California State regulations such as the Renewable portfolio
Standard (RPS) and Resource Adeguacy (RA) requirements apply equally {o
CCAs as they do Investor-Owned Utilities. State CEQA Guidelines Section
15378(b)(b) states that a project does not include "Organization or administrative
activities of governments that will not result in direct or indirect physical changes
in the environment.” Further, it can be seen with certainty that there is no




possibility the proposed action may have a significant effect on the environment
and therefore CEQA is not applicable (Guidelines For the Implementation of the
Califorpia Environmental Quality Act, 14 CCR 15081(bh){(3).

SECTION 2: Based upon all of the above, the City Council elecis 1o implement a
Community Choice Aggregation program within the City of Oakley's jurisdiction
by and through the City of Qakley's patticipation in the Marin Clean Energy. The
Mayor is hereby authorized to execute the MCE Joint Powers Agreement,

SECTION 3: This ordinance shall take effect on the later of (a) the date the
Board of Directors of MCE adopls a Resolution adding the City as a member- of
MCE, or (b) 30 days after its adoption and, before the expiration of 30 days after
its passage, a summary of this ordinance shall be published once with the names
of the members of the Council voling for and against the same in the East
County Times a newspaper of general circulation published in the City of Qakley.

The foregoing ordinance was adopted with the reading waived at a regular

meeting of the Oakley City Council on , 20186 by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSTENTIONS:
ABSENT:

APPROVED:

Kevin Romick, Mayor Date
ATTEST.

Libby Vreonis, City Clerk Date
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RESOLUTION NO. XX-16

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF OAKLEY CITY COUNCIL
REQUESTING MEMBERSHIP IN MARIN CLEAN ENERGY

WHEREAS, the City of Oakley has been actively investigating options io
provide electric services to constituents within its service area with the intent of
achieving greater local involvement over the provision of electric services and
promoting competitive and renewable energy.

WHEREAS, on September 24, 2002, the Governor signed into faw
Assembly Bill 117 (Stat. 2002, Ch. 838; see California Public Utilities Code
section 366.2; hereinafter referred to as the “Act’), which authorizes any
Californfa city or county, whose governing body so elects, {o combine the
electricity load of its residents and businesses in a community-wide electricity
aggregation program known as Community Choice Aggregation ("CCA").

WHEREAS, the Act expressly authorizes patticipation in a CCA program
through a joint powers agency, and on December 19, 2008, Marin Clean Energy
(MCE) was established as a joint power authority pursuant to a Joint Powers
Agreement, as amended from time to time.

WHEREAS, on February 2, 2010, the California Public Utilities
Commission certified the “Implementation Pian® of MCE, confirming MCE’s
compliance with the requirements of the Act.

WHEREAS, the City of Oakley fully supporis the mission of MCE, which
states that the purpose of MCE is fo address climate change by reducing energy
related greenhouse gas emissions and securing energy supply, price stability,
energy efficiencies and local economic and workforce benefits. It is the intent of
MCE to promote the development and use of a wide range of renewable- energy
sources and energy efficiency programs, including but not limited to solar and
wind energy production at competitive rates for customers.

WHEREAS, the City of Oakley fully supports MCE’s current electricity
procurement plan, which targets for more than 50% renewable energy confent.

WHEREAS, in order to become a member of MCE, the MCE Joint Powers
Agreement requires the City of Oakley to individually adopt a resolution
requesting membership in MCE and an ordinance electing to implement a
Community Choice Aggregation program within its jurisdiction.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED, by the City of
Oakley City Council as follows:




1. Based upon all of the above, the Council requests that the Board of
Directors of Marin Clean Energy approve the City of Oakley as a
member of the MCE.

2. The City Manager is hereby directed to forward a copy of this
resolution to MCE.

PASSED AND ADOPTED hy the City Council of the City of Oakiey at a

meeting held on the of by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:
APPROVED:
Kevin Romick, Mayor Date
ATTEST:

Libby Vreonis, City Clerk Date




Attachment 5

Memorandum of Understanding between MCE and the City of Oakley
Exploring Inclusion in MICE

This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU), regarding MCE membership consideration is
entered into by and hetween MCE and the City of Gakley.

WHEREAS, the City of Oakley has expressed interest in exploring membership in MCE, and

WHEREAS, MCE has a Policy to consider new community inclusion, subject to receipt of a
complete application and subject to MCE analysis and approval, and

WHEREAS, MCE and City of Qakley are collaborating to determine the feastbility of including

the City of Oakley within MCE’s Service area and approving the City of Qakley’s application for
membership; and

WHEREAS, MCE and the City of Qakley have a mutual interest in followlng the guidelines below,
NOQW THEREFORE, the parties hereto agree as follows:

1. The City of Oakley agrees to assign one staff member as primary point of contact with
MCE. Assigned staff member will support and facilitate communication with other City
staff and officials, as well as provide input and high-level assistance on community
outreach.

2. The City of Qakley will work with MCE to conduct public outreach about the MCE
program to aid in outreach and education and to collect feedback from the community,
Options to publicize include, but are not limited to, website, social media, public events,
community workshops, and newsletter announcements, as well as distribution of flyers
and handouts provided by MCE,

3. The City of Oakley will complete and submit ‘MCE Membership Application” to MCE.

4. After receipt of complete Membership Application MCE will conduct a guantitative
analysis to determine feasibly of adding the City of Oakley to the MCE Service Area, and
approve membership if analysis results are positive.

5. Subject to membership approval by the MCE Board, the City of Oakley agrees to
publicize and share information about MCE within its community during the 6 month
enrollment period. Options to publicize include, but are not limited to, website, social
media, public events, community workshops, and newsletter announcements {where




feasible), as well as distribution of flyers and handouts provided by MCE at the City of
Oakley offices.

6. Subject to membership approval by the MCE Board, the City of Oakley agrees to provide
desk space for up to 2 MCE staff during the 6 month enroliment period, and agrees to
consider ongoing desk space availability if needed for effective and efficient outreach.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties hereto have executed this MOU.

MCE:

By:
Dawn Weisz, CEO Date
MCE

[CITY/COUNTY]:

By:

Bryan H. Montgoimery, City ManagerDate
City of Qakley




Attachment (o

DECLARATION BY MAYOR OR CHIEF COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
REGARDING INVESTIGATION, PURSUIT OR IMPLEMENTATION OF
COMMURITY CHOICE AGGREGATION

I, _ _[rame], state as follows:

1. 1 am the mayor or chief county administrator of
[name of city or county].

2. I am authorized to make this declaration on behalf of
jcheck appropriate bhox]

[ ]acity, or

[ ] county,

which is investigating, pursuing or implementing community
choice aggregation as a community choice aggregator as defined by
Section 331.1 of the California Public Utilities Code (“CCA” or
“Potential CCA”).

3. I understand that all of the confidential information provided
by PG&E to the city or county indicated above is subject to the terms and
conditions of the Nondisclosure Agreement between these two entities
and is provided for the sole purpose of enahling the city or county to
investigate, pursue or implement community choice aggregation.

I declare under penaity of perjury under the laws of the State of
California that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this ___ day of

,20__, at s [city, state].
[Signature]
Automated Gocument, Preliminary Slatement Part A Form 78-1030
Advice 2620-E
Febroary 2005

ATTACHMENT 5




PG&E - MCE
loint Rate Cq mpal 1ISONs
As a part of our mutual commitment to support your energy choice, MCE and PG&E have partnered to create a
comparison of our typical electric rates, average monthly charges and generation portfolio contents. Below you
will find a representative comparison of our rates, average monthly bills and power generation portfolio content
based on customer class. To find your specific electric rate, please scroll down to your rate plan to view the
rate and bill comparisons.

E-1/RES-1
E-1/RES-1 (CARE)
E-6 / RES- 6

E-7 | RES-7

E-7 / RES-7 (CARE)
E-8 / RES-8

E-8 / RES-8 (CARE)
EA-9 / RES-9

Residential

¢ o o © o © ©° ©

A-1/COM-1

A-1X/ COM-1 TOU
A-1/COM-1 (CARE)

A-6 / COM-6

A-6 / COM-6 (CARE)
A-10S / COM-10S

A-10S/ COM-10S (CARE)
A-10SX / COM ~10S TOU
A-10P / COM-10P
A-10PX / COM-10P TOU
A-10S / COM-10S (CARE)

Small and Medium Business

e © © © e & © & © o ©

E-198, V/ COM-198

E-19P / COM-19P

E-19PV / COM-18P

E-198V / COM-18S (CARE)
E-20P / COM-20P

E-20S / COM-20S

E-20T / COM-20T

Large Commercial and Industrial

AG-1A / AG-1A
AG-1B / AG-1B
AG-4A | AG-4A
AG-5A /| AG-5A
AG-5B / AG-5B
AG-5C /| AG-5C

Agriculture

e o © o o ©

LS-1/1.8-1

LS-2/LS-2
LS-3/LS-3
TC-1/TC-1

Streetlight and Outdoor Lighting

e o o ©




Definitions
Generation Rate is the cost of creating electricity to power your home or business. The generation
rate varies based on your energy provider, either MCE or PG&E.

PG&E Delivery Rate is a charge assessed by PG&E to deliver electricity to your home or business.
The PG&E delivery rate depends on your electricity usage, but is charged equally to both MCE and
PG&E customers.

PG&E PCIAIFF represents the Power Charge Indifference Adjustment (PCIA) and the Franchise Fee
surcharge (FF). The PCIA is a charge to cover PG&E’s generation costs acquired prior to a
customer's switch to a third-party electric generation provider. PG&E acts as a collection agent for the
Franchise Fee surcharge, which is levied by cities and counties for all customers.

Where Do | Find My Electric Rate Schedule?
Need some help finding your electric rate? Go to the “Electric Delivery Charges” section of your
energy statement - you'll find your electric rate in the upper left.

Account No:  0000000000-0

Hﬁ ENERGY STATEMENT Stlalement Date:  05/30/2014
¢S www.pge.com/MyEnergy Due Date:  06/20/2014
Service Information
Detalls of PG&E Electric Delivery Charges sl —
04/2412014 - 05/22/2014 (29 billing days) Curtent Meter Reagry 14224
S¢ nv.\ Fﬂ 123 Main 1 Prot Mater Readrg 13,691
o AR LI Th1] Tota' Usage 303 000D W h
| m'ﬂ ScH-‘ ixnu crtal Servre Baselre Tartory X
v H2at Soutie N Eletre
4 Sariyl Y
00202014 ~ 04002014 YourTierUsage| 1 | 2 | 3 | 4 ]| Renesgoungerna @
J
Far 1 Adwince 8160 MW (7 dagsy 117 KRy
[Ter \Usaja TI13970 WWh 28013827 s967
/ Gengraton Cred £33
Fowses Charga Ind Perenca Adpstment oel
Frar thisa Fea Surchyge 004
v
050112014 - 08722014 YourTierUsage] 1 | 2 | 3 [ 4 |
" Tt VAowanse 24200 WANR (22 days x 11O RN Ry
Tier { Usaze 222652010 MWh (230 13621 3132
Gendratoa Credd -2115
Parace Charga Ind farerce Adpslmant 260
Frarchise Fea Surcharge 014
Total PG&E Electric Delivery Charges $17.42
2012 Virtaged Posdr Tharge Ind lferenca Aduilment
/
Look here to idenlify your electric rate
schedule. Once you have that, you
can find your rate comparison below.
Electiic Usano This Period: 303 OWON kWh, 29 billing days t
“""" - = Average Daty Usaze
15 |
4||I||||II|||I|I|I|"||II |||I
Vied vewr pge.conVMyEncrgy for @ colsed b cempurison Pagzdol6




Residential *

E-1/RES-1*
b MCE Light Green

: ; (50% Renewable) .

aharation Rate (3 $0.09752 $0.08200 $0.09200
e Dalvery Rate $0.11216 $0.11216 $0.11216
BEIERCIA N/A $0.01234 $0.01234

Al Bl . $0.20968 $0.20650 $0.21650
N LT B $98.01 $96.53 $101.20

Monthly usage: 467 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricily costs for a typical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 467 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing

history for all customers on E-1 / RES-1 rate schedules for PG&E's and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015,

E-1/ RES-1 (CARE)*

i MCE Light Green |
fResidentialHE-{ICARE | (560% Renewable) | (100% | E
i‘Generathn Rate!($/KWh) $0.09752 $0.08200 $0.09200
LEGRE DallVery Rata(SkNh) $0.02271 $0.02271 $0.02271

I PGAE PCIAIFE (SIKWh) N/A $0.01234 $0.01234

G EIEE VRO | $0.12023 $0.11705 $0.12705
PAVerage MonthivBIIE)E $42.67 $41.54 $45.09

Monthly usage: 355 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 355 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing

history for all customers on E-1 / RES-1 rate schedules for PG&E's and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-6 /| RES-6*

[ MCE Light Green '-

EResidentlalE6 (50% Renewable) |

IGanerationRate (S/kWh) $0.09304 $0.07527 $0.08527
KGR DalleryIRate (6 /kWh) $0.12489 $0.12489 $0.12489
VREEE ROIATRR (HIKWH) | N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
ETotallElectriclty/CostiGKWH) | IR $0.24250 $122250
[ AveragelMonthlyiBIL(S): $135.42 $132.04 $138.26

Monthly usage: 621 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmaond) with an average monthly usage of 621 kilowatt-haurs (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing
history for all customers on E-6 / RES-6 rate schedules for PG&E’s and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.




E-7 | RES-7*

: MCE Light Green
Reside (50% Renewable)
erationiRate!($ $0.12806 $0.10209
BGAE Delvery Rate $0.07671 $0.07671 $0.07671
DGR DEIA ; N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
0 5 osti(S $0.20476 $0.19114 $0.20114
A = g $168.10 $147.58 $155.30

Monthly usage: 772 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 772 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing
history for all customers on E-7 / RES-7 rate schedules for PG&E's and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-7 | RES-7 (CARE)*

R DO MGE Light Green
EResldentialiE7{GARE . {50% Renewable)

I (Ganeratlon Rate ($IkWh) $0.12615 $0.10079

RGRE!DellVeryRate ($/kWh) $0.00043 $0.00043 $0.00043
{RGRERCIARFR(SIKWh) N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
POt Eleattialty Gost(S/kWh) $0.12658 $0.11356 $0.12356
[Average Monthiy.Billl(5) $80.01 $71.78 $78.10

Monthly usage: 632 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 632 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing
history for all customers on E-7 / RES-7 rate schedules for PG&E's and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-8 /| RES-8*

ey, MCE Light Green ?
Residantis 8 (50% Renewable) | (1009 wat
aneration Rate $0.16870 $0.08200 $0.09200
PEREDEIVeryiRate ($ $0.06189 $0.06189 $0.06189
BRAERGIA N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
otal Ele 0 $0.23059 $0.15623 $0.16623
A A Qe $267.89 $181.50 $193.12

Monthly usage: 1,162 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 1,162 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This Is based on the recent 12-month billing
history for all customers on E-8 / RES-8 rate schedules for PG&E's and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.




E-8 /| RES-8 (CARE)*

‘ | MCE Light Green |
fResidentialHE:8ICARE | (50% Renewable)

E @GenerationiRate|($/kWhH) ! $0.16807 $0.08200

BGEEIDAlVeryIRate (SR ($0.04080) ($0.04060) ($0.04080)
E PGEEIRCIAIRE ($/IKWh) N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
LTotallElSeiiiciy/Cost (kW $0.12747 $0.05374 $0.06374
i AverageMonthlyBIIE)E $119.81 $50.51 $59.91

Monlhly usage: 940 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

The CARE discount is taken out of the PG&E Delivery Rate and can resull in a negalive PG&E Delivery Rate. This enables customers to make an
accurate comparison of PG&E and MCE Generation Rates.

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 940 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing
history for all customers on E-8 / RES-8 rate schedules for PG&E's and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

EA-9 | RES-9*
i’ D MCE Light Green
fResidenti | (50% Renewable)
1 $0.09935 $0.08046
$0.08350 $0.08350 $0.08350
| N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
E',Tbta] El&atrigity/Costi(S/kWh)E $0.18284 $0.17630 $0.18630
WAVerageIMonthlyBII($)E | Bianse a0 SlenarT

Monthly usage: 697 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a lypical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 697 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing

history for all customers on EA-9 / RES-9 rate schedules for PG&E's and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

* Please note this rate comparison excludes the California Climate Credit from the State of California which Is
Issued twice a year to resldentlal customers. For more information visit www.energyupgradeCA.orglcredit




Small and'Medium Business **

A-1/COM-1**
“ Gommercial/lndustrial:
VA=

MCE Light Green

: Geperation Rate!($/KWh)
ERGEE DallVeryRate!($1kWh)

IRGRERGIAIEF ($/kWh)

ETctallEleetielly Cost (SIkWh)

PAverage MonthlyiBilll($)

Monthly usage: 1,244 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

A-1X [ COM-1TOU**

YGommercialindustrial:
VARIETOU(ARTX)
[ GenerationlRatel(H/kWhH)

[7 RGEEIDelVerviRatel($/kWh)

LPQ‘&E RCIATRR ($/KWh)

ETotallElSelticlly Costi(SIkWi)

{»A\ierage Monthly:BIII($)

Monthly usage: 1,165 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

A-1X | GOM-1 (CARE)**

FGommerciaindustrial:
VA TOUIGARE (A 1X(CARE)

;VVGeneralion Ratel($/kwh)

IRGEE DellVaryIRate (SkWh)

]

IEGRERCIAIRE($/KWh)

{Total Elsctricity/Gosti($/kWh)

PAVerage Monthly/Billl(s)

Manthly usage: 3069 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

A-6 / COM-6**
EGommaerolal/lndiistrialt
FAS6

Lg—‘:eneration Ratel($/kWh)

LRGAE DellVary Rate (S/xNh)

\RGEIRGIARE(5/kWh)

RTGElElecliiaity. Gosti($IkWh)

elMonthlyBIlll($)

(50% Renewable) )% Renewable)
$0.10219 $0.08201 $0.09201
$0.11131 $0.11131 $0.11131

N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.21350 $0.20431 $0.21431
$265.64 $254.21 $266.65

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable) ewable)
$0.10215 $0.08278 $0.09278
$0.11252 $0.112562 $0.11252

N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.21467 $0.20630 $0.21630
$250.15 $240.39 $252.04

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable)
$0.09946 $0.08063 $0.09063
$0.03150 $0.03150 $0.03150

N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.13096 $0.12313 $0.13313
$401.90 $377.86 $408.55

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable) )0% Rene
$0.11191 $0.08876 $0.09876
$0.10827 $0.10827 $0.10827

N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.22018 $0.20802 $0.21802
$995.95 $940.97 $986.20

Monthly usage: 4,523 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015




A-6 /| COM-6 (CARE)*"

EGommercial/lndustrial:
VA=6ICARE

I Generation|Rate!($/kWh) | $0.10540

| RGRE DellveryiRatel($/kWh) $0.03303

L RG&E RCIARR(S/kWh) N/A
LTotallEfectrioily/CostiGkWh): $0.13843

VAveradeiMonthly/Billi($) $491.09

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable) [ (100% Ren
$0.08300 $0.0930
$0.03303 $0.03303
$0.01100 $0.01100
$0.12703 $0.13703
$450.66 $486.13

Monthly usage: 4321 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

A-105 /| COM-10S Non Time-of-Use**

fCommeteial/lhdustrials
VA0S

: GenerationiRatel($/kWh) ' $0.10831

MCE Light Green

IEGREIDa]VervIRate ($/KWh) . $0.08092

| PCEPCIATRR (SIKWh) | N/A

: otallElecitialtyCosti(S/kWh) : $0.18923

l AverageiMonthiyiBill($) $2,491.46

Monthly usage: 13,166 kWh, monthly demand: 43 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

A-10SX / COM-10S Tnne-of—Use**

| Commercial!lndustnal
| A=10SX

| [GenerationiRatel($/kWh) $0.10913

IPGRE DellVeryiRate ($kWh) $0.07450

I RGEEIRCIAIEE(S/RWh) N/A

ElotallEleatiicityiCosti($/kWh)= $0.18362

FAVeragoiMonthlviBil(S)! S| $7.453.87

(50% Renewable) O
$0.08865 $0.09865
$0.08092 $0.08092
$0.01121 $0.01121
$0.18077 $0.19077
$2,380.14 $2,511.81

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable) ble) |
$0.08959 $0.09959
$0.07450 $0.07450
$0.01121 $0.01121
$0.17530 $0.18530

$7,115.78 $7,521.71

Monthly usage: 40,593 KWh, monthly demand: 136 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 20156

A 10P / COM-10P Non Tlme of Use**

Commerclall_lnduslrlal
AS1OR

KGeneratlon: Rate, (SIKWH) _ $0.10021

MCE Light Green
(50% Renewable)

T$0.00434

IRGRE De|VeryiRate ($/kWh) $0.07191

FEGEE RCINRE(SKWA) = N/A

FllotallEleaticity.CostiGRWH): -~ $0.17212

UNGeEDE e | $7.042.28

$0.08434

$0.07191 $0.07191

$0.01121 $0.01121

$0.16746 $0.17746
$6,851.43 $7,260.57

Monthly usage: 40,945 kWh, monthly demand: 144 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015




A-10PX / COM-10P Time-of-Use**

g,,Commercial!lnduslrial: MCE Light Green

VAX{ORX (50% Renewable) al

i GerierationiRate (S/KWH) $0.09993 $0.08442 $0.09442
LRGEE DellveryiRate (S/KWh) $0.07191 $0.07191 $0.07191
FPGRE RCIAIRR (SIkWh): _ N/IA $0.01121 $0.01121
LTotallElsatriaily Costi(SRWA) $0.17185 $0.16754 $0.17754

E Averagie: MonthlyiBIIL(E) - $7,030.91 $6,854.76 $7,263.90
Monthly usage: 40,245 kWh, monthly demand: 144kW

Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

A-10S8 / COM-1 (CARE) Non Time-of-Use**

KGommeraial/industrialt ‘ PGRE MGE Light Green

PAX{0SIGARE! | (50% Renewable)

&_'Genep‘alion Rate!($/kWh) $0.10711 $0.08785

IEGAE DalVaryRate G Wh) $0.00712 $0.00712 $0.00712
IRCRERCIARR (SIkWh) ‘ N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
FTotEIBlSctay/Cost(GIkWh) $0.11423 $0.10618 $0.11618
VAVerageiMontaIy Billl(s) $1,975.99 $1,636.71 $2,000.68

Monthly usage: 17,298 kWh, monthly demand: 45 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

The CARE discount Is taken out of the PG&E Delivery Rate and can resull in a negative PG&E Delivery Rate, This enables customers to make an

accurale comparison of PG&E and MCE Generation Rales.

** Please note this rate comparison excludes volumetric California Climate Credits issued to eligible business
customers that impact PG&E Delivery Rates only. For more information visit www.energyupgradeCA.org/credit




Large Commercial and Industrial

E-19S/ COM-19S

| (Gommercial/lndustrial:
{E=19S
KGenerationiRate ($/kWh) | $0.09954

IpcaeDalveryRate @kwh)  IEREGED

NEGRE RCIAIRE (SIAWh) ; N/A

e G | $0.16445

PAVerade Monthly/BilL(S) | $38,406.62

Manthly usage: 233,549 kWh, monthly demand: 593 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

E-198V / COM-19S

NGommeraialindustrial
RE:{9SV]

| CrneEIREE(E) $0.00558

(50% Renewable)

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable)
$0.08126 $0.09126
$0.06490 $0.06490
$0.00941 $0.00941
$0.15558 $0.16558
$36,335.26 $38,670.74

MCE Light Green

{ RGRE DeliVerylRatel($/RWh) $0.06105

LPCHEPCIAIRR (SIKWH) | N/A

le:'o‘iaI Elecfricity/Gosti($/RWh); $0.15663

VAVeragelMonthyiBilll(S) | $5143.50

$0.07863 $0.08863
$0.06105 $0.06105
$0.00941 $0.00941
$0.14908 $0.15908
$4,805.79 $5,224.18

Monthly usage: 32,839 kWh, monthly demand: 73 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

E-19P / COM-19P

f Gammeraial/Incdistrial;
NEZ{9P

lGenerationiRate ($/KWh) . $0.09661

MCE Light Green | MCE Dee

VRGEE DallverylRate (SIkWh) $0.05756

VEGEE ROINER (SIkWH) N/A

ETotIIEBal oIl Cost(SKWA) $0.15417

FAVerageimonthly BIl(s) | $38500.02

Monthly usage: 249,728 kWh, monthly demand: 644 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 20156

E-19PV / COM-19P

f-'66iﬁ’|ﬁeréiaIlirndustrial:
EX{9pVE
KGaneratoniRate (S/KAh) | $0.09615

| PeREDHeyRAOEAN | $0.05688

IPGREPCIAIRE (SIKWh) | N/A

FTotaIEISGialy Cost(SIkWh)E $0.15303

PAVerade MonthlyBilll) | $12,542.38

(50% Renewabhle)
$0.07768 $0.08768
$0.05756 $0.05756
$0.00941 $0.00941
$0.14465 $0.15465
$36,123.53 $38,620.81
MCE Light Green
{50% Renewable) )0%
$0.07722 $0.08722
$0.05688 $0.05688
$0.00941 $0.00941
$0.14351 $0.15351
$11,761.93 $12,581.52

Monthly usage: 79,507 kWh, monthly demand: 112 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2016




E-19SV / COM-19S (CARE

YCommeraiallindustrial: MCE Light Green ¥

HEX19SVIGARE (50% Renewable) a

Generation Rate ($/KWh) $0.09573 $0.07867 $0.08867
VRGAE Dallvery/Rate (SIKWh) $0.00569 $0.00569 $0.00569
L RGEE RCIAIRE ($IkWh) : N/A $0.00941 $0.00941
filotallElectiiailyi@asti(G/kWh) $0.10142 $0.09376 $0.10376
NG EE Ry $3.081.35 $2,848.75 $3,152.58

Monthly usage: 27,690 kWh, monthly demand: 33 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2016

The CARE discount is taken out of the PG&E Delivery Rate and can result in a negalive PG&E Delivery Rate. This enables customers to make an

accurate comparison of PG&E and MCE Generatlon Rales.

E-20S / COM-20S

FGommeraiallindustrialy MCE Light Green
HEF205 (50% Renewable)
E'Generation.Rate (SIKWH) $0.09309 $0.07499 $0.08499
IRGEEDEIVaryIRAteIS W) $0.06755 $0.05766 $0.05755
URGREIRCIAIRR{G/RW) NIA $0.00887 $0.00887
E TotallElectricityiCosti(SIkWh) | $0.15064 $0.14141 $0.156141
| Average MonthlviBIlll($) $82,287.63 $77,242.87 $82,705.36
Monthly usage: 546,249 kWh, monthly demand: 1972 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
E-20P / COM-20P
KCommeroialndustra MCE Light Green | MCE Deep Green |
HEFZ20R 3 S (50% Renewable) ] g
} GenerationiRatel($/kWh) $0.09202 $0.07586 $0.08586
e | $0.04924 $0.04924 $0.04924
lPG&EF’ClNFF (B[kWh) _ ' N/A $0.00851 $0.00851
[ TotallEleclricityiCosti($KWn) $0.14126 $0.13361 $0.14361
[--A‘!'-Q"ﬂﬁﬁ MonthIviBIIIS) $105,004.95 $99,316.67 $106,750.08
Monthly usage: 743,341 kWh, monthly demand: 1,629
kW Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015
E-20T / COM-20T
oierola L MCE Light Green t MCE Deep Groen
| (50% Renewable) i
S RE $0.08223 $0.06805 $0.07805
e : $0.02525 $0.02525 $0.02525
SRR NIA $0.00758 $0.00758
BT B $0.10748 $0.10088 $0.11088
A 5 : . $290,768.90 $272,913.85 $299,967.39

Monthly usage: 2,705,354 kWh, meonthly demand: 5580 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
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Agricultural

AG-1A | AG-1A

‘ Adriculttral ?AG=1A
KGeneration|Rate ($/kWh) $0.10705

FeREPHIEREEEII | $0.19959

\RGEE RCIAIRE (SIkWh)l N/A

I TotallElectrially/Costi($/KWh) ' $0.30664

PAVetade Monthly.BillL($) | $215.88

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable)
$0.09640 $0.10640
$0.19959 $0.19959
$0.01065 $0.01065
$0.30664 $0.31664
$215.88 $222.92

Monthly usage: 704 kWh
Rales are currenl as of September 1, 2015

AG-1B / AG-1B

\ A‘gricultu_rgl: AG=1BIT ,
KGeneratlonRate (b IkWA) | $0.11058

MCE Light Green

IRGEEIDEIVeryRatel(§/kWh) $0.16687
IBGEERCIAEF ($/kWh) | N/A

il ) | $027745

VAVeratie MonthlyiRil(s) $527.56

Monthly usage: 1,901 kWh, monthly demand: 18
kW Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
AG-4A | AG-4A
3 et "
E-Agri_cuttu ralitAG=4A 1§

’ 7 b : !
KGenerationiRate ($/kWh) ! $0.09670

NRGREIDS Vary/Rate kWA $0.18907

NRGCHERCIAIRES/kWh) | N/A

FlotallElestiialty/Cost(SIkWh) $0.28577

PAVerataiMontily Billl(s) , $103.47

Monthly usage: 677 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

AG-5A | AG-5A
e ,

l
PAdricultural WAGZ5A
!-Gen_eralion Ratel($/kWh): $0.09151

FRGRE Dalivery RAte!(S/RWh) $0.09313

REGAE FCIAIREI(G/RWA) | N/A

GlelEE @y | $0.18464

NG EIE). | $460.69

(50% Renewable)
$0.08729 $0.09729
$0.16687 $0.16687
$0.01065 $0.01065
$0.26481 $0.27481
$503.53 $522.54

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable) W07 Renewable
$0.07943 $0.08943
$0.18907 $0.18907
$0.010865 $0.01065
$0.27916 $0.28916
$188.99 $195.76

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable) 00% Ren
$0.07544 $0.08544
$0.09313 $0.09313
$0.01065 $0.01065
$0.17922 $0.18922
$447.16 $472.11

Monthly usage: 2,495 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
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AG-5B /| AG-5B

FAgricultural¥AG=58
[ GenerationiRate!($/KWh)

LRGREDEIVaryRate ($/kWh)

NRGAEPCIAIRE (S/KWh)

! fotdl\EleetrioilyiCosti($7kWh)

| AverageliMonthlyiBilli($)

Monthly usage: 12,192 kWh, monthly demand: 38

kW Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

AG-5C / AG-5C

VAdriculturalYAG:5C
LGenerationiRatel($KWhH)

FRGAE DeliveryiRatel(SIKWh)

KEGRERCIARR (SIKWh)

Mol ElCCliolty/Cost (S /kWh)

VAVerage MonthiyisIl ()

Monthly usage: 64,964 kWh, monthly demand:
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

MCE Light Green
(50% Renewable)
$0.08007 $0.06421 $0.07421
$0.06189 $0.06189 $0.06189
N/A $0.01065 $0.01065
$0.14196 $0.13675 $0.14675
$1,730.74 $1,667.22 $1,789.14
MCE Light Green
(50% Renewable) Rene
$0.07991 $0.06398 $0.07398
$0.05143 $0.05143 $0.05143
N/A $0.01065 $0.01065
$0.13134 $0.12606 $0.13606
$8,632.42 $8,189.52 $8,839.15
102 kW
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Streetlight and Outdoor Lighting

LS-1/LS-1

FStreetliahts!
ELSH!

I GeheratloniRate (S/KWh) | $0.08711

ek DR O | $0.06204

LRGEERCIA/EF($IKWh) , N/A

KTotallEledtiiclty/CostitS/kWh) $0.14915

PAVerage MonthlyiBill(s) . $136.37

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable)
$0.07600 $0.08600
$0.06204 $0.06204
$0.00180 $0.00180
$0.13984 $0.14984
$127.86 $137.00

Monthly usage: 914kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

LS-2/LS-2

Estrectliionts:
llis2

MCE Light Green

Gareration|Rate ($ikWh}: $0.08711

LRGEE DeflVery.Rate($/kWh)E $0.06204
LRGEE RCIA/EE (S/KWh) | N/A

FTotallElectialtylCosti(S/kWh) $0.14915
FAVerage MonthlyBilll($) [ $500.93

Monthly usage: 3,359 kWh
Rates are cument as of September 1, 2015

LS-3/LS-3

' Streetllahtss
ELS3

FGéneration Rate\(SIKWh) $0.08711

FRGaEDs(very Ratai@kwh) TR

r RGEERGIAIRF ($/KWh) N/A

ETotallElscliicityiCost(@kWh) $0.14915

VAVeracge MontnlyBilll(s) _ $25.05

(50% Renewable)
$0.07600 $0.08600
$0.06204 $0.06204
$0.00180 $0.00180
$0.13984 $0.14984
$469.66 $503.25

MCE Light Green |

(50% Renewable) C (
$0.07600 $0.08600
$0.06204 $0.06204
$0.00180 $0.00180
$0.13984 $0.14984

$23.49 $25.17

Monthly usage: 168 kWh
Rales are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

TC-1/TC-1
ea MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable) 0% Renew:
S $0.08526 $0.07300 $0.08300
SGAE Dellve : $0.12388 $0.12388 $0.12388
DGR PG N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
el ; $0.20914 $0.20788 $0.21788

. i $53.20 $52.88 $55.42

Monthly usage: 254 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015
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PG&E - SCP

omparisons

@’ S0Noma
“leanPower

As a part of our mutual commitment to support your energy choice, Sonoma Clean Power (SCP) and PG&E have
partnered to create a comparison of our typical electric rates, average monthly charges and generation portfolio contents.
Below you will find a representative comparison of our rates, average monthly bills and power generation portfolio content
based on customer class. To find your specific electric rate, please scroll down to your rate plan to view the rate and bill

comparisons.

Residential

e © o © © © © © ©°

E-1/RES-1
E-1/RESL-1 (CARE)
E-6/RES- 6

E-6 / RES- 6 (CARE)
E-7 / RES-7

E-7 / RESL-7 (CARE)
E-8/RES-8

E-8 / RESL-8 (CARE)
EA-9 / RESA-9

Small and Medium Business

A-1/COM-1
A-1X / COM-1X

A-11COM-1 (CARE)
A-6/COM-6

A-6 / COML-6 (CARE)

A-10S / COM-10S

A-10S/ COML-10S (CARE)
A-10SX / COM -10SX
A-10SX / COM -10SX (CARE)
A-10P / COM-10P

A-10PX / COM-10PX

Large Commercial and Industrial

e & o © © o ©

E-19S / COM-198
E-19P / COM-19P
E-19PV/ COM-19P
E-19 SV/ COM- 198
E-20P / COM-20P
E-20S / COM-20S
E-20T /COM-20T

Agriculture

e ¢ o o o o o

AG-1A/AG-1A
AG-1B/AG-1B
AG-4A | AG-4A
AG-4B / AG-4B
AG-5A | AG-5A
AG-5B | AG-5B
AG-5C / AG-5C

Streetlight and Outdoor Lighting

LS-1/LS-1
LS-2/LS-2
LS-3/LS-3
TC-1/TC-1




Definitions

Generation Rate is the cost of creating electricity to power your home or business. The generation rate varies based on
your energy provider, either Sonoma Clean Power or PG&E.

PG8E Delivery Rate is a charge assessed by PG&E to deliver electricity to your home or business. The PG&E delivery
rate depends on your electricity usage, but is charged equally to hoth SCP and PG&E customers.

PG&E PCIA/FF represents the Power Charge Indifference Adjustment (PCIA) and the Franchise Fee surcharge (FF). The
PCIA is a charge to cover PG&E's generation costs acquired prior to a customer’s switch to a third-party electric
generation provider, like Sonoma Clean Power. PG&E acts as a collection agent for the Franchise Fee surcharge, which
is levied by cities and counties for all customers.

Where Do | Find My Electric Rate Schedule?

Need some help finding your electric rate? Go to the “Electric Account Detail” section of your energy statement — you'll
find your electric rate in the upper left.

Accounl No:  0000000000.0

g~
" f! ENERGY STATEMENT Stalement Dale;  05/30/2014
A v pge comMyEnergy Due Date:  06/20/2014
Detalls of PG&E Eleclric Dolivery Charges Bapcalinmamiatn S—
04/2412014 - 05/22/12014 {29 billing days) un 1231
Serveefer VM S ney
Setvge Ayer—r-rin 1IAATR A FeeCent V]
Ra'a Ccreday [ A Reidersy Gerata Baseiie Tt Loy x
v MHaat Baarcs hitbea e
By’ Y
0UZU2ON ~ 000N YourTiitisags| 1 | 2 | 3 | 4 | memtegouepeon @
Tt 1 Aveaarre ELO e dagha MR
S 200 W 0 80 1352 ; —_— Account N 0000009000
Tar 1idey) P3N Wy BT 1M H b2
Gereaton Crast 59 /1 ENERGY STATEMENT Statement Date 6/30/2014
lr:'.ﬂr‘,-i.("fr'ﬁ: L,:..‘.;; gt 32 ST v poe comMyEnergy Due Date: 6/20/2014
Y
r NN VR
esotmont-osaaot vourViertsaga| 1 |0 8 [ ] Detalls of Sonoma Clean Power Electrlc Generation & '
Toer 1 # awyrca '.‘i)t.(' WhE {22 MOh Cllamcs 3 ..
! EERNE SGEE e ot o4 - osmfzou (30 Lilling days) =
p.}‘r:r‘r-«l Shgrente A4 ntecd o oex by 1?)!'
Erarshaa e Suathage & S byomes 17 TSLISSIEN 45 Sty Yures GRBTEENN2)
Total PG&E Eleclric Dellvery Charges $17.42 0472472014 052312014 .:-I!ld-‘-afnllfa.nllnu_:b .
3017 Virtvged Paaer Chasge irs Pacgara A ntm00 Hat2 Scthadols Res. | Reseiertol Seres Sair et rat ,',: Vard PatyErws
YT b AR ATIEN Poara Sie wT

Look here to identify your electric rate
schedule. Once you have that, you can find
your rate comparison helow.

“Efeetiic Usage This Period: 303.000090 k¥, 29 biliing days
i)n | R = Averags Pasythage

Sosdweora pgecamiMyEnctgy 10 @ deletsd B ooaparatn




Residential *

E-1/RES-1*
!

IREsIdentlaliE-] |
['Generatior} Ratei($/kWh) $0.09752

Sonoma Clean Rower

Gleanstart

EverGreen

NRCRE DallVary Rate (S/kWh) $0.11416

LRGAE RCIAFF(G/AWA) NIA

ETotallEleatalty/Cost ($/kWh) $0.21168

PAVeragaiMonthlyBIlS) |  $107.98

(@670IRenewahble) (100%IRenewable)
$0.07100 $0.10600
$0.11416 $0.11416
$0.01234 $0.01234
$0.19750 $0.23250
$100.75 $118.60

Monthly usage: 536 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 536 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is hased on the recent 12-month billing history for all customers
on E-1/ RES-1 rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP’s published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-1/ RES-1 (CARE)

IREs[dantialiE|CARE |
HGensralioniRate (SIKWh) |  $0.09752

Sénoma ﬁéan Rower

Gleanstart
(d6%6IRenewabls)

$0.07100

EverGraen
({100 c1Renewable)l
$0.10600

$0.02354

$0.02354

E‘F’G&E DelivenyiRatel($/kWh) $0.02354
LRGRERGIA/RR(SIKWH) N/A

RlctallElecliclty.Cost(BKWA) $0.12106

PAVeradeMonthiyBilis) $51.19

$0.01234 $0.01234
$0.10688 $0.14188
$45.19 $59.99

Monlhly usage: 471 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 471 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all customers
on E-1/RES-1 (CARE) rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

_ ’ RESB"r

fResIdentialHE:6 i |
l_ﬁ@_gne,ratrio_n Ratel(SRWh) POASEA)

SonomalcleaniRower !

Cleanstart
(86876IReNeWab]S)

$0.06283

EBVerGreen

N (d00vsIREneEwWan]e)l

$0.09783

l'PG&E DEIVEIREEEIA)) | $0.14745

$0.14745

$0.14745

EPCHEROIATRR (S/KWH) N/A

KrctalElectichyCost@rWh) | I ————

FAverageiMonthlyiBILlI(S) $206.55

$0.01234 $0.01234
$0.22262 $0.25762
$194.72 $225.33

Monthly usage: 1,222 kWh
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 1,222 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all
customers on E-6 / RES-6 rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.




E-6 / RES-6 (CARE)*

EResidentialtE6 CARE:

Gleanstart EverGreen

‘ S briomalGlean Rower
N(86%01Renewable) RN (100% ReneWable)

% GenerationiRatel($/kWh)
IRGEEDS ety Ratel(S/kWh)

$0.08868

$0.06281

$0.09781

$0.02502

$0.02502

$0.02502

‘}V'PG,&E PCIAIRE(SIKWh) . N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
EIEERE | $0.11369 $0.10017 $0.13517
L ‘AverageiMonthlyiBilll($) $35.10 $30.92 $41.73

Monthly usage: 1,490 kWh
Rales are currenl as of Seplember 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 1,490 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month hilling history for all
customers on E-6 / RES-6 (CARE) rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-7 | RES-7*

R 8%5Renewable 00%4REneWabIS
IR $0.12460 $0.09294 $0.12794

S AOE Dol $0.07614 $0.07614 $0.07614
SRR P N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
T - $0.20074 $0.18141 $0.21641

N O TR $170.56 $154.14 $183.88

Monthly usage: 926 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 926 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all customers
on E-7 / RES-7 rate schedules for PG&E’s and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-7 | RES-7 (CARE)*
E X

; 'Residential: E:7{GARE
! GenerationlRate ($/kWh)
LRGEE DellVeryRate (kW)

$0.12294

SonomalGlaaniRower:

Gleanstart
(36YsIRenswan|e)

$0.09156

EvVerGreen

$0.12656

(100% Renewable)s

$0.00327

$0.00327

$0.00327

E'PG&E'PCENFF (W‘(Wh) NIA $0.01234 $0.01234
ITetalElectrialty{Costi(GkWh) $0.12621 $0.10717 $0.14217
$100.69 $85.50 $113.42

VAVeradeIMonthIyiBILE)

Monthly usage: 889 kWh

Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 889 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all customers
on E-7 / RES-7 (CARE) rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.




E-8 | RES-8* :
I SonomalGleaniRowar

| - Gleanstart EverGreen
fResidentialfE-8F = | (867 IRenewabe) (100 sIRenewable)l
' Ganeration Rate (SKWh) $0.16831 $0.13139 $0.16639
HRG&E DeliVery Rate ($IKWh) $0.05259 $0.05259 $0.05259

; PGAERGIARR (SIKWh) N/A $0.01234 $0.01234

J‘ §| El_ectricily Gost ($kah) ' $0.22090 $0.19632 $0.23132
VAverage Monthly.Billl($) ‘: $244.67 $217.44 $256.20

Monthly usage: 1,179 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 1,179 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all
customers on E-8 / RES-8 rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-8 | RES-8 (CARE)* .
{ ; ' E ] 5 Sonomalcleanipowar:

| CGleanstarts EVorGrean |
l ResidentialiE:8.GARE. | (86% Renewable) (100%IRenewable)d
' Generallon Ratel($/kVVh) $0.16663 $0.12997 $0.16497
l [FERIEPEEIRABEIAINE | (90.04367) ($0.04367) ($0.04367)

[ RGEERCIAER (SIKWhH) b N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
MTotallElectiicy/Costi(RWh)E $0.12296 $0.09864 $0.13364

l Ave_rag_e IMonthiviBilli($) : $115.39 $92.56 $125.41

Monthly usage: 1,068 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

*The CARE discount is taken out of the PG&E Delivery Rate and can resull in a negative PG&E Delivery Rate. This enables customers to make an
accurate comparison of PG&E and SCP Generation Rates.
This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an

average monthly usage of 1,068 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all
customers on E-8 / RES-8 (CARE) rate schedules for PG&E'’s and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

EA-9 | RESA-9* —_ ‘ _
l s e | Solona.cleaniRower

:; 5 : (Gleanstart EVErGreen
IResidential¥E:9A | (B6YaiRenewable) (1 00%IRenewable) s
Generati'on Rate ($n"kWh) | $0.09807 $0.06983 $0.10483
PG&E DeliveryiRatel(GKWh)E $0.06495 $0.064095 $0.06485
Toia! Electncny Cost ($IkWh) & $0.16302 $0.14712 $0.18212

[AverageMontilyeii@l - I $91.85 $113.70

Monthly usage: 662 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 662 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all customers
on EA-9 / RESA-9 rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015,

* Please note this rate comparison excludes the California Climate Credit from the State of Californla which is
issued fwice a year to resldential customers. For more information visit www.energyupgradeCA.org/credit




i 1 L RAE A e el TS
sinal @naveaitmisUsine

A-1 [ GOM-1**
|
{ KGommercial/lndustrial:

\A1

EGeneration Rate (S/kWh) $0.10260

Sonomaclean Rower

ICleansStart

(8621 Renewaple)

$0.07635

EverGreen

(100%IRenswable)l

$0.11135

$0.11041

1 RGEEIDs|VeryIRats (SKkWh)

$0.11041

$0.11041

rerEre N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
ITotallEleotriclty.Cost ($/RWh) $0.21301 $0.19776 $0.23276
DAV ageINBRtAly BILS) $292.29 $271.36 $319.39

Monthly usage: 1,372 kWh; monthly demand: 3 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

A<X 1 COM-1 TOU*

@ommeralaj/industrial:
ATKTOUIAMX)E
| Generatton Rate ($lkWh)

1 PGRE

$0.10274

SononialGleanipower

CGleansStart

1(86%IRenewable)!

$0.07684

Everareen

(1 00%iRenewanie)y

$0.11184

l RCAEIDalVeryIRatelS/KWh) $0.11318

$0.11318

$0.11318

HRGEERCIARR(S/KWD) N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
' To[a' E|ect“c|[y Cost ($/KWh) $0.21592 $0.20102 $0.23602
1‘ N ) $241.88 $225.19 $264.39

Monthly usage: 1,120 kWh; monthly demand: 6 kW
Rales are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

A-1 [ COM-1 (CARE)**

= ot rre= ——

Gommercial/industrial;
PAICARE

[ i@enerationiRatel($/kWh)

$0.10216

l

Sonomalalean Powar:

Gleanstart

{(E650 Renewable)l

$0.07607

EverGreen

(100% Renewable)y

$0.11107

$0.03150

‘ PG&E DeliveryiRate ($lkWh)

$0.03150

$0.03150

E Total Elect.rlcdy Costi(SKWh) $0.13366 $0.11857 $0.15357
DAVe ab MBIy RIS $410.20 $363.87 $471.28

Monthly usage: 3,089 KWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

A-6 | COM-6**

Sonomalclean Rower.

' COI’t’lmBrGlaUIndustrl'ﬂ cleanstart BEVersraen
[ /A G} (86YsiReniewabls) (100 Renewable)n
[Generahon Rale ($IkWh) $0.10752 $0.07900 $0.11400
$0.10736 $0.10736 $0.10736
N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.21487 $0.19735 $0.23235
; _tﬂQE‘MQI‘I‘th‘Bi" (©) $691.99 $635.57 $748.28

Monthly usage: 3,220 kWh; monthly demand: 13 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015




l"\~U | COM-6 (CAREY*

{Gommetaial/lndiistrial:
PA:6IGARE

w Generation|Ratel(/kWh)

$0.10540

SonomalGlean!Rower:

Cleanstart
(86%0 Renewable)
$0.07709

EverGreen

(100% Renewahle)

$0.11209

LRGSEIDellveryRate!(SKWh) $0.03503

$0.03303

$0.03303

VRGRE RGIAIER (S/KWH) N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
Total Eleatricity.Costi(G/kWh) $0.13843 $0.12112 $0.15612
‘ $491.09 $429.69 $553.85

VAverage:MonthlviBilll(S)

Monthly usage: 3,548 kWh
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015
A0S [ COM-10S5 Non Time-of-Use®*

I
{Gommeraidl/ndustridlt
A0S

N GonorationiRate (/KW $0.10870

SonomalcleanRower

Cleanstart
(86%01Renewanle)
$0.08086

EverGreen

(100%1IRenewable)l

$0.11586

$0.08283

NRGREDAIVETIRAE (GIRWh)

$0.08283

$0.08283

IPGEE ROIAIRE(SIKWD) | N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
' TotallEleotroity.Costi($/KWA) $0.19153 $0.17490 $0.20990
$2,235.29 $2,041.16 $2,449.63

FAverageMonthIviBIlI(S)

Monthly usage: 11,671 kWh; monthly demand: 39 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
A-105 [ COM-105 (CARE)

KCommercial/lndustral PGEE
VAT{0SICARE
KGeneration Rate (SIkWH)

Non Time-of-Use™

$0.10711

Sonomalcleaninowar \

Gleanstart
(8670 IRenewable)
$0.07950

EVerGreen

(1007 Renewable)

$0.11450

$0.00712

LPGYEIDellveryiRate (S/kWh)

$0.00712

$0.00712

TPG&E PEIAIEE (SIKWhY ‘ N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
LT olalE eotriony G oSt GIRWA) $0.11423 $0.09783 $0.13283
DAVerage Month Bile) $1,975.99 $1,692.31 $2,297.73

Monthly usage: 17,298 kWh; monthly demand: 45 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

The CARE discount is taken out of the PG&E Delivery Rate and can resull in a negative PG&E Delivery Rate. This enables cuslomers to make an

accurate comparison of PG&E and SCP Generalion Rales.

A-105X | COM-10S Time-of-Use**
|
i Gommercial/lndustrial:

VA0S X

$0.10932

BonomalcIeanPowear

Gleanstart
(88YRenewaple)
$0.08111

EverGreen

(100%IRenewable)

$0.11611

KGeneratloniRale (GRWHE
IRGEEIDS|VeryIRate(S/KWh)

$0.07567

$0.07567

$0.07567

l RGEERGIAERI(SKWE) NIA $0.01121 $0.01121
;'TOtﬁl'E!?ﬁlﬂgﬂ,VQQ?l (GRWh $0.18499 $0.16798 $0.20298
E-.AVEra'geMorith_ly BINLI(S) $7,308.46 $6,636.72 $8,019.51

Monlhly usage: 39,508 kWh; monthly demand: 137 kW
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015




A-105X | COM-105 Time-of-Use

| (Gommercial/lndistrial}
A1 08XIGARE

IGenerationRale (S/KWh) $0.10680

sSoloma Glean Power

GCleanstart
(8670IReneWable)
$0.07895

EverGreen

({10070 Renewable)l

$0.11395

$0.00712

NRGAEDS(Vary/Rato!(SkWh)

$0.00712

$0.00712

E' PG&E ROIA/RR (S/kWh) N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
\ \lotallEleotrialtyl@ost{($/kWh) $0.11392 $0.09729 $0.13229
i AveragelMonthIviBIILIIS) $1,970.64 $1,682.86 $2,288.28

Monthly usage: 17,298 kWh; monthly demand; 45 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

A HII l‘ ONE10P Non Time-of-Use®
} Gommeraialllndustrial:

AL{ORSE
f Generatton Rale ($IkWh)

RG&E

$0.10021

SonomalClean Bowen

Gleanstarts
(B6YsIRenewanle)
$0.07676

EverGreen
({@00%IReENewable)
$0.11176

| [Rleriz DeliverylRatel($/kWh)E $0.07191

$0.07191

$0.07191

t F’G&E RCIAIRE (SIKWH) | N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
L Totall Eleottiolty/CostiS/kWh) $0.17212 $0.15989 $0.19489
MonthlviBIIL($) $7,042.28 $6,541.61 $7,973.60

Monthly usage: 40,945 kWh; monthly demand: 144 kW
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

A1 (l!‘){ I G( }M A0PX Time-of-Use"’

{ Gommeraial/industrial:
PAX{0RX

| \GenerationiRatal($/kVVh)

$0.09993

SonomalGleanPowWer:

Gleanstart

Li(86701Renewanis)

$0.07624

Ever@reen

(100%IRenewable)l

$0.11124

l PG&E DaliveryiRate ($IKWh) ! $0.07191 $0.07191 $0.07191
l RGSERCIA/ER(S/KWH) N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
KlolallElGattlalty. Gost(S/KWh) $0.17185 $0.16963 $0.19436
!;;ﬁveragemqnthly BIII($) $7,030.91 $6,520.22 $7,952.21

Meonthly usage: 40,945 kWh; monthly demand: 144 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

** Please note this rate comparison excludes volumetric California Climate Credits issued to eligible business
customers that Impact PG&E Delivery Rates only. For more information visit www.energyupgradeCA.org/credit




[fargelCommercialfandilnatistiial

E-198 / COM-19S
DNo o
.' BrolRenewanle U070 iRenewanle
BT $0.10216 $0.07718 $0.11218
e et B $0.06982 $0.06982 $0.06982
POIARE (4 NIA $0.00941 $0.00941
. 5 $0.17198 $0.15641 $0.19141
A : . $36,920.81 $33,577.05 $41,090.83

Monthly usage: 214,680 kWh; monthly demand: 602 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

E—19F' { COM-19P

[

sofomalGleaniPower

com mermal][ndustnal Glaanstart EverGreen

EX ORI (3670IRenewabls) ({100%Renewable)
s (@eneration Rae (SIkWh) $0.09661 $0.07238 $0.10738
} : DellVery Rate (S/kWh) $0.05756 $0.05756 $0.05756
} POLE ROJA/RFIGIKW) : N/A $0.00941 $0.00941
| Total lElectricity/Cost ($kah) $0.15417 $0.13935 $0.17435
PAVGradeIMontly BII(S) $ 38,500.02 $ 34,799.47 $43,639.95

Monthly usage: 249,728 KWh; monthly demand: 644 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

E-19PV / COM-19P

F
|

SonolalCleaniRower

: Gomieraial/lndustrialt Gleanstart EverGreen
EE=19RV (G6% Renewable) (100%: Renewable)l
| (GenerationiRatel($/kWh) $0.09615 $0.07199 $0.10699
] RGEEIDe|Very.Ratel(S/KWh) $0.05688 $0.05688 $0.05688
ERGEEIRCIA/ER(S/KWA) | N/A $0.00941 $0.00941
HTatal Eleetriolty Cost @KW $0.15303 $0.13828 $0.17328
LAVerausMonthiviBIl(S) $12,642.34 $11,333.42 $14,201.99

Monthly usage: 81,985 kWh; monlhly demand: 222 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

E-1 QSV I COM-195
f -

aonomalcleanPower

L \GomMieraial/lnduistrialt Gleanstart EverGraoi |

| E-19$V = (8ol oI Renewanle) (d00YsiRenewable)l
KGaneration Rate ($!kWh) $0.09630 $0.07219 $0.10719

LPG-,&E-DEI'VEW Rate|(SIKWH) $0.06141 $0.06141 $0.06141
I'F’G&E POIAIRR(S/KWh) NIA $0.00941 $0.00941

|l otal ElectileityiGosttS/KWI) | $0.15771 $0.14301 $0.17801

I Average MonthivABIlIE) $ 5,136.39 $4,657,54 $5,797.42

Monlhly usage: 30,383 kW; monthly demand: 70 kW
Rales are current as of Seplember 1, 2015




E-20P /| COM-20P
[
fGommeraial/lndustrial:

{E=20P

{ Generation Rate!($/KWHhH) $0.09169

Sonomalclean Bower

Gleanstart

EverGreen

(8871 Renewapie) (1007 Renewable)l

$0.06911

$0.10411

' RGAE DeliveryiRate!($/kWh) $0.04814

$0.04814

$0.04814

PGSE RCIAIFE (SIKWh) N/A

{ TotallElEctricityiCosti(SRWh)E 1 $0.13973

VAVerageimonthlyiBilll($) i

$0.00851 $0.00851
$0.12577 $0.16077
$116,413.50 $148,810.62

Monlthly usage: 925,632 kWh; monthly demand: 1972 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

E-208 / COM-20S
!

Gommereial/lndustrial
VE*20S

KGenerationiRate!(S/kWh) |  $0.09309

SohomalCleanirower

" Cleanstart
(86%6IRenewable)
$0.06992

EVerGreen ‘
(100% Renewable)il
$0.10492

1 PG&EDellvery/Ratel(S/KWh)E 1 $0.05755

$0.05755

$0.05755

HRGEE RCIATRR (SIkWh) | N/A

‘I"To't'al Electricity/Costi(e/kWh)= $0.15064

} AveragelMonthlyBIllI($) | $82,287.63

$0.00887 $0.00887
$0.13634 $0.17134
$74,475.32 $93,594.03

Monthly usage: 546,249 KWh; monthly demand: 1240 kW
Rates are currenl as of September 1, 2015

E-20T / COM-20T

E _Cummerciah'lndustrial:
NEL20T |
LGeneration Rate!(SIkWh) |  $0.08223

Sonomalclean Power

Gleanstart
(86sIRenewanle)
$0.06247

EverGreen
(1007 IRenewanie))
$0.09747

BRI GG | $0.02525

$0.02525

$0.02525

WBGEERCIA/RR (SIKWh) 1 N/A

Rctal ElectroltyCostiekWhyi AL

FAVEage MonthlyiBill(§) | $290,768.90

$0.00758 $0.00758
$0.09530 $0.13030
$257,812,60 $352,500.00

Monthly usage: 2,705,354 kWh; monthly demand: 5,580 kW
Rales are current as of Seplember 1, 2015
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Agrieultural

AG-1A T AG-1A

358 SonomalClean Power

[
‘ ; Glednstart EverGreen
l Adricultural FAG=1TA | N(887sIReEnewable) (00%IRenewable)

HGanerationRate! (S/kWh) $0.10840 $0.08156 $0.11656
“ PGYE DeliveryRate (SRWh) $0.21070 $0.21070 $0.21070
ERGRERCIARE(SKWh) N/A $0.01065 $0.01065
PTOtallE (B GlrIo Ly Cost(S/KWA) $0.31910 $0.30291 $0.33791
DAVel 2o Manthly Bl s) $185.45 $176.04 $196.38

Monthly usage: 581 KWh; monlhly demand 3 kW
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

AG-1B | AG-1B
} S SonomalGleantPowar

1 Gleanstart EverGreen

EAgriculturaI: AG:=1B (867 Renewable) (100%IRenewable)l

E (GenerationiRate ($IKWh) $0.11050 $0.08342 $0.11842
‘l IBGAEDallveryRate kWi $0.16394 $0.16394 $0.16394
;PG&E RCIARE ($/KWh) N/A $0.01065 $0.01065
ETotal ERClIGLy/C oS UL RA) $0.27444 $0.25607 $0.29301
PAVGrageIMBnthlyBIIl$) e ke FABENG 355987

Monthly usage: 1,909kWh; monthly demand: 16 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015
AG-4A | AG-4A

[
i

SonomalClean|RFower
! S CleanStart EverGreen
PAgrcUlItiraltAGAA R(B86YIRenswable) (00 Renewable)l

 (elene iR ) | $0.09605 $0.07148 $0.10604
IEGEE DalVeryiRate (SRWh) $0.19134 $0.19134 $0.19134
LBGRERGIARRISIKAA) /A $0.01065 $0.01065
P TOtElE Strlolty |G osti(S/RWh) $0.26739 $0.27347 $0.30847
VAVETagBMoRtHIVIBIIL) SBAS ki b

Monthly usage: 637kWh; monlhly demand: 6 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

AG-4B [ AG-4B

Sonomalalean Power
cleanstart EVerGreen
(G6lsiRenewaple) (10056 Renewable)l

_E;Agrlcul_tllral: AG=4B

{ Generation|Ratel(S/RWh) $0.10403 $0.07807 $0.11307
RGEEDe(Very/Rate(SRWAY $0.13095 $0.13095 $0.13095
| IRGRERCIARRI(S/KWh) N/A $0.01065 $0.01065
RIGtAlE BClHaYICOSH(SIRWE) $0.23498 $0.21967 $0.26467
eenthly Bie) | s0am $657.86 §762.67

Monthly usage: 2,995 kWh; monthly demand: 26 kW
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015
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AG-5A A-5A

] Gleanstart
PAgricultural ¥AG=6A (S6%IRENEWADIE)

SonomalGleanPower

EverGreen

(100% Renewable)

$0.09963

lGenerationiRate!($/kWh) ! $0.08900 $0.06463
IRGEE Dellvery/Rate!(SkWhH) | IR $0.08899

$0.08899

$0.01085

LPGRE RCIA/RE (S/KWh) | N/A $0.01065
FTotallElsatricity/Cost(GRWA) - A $0.16427

$0.19927

VAVerageiMentily Bilil(s) | 50148 San2.51

$561.06

Monlhly usage: 2,816 kWh; monthly demand: 8 KW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015
AG-5B | AG-5B

ISBnomaclean powor

\ S [ : e Cleanstart EverGreen
PAgticlltural/AG:58 4 (88%IReneWable) (d00%IRenewable)
KGore alon Rate GkW) [ $0.08254 $0.05939 $0.09439
IBGEEIDSIVeTy Rate (RN $0.06620 $0.06620 $0.06620

T RGRE RGIA/RR(S/KWA)S , 7' N/A $0.01065 $0.01065

f; TotallElsctrioilylCosti(@/kWh) $0.14874 $0.13624 $0.17124
j"AVEragg’ MonthiviBII(S) A $1582.80 $1,449.71 $1,822.15

Monthly usage: 10,641 kWh; monthly demand: 38 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

AG-5C / AG-5C

sonomalcleanipowar

; 5 ; | CGleanstart EverGreen
FAdriculturalfAG:5C i (8670IRenewable) (100%IRenewable)y
eBEDHNEREGEI |  $0.05143 $0.05143 0514

ﬁ PGRERCIAIEE(SIKWA) : N/A $0.01065 $0.01085
ETotal Electicity/Costi (s kwh) $0.13134 $0.11968 $0.15468

\{' Ava_ré_ge MonthivABINS) | 9$8,532.42 $7,775.09 $10,048.82

Monlthly usage: 64,964 kWh; monthly demand: 192 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 20156
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Streetlight and Qutdoor Lighting

LS-1/LS-1

EStreatlights:
(L5

WGenerationiRate (S1kWh)

LEGEE DeliveryiRate (SIkWH)

FRGREFOIA/RR (S/kWh)

RTGtalELES eIy Costi(SK W)

VAVerade MonthlyiBIIIS)

Monthly usage: 484 kWn

Rates are curren! as of September 1, 2015

LS-2/1S-2

| 3
iStraet/ightss
(L)

KGenerationiRate (S/KWH)

FRGREIDEIVErYIRate (S IkMh)

IRCEEIRCIARR (S/RWH)

FlotallElsotriaityiGosti(/kWh)

VAVerageiMonthly/BIli(S)

Monthly usage: 13,334 kWh

Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

LS-3/ LS-3
; .
|

gstreetlights:

HLS3
H@&neration!Rate!(S/kWh)

FECEEDEIVary Rale (S/kwh)

NBGIERCIARR($/KWh)

ElotallElectricityiCosti(GKkWh)

PAvVeradeMonthIVIBIIL(S)

Monthly usage: 231 kWh

Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

TC-1/TC~
5 .
EStieetlighis:
el

{RGEEDelIVery Rate ($IkWh)

WP GEE ROIATRR(S/RWH)

NIGiallEleotoiy.COst (G kW)

A ENE)

Monlhly usage: 240 kWh

Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

$0.08711

SonomalGleaniRower,

Cleanstart
(86%0IRenewable)
$0.07200

EVerGreen
({100%Renewable)ll
$0.10700

$0.06334

$0.06334

$0.06334

N/A $0.00180 $0.00180
$0.15045 $0.13714 $0.17214
$72.97 $66.51 $83.49

$0.08711

SonomalClean'Rower

Cleanstart
(8670 Renewable)
$0.07200

EVerGraen |
(100 IRENEWabIE)N
$0.10700

$0.06334

$0.06334

$0.06334

N/A $0.00180 $0.00180
$0.15045 $0.13714 $0.17214
$200.71 $182.95 $229.64

$0.08711

SonomatGleaniBower

Gleanstart
(@6%IRenewable)
$0.07200

EVerGreen
L (100%IRenewabls)ll
$0.10700

$0.06334

$0.06334

$0.06334

N/A $0.00180 $0.00180
$0.15045 $0.13714 $0.17214
$34.34 $31.31 $39.30

$0.08526

SononalGleaiiRower \

Gleanstart
(8BY6IRenewanls)l
$0.06200

BEVarGresh ‘
(100% Renewanle)y
$0.09700

$0.12779

$0.12779

$0.12779

N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.21305 $0.20079 $0.23579
$49.28 $46.44 $54.54
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Attachment ‘T

PG&E - MCE

‘ ';;:i' ,. Co ipai T~ tg

As a part of our mutual commitment to support your energy choice, MCE and PG&E have partnered to create a
comparison of our typical electric rates, average monthly charges and generation portfolio contents. Below you
will find a representative comparison of our rates, average monthly bills and power generation portfolio content
based on customer class. Ta find your specific electric rate, please scroll down to your rate plan to view the
rate and bill comparisons.

E-1/RES-1
E-1/RES-1 (CARE)
E-6 / RES- 6

E-7 | RES-7

E-7 / RES-7 (CARE)
E-8/RES-8

E-8 / RES-8 (CARE)
EA-9/ RES-9

Residential

A-1/COM-1
A-1X / COM-1 TOU

A-1/ COM-1 (CARE)

A-6 /| COM-6

A-6 | COM-6 (CARE)
A-10S / COM-10S

A-10S/ COM-10S (CARE)
A-108X / COM -10S TOU
A-10P / COM-10P
A-10PX / COM-10P TOU
A-10S / COM-10S (CARE)

e © o © o ©

Small and Medium Business

-] ° o ° -]

E-198, V/COM-198

E-19P / COM-19P

E-19PV / COM-19P

E-198V / COM-198 (CARE)
E-20P / COM-20P

E-20S / COM-20S

E-20T / COM-20T

Large Commercial and Industrial

AG-1A T AG-1A
AG-1B / AG-1B
AG-4A | AG-4A
AG-5A [ AG-BA
AG-5B / AG-5B
AG-5C / AG-5C

Agriculture

(-3 L] -] -] (-] L

LS-1/LS-1

LS-2/L8-2
LS-3/LS-3
TC-1/TC-1

Streetlight and Outdoor Lighting

e © o ©




Definitions
Generation Rate is the cost of creating electricity to power your home or business. The generation
rate varies based on your energy provider, either MCE or PG&E.

PG&E Delivery Rate is a charge assessed by PG&E to deliver electricity to your home or business.
The PG&E delivery rate depends on your electricity usage, but is charged equally to both MCE and
PG&E customers.

PG&E PCIAIFF represents the Power Charge Indifference Adjustment (PCIA) and the Franchise Fee
surcharge (FF). The PCIA is a charge to cover PG&E's generation costs acquired prior to a
customer’s switch to a third-parly electric generation provider. PG&E acts as a collection agent for the
Franchise Fee surcharge, which is levied by cities and counties for all customers.

Where Do | Find My Electric Rate Schedule?
Need some help finding your electric rate? Go to the "Electric Delivery Charges” section of your
energy statement - you'll find your electric rate in the upper left.

- 0000000UD0-0
L Account No:
i.,jﬁ ENERGY STATEMENT Slatement Date:  05/30/2014
v pge comMiyEnergy Due Date: 06/20/2014
Detalls of PG&E Electric Delivery Charges e P
0412412014 - 05/22/2014 (29 billing days) ComeraMeter Read 13 19284
Service Fc- I?! \hln M Prict Weles Rasdng 13,641
Cidis Aatamesttn ANITETEON TetatUsaze I LA MY
Rita Sth rl IZI X Residental Service | Baselre Tartary x
v H2al Sewrca Hist Elctng
/ Serat ¥
04 24/2014 ~ J430/2014  Your Tier Ungel 1 I 2 | 3 _J 4 R:’t:: £ Cutage Bloek £
slor s proadbce BIGO WWh (7 days x 11 7 WWRAay)
[TV Uszye 7300920 Wb @S0 13520 £9907
Geretabon Credl 43
PoserCharga Insifecenca Adusimert 0é3
Fratirise Fea Surcharge 004
4 v
“osmirzons-osaizons vourTierusage| 1 | 2 | 3 | 4 |
Tier § Alignange 24200 WWh (22 dags x 11 0Rday)
oot 1 Usags 229 £02070 KW @ §013527 3132
Ceratation Credl 2015
Power Charga Indittercrce Adpisimart 2€0
Frarthsa Fed Surcharge 014
Total PG&E Electric Delivery Charges $17.42
2012 Vindagad Poaer Chargs atetence Agustmaert
Loolk here to identify your eleclric rate
schedule. Once you have that, you
can find your rate comparison below.
Electric Usage This Perlod: 30! 000000 K\Wh, 29 billing days i
h;n ..... = AwtagaDatyUssze | ‘
I
||I||||II|||I|III"|I|II|||| |
Vit v pgeconMyEnctgy foe @ delafed b contpanson PajadeofG




Residential *

E-1/ RES-1*
AR MCE Light Green

REside : (50% Renewable) | Rene
SRIRAlS $0.09752 $0.08200 $0.09200
DG AEDa|Ve o $0.11216 $0.11216 $0.11216
B RREID : N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
Allzll: 5 $0.20968 $0.20850 $0.21650

R $98.01 $96.53 $101.20

Monthly usage: 467 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricily costs for a lypical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 467 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing

history for all customers on E-1 / RES-1 rate schedules for PG&E's and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-1 / RES-1 (CARE)*
[l MCE Light Green
fResidentialNEXICARE! | (50% Renewable)

KGenoratoniRate (S/KWI) $0.09752 $0.08200  $0.09200
IRGEEIDE(VE RA6I(G/kWA) $0.02271 $0.02271 $0.02271
i‘PG&E REIARRI(SIKWh) N/IA $0.01234 $0.01234
o) | $0.12023 $0.11705 $0.12705
E AveradeiMonthlviBilli() = $42.67 $41.54 $45.00

Monthly usage: 365 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 355 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing

history for all customers on E-1 / RES-1 rale schedules for PG&E's and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

MCE Light Green o

ResidentialtiE6 (50% Renewable) | ne
generationiRatel(H/RWh) $0.09304 $0.07527 $0.08527
IBGREIDEVaryIRAtel(SIKWh) $0.12489 $0.12489 $0.12489
RGRERGIARR ($/kWh) NIA $0.01234 $0.01234
BTG SO GV C oS H(EIRWA) $0.21794 $0.21250 $0.22250
DAVerageIMontlvBillS) $135.42 $132.04 $138.26

Monthly usage: 621 kWh

Rates are current as cof September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 621 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing
history for all customers on E-6 / RES-6 rate schedules for PG&E’s and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.




E-7 | RES-7*

MCE Light Green
R ; (50% Renewable) R ble)
onRate (& $0.12806 $0.10209 $0.11209
AEMa|lVa o (9 $0.07671 $0.07671 $0.07671
SR & N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
StallEle : $0.20476 $0.19114 $0.20114
Averade Mo Billls $158.10 $147.58 $1565.30

Monthly usage: 772 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricily costs for a lypical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 772 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing
history for all customers on E-7 / RES-7 rate schedules for PG&E's and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-7 | RES-7 (CARE)*

: MCE Light Green

fResidential E=7.CARE (50% Renewable) eh
KGeneratloniRate!(S/KWh)L $0.12615 $0.10079 $0.11079
IEGEEDelVeryRale (GAWh) $0.00043 $0.00043 $0.00043
! RGREPCIAIRR ($IRWh) | N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
FToBL LRy CostG RN $0.12658 $0.11356 $0.12356
FAVerageIMontilyiBIIS) S $80.01 $71.78 $78.10

Monthly usage: 632 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 632 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing
history for all customers on E-7 / RES-7 rate schedules for PG&E'’s and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-8 /| RES-8*

MCE Light Green | MCE
ResidentialHE:s (50% Renewable) [ (100 . sle)
KGenoralloniRate (/RWh) $0.16870 $0.08200 $0.09200
IBGEEDalVeryIRA (SIKWA) $0.06189 $0.06189 $0.06189
LPGEEIRGIAFRI(SIKWh) 'j N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
RIotElEEeHay cos UG RWh) $0.23059 $0.16623 $0.16623
|_Ave,r,a'ge MontHIvIBIIEE $267.89 $181.50 $193.12

Monthly usage: 1,162 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricily costs for a typical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 1,162 kilowalt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing
history for all customers on E-8 / RES-8 rate schedules for PG&E's and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.




E-8 / RES-8 (CARE)*

\
i MCE Light Green | \
ERes[dentialEBICARE (50% Renewable) | (100% Renowahle). ‘
NGaHeration RateI(/KWA) $0.16807 $0.08200 $0.09200 \
FRGEE DellVaryiRate|(®/kWh) ($0.04060) ($0.04060) ($0.04060) |
NEGSE ROIAIRF(G/kWh) | NIA $0.01234 $0.01234
ETotalE Rcliolly/ Cost SIKWA) $0.12747 $0.06374 $0.06374

agelMonthlylBIlli() $119.81 $50.51 $59.91

Monthly usage: 940 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

The CARE discount is taken oul of the PG&E Delivery Rate and can resull in a negative PG&E Delivery Rate. This enables customers to make an
accurate comparison of PG&E and MCE Generation Rates.

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 940 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-maonth billing
history for all customers on E-8 / RES-8 rate schedules for PG&E's and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

MCE Light Green

} Rasidentialt E:9AT (50% Renewable)

KGEnarationiRata (S IkWh) | $0.09935 $0.08046
PGRE DellVeryiRate S /kWh) $0.08350 $0.08350 $0.08350
(= N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
$0.18284 $0.17630 $0.18630
IAverageMonthly Billl(s) | $127.36 $122.80 $129.77 !

Monthly usage: 697 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the MCE/PG&E service area (Marin County and
Richmond) with an average monthly usage of 697 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing
history for all customers on EA-9 / RES-9 rate schedules for PG&E's and MCE's published rates as of September 1, 2015,

* Please note this rate comparison excludes the California Climate Credit from the State of California which is
issued twice a year to residential customers. For more information visit www.energyupgradeCA.org/credit




Small and Medium Business **

A-1/ COM-1**
FCommeraialllndustrials
A

N@eherationiRatel($/RWh)

FRGREDE(VarvIRate(S/KWh)

NRGEERCIARR(GKWA)
nlotallElecifieltyiCast (HIkWh)

VAVeraaeIMonthlviBIILI(E)

Monthly usage: 1,244 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

A-1X 1 COM-1TOU**

¥Gommerciallndustrial:
VAMITOUI(AMX)

FCeneralon RAGHSIKWh)
LRGEEDSIVeryIRate! SIRWH)

NRGRERCIARE ($/KWh)

I (lotaliElectrieltviCosti(G/kWh)

VAVarageMonthlyieillie)

Monthly usage: 1,165 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

A-1X | COM-1 (CARE)**

: Gommeraiallndustriali
ASBIOUICAREN AR X{CARE) ‘i

KGahoralonIRA (IKWh)

IRGEE DalVeryiRate (S/kWh)

HRGEEIRCIATRR($/RWh)

! NietallElecticltyiCosti(BkWh)

l AverageiMontilviBIIIE)

Monlhly usage: 3069 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

A-6 | COM-6** i
[ Gommeralal/inaustridl:
VA6

[ @enerationiRatel(s/kWwn)

WPGEE DellverviRatel($RWhH)

HRGEEIRCIAIERE(GIRYVD):

ETGlAlEIBC oIy C oSt GIRAR)

DA ate MOntIVABIIIS)

MCE Light Green | MCE Deap Green |
(60% Renewable) | (100% Renewable)
$0.10219 $0.08201 $0.09201
$0.11131 $0.11131 $0.11131
N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.21350 $0.20431 $0.21431
$265.64 $254.21 $266.65
MCE Light Green
(50% Renewable) |
$0.10215 $0.08278 $0.09278
$0.11252 $0.11252 $0.11252
N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.21467 $0.20630 $0.21630
$250.16 $240.39 $252.04
i MCE Light Green
(50% Renewable) | (10C
$0.09946 $0.08063 $0.09063
$0.03150 $0.03150 $0.03150
N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.13096 $0.12313 $0.13313
$401.90 $377.86 $408.55
MCE Light Green | MCE Deep Gr
(50% Renewable) | (10( ‘ ole)
$0.11191 $0.08876 $0.09876
$0.10827 $0.10827 $0.10827
N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.22018 $0.20802 $0.21802
$995.95 $940.97 $986.20

Monthly usage: 4,623 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015




A-6 | COM-6 (CARE)**

YGommerolallindustrial: MCE Light Green i
PAIGIGARE (50% Renewable) b Rern o)
KGeneration Rate (S/kWh) $0.10540 $0.08300 $0.09300

r RG&E Delivery/Rate (S/kWh) $0.03303 $0.03303 $0.03303
LEGEERCINEE ($/KWh) N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
FTotallEleticlty Costi(@/kWh) $0.13843 $0.12703 $0.13703

i AverageMonthIViEII(E) $491.09 $450.66 $486.13

Manthly usage: 4321 kWh

Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

A-10S / COM-10S Non Time-of-Use**

KGommeroial/nduistrialis === PGRE MCE Light Green

FA=10S 1L (50% Renewable) 100% Reney
KGereraloniRae (SkWE) | $0.10831 §0.08865 §0.00865
ReREDLIEROEND) | $0.08092 $0.08092 $0.08092

I RGAEIRCIA/RF(S/KWh) ; ‘ N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
KTOtallE[SGirioly/ Cost(SIANRE $0.18923 $0.18077 $0.19077
FAVerage Monthly Billl(s) | $2,491.46 $2,380.14 $2,511.81

Monthly usage: 13,166 kWh, manthly demand: 43 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
A-10SX { COM-10S Time-of-Use™*
FGommercialindustrial:

MCE Light Green

FAX10SX (60% Renewable) enewable)
$0.10913 $0.08959 $0.09959
!_PG&E DeliveryiRatel($/kWh) $0.07450 $0.07450 $0.07450
;PG&E BCIAIRR (S/KWh) N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
!Ibta_l Electricity.Costi(S/KWh)i | $0.18362 $0.17530 $0.18530
{_’A_\_{QI'E!QE'_MOMMY =HIE) $7,453.87 $7,115.78 $7,521.71
Monthly usage: 40,593 kWh, monthly demand: 136 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015
A-10P /| COM-10P Non Time-of-Use**
oliiliil: : MCE Light Green
Az Ok (50% Renewable) ble)
= ohiRatel(s $0.10021 $0.08434 $0.09434
D DellVery Rate (& $0.07191 $0.07191 $0.07191
DREIERGIA : N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
A G $0.17212 $0.16746 $0.17746
= MHE $7,042.28 $6,851.43 $7,260.57

Monthly usage: 40,945 kWh, monthly demand: 144 kKW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015




A 10PX / COM-10P Time-of-Use**

i KGommeralalinaustrial MCE Light Green
f ASTORXE T o (50% Renewable) 0%
Generalton Rata ($rkWi) _ $0.09993 $0.08442 $0 09442
{ RGRE Dallvery/Ratel(S/kWA) | $0.07191 $0.07191 $0.07191
l RGRE ROIARE(S/RWh) N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
FTG Al e rally Cost(BIkWA) $0.17185 $0.16754 $0.17754
PAVerageiMonthly.BIll(S); | $7,030.91 $6,854.76 $7,263.90
Monthly usage: 40,945 kWh, monlhly demand: 144kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
A-10S / COM-1 (CARE) Non Tlme of-Use**
Com'm-e-rclalllndustrlal MCE Light Green
FAT10SIGARE (50% Renewable)
KGenetalonRae Glkwa) | so10711 $0.08785
[ RERE! Den.,en, Ratal ($kah) 7 $0.00712 $0.00712 $0.00712
f PG&E RCIAIRR: ($lkWh) NIA $0.01121 $0.01121
; ' $0.11423 $0.10618 $0.11618
$1,975.99 $1,836.71 $2,009.68

7, 298 kWh monthly demand; 45 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2016

The CARE discount is taken out of the PG&E Delivery Rate and can result in a negative PG&E Delivery Rate. This enables customers lo make an

accurale comparison of PG&E and MCE Generation Rates.

** Please note this rate comparison excludes volumetric California Climate Credits issued to eligible business
customers that impact PG&E Delivery Rates only. For more information visit www.energyupgradeCA.orglcredit




Large Commercial and Industrial

E-195/ COM-19S

¥Gommersial/lndustriali

E:195
KGensralioniRate|($/KWh) $0.09954

LRGREDslVeryiRate (S/KWh) | $0.06490

FRGA(E RCIARE (G/KWH) ,, N/A

| efelllElierRiE M) | $0.16445
Lﬁverag'e MohthlvBIllI(S) | $38406.62

Monthly usage: 233,549 kWh, monthly demand: 593 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

E-198V COM- 9 _
KGommercial/industrial
NEX{osVA: i
| GenerationiRate($/KWh) ol $0.09558

IRGEEIDEIVaTyIRAte GRWD) $0.06105

VBCEE ROIARR! (kW) | N/A

ETotallE[etHellyIGos S RWA) $0.15663

VAVerageIMonthIvBIINS) | $5,143.50

Monthly usage: 32,839 kWh, monthly demand; 73 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

E-19P / COM-19P

EGommerolalndustrial
NE49p

iGeneraNon REM(EANE $0.09661

EeREpHERABEIAN) | $0.05756

N GAE RCIATRR (G/RWA) | N/A
ETotallElaafrelty/CostiRWh) R $0.15417

NG G| $38600.02

Monthly usage: 249,728 kWh, monthly demand: 644 kW
Rales are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

E-19PV / COM-19P

Gommeraiallindustrial:
NEX19RY,

KGeTieratloniRalol(SIRWH) | $0.09615

e ey | $0.05688

RGEERCIARR(GIKWA) | iR

HTotallEloitielyCostG RN $0.15303

Aelespeny e | $12,542.38

MCE Light Green
(50% Renewable) £)
$0.08126 6
$0.06490 $0.06490
$0.00941 $0.00941
$0.15558 $0.16558
$36,335.26 $38,670.74
MCE Light Green
(50% Renewable)
$0.07863 $0.08863
$0.06105 $0.06105
$0.00941 $0.00941
$0.14908 $0.15908
$4,895.79 $5,224.18
MCE Light Green
(50% Renewable) =
$0.07768 $0.08768
$0.05756 $0.05756
$0.00941 $0.00941
$0.14465 $0.15465
$36,123.53 $38,620.81
MCE Light Green
(60% Renewable) O( nable
$0.07722 $0.08722
$0.05688 $0.05688
$0.00941 $0.00941
$0.14351 $0.15351
$11,761.93 $12,681.52

Monthly usage: 79,507 kWh, monthly demand: 112 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015




E-198V [/ COM-19S (CARE
Commercial/industrial:

NEX9SVICARE
|
I@enerationiRate!($/kWh) $0.09573

KEGEE Dollvery Rate!($/KWh) $0.00569

FRGRERCIAIRR ($/kWh) N/A

RTctallEleetiiolly/Costi($/kWh) §0.10142

AveragelMonthlyiBIll($) $3,081.35

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable)
$0.07867 $0.08867
$0.00569 $0.00569
$0.00941 $0.00941
$0.09376 $0.10376
$2,848.75 $3,152.58

Monthly usage: 27,690 kWh, monthly demand: 33 kW
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

The CARE discount is taken out of the PG&E Delivery Rate and can result in a negative PG&E Delivery Rate. This enables customers to make an

accurate comparison of PG&E and MCE Generation Rates.

E-20S /| COM-20S

0 MCE Light Green
0 (50% Renewable)
anaration R $0.09309 $0.07499
NGB DA $0.05755 $0.05755 $0.05755
PGRAERG|A N/A $0.00887 $0.00887
o A oati(s $0.15064 $0.14141 $0.15141
5 0 BI(S $82,287.63 $77,242.87 $82,705.36
Maonthly usage: 546,249 kWh, monthly demand: 1972 kW
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015
E-20P | COM-20P
irCommeroialllndustrial: MCE Light Green
MEFZ20EH (50% Renewable) | (100% Renew.
KGEneration Rate (G/kWh) $0.09202 $0.07586 $0.08586
LPQ%E DallVeryIRateIGKWA) $0.04924 $0.04924 $0.04924
NRGEE ROIAIRF (S/RWH) N/A $0.00851 $0.00851
LTQ@_'_E‘BUMQHV GOsHSRWh) | $0.14126 $0.13361 $0.14361
[;A,Vétagﬂ,imcmhly BIII{$) | $105,004.95 $99,316.67 $106,750.08
Monthly usage: 743,341 kWh, monthly demand; 1,629
kW Rales are current as of September 1, 2015
E-20T / COM-20T
KCommeroial/lndistrial: MCE Light Green
HE=201 | {50% Renewable) ‘
L GenerationiRatel($/kWh) $0.08223 $0.06805 $0.07805
LRGRE DallVery/Rate (S/xWh) $0.02625 $0.02525 $0.02525
[ PGRE PCIAIRE ($/kWh) N/A $0.00758 $0.00758
I'Toiai.Eleclrtcily GosHGRWI)E $0.10748 $0.10088 $0.11088
! AveradeivonthlyiBILI(S)) $290,768.90 $272,913.85 $299,967.39

Monthly usage: 2,705,354 kWh, monthly demand: 5580 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2016
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Agricultural
AG-1A /| AG-1A

VAdriculturalfAG:1A
f @enerationiRatel(bkVWh)

MCE Light Green
(50% Renewable)

- MCE Deep Green

_(100% Renewable)

VEGEE DallvaryiRAtolGIkWh)

WEGEE ROIARE (S/KWRY

llellER e )

FAVerage MonthlyIBII(S)

$0.10705 $0.09640 $0.10640
$0.19959 $0.19959 $0.19959
N/A $0.01065 $0.01065
$0.30664 $0.30664 $0.31664
$215.88 $215.88 $222.92

Manlhly usage: 704 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

AG-IR 1 A6

MCE Light Green

PAaricultaralAGE1 B (60% Renewable)
| @ttt R A $0.11058 $0.08729 $0.09729
FRGEEDEIVe N Ratel(S/RNR) $0.16687 $0.16687 $0.16687
f RGAERCIARRE (SIKWh) NIA $0.01065 $0.01065
i.- TotaliEleetiieityICost (@f,‘y,“@,, S $0.27745 $0.26481 $0.27481
] AVerageiMontnlviBill(s) | $527.56 $503.53 $522.54
Monthly usage: 1,901 kWh, monthly demand: 18
KW Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
AG-4A | AG-4A
MCE Light Green | N ‘
A (50% Renewable) | (100 :
AT $0.09670 $0.07943 $0.08943
DGAEDEVarvIRS $0.18907 $0.18907 $0.18907
DRAEIRGIA N/A $0.01065 $0.01065
b & o $0.28577 $0.27916 $0.28916
; ; : $193.47 $188.99 $195.76
Monthly usage: 677 kWh
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015
AG-5A | AG-5A
! MCE Light Green "ﬂ 5
FAGFoUItUralAG B AT S (50% Renewable) | (100%
| @neieitiREAG N $0.09151 $0.07544 $0.08544
PGRE VIRatel(S/RWIH)E $0.09313 $0.09313 $0.09313
!p SEROIAIRR (SIRWH) N/A $0.01065 $0.01065
RICtIEIS S ey CostlBIRWER) I $0.18464 $0.17922 $0.18922
,,,,QE?MOl]ﬂ]’y;-aB,Ul;@),,,;7, i $460.69 $447.16 $472.11

Monthly usage: 2,495 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
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AG-5B | AG-5B

. MCE Light Green )
s A=A = (50% Renewable) en
B $0.08007 $0.06421 $0.07421
RGRE Dallve 3 $0.06189 $0.06189 $0.06189
ERGIA N/A $0.01065 $0.01065
olE: $0.14196 $0.13675 $0.14675
TG ST $1,730.74 $1,667.22 $1,789.14

Monthly usage: 12,192 kWh, monthly demand: 38
kW Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

AG-5C | AG-5C

MCE Light Green

Agriculturd|FAGEEG (50% Renewable) 00 Bl
! @GeneratloniRatel(b/kWh) $0.07991 $0.06398 $0.07398
IRGEE DdllVeryiRate ($/kWh) $0.05143 $0.05143 $0.05143
VRGEE RGIATRR (SIkWh) | N/A $0.01065 $0.01065
KTotallEISelcy/CostSKWR) $0.13134 $0.12606 $0.13606
VAVerade MonthlyBill(s) $8,532.42 $8,189.52 $8,839.15

Monthly usage: 64,964 kWh, monthly demand: 192 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
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Streetlight and Outdoor Lighting

LS-1/LS-1

KStreatlights:
HLisH

lGanaratlon | Rate!(HIKWh) $0.08711

LBGEDE(VeryIRate (S/kWh) $0.06204

FEGREIRCIARE (SIRWh) NIA

NTotallE(Estialty. Costi/kWh) $0.14915

VAVerageiMonthly BIII(S) | 913637

Maonthly usage: 914kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

-2 {LS-2

f Streetliightss

HLS2] |

[ GeneratlonlRatel($/kWn) | $0.08711

e el | $0.06204

LRGEERCIAIRR (SIKWA) | N/A

E TotallEleattlcliyi@asti($/RWh) $0.14915

NG @) | $500.93

Monthly usage: 3,359 kWh
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

LS-3/LS-3

Estreatliianis:
53

NGeHeralon Ratel(G/KWh) $0.08711

IRGREDEVeryiRate (S/kWh) $0.06204

FECEEPCIATRE (S/KWh) N/A

i@ $0.14915

DAVEtageIMOntAIVBIIN(G) $25.05

Monthly usage: 168 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

TC-1/TC-1
Estreatliidhts:
| 1iejl |
KGenerationiRatel($/kWh) $0.08526

IEGREIDS(VeryIRaIGRWAE $0.12388

IPG&E RCIAYRREI(G/RWH)EEE i

RIGtallE[Eettelty Cos (SR $0.20914

FAVerageMonthlyIRII(E S $53.20

MCE Light Green :

(50% Renewable) 100% Renewable)
$0.07600 $0.08600
$0.06204 $0.06204
$0.00180 $0.00180
$0.13984 $0.14984
$127.86 $137.00

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable)
$0.07600 $0.08600
$0.06204 $0.06204
$0.00180 $0.00180
$0.13984 $0.14984
$469.66 $503.25

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable) -
$0.07600 $0.08600
$0.06204 $0.06204
$0.00180 $0.00180
$0.13984 $0.14984

$23.49 $25.17

MCE Light Green

(50% Renewable) 3
$0.07300 $0.08300
$0.12388 $0.12388
$0.01100 $0.01100
$0.20788 $0.21788

$52.88 $55.42

Monthly usage: 254 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
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PG&E - SCP

Joint Rate ( omparison

@ S0N0IMma
“leanPower

As a part of our mutual commitment to support your energy choice, Sonoma Clean Power (SCP) and PG&E have
partnered to create a comparison of our typical electric rates, average monthly charges and generation portfolio contents.
Below you will find a representative comparison of our rates, average monthly bills and power generation portfolio content
bhased on customer class. To find your specific electric rate, please scroll down to your rate plan to view the rate and bill

comparisons.

Residential

E-1/RES-1
E-1/RESL-1 (CARE)
E-6/RES- 6

E-6 / RES- 6 (CARE)
E-7 / RES-7

E-7 / RESL-7 (CARE)
E-8/RES-8
E-8/RESL-8 (CARE)
EA-9/ RESA-9

Small and Medium Business

A-1/COM-1

A-1X/ COM-1X
A-1/COM-1 (CARE)

A6/ COM-6

A-8/ COML-6 (CARE)
A-10S / COM-10S

A-10S/ COML-10S (CARE)
A-10SX / COM -10SX
A-10SX / COM -10SX (CARE)
A-10P / COM-10P

A-10PX / COM-10PX

Large Commercial and Industrial

® ¢ ©¢ o o © ©

E-185 / COM-198
E-19P / COM-19P
E-19PV / COM-19P
E-19 SV/ COM- 19S
E-20P / COM-20P
E-20S / COM-20S
E-20T/ COM-20T

Agriculture

AG-1A/ AG-1A
AG-1B/ AG-1B
AG-4A | AG-4A
AG-4B /| AG-4B
AG-5A / AG-5A
AG-5B | AG-5B
AG-5C | AG-5C

Streetlight and Outdoor Lighting

e o o o

LS-1/LS-1
LS-2/1L8-2
LS-3/LS-3
TC-1/TC-




Definitions

Generation Rate is the cost of creating electricity to power your home or business. The generation rate varies based on
your energy provider, either Sonoma Clean Power or PG&E.

PG&E Delivery Rate is a charge assessed by PG&E to deliver electricity to your home or business. The PG&E delivery
rate depends on your electricity usage, but is charged equally to both SCP and PG&E customers.

PG&E PCIA/FF represents the Power Charge Indifference Adjustment (PCIA) and the Franchise Fee surcharge (FF). The
PCIA is a charge to cover PG&E’s generation costs acquired prior to a customer's swiltch to a third-party electric
generation provider, like Sonoma Clean Power. PG&E acts as a collection agent for the Franchise Fee surcharge, which

is levied by cities and counties for all customers.

Where Do | Find My Electric Rate Schedule?

Need some help finding your electric rate? Go to the “Electric Account Detail” section of your energy statement — you'll

find your electric rate in the upper left.

”ﬁ, ENERGY STATEMENT

wvay pge com/MyEnergy

Detalls of PG&E Electric Delivery Charges
04/24/2014 - 05/22/12014 (29 billing days)

Serveafor 12V M st
S4rvza AYeerast D TR
fwafcradny LY X ReyZerty Burrite
v

Fret N Aoairce 60 wSh 7 dagne 1070 Sy)
T Vs [ANBEE FARTA S Y S 5§37
Rl

QU214 ~ 04302014

cra At it o6y
e pos
' -

esormon - o320t Yourmierusage| 1 | 1T 3 ] 4
it | Afewrirce 0 WAE 22 TN
Yar 10 TP ERNO Win Q50 1IN §3132
Gerea'za LR
Poace Char L8
FrarchaalF X X |
Tolal PG&E Elccltlc Dellvery Charges $17.42

NV Poser Chage lrd®ececca Fd et

Elctile Ilngo This Period: 303.03090 kW, 23 bllhnﬁ d.ly\s

VAL [ eviie® AogeDargptiugs
#

Ly

VIt Wara pge comMyEntegy Lie @ ettt d LI Clapratn

Stalement Date:  05/30/2014
Due Date:  06/20/12014
Service Information
Metstm 12MRATSI
Curierd Weter Readng AT
Fivst Mter Read oy 13,041
Tetat Ussge ERLTCRCOO] IV EY
Basctine Ter oy x
Mea Beuge bzt Erest

Ritabrg Cotage Bk “

Accounl No;  0000000000-0

'/ ENERGY STATEMENT

Iy poe comMyEnergy

Charges
04242014 . 05232014 (30 Lilling days)
Srece vy 123000 St
Levew Bpeenan ™ IQMUEETER) B 2 0 C3ir854221

0172472014 -0523/2014

Hte Sehadule Fes- | Reselantal Service

ST IR

Look here to identify your electric rate
schedule. Once you have that, you can find
your rate comparison below.

Dotalls of Sonoma Clean Power Eloctric Generation

. ara

Account Mo £00000000.0
Statzment Date  5/30/2014
Due Date: 6/2012014




Residential *

E-1/RES-1*

fResidentialiE=

SonomalcleanFower

Gleanstart
(862 Renawable)

EverGreen
(1007 Renewablg)

IGeneration Rate($/KWH) $0.09752 $0.07100 $0.10600
I RGEEIDalVery/Ratel($/kWh) $0.11416 $0.11416 $0.11416
WRGRERCINEE (BIKWh) A N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
IR | 9021168 3018750 #2320
;.Average MonthlvIEIILS) $107.98 $100.75 $118.60

Monthly usage: 536 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 536 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is hased on the recent 12-month billing history for all customers

on E-1/ RES-1 rate schedules for PG&E’s and SCP’s published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-1/RES-1 (CARE)*

i
NResidentiali B CARE

KGeneralloniRaleIG/RWH) $0.09752

SonomalGlean!BowWer,

Gleanstart

(867 Renewanle)

$0.07100

BverGreen
({1007%IRenswable)l
$0.10600

IRGEEDE(VoryiRate!/aWh) $0.02354

$0.02354

$0.02354

L RCAEIRCIAIRF (/RWh) i N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
{T01a1 E(gctrieltylCost($RWh) = $0.12106 $0.10688 $0.14188
| $51.19 $45.19 $59.99

i AveragelMonthlviBIIII{S) S

Monlhly usage: 471 KWh
Rales are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 471 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This Is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all customers
on E-1/RES-1 (CARE) rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-6 /| RES-6*

l ResidentialNES

HCEheratoniRatel G/Ruwn) $0.08870

SonomalcleaniRower
Gleanstart

(86YsIRenswable)

$0.06283

EVerGraen
((100ZReNeWaRIE]N
$0.09783

$0.14745

FERGREDa|[VerviIRatel(S/kWN)

$0.14745

$0.14745

i ROGE ROIARRIGANAE N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
E'Total EleatticityiGosti(SKUh)E $0.23615 $0.22262 $0.25762
| 2

AGEEpIGEE) $206.55 e e

Monthly usage: 1,222 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2016

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 1,222 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all
customers on E-6 / RES-6 rate schedules for PG&E’s and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.




E-6 /| RES-6 (CARE)*

ry O
8

a0

DUIRenewan|e

R A 0 AR B0l RefneWean

e $0.08868 $0.06281 $0.09781

PGAE DallValy Rale $0.02502 $0.02502 $0.02502

DGAE RGIA ; N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
e g $0.11369 $0.10017 $0.135617

; onthiviB $35.10 $30.92 $41.73

Monlhly usage: 1,490 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 1,490 kilowatt-hours (KWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all
customers on E-6 / RES-6 (CARE) rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-7 | RES-T*

|
|
i

SonomalGleaniPower

By : o Gleanstart EvVerGreen
EResidentidliEs78 =8 (86aiRenewaple) (100% Renewabls)
KGeneratloniRatel(S/KWh) $0.12460 $0.09294 $0.12794
);PQ'&‘E DallVeryiRate ($/kWh) | $0.07614 $0.07614 $0.07614
FPG&E PCIN.FF_ ($J’kWh) ' N/A $0.U1234 $0.01 234
b@g@ EleclticityiCosti(ERWh) $0.20074 $0.18141 $0.21641
;Average_‘l'\ﬂonthly Bl" ($) _____ $170.5ﬁ $1 54-14 $1 8388

Monthly usage: 926 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 926 kilowalt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all customers
on E-7 / RES-7 rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

E-7 | RES-7 (CARE)*

o] jle O
R O 00 RENEWan|e 00% Renewaple
DR $0.12294 $0.09156 $0.12656
T $0.00327 $0.00327 $0.00327
BGEIEIRGIA q NIA $0.01234 $0.01234
Ml ; $0.12621 $0.10717 $0.14217
A - o $100.69 $85.50 $113.42

Monthly usage: 889 kwhn
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PGE service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 889 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all customers
on E-7 / RES-7 (CARE) rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.




E-8 / RES-8*

P
!

IResldlentlalEx8

LGernerationiRatel(GIRWhH) $0.16831

Sonomalclean Bower

GleanStart
(3606iRenewable)
$0.13139

EVerGreen
(1007IRenewabie)l
$0.16639

LRGRED8liveryiRatel(H/RWH) $0.05259

$0.05259

$0.05259

[ RGRE RCIAEE (SIKWH) . N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
;,__TotaI:.Elg_c_t_,r_icity_Cost (ETANR) $0.22090 $0.19632 $0.23132
VAVerage MontalviBILG): $244.67 $217.44 $256.20

Monthly usage: 1,179 kWn
Rates are currenl as of September 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 1,179 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-manth billing history for all
customers on E-8 / RES-8 rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

81 HESS [CAREY

$0.16663

SonomalCleaniRowen

Cleanstart
(86Y6iRenewable)
$0.12997

EverGreen ‘
(l0001Renewable)i
$0.16497

($0.04367)

($0.04367)

($0.04367)

LEQ&E__P_C?F Wir -_($,_i,._§,;\_,ﬁ§._”_;_- - N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
BT _E_,_| _E_|E'0lf.i§il)’, Gosti(@RWh) ‘ $0.12296 $0.09864 $0.13364
I—,TIAV.QI'QQ?"MQD"“V,_ BIIII($) : : $115.39 $92.56 $125.41

Monthly usage: 1,068 kKWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

*The CARE discaunt is taken oul of lhe PG&E Delivery Rate and can result in a negalive PG&E Delivery Rale. This enables customers lo make an

accurate comparison of PG&E and SCP Generation Rates.

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 1,068 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all
customers on E-8 / RES-B (CARE) rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

EA-9 / RESA-9"

HoniRate (GIRWH): $0.09807

SonomaCGleanRowern

iGleanstart

(8675IReNewable)

$0.06983

EVerGreer
((100%:!Renewable)l
$0.10483

JRAB(ERY §0.06495

$0.06495

$0.06495

N/A $0.01234 $0.01234
$0.16302 $0.14712 $0.18212
$101.77 $91.85 $113.70

Monthly usage: 662 kWh
Rales are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

This compares electricity costs for a typical residential customer in the SCP/PG&E service area (Sonoma County) with an
average monthly usage of 662 kilowatt-hours (kWh). This is based on the recent 12-month billing history for all customers
on EA-9 / RESA-9 rate schedules for PG&E's and SCP's published rates as of September 1, 2015.

* Please note this rate comparison excludes the California Climate Credit from the State of California which is
issued twice a year to residential customers. For more information visit www.energyupgradeCA.org/credit




A-1 [ COM-1*

; Commercial/indLlistrial:
PAX

NGeneration Rate! (kW)

$0.10260

sonomalGlean Bower

Gleanstart
(8670 Renewable)
$0.07635

EVerGreen
(1100% Renewable)
$0.11135

WRGEE DellveryiRate (S/KWh)

$0.11041

$0.11041

$0.11041

LRGRE ROIAIRE ($IKWH)

Kot EleatoyIC oSt (S IR

VAVerageMonthlviBIIlIS)

N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.21301 $0.19776 $0.23276
$292.29 $271.36 $319.39

Monthly usage: 1,372 kWh; monthly demand: 3 kW
Rales are currenl as of September 1, 2015
A-1X 1 COM-1 TOU*

!
fCaommereiallndustrial;
FASTRTOUI(ASTX)

! GenerationiRatel($/KWh)

$0.10274

SonomalGleaniPower

Gleanstart
(86% Renewanle)
$0.07684

EVerGreen
(100%IRenewable)
$0.11184

i RGREDellVeryiRatel($/kWWh)

$0.11318

$0.11318

$0.11318

NRCRERGIARR (S/RWh)

KTotalEIGel ol IC oSSR

PAVerageimonthIviBILS)

N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.21592 $0.20102 $0.23602
$241.88 $225.19 $264.39

Monthly usage: 1,120 kWi; monthly demand: 6 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 20156

A-1 1 COM-1 (CARE)**
L

‘ Gommerclal/lndustrials
PASIGARE

[_ Generation|Rate (SRW)

$0.10216

SonomalClean Power

Gleanstart
(86% Renewable)
$0.07607

EverGreen
(100%Renewable)
$0.11107

$0.03150

$0.03150

$0.03150

RRGEIDElIVeryiIRate!($/xWi)}
' RGREIRGIAIER(SRVVE)

RIrctaliEEatrictyICosti(SKWVA)
FAVeradgeiMonthlyiBIlLS)

N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.13366 $0.11857 $0.15357
$410.20 $363.87 $471.28

Monthly usage: 3,069 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

A-6 | COM-6**

commerclal/lndustriall
VA6

| Gene_raﬁqn_!ia_\_@_@Mh) 5

$0.10752

sSonomalCGlean Rower

CleanStart
(86% Renewabls)
$0.07900

Ever@Green
(100%Renewable)
$0.11400

LPCREDAIVery Rale (GIkWh)

$0.10736

$0.10736

$0.10736

LRGEERCIA/RRIGRWH)

RrotallElsctrisityiCosti(s/kWh);

e plintE=nne)

N/A $0.01100 $0.01100
$0.21487 $0.19735 $0.23235
$691.99 $635.57 $748.28

Monthly usage: 3,220 kWh; monlthly demand: 13 kW

Rales are current as of September 1, 2015




A-6 | COM-6 (CARE)**
[ SonomalClean Rower

Cleanstart EverGreen
(86%1Renewable) ({100% Renewable)

{Gommercial/lndustrial
FAGICARE

l PGE&E

iGererationiRate!($IKWh)

LEGEE DeliveryRatel(S/KWh)

$0.10540

$0.07709

$0.11209

$0.03303

$0.03303

$0.03303

HTotallEleatricity/CostiG/KWh) $0.13843 $0.12112 $0.15612
‘ AvVeragemonthlyiBiIS) : $491.09 $429.69 $553.85

Monthly usage: 3,548 kWh
Rates are currenl as of Seplember 1, 2015

A-1051 COM-10S Non Time-of-Use*!
i : | SonomalGlean Rower

Gommercialindustrial
PAS108

KGEneralloniRatel(SKWWA)

IRGEEDE[VeryiRatel(S/KWh)

KRGEE ROIAIRRI(SIKWh) N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
ETotallElsetrlailyiCostSkWA) $0.19153 $0.17490 $0.20990
VAVerage MontiivIEI() $2,235.29 $2,041.16 $2,449.63

$0.10870

Cleanstart
(86%1Renewable)
$0.08086

EverGreen
(100% ' Renewable)
$0.11586

$0.08283

$0.08283

$0.08283

Monthly usage: 11,671 kWh; menthly demand: 39 kW

Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
A-108 [ COM-10S (CARE) Non Time-of-Use*

|
! commerajal/lndustriali
FAR10SICARE

i GenerationlRatel($/kWh)

VBGREDalVery Rate (SIKWh)

Erotal Eleottiaity.Costi(SKWh)E $0.11423 $0.09783 $0.13283
i $1,975.99 $1,692.31 $2,297.73

FAvVerageiMonthlviBIllI(S)

RG&E

$0.10711

sSonomalGleaniFowen

Gleanstart
(8676 Renewable)
$0.07950

EverGreen
(100%IRenewable)
$0.11450

$0.00712

$0.00712

$0.00712

Monthly usage: 17,298 kWh; monthly demand: 45 kW

Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

The CARE discount Is taken out of the PG&E Delivery Rate and can result in a negalive PG&E Delivery Rale. This enables customers 1o make an

accurate comparison of PG&E and SCP Generallon Rales.

16 :
ECGommercialiindustrial:

VAYI0SX:
! @arerationiRatel(S/kVWh)

NRGEEDE ety Rale!(SRWh)

UBGRERCIARE (SIKWh) N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
el AT $0.18499 $0.16798 $0.20298
VAVarateIManthivBIL(S) $7,308.46 $6,636.72 $8,019.51

Monthly usage: 39,508 kWh; monthly demand:
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

A-108X | COM-108 Time-of-Use**

$0.10932

sSonomalcleaniPower

Gleanstart
(8676 Renewable)
$0.08111

EverGreen
(100% Renewable)
$0.11611

$0.07567

$0.07567

$0.07567

137 kW




A-108X
|

[ GOM-105 Time-of-Use (‘(;;"\I{t;‘)" i

_ ISonomalclean Power,
ECommercial/lndustriali il RG&E Gleanstart EverGreen
FAROSXICGARE! | L (86% Renewable) (100IRenewable)
HGenerationiRatel($/KWh) ! $0.10680 $0.07896 $0.11395

} PGEE RCIAIFE(S/KWh) N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
MTotallElEcticiyCosH@/KWA)N $0.11392 $0.09729 $0.13229
[ -AVEI’:!QE'MDMMY Bl $1,970.64 $1,682.86 $2,288.28

Monthly usage: 17,298 kWh; monthly demand: 45 kW
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

A-10P | COM-10P Non Time-of-Use*?
R SonomalcleaniRower [
E Gommeraial/lhdustriali { Gleanstart EVerGreen
RATORIEFaI 5 e S | (86%1ReEnewanle) ({00%iRenewable)d
F'GEﬁ,ETﬂﬁOH Rate ($IkWH) ! $0.10021 $0.07676 $0.11176

‘i. RGEEDelVeryiRate(S/KWAE $0.07191 $0.07191 $0.07191
E RGEE PC'NFF ($lkWh) S N/A $0.01121 $0.01121
‘ etal Ele_clticily Cost (s,_’km_jh) $0.17212 $0.15989 $0.19489
l AVGI‘&QEMD[‘IthlyB”l €N $7,042.28 $6,541.61 $7,973.60

Monthly usage: 40,945 kWn; monthly demand: 144 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
A<TOPX [ COM-10PX Time-of-Use™
F : e T Sonoma clean|Rower
fGommerciallindustrials { Gleanstart EverGreen

RAS10RX : | (867 Renewable) S (100% I Renewable)i
g GenerationiRate (SIRWh) - $0.09993 $0.07624 $0.11124
El P_G&!E_D.@“US[Y_ Rate‘@mwm ,' $0.07191 $0.07191 $0.07191
FPGEE ROINRR(GIRAA) f N/A $0.01121 §0.01121
FTotalE Bty Cos S KA $0.17185 $0.15963 $0.19436
PAVsrage MonthivisII(e) S I - $6,520.22 §7,952.21

Monthly usage: 40,945 kWh; monthly demand: 144 kW
Rates are currenl as of Seplember 1, 2015

** Please note this rate comparison excludes volumetric California Climate Credits issued to eligible business
customers that impact PG&E Delivery Rates only. For more information visit www.energyupgradeCA.org/credit




[farde Commeralalfandilndustiial

E-19S | COM-19S

EGommeroial/Indiistrial:
REX19S

KGeneration Ratel($/kWh)

RGEEIDE|VeryiRate!(B/kVVn)

LRGEEROIARR (SIKWh)

RTotallElSeliicliy/eost(S kW)
l Average MonthlyiBIIL(S)

$0.10216

SonomalClean'Rower

Gleanstart
(86lsIRenewable)
$0.07718

EverGreen
(100% Renewable)
$0.11218

$0.06982

$0.06982

$0.06982

N/A $0.00941 $0.00941
$0.17198 $0.15641 $0.19141
$36,920.81 $33,677.05 $41,090.83

Monthly usage: 214,680 kWh; monthly demand: 602 kW

Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

E-19P I COM-19P

Gommeralal/hdustrial:
E-19RS

NEGEE DElVery/Rate (SRWH)

HRGEERCIA/ER(SKWH)

BotalElecioltyCost(S/kWh)
VAVeragaMonthiviBil(s)

KGenerationiRatel(S/KWH)

sSonomalCleaniRower

CGleanstart EverGreen
(867%01IRenewable) (100% Renewable)
$0.09661 $0.07238 $0.10738
$0.05756 $0.05756 $0.05756
NIA $0.00941 $0.00941
$0.15417 $0.13935 $0.17435
$ 38,500.02 $ 34,799.47 $ 43,639.95

Monthly usage: 249,728 kWh; monthly demand: 644 kW

Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

E-19PV / COM-19P

f

‘ GommerolalndUstrials
NE:19RV.

ERGREDe|VeryIRatel(S/kWn)

I RGEERCIAIERIB/KVWN)

RTGtalEReiloly/Costi Gk W)

VAVErageIMonthlviBIlIS)

HGeherallon Rato!(GIKWA)

$SonomaGlean!Power

Monthly usage: 81,985 KWh; monlhly demand: 222 kW

Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

E-198V / COM-198

Gleanstart EvVerGreen
1(86% Renewable) (100%IRenewable)l
$0.09615 $0.07199 $0.10699
$0.05688 $0.05688 $0.05688
N/A $0.00941 $0.00941
$0.15303 $0.13828 $0.17328
$12,542.34 $11,333.42 $14,201.99
O1o HO
BYiIRenewanble N0 Renewable

$0.09630 $0.07219 $0.10719
$0.06141 $0.06141 $0.06141
NIA $0.00941 $0.00941
$0.15771 $0.14301 $0.17801
$ 5,136.39 $4,657,54 $5,797.42

Monthly usage: 30,383 kW; monthly demand: 70 kW

Rates are current as of September 1, 2015




E-20P / GOWNI-20P
E
| Gommeroial/industrialt

NEZ20P,
| GanerationiRatel($/kVVh) | $0.09159

RG&E '

SonomacleaniPower

Gleanstart

(887 ReneWable)

$0.06911

EvVerGreen
(100%1IRenewable)
$0.10411

leriE bRy | $0-04814

$0.04814

$0.04814

NRGRERCIARR (SRWhE | N/A

NIGtallEleaticltyCasti(GIkWh) $0.13973

ANcrerpittalEE | $129,338.98

$0.00851 $0.00851
$0.12577 $0.16077
$116,413.50 $148,810.62

Monthly usage: 925,632 kWh; monthly demand: 1972 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

E-ZDS :‘ CONI-ZGS

Commercialllnd ustrial

KGeherationiRate: ($lkWh) : $0.09309

SonomalGleaniRower

GleanStart
(860 Ranewab[e)
$0.06992

EverGreen |
({100% Renewable)il
$0.10492

NRGRE RellVeryIRate(G/kWh) 1 $0.05755

$0.05755

$0.05755

l RCUE ROIARR (SR N/A $0.00887 $0.00887
i $0.15064 $0.13634 $0.17134
DAVaraue e ntily BlILG) [ $82,267.63 $74,475.32 $93,504,03

Monthly usage: 546,249 kWh; monthly demand: 1240 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

E-20T / COM-20T

Cor_nmercia"imlustrial:

$0.08223

SonomalCleaniRower

Gleanstart

(86%c1Renewable)

$0.06247

EverGreen
({100%sIRenewable)l
$0.09747

$0.02525

$0.02525

$0.02525

NIA $0.00758 $0.00758
$0.10748 $0.09530 $0.13030
______ $290,768.90 $257,812.60 $352,500.00

Monthly usage; 2,705,354 KWh; monthly demand: 5,580 kW
Rales are currenl as of Seplember 1, 2015
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Agricultural

AG-TA 1 AG-1A

i_AgricuItural: AG=TA |
EGeneration! Rate!($IKWh) _ $0.10840

SonomalCleanRower

Cleanstart
(86%cIRenewable)
$0.08156

EverGreen

({(100%sIRenewable)

$0.11656

IRGEEDeliveryiRate (SRWH)E | IR

$0.21070

$0.21070

NBGEEIRCIARR (S/kWh) | NIA

EotellEleoticltyiCasti@RWA)E | IR

VAVerade MonthiyiBili(S) | $185.45

$0.01065 $0.01065
$0.30291 $0.33791
$176.04 $196.38

Monthly usage: 681 kWh; monthly demand 3 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

AG-IBIAGIB

;_,Agri.cul-tu rali’AG:1 B
EGenerationiRatel(BKWh) _ $0.11050

SonocmalGleaniPowern

NBGEE Delvery Rate @ kW $0.16394

NRGAE RCIARR (S/kWh) | N/A

MlotallElesttially/Gosti@IkWhy = I a—

UNGESREE) | $523.92

Cleanstart EverGreen
(867aIRenewable) (100%IRenewable)
$0.08342 $0.11842
$0.16394 $0.16394
$0.01065 $0.01065
$0.25801 $0.29301

$492.56 $559.37

Monthly usage: 1,909kWh; monlhly demand: 16 kW
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

AG-4A | AG-4A
-

=
[ AgriculturaliPAG=4ATE
i GenerationiRate!($/KWh) $0.09605

Cleanstart

SonomalGlean| Rower

(86% Renewable)l 1 (100% Renswable)l

EverGreen

NEGEE De(VeryiRate (SKWh $0.19134

URCRE RCIA/RR (S/kWh) N/A

!Tcital Elsatriolty/CostiGRWh) $0.28739

VAVeraaeiMonthly.BILL(S): | $183.15

$0.07148 $0.10604
$0.19134 $0.19134
$0.01065 $0.01065
$0.27347 $0.30847
$174.28 $196.59

Monlhly usage: 637kWh; monthly demand: 6 kW
Rales are current as of Seplember 1, 2016

AG-4B | AG-4B

[-Agricultural: AGHE]

Sonomalciean Power.

E-Generaiion Ratel($IRWh) $0.10403
| leriE bR @A) | 9013095

IRCHERCIA/RR (/KW N/A

GBI $0.23498

AV age MonthiyiBis) o I

Gleanstart EverGreen |
(B8%Renewanle) (100%IRenewable)l
$0.07807 $0.11307
$0.13095 $0.13095
$0.01065 $0.01065
$0.21967 $0.25467
$657.86 $762.67

Monlhly usage: 2,995 kWh; monthly demand: 26 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
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AG-5A | AG-5A

elife 0
) : : 0% Renewable U0% I Renawanle
T, $0.08900 $0.06463 $0.09963
e e 7 $0.08899 $0.08899 $0.08899
T —— N/A $0.01065 $0.01065
otallEle 5 $0.17799 $0.16427 $0.19927
$501.15 $462.51 $561.06

Monthly usage: 2,816 kWh; monthly demand: 8 kW
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015

AG-5B | AG-5B

|

VAGricnituralivAG:58

\-Generation Ratel(&/kWh) $0.08254

sSonomaclean/Fower

GleansStart
(86% Renewable)
$0.05939

EVerGreen
(100%IRenewahle)
$0.09439

NRGEE DE[VETyIRAtEISKWN) $0.06620 $0.06620 $0.06620
WotallEEattlellyiCosti(SIkWH) $0.14874 $0.13624 $0.17124
e e §1562.80 $1,449.71 §1,822.15

Monlhly usage: 10,641 kWh; monthly demand: 38 kW
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015

AG-5C [ AG-5C )

PAGTIGUtUralPAGEEC

lGanerationiRatel(G/kWh) $0.07991

sonomaiGleaniRower

Cleanstart
(867 Renewable)
$0.05760

EverGreen
(100% Renewable)
$0.09260

$0.05143

NRGEEDBIVary Rate (S/kWh)

$0.05143

$0.05143

NBGHE ROIAIRRI(SIRWh) | N/A $0.01085 $0.01065
RotallElearicity/Costi(S/kWh) $0.13134 $0.11968 $0.15468
VAVar Atz Moty Bl ) $8,532.42 $7,775.00 $10,048.62

Monthly usage: 64,964 kWh; monthly demand: 192 kW
Rales are current as of Seplember 1, 2015
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Streetlight and Outdoor Lighting

LS-1 /LS-1

gstreetlights:
ISt

EGenerationiRate ($l.k-Whj- B $0.08711

SonomalCleanEower

Cleanstart
(86%aIRenewanle)
$0.07200

EverGreen
(100% Renewable)
$0.10700

$0.06334

ERGEE DellVeryiRate (SKWh)

$0.06334

$0.06334

'! PGEE RCIARR(SIKWh) NIA $0.00180 $0.00180
é.,T_OifE” Elgotilcily/Costi(S/KWh) $0.15045 $0.13714 $0.17214
VAVerageMonthly Billl)} #29 366,51 s5A

Monthly usage: 484 kWh
Rates are current as of September 1, 2015
LS-2/ LS-2

EStreet(ights:

RLS2) Az
l @enerationRatel(SIKWhH)

$0.08711

SonomalCleaniPower

Cleanstart
(86%Renewable)
$0.07200

EverGreen
(100% Renewable)l
$0.10700

$0.06334

NRCEEDE[VeryiRate!(SIkWh)

$0.06334

$0.06334

[‘PG&E RCIAIEE(GKWh) =5 NIA $0.00180 $0.00180
5 Total E'BC‘HCIWCOSHWK_VY“) $0.15045 $0.13714 $0.17214
$200.71 $182.95 $229.64

PAVeradelMontilviBIll(S)

Monthly usage: 13,334 kWh
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

LS-3/ LS-3

E-_Geg}eta{iqn IREENEI) $0.08711

Sonomalclean powern

Gleanstart
(EEYAIREREWEE)
$0.07200

EvVerGreen
(100%61Renewable)l
$0.10700

HEGREIDalVery Ratel($/RWh) $0.06334 $0.06334 $0.06334
E-PG&E RGIATRE (/WD) ] N/A $0.00180 $0.00180
NIGtAlElSeHaICostGRAR . $0.15045 $0.13714 $0.17214
§.Average%Mon'tlllyBIlMS) 5 | $34.34 $31.31 $39.30

Monthly usage: 231 KWh
Rates are current as of Seplember 1, 2015

TC-1/TCA1

el s

[ éeneration IRAtEHBRW) $0.08526

SonomalcleaniPower

CleanStart
(88Y%5IRenewaple)
$0.06200

EverGraen
({100%sIRenewanle)
$0.09700

FeREDENEReE) | 8012779

$0.12779

$0.12779

1PG&EPC|NFF($IKWH} - i NIA $0.01100 $001100
PAVEragpontry e ) S Wb $54.54

Monthly usage: 240 kWh
Rales are current as of September 1, 2015
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Attachment ¢

payment of such charges by customers of the Authority. The Authority
may establish a reasonable time period over which such costs are
recovered. In the event that the CCA Program does not become
operational, the County of Marin shall not be entitled to any
reimbursement of the Initial Costs it has paid from the Authority or any
Party,

6.3.3 CCA Program Costs. The Parties desire that, to the extent reasonably
practicable, all costs incurred by the Authority that are directly or
indirectly attributable to the provision of electric services under the CCA
Program, including the establishment and maintenance of various reserve
and performance funds, shall be recovered through charges to CCA
customers receiving such electric services.

6.3.4 General Costs. Costs that are not directly or indirectly attributable to the
provision of electric services under the CCA Program, as detcrmined by
the Board, shall be defined as general costs. General costs shall be shared
among the Parties on such basis as the Board shall determine pursuant to
an Authority Document.

6.3.5 Other Energy Program Costs. Costs that are directly or indirectly
attributable to energy programs approved by the Authority other than the
CCA Program shall be shared among the Parties on such basis as the
Board shall determine pursuant to an Authority Document.

ARTICLE 7
WITHDRAWAL AND TERMINATION

7.1 Withdrawal.
7.1.1 General.

7.1.1.1 Prior to the Authority’s execution of Program Agreement 1, any
Party may withdraw its membership in the Authority by giving no
less than 30 days advance written notice of its election to do so,
which notice shall be given to the Authority and each Party. To
permit consideration by the governing body of each Party, the
Authority shall provide a copy of the proposed Program Agreement
1 to cach Party at least 90 days prior fo the consideration of such
agreement by the Board.

7.1.1.2 Subsequent to the Authority’s execution of Program Agreement 1, a
Party may withdraw its membership in the Authority, effective as of
the beginning of the Authority’s fiscal year, by giving no less than 6




7.2

7.3

months advance written notice of its election to do so, which notice
shall be given to the Authority and each Party, and upon such other
conditions as may be prescribed in Program Agreement 1.

7.1.2 Amendment, Notwithstanding Section 7.1.1, a Party may withdraw its
membership in the Authority following an amendment to this Agreement
in the manner provided by Section 8.4

7.1.3  Continuing Liability; Further Assurances. A Party that withdraws its
membership in the Authority may be subject to certain continuing
liabilities, as described in Section 7.3, The withdrawing Party and the
Authority shall execute and deliver all further instruments and documents,
and take any further action that may be reasonably necessary, as
determined by the Board, to effectuate the orderly withdrawal of such
Party from membership in the Authorily. The Operating Rules and
Regulations shall prescribe the rights if any of a withdrawn Party to
continue to participate in those Board discussions and decisions affecting
customers of the CCA Program that reside or do business within the
jurisdiction of the Party.

Involuntary Termination of a Party. This Agreement may be terminated with
respect to a Party for material non-compliance with provisions of this Agreement
ot the Authority Documents upon an affirimative vote of the Board in which the
minimum percentage vote and percentage voting shares, as described in Section
4.9.1, shall be no less than 67%, excluding the vote and voting shares of the Party
subject to possible termination. Prior to any vote to terminate this Agreement with
respect to a Party, written notice of the proposed termination and the reason(s) for
such termination shall be delivered to the Party whose termination is proposed at
least 30 days prior to the regular Board meeting at which such matier shall first be
discussed as an agenda item. The written notice of proposed termination shall
specify the particular provisions of this Agreement or the Authority Documents
that the Party has allegedly violated. The Party subject to possible termination
shall have the opportunity at the next regular Board meeting to respond to any
reasons and allegations that may be cited as a basis for termination prior to a vote
regarding termination. A Party that has had its membership in the Authority
terminated may be subject to certain continuing liabilities, as described in Section
7.3. In the event that the Authority decides to not implement the CCA Program,
the minimum percentage vote of 67% shall be conducted in accordance with
Section 4.10 rather than Section 4.9.1.

Continuing Liability; Refiind. Upon a withdrawal or involuntary termination of

a Party, the Party shall remain responsible for any claims, demands, damages, or
[iabilities arising from the Party’s membership in the Authority through the date
of its withdrawal or involuntary termination, it being agreed that the Party shall
not be responsible for any claims, demands, damages, or liabilities arising after
the date of the Party’s withdrawal or involuntary termination. In addition, such




7.4

7.5

8.1

82

Party also shall be responsible for any costs or obligations associated with the
Party’s participation in any program in accordance with the provisions of any
agreements relating to such program provided such costs or obligations were
incurred prior to the withdrawal of the Party. The Authority may withhold funds
otherwise owing to the Party or may require the Party to deposit sufficient funds
with the Authority, as reasonably determined by the Authority, to cover the
Party’s Hability for the costs described above. Any amount of the Party’s funds
held on deposit with the Authority above that which is required to pay any
liabilities or obligations shall be returned to the Party.

Mutual Termination. This Agreement may be terminated by mutual agreement
of all the Parties; provided, however, the foregoing shall not be construed as
limiting the rights of a Party to withdraw its membership in the Authority, and
thus terminate this Agreement with respect to such withdrawing Party, as
described in Section 7.1,

Disposition of Property wpon Termination of Authority. Upon termination of
this Agreement as to all Parties, any surplus money or assets in possession of the
Authority for use under this Agreement, after payment of all liabilities, costs,
expenses, and charges incurred under this Agreement and under any program
documents, shalf be returned to the then-existing Parties in proportion to the
contributions made by each. '

ARTICLE 8
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

Dispute Resolution. The Parties and the Authority shall make reasonable efforts
to settle all disputes arising out of or in connection with this Agreement. Should
such efforts to settle a dispute, after reasonable efforts, fail, the dispute shall be
settled by binding arbitration in accordance with policies and procedures
established by the Board.

Liabiity of Directors, Officers, and Employees. The Directors, officers, and
employees of the Authority shall use ordinary care and reasonable diligence in the
exercise of their powers and in the performance of their duties pursuant to this
Agreement. No current or former Director, officer, or employee will be
responsible for any act or omission by another Director, officer, or employee. The
Authority shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless the individual current and
former Directors, officers, and emplayees for any acts or omissions in the scope
of their employment or duties in the manner provided by Government Code
Section 995 et seq. Nothing in this section shall be construed to limit the defenses







Attachment 2

Department of laigpahi
Conservation and T
Development Deputy Director
30 Muir Road Jason Crapo

. Deputy Director

Martinez, CA 94553

Maureen Toms

Phone:1-8565-323-2626 Deputy Director
Kara Douglas

Assistant Deputy Director

Victoria Majia
Business Operations Manager

January 23, 2017

Board of Directors

East Bay Community Energy

Care of Chris Bazar, Director

Alameda County Community Development Agency
224 W. Winton Ave., Room 110

Hayward, CA 94544

Dear Mr. Bazar,

Contra Costa County (County) and the cities within the County that are not members of MCE are
considering whether to participate in a Community Choice Energy program. The two main
options currently under consideration by the County Board of Supervisors (Board) are joining
MCE or seeking membership in East Bay Community Energy (EBCE).

At its meeting on January 17, 2017, the Board directed County staff to request that the EBCE
Board of Directors specify the process and conditions EBCE would require of any jurisdictions
within the County that might seek membership in EBCE, including any costs of membership. It
is my understanding that the Alameda County Community Development Agency is currently
providing staff support to EBCE. In this capacity, | ask that you please place this request from
the County on the EBCE Board of Directors agenda as soon as possible, preferably for its
meeting on January 30, 2017.

The County would appreciate receiving a response to this request from EBCE by Friday, March
3, 2017, so that the County and cities with the County have the information necessary to make
decisions about their potential participation in a Community Choice Energy program this spring.
In your response, please indicate any costs that would be required from Contra Costa
jurisdictions seeking membership in EBCE, the required actions and steps in the membership
process, how Contra Costa jurisdictions would be represented on EBCE’s Board, and the

estimated date when electricity service would commence in jurisdictions accepted as EBCE
members.




For your reference, attached is a letter the County recently received from MCE specifying terms
of membership for jurisdictions within the County seeking membership in MCE during MCE’s
current inclusion period.

Should you have any questions concerning this request, please contact Jason Crapo, Deputy
Director, at (925) 674-7722. Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Kbpchik, Director
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February 21, 2017

John Kopchik

Director, Department of Conservation and Development
Contra Costa County

30 Muir Street

Martinez, CA 94553

Dear Mr. Kopchik:

This letter is in response to your request for East Bay Communitly Energy (EBCE) to indicate its desire to
expand beyond Alameda County and its willingness to engage interested Contra Costa County
jurisdictions as EBCE members. This letter also outlines the terms of EBCE membership.

As you may know, the EBCE Board of Directors met for the first time on January 30, 2017. During that
meeting, the Board had a robust discussion on this topic and was strongly in favor of formally inviting
Contra Costa County and its Cities to join EBCE. The general sense was that it would be an exciting and
positive development to have a more regionally focused East Bay Community Choice Energy (CCE)
program. Some EBCE Board members expressed a willingness to present at your upcoming Board of
Supervisors and City Council meetings as Contra Costa County officials deliberate on which CCE option
would be in the best interests of their constituents.

With regards to the terms of membership, the EBCE Board discussed each of the points your letter raised,
and we can provide you the following feedback:

o  Cost to Join: The Board agreed that there would be no cost for Contra Costa County jurisdictions
to join the JPA. EBCE will absorb all of the initial launch expenses, including load data analysis,
communications costs and noticing requirements. The Board believes these one-time costs are
offset by the longer-term value of including Contra Costa County communities in order to form a
larger, regional program. We do request, however, that new member jurisdictions identify
appropriate municipal staff to assist in coordinating the JPA resolution and Agreement, passage
of the CCE ordinance and help with local public outreach, such as organizing workshops and
having a presence at community events.

o Regquired actions and steps in the membership process: The Board agreed that the steps for
joining EBCE would be the same as for the Alameda County jurisdictions, namely that the
prospective members must pass the required CCA ordinance, authorize access to their load data,
hold at least two duly noticed public hearings, and pass the JPA resolution in order to become a
party to the EBCE Joint Powers Agreement. A copy of the CCE ordinance, JPA Agreement and
JPA resolution are attached for your reference. For the purposes of completing EBCE’s
implementation plan, conducting public outreach, and procuring power for customers in new
member jurisdictions, we request that interested jurisdictions cast deciding votes by June 30,
2017. It should be noted that there will be additional opportunities to join EBCE in 2018, if that
is preferred. See below for more information regarding timimg,




Letter to John Kopchik, Director

Department of Conservation and Development
Contra Costa County

February 21, 2017

o Representation on EBCE Board: Each Contra Costa County jurisdiction choosing to join EBCE
will have a seat on its Board, which is the same manner of representation as other Alameda
County members. As you may know, EBCE has a two-tiered voting structure, the first being one-
city/one-vote with simple majority to carry the vote. In this case, every jurisdiction will have one
equal vote, and it is anticipated that most votes will proceed in this fashion. However, if at least
three members call for a weighted vote, then each city’s voting share would be determined by its
electrical load; weighted votes may only be used to overturn an affirmative vote and may not be
used to resurrect or overturn a negative vote. Please see Attachment 4 for a comparision of
EBCE and CCCo jurisdictional loads. New Board members can be seated once the JPA resolution
has been passed, and the first and second readings of the CCE ordinance are complete.

o Estimated date of service commencement: Your letter asked for a date when electric service
could begin. As of this writing, it is likely that EBCE will begin serving Phase 1 customers (a
subset of the total number of accounts) in Spring of 2018. Phase 2 customers, including
additional Contra Costa County accounts, would be enrolled in the Summer or Fall of 2018.
Cities that join after the June 30th deadline or in 2018 will be enrolled in Phase 3, likely to be the
late Fall of 2018 or Spring of 2019.

The EBCE Board is excited about the prospect of creating a regional East Bay Community Energy
program. A member of our Board and Alameda County interim staff will attempt to attend as many of
your upcoming presentations as possible, including the Board of Supervisors meeting on March 21. 1If
possible, we would very much like the opportunity to make a more formal presentation at that meeting if
the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors and staff are agreeable.

Finally, for the purposes of planning, it would be helpful to know how many Contra Costa County
jurisdictions would be interested in joining EBCE. As noted above, we are requesting that the County
and any interested cities complete their decision-making and passage of the required resolution and
ordinance by June 30, 2017 if they are interested in a Spring/Summer 2018 enrollment period.

We hope this addresses your questions on behalf of Contra Costa County and interested cities. Please
don’t hesitate to contact us if you’d like to discuss any of these matters further.

Sincerely Yours,

O g

Chris Bazar
Director, Alameda County Community Development Agency

Cc: EBCE Board of Directors

Attachments:
1) EBCE JPA Agreement and sample resolution
2) Copy of CCE ordinance

3) PG&E Attestation form for load data authorization
4) Load size / voting shares comparision by jurisdiction
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California Public Utilities Commission
FACT SHEET

Power Charge Indifference Adjustment

January 2017

What is Community Choice Aggregation and Direct Access?

Community Choice Aggregation (CCA) is a program authorized by Assembly Bill 117
(Migden, Chapter 838, Statutes of 2002), and Senate Bill 790 (Leno, Chapter 599,
Statutes 2011) that authorizes local government entities to purchase power for their
communities from non-utility power suppliers.

Direct Access is a program implemented by the CPUC and authorized by Assembly Bill
1890 since January 1, 1998, to allow customers to purchase power from electric service
providers other than their electric investor-owned utility. After the electricity crisis in
2001, the Legislature enacted Assembly Bill 1X suspending Direct Access. In 2010,
Senate Bill 695 reopened Direct Access on a limited basis. Pursuant to Senate Bill 695,
the CPUC established a maximum load cap in each investor-owned utility service area
phasing it in over a four-year period from 2010 to 2013 (see CPUC Decision 10-03-022).

Although investor-owned utilities do not purchase power for CCA and Direct Access
customers, they continue to deliver the power. Investor-owned utilities also have the
obligation to provide electric service to customers returning from CCA and Direct Access
services as the “provider of last resort.”

Do CCA and DA customers pay any costs related to the utilities’ procurement of
power?

Yes. Because power plants take a long time to build and investor-owned utilities enter
into long-term power purchase contracts, Public Utility Code Sections 366.1 and 366.2
require the CPUC to make sure that customers leaving the utility do not burden remaining
utility customers with costs which were incurred to serve them. To ensure this “customer
indifference,” CCAs and Direct Access customers are required to pay a power charge
indifference adjustment (PCIA). These “departing load” customers currently represent
approximately 28 percent of Pacific Gas and Electric Company’s (PG&E) load. Without
the PCIA, the remaining 72 percent of PG&E’s customers would need to assume
financial obligations PG&E incurred in anticipation of serving the 28 percent of
customers that now receive electric service from a CCA or Direct Access.
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Pursuant to the statutory requirements, in 2002 and subsequent years, the CPUC adopted
a series of decisions on the PCIA policies and methodologies.'

How is the PCIA calculated?
The PCIA is calculated by taking the difference between:
e The “actual portfolio cost” which represents the cost related to utility’s power
procurement, e.g., utility-owned generation and purchased power, and
e The “market value of the portfolio.”

The market value of an investor-owned utility’s portfolio is measured by the Market
Price Benchmark (MPB) and the megawatt hours (MWh) of generation. The MPB is
based on a CPUC approved methodology for calculating the current market cost of
renewables and natural gas-fueled power. If the investor-owned utility’s actual portfolio
cost is above-market value, the departing load customers pay their share of the difference
(the PCIA) based on their power consumption.

Because an investor-owned utility’s actual portfolio cost includes its legacy power
purchase contracts incurred prior to 1998, current statute and CPUC decisions require
departing load customers to pay the above-market cost or receive a credit for the below-
market cost through a separate charge, called the Competition Transition Charge (CTC).
Thus, the PCIA is adjusted to exclude the CTC to avoid double counting.

Can a departing load customer receive a credit when the PCIA is negative?

Yes — a credit, but not a cash payment. The PCIA may be positive or negative
representing the above- or below-market cost of power. The investor-owned utilities track
any negative PCIA values and offset them against a departing load customer’s future
positive PCIA. Departing load customers cannot receive a cash credit.

Does the PCIA represent a profit to an IOU or its remaining customers?

No. The PCIA revenue from the departing load customers is fully credited to the IOU
customers to offset the above-market costs of the investor-owned utility’s financial
obligations.

Do all departing load customers of an IOU pay the same PCIA

No. The PCIA is different depending on when a customer left the investor-owned utility
and what the investor-owned utility’s portfolio was at the time. Each departing load
customer pays the assigned “vintage PCIA.” For example, a customer who departed in
2012 pays the 2012 vintage PCIA” which only includes the above market costs of pre-
2013 vintaged power procured by the investor-owned utility.

‘ Major decisions on PCIA and its predecessor, Department of Water Resources (DWR) Power Charge
methodologies include D.02-11-022, D.06-07-030, D.07-01-030, D.08-09-012, D.11-12-018, and
Resolution E-4475.
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Does the PCIA change from year to year? What causes it to change?

Yes. Because the PCIA is calculated as the difference between the utility’s actual
generation portfolio cost and its market value, it can change in response to changes in the
market value of power and price of gas.

The main cause for the PCIA increase in recent years has been the drop in the market
value of the IOU’s portfolio due to the steep decline in natural gas prices and the fact that
renewable power prices have come down below what the utilities are contracted for. On
the other hand, refunds that the IOUs received in some past years from power contract
litigations or settlements helped reduce the actual portfolio cost and the PCIA. For
example, PG&E’s 2015 PCIA was lower than previous years due to millions of dollars in
refunds related to the 2001 electricity crisis, solar saving credits, and the Department of
Water Resources (DWR) credits associated with power contracts signed during the
electricity crisis.

Do CCA and DA customers pay any other departing load charges?
Yes. Pursuant to statutory mandates, all customers pay towards nuclear decommissioning
and public purpose charges. Various non-bypassable departing load charges (DLCs) are
listed below (See the Attachment | for the IOUs’ 2016 DLCs):
e [Energy Cost Recovery Amount (ECRA) (PG&E only)
Department of Water Resources (DWR) bond charge
Competition Transition Charge (CTC)
Power Charge Indifference Adjustment (PCIA) Charge
Cost Allocation Mechanism (CAM) Charge - to pay for the new resources needed
for ongoing system reliability
Nuclear Decommissioning (ND) Charge
e Public Purpose Program (PPP) Charge

Is the CPUC planning on addressing any CCA related issues in the near future?
Yes. Recent PCIA increases have been a major concern for CCAs and DA providers. The
uncertainty of the PCIA amount in the future is also a major issue. Recently, the CPUC
has directed a working group led by Southern California Edison and the Sonoma Clean
Power CCA to develop a proposal for CPUC consideration that would address PCIA
transparency and certainty issues. Pursuant to the CPUC directive, the working group
plans to submit recommendations on their next steps before April 5, 2017.

Additionally, the CPUC is also planning to explore potential impacts and opportunities
associated with a high level of CCA penetration given the growing interest in forming
CCAs. The CPUC will hold a CCA En Banc on February 1, 2017.
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Attachment 1
2016 Direct Access/CCA Departing Load Charges - PG&E

Large Industrial Rate (kWh)
Sch. E-20 (Transmission)

Charge Component Residential Rate (kWh)

$0.01405 $0.00982
$0.04880 $0.03172

2016 Direct Access/CCA Departing Load Charges — Edison

Charge Component Residential Rate (kWh) Large Industrial Rate (kWh)
Sch. Domestic Sch. TOU-8-Sub

ND ($0.00085) ($0.00085)
PPP $0.02171 $0.00863
Total $0.03217 $0.01650
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Attachment 1 (cont.)
2016 Direct Access/CCA Departing Load Charges - San Diego Gas & Electric

Charge Component Residential' Rate (kWh) Large Industrial Rate (kWh)
Sch. DR Sch. AL-TOU

DR Bond $0.00539 $0.00539
Ongoing CTC $000180 ° $0.00154
PAA (2016 Vintage) $0.01278 $0.01114
NSG (CAV) $0.00013 $0.00001
ND ($0.00004) (50.00004)
PP $0.01241 $0.01238
Total $0.03247 $0.03042







Attachment 5

Community Choice Aggregation En Banc
Background Paper

A number of new Community Choice Aggregators (CCAs) have formed in California in
recent years, and there is a potential for significant additional CCA growth. On February 1,
2017, the CPUC will hold an En Banc hearing to consider how various programs and regulatory
activities could be affected as CCA growth caontinues. This paper was developed by Energy
Division staff to provide background information on CCAs in support of the CCA En Banc

hearing.

I. Introduction to Community Choice Aggregation Programs

CCAs are governmental entities formed by cities and counties to procure electricity for
their residents, businesses, and municipal facilities.! CCA programs have several unique
characteristics. When a CCA launches, investor-owned utility (10U) electricity customers in the
designated service area are automatically opted-in to CCA service, and have to opt out to
continue to be served by the 10U.2 Once established, a CCA purchases power for its customers.
The procurement rates are not regulated by the CPUC and instead are regulated by the CCA
following its own public process. While the CCA is responsible for procurement, the 10U still
provides other services such as transmission, distribution, metering, billing, collection, and
customer service. The nature of these divided but related responsibilities requires some form of
partnership relationship between the CCA and the IOU on many operational issues. For
instance, the bill that CCA customers receive comes from the 10U and identifies the amount
that a customer owes to the CCA for procurement and to the [OU for the remaining electric

services.

If. History and Statutory Authority

' CCAs cannot be formed in the jurisdiction of a publicly owned electric utility (POU} that provided electrical service
as of January 1, 2003. (PU Code 331.1). A publicly owned electric utility is defined as a municipality or POU such as
LADWP or SMUD.

* Customers may opt out of CCA service within the first 60 days of a CCA’s launch without a fee. After 60 days have
nassed, customers may still opt out if they pay a one-time processing fee.

1




Community Choice Aggregation was created in California by AB 117 (2002}, which
authorized local governments to aggregate customer electric load and purchase electricity for
customers. AB 117 provided that “all electrical corporations must cooperate fully with any
community choice aggregators that investigate, pursue, or implement community choice
aggregator programs.”’ The investor-owned utility still maintains the responsibility of providing
transmission and distribution services, and continues to provide all metering, billing, collection,
and customer service to retail customers that participate in a ceat

AB 117 also provided guidance on how communities may create a CCA program. AB 117
requires that the city or county pass an ordinance to implement a CCA program within its
jurisdiction. Two or more cities or counties may participate in a CCA program as a group
through a joint powers agency. Once a community has established a CCA program potential
customers with in the service area are automatically enrolled in the CCA unless they opt out so
long as customers have been noticed in writing of their right to opt out of CCA service.
Customers who opt out of CCA service continue to be served as bundled customers of the [OU
electrical corporation.”

In Decision (D).05-12-041, the CPUC interpreted AB 117’s provisions as granting the
CPUC jurisdiction over CCA programs as follows:

Generally, we find that AB 117 does not provide us with the authority to approve or

reject a CCA’s implementation plan or to decertify a CCA but to assure that the CCA’s

plans and program elements are consistent with utility tariffs and consistent with CPUC
rules designed to protect consumers.®
D.05-12-041 also described the CPUC’s authority over CCA program operations as follows:

Nothing in the statute directs the CPUC to regulate the CCA’s program except to the

extent that its program elements may affect utility operations and the rates and services

to other customers. For example, the statute does not require the CPUC to set CCA rates

or regulate the quality of its services.”

* AB 117 p. 6, PU Cade 366.2 (9).
* PU Code 366.2.

* AB 117 p. 5, PU Code 366.

® 0.05-12-041, p. 4.

7 D.05-12-041, p. 5.




In 2010, Marin Clean Energy (MCE) faunched, representing the first implemented CCA in
California. Soon after MCE was established, the legislature passed SB 790 in 2011 to expand
upon AB 117 and provide additional protections and guidance on forming a CCA based on the
experience with creating MCE.

As part of implementing SB 790 the CPUC established a Code of Conduct,® which
governs the treatment of CCAs by electrical corporations. The CPUC also established an
expedited complaint procedure applicable to complaints filed by CCAs against electrical
corporations.’ The rulemaking also considered, among other things, the CPUC’s authority and
regulatory process for considering CCA implementation plans and registration. "

AB 117 also required the CPUC to “determine a cost-recovery mechanism to be imposed
on the community choice aggregator to prevent a shifting of costs to an electrical corporation’s
bundled customers.” Pursuant to these statutory reguirements, in 2002 and subsequent years,
the CPUC adopted a series of decisions on the policies and methodologies surrounding the
Power Charge Indifference Adjustment (PCIA)."

CCAs cite regulatory uncertainty concerning non-bypassable charges as a problem. A
major component of the non-bypassable charges is the PCIA. The PCIA is desighed to recover
the stranded resource procurement costs necessary to keep remaining bundled customers
financially indifferent to the departure of customers taking CCA or Direct Access™ program
services. Other factors that could affect the competitiveness of CCA rates in the future are spot
market prices and CCAs’ own procurement strategies, including the length and size of their
procurement contacts.

Although the CPUC’s regulatory jurisdiction over CCAs is more limited than over |0Us,
CCAs still must comply with certain requirements which are discussed in Sections IV and V of

this paper.

?D.12-12-036.

® Since the establishment of the CCA Code of Conduct expedited complaint procedure, only one formal complaint
has been filed (2016). This complaint was a dispute concerning the expediency of the integrating the (OU's bifling
and IT systems, and was settled before it went to hearing.

Y p.05-12-041,

u Major decisions on PCIA and its predecessor, Department of Water Resources (DWR) Power Charge
methodologies include D.02-11-022, D.06-07-030, D.07-01-030, D.08-09-012, D.11-12-018, and Resolution E-4475.
2 Direct Access (DA} is a program implemented by the CPUC and authorized by AB 1890 since January 1, 1998,
which allows customers to purchase power from electric service providers other than their electric investor owned
utility (10U).




Ill. Community Choice Aggregation Today: Current Status and Potential Growth

Interest in forming CCAs has increased in recent years. Communities exploring
community choice aggregation cite clean energy, local control, and consumer choice as the
primary benefits of CCA programs. Local control also enahles communities to pursue other
goals, which could include lower rates or creating local jobs.

Beyond the CCAs which are already serving customers, the CPUC has also certified a
number of CCA Implementation Plans which are scheduled to serve customers in 2017. These
include Silicon Valley Clean Energy, Apple Valley Choice Energy, Hermosa Beach Choice Energy
and Redwood Coast Energy Authority. In addition, MCE has significantly expanded its territory.

Many other communities are in various stages of CCA exploration. Notably, Los Angeles
County is pursuing the formation of Los Angeles County Community Choice Energy (LACCE).*?
Los Angeles County initiated a feasibility study to determine whether the County can meet the
electricity load requirements for the 82 eligible cities and County unincorporated areas with
rates that are competitive with Southern California Edison. The feasibility study resulted in a
Business Plan, which concluded that a CCA in Los Angeles County is financially feasible and
would yield benefits for residents and businesses. According to the Business Plan, the proposed
LACEE service territory could be equal to more than 30 percent of Southern California Edison’s
retail load.™

Other governments exploring CCA programs include: San Jose; Alameda County and
cities; Monterey, Santa Cruz and San Benito Counties; Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo and
Ventura Counties; and San Diego County and cities. Each of these governmental entities is in
different stages of exploration. Based on historic trends it is unclear whether all of these

entities will ultimately create a CCA.
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http://green.lacounty.gov/wps/portal/green/lacce.
" County of Los Angeles Community Choice Energy Business Plan, p 1. (Link: County of Los Angeles Community
Choice Energy (LACCE) Business Plan - 07.2016)




The following two graphics provide a visual of CCA activity and exploration in California.
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Currently, communities exploring a CCA program have three potential paths to jein a
CCA. First, they can start their own CCA in their community. Second, they can join an already
existing CCA as an expansion to their service territory, as has been done with MCE. Third, a
community might launch their own CCA, but attempt to enter into a partnership with another
existing CCA, as Hermosa Beach and Lancaster are considering. This third structure would be
intended to maintain the benefits of independent governance, but also share certain services
and contacts.

How long it takes a CCA to come into formation varies greatly by the community, and is
dependent upon a number of factors, including: availability of resources to conduct a feasibility
study, the organization and political will of potential communities involved and the complexity

of the potential service territory.

IV. Current Requirements of CCAs in Resource Adeduacy, Renewables Portfolio

Standard, and Integrated Resource Planning

Resource Adegquacy (RA)

The RA program covers all CPUC-jurisdictional load serving entities (LSEs) including 1GUs,
CCAs and Electric Service Providers (ESPs). All 1LSEs submit load forecasts and the CPUC
determines each LSE’s RA obligations as proportionate to their peak load share. The LSEs then
submit annual and monthly filings to the CPUC to demonstrate compliance with their RA
obligations.

When there is a need for procurement in order to meet a reliability need or a state
priority goal {e.g. the demand response auction mechanism {DRAM]} pilot or biomass energy
procurement to address tree mortality), in most cases the CPUC has ordered the IOUs to
procure capacity and allocates the associated costs to all LSEs through the “Cost Allocation
Mechanism” (CAM). The capacity benefits for these priority resources are also ailocated to the
LSEs as a reduction in their RA requirement. This process has worked well in the past because
the 10Us had the large majority share of the load and power procurement. However, if

significant numbers of bundled customers move to CCAs with their associated load, it could




become difficult to use the utilities as a conduit for procurement for such purposes; potentially
10Us may he unwilling to procure capacity beyond their own customers’ needs.

Currently, IOUs have a significant amount of long term contracts while CCAs generally
have less pracurement further out than the year-ahead RA requirement. To the extent that the
business model of CCAs may focus less on long term procurement, market uncertainty may also

become a greater issue as CCAs grow.

Renewables Portfolio Standard {RPS)

In the RPS program, CCAs are subject to the same procurement requirements and
compliance rules as the 1I0Us. However, although CCAs are required to submit RPS procurement
plans, they have fewer requirements than the IGUs, While the CPUC “approves” these plans for
10Us, the CPUC only “accepts” RPS plans for CCAs. Additionally, CCAs do not need CPUC
approval for solicitations and pracurement contracts. To the extent that the CPUC has less
oversight over CCAs in the RPS area, this may result in less insight into the market and into

procurement practices.

[ntegrated Resource Planning {IRP)

SB 350 (2015} established new clean energy, clean air and greenhouse gas reduction
goals for 2030 and beyond, $B 350 requires the CPUC to (1) identify a preferred portfolio of
resources that meets muitiple objectives including minimizing costs, maintalning reliability, and
reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions {Section 454.51), and (2) oversee an IRP process
involving a wide range of LSEs, including CCAs (Section 454.52). Section 454.51 requires 10Us to
submit proposals for incremental procurement to satisfy their renewable integration needs.
CCAs are permitted to submit such proposals; however, if the CPUC finds that the CCAs’
renewable integration needs are best met through long-term procurement commitments for
resources, CCAs are also required to make long-term commitments. Section 454.52 stipulates

that the CCA's IRP shall be provided to the CPUC for certification.




CCAs have stated in informal comments™ that they have independent authority over all
aspects of their IRPs, and that neither SB 350 nor any other statute expressly grants the CPUC

authority to:

o Set GHG planning targets for CCAs;

o Make any binding determination regarding a CCA’s share of any GHG planning target;

e Require that CCAs’ IRPs be developed using CPUC-imposed inputs, assumptions or
methodologies;

e Require that CCAs’ IRPs comply with the CPUC’s Reference System Plan or Preferred
Plan; and

e Approve, deny or modify CCAs’ IRPs based on any factor.

If the above assertions are correct, issues of consistency and coordination between CPUC
requirements and CCA independent authority could diminish the long-term effectiveness of the

IRP process and could limit the state’s ability to meet its GHG emission reduction goals.

V. The Roles of CCAs in Customer-Facing Programs

Energy Efficiency (EE)

The CPUC's EE programs have historically been administered by the I0Us. Recent
legislation and CPUC decisions opened program design and administration to Regional Energy
Networks and CCAs. The Regional Energy Networks and CCA EE programs are independently
designed and their applications are reviewed by the CPUC separately from the utility programs.
Currently, MCE is the only CCA that administers EE programs. EE programs are funded primarily
by a charge on all customer hills tied to pubic purpose programs which is part of the
distribution charge that is paid by both 10U and CCA customers. Utilities collect funding for EE
programs through rates, and Regional Energy Networks and CCAs receive funding from utilities

to administer CPUC-approved programs.

' See “Comments on Implementing GHG Planning Targets Staff White Paper” at
Www.cpuc.ca.gov/General.aspx?id=6442451195.




Because the CPUC has oversight of a range of EE programs that provide multiple
methods to encourage energy efficiency activities (e.g., financial incentives, marketing and
education, technical assistance), attributing energy reduction to any one party’s activitiesis
camplex. As CCAs, Regional Energy Networks and third party providers take on an increased
amount of program design and implementation, the CPUC will need to fine tune methodologies
to attribute energy savings, and the corresponding funding that goes with a successful program,
to avoid, mitigate and resolve disputes between the various interests.

Safety impacts the EE programs in many areas, but primarily in the vetting of
contractors who enter individual customers’ residences. Also, since some EE programs are
intended to improve insulation and tighten the building envelope, it is important to conduct
natural gas testing to avoid harm to the building’s tenants and/or residents. Methods and
procedures need to be established so that CCAs have all necessary safety information when
establishing EE programs.

CCAs may provide energy efficiency programs either for just their CCA
customers, of for both their CCA customers and for customers who have opted out of
participating in CCA services. This distinction creates two paths for CCA administration of
energy efficiency programs pursuant to Section 381.1.

For Option 1, a CCA may “Apply to Administer” {ATA). D. 14-01-033 makes ATA
programs subject to the same rules as those for 10U programs including: the programs must
be cost effective, pass the Total Resources Cost Test, and be subject to evaluation,
measurement and validation review. '*If a CCA chooses to provide energy efficiency programs
to both CCA and bundled customers, they must coordinate with the incumbent 10U to avoid
double counting of energy savings.

Far Option 2, a CCA may “Elect to Administer” (ETA). Under the ETA option, a CCA may
provide energy efficiency programs for only their own customers. Programs under the ETA
option have a much lighter regulatory touch — they must simply follow the requirements of
General Order 96-B, meet the standards in Section 381.1{e}-{f}, and be subject to financial

audits.

'8 |nformation updated from an MCE document prepared by Michael Callahan for a CCA meeting at the CPUC.
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MCE’s EE Programs:

Currently, MCE is the only CCA authorized to administer EE programs. MCE undertakes

residential, commercial and financing programs.

MCE 2013 - 2014 2015 Requested |2015 Approved |% of Requested
Programs |Annualized Budget [Budget Budget Amount
Single Family [$236,709 $227,470 $227 470 100%
Multi-Family  [$430,486 $509,284 $430,486 85%
Small Com $690,409 $462 311 $462, 311 100%
Financing $650,000 $100,000 $100,000 100%
$2,007,603 $1,299,065 $1,220,267 94%

Transportation Electrification

CCA customers are eligible for 10U pilot programs’’ in which the 10Us install
infrastructure for electric vehicle charging. The costs of these pilot programs are included in the
distribution component of rates, so all customers pay them through the 10U charges on their
bill. CCA representatives may participate in the 10Us’ program advisory councils that advise the

10Us on their pilot implementation,

If the CPUC and 10Us develop rates that encourage electric vehicle charging at times of
day that are beneficial to the grid, but CCAs do not adopt those or similar rate structures, we
may lose the opportunity for electric vehicles to help integrate renewables and make the grid
more efficient. Some CCAs have their own electric vehicle programs, or will develop them in the
future. In those cases, CCA customers could be eligible for both 10U programs and CCA
programs. This presents additional opportunities for customers, but may be confusing for some
as there is currently no mechanism to ensure CCA and 10U programs are complementary rather
than duplicative. As a result, there is a risk that CCA customers will pay for electric vehicle

programs offered by the OU and also pay for similar programs offered hy their CCA.

Tser's Charge Ready program was authorized in D.16-01-023, SDG&E's Power Your Drive program was authorized
in D.16-01-045. PG&E's Charge Smart and Save was authorized on 12/15/16 in A.15-02-009, decision number is
pending.
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Time of Use {TOU} Rates

MCE and Sonaoma Clean Power have expressed willingness to participate in the 2018
defauit TOU pilot program and in the default TOU rates for residential customers in 2019, as is

required of PG&E and the other two electric I0Us.™®

IOUs are required to provide a rate comparison to their customers before the customer
can be defaulted onto a TOU rate.” Stakeholders agree that this is a best practice. Thus, CCA
customers should also be provided with a rate comparison if they are defaulted. However, this
may be difficult in practice. For example, PG&E’s software tool can only produce rate
comparisons for bundled customers. In addition, there is a question about allocation of costs

for the rate comparison tool,

if CCAs do not participate in default TOU rates, the goals of the TOU policy to improve

renewables integration could be affected. In D.15-07-001, the Commission said:

We found there are many demonstrated benefits from existing [TOU]J programs, and
many potential benefits for California if a well-designed default TOU rate is
implemented. For example, it is well established that TOU rates are more cost-based
than flat or tier rates. TOU rates enable the customer to better understand electricity
resources and make a positive difference in the environment by adjusting their use. TOU

rates can also reduce the cost of infrastructure by reducing the need for peaker plants,?

CCA non-participation would diminish the customer base that will be defaulted onto TOU rates
and consequently could reduce the aggregate potential for reaching these goals. On the other
hand, CCAs may develop their own TOU rate structures for their unregulated energy rates

which could provide different benefits to customers and the grid.

* 1.,15-07-001 at p. 172 (and surrounding discussian).
¥ pU Code Section 745(c)(4) and (5).
* D.15-07-001, p 129.
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Distributed Energy Resources {DER)

CCAs do not have any obligations under the DER competitive solicitations and
shareholder incentives pilot for distribution grid deferral projects authorized in the Integrated
Distributed Energy Resources (IDER) proceeding {D.16-12-036). However, CCAs are not
prohibited from participating as a market competitor in the pilot competitive solicitation. In
addition, any DERs procured for system reliability authorized in the CPUC’s Long Term
Procurement proceeding would be paid for by CCAs proportional to their customers’

contribution to peak demand.

Low Income Programs

CCA customers are eligible to participate in California Alternate Rates for Energy (CARE),
Family Electric Rate Assistance (FERA) and Medical Baseline programs.” These programs are
administered to all customers of I0Us, including CCA customers, and are funded through the
Public Purpose Participation (PPP) charge. The PPP charge is paid for by all customers, including

CCA customers, through the distribution charge.

On concern that has been ralsed is that CCAs could “cherry pick” customers by creating
geographic boundaries that avoid low income or otherwise underserved neighborhoods.
However, there is no evidence that this has happened with existing CCAs. Further research is
reguired to determine if CCAs tend to form in more well-off sections of the state, and what
impacts this might have on remaining 10U customers. In addition, another concern is that CCAs
could also design a phased roll out that provides service only to high value customers in early

years and thus delay service to lower value customers for multiple years.

VI. Future Considerations

A proliferation of CCA customers would present a number of potential opportunities
and challenges that would require CPLIC consideration. [f a number of “super green” CCAs

emerge that purchase large amounts of renewables that well exceed RPS requirements, this

 CCA customers in PG&E's territory are also eligible for the Energy Savings Assistance Program (ESA}, which is also
funded by the PPP.
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could greatly assist Califarnia in achieving its carbon goals. Furthermore, an increase in CCAs

would provide choices for a greater number of customers about where to get their electricity.

While most of the CCAs under consideration today focus on “out greening” the 10Us,
they are only statutorily required to meet the minimum RPS standards; other clean energy
programs do not necessarily apply to CCAs. Alternatively some communities may look at CCA
formation as a means of competing with the I0Us solely on rates instead of competing to go
beyond the state’s clean energy requirements. Staff has not evaluated whether CCAs can both

be more green than IOUs and also provide lower rates.

A large increase in CCA formation could also usher in significant changes to the role of
I0Us in the électricity landscape. Even if CCA growth greatly diminishes the I0Us’ role in
pracurement, the I0Us will still maintain responsibility for transmission, distribution and billing,
This division of obligations between the CCA and the 10U creates a form of partnership, with
responsihilities that are distinct but related, and at times interdependent. A future in which
CCAs procure electricity for a significant portion — perhaps even the majority — of 10U
customers would present a number of questions that the CPUC must consider, including
whether the current short- and long-term approach to procurement would need to be
revisited, who would ensure refiability, cost allocation for reliability procurement and what

entity or entities would be the “provider of last resort.”
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