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Introduction 
This report presents 2010 adjustments to reports of Energy Trust-funded energy savings and 
renewable energy generation for the calendar years 2002-2009. The True Up analysis, which 
occurs annually, reports the best available current energy savings and generation figures for 
Energy Trust-funded programs.  
 
This report summarizes adjustments to cumulative 2002-2009 savings and generation 
using the most current evaluation results available as of January 31, 2010. Energy Trust 
staff has now completed evaluations for all programs through 2007 and much of 2008.1 

Summary  
Despite some significant adjustments in the 2010 True Up, total electric savings for the period 
2002-2009 only fell .02% (0.04 aMW) to 222 aMWs, gas savings increased by about 7% (.9 
million therms) to 13.1 million therms and renewable generation remained the same at 100 
average megawatts.  For 2009, overall electric savings were down 5% (1.7aMW) to 32.3 aMW, 
total gas savings were down 4% (.2 million therms) to 2.9 million therms and renewable 
generation remained constant at 2.6 aMW.  These are the results that will be represented in the 
2009 annual report. 

Discussion/Context 
Working Savings/Generation is the estimate of anticipated results that are practical for data 
entry by program personnel as they approve individual projects. These savings are based upon 
estimates of the typical savings or generation for prescriptive measures, and on site-specific 
engineering calculations for custom energy efficiency measures. Prior years’ True Up 
adjustments may be incorporated into estimates of working savings and generation for 
prescriptive measures, but transmission and distribution line loss savings are not included. In 
addition, there are no adjustments made for free riders (customers who would have installed the 
measures absent program influence) or spillover (customers who are influenced by the program 
but did not take the incentive). These issues are addressed in developing reportable savings. 
 
Reportable Savings/Generation are the estimates of results that will be used to report on 
Energy Trust achievements. Several factors are applied to the working numbers to arrive at the 
reportable figures. Realization Rates (RR) are used to adjust the initial engineering estimate; a 
realization rate of 100% indicates site savings on average were as expected.  Another 
adjustment is for market effects, also called, Net-to-Gross (NTG). The NTG ratio adjusts for free 
riders and spillover.  The final adjustment is for avoided line and transformer losses.  Reportable 
savings estimates also have True Up adjustments (as described below), and any other 

                                                 
1 There was one mega project in the 2007 Business Energy Solutions (BES) - Production Efficiency 
program that is currently being evaluated.   
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corrections required to the original working values. These values are updated annually based on 
new information described through the “True Up” process. 
The True Up adjusts Working Savings/Generation estimates in different programs for different 
reasons. These fall into the following categories: 

 
1. Corrections. Occasionally, through Energy Trust’s routine quality assurance processes, 

transaction errors are discovered in the database, which require corrections. Individual 
transaction errors (e.g. typos that affect savings) are usually corrected immediately, and 
generic transaction errors (e.g. wrong deemed savings value for a measure) are easily 
fixed once per year during the True Up.  

 
2. New Data. Projections are updated based upon improved measure simulations and new 

data on measure performance.  
 

3. Anticipated Evaluation Results. Experience shows that evaluated estimates of savings 
and generation are often lower than reportable estimates. Reportable estimates are 
often based on typical savings for prescriptive measures or “as installed” engineering 
analysis for custom measures. Impact evaluation uses energy use data and/or improved 
data on post-installation operation to improve reportable estimates. However, impact 
evaluations cannot be completed until well after programs finish a year’s activity, 
because of the need to utilize post-installation energy use data. Based on Board 
direction in the July, 2004 Strategic Work Session, staff is attempting to anticipate these 
effects in reporting savings for programs where there is not yet evaluation information 
available. These adjustments are based on the results of evaluations for the same 
program in prior years, where available. For programs that have no prior evaluation, 
results for similar programs elsewhere are used.  

 
4. Evaluations. When finalized, evaluations provide the most reliable representation of 

realized savings, and can replace the refined projections based on #2 and #3, above. 
Evaluation results may change Energy Trust savings estimates for a single year or all 
prior years, depending upon which other evaluations have already been performed for 
prior years, and whether results seem applicable to prior years (similar measures, 
participants, and circumstances). 

  

Results 
For the years 2002-2009, the 2010 True Up resulted in a 0.02% decrease in electric savings to 
222 average megawatts, and a 7% increase in natural gas savings to 13.1 million annual 
therms. Renewable generation remained the same at 100 average megawatts.  

There were three significant areas of change to electric savings.  These were: (1) increases in 
free riders applied to Energy Trust Production Efficiency program for the period 2007-2009 (2) 
savings estimates for multifamily weatherization measures were revised down significantly (3) 
updates to NEEA savings for the period 2005-2008. The 5.5 aMW increase in NEEA savings 
offset the decreases from the Production Efficiency and the Multifamily Programs 2.6 aMW 
decrease and 2.8 aMW decrease respectively.  

On the gas side, residential gas weatherization savings were decreased by about .6 million 
therms between 2005 and 2009.  In addition, minor changes to commercial and industrial 
program Net-to-Gross ratios (adjustments for market effects) increased savings by about 0.2 
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million therms.  Finally, in 2009 market transformation savings associated with the gas furnace 
program were estimated for the period 2003 to 2009.  These savings were applied retroactively 
during the 2010 True Up and resulted in an increase in natural gas savings of 1.3 million 
therms, largely in 2003 through 2007. 
 
The True Up incorporated significant adjustments to the following programs:   

1. 2006-2007 Business Energy Solutions – Existing Buildings 
2. 2006-2007 Business Energy Solutions – New Buildings 
3. 2007-2008 Business Energy Solutions – Production Efficiency  
4. Home Energy Solutions  
5. Northwest Energy Efficiency Alliance  

 
The remainder of this document summarizes the changes that were made to each of these 
programs.  Additional detail on Energy Trust program savings can be found at the end of the 
document in the summary results tables (tables 16-16) and in the appendix.  
 
1. Business Energy Solutions – Existing Buildings Evaluation  
 
Evaluations of 2006-2007 were completed for this program in 20092. The 2010 True Up 
incorporates the results of these evaluations as evaluation factors for 2006-7.   These results 
were also incorporated in a new anticipated evaluation factor for 2008 and 20093.  This means 
the evaluation factors4 for the years 2006 and 2007 were applied directly to 2006-2007. The 
savings weighted average of the evaluation factors from the 2005, 2006, and 2007 evaluations 
were then used as the anticipated evaluation factor for 2008 and 20095. Table 1 summarizes 
which evaluations have been applied to each program year. Tables 2A and 2B show in detail 
the various components of the 2006 and 2007 evaluations for gas and electric. Finally, the old 
and new evaluation factors are shown in the Table 3 along with the impact on each year.  
 
Overall changes to this program were smaller than in the past few years.  In fact besides 2009, 
program savings estimates were revised up slightly. This is because at the time of last years 
True Up, Energy Trust staff revised the NTG down for the program due to draft evaluation 
results.  Unfortunately 2009 budgets, contracts, and goals were already set up with the higher 
NTG so the adjustment to 2009 had to wait until the 2010 True Up. For this reason 2009 
savings decreased by .5 aMW, while earlier years increased moderately.  

                                                 
2 These evaluations were based on site visits and site metering. 
3 2003-5 were adjusted with the results of the 2003 and 2004-2005 evaluations in prior True Ups. 
4 The evaluation factor consists of an engineering factor and market effects factor. The market effects 
factor is made up of free riders and spillover. 
5 Planning and evaluation staff agreed that a 3 year savings weighted average of the most recent three 
years evaluated would be used as the anticipated evaluation factor where appropriate. 
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Table 1: BES – Existing Buildings Evaluations 

Program Year Source 
Type of 
adjustment Notes 

BE 2003 2003 Evaluation  
Evaluation  
factor Closed in 2007 True Up 

BE 2004 2004 Evaluation  
Evaluation  
factor Closed in 2008 True UP 

BE 2005 2005 Evaluation 
Evaluation  
factor Closed in 2008 True UP 

BE 2006 
2006-2007 
Evaluation 

Evaluation  
factor Closed in 2010 True Up 

BE 2007 
2006-2007 
Evaluation 

Evaluation  
factor Closed in 2010 True Up 

BE 2008 
2005-2007 
Evaluations 

Anticipated 
Eval factor 

Used savings weighted 
average of years 2005-7 

BE 2009 
2005-2007 
Evaluations 

Anticipated 
Eval factor 

Used savings weighted 
average of years 2005-7 

 
 
Table 2A: 2006-2007 BES-EB Evaluation Factors - Electric 
Realization Rate Net-To-Gross-Ratio (market effects) RPT ADJ Factor 

Engineering 
adjustment Free-riders 

Participant 
spillover 

Non-
Participant 
Spillover Evaluation Factor 

99% 32% 1% 7% 75% 
 
 
Table 2B: 2006-2007 BES-EB Evaluation Factors - Gas 
Realization Rate Net-To-Gross-Ratio (market effects) RPT ADJ Factor 

Engineering 
adjustment Free-riders 

Participant 
spillover 

Non-
Participant 
Spillover Evaluation Factor 

97% 33% 1% 7% 73% 
 
 
Table 3: 2006-2007 BES-Existing Buildings Evaluation Impacts 

Year 

Old 
Factor  
Electric 

New 
Factor 
Electric 

Change in 
Savings 
(aMW) 

Old 
Factor –
Gas 

New 
Factor 
Gas 

Change in 
Savings (Million 
therms) 

2006 0.65 0.75 0.40 0.71 0.73 0.02 
2007 0.65 0.75 0.33 0.71 0.73 0.01 
2008 0.76 0.82 0.32 0.72 0.74 0.03 
2009 0.87 0.82 (0.49) 0.74 0.74 0.00 

    Total             .56                            Total                     0.06 
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2. Business Energy Solutions – New Buildings 
 
Evaluations of 2006-2007 were completed for this program in 2009. The 2010 True Up 
incorporates the results of these evaluations as evaluation factors for 2006-7 and as an 
anticipated evaluation factor for 2008 and 2009.  This means the evaluation factors for the years 
2006 and 2007 were applied directly to 2006-2007. The savings weighted average of the 
evaluation factors from the 2005, 2006, and 2007 evaluations were then used as the anticipated 
evaluation factor for 2008, except for gas where it was determined that only 2 years of 
evaluation data were available. Table 4 summarizes which evaluations have been applied to 
each program year. Tables 5A and 5B show in detail the various components of the 2006 and 
2007 evaluations for gas and electric. Finally, the old and new evaluation factors are shown in 
the Table 6 along with the impact on each year.  
Like Existing Buildings, savings for this program did not change significantly, with the exception 
of 2009. The higher free rider rate was factored into the 2006-2008 savings estimates, but not 
2009.  For this reason, electric efficiency savings for 2009 decreased by .35 aMW, while going 
up slightly for earlier years. 
 
Table 4: BES – New Buildings Evaluations 

Year Source 
Type of 
adjustment Notes 

2004 2004 Evaluation  
Evaluation 
factor 

This program started in 2004, Closed in 2008 
True Up 

2005 2005 Evaluation 
Evaluation 
factor Closed in 2008 True Up 

2006 
2006-2007 
Evaluation 

Evaluation 
factor Closed in 2010 True Up 

2007 
2006-2007 
Evaluation 

Evaluation 
factor Closed in 2010 True Up 

2008 
2005-2007 
Evaluations 

Anticipated 
Eval factor 

for electric used savings weighted average of 
past 3 years, only used 06/07 for gas 

2009 
2005-2007 
Evaluations 

Anticipated 
Eval factor 

for electric used savings weighted average of 
2005-7 for electric, only used 06/07 for gas 

 
 
Table 5A: 2006-2007 BES – NB Evaluation Factors - Electric 
Realization Rate Net-To-Gross-Ratio RPT ADJ Factor 

Engineering 
adjustment Free-riders 

Participant 
spillover 

Non-
Participant 
Spillover Evaluation Factor 

96% 34% 1% 0% 65% 
 
 
Table 5B: 2006-2007 BES - NB Evaluation Factors - Gas 
Realization Rate Net-To-Gross-Ratio RPT ADJ Factor 

Engineering 
adjustment Free-riders 

Participant 
spillover 

Non-
Participant 
Spillover Evaluation Factor 

108% 32% 1% 0% 74% 
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Table 6: 2006-2007 BES - NB Evaluation Impacts 

Year 

Old 
Factor  
Electric 

New 
Factor 
Electric 

Change in 
savings 
(aMW)  

Old 
Factor 
gas 

New Factor 
Gas 

Change in 
savings (Million 
Therms) 

2006 0.61 0.65 0.12 0.70 0.74 0.04 
2007 0.66 0.65 (0.04) 0.70 0.74 0.03 
2008 0.66 0.67 0.06 0.70 0.74 0.02 
2009 0.79 0.67 (0.35) 0.70 0.74 0.03 

                        Total     (0.21)        Total                      0.12         
 

3. Business Energy Solutions – Production Efficiency 
 
Evaluations of 2007-2008 were completed for this program in 2009. The 2010 True Up 
incorporates the results of these evaluations as evaluation factors for 2007-2008 and as an 
anticipated evaluation factor for 2009.  This means the evaluation factors for the years 2007 and 
2008 were applied directly to 2007 and 2008. The savings weighted average of the evaluation 
factors from the 2006, 2007, and 2008 evaluations were then used as the anticipated evaluation 
factor for 2009. For the 2010 True Up, planning and program staff agreed that the Production 
Efficiency program would use the Production Efficiency electric evaluation factors for the 
Production Efficiency gas program until we are able to evaluate the Production Efficiency gas 
program.   
 
Due to the types of facilities where there has been activity for gas efficiency measures it was 
agreed that the Production Efficiency electric evaluations factors were more representative of 
the Production Efficiency gas program than the Existing Buildings gas program evaluation 
factors were. Table 7 summarizes which evaluations have been applied to each program year. 
Tables 8 shows in detail the various components of the 2007-2008 evaluations for electric. 
Finally, the old and new evaluation factors are shown in the Table 9 along with the impact on 
each year.  
 
Overall, savings were down for this program.  Planning and evaluation staff was not as 
conservative with the anticipated evaluation results as with the commercial program.  This was 
due to historically lower free rider rates in the industrial program and the absence of draft 
evaluation results. Savings were down about 3.3 aMW overall, and .5 aMW for 2009. 
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Table 7: Business Energy Solutions – Production Efficiency Evaluations 

Year Source 
Type of 
adjustment Notes 

2003 
2003-2005 PE 
Evaluation  

Evaluation 
factor 

2004 
2003-2005 PE 
Evaluation  

Evaluation 
factor 

2005 
2003-2005 PE 
Evaluation  

Evaluation 
factor 

For each year, Energy Trust used the average of 
all projects types (mega and non-mega) and all 
years as the evaluation factor.  Closed in the 
2008 True Up 

2006 
2006 PE 
Evaluation 

Evaluation 
factor Closed in 2009 True Up  

2007 
2007-2008  
Evaluations 

Evaluation 
factor  Closed in 2010 True Up 

2008 
2007-2008  
Evaluations 

Evaluation  
factor Closed in 2010 True Up 

2009 

2006-2008 PE 
Evaluations 
 

Anticipated 
Eval factor Used savings weighted average of past 3 years 

 
Table 8A: 2007-2008 BES – Production Efficiency Evaluation Factors - Electric 
Realization 
Rate Net-To-Gross-Ratio (market effects) RPT Adj Factor 

Engineering 
adjustment 

Free 
riders 

Participant 
spillover 

Program 
(study) 
Spillover 

Non-
Participant 
Spillover 

Evaluation 
Factor 

98% 26% 1% 1% 0% 74% 
 
 
Table 9: 2007-2009 BES – Production Efficiency Evaluation Impacts  

Year 

Old 
Factor  
Electric 

New 
Factor 
Electric 

Change in 
Savings 
(aMW)  

Old Factor 
gas 

New Factor 
Gas 

Change in 
Savings 
(therms) 

2007 0.86 0.74 (1.07) 0.71 0.73 0.00 
2008 0.86 0.74 (1.68) 0.72 0.78 0.00 
2009 0.83 0.78 (0.51) 0.74 0.78 0.01 

            Total       (3.26)                                    Total                0.01  
 
 
4. Home Energy Solutions – Existing Homes 
 
The 2010 True Up handled revisions to the HES program for the years 2005-2009.  Program 
years 2003-2004 have already been evaluated by Itron and did not change.  Previously, the 
majority of RR and NTG assumptions used for the period 2005-2009 were anticipated 
evaluation factors based on the 2003/2004 Itron evaluation.  NTG assumptions were updated 
based on the 2007/2008 Opinion Dynamics (ODC) process evaluation.  RR were also updated 
based on the 2006/2007 in house billing analysis of gas weatherization programs as well as 
portions of the Heshone Mahone Group (HMG) 2007/2008 Impact Evaluation.  Treatment of 
various initiatives that fall under the Home Energy Solutions – Existing Homes program are 
summarized individually below.  
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Gas Weatherization 
2005-2006 Net to Gross ratio for existing single family gas weatherization measures were 
updated and closed using a blended average of 03/04 Itron and 07/08 HMG evaluations.  2005 
RR for gas weatherization measures were updated and closed using a blended average of 
03/04 Itron and 06/07 in-house billing analysis estimates; 2006 RR was updated and closed 
based singularly on the 06/07 in-house billing analysis.  2007 gas weatherization measures 
were updated and closed based on the 07/08 ODC process evaluation for NTG, and the 06/07 
in-house billing analysis for RR.  2008-2009 gas weatherization NTG estimates were updated 
based on the 07/08 ODC process evaluation.  It is expected that 2009 estimates will again be 
updated in the 2011 True-Up based on 2010 Fast Feedback responses.  2008-2009 RR for gas 
weatherization was updated using the 06/07 in-house billing analysis, and is expected to be 
updated further in True-Up 2011.   
 
The result of this change was that total program savings were revised down 10%.  This change 
had been expected for a while, but prior evaluations failed to come up with reliable impacts 
estimates. Program staff were considering the effects of the lower RR for certain gas 
weatherization measures when developing the 2010/2011 budgets back in October of 2009. ,  
 
 
Table 10: Gas weatherization adjustments 

Year Therm change HES Program % of Program 
2003 0 596,666 0.0% 
2004 (5,069) 889,752 (0.6%) 
2005 (57,888) 754,200 (7.7% 
2006 (68,406) 593,534 (12%) 
2007 (116,459) 930,609 (13%) 
2008 (151,237) 881,508 (17%) 
2009 (159,225) 1,074,402 (15%) 

Total (558,284) 5,720,670 (10%) 
 
 
Multifamily Impact Evaluation  
Net-To-Gross ratios for both gas and electric multifamily weatherization for years 2003-2006 
were updated based on the Itron 2005/2006 process evaluation.  The average for all measures 
was used.  RR for both gas and electric years 2003-2006 multifamily was updated based on the 
2009 Stellar Processes Impact evaluation.  Years 2003-2006 were closed for both NTG and RR.  
NTG ratios for both gas and electric multifamily weatherization for years 2007-2009 were 
updated based on the 2007/2008 ODC evaluation using the average of all measures. RR for 
both gas and electric years 2007-2009 were updated based on the results of the 2009 Stellar 
Processes evaluation.  2007-2008 program years were closed, though 2009 NTG could be 
updated again in the future in response to new information.   
 
The impact was a decrease in savings for the HES Multifamily program of about 40% (2.8 aMW) 
over the period 2003-2009.  Although the RR was lower than expected the program had 
anticipated this adjustment for some time. This program proved to be one of the hardest to 
estimate savings for.  In response to the evaluation results, the program has developed a new 
method of estimating savings for 2010, and since 2008 the program has been relying less and 
less on these weatherization measures for savings. This can be attributed to the smaller 
decrease in savings in 2008 and 2009.This was the last major program that had yet to be 
evaluated.  
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Table 11: 2003-2009 Existing Multifamily program savings  
Year  Original (aMW) New (aMW) Change (aMW) % Change 

2003                0.30                   0.21                 (0.08) (27%) 
2004                1.00                   0.58                 (0.42) (42%) 
2005                1.62                   0.94                 (0.68) (42%) 
2006                0.98                   0.43                 (0.54) (56%) 
2007                0.87                   0.38                 (0.49) (56%) 
2008                1.31                   0.98                 (0.32) (25%) 
2009                1.14                   0.86                 (0.28) (25%) 

Total                 7.20                   4.38                 (2.82) (39%) 
 
 
Gas Furnace Market Transformation Savings 
 
In 2009 Energy Trust completed an assessment of the high efficiency gas furnace market.  The 
study, completed by Summit Blue, estimated annual savings attributable to NW Natural and 
Energy Trust gas furnace programs for the time period 2003-2019. The 2010 True Up 
retroactively applied the additional market savings attributable to Energy Trust for the period 
2003 -2009.  It is expected that additional savings will be claimed after the federal code change 
takes effect. For more details the report is available on the Energy Trust website at: 
http://energytrust.org/library/reports/090805_GasFurnace_MarketTransformation.pdf.   
 
Table 12: Gas Furnace Market 2003-2009 

First Year Energy 
Savings Baseline 

ETO/NNG 
Program 
(direct 

incentives)
Hi-E Market 

Savings 

Market 
Savings 

Attributable 
to ETO 

Year therms therms therms therms 
2003 450,063 110,709 1,022,628 461,856 
2004 463,957 417,292 1,224,230 342,981 
2005 580,463 410,800 1,148,528 157,264 
2006 716,377 388,503 1,085,961 (18,920) 
2007 825,162 362,184 1,475,556 288,210 
2008 705,336 419,620 1,116,154 (8,802) 
2009 845,430 388,080 1,244,304 10,794 

 
 
Mobile Homes Evaluation  
All NTG ratios for years 2005-2009 were updated based on the 07/08 ODC process evaluation.  
Because this evaluation focused specifically on the mobile homes programs, planning and 
evaluation staff decided to use the ODC evaluation as a sole source for years 2005-2006, rather 
than blending with the NTG of all measures from the 03/04 Itron evaluation.  Realization rates 
were not updated in the 2010 True-Up as 07/08 HMG evaluation suggested that the current 
engineering estimates are accurate.  Program years 2005-2008 will be closed at this time.  It is 
expected that 2009 NTF and RR be updated based on future evaluation results.  The impact 
was only an increase of .03 aMW, but the evaluation did highlight a program with a high 
satisfaction rates and very low free ridership (0.5%). 
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Table 13: 2007-2009 Mobile Home NTG Adjustment  
Year  kWh change aMW change Therm change 

2007               58,650                   0.01                    226  
2008             111,486                   0.01                  1,006  
2009               64,668                   0.01                    520  
Total              234,804                   0.03                  1,752  

 
 
Single Family Heat Pumps 
Due to a significant difference in the NTG ratios between the 03/04 and 07/08 evaluation for 
single family heat pumps, a blended average of the two evaluations was used to update 2005-
2006 NTG assumptions6.  No changes were made to 2005-2006 RR as P&E anticipates 
updating in True-Up 2011 in response to in-house billing analysis.  2007-2009 NTG ratios for 
single family heat pumps were updated using 07/08 evaluation estimates.  NTG for program 
years 2007-2008 were closed.  No change to RR for single family heat pumps years 2007-2009 
as P&E staff expect to update in True-Up 2011, based on the results of in-house billing analysis.  
The impact was a decrease of .34 aMW, equal to 6% of the HES Existing Homes program 
savings from 2005 to 2009.  This change is driven entirely by high free rider rates, over 50% in 
some years.  Energy Trust staff are in the process of reviewing the heat pump program and its 
cost effectiveness.  
 
Table 14: 2005-2009 Heat Pump NTG Adjustment 

Year  HES (aMW) Change % change 
2005 0.40 (0.02) (4%) 
2006 0.68 (0.04) (5%) 
2007 1.14 (0.10) (9%) 
2008 1.66 (0.13) (8%) 
2009 1.86 (0.06) (3%) 

Total  5.75 (0.34) (6%) 
 
 
5. Northwest Energy Efficiency Alliance (NEEA) 
 
Energy Trust staff made two updates to the NEEA savings as part of the 2010 True Up. The first 
was that savings from avoided line and transformer losses were added to NEEA savings for 
2005-2007.  Savings for this time period had been updated as part of the 2009 True Up, but 
avoided line and transformer losses had not been included.  This resulted in an increase in 
NEEA savings over the time period of 2.4 aMW.  The second update was a revision of the 2008 
NEEA savings based on the 2008 NEEA annual report.  This information was not available at 
the time of the 2009 Energy Trust True Up and resulted in an increase in savings of 3.1 aMW.  
No new reliable savings estimates were available for the 2009 NEEA savings.  However; 
preliminary NEEA savings estimates suggest that current Energy Trust savings estimates are in 
line with what Energy Trust can expect from NEEA.  Table 10 shows details associated with 
both of these changes.  
 

                                                 
6 This is necessary because P&E staff decided not to use market effects estimates from certain parts of the 05/06 
program evaluation. 
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Table 15: 2005-2009 Northwest Energy Efficiency Alliance Updates   

Year 

Residential  
(aMW 

change) 

Commercial 
(aMW 

change) 
Industrial  

(aMW change) Source 
2005 0.52 0.03 0.02 Line Loss 
2006 0.72 0.1 0.02 Line Loss 
2007 0.90 0.1 0.02 Line Loss 
2008 3.32 0.4 (0.68) Annual Update 
2009 - - - No Change 
Total  5.47 0.62 (0.62)   

Results Summary – 2010 True Up Impacts by Sector by Year  
In the following tables, the difference between “old reportable” and “new reportable” results 
shows the updates provided in the 2010 True Up from prior reportable estimates.  In the 
following tables, an Average Megawatt means that loads are reduced by an average of one 
Megawatt or 8760 MWh during each year of the measures’ lives. Million Annual Therms reflects 
the annual therm savings of measures’ lives, in millions.  In the summary tables, zero change 
may not imply that there were no corrections, only that the corrections may not be significant 
enough to show due to rounding. 
 
 
 
TABLE 16:  SUMMARY FOR  2002 – 2009   

  
Old 
Reportable 

New 
Reportable 

% 
Change   

  Electric- Average Megawatts   
Elec. 
Efficiency 222 222 -0.02%   
  Residential 87 90 3%   
  Commercial 56 57 2%   
  Industrial 78 75 -4%   
Renewables 100 100 0%   
  Gas- Million Annual Therms    
Gas Efficiency 12.2 13.1 7%   
  Residential 6.5 7.2 11%   
  Commercial 5.5 5.7 3%   
  Industrial 0.2 0.2 5%   

 
 
     



True Up 2010 

 12

 
 
TABLE 12A:  2009 SUMMARY         

  
Old 
Reportable 

New 
Reportable 

% 
Change 

Action Plan 
Conservative 
Goal 

% of Goal 
Achieved 

  Electric- Average Megawatts     
Elec. 
Efficiency                   34                    32 -5%              29  112%
  Residential                   13                    13 -3%              10  130%
  Commercial                   11                    11 -7%              10  103%
  Industrial                   10                      9 -5%                9  102%
Renewables                     3                      3 0%                7  38%

  Gas- Million Annual Therms    
Gas Efficiency                  3.0                   2.9 -4%             2.4  120%
  Residential                  1.4                   1.2 -11%             1.1  116%
  Commercial                  1.3                   1.4 2%             1.1  127%
  Industrial                  0.2                   0.2 5%             0.2  109%
    

 
 
 
 
TABLE 12B:  2008 SUMMARY         

 
Old 
Reportable 

New 
Reportable 

% 
Change 

Action Plan 
Conservative 
Goal 

% of Goal 
Achieved 

  Electric- Average Megawatts     
Elec. 
Efficiency                   32                    34 6%              27  128%
  Residential                   15                    18 19%              12  147%
  Commercial                     8                      9 10%                7  132%
  Industrial                     9                      8 -18%                8  95%
Renewables                   33                    33 0%                9  377%

  Gas- Million Annual Therms    
Gas Efficiency                  2.6                   2.5 -4%             1.7  142%
  Residential                  1.4                   1.2 -11%             1.0  120%
  Commercial                  1.2                   1.3 4%             0.7  178%
  Industrial                  0.0                   0.0 3%             0.0  44%



True Up 2010 

 13

 
 
TABLE 12C:  2007 SUMMARY         

  
Old 
Reportable 

New 
Reportable 

% 
Change 

Action Plan 
Conservative 
Goal 

% of Goal 
Achieved 

  Electric- Average Megawatts    
Elec. 
Efficiency                   36                    35 -1%              25  144%
  Residential                   16                    16 2%                9  181%
  Commercial                     5                      6 7%                5  127%
  Industrial                   15                    14 -7%              11  122%
Renewables                   47                    47 0%            115  41%

  Gas- Million Annual Therms    
Gas Efficiency                  2.2                   2.4 10%             2.4  101%
  Residential                  1.1                   1.3 16%             1.4  87%
  Commercial                  1.1                   1.2 4%             1.0  120%
  Industrial                  0.0                   0.0 3% N/A N/A

 
 
 
 
TABLE 12D:  2006 SUMMARY         

  
Old 
Reportable 

New 
Reportable 

% 
Change 

Action Plan 
Conservative 
Goal 

% of Goal 
Achieved 

  Electric- Average Megawatts    
Elec. 
Efficiency                   25                    26 3%              16  160%
  Residential                   12                    12 1%                6  193%
  Commercial                     5                      6 11%                4  157%
  Industrial                     8                      8 0%                6  129%
Renewables 2.0 2.0 0%              33  6%

  Gas- Million Annual Therms    
Gas Efficiency                  2.4                   2.3 0%             2.6  92%
  Residential                  1.1                   1.0 -7%             1.1  87%
  Commercial                  1.3                   1.4 4%             1.4  95%
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TABLE 12E:  2005 SUMMARY         

  
Old 
Reportable 

New 
Reportable 

% 
Change 

Action Plan 
Conservative 
Goal 

% of Goal 
Achieved 

  Electric- Average Megawatts    
Elec. 
Efficiency                   37                    37 0%              32  115%
  Residential                     9                      9 -2%                6  161%
  Commercial                     8                      8 0%                6  126%
  Industrial                   20                    20 0%              20  100%
Renewables                  0.5                  0.5 0%              27  2%

  Gas- Million Annual Therms    
Gas Efficiency                  1.3                   1.4 8%             1.3  107%
  Residential                  0.9                   1.0 12%             0.9  106%
  Commercial                  0.4                   0.4 0%             0.4  110%

 
 
 
TABLE 12F:  2004 SUMMARY         

  
Old 
Reportable 

New 
Reportable 

% 
Change 

Action Plan 
Projection 

% of Goal 
Achieved 

  Electric- Average Megawatts    
Elec. 
Efficiency                   27                    26 -2%              30  90%
  Residential                   10                      9 -4%                4  242%
  Commercial                     7                      7 0%                6  115%
  Industrial                   10                    10 0%              19  52%
Renewables                  0.1                  0.1 0%              22  0%

  Gas- Million Annual Therms    
Gas Efficiency                  0.7                   1.0 51%             2.3  29%
  Residential                  0.6                   0.9 58%             0.9  65%
  Commercial                  0.1                   0.1 0%             1.4  5%
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TABLE 12G: 2003 SUMMARY         

  
Old 
Reportable 

New 
Reportable 

% 
Change 

Action Plan 
Projection 

% of Goal 
Achieved 

  Electric- Average Megawatts    
Elec Efficiency                   16                    16 -1%              33  48%
  Residential                     7                      7 -1%                8  89%
  Commercial                     6                      6 0%              13  44%
  Industrial                     4                      4 0%              13  27%
Renewables                   14                    14 0%              18  79%

  Gas- Million Annual Therms    
Gas Efficiency                  0.2                   0.6 306%   None    
  Residential                  0.1                   0.6 311%   None    
  Commercial                  0.0                   0.0 0%   None    
 
 
 
 
TABLE 12H: 2002 SUMMARY         

  
Old 
Reportable 

New 
Reportable 

% 
Change 

Action Plan 
Projection   

  Electric- Average Megawatts    
Elec Efficiency                   15                    15 0%  None   
  Residential                      6                      6 0%  None   
  Commercial                      6                      6 0%  None   
  Industrial                     3                      3 0%  None   
Renewables                   15                    15 0%  None   
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