Independent Technical Panel for Demand Management Measures
May 21, 2013 8:30PM-3:30PM
ACWA, Sacramento, CA
Second Meeting
DRAFT Meeting Notes

Agenda Item 1: Welcome and Introduction

Dave Ceppos - Provided welcome and introductions of the Independent Technical Panel.

Agenda Item 2: Review and Ratify the ITP Draft Charter

Peter Brostrom gave an overview of revisions to the ITP Draft Charter from the May 2

ITP meeting.
Charter Items Discussed by the ITP:

Chair Person:

The ITP agreed to defer the decision on having a chairperson, since the charter can be revised at
any time by the ITP.

Decision Making:

A consensus of the ITP will be agreed to by a simple majority vote of members present at a
meeting. Administrative matters include items described under “decision making” in Charter,
plus: subject matter experts, presenters, and materials to be presented to ITP. A super majority
vote consists of 5 ITP members. These include recommendations to the Legislature on DMMs,
technologies, and approaches, as well as related sections of the report, and the ITP Charter. The
ITP discussed and revised the charter to allow the inclusion of minority opinions or individual
member’s opinions in the final report but limit the response to one page.

The revised ITP charter was approved by the panel.
ITP Report Final Review and DWR Comments:

ITP heard an explanation from Manucher Alemi, Chief of DWR - WUE Branch, that the steps
necessary to submit the final legislative report are beyond DWR’s control. ITP agreed to soften
the charter’s 90-day submission requirement by adding: “DWR ... ‘will attempt to’ submit the
report to the legislature within 90 days of receiving it.”



Agenda Item 3: Discuss Bagley-Keene Open Meeting Act

The ITP members discussed the need to avoid serial discussions of panel topics outside of
meetings subject to the Bagley-Keene Act. Serial discussions between ITP members that involve
decisions are not allowed. Meeting agendas and notifications must have a minimum 10-day
posting period prior to meetings. Remote meeting locations must be made accessible to the
public including being ADA compliant.

Agenda Item 4: Select DMM Topics

Lisa Maddaus, an ITP member, introduced her May 9, 2013 memo “re: suggested topics for ITP
discussion” which was also a proposed report outline. The topics she provided were
incorporated into the “ITP DMM Topic Suggestion from Water Use Efficiency Community and
DWR’s Urban Stakeholder Committee” spreadsheet. The panel agreed to review the proposed
topics and only determine whether the topics proposed required additional information before
the panel would go through the topic ranking process. The panel covered topic categories 1
through 4 and more information was requested of the following categories:

e Planning — Water Use Efficiency and Local Planning Process and Financing Opportunities

e Update Regulations — Manufacturing Standards for showerheads; panel mentioned
standards for showerheads exist under ASME

e Reporting/Compliance — Focus DMM compliance on reducing GPCD not implementation
of specific devices; ITP discussed that this method was already available with the Flex-
Track reporting option for CUWCC

During the discussion of potential DMM topics ITP members suggested additional categories as
listed below:

e Update Regulations:
1) Quantification of passive water savings and energy savings.
2) Water Supply Assessment for New Development s (the panel discussed
whether this would be included in Topic 1 — Planning?)
¢ Reporting/Compliance:
1) Measurement Verification of Water Savings
2) Data Management Protocols
3) Statewide Matrix of local water agency:
a. Rebate Programs
b. Incentives
c. Certification Programs
e Water/Energy Nexus:
1) Energy benchmarking of Commercial Buildings



Agenda Item 5: Discuss Meeting Schedules

The panel started prioritizing a list of topics they would like to see revised in time to be adopted
into legislation for the 2015 UWMPs. The draft list of prioritized topics could be reported in the
first of two ITP reports by December 2013, in order to meet the February deadline of
introducing new legislation. New legislation may be needed because the existing DMMs are
“hard-wired” into the UWMP Act. The suggested changes would be used to update DMMs, or
introduce new approaches would therefore require amendments to the Water Code. The draft
prioritized list of topics for the first report tentatively included:

Planning

Update Regulations
Reporting/Compliance
Landscape Water Conservation

Agenda Item 6: Discuss Next Steps to July Meeting

The panel agreed to schedule a June webinar during the week of (what’s the date) to plan for
the July 26, 2013 meeting with a remote meeting location in Southern California. The panel
agreed that there is enough expertise within the panel to discuss July meeting items, with the
exception of legislative timeline. David Bolland of ACWA will assist in providing a speaker to
brief the ITP on legislative timeline.

July meeting agenda:
Planning:

Discuss the legislative timeline and whether to prepare two reports. Also to discuss the
feasibility of preparing the reports to meet deadlines, keeping in mind that there are only three
scheduled meetings for the rest of 2013.

1) The first report would address DMMs to be covered in the 2015 UWMPs. The second
report would focus on longer term goals.
2) The panel agreed that recommendations in reports should be actionable.

Scheduling:

Discuss how the DMM approach fits within current water planning efforts including: UWMPs,
local water planning, regional (IRWMP), and statewide (Ca Water Plan) levels.

1) Should DMMs be broken into lists for agencies based on their size; small, medium, and
large agencies would have small, medium, and large lists respectively.
2) Reporting — AB1420 vs. CUWCC and UWMPs



DMM Analysis:

1) Existing DMM implementation based on 2010 UWMP database.
2) DMM feasibility/cost effectiveness thresholds
3) A gap analysis on existing DMMs. Which of the DMM'’s are currently working, which
ones are not? What is not being covered by the DMMs?
4) DMM details/categories
a. Instatues vs. voluntary
b. Essential and utilities-controlled vs. voluntary and customer-oriented
c. Education vs. incentives vs. regulatory
d. Neartermvs. long term
e. Relationship to CUWCC MOU
f. Outdated
g. Device-specific DMMs
h. DMMs vs. gpcd targets (SBX7.7) approach
5) Rank and Select DMM topics
Action Items:
0 Develop June 21° Agenda
DWR Council to review:
0 Whether a method of communication outside of a public meeting for logistical
purposes only is allowed under Bagley-Keene Act.
O From the ITP Charter: Majority and Minority perspectives are understood to not

require a quorum or serial meetings to be prepared and as such, can be
prepared by up four ITP members in coordination with each other [THIS PHRASE
IS PENDING DWR COUNSEL REVIEW AND APPROVAL].



