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PG&E Team,
We understand that we will not have a statewide comment letter on DOE’s NODA for Gas Furnaces.
Therefore, please find attached the current draft of comment letter for final approval with PG&E as
the sole signatory.
Once approved, Bryan will include the signature image, PDF, and docket with DOE. We are seeking
final approval by the end of the day today.
Please let us know if you have any questions.
Best,
Bijit
Bijit Kundu | (510) 482-4420 x261

From: Bryan Boyce [mailto:bboyce@energy-solution.com] 
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 5:28 PM
To: Ed Elliott; Bach Tsan; Charles Kim; Salas, Adrian; Willmore, Lovell; JBarbour@semprautilities.com
Cc: Bijit Kundu; MBH9@pge.com; Pat Eilert; ishtiaq.chisti@sce.com; steven.long@sce.com;
SKristjansson@semprautilities.com; cgoff@semprautilities.com; Anderson, Mary; Jon McHugh;
amanke@semprautilities.com
Subject: DOE Residential Furnace NODA Review Form and Draft Comment Letter
All,
Please find the draft review form and draft comment letter for the IOU comments on DOE’s

Residential Furnace NODA. We seek final approvals by October 13th. The comments are due to DOE

on October 14th. We will spend some time briefly discussing this topic on Monday’s call.
If you have any questions please let me know.
Ed, please set up a call to discuss the issues addressed in this form.
Thanks,
Bryan
Bryan Boyce | Engineer II | bboyce@energy-solution.com | (510) 482-4420 x294 | 449 15th Street, Oakland CA
94612
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October 13, 2015



Ms. Brenda Edwards, EE–41

Office of Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy 

Energy Conservation Program for Consumer Products 

U.S. Department of Energy

1000 Independence Avenue, SW.

Washington, DC 20585–0121





Docket Number: 	EERE-2014-BT-STD-0031

RIN:			1904-AD20







Dear Ms. Edwards:



This letter comprises the comments of the Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) in response to the Department of Energy (DOE) Notice of Data Availability (NODA) for Energy Conservation Standards for Residential Non-weatherized Gas Furnaces (NWGFs) published September 14, 2015.



Pacific Gas and Electric Company, incorporated in California in 1905, is one of the largest combination natural gas and electric utilities in the United States. Based in San Francisco, the company is a subsidiary of PG&E Corporation.  There are approximately 20,000 employees who carry out Pacific Gas and Electric Company's primary business—the transmission and delivery of energy. The company provides natural gas and electric service to approximately 15 million people throughout a 70,000-square-mile service area in northern and central California. We understand the potential of efficiency standards to cut costs and reduce consumption while maintaining or increasing consumer utility of the products. We have a responsibility to our customers to advocate for standards that accurately reflect the climate and conditions of our respective service areas, so as to maximize these positive effects.



We appreciate the opportunity to provide the following recommendations to DOE for this most recent NODA. We continue to support DOE updating the current standard for NWGFs adopted over 30 years ago. We commend the DOE for the thorough analysis performed in support of a proposed standard level of 92% Annual Fuel Utilization Efficiency (AFUE) in the March 2015 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NOPR),[footnoteRef:1] and we support DOE continuing to refine their analysis and making them available for public comment in this NODA. We offer these comments in support of the proposed standard and to encourage the DOE to go even further and adopt higher efficiency standard levels that DOE has already found to be cost-effective and technically feasible from the analysis presented in the March 2015 NOPR. We urge DOE to consider the following recommendations: [1:  http://www.regulations.gov/#!documentDetail;D=EERE-2014-BT-STD-0031-0032] 






1. PG&E supports a single strong energy conservation standard for all residential furnace equipment. 

In this most recent NODA, DOE is considering a cutoff creating a “small furnace definition” (between 45 MBtu/h and 65 MBtu/h) d which would exempt smaller furnaces from being required to meet a new energy conservation standard. In California, there are many existing furnace installations that have capacities below the thresholds being considered in the NODA. New dwellings being built to stringent California Building Energy Efficiency Standards (often referred to as Title 24) require even smaller capacity furnaces. This is due to the state’s mild climate. By exempting these furnaces from a higher standard, potential energy savings will not be realized. Thus PG&E supports a single size classification with an energy conservation standard that requires condensing furnace technology. 



2. If DOE decides to adopt the proposed capacity based, two-tiered standard, PG&E would support the 45 thousand Btus per hour (MBtu/h) as the cutoff in order to capture the maximum possible savings. 

Despite our concerns about the possible decision to split furnaces into two size categories, if DOE moves forward with a two-tiered standard, we would strongly recommend a cutoff of 45 MBtu/h for condensing and noncondensing furnaces. This cutoff size is the lowest size analyzed by DOE. As mentioned above, this is due to the tendency for California furnaces to be sized smaller than the national average. We recommend the smallest cutoff that DOE has considered: 45 MBtu/h.



3. If a dual capacity standard is chosen, PG&E supports 95% AFUE for equipment above the chosen capacity threshold. 

The analysis provided by DOE indicates that the energy conservation standard which results in the best combination of national energy savings and net present value to consumers is 80%/95% (small/large) AFUE. In other words, 95% AFUE would be the standard level that results in the most energy savings that is economically justified and technically feasible. It is for that reason that PG&E supports a 95% AFUE energy conservation standard for large furnaces. 



In conclusion, we would like to reiterate our support to DOE for refining the rulemaking analysis for energy conservation standard for NWGFs. We thank DOE for the opportunity to be involved in this process and encourage DOE to carefully consider the recommendations outlined in this letter.





Sincerely,

		











Patrick Eilert

Manager, Codes and Standards

Pacific Gas and Electric Company
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