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NWEC Response to PSE Data Request No. 16 
(Ref.:  N.L. Glaser Testimony, page 12, lines 4-6) 
 

Q. a) Please list each agency that participated in the referenced “survey of 
agencies." 

b) Please identify the date(s) on which the referenced “survey of 
agencies” was conducted. 

c) Please provide a copy of all questions asked in the referenced “survey 
of agencies." 

d) Please provide a copy of all responses provided to the referenced 
“survey of agencies." 

e) Please provide a copy of all reports, notes, or other information 
collected with regards to the referenced “survey of agencies." 

 
 
A. a) The agencies contacted regarding the need for additional energy 

efficiency funding in PSE’s service territory were: Opportunity Council, 
Housing Authority of Skagit County, Snohomish County Human 
Services, City of Seattle Office of Housing – HomeWise Program, King 
County Housing Authority, Kitsap Community Resources, Metropolitan 
Development Council, Pierce County CAP, and CAC of Lewis, Mason, 
and Thurston Counties. 

 
 b) The information was gathered through telephone conversations with 

various agency staff conducted by the Energy Project on May 15-18, 
2006. 

 
 c) No formal set of questions was submitted to the agencies.  The Energy 

Project conducted the survey informally by telephone.  The essential 
question was: If we were able to get PSE to increase the funding for 
low-income energy efficiency, how much additional funding would your 
agency really be able to put to use?  Staff had to consider factors such 
as the increased cost of doing business, the ability to charge PSE 
more completely for program administration, as well as some number 
of potential additional units in coming up with their estimate of funding 
they would really use. 

 
 d) The agencies’ answers were not submitted in writing, but were verbal 

estimates based on the experience of the coordinator being 
interviewed.  The estimates were as follows: 

 
  King County Housing Authority $450,000-500,000 
  Opportunity Council 200,000 
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  Snohomish County Human Services 75,000 
  Kitsap Community Resources 75,000 
  Metropolitan Development Council 30,000-50,000 
  Pierce County CAP 50,000 
  CAC of Lewis, Mason, Thurston 25,000 
  Housing Authority of Skagit County at capacity 
  City of Seattle not able to determine 
  Olympic CAP not available 
  HopeSource not available 
  
 e) Notes from the phone conversations are attached as NWEC-PSE DR 

16 ATTACH A. 
 

Response prepared by Chuck Eberdt, 3690-265-2169; chuck_eberdt@oppco.org 
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