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My Part in Community Choice Aggregation
30 year history of Local Power LLC and “CCA”

Principal:

* Landmark CCA 1.0 law in
Massachusetts, 1995

* Landmark Green Bond for San

~rancisco, 2001

* Landmark 2.0 law for California,
2002

* CCA 2.0 implementation in
California, 2004-13

* Landmark CCA 3.0 program design
for New York, 2014-2020

* CCA 3.0 implementation for
municipalities, 2021-2024
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?\dvocat’e aims to paint local p0wer green

§ By Matthew S. Bajko

r Project, Fenn submitted leg-
ion to the state Legislative Coun-
sél that wogﬁld ullolw local govern-
ments to collectively buy power on
behalf of their ratepay®rs by major-
ity vote.
~ In doing so, the municipalities
could choose a supplier of green
e 13 Hava ifal

impact on the environment.

The concept, called Community
Choice, is banned under the 1996
electric deregulation bill. Under the
current system, a city or govern-
mental agency can be a power sup-
plier if it signs up ratepayers indi-

nsumers
with a small bill each month. The
suppliers control the deal.”

. Fenn, who lives in Canyon, is
seeking a state legislator to sponsor
the law and introduce it as a bill.

“Local governments are closest to
people,” he said. “This is not reg-

two states allow Community
%t:‘ice. Musqch;:ens and Ohio.

write

o representatives have introduced
hlmnd';umCommum‘& Choice bill to
e government.
‘This year, the city of Oakland will
Jonsor a statewide conference of
ties on the issue of Community
hoice. convinced several
cal governments to adopt resolu-
ns in support of Ce
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COMMUNITY CHOICE advocate Paul Fenn.

Fenn. “You would be giving huge or-
ders to wind and solar companies.”

According to spokesman John
Tremane, Pacific Gas and Electric is
not in competition with alternative
Ppower suppliers,

“PG&E is completely indifferent
on whom you buy your power from,”
he said. “If you do not choose your
power company, then you remain
with PG&E.”

Tremane says deregulation has
lowered prices and offered con-
sumers choice.

“Prices have dropped by 10 per-
for residenti i

hoice, including the cities of San
fancisco, Oakland and Berkeley, as
ell as the seven-city Joint Power
ithority in Los

He is now petitioning Marin
ounty supervisors to follow suit and
tends to make Contra Costa County
next

'lfdnttlmmdﬁummdo
is, we would have 4 million people

a contract. And if they want
pwer, it would be a revolution,” said
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cent since
January '98,” he said. “The whole
goal of restructuring has been
achieved.”

However, most alternate suppli-
ers’ rates are 5 to 17 percent higher
than PG&E.

“We sell wind power which costs
17 percent more than PG&E,” said
Karen Woodbury, communications
manager for San Francisco-based
Green Mountain Energy Resources.

One of the first companies in Cal-

ifornia to sell green power, Green
Mountain has signed up 500,000 cus-
tomers since March 1998.

“Between our first and second
year, our numbers doubled. People
are understanding the benefits of
purchasing green power and the rea-
sons why they should,” Woodbury
said. “Many people don’t know that
making electricity is the leading
cause of industrial air pollution.”

‘The company is bidding for a con-
tract with Oakland, which is switch-
ing to green power.

Last June, Sgnta Monica became
the first city in the nation to
green power from Commonwealth
Energy for all of its municipal needs.

Fifty-six local governments, coun-
ties and special districts signed up to
buy power through the Association
of Bay Area Governments, and 44 use
ABAG as their supplier of natural gas.

The city of Orinda and Contra
Costa County buy their power from
ABAG.

“ABAG provides energy at a lower
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cost than what they would get from
PG&E,” said Dave Finigan, program
adviser. “Our pools have been grow-
ing and continuing to grow. This is a
new process, so it takes time for these
things to take off.”

In Massachusetts, the Cape Light
Compact— a consortium of 20 towns
on Cape Cod— expects to finalize a
contract with a green power supplier
this month.

“Here on Cape Cod, we want to
make sure people know they can use
the compéict to get more renewable
energy to make. affordable
to average families,” said Matthew
Patrick, executive director of Cape &
Islands Self-Reliance Corp.

If Fenn is successful in passage of
his bill, California’s cities will have
the same ability to request bids from
different power companies for
cheaper rates,

“We can lower rates by 5 to 10 per-
cent,” he said. “That is not much for
a small consumer. But out of a whole
community, that's a lot of money.”

For more information, visit lo-
cal.org.




Virtually every town In Western MA
Is already a CCA right now

All Colored Towns Are CCAs. White and Gray Are Not CCAs




30 Years of CCA , Three Models

By scale of climate impact

Climate Impact

* CCA 1.0 MA - buy green power ‘ 1997
from retail energy providers

* CCA 2.0 CA - buy green power
directly from generators and use
municipal Green Bonds to build
regional renewable power

* CCA 3.0 NY - buy green power
and engage customers to build
Distributed Energy Resources
(DER) including power, heat,
vehicles, and waste
technologies.

2009




Consumers:

Municipality:

Clean Energy:

CCA Mo

Rate discount

Compliance with
state requirements
and grant guidelines

Renewable Energy
Certificates and pilots

Rate parity, mo
renewables

Regional sustainable
economic development,
regional job creation

Built local green power
at utility scale

Benefits

Rate parity, DER ownership and use,
resilience, and equity

DERs, resilience, local economic
development, carbon reductions, local
job creation

Build community wide DERs for a

community wide energy transition
at the scale of UN 2030 Goals




CCA in Massachusetts

Communities with aggregation programs, sorted by Class | renewable energy content:

Optional Class | only
0/ * - 0/ * - * - AOL*
> 30% 20 - 29% 5-9% 1-4% (customer choice) q

*In electricity by default.




2.0 is a 30-60x Leap in Climate Impact

Massachusetts CCA 1.0 California CCA 2.0

Started in 1998 Started in 2010

As of 2023: As of 2023:

* 168 municipalities purchased * 250 municipalities directly built
additional Renewable Energy new in-state renewables rather
Certificates (RECs). than purchasing certificates.

* RECs “represent” a million * Built over 20,000 MW of new in-
kilowatt-hours of electricity, or state renewables, causing
700 MW, from existing massive climate benefits - over

facilities, mostly out of state. $35 B, mostly in state.




Where We Want to Take It: “120-240x”

Actual financing & building of green energy projects for the local community

* CCA 3.0: build DERs near the point of energy
use, owned by customers to decarbonize all
“addressable carbon” sources: power, heat,
vehicles and waste

* Engage municipalities as planners and
owners of DERs

, - / CCA 3.0

* Enlist Western Massachusetts communities in

a real energy transition based on local

control, to create an example for Metro

Boston - and an alternative to centralized / — —

climate solutions for the State House.




Legislative Language

Local Power and Sprawl-Busters have presented to Sen. Comerford

For the upcoming legislative session - would build on the foundation
created by CCA across Massachusetts for climate action:

* Eliminate energy efficiency funds barriers. DPU has discouraged,
stalled, ignored and stonewalled CCA programs seeking to
administer EE funds paid by their customers and controlled by
utilities. This amendment requires the DPU to authorize CCAs
petitioning them to administer EE Funds paid by ratepayers in their
jurisdictions within a maximum time period.

* Eliminate microgrid and nanogrid barriers. Utilities in MA are
subject all DER systems to procedures that assume export and
require studies, grid upgrades, and devastating delays. This
amendment requires utilities to create tariffs for non-exporting
systems, which do not impact the grid and should not be exposed to
delays or charges, within a maximum time-period.




What it Would Mean For Your Town

Moving forward: funding the energy transition as climate action

Funding source for climate

CCA revenues committed to
local renewable investments

Voluntary investment revenues
by customers

Revenue from new local
businesses participating in
buildout

With legislation also: Energy
efficiency funds revenues paid
by customers committed to
benefit local customers

Microgrid and nanogrids

Savings from avoided grid, natural
gas pipeline, oil tanker, and
landfill/sewer dumping repay
investments

Resilience from local and onsite
power in homes, businesses and
municipal buildings, reduced
exposure to fossil fuel prices

With legislation also: Barriers
removed that limit solar to a small
percentage of the system to towpn__
wide or city wide =415




Thanks

Contacts

Paul Fenn, Local Power LLC

(413) 268-2272

paulfenn@localpower.com

* localpower.com
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