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Re NRDC Comments on DRAFT 2023 PCEF CIP

especially right in this 2023 Five Year Plan/Budget PCEF iteration:

79% of funds targeted to physical energy/GHG efficiency improvements in homes, 
businesses, transportation, infrastructure (noting that a modest part of these programs 
include workforce and contractor development allocations)

Program now clearly covers clean transportation investments including EVs and E-bikes 
for neighborhood mobility; public and individual home/business charging infrastructure; 
supporting use of transit through distribution of Transportation Wallet passes, plus 
rideshare and taxi credits; electrifying school buses; education and mentoring on use of 
other-than-auto transportation modes; etc.

Accountability:  measuring success or failure of outcomes based on energy saved and 
emissions reduced as well as socio-economic metrics.

Taking up the challenge of helping households in rental units to access clean energy 
opportunities by committing to work with landlords to make clean energy investments 
work for them also (e.g., by capital improvements in rental units that upgrade their 
market value)

Remaining concerns:

1) Heat Pumps:  We see much discussion of
generalized interventions. We understand these also include specific and itemized
measures, and we would welcome references to these (e.g., insulation; storm windows);
and especially to explicit commitments to replacing wasteful and high-emissions
resistance heat and gas furnaces/DHW with heat pumps. We are assured that heat
pump installations are a core element in these new installation and retrofits. But we
would welcome explicit assurances that energy and carbon-efficient heat pumps will
figure centrally in home and business retrofits . . . and in targeted public buildings such
as schools.



We must add that while incentives such as those made possible from programs such as 
PCEF and ETO are welcome initial steps, ultimately Portland needs to extricate its 
buildings from both electric resistance and gas combustion space and water heating.  
Encouraging residents to make these changes voluntarily and with the benefit of 
incentives is a useful first step.  But both the urgency of climate change and the lessons 
of energy efficiency accomplishments of the last 40 years remind us that after incentives 
must come regulatory tools for obliging change where inertia is holding change back.  
Cleaning our energy system is not a matter of individual choice but a community 
imperative.  Had we started the decarbonizing process 20 or 30 years ago, when the 
science clearly indicated the need, the change could have been more gradual.  Now the 
ramp is steeper but it must be mounted and completed.  So Building codes (e.g., for EV 
charging outlets) and appliance replacement standards (to displace electric resistance 
and gas heat) must follow these incentive programs without undue delay. 

2) Coordination:  We note that multiple public and private entities are operating in the
energy efficiency and substitute appliances spaces.  We acknowledge that coordinating
these efforts is not the sole or primary responsibility of PCEF.  But special efforts are
needed from PCEF, ETO and other public participants to ensure that public funding is
targeted efficiently and with the intent of not superimposing and wasting --  public
funding on top of private dollars to the same end (as opposed to complementary
incentives).   How is PCEF coordinating its work in low-income neighborhoods (EVs,
Chargers, Heat Pumps) with other parties active in these spaces (ODOE SB 1536 for

3) Whole vs. Sum of the Parts:  We would welcome more explicit appreciation for
interactive outcomes  e.g., where two interventions are aligned to yield more
advantages than the simple sum of the parts.  These advantages should at least be
expressed as energy saved and emissions reduced but may also have socio-economic
benefits.  Thus valuing treatments of homes and businesses in transit corridors can
make occupying these spaces more attractive, resulting in increased densities and
improved accessibility to services in those corridors while stimulating ridership for transit
and adding value to use of transit passes provided to households.  If businesses in these
corridors see additional traffic their value to their owners increases, and improved quality
of services for households may result as well.  There is a virtuous cycle initiated.  Other
examples may include community solar, ridesharing, etc.

4) Tree plantings:  While we agree that the extensive new tree plantings in poorly forested
areas will benefit the neighborhoods in decades to come with moderated hot days,
ambience and property value gains, we caution PCEF to take care with claims that
climate gains will result in anything like a timely fashion.  New trees provide neither
significant shade nor carbon capture for their first 10 to 20 years or so (depending on
species).   In contrast,
emissions savings in the near-term (10 to 20 years) have a disproportionately greater
impact on slowing and reversing global emissions, while the same savings in 50 years is



relatively meaningless if earlier warming has not been arrested.  The part of Green 
Infrastructure that involves tending to already matured trees likely will have greater neat-
term shade and carbon uptake value for the community, although the funding allocation 
is much smaller than for plantings ($5mm vs. $40mm). 

5) Evaluations and Auditing:  We are assured by PCEF staff that there will be consistent
program tracking and evaluation for delivering promised outcomes.
machinery in this proposal for that kind of follow-up to both ensure resources are well
and efficiently used.  Moreover, program feedback will certainly suggest beneficial
modifications to strategies or evaluation criteria; this kind of information should be
available consistently and predictably.  We are assured separately by PCEF
management that there will be consistent auditing for proper accounting and use of

of the program and its 
credibility.  The CIP would benefit from more specificity with respect to references and 
assurances of these kinds of checks and balances.  We understand these areas will see 
more detailed treatment in a final CIP, and we will look forward to reviewing that detail 
when it becomes available. 











From: Karen Wolfgang < >
Sent: Sunday, April 2, 2023 3:08 PM 
To: Valdez, Jaimes < > 
Cc: Previdelli, Angela < > 
Subject: Re: Upcoming Actions for Community Resilience Hubs (statewide) 

Hi Jaimes! 

Thanks for the presentation at EPRC last week. 
 
Would you be willing to consider returning to the “resilience hubs” nomenclature, since that is the 
current term for what is needed (some combo of blue skies + severe weather operations) in most 
communities? PCEF could definitely specify that it’s just funding capital improvements, and leaving 
operations to others, but changing the terminology seems like it’s maybe missing the point, and 
fracturing an effort that might otherwise be unified. 
 
Definitely appreciate your work and am open to more insight about how y’all are approaching this 
work!! 
 
Thanks, 

Karen 
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April 7, 2023

Sam Baraso  
Portland Clean Energy Community Benefits Fund 
1810 SW 5th Ave, Suite 710
Portland, OR 97201 
 
Re: Comments on Preliminary Draft Climate Investment Plan for 2023-2028 
 
Energy Trust of Oregon appreciates the opportunity to offer comments on the Portland Clean 
Energy Community Benefits Fund’s preliminary draft Climate Investment Plan for 2023-2028. 
Energy Trust is an independent, non-advocacy, nonprofit organization serving the people, 
businesses and communities who receive their electricity and natural gas service from Portland 
General Electric, Pacific Power, NW Natural, Cascade Natural Gas and Avista in Oregon.  
 
The following comments are areas of opportunity we have identified for consideration as PCEF 
prepares the full draft Climate Investment Plan. We draw from our experience delivering a 
multitude of clean energy programs for more than 20 years, our understanding of the gaps left 
or deepened by our approach, and our reflections from working with PCEF grantees the past 3 
years and participating in five subject-matter roundtable discussions that helped inform this 
preliminary draft.  

Comments on overall preliminary draft 

Overall, the preliminary draft Climate Investment Plan is a strong foundation that was developed 
through a community engagement model many of us in the industry can learn from. The plan 
appropriately takes a portfolio approach to distributing funding, including through retaining 
community responsive grants and establishing new strategic programs. 
 
While further program details and metrics for accountability are expected in the full draft of the 
Climate Investment Plan, the preliminary draft shows PCEF prioritizing solutions that focus on 
the barriers and gaps that we know clean energy programs struggle to address, for example: 

 Overcoming the owner/renter split incentive in residential and commercial settings 
 Serving homeowners experiencing lower incomes 
 Finding pathways to deep home retrofits that can help support installing energy 

efficiency measures as well as well as addressing deferred maintenance improvements 
and making homes “solar ready” 

 Preserving efficiency and renewable energy investments in multifamily construction and 
major retrofits so these long-term investments aren’t value engineered out of projects 

 Preparing in-community gathering places to serve in times of extreme weather events 
and covering the costs of efficiency and solar+storage investments required to make 
these safe spaces climate resilient 

 Investing in community-based organization capacity building, workforce development 
and ongoing training and education 

421 SW Oak St., Suite 300 
Portland, OR 97204 

1.866.368.7878 
energytrust.org 
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 Addressing small business financial hardships, which have been significantly 
exacerbated by the COVID-19 pandemic, by investing in their business and the 
buildings they occupy 

 
Comments specific to strategic programs 

Strategic Program 1: Clean energy in regulated multifamily affordable housing 

Beginning in the early design stage, Energy Trust New Buildings program works with nearly all 
regulated affordable new construction multifamily buildings in the state. The New Buildings 
program also has funding to incorporate solar into the building design from the start. Having a 
clear understanding of the requirements and funding available for these projects through PCEF 
will allow us to better align incentives and technical assistance to help the design teams and 
developers to maximize the opportunity this funding provides for energy efficiency and solar. 

Areas of strength 

 Focus on providing offers supporting new construction projects to ensure energy 
efficiency and solar measures aren’t value engineered out of the project. PCEF funds 
can provide certainty to developers that will allow them to confidently pursue energy 
efficiency and solar investments. 

 Focusing on new construction separately from existing multifamily buildings and acting 
quickly to lock in energy efficient construction. 

 
Areas for consideration 

 Energy Trust early design assistance can provide incentives to convene project teams to 
discuss and establish clean energy project goals and objectives early in the process. 

 Solar+storage could be a funding opportunity for PCEF. 
 Consider portfolio planning for affordable multifamily retrofits with the same housing 

organizations, potentially building from proposals currently funded by PCEF through 
RFPs 1 and 2. 

 
Strategic Program 2: Clean energy in unregulated multifamily housing 

Areas of strength 

 Funding for health and safety is a need in this housing stock and where Energy Trust 
has had funding limitations. 

 Addressing the split incentive present for many multifamily building owners and 
prioritizing measures with maximum health/safety, greenhouse gas reduction and utility 
bill savings. 

 
Areas for consideration 

 Energy Trust incentives could be leveraged by property owners for their 25% match for 
PCEF funding to help lower their investment commitment. 

 Work with community delivery partners to prioritize buildings with highest energy 
burdens. 

 Monitor the impact of the proposed budget cap of 30% of project costs for health and 
safety improvements; could provide early year flexibility in the program budget by setting 
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the 30% health and safety budget for deferred maintenance at the program level rather 
than the site level. 

 Continue to explore ways to work with existing actors and funding to effectively address 
deferred maintenance. 

 
Strategic Program 3: Clean energy improvements in single family homes 

Energy Trust may be able to explore using the categories defined by PCEF to pre-qualify 
customers for higher incentives or specific Energy Trust program offerings. We can provide 
incentives, where feasible, with our highest incentives available for customers with low incomes 
and next level of enhanced incentive for customers with moderate. Assuming solar is a 
qualifying technology, Energy Trust solar incentives could be paired with these offers and used 
for a cost match. 

Areas of strength 

 Three-pronged approach with strategies for renters, homeowners experiencing low 
income, and homeowners with moderate incomes is an effective way to develop 
strategies that address specific people’s needs and to focus funding on the areas with 
the highest savings impact. 

 Income eligibility reaches 140% AMI, which helps fill a gap where Energy Trust 
incentives end at 120% AMI. This is an income range that exceeds our current Savings 
Within Reach income range and is an area where we know increased investment is 
warranted. 

 Rent stability is a key feature to ensuring that investments made to renters are able to be 
obtained over a long-time horizon. It’s notable that PCEF is prioritizing investments 
made in rental homes and seeking ways to ensure the benefits are realized by the 
tenant. 

 Appreciation for the pursuit of financing and exploring ways to maintain flexibility and to 
effectively coordinate and create alignment between PCEF, Energy Trust and other 
funding programs like those included in the Inflation Reduction Act. 

Areas for consideration 

 Clarifying whether solar and solar+storage are qualifying technologies and which 
measures qualify as deep energy retrofit versus high impact efficiency or energy 
upgrades. 

 
Strategic Program 4: Clean energy in small commercial buildings 

Areas of strength 

 Focuses on both tenants and owners, with energy-efficient appliances fully funded for 
business owner (or the tenant) and building upgrades partially funded for building 
owners. 

 Covers areas like small commercial heat pumps that Energy Trust’s small business 
offering is not able to support without additional or complementary funding. 

 Leaving off a revenue requirement, which can add administrative complexities, 
participation barriers and may not be a good indicator for all businesses. 

 
Areas for consideration 
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 Energy Trust incentives could be leveraged by building owners for their 25% match of 
PCEF funds to help lower their investment commitment. 

 The criteria for the space be 20,000 square feet or less may, in some instances, 
disqualify a business owner or tenant that could be a priority population for PCEF. In our 
experience, small businesses can occupy spaces up to 35,000 or even 50,000 square 
feet. Suggest monitoring these criteria over time to adjust as needed. 

 
Strategic Program 5: Building upgrades for community severe weather response 

Conversations around resilience hubs that occurred at the roundtable align well with Energy 
Trust’s renewable energy sector focus to support communities with solar+storage microgrids. 
Energy Trust has incentives and technical assistance that can be leveraged to support customer 
applications and extend PCEF investment for energy efficiency and solar+storage. Energy Trust 
may be able to support sites participating in this PCEF program and pre-qualify them for 
technical assistance or specific complimentary program offerings that support the goals of 
energy resilience.  

Areas of strength 

 Supporting communities with funding for technical assistance and solar+storage 
installation at sites that will become congregating areas for community members during 
a disaster or severe weather event. 

 Including energy-efficient cooling as qualifying equipment. 
 The community engagement approach and taking a holistic view of what resilience 

means to a community. 
 Separating schools from this program in order to develop a more focused strategy for 

schools in the future. 
 
Areas for consideration 

 Adding as an outcome measuring the awareness level among community members of 
where their closest community gathering spots are or the centers that best support their 
values. 

 Further considering the intersections of this strategic program with the Equitable Clean 
Transportation Access program. 

 Further clarifying whether full costs will be covered, or a cost match required. 
 
Strategic Program 10: CBO capacity building program 

We are in the second year of providing a small grant offer that helps community-based nonprofit 
organizations advance ideas, develop projects or deepen their knowledge of energy efficiency 
and renewable energy, and will be launching in 2023 an approach to convene community-based 
organizations as a cohort to respond to interest in information and training on energy and 
Energy Trust programs and services. We would like to align our grant program and CBO cohort 
plans with PCEF to support as many organizations as possible in Portland or serving 
Portlanders. 

Areas of strength 

 Continuing the quarterly mini grants, which are an effective engagement and support 
pathway for new or small nonprofits. 
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Areas for consideration 

 Consider where we might collaborate on helping community-based organizations 
navigate and develop their skills and knowledge of clean energy projects, technical 
assistance and funding.  

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide our feedback here and as participants of the subject-
matter roundtable discussions. We offer these written comments as information for staff to 
consider as the full draft plan is prepared, and with high interest in continuing and strengthening 
our positive and collaborative relationship with the PCEF team.  

Sincerely, 

Alex Novie
Communities and New Initiatives Sector Lead 

 
 
and  

Hannah Cruz 
Sr. Stakeholder Relations and Policy Manager 

  
 
 

 





From: Anatta Blackmarr
To: Clean Energy Fund
Subject: Portland Clean Energy Fund
Date: Thursday, April 6, 2023 2:24:53 PM

Hi, all,

Although I filled out the PCEF survey that will close on April 7, I wanted to submit additional input. 

My reason for participating in the survey is to urge officials to support the establishment of a bike/ped electric ferry
system—sooner rather than later.  I know that a ferry system is on ODOT’s long term planning list, but I would like
it to have immediate attention and not be relegated to “someday.” 

One of the crucial aspects of an effective climate plan is public transportation as an alternative to personal car use. 
Biking and walking are other crucial elements that reduce personal car use.  Transportation routes that do not have a
major carbon footprint to construct are also vital to a climate plan.  Light rail is great but involves a very large
carbon footprint to build.  Establishing an electric ferry system only requires building the docks and charging
stations.  The “road,” which is the river, is already there.  The Frog Ferry system checks lots of boxes.

In addition to supporting the health of the environment, an electric ferry system supports the health of its riders—by
encouraging walking and biking to ferry docks, and by offering a lovely, quiet travel experience replete with river
scenery and without the stress of freeway driving or public transportation in less scenic settings.  The importance of
quality of life shouldn’t be underestimated when considering community health.

Economically, the Frog Ferry system will provide jobs, provide transportation to jobs, and support tourism.

Thank you for the invitation to community members to share their views.

Sincerely,
Anatta Blackmarr



From: annie
To: Clean Energy Fund
Subject: feedback on climate investment plan
Date: Thursday, March 23, 2023 10:48:29 AM

I love this program and wish you luck!

here are some thoughts:

Can more be done to specify removing gas appliances and preventing them in new
housing construction for indoor health in low income households?  Can this money be
spent to install automatic shut off valves (for earthquakes) in pre-existing gas-powered
homes? (and also pay for re-setting them, cuz the gas company doesn't do that.)
Should the tree canopy monies be expanded to include protection and maintenance for
old giant trees on private properties, especially in shade deficient areas with narrow
right of ways, where they should be viewed as a community resource for shade equity
and sequestration?  Can the money be spent on lobbying the city to prevent rollback of
rules contractors have to follow to protect trees?
Can some of the transportation decarbonization planning allocations be increased and
used to begin the process of a transition to fareless transit, starting with low-income and
BIPOC populations?  
How will strategic programs (city implemented instead of grassroots community funds
which are being proposed as a vast majority of the funding) require community input
and oversight?

annie capestany



From: Mary King
To: Clean Energy Fund
Cc: Engstrom, Eric; Baraso, Sam
Subject: An Initial Proposal for Investment in Climate Adaptation for Child Care
Date: Friday, April 7, 2023 12:32:51 PM
Attachments: Child Care Climate Adaptation Investments.pdf

ATT00001.htm

Hello!

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input to PCEF's exciting Climate Investment Plan
for Portland.

I am writing with an initial proposal for your consideration, for a focus on climate adaptation
strategies for early childhood education and care - an often overlooked sector, despite it’s
essential role in our economy and the significant impact it has for racial, gender and economic
justice.

I’ll attach the proposal, and also paste in the text below.

I’m sending it on behalf of a community advocacy committee for our new universal preschool
program, Preschool for All.  We would be very happy to work with you, and other community
partners, in any way to develop this idea and proposal.

Thanks!

Mary King, Co-Chair
UP NOW Community Advocates

************************

Initial Proposal for Child Care Climate Adaptation as a PCEF Investment Focus

Child care is an important, generally overlooked, potential focus for climate investment. Young
children are particularly vulnerable to the negative health impacts of extreme heat and
polluted air. Most local child care providers lack the ability to keep children safe during
episodes of extreme heat or smokey air.  If providers have to close, they send children back to
homes that may be no safer, often at the cost of their parents’ ability to work.  

Child care operates on a shoestring, paying low wages and locating in homes or inexpensive
real estate. Families can’t afford to pay the true cost of child care, so providers don’t have the
resources to invest in climate adaptation.  Critical first steps would be to
a)   purchase and install electric heat pumps to replace furnaces reliant on fossil fuels, also

providing the ability to cool and filter the air, as well as to
b)   create large, indoor play spaces to provide opportunities for active, physical play when

playing outside is unhealthy.

As of December 2022, there were 1,022 providers in Multnomah County, 23 percent fewer



than before the pandemic hit child care particularly hard.  In 2019, 37% of Multnomah
County’s child care work force identified as people of color. Child care is among the lowest
paid 2% of occupations. In Multnomah County in 2019 - the last year for which data is reliable
given severe undercounts during the pandemic - 29% of child care workers, 12% of preschool
teachers and 20% in-home child care providers relied on SNAP (food stamps) to help feed
their families.

In November 2020, Multnomah County voters overwhelmingly approved the creation of a
universal early childhood education and care program for the county.  Four of every five
County residents live in the city of Portland.  Fully implementing Preschool for All by the fall of
2030 will require many more Portland providers than are currently operating.

PCEF could make a big difference by investing in the purchase and installation of electric heat
pumps for heating, cooling and air filtration, as Maine has begun to do for schools, as well as
by creating a renovation fund for creating large indoor play spaces and shades for outdoor
play spaces.  Employment and training in these activities would benefit local workers and
young people, while adding green jobs to the economy.
 
Solid estimates of costs will require consultation with both local HVAC installers and with
builders. A very rough, ballpark estimate of total costs might be about $80 million for
1)   $25 million for purchase and installation of 1,000 heat pumps at $25,000 apiece, 
2)   $36 million for 1,000 additions of an average of a 300 square foot indoor play space, at

$120 per square foot, 
3)   $10 million for recruitment and training experiences for people interested in either HVAC

or construction work, and
4)   $9 million for administration of the program.









From: Trinh, John
To: Clean Energy Fund
Subject: public comment: PCEF Climate Investment Plan preliminary draft
Date: Friday, April 7, 2023 12:35:21 PM

Good morning,

First I would like to applauded your commitment in creating space for energy efficiency upgrade and
renewable energy improvement for low-income homeowner.

My name is John Trinh, I work for the Housing Bureau.  I am the manager for the Neighborhood
Housing Preservation Team.  Our team provide lead abatement, down payment assistance, home
repair, home improvement, healthy home improvement, home buyer education, foreclosure
prevention programs, and preservation counseling programs for the low-income homeowners with a
commitment to the black, indigenous, people of color communities in Portland.

I have reviewed your draft of the climate investment preliminary plan as it relates ti single family
homes.  Overall you have hit the mark as to the needs of the community and providing resources to
support your mission.   Many low-income family we work with at <80% AMI struggles with home
repair.  It is great to see that the amount of PCEF investment for this category is up to $50K per
home.  Many of the homeowners we work with have moister concerns and replacement of the roof
are warranted.  I can see that replacing a roof to add insulation to improve efficiency or solar panel
as a way to create renewable energy, is a perfect project for many home owners.  I would ask that
you consider increasing the construction budget for each home from 30% to 40% to create a better
budget to enable repairs, accessibility measures, and other necessary life, health, safety measure.  At
$50K/home investment with a construction budget at 30%, you would have $15K to replace the
roof.  At a 40% construction budget, this amount would increase to $20K; which is more inline with
today’s inflation cost.

Once approved and as more detail are developed, I hope funding from PCEF will include staffing and
overhead cost allocation associated with goal for each strategy.

I am excited for this opportunity and look forward to supporting Portlanders to be more energy
efficient and creating more renewable energy improvements.

Thank you,
John Trinh

Sent from Mail for Windows
 





 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 



From: Patricia Bognar
To: Clean Energy Fund
Subject: Frog Ferry...
Date: Thursday, April 6, 2023 5:36:07 PM

It is my fervent wish that the Willamette River return to its glory days, as a
purveyor of goods and people.
The proposed Frog Ferry would provide the Rose City with a boost to the public
mood, which is much needed at this time. 
Cities around the world use the urban boundaries of their  rivers to transport and
entertain their inhabitants,
and to dazzle the city’s visitors. I believe the ferry would also alleviate troubled
traffic ‘spots’ in Portland.

Sincerely,

Bruce Charles



 

April 7, 2023   
 
Sam Baraso, Program Manager  
Portland Clean Energy Fund   
1810 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 710  
Portland, Oregon 97204  
 
SUBJ: Preliminary comments on Draft Climate Investment Plan 
 
Dear Sam, 
 
Portland General Electric (PGE) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Portland Clean 

Resource Plan and our first Clean Energy Plan with the Oregon Public Utility Commission. These 
documents outline our path towards a clean energy future, which are aligned with 
Climate Emergency Workplan. PGE aims to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from the power we 
serve our customers by at least 80 percent by 2030, 90 percent by 2035, and 100 percent by 2040. 
We will transform the way we do business and look forward to working with our customers and 
communities, including key partners such as PCEF, to achieve an affordable, reliable, and clean 
energy future.  
 
We see a significant opportunity for strategic alignment between PGE and PCEF and offer the 
following preliminary comments on your Climate Investment Plan. We expect to have more 
detailed comments on your subsequent more detailed plan as we aim to support successful 
implementation of your programs throughout PGE  service territory. 
 
Preliminary Comments on Draft Climate Investment Plan 
 

1. Renewable energy and energy efficiency 
We applaud the focus on renewable energy and energy efficiency, which dovetails well with our 
Clean Energy Plan calling for community-based renewable energy and customer participation in 
energy efficiency and demand response programs. We encourage additional focus on combining 
energy storage, demand response, and load shifting capabilities into your individual programs. 
Current overall energy usage trends on an hourly basis do not always align with actual energy 
generation from solar and wind sources. To meet energy demand with these more intermittent 
renewable sources, we must have the capability to both store energy generated from these 
renewable sources, and to shift energy usage away from peak times.  
 

2. Focus on frontline communities 
We fully support the focus on programs for Portlanders on the frontlines of climate change, 
including those facing high energy burden. In 2022, PGE launched an income qualified bill 
discount (IQBD) program, which provides 15-25 percent electricity bill discounts to customers at 
certain income levels. We are seeking ways to use our IQBD and other data to target energy saving  
 



 

Sam Baraso, Program Manager  
Portland Clean Energy Fund 
April 7, 2023 
Page -2-   
 

opportunities to customers with the highest energy burden to lower their energy costs. Partnering 
with community nt to 
diversity, equity, and inclusion. If we can be supportive to you as you work with communities and 
build out your potential programs, please do not hesitate to ask.  

 
3. Transportation electrification 

We support your ambitions with respect to transportation electrification. In particular, we want to 
encourage investments in charging infrastructure in multifamily housing projects. And reinforcing 
the comments above, programs that have the capability to shift electric vehicle charging to optimal 
times of the day to 
electrification goals. This ultimately includes bi-directional charging and managed charging 
systems. Finally, PGE would be interested in participating in the transportation decarbonization 
working group that PCEF plans to convene. 
 
We anticipate having more to say in the next round of comments, but we wanted to share these 
initial comments with you now. We look forward to  and goals to 
achieve an equitable clean energy future together. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
 

 
 
Nik Blosser   
Vice President, Public Affairs   
 



From: Doug Larson
To: Clean Energy Fund
Cc:
Subject: Frog Ferry
Date: Monday, April 3, 2023 3:54:02 PM

The Portland Harbor Community Advisory Group supports the Frog Ferry to fill a missing
link in Portland transportation choices.  Our mission is to ensure the public is represented in
Superfund cleanup decisions.  Putting people in boats on the Willamette River is simply the
best way to connect people to our history and the possibilities for a future.  Beyond the
benefits of commuting, the sheer joy of moving across the water can bring life back into the
core of the city.  Portland can once again be special.

Funding is critical to implement a pilot program that will leverage Federal Transportation
resources.  This is a once in a generation opportunity to revitalize a neglected asset.  The
central city has been hollowed out by migrating revenues.  Give people the means and a
reason to return.  Give them a river.

Doug Larson, for the PHCAG
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Reyes, June

From: Laurie Mitchell < net>
Sent: Friday, April 7, 2023 4:39 PM
To: Clean Energy Fund
Subject: Letter of Support for Frog Ferry to serve the community in a variety of ways with support from the 

clean energy fund

Our family returned after spending last weekend in the San Diego/Coronado areas of
California. While there, we had the fun and the economic use of the San Diego/Coronado
ferry system between the two locations. Other Portlanders happened to be traveling with us
and one remarked, �Ya know, if Portland did have a ferry like this one, we, too, would use it
and our visitors would find it a bonus visitor destination one without driving.�

We�re writing in endorsement of your committee�s consideration of this valuable possibility
(Frog Ferry!)for funding to enlighten our community�s awareness of saving energy while
utilizing a positive, diverse population both in use and diversity in workforce. Imagine the
number of children who could also learn about our area�s history � not to mention the
positive impact it could have on Portland�s image for the local community.

Thanks your your consideration of bringing something useful, creative, and purposeful to our
area! Seemingly, a lot of the work on this idea has already created also being a bonus for
financial savings and the ease of implementation. Thanks for your appraisal of this valuable,
clean energy savings for our area.

Sincerely,
Laurie and Mike Mitchell and family
Harold and Kae Myers and family
Anna Wessinger























Tim Miller – Public Comment on CIP Preliminary Draft 
Comments in preliminary draft document summarized by R. Gilmore, PCEF staff 
 

SP13: Access to fair & flexible capital 

• Seems there should be an actual section on this.  So far, only seeing brief references to this objective 
sprinkled throughout the document with no specificity / descriptions of likely programs / eligible 
partners / objectives, etc. 

 
SP2: Clean energy in unregulated multifamily affordable housing 

• Eligible measures – what about prioritizing things that boost indoor air quality (IAQ), a critical co-
benefit?  And what about considering the health benefit of cooling? 

• Rent stability agreements – I understand these agreements have been hampered by a lack of follow-
through/enforcement. Will the agency include that in the budget? If so, mention it.  

SP3: Clean energy improvements in single-family homes 
 

• “with options for renters” (pg. 16) – what about something special for SF homes owned by agencies 
serving low-income renters (REACH/ROSE, other)? 

• The “Investment Strategy” section should discuss expectations for leveraging federal funds (at least! 
and probably should discuss others, like Oregon healthy homes, CCIs, Energy Trust, others…) 

 
SP4: Clean energy in small commercial buildings 
 

• Pg. 18 “Additionally, small commercial buildings (less than 20,000 square feet) would be eligible for 
building improvements if they are occupied by a qualifying small business.”  

o If it’s a “qualifying small business,” why do you also need to limit the size of the building? 
• Pg. 18 “To mitigate these barriers for incoming or current qualifying small-business owners, the 

program will offer a two-pronged approach: 1) investing in clean-energy upgrades for business-owned 
appliances and equipment, and (2) investing in durable building upgrades which improve comfort and 
air quality for occupants.” 

o Unlike the 3 to 9 year commitments in residential, it's not clear how this two-pronged approach 
really mitigates the split incentive here. 

o “durable building upgrades which improve comfort and air quality” – don’t these also need to 
improve EFFICIENCY? 

 

SP5: Building upgrades for community severe weather response 

• Re “during climate-related disaster events” (pg. 20) – Not in seismic events?  other emergencies like 
multi-building fires, social situations, others? 

 

Community responsive grants – transportation decarbonization 

• Goal measures – actual utilization (number or PCEF priority population members who actually USE the 
service, and number of such UNIQUE users) is much stronger than the number who have 'increased 
access.' 



 
SP10: CBO capacity building program 

• Goal measures “average increase in capacity – measured through capacity assessment…” 
o Sounds like this will be pretty hard to measure objectively.  Can this be clearer? 

 

Formatting/ clarity in document 

• Pg. 10, “spending was aggregated within programs by funding category, or project type, and shows 
how much is invested in each of the funding categories: [bulleted categories]” 

o bullets / amounts are confusing / don't line up with table 1 consistently, and the language 
doesn't fully explain.  Suggest just using totals for each category in table 1. 

• Pg. 13, “Funding for climate-action related workforce development and contractor support is woven 
throughout multiple programs within this CIP.” 

•  
o Suggest just showing these like the columns in table 1 -- otherwise confusing or seems to be 

obfuscating something. 
• Pg. 14, Table 4 – Strategic programs – renewable energy and energy efficiency 

o Should have another heading that says 'Strategic Programs' (with font matching the above 
heading) ... otherwise this looks like it's part of the above 'Community responsive grants' ... but 
then the numbers don't match up and it's confusing. 

o This confusing formatting issue (using a Table to start what is essentially a new section) exists 
throughout the document. 
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