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#7 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

SUPER GOOD CENTS, BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION

Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) has spent over a billion dollars on DSM since
1982. BPA's Super Good Cents (SGC) program focuses on increasing the efficiency of
new, electrically-heated residential construction by offering incentives for efficiency
that met the Northwest Power Planning Council's Model Conservation Standards
(MCS).

The Super Good Cents program, which commenced in 1984, was part of a two-
pronged implementation effort. The SGC program was a marketing and education
program promoting energy-efficient building practices. The other prong of the effort
was a building code adoption program called Early Adopter. Both programs were
designed to take advantage of the opportunity cost of building new homes to higher
energy efficiency standards rather than trying to retrofit them at some later date.
Inversely, both programs were designed to avoid the lost opportunity of not building
energy-efficient homes in the first place.

The objectives of making both the public and the home builders aware of the SGC
program and the advantages of a well-insulated home were largely achieved. The
participation rate for certified SGC homes built within the BPA service territory (25%),
however, fell short of the program'’s stated goals.

In 1991 SGC provided BPA and its retail utilities with 30.8 GWh of energy savings and
3.99 average megawatts of capacity, at a cost of $10.9 million. These savings were
achieved by providing incentives for increased ceiling, wall, floor, and slab perimeter
insulation; duct insulation for heating and cooling systems; double or triple pane

windows; and thermally improved doors. Through 1991 BPA paid $1,000 for each site-
built home constructed to SGC standards, and $2,000 for new manufactured housing.

The overall results of SGC have to be considered excellent. In 1991 the states of
Washington and Oregon, representing 90% of the new home starts within the BPA

service territory, adopted building codes whose specifications met the SGC standards.

This required BPA to reevaluate the program and to set higher building standards for
the 1992 SGC program.
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BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION
Super Good Cents

Sector: Residential
Measures: Promote compliance with the
Model Conservation Standards
(MCS) in newly constructed
electrically-heated homes
BPA provides utilities with
promotional and technical
matenials and funds for
cooperative advertising,
incentives, marketing, and
training
History: 1984-1991 (revised in 1992)

Mechanism:

1991 PROGRAM DATA
Energy savings: 30.8 GWh
Lifecycle energy savings: 2,159 GWh

Peak capacity savings: 3.99 aMW winter
Cost:  $10.9 million

1985-1991 PROGRAM DATA
Energy savings: 176.8 GWh
Lifecycle energy savings: 5,598 GWh
Capacity savings: 9.79 aMW

Cost:  $36.4 million
Participation: 25.2%

CONVENTIONS

For the entire 1992 profile series all dollar
values have been adjusted to 1990 U.S. dollar
levels unless otherwise specified. Inflation and
exchange rates were derived from the U.S.
Dept of Labors Consumer Price Index and the
International Monetary Funds International
Financial Statistics Yearbook: 1991.

The Results Center uses three conventions for
presenting program savings. Annual savings
refer to the annualized value of increments of
energy and capacity installed in a given year,
or what might be best described as the first
full-year effect of the measures installed in a
given year. Cumulative savings represent the
savings in a given year for all measures
installed to date. Lifecycle savings are
calculated by multiplying the annual savings by
the assumed average measure lifetime.
Caution: cumulative and lifecycle savings are
theoretical values that usually represent only
the technical measure lifetimes and are not
adjusted for attrition unless specifically stated.




