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Watch Council Meetings Live  View Past Council Meetings
 

Council Chamber Listen Line: 206-684-8566
 

              The City of Seattle encourages everyone to participate in its programs and activities. 

For disability accommodations, materials in alternate formats, accessibility information, or 

language interpretation or translation needs, please contact the Office of the City Clerk at 

206-684-8888 (TTY Relay 7-1-1), CityClerk@Seattle.gov, or visit 

https://seattle.gov/cityclerk/accommodations at your earliest opportunity. Providing at least 

72-hour notice will help ensure availability; sign language interpreting requests may take 

longer.
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL

Sustainability, City Light, Arts and Culture 

Committee

Agenda

May 3, 2024 - 9:30 AM

Meeting Location:

https://www.seattle.gov/council/committees/sustainability-city-light-arts-and-culture 

Council Chamber, City Hall , 600 4th Avenue , Seattle, WA  98104

Committee Website:

This meeting also constitutes a meeting of the City Council, provided that the meeting shall be conducted as a 

committee meeting under the Council Rules and Procedures, and Council action shall be limited to committee 

business.

Members of the public may register for remote or in-person Public 

Comment to address the Council. Details on how to provide Public 

Comment are listed below:

Remote Public Comment - Register online to speak during the Public 

Comment period at the meeting at 

https://www.seattle.gov/council/committees/public-comment

Online registration to speak will begin one hour before the meeting start 

time, and registration will end at the conclusion of the Public Comment 

period during the meeting. Speakers must be registered in order to be 

recognized by the Chair.

In-Person Public Comment - Register to speak on the Public Comment 

sign-up sheet located inside Council Chambers at least 15 minutes prior 

to the meeting start time. Registration will end at the conclusion of the 

Public Comment period during the meeting. Speakers must be 

registered in order to be recognized by the Chair.

Pursuant to Council Rule VI.C.10, members of the public providing public 

comment in Chambers will be broadcast via Seattle Channel.

Submit written comments to Councilmembers at Council@seattle.gov.

Click here for accessibility information and to request accommodations. Page 2 
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May 3, 2024Sustainability, City Light, Arts and 

Culture Committee

Agenda

Please Note: Times listed are estimated

A.  Call To Order

B.  Approval of the Agenda

C.  Public Comment

D.  Items of Business

Appointment of Avery Barnes as member, Seattle Arts 

Commission, for a term to December 31, 2025.

Appt 028581.

Attachments: Appointment Packet

Briefing, Discussion, and Possible Vote

Presenter: Allie McGehee, Office of Arts & Culture

Appointment of Yoon Kang-O’Higgins as member, Seattle Arts 

Commission, for a term to December 31, 2025.

Appt 028592.

Attachments: Appointment Packet

Briefing, Discussion, and Possible Vote

Presenter: Allie McGehee, Office of Arts & Culture

Appointment of Rodney Howard King as member, Seattle Arts 

Commission, for a term to December 31, 2025.

Appt 028603.

Attachments: Appointment Packet

Briefing, Discussion, and Possible Vote

Presenter: Allie McGehee, Office of Arts & Culture

Click here for accessibility information and to request accommodations. Page 3 
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May 3, 2024Sustainability, City Light, Arts and 

Culture Committee

Agenda

Reappointment of Leslie Anne Anderson as member, Seattle Arts 

Commission, for a term to December 31, 2025.

Appt 028614.

Attachments: Appointment Packet

Briefing, Discussion, and Possible Vote

Presenter: Allie McGehee, Office of Arts & Culture

Reappointment of Kayla DeMonte as member, Seattle Arts 

Commission, for a term to December 31, 2025.

Appt 028625.

Attachments: Appointment Packet

Briefing, Discussion, and Possible Vote

Presenter: Allie McGehee, Office of Arts & Culture

Reappointment of Holly Morris Jacobson as member, Seattle Arts 

Commission, for a term to December 31, 2025.

Appt 028636.

Attachments: Appointment Packet

Briefing, Discussion, and Possible Vote

Presenter: Allie McGehee, Office of Arts & Culture

Click here for accessibility information and to request accommodations. Page 4 
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May 3, 2024Sustainability, City Light, Arts and 

Culture Committee

Agenda

A RESOLUTION relating to the City Light Department; 

acknowledging and approving the City Light Department’s 

adoption of a biennial energy conservation target for 2024-2025 

and ten-year conservation potential.

Res 321347.

Attachments: Att 1 - Seattle City Light 2024 DSMPA Report

Presentation (5/3/2024)

Supporting

Documents: Summary and Fiscal Note

Central Staff Memo

Briefing, Discussion, and Possible Vote 

Presenters: Dawn Lindell, Interim General Manager and CEO, Jennifer 

Finnigan, and Joe Fernandi, Seattle City Light; Eric McConaghy, Council 

Central Staff

E.  Adjournment

Notice of Public Comment for Appointment 02864

The May 17, 2024 Sustainability, City Light, Arts and Culture Committee 

meeting will include public comment and a possible vote on the 

appointment of Dawn Lindell as General Manager and Chief Executive 

Officer of Seattle City Light.

Appointment of Dawn Lindell as General Manager and Chief 

Executive Officer of Seattle City Light, for a term to May 31, 2028.

Appt 02864

Attachments: Appointment Packet

Click here for accessibility information and to request accommodations. Page 5 
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL

Legislation Text

600 Fourth Ave. 2nd Floor
Seattle, WA 98104

File #: Appt 02858, Version: 1

Appointment of Avery Barnes as member, Seattle Arts Commission, for a term to December 31, 2025.

The Appointment Packet is provided as an attachment.

SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL Printed on 5/1/2024Page 1 of 1

powered by Legistar™ 6
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*Term begin and end date is fixed and tied to the position and not the appointment date.

City of Seattle Boards & Commissions Notice of Appointment 

Appointee Name: 
Avery Barnes 

Board/Commission Name: 
Seattle Arts Commission 

Position Title: 
Member 

  Appointment    OR    Reappointment 
City Council Confirmation required? 

  Yes 
  No 

Appointing Authority: 

  City Council 
  Mayor 
  Other: 

Term of Position: *
1/1/2024 
to 
12/31/2025 

☐ Serving remaining term of a vacant position
Residential Neighborhood: 
Pioneer Square 

Zip Code: 
98104 

Contact Phone No.: 

Background: 

Avery Barnes is an entrepreneur, African art curator, and community advocate. Awarded in 2023 for Forbes 30 
Under 30 Seattle Class, Avery owns and operates TASWIRA, Seattle’s only African art gallery and event space in 
the heart of Pioneer Square. Avery is active in the community and is often invited to speak on panels about her 
work and the inspiration behind it. She also campaigns for causes that empower women, people of color, and 
small business owners. 

Established in 2022, TASWIRA has become a neighborhood staple designed to celebrate the diaspora of African 
arts and culture. Inspired by her roots, Avery journeyed to Africa to work with the Bamburi Women 
Empowerment Center in Mombasa, Kenya. It was at this place that the vision to create a social impact company 
was born. Today, TASWIRA has evolved into an established art gallery and community space that not only 
celebrates African heritage through historical pieces but is also home to a collective of local and globally 
renowned contemporary artists.  

Authorizing Signature (original signature): 

Date Signed (appointed): 

Appointing Signatory: 
Bruce A. Harrell 

Mayor of Seattle 
3/25/2024
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL

Legislation Text

600 Fourth Ave. 2nd Floor
Seattle, WA 98104

File #: Appt 02859, Version: 1

Appointment of Yoon Kang-O’Higgins as member, Seattle Arts Commission, for a term to December 31, 2025.

The Appointment Packet is provided as an attachment.

SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL Printed on 5/1/2024Page 1 of 1

powered by Legistar™ 10
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*Term begin and end date is fixed and tied to the position and not the appointment date.

City of Seattle Boards & Commissions Notice of Appointment 

Appointee Name:  
Yoon Kang-O’Higgins 

Board/Commission Name: 
Seattle Arts Commission 

Position Title: 
Member 

  Appointment    OR    Reappointment 
City Council Confirmation required? 

  Yes 
  No 

Appointing Authority: 

  City Council 
  Mayor 
  Other: 

Term of Position: *
1/1/2024 
to 
12/31/2025 

☐ Serving remaining term of a vacant position
Residential Neighborhood: 
N/A 

Zip Code: 
98028 

Contact Phone No.: 

Background:  
Yoon Kang-O'Higgins is Director of Community Impact and Programs at the Friends of Waterfront Seattle. Since 
moving to Seattle in 2004 from New York City, she has been actively involved in the arts both professionally and 
personally. As Program Director with Visual Thinking Strategies, she worked closely with local museums 
including SAM and the Frye to provide professional development opportunities to hundreds of teachers, 
educators, and arts professionals. In her current role, her team has co-created over 400 programs since 2021 in 
close partnership with local creatives and artists. Last year, in preparation for the 2025 grand opening of 
Waterfront Park, her team with consultants Third Way Creative, facilitated a series of engagement sessions to 
create a community-centric cultural masterplan. This engagement with 148 program and community partners 
left her deeply inspired and affirmed her commitment to see through the shared vision of public space through 
cultural programming.   

As a parent, Yoon’s family has benefited from the rich youth offerings including Wing Luke’s Youth CAN and 
Teensway, SAM Teen Arts Group, and Coyote Central classes. Her husband is a practicing artist and educator 
(Gage Academy of Art and Digipen Institute) so she understands the critical importance of a heathy creative 
economy.    

Yoon is particularly drawn to the opportunity to advocate for equitable access to the arts and to support 
initiatives that celebrate the diverse voices and cultural traditions that make Seattle such a vibrant and dynamic 
city.   

Authorizing Signature (original signature): 

Date Signed (appointed): 

Appointing Signatory: 
Bruce A. Harrell 

Mayor of Seattle 
3/25/2024
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YOON KANG-O’HIGGINS  
she/her 

 

 

 

 SKILLS AND EXPERIENCE 

Skills: 

o Program Management

o Community Engagement

o Diversity, Equity & Inclusion

o Public Programs Development 

o Communications

Expertise: 

o Facilitation, Coaching

o Adult Learning

o Critical Thinking, Visual

Literacy

o Professional Development

Boards, Residency: 

o DSA Arts & Culture Sector Steering Committee 2024

o EDGES Creative Community, CA, 2014-19

o Visual Thinking Strategies in Science Advisory Board, 

2014-18

o Dublin City Council Residency, Ireland, 2017, 2020

WORK EXPERIENCE  

Friends of Waterfront Seattle 

• Director of Community Impact and Programs, November 2023-present

• Director of Public Programs, 2021-October 2023

o Oversee team to curate, co-develop, and produce community centric programming at Waterfront Park Seattle. In

2022, there were over 177 events with over 80K participants with 77% BIPOC program partners. Cultivate and

manage a broad network of stakeholders include city partners, cultural leaders, and community members.

• Senior Programs Manager, 2020-2021

YK Collective LLC 

• Principal, Jan 2020-present

o Design and produce professional development trainings and learning resources; advise on DEI initiatives. Clients

include: Meta (Dublin, Ireland), Hawaii State Art Museum, Chester Beatty Library (Dublin, Library); VTS Nederland

(Amsterdam).

New York Times Learning Network 

● Contributor, 2012-2020

○ Co-curated photography selection and moderated “What’s Going on in This Picture,” a weekly online discussion to

foster critical thinking, reflection, group process.

Visual Thinking Strategies (VTS) 

● Program Director & Senior Trainer, 2017-2019

○ Managed national team of expert trainers to: design and lead multi-year professional development programs for

museums, schools, and cultural organizations; created and published curriculum resources

○ Led full cycle of multi-year programs with organizations including: Seattle Aquarium; Turnaround Arts – Kennedy

Center for the Arts; Dublin City Council Arts Office, Ireland; National Gallery of Helsinki, Finland; Museum of

Contemporary Art, Los Angeles; and Hawaii State Art Museum.

○ Co-developed and implemented diversity, equity, and inclusion strategy for the organization and programs.

● Senior Trainer, Special Projects, 2015-2017

○ Led multi-year consulting contracts, partnerships and special projects focused on community focused learning in

universities, museums, and schools including: University College Cork College of Medicine and Health, Ireland;

Jordan Schnitzer Museum of Art, University Of Oregon, Eugene; and Frye Art Museum, Seattle.

● Interim Executive Director, 2014

○ Supervised four NYC-based national Directors and Program Manager during transition of independent 501(c)(3)’s

move to national umbrella non-profit organization.

12



Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation Discovery Center, Community and Civic Engagement, Seattle, WA 

● Educator, 2012-2019

○ Supported the development and implementation of public programs, interpretive approaches, social media, and

exhibits including "Women Hold Up Half the Sky," "Design with the 90%," and "We the Future."

Previous employers include: Rubin Museum of Art (NYC); Parsons School of Design (NYC); The Fan Museum (London); Art Matters 
Foundation (NYC); and the Solomon R. Guggenheim Museum (NYC).  

SELECTED PROJECTS: PROJECT MANAGER/LEAD TRAINER 

● “Looking to Understand Inclusion,” European Union Erasmus+, 2019-2023. Co-developed and led training for 20

education and culture professionals to study social inclusion in their context and being to apply learnings in their

institutions. Partners include Dublin City Council, The Finnish Museum of Photography; Du (Ireland); Muserum

(Denmark); VTS Nederland; Crea360 (Spain).

● Kennedy Center for the Arts – Turnaround Arts VTS program, 2017-2019. Led national team to create and implement

professional development programs for school/district teams focused on community-building in the classroom and

school building, in seven states. Collaborated with local artists, arts integration coaches, local museums, district

specialist, and school faculty to design learner-centered experiences.

● VTS in Science, 2015-2018. Co-designed and facilitated process with science educators to create programs that foster

place-based community engagement and conservation. Co-produced online toolkit for science educators. Partners:

The Wild Center (Tupper Lake, NY); Seattle Aquarium (WA); Rochester Museum and Science Center (NY); Ecotarium

(Worcester, MA).

● “Permission to Wonder,” European Union Erasmus+, 2015-2018. Developed and led learning pathway for 24

education and culture professionals to help create programs to connect communities and local art collections/spaces.

Partners: The Finnish Museum of Photography; The LAB Gallery (Ireland); The Slovenian Association of Fine Arts

Societies; Muserum (Denmark); VTS Nederland; Crea360 (Spain).

SELECTED WORKSHOPS, PRESENTATIONS 

● Presenter, “Reflections on Cross Cultural Community of Practice,” Erasmus+ online Symposium, Dublin, Ireland, April

2020.

● Keynote, “Racial Equity in Arts Education: Reflecting & Processing Our Collective Work,” Washington Art Education

Association (WAEA), November 2019.

● Lead Trainer, “Image Selection: Art and Beyond” workshop focused on increasing diversity and representation,

California African American Museum & Museum of Natural History (Los Angeles, CA), July 2019.

● Lead Trainer, Coaching Workshop, Stedelijk Museum, Amsterdam Museum, the Netherlands, April 2019.

● Lead Trainer, Image Selection Workshop, FOAM, Tropenmuseum, Amsterdam Museum, the Netherlands, April 2019.

● Panel Moderator, “Decentering Whiteness,” Museum of Contemporary Art, Los Angeles, CA, July 2019.

EDUCATION 

● M.Ed., Adult Learning and Global Change, University of British Columbia, Vancouver

● B.A., Art History, Barnard College, Columbia University, New York, NY

● University College London, Junior Year Abroad Program, Art History and Fine Art

● Urban Park Leadership Program, Central Park Conservancy and City University of New York. Fall 2022-Spring 2023

● Dare to Lead Course: Seattle Women of Color (Led by Certified Facilitator Aiko Bethea), March-June, 2020

13
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL

Legislation Text

600 Fourth Ave. 2nd Floor
Seattle, WA 98104

File #: Appt 02860, Version: 1

Appointment of Rodney Howard King as member, Seattle Arts Commission, for a term to December 31, 2025.

The Appointment Packet is provided as an attachment.

SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL Printed on 5/1/2024Page 1 of 1

powered by Legistar™ 15

http://www.legistar.com/


*Term begin and end date is fixed and tied to the position and not the appointment date.

City of Seattle Boards & Commissions Notice of Appointment 

Appointee Name: 
Rodney Howard King 

Board/Commission Name: 
Seattle Arts Commission 

Position Title: 
Member 

  Appointment    OR    Reappointment 
City Council Confirmation required? 

  Yes 
  No 

Appointing Authority: 

  City Council 
  Mayor 
  Other: 

Term of Position: *
1/1/2024 
to 
12/31/2025 

☐ Serving remaining term of a vacant position
Residential Neighborhood: N/A Zip Code: 

98371 
Contact Phone No.: 

Background: 

My name is Rodney H King, and I am the artist and owner of Kingspen LLC. My goal is to create vibrant 
images that celebrate the greatness of black culture. I primarily focus on hip hop, jazz, and basketball 
in my pieces, with my signature touch being the use of color. Recently, I have been fortunate to 
receive positive media coverage, with features on Komo, Seattle Refined, PBS, King 5 Evening, the 
Renton Reporter, and other local outlets. In addition to being an artist, I am a devoted husband, father 
of three, and a man of faith. Through my art, I aim to spread love and evoke feelings of nostalgia for 
the best aspects of our culture. I am Kingspen.  

Authorizing Signature (original signature): 

Date Signed (appointed): 

Appointing Signatory: 
Bruce A. Harrell 

Mayor of Seattle 
3/25/2024
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL

Legislation Text

600 Fourth Ave. 2nd Floor
Seattle, WA 98104

File #: Appt 02861, Version: 1

Reappointment of Leslie Anne Anderson as member, Seattle Arts Commission, for a term to December 31,
2025.

The Appointment Packet is provided as an attachment.

SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL Printed on 5/1/2024Page 1 of 1

powered by Legistar™ 20

http://www.legistar.com/


*Term begin and end date is fixed and tied to the position and not the appointment date.

City of Seattle Boards & Commissions Notice of Appointment 

Appointee Name: 
Leslie Anne Anderson 

Board/Commission Name: 
Seattle Arts Commission 

Position Title: 
Member 

  Appointment    OR    Reappointment 
City Council Confirmation required? 

  Yes 
  No 

Appointing Authority: 

  City Council  
  Mayor  
  Other: Fill in appointing authority 

Term of Position: *
1/1/2024 
to 
12/31/2025 

☐ Serving remaining term of a vacant position
Residential Neighborhood: 
Bitter Lake 

Zip Code: 
98133 

Contact Phone No.: 

Background: 
Leslie Anne Anderson is responsible for the National Nordic Museum’s creative vision as its Chief Curator. She oversees the 
Museum’s collections, exhibitions, and program functions. Leslie has organized major exhibitions with Sweden’s 
Nationalmuseum and Finland’s National Gallery, commissioned new work from Jónsi—vocalist for the world-famous band 
Sigur Rós—and organized his first art exhibition at a US museum, and developed programs featuring Iceland’s President, 
Ministers of Iceland and Finland, and Ambassadors of Denmark, Iceland, Finland, and Norway. For COP26, she directed 
planning of an industry-leading symposium—co-presented with the American Alliance of Museums, the International 
Council of Museums, and the UK’s National Museum Directors’ Council—that convened speakers in 7 countries to discuss 
the impact of climate change on Arctic museums. 
Prior to her arrival in Seattle, Leslie held curatorial positions at Utah Museum of Fine Arts and Indianapolis Museum of Art 
and taught courses at Brooklyn College and Parsons School of Design. She published in 10 academic journals, curated 20+ 
exhibitions, and directly stewarded 1,000+ acquisitions of art works. Leslie won the international Association of Art 
Museum Curators Award for Excellence (First Place) in 2018 and the Utah Museums Association Award for Excellence in 
2020. She is a contributing author for AAMC’s latest best practices guide and has been a member of the editorial board of 
the international journal Arts. Previously, Leslie served on Salt Lake City’s Art Design Commission. She is a Seattle Arts 
Commissioner, Chair of Seattle’s Public Art Advisory Committee, and a member of the Executive Council of the Society for 
the Advancement of Scandinavian Study. 
A former Fulbright scholar to Denmark, Leslie holds graduate degrees in Art History from the City University of New York 
Graduate Center and the University of Florida, where she also completed her undergraduate degree in history. In 2023, the 
University of Florida Alumni Association selected Leslie for the “40 Gators Under 40” honor. She is currently an Executive 
MBA Candidate at Emory University. 
Authorizing Signature (original signature): 

Date Signed (appointed): 

Appointing Signatory: 
Bruce A. Harrell 

Mayor of Seattle 
2/27/2024
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Leslie Anne Anderson 
 

 
EDUCATION 
2023 – Present Executive MBA, expected May 2025 
   Emory University (Goizueta Business School), Atlanta, GA  

o 18-month STEM program with an emphasis on leadership 
o Recipient of Executive Latinx Scholarship 

 
2023   Business Management Certificate, June 2023 
 University of Washington (Foster School of Business), Seattle, WA  

o 4-month program covering marketing, business strategy, finance, 
accounting, leadership, and communication skills 

o Won final case competition 
 
2022 – 2023  Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion Certificate, 2023 
   University of Washington (Foster School of Business), Seattle, WA 
  
2012 – 2013   U.S. Fulbright Student Research Fellowship, 2013 

University of Copenhagen, Copenhagen, Denmark 
Project: “Picturing Pedagogy: The Royal Academy and Artistic Labor in 
Denmark’s Golden Age” (Research Area: Art & Architectural History) 

 
2009 – 2011  Professional Certificate in Scandinavian Languages, 2011 
 New York University (School of Professional Studies), New York, NY 
 
2007 – 2010                 MPhil, Art History, 2010 (PhD Candidate, Art History, 2010 – 2016) 
 The Graduate Center, City University of New York, New York, NY  

o Focus area: Danish Art, 1818-1848; field of concentration: Art of Europe, 1750-
1900; minors: Art of the United States, 1750-1945; Art & Architecture of 
Europe, 1600-1800 

o Selected as the CUNY Graduate Center representative for the Frick 
Collection/Institute of Fine Arts Symposium on the History of Art in 2011 

o Advanced to PhD Candidacy (ABD) with completion of doctoral coursework on 
5/2010 and oral exams on 9/2010 

o Committee approval of doctoral dissertation proposal in 2011 
o Passed French and German language proficiency exams  

 

Fall 2009                        Columbia University, New York, NY 
o Earned 3 credits for the graduate-level art history course “German Art in a  

 European Context” (Dr. Cordula Grewe) through Inter-University Doctoral  
 Consortium toward MPhil/PhD at The Graduate Center 

 
2004 – 2006  MA, Art History, 2006  
 University of Florida, Gainesville, FL  

o Field of concentration: Renaissance and Baroque Art 
o Passed Italian language proficiency exam 

 
2001 – 2004  BA, History, cum laude, 2004  
 University of Florida, Gainesville, FL  

o Minor: Art History 
o Completed in under 3 years at age 20 
o President’s Honor Roll, Dean’s List, and Florida Merit Scholarship 

22



2 

Summer 2000  Harvard University Summer School, Cambridge, MA 
o Earned 8 undergraduate credits

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE 
07/2023 – Present Chief Curator, National Nordic Museum, Seattle, WA 

o Reporting directly to Executive Director/CEO, c-suite leader charged with the
Museum’s artistic direction and strategic oversight of the Curatorial
Department, which includes the collections, education, and exhibition
functions of the Museum

09/2019 – 06/2023 Director of Collections, Exhibitions, and Programs, National Nordic 
Museum, Seattle, WA 
o Reporting directly to Executive Director/CEO, senior leader charged with

strategic oversight of the Curatorial Department, which includes the
collections, education, and exhibition functions of the Museum

o Inaugural Chair of Museum DEAI Advisory Committee (2021 – present)
o Supervise a team of 6-8 collections professionals, exhibition staff, and

museum educators
o P&L responsibility, departmental and project budgets over $500,000
o Oversee a collection of nearly 80,000 objects, the delivery of over 130

programs each year, including 2 annual conferences, and a special exhibition
schedule of 6-8 shows per year

o Commissioning curator of FLÓÐ, an experiential scent and sound sculpture
by Jónsi, lead singer of world-famous band Sigur Rós, as well as three other
permanent or semi-permanent works at the Museum

o Curated contemporary art exhibitions with La Vaughn Belle, Las Hermanas
Iglesias, Steinunn Þórarinsdóttir, and others

o Established a 3-year exhibition schedule, which has included major loan
exhibitions from the Ateneum Art Museum/Finnish National Gallery (2021)
and Sweden’s Nationalmuseum (2022), and Nasjonalmuseet (2024)

o Spearheaded the Museum’s virtualization of educational content, which
created over 100 hours of programming in its first year, reached 50 states
and 70 countries across 6 continents

o Organized high-profile public programs, such as the Nordic Innovation
Summit and Series, featuring Iceland’s President Guðni Jóhannesson,
Ministers of Iceland and Finland, Ambassadors of Denmark, Finland, and
Norway, and Washington State Governor Jay Inslee

o Oversaw planning of an industry-leading symposium that convened speakers
in 7 countries to discuss the impact of climate change on Arctic museums and
partnered with the American Alliance of Museums, the International Council
of Museums, and the National Museum Directors’ Council to coincide with
UN Climate Change Conference (COP26)

o Launched an oral history initiative to capture the experiences of individuals
impacted by COVID-19 in the Nordic countries and the Pacific Northwest,
and then published an article in the peer-reviewed journal Collections: A
Journal for Museum and Archives Professionals

o Brought in the largest donation of objects to the Museum’s collection in its
history, a significant collection of Nordic glass art, and paintings by canonical
Nordic artists of the 19th and 20th centuries (over 1,000 objects in total)

o Awarded competitive grants for projects led, including the Nordic Council of
Ministers, Nordic Culture Fund, the Snoqualmie Indian Tribe, Terra
Foundation for American Art, and the Robert Lehman Foundation
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Summer 2011,  Reader for the Advanced Placement (AP) Exam in Art History,  
2016 – 2020  The College Board/Educational Testing Services (ETS) 

o Invited to serve in 2021 – 2023 (declined)  

 
06/2015 – 09/2019   Curator of European, American, and Regional Art, Utah Museum of Fine 
 Arts, University of Utah, Salt Lake City, UT 

o Responsible for the presentation, interpretation, and acquisition of works for 
the collections of European art from the High Middle Ages until 1945, 
American art until 1945, and Utah and Western Art until the present day 

o Led cross-departmental special exhibition projects and oversaw project 
budgets; supervised the work of a Samuel H. Kress Interpretive Fellow 

o Reinstalled the collections of European, American, and regional art in AAMC 
award-winning permanent collection exhibition 

o Collaborated with the Smithsonian American Art Museum on a collections-
sharing program and exhibition supported by Art Bridges 

o Negotiated and oversaw 2 traveling exhibitions with city- and state-wide 
programming; developed 6 special exhibitions drawn from the permanent 
collection and 1 special exhibition of loans from the University of Utah’s J. 
Willard Marriott Library Special Collections, and numerous gallery rotations 

o Served on Wayfinding and Signage, Website, and Organizational Values 
Committees 

o Obtained a $250,000 grant to support the reinstallation of the American and 
regional art galleries 

o Secured funding of over $200,000 for collections acquisitions, conservation 
treatment, and framing projects  

o Expanded the collection by more than 80 paintings, sculptures, drawings, 
prints, and photographs through purchase and gift, including works by Roni 
Horn, Nina Katchadourian, Edmonia Lewis, Alexander Phimister Proctor, 
Diego Rivera, Salvator Rosa, and Lorna Simpson  

o Key staff member of a 4-year project funded by the Andrew W. Mellon 
Foundation; crafted grant proposal with colleagues and served on faculty 
search committee 

 

06/2015 – 12/2015 Guest Curator of Special Exhibition, Indianapolis Museum of Art 
(Newfields), IN (See exhibitions curated below.) 

  
01/2014 – 05/2015 Curatorial Assistant, European and American Painting, Sculpture, and 
 Works on Paper, Indianapolis Museum of Art (Newfields), IN 

o Provided research and administrative support to Ellen Wardwell Lee, Wood-
Pulliam Senior Curator, Martin Krause, Curator of Prints, Drawings, and 
Photographs, and Rebecca Long, Associate Curator of European Painting and 
Sculpture before 1800 

o Curated two special exhibitions; provided support on three exhibitions 
o Collaborated with Rebecca Long on reinstallation of the galleries of 17th-

century French, Italian, and Spanish art and 18th-century European art; 
collaborated with Ellen W. Lee on the reinstallation of the early 20th-century 
American art gallery 

o Prepared an installation of figure studies from the Munich Academy for the 
19th-century American galleries  

o Served as a member of the collections rankings project 
o Supervised the research of the curatorial coordinator on a digitization project 

supported by the Luce Fund 
o Presented acquisitions to the collections committee  
o Served as a courier on domestic and international trips 
o  Lectured on the collection to staff, docents, visiting museum professionals 

and researchers, and college students 
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10/2012 – 06/2013 Assisterende webredaktør (Assistant Web Editor), Kunsthistorier (Art 
 Stories), Statens Museum for Kunst (National Gallery of Denmark), 

Copenhagen, Denmark  
 
09/2011 – 09/2012 Samuel H. Kress Interpretive Fellow, Indianapolis Museum of Art 

(Newfields), IN  
 
07/2009 – 07/2011 Research Assistant to Dr. Kirsten Jensen, John F. Folinsbee Catalogue  
   Raisonné Project, Stamford, CT 
 
08/2007 – 12/2008  Research Assistant to Drs. Ülkü Bates, George Corbin, John V. Maciuika,  
    and Eloise Quiñones-Keber, The Graduate Center, CUNY, New York, NY 
 
Summer 2008  Curatorial Intern, Department of Nineteenth-Century, Modern, and  

Contemporary Art, The Metropolitan Museum of Art, New York, NY 
o Wrote 45 gallery labels for the Pierre and Maria-Gaetana Matisse Galleries 

 
Spring 2008    Intern, Design Department, Phillips de Pury (Phillips), New York, NY  
 
Summer 2007  Curatorial Intern, Frist Art Museum (Frist Center for the Visual Arts),  

Nashville, TN 
 
Summer 2006 Curatorial Intern, Harn Museum of Art, University of Florida, Gainesville 
 
SELECTED TEACHING EXPERIENCE 
Fall 2013 – Fall 2014 Adjunct Instructor, Herron School of Art and Design, Indiana University  
   Purdue University Indianapolis (IUPUI), IN 
   Courses taught: 

o HER-H 334: Baroque Art 
o HER-H 341: Nineteenth-Century Painting 
o HER-H 101: Honors History of Art 1: Prehistory to Late Gothic 

  
Fall 2008 –   Graduate Teaching Fellow (instructor of record each term), School of  
Spring 2011   Visual, Media and Performing Arts, Brooklyn College, New York, NY  
   Course taught (total of 12 sections): 

o Core 1.2/CORC1120: Introduction to Art (Global Perspective) 

 
Summer 2010 –           Adjunct Instructor, Art Department, Kingsborough Community College,  
Winter 2011              New York, NY 
               Course taught (total of 3 sections): 

o ART31: The Visual Experience 

 
Fall 2008 –    Adjunct Instructor, School of Art and Design History and Theory, Parsons   
Fall 2009  The New School for Design, New York, NY 
   Courses taught (total of 4 sections): 

o PWAD 1000: Perspectives in World Art and Design 1 
o PWAD 1001: Perspectives in World Art and Design 2 

 
Fall 2006 –    Adjunct Instructor, Saint Leo University, Saint Leo, FL  
Spring 2007  Course taught (total of 6 sections): 

o FAS101: The Integrated Arts 
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PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
03/21 – 03/25/2022 Participant, Alumni Thematic International Exchange Seminar (US 

Department of State), “American Identity: Exploring Our Collective 
Memory, Heritages, and Histories,” Minneapolis, MN 
o 1 of 40 alumni of US Department of State-sponsored exchange programs 

(e.g., Fulbright, Peace Corps) selected to participate  

 
06/20 – 06/21/2017 Participant, Association of Art Museum Directors Advanced Nazi-Era 

Provenance Workshop, Washington, DC; travel stipend awarded from the 
Getty Foundation  

 
05/01 – 05/04/2014 Participant, Fulbright Enrichment Seminar, “Civic Engagement and the 

Arts,” Philadelphia, PA  
 
SELECTED GRANTS/FELLOWSHIPS/AWARDS 
2023 40 Gators Under 40, University of Florida Alumni Association 

o Awarded to outstanding young alumni who have made a significant impact 
on their industry and demonstrate a record of civic and professional 
accomplishments at the state, national, or international level 

 
2022 Participant, Delegation of Art Experts, Nasjonalmuseet Reopening 

o Organized by Norway’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 1 of 2 American museum 
curators selected and funded by the Norwegian Consulate General in San 
Francisco and Royal Norwegian Embassy in Washington, DC 

 
2022 Travel Grant, Bicentennial Swedish-American Exchange Fund 

o Travel to Sweden for 3 weeks of curatorial research 
 

2020 Utah Museums Association Award for Excellence in Exhibitions 
 Project: Power Couples: The Pendant Format in Art 

o Won for curator-educator teamwork with museum educators Iris Moulton 
and Virginia Catherall 

o 1 Award for Excellence given for any aspect of museum work in an 18-mo. 
Period 
 

2018 Association of Art Museum Curators Award for Excellence,  
  Outstanding Exhibition/Installation  

Project: American and Regional Art: Mythmaking and Truth-Telling 
o First-place award among all North American institutions with an operating 

budget of less than $5 million 
 

2017 Association of Art Museum Curators Foundation Travel Grant Fellowship 
 
2012 – 2013  Fulbright/IIE Student Research Grant, Denmark (as noted above) 
 
2012 – 2013  American-Scandinavian Foundation Fellowship 
 
2012 – 2013   Haugen Memorial Scholarship, Society for the Advancement of  

Scandinavian Study 
 
2011 Publication Grant, Text and Academic Authors Association 
 
2010; 2011                     President’s Grant, Society for the Advancement of Scandinavian Study 
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2010   Anthony Jung Award for the Best Conference Paper by a Graduate  

Student, the 35th Annual European Studies Conference 
 

2007 – 08; 2011 – 12  Dean K. Harrison Fellowship, The Graduate Center, CUNY 
 
2007 – 2012   Chancellor’s Fellowship, The Graduate Center, CUNY  
 
SELECTED PUBLICATIONS 
2023   Anderson, Leslie Anne. “From SME to C-Suite: Complementing Your  

Specialization with the Business School Education,” American Alliance of 
Museums Blog. 

 
2023   Anderson, Leslie Anne. “More than Art: Museums Can Be Conveners for  

Climate-Crisis Cooperation.” Op-Ed. The Seattle Times. 
 
2023   Anderson, Leslie Anne. Steinunn Þórarinsdóttir: Wayfinders.  

Exhibition catalogue.  
 
2023   Anderson, Leslie Anne, ed. Jónsi: FLÓÐ. Exhibition catalogue.  
 
2023   Anderson, Leslie Anne (contributing author), AAMC Foundation Best  

Practices Guide for Artistic Demographic Data Coordination.  
 
2021   Anderson, Leslie Anne, Hanne Selkokari, and Anu Utriainen. “Finnish  

Landscapes on Tour,” FNG (Finnish National Gallery) Research. 2021, 
Issue no. 2. Republished from Nordic Kultur.  

 
2021   Anderson, Leslie Anne, and Alison DeRiemer. “Preserving a Pandemic:  
   The National Nordic Museum’s COVID-19 Oral History Project,”  

Collections: A Journal for Museums and Archives Professionals. (Focus 
Issue: COVID-19 & Collections).  

 
2019       Anderson, Leslie Anne. Review of “Pictures of Longing: Photography and  

             the Norwegian-American Migration,” Norwegian-American Studies  
Vol. 37, Number 1. 

 
2018   Anderson, Leslie Anne. “Dating Miss Maude Adams, as L’Aiglon,”  
   Panorama: Journal of the Association of Historians of American Art  

Vol. 4, Issue 2 (Fall 2018).   
 
2016   Anderson, Leslie Anne. “A Saint-Aubin Allegory Reconsidered,”  

Journal 18 (October 2016).   
 
2014 Anderson-Perkins, Leslie. “The Forgotten Pendant of Christian August 

Lorentzen’s Model School at the Academy,” Nineteenth-Century Art 
Worldwide Vol. 13 (Spring 2014).  

 
2013       Anderson-Perkins, Leslie. “Picturing Artistic Practice at the Royal Danish  
 Academy, 1826-1848,” Rutgers Art Review (2012): 2-16.  
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2009                             Anderson, Leslie Anne. “Sanford Robinson Gifford’s Views of Mount 
                                         Merino and South Bay: A Visual Record of Change in Fluvial  
                                         Geomorphology,” Oregon Art Review, Vol. 1, Fall 2009. 
 
2009                               Anderson, Leslie Anne. “Sanford Gifford: ‘The Evil Consequence of Man’s  
                                         Improvidence’” in Home on the Hudson: Women & Men Painting 
                                         Landscapes, 1825-1875. Exhibition catalogue. Edited by Katherine E. 
                                         Manthorne. Garrison, NY: Boscobel House and Gardens (2009): 10-11.  
 
SELECTED EXHIBITIONS CURATED 
(Organized over 20 exhibitions since 2014) 

National Nordic Museum 
03/23/2024 – 07/21/2024 Nordic Utopia: African Americans in the 20th Century  

(co-curated with Dr. Ethelene Whitmire, University of Wisconsin 
Madison) 
o Major exhibition with loans from Moderna Museet, Smithsonian 

American Art Museum, and the David C. Driskell Center, University 
of Maryland 

o Traveling to the Chazen Museum of Art, University of Wisconsin, 
Madison 

o Exhibition catalogue forthcoming from NNM/University of 
Washington Press 

o Supported by the Terra Foundation for American Art and Nordisk 
Kulturfond 

 
12/09/2023 – 3/10/2024 Søren Solkær: Sort Sol 

o Exhibition of photography and video art by Søren Solkær 
 
07/15/2023 – 11/05/2023 Steinunn Þórarinsdóttir: Wayfinders 

o Site-specific installation of 13 life-size aluminum-cast sculptures 
throughout the Museum’s indoor and outdoor public spaces by 
famed Icelandic sculptor Steinunn Þórarinsdóttir 

  
03/17/2023 – 8/6/2023 Jónsi: FLÓĐ  

o (Sigur Rós lead vocalist) Jónsi’s first exhibition in a US Museum 
o Commissioning curator of a spatial scent and sound sculpture 

 
07/19/2023 – 10/16/2023 What Does It Mean to Be Nordic? Cultural Intersections and  

Identity (co-curated with Alison DeRiemer, NNM) 
o An onsite and online exhibition that explores the melding of cultures 

to shape identity 
o Project supported by the Snoqualmie Indian Tribe  

 
02/12/2022 – 05/29/2022 New Nordic Glass: Recent Acquisitions 

o A collections-based exhibition including acquisitions made between 
2018 and 2022 of Nordic glass by artists Tobias Møhl, Tróndur 
Patursson, Stig Persson, Bertil Vallien, and Ulrica Hydman-Vallien  

   
11/04/2021 – 01/30/2022 M(other) Tongues: Bodhild and Las Hermanas Iglesias 

o A major exhibition of work by Bodhild, Janelle, and Lisa Iglesias 
exploring artistic collaboration across generations, as well as 
transnational (Norwegian- and Dominican-American) identity 

o “Exciting New Art Exhibitions Are Coming to Seattle area in Fall 
2021. Here’s What to See” in The Seattle Times 
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07/22/2021 – 10/24/2022 Dines Carlsen: In His Own Manner 

o An exhibition of works on paper from the NNM’s permanent 
collection 

o “8 Terrific Museum Exhibits to See in the Seattle Area in Fall 2021” 
in The Seattle Times 

 
04/24/2021 – 7/18/2021 Sublime Sights: Ski Jumping and Nordic America (curated with  

Washington State Ski & Snowboard Museum) 
 

10/08/2020 – 04/18/2021  La Vaughn Belle: A History of Unruly Returns 
o This is the first solo museum exhibition of work by St. Croix-based 

artist La Vaughn Belle. Her “Chaney” series of paintings examine the 
legacy of Danish colonialism in her home region of the U.S. Virgin 
Islands.  

 
Utah Museum of Fine Arts, University of Utah 
10/25/2019 – 10/04/2020 The Lay of the Land: Landscape Paintings from the Smithsonian  
    American Art Museum (co-curated with Whitney Tassie) 

o An exhibition of three iconic paintings from the Smithsonian 
American Art Museum 

 
07/11/2019 – 12/08/2019 Power Couples: The Pendant Format in Art 

o Special exhibition of over 60 works exploring the format of the 
pendant in European and American art from the Renaissance until 
the present day 

o Organized a symposium, which brought together academics and 
museum professionals in the United States and Europe 

o Selected by The Utah Review as one of the “Top 10 Moments of the 
Utah Enlightenment for 2019” (12/20/2019) 

o Utah Museums Association Award for Excellence in Exhibitions 

 
06/17/2019 – 10/06/2019 Concealed/Revealed: The UMFA’s Collection Seen through SWIR  

o An exhibition that utilized short-wave infrared imaging to probe 
underdrawings, compositional changes, and previous restorations in 
European and American paintings 

 
02/01/2019 – 05/26/2019 Charles Savage: Pioneer(ing) Photographer 

o 19th-cenury photography exhibition to complement Race to 
Promontory; over 30 objects borrowed from University of Utah’s  
J. Willard Marriott Library Special Collections    
    

08/26/2017 – Present  Mythmaking and Truth-telling in American and Regional Art 
o Complete reinstallation of the American and regional art galleries 

 
08/26/2017 – Present  Sacred and Secular Art in Early Modern Europe and  

The Academic Tradition in Modern Europe 
o Complete reinstallation of the European art galleries 

Indianapolis Museum of Art (Newfields) 
12/18/2015 – 05/14/2017    ‘A Land Enchanted’: The Golden Age of Indiana Art, 1877 – 1902  

o Special exhibition of 34 paintings, sculpture, and works on paper 
from the permanent collection and loans 

o Exhibition endorsed by Indiana’s bicentennial commission 

. 
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2015    Reinstallation, Galleries of 17th-and 18th-century European art and  
20th-century American art (with Rebecca Long and Ellen W. Lee) 
  

04/15/2014 – 10/12/2014 Angel of the Resurrection Illuminated 
o Dossier exhibition featuring works from the permanent collection 

and loans 

 
SELECTED EXHIBITIONS INSTALLED (IN-HOUSE CURATOR) 
(In-house curator for over 10 exhibitions since 2017) 

National Nordic Museum  
08/19/2023 – 11/26/2023 Arctic Highways: 12 Indigenous Artists of the Circumpolar North 
 Curators: Tomas Colbengtson, Gunvor Guttorm, Dan Jåma, and Britta 

Marakatt-Labba 
o Exhibition of contemporary art by 12 Indigenous artists of Sápmi, 

Canada, and Alaska 
 

12/09/2022 – 3/05/2023 Mygration 
Co-organized with the artists, Sámi and Swedish artist Tomas  
Colbengtson and Swedish artist Stina Folkebrant 

 
08/06/2022 – 11/27/2022 Across the West and Toward the North: Norwegian and 

American Landscape Photography 
Co-organized by Gettysburg College and the University of Bergen 
Library; Curators: Dr. Shannon Egan and Marthe Tolnes Fjellestad   
 

2/17/2022 – 7/17/2022 From Dawn to Dusk: Nordic Art from Sweden’s Nationalmuseum 
Co-organized by the National Nordic Museum and the Nationalmuseum; 
Curator: Carl-Johan Olsson 
o  This is an exhibition of 56 Danish, Norwegian, and Swedish  

                                                                     paintings created between 1870 and 1910 

 
10/28/2021 – 1/30/2021 Paper Dialogues: The Dragon and Our Stories 

Co-organized by the Museum for Papirkunst and Art House Jersey 
o This exhibition explores the motif of the dragon in Nordic and 

Chinese visual cultures and features the work of Danish artist Bit 
Vejle, Chinese artist Qiao Xiaoguang, and Jersey artists Emma Reid 
and Layla May Arthur 

 
05/20/2021 – 10/17/2021 Among Forests and Lakes: Landscape Masterpieces from the  

Finnish National Gallery  
Co-organized by the National Nordic Museum and the Ateneum Art 
Museum/Finnish National Gallery; Curators: Dr. Hanne Selkokari and 
Anu Utriainen  

 
10/29/2020 – 5/02/2021 The Experimental Self: Edvard Munch’s Photography 

Organized by the American-Scandinavian Foundation and the Munch 
Museum; Curator: Dr. Patricia Berman 

 
Utah Museum of Fine Arts, University of Utah 
02/01/2019 – 05/26/2019 The Race to Promontory: The Transcontinental Railroad and the  

American West 
Organized by the Joslyn Art Museum and the Union Pacific 
Railroad Museum 
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o Traveling exhibition of 19th-cenury photography to celebrate the 
sesquicentennial of the First Transcontinental Railroad 

 
12/3/2017 – 03/11/2018 Go West! Art of the American Frontier from the Buffalo Bill  

Center of the West 
Organized by the Joslyn Art Museum and the Union Pacific Railroad  
Museum; Curators: Toby Jurovics and Patricia LaBounty 
o Traveling exhibition of 84 objects, organized by the Buffalo Bill 

Center of the West  
 
SELECTED PAPERS, TALKS, AND INVITED LECTURES DELIVERED  
(Spoke at more than 30 symposia, conferences, panel discussions, and invited lectures) 
2/10/2023  Invited lecture, Nordic Spirit Symposium 2023, Scandinavian Design:  

Simple and Beautiful, California Lutheran University, Thousand Oaks, CA 
Presentation: “From Artek to Vallila: Finnish Design at the National  
Nordic Museum” 

 
03/25/2022  Invited lecture, Across the West and Toward the North Symposium,  

Brigham Young University Museum of Art, Provo, UT  
Presentation: “Wilse’s Seattle: A Norwegian-American Photographer in 
the Pacific Northwest” 

 
04/01/2021  Invited lecture, Art Travels: National Nordic Museum, Asheville Art  

Museum, Asheville, NC 
 
04/09/2020  Session leader, Curator Gatherings, Association of Art Museum Curators 
   Session: “How to Be a Leader Right Now” 
 
11/16/2019   Invited lecture, 67th Annual Scientific Meeting of the American Society of 

Cytopathology, Foundation Gala, Salt Lake City, UT 
Presentation: “Photo Finish: Capturing the Construction of the 
Transcontinental Railroad” 

 
03/28/2019  Invited panelist, 47th Annual Conference of the Art Libraries Society of  

North America (ARLIS/NA), Salt Lake City, UT 
Panel: “Material Culture in Utah and the West: Insights from Decorative 
and Fine Arts Objects” 

 
10/22/2018  Invited discussant with Utah Poet Laureate Paisley Rekdal, Bountiful  
    Davis Art Center, Bountiful, UT 
                Moderated Discussion:  “The Art of Dying”  
 
12/03/2017  Invited lecture, Park City Film Series, Park City, UT 
   Presentation: “Loving Vincent and Van Gogh” 
 
05/10/2016  The 15th Annual Conference of the Association of Art Museum Curators,  

Houston, TX 
Curatorial Slam: “A New Frontier for Art of the American West at the 
Utah Museum of Fine Arts” 

 
12/14/2015  Invited lecture, Indianapolis Museum of Art, Indianapolis, IN 
   Topic: The Golden Age of Indiana Art, 1877-1902 
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09/08/2015  Invited lecture, Art Museum of Greater Lafayette, Lafayette, IN 
   Paper: “A Land Enchanted: The Golden Age of Indiana Art, 1877-1902” 
 
05/09/2015  The 105th Annual Meeting of the Society for the Advancement of 
   Scandinavian Study, The Ohio State University, Columbus, OH 
   Paper: “In His Father’s Shadow: The Artist Dines Carlsen Reconsidered” 
 
03/13/2014  Yale Conference on Baltic and Scandinavian Studies, New Haven, CT 

Paper: “The Relationship between Art and Science in the Pendants of     
C. A. Lorentzen” 

 
02/12/2014  College Art Association 102nd Annual Conference, Chicago, IL 
   Session: Media as Meaning: Glass in the Midwest 
   Paper: “Memorializing President Benjamin Harrison in Stained Glass” 
 
04/15/2011  The Frick Collection/Institute of Fine Arts Symposium on the History of  

Art, New York, NY   
Paper: “Painting Instruction: C. W. Eckersberg and Artistic Labor in the  
Danish Golden Age” 
o Selected representative of The Graduate Center, CUNY 

 
03/04/2011  The 8th Annual Association of Historians of Nineteenth-Century Art  
  Graduate Symposium, The Graduate Center, CUNY, New York, NY 

Paper: “Pictures of Travel: Danish Artists at Leisure on the Grand Tour” 
 
04/23/2010 The 100th Annual Meeting of the Society for the Advancement of 

Scandinavian Study, The University of Washington, Seattle, WA 
Paper: “The Southerly Route of the ‘Northern Lights’: The Signal  
Importance of German Sites on the Danes’ Grand Tour”   

 
06/12/2009  “Home on the Hudson: Women & Men Painting Landscapes, 1825-1875,”  

Rewald Symposium, The Graduate Center, CUNY, New York, NY 
Paper: “Sanford Gifford: ‘The Evil Consequence of Man’s Improvidence’” 

 
02/20/2009 The 35th Annual Cleveland Symposium, Case Western Reserve University 

and the Cleveland Museum of Art, Cleveland, OH 
Paper: “The Visual Politics of John Sloan’s Election Night” 

 
SELECTED CHAIRED PANELS AND SEMINARS LED  
05/23/2022  “Understanding the Impact of Narrative and Linguistic History and  

Preservation,” “American Identity: Exploring Our Collective Memory, 
Heritages, and Histories,” Alumni Thematic International Exchange 
Seminar, Minneapolis, MN 

 
05/13/2021  “Transnational Identities,” Society for the Advancement of Scandinavian  

Study, Virtual Program 
 
05/11 – 05/13/2017   “Art on View: The National Influence of Scandinavian-American Artists,  
 1850-1950,” multi-day seminar co-organizer with Dr. Kirsten Jensen,   
 Society for the Advancement of Scandinavian Study, Minneapolis, MN 
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10/22/2015  “Cross-Canvas Conversations,” session co-organizer with Dr. Katie  
   Hanson, SECAC 2015 Conference, Pittsburgh, PA 
 
03/14 – 03/15/2014 “Architecture, Design, and Painting in the Baltic and Scandinavia”; “Late  
  19th-Century Scandinavian Painting,” Yale Conference on Baltic and  
  Scandinavian Studies, New Haven, CT 
 
02/13/2013  “Nordic Modernism at Home and Abroad, 1880-1920,” session  

co-organizer with Dr. Kirsten Jensen, College Art Association 101st Annual 
Conference, New York, NY 

 
SELECTED SYMPOSIA AND CONFERENCES ORGANIZED 
Fall 2023  “What is Nordic Design?,” Hybrid Program 
 
05/10 – 05/12/2023 Nordic Innovation Summit 2023, National Nordic Museum, Hybrid  
   Program 
 
05/18 – 05/20/2022 Nordic Innovation Summit 2022, National Nordic Museum, Hybrid  

Program 
 
11/02/2021  “On the Front Line: Arctic Museums and Climate Change,” National  

Nordic Museum in coordination with the American Alliance of Museums  
and the International Council of Museums, Virtual Program  

 
09/26 – 09/27/2020 Nordic Genealogy Conference, National Nordic Museum, Virtual Program 
05/14/2020  Nordic Innovation Summit 2020, National Nordic Museum, Virtual  

Program 
 
10/4/2019  Power Couples: The Pendant Format in Art Symposium, Utah Museum  

of Fine Arts 
 
SELECTED GRANT AND AWARD PANELS 
2022   Panelist, National Endowment for the Humanities, Humanities  

Collections and Reference Resources Grant Program 
 
2022   Panelist, Heritage Projects Grant Application, 4Culture 
 
2022   Panelist, Port of Seattle, Fisherman’s Terminal Maritime Innovation  

Center project 
 
2018; 2019              Judge, Charles Redd Center for Western Studies Award for Exhibition  

             Excellence, Western Museums Association (WMA)  
 
2016; 2017; 2018 Judge, President’s Art Show, Salt Lake Community College 
 
2015   Judge, Utah Women Artists Exhibition, American Association of  

University Women (AAUW) of Utah 
 
PEER REVIEWER, ARTICLES 
2022 – 2023  Peer Reviewer, Arts 
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2021   Peer Reviewer, Collections: A Journal for Museum and Archives  
Professionals  
 

2020   Peer Reviewer, H-ART Revista de historia, teoría y crítica de arte  
 
SELECTED PROFESSIONAL SERVICE 
2023 – Present           Member, Executive Council, Society for the Advancement of Scandinavian  

            Study 
 

2023 – Present           Chair, Seattle Public Art Advisory Committee 
 
2022 – Present           Commissioner, Seattle Arts Commission 
 
2021 – Present           Member, 4Culture Heritage Advisory Committee  
 
2020 – 2023             Editorial Board, Arts (an international peer-reviewed open access journal) 
 
2020 – 2023              Region Chair – Seattle, University of Florida Association of Hispanic  

Alumni 
o Oversaw the UFAHA’s first online auction fundraiser for student scholarships               

 
2020 – 2023               Board Member, VP Finance (2021-2023), VP Events (2020-21), Seattle  
                                       Chapter, University of Florida Alumni Association 
 
2019 – 2022                Member, Ballard Public Art Committee  
 
2019 – 2021                 Member, College Art Association Annual Conference Council of Readers 
 
2019 – 2020                 Member, Conference Benefit Committee, Association of Art Museum  

             Curators 
o Served a 1-year term to raise funds to support the annual conference  

 
2019 – 2020               Mentor, University of Florida Association of Hispanic Alumni Conexiones  

Program 
 
2017 – 2020               Field Editor for Exhibitions: West Coast, caa.reviews 

o Responsible for identifying all West Coast art exhibitions to be reviewed, 
selecting the reviewers, and editing all reviews for content 
 

2019               Member, Salt Lake Art Design Board 
o Appointed by Mayor Jackie Biskupski of Salt Lake City to serve on a five-

member board that oversees the city’s public art program 

 
SELECTED INTERVIEWS, EXHIBITION REVIEWS, AND PRESS MENTIONS 

July 30, 2023  Kolbrún BergÞórsdóttir, “Óræðar fígúrur,” Morgunblaðið (Iceland) 
 
April 3, 2023  Kim Holcomb, “Icelandic Rock Star Creates Immersive Art Exhibition for  
   Seattle,” KING5 (NBC) 
 
March 16, 2023 Jas Keimig, “The Flood is Coming: Jónsi’s Multisensory Exhibition Will  

Hit You Like a Wave,” The Stranger 
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February 19, 2023 Paul Constant, “National Nordic Museum Continues Scandinavian  
Tradition of Storytelling,” The Seattle Times 

 
December 2022 Anne Salomäki, “Kotona Kaukana Kotoa: Yhdysvaltain National Nordic  

Museum katsoo Pohjoismaita rakkaudella mutta kriittisesti,” MUSEO-
lehti (Finland) 

 
December 27, 2022 Jerald Pierce, “6 Seattle Exhibitions to Add to Your 2023 Calendar,” The 

Seattle Times 
 
April 8, 2022  “Quintessentially Nordic,” Fine Art Connoisseur  
   (Also published in the March 2022 issue) 

 
March 10, 2022 Zoe Sayler, “The Women Who Styled Pacific Northwest History,” Seattle  

Met 
 
Spring 2022  Zoe Sayler, “Ballard Hasn’t Lost Its Norway,” Seattle Met 
 
November 4, 2021 Gregory Scruggs, “Washington State and Finland sign tech-focused 
   MOU, plan to establish smart port,” GeekWire 
   (Organizer of the Nordic Innovation Series program.) 

 
September 23, 2021 “Among Forests and Lakes,” Fine Art Connoisseur 
 
September 16, 2021  Todd Bishop, “Ambassadors from Norway and Finland forge ties in  

Seattle, offer glimmer of hope on cybersecurity,” GeekWire 
(Organizer of the Nordic Innovation Series program.) 

 
September 16, 2021 JiaYing Grygiel, “8 terrific museum exhibits to see in the Seattle area in  

Fall 2021,” The Seattle Times  
 
September 15, 2021 Megan Burbank, “Exciting new art exhibitions are coming to the Seattle  

area in Fall 2021. Here’s what to see.” The Seattle Times 
 
July, 1, 2021  Brangien Davis, “ArtSEA: Meet the first sculpture in Seattle’s new  

waterfront park. Plus, Monet minus water lilies at Seattle Art Museum, 
and Sámi ballerinas in the snow at National Nordic Museum,” Crosscut  

 
April 9, 2021   Megan Burbank, “Lost income, empty galleries, a pivot to permanent 

collections: How Seattle-area museums are weathering the pandemic,” 
The Seattle Times 

 
April 7, 2021   Interview (“Painter of ‘The Scream’ was also a master of the selfie”) on  

NBC Seattle KING 5 News 
 

January 1, 2021 Interview (“Friluftsliv”) on NBC Seattle KING 5 News 
 
November 18, 2020 Megan Burbank, “How the Second COVID-19 Shutdown Affects  

Seattle-Area Museums and Galleries,” The Seattle Times 
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November 10, 2020 Sarah Sutton, “The Evolving Responsibility of Museum Work in the Time  
of Climate Change,” Museum Management and Curatorship  

 
October 23, 2020 Megan Burbank, “We Belong Out There’: How the Nordic Concept of  
   Friluftsliv – Outdoor Life – Could Help the Pacific Northwest Get  

Through this COVID Winter,” The Seattle Times 
 
October 19, 2020 Laura Kiniry, “What Americans Can Learn From Winter-Loving  

Cultures,” Smithsonian Magazine 
 
 
August 24, 2020 Les Roka, “Utah Museum of Fine Arts Reopens to the Public on August  

26; Three Exhibitions Worthy of Must-See Status,” The Utah Review 
 
May 31, 2020  Featured guest on StoriesHere Podcast 
   Episode: National Nordic Museum, Part 1 
 
January 2020  Matthew Kangas, “Close-Up: Leslie Anderson, New Nordic Museum  

Curator,” Preview Magazine 
 
December 20, 2019 Les Roka, “Fascinating, Innovative, Collaborative: Top Ten Moments of  
   the Utah Enlightenment for 2019,” The Utah Review 
 
August 1, 2019  Parker Scott Mortensen, “Two for All – Power Couples: The Pendant  

Format in Art,” SLUG Magazine 
 
July 21, 2019  Scotti Hill, “At UMFA’s Power Couples exhibit, it takes two to tango,”  

Deseret News 
 
July 19, 2019  Kaitlin Hoelzer, “Art exhibits can take years to complete. These 3 Utah  

curators told us how,” Deseret News 
 
July 19, 2019  Les Roka, “UMFA’s Power Couples exhibition magnificently stretches  

imagination in exploring pendant format in art,” The Utah Review  
 
July 19, 2019 Guest on Contact with Mary Dickson (KUED Channel 7, Utah’s PBS) 
 
July 16, 2019  Guest on daytime television show The Place (Fox 13) 
 
July 14, 2019  Sean P. Means, “All for Two: New exhibit at the Utah Museum of Fine  

Arts showcases paired art pieces that are meant to be shown together,” 
The Salt Lake Tribune 

 
April 10, 2019  Guest on daytime television show The Place (Fox 13) 
 
April 9, 2019  Mary Brown Malouf, “Myth and History: Driving the Golden Spike,”  
   Salt Lake Magazine 
 
April 8, 2019  Guest on the radio show RadioActive (KRCL 90.9 FM in  

Salt Lake City) 
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February 23, 2019 James Swensen, “The UMFA’s Race to Promontory Explores a Time of  
Transformation,” 15 Bytes: Utah’s Art Magazine 

 
February 8, 2019 Les Roka, “Utah Museum of Fine Art’s The Race to Promontory: 
   The Transcontinental Railroad and the American West Rare Treat of  
   Photographic Art,” The Utah Review 
 
February 6, 2019  Guest on the radio show RadioActive (KRCL 90.9 FM in  

Salt Lake City) 
 
February 5, 2019  Guest on daytime television show Salt Lake City Fresh Living (KUTV  

Channel 2, CBS) 
 
February 3, 2019 Scott D. Pierce, “The centennial of the transcontinental railroad all but  

excluded the Chinese workers who helped build it. As Utah marks the 
150th anniversary, their stories are being told,” The Salt Lake Tribune 

 
January 31, 2019 Scott D. Pierce, “The Golden Spike is back in Utah for a rare reunion of  

spikes from the transcontinental railroad. But the ‘Lost Spike’ is still lost,” 
The Salt Lake Tribune 

 
January 31, 2019 Carter Williams, “New UMFA Gallery Shows How Photography and  

Transcontinental Railroad Merged in the 1860s,” KSL.com 
 
January 22, 2019 Guest on Contact with Mary Dickson (KUED Channel 7, Utah’s PBS) 
 
July 10, 2018  Guest on television show Mountain Morning Show, Park City Television 
 
May 8, 2018  “Utah Curator Wins National Award for Excellence,” Deseret News 
 
February 28, 2018  Guest on the radio show RadioActive (KRCL 90.9 FM in  

Salt Lake City) 
 
February 21, 2018  Guest on the radio show RadioActive (KRCL 90.9 FM in  

Salt Lake City) 
 
February 9, 2018 Court Mann, “As American as…Vodka? Utah Symphony’s ‘High Noon’ 

Shows the Old West’s Foreign DNA,” Deseret News 
 
December 7, 2017 Scotti Hill, “See the Paintings that Made Your Ancestors ‘Go West!’,” 
 Deseret News 
 
December 7, 2017  Les Roka, “UMFA’s Go West! Exhibition Offers Intriguing, Eye-Opening 

Juxtaposition of American West History, Mythology,” The Utah Review 
 
December 6, 2017 Guest on Contact with Mary Dickson (KUED Channel 7, Utah’s PBS) 
 
November 30, 2017 Sean P. Means, “Romanticized Cowboys and Indians – and Real Artifacts 

– ‘Exemplify Evolving Notions of the American West’ in Utah Museum of 
Fine Arts Exhibit,” The Salt Lake Tribune 
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October 4, 2017 Jordan Sison, “SAAH Alumna Reinvents Galleries at the Utah Museum of 
Fine Arts,” In the Loop (University of Florida College of the Arts)  

 
August 2017 Guest on Contact in the Community with Mary Dickson (KUED Channel 

7, Utah’s PBS) 
   Episode: UMFA Reopening 2017  
 

August 23, 2017 Brian Staker, “Full Upgrade: Utah Museum of Fine Arts Improves Its  
Physical and Educational Spaces,” Salt Lake City Weekly 

 
 
August 19, 2017 Sean P. Means, “How a Building Fix Led Utah Museum of Fine Arts  

Curators to ‘Reimagine’ How the Public Connects with Art,” The Salt Lake 
Tribune 

 
August 1, 2016  Janet Tyson, “Recognizing the Contributions of Regionalism at the Turn  

of the 20th Century,” Hyperallergic  
 
April 8, 2016 Rachel Molenda, “Utah Cultural Celebration Center Displays Works of 

Women Artists,” Valley Journals 
 
January 8, 2016 Sean P. Means, “UMFA Prepares for a Year with Its Doors Closed,” The 

Salt Lake Tribune 
 
November 2015 “More than Meets the Eye,” Salt Lake Magazine 
 
November 2015            Sean P. Means, “Joe Hill’s Artistic Side,” The Salt Lake Tribune 
 
April 24, 2014 Guest on the radio show The Art of the Matter (WYFI 90.1 in 

Indianapolis, an NPR member station) 
 
April 5, 2014  Guest on the radio show Hoosier History Live! (WICR 88.7 FM in  

Indianapolis) 
   Episode: Tiffany Windows across Indiana 
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*Term begin and end date is fixed and tied to the position and not the appointment date.

City of Seattle Boards & Commissions Notice of Appointment 

Appointee Name: 
Kayla DeMonte 

Board/Commission Name: 
Seattle Arts Commission 

Position Title: 
Member 

  Appointment    OR    Reappointment 
City Council Confirmation required? 

  Yes 
  No 

Appointing Authority: 

  City Council  
  Mayor  
  Other: Fill in appointing authority 

Term of Position: *
1/1/2024 
to 
12/31/2025 

☐ Serving remaining term of a vacant position
Residential Neighborhood: 
West Seattle 

Zip Code: 
98126 

Contact Phone No.: 

Background:  
Kayla DeMonte is the Chief Program Officer at Citizen University, a national non-profit working to build a 
culture of powerful, responsible citizenship across the US. In this role, Kayla leads the organization’s work on a 
national slate of programs focused on strengthening citizen power and renewing civic practices through 
gatherings, rituals, and shared learning experiences. She believes that a strong democracy depends on strong 
citizens, and is passionate about building creative pathways for civic participation. Prior to her current role, 
Kayla was Director of Programs & Partnerships at the Seattle Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce, where she 
built and managed a roster of public programs including the Young Professionals Network and Women in 
Business & Leadership Initiative. She started her career working for festival production company One Reel, 
where she managed sponsorships and special projects for Bumbershoot and other major Seattle cultural 
events. She has served in volunteer leadership and board roles for a variety of arts and civic organizations 
including the Seattle Arts Commission, the Henry M. Jackson Foundation, The Vera Project, 4Culture, ArtsFund, 
and Leadership Tomorrow Seattle, and is happiest working on projects where community, celebration, and 
action collide.  

Authorizing Signature (original signature): 

Date Signed (appointed): 

Appointing Signatory: 
Bruce A. Harrell 

Mayor of Seattle 
2/27/2024
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   Kayla DeMonte 
 
 

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE 

CITIZEN UNIVERSITY | Seattle, WA 
Managing Director    November 2017- Present 

• Leads team of 6 on development and execution of a national slate of programs focused on strengthening citizen
power and renewing civic practices across the U.S.

• Responsible for organizational strategy; hiring, budgeting process, operations, staff management; and
partnerships and collaborations

• Oversees an annual operating budget of $1.1 million
• Grew staff team by 50% in first year

SEATTLE METROPOLITAN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE | Seattle, WA 
January 2013 – November 2017 
Director of Programs & Partnerships   March 2017 – November 2017 

• Event management for variety of annual and monthly Chamber events ranging in size from 80 - 1000 attendees;
responsibilities include: program development, event marketing, production and operations, and sponsorship
procurement and fulfillment

• Responsible for development and expansion of new and existing Chamber programs, including ACE (Advocacy
& Civic Engagement program) and the Chamber’s YPN (Young Professionals Network)

• Responsible for creation and execution of engagement strategy for Chamber Board of Trustees
• Led Young Professionals Network Creative Council, responsible for developing and promoting YPN events and

volunteer opportunities for regional young professionals across all sectors

Senior Manager of Programs & Partnerships  October 2015 – February 2017
Key Accomplishments: 

• Designed several first-time events and programs from ground up, including the Women in Business &
Leadership Initiative (WIBLI) Awards and redevelopment of Chamber’s YPN Program

• Facilitated “Travel with the Chamber” program, leading groups on multi-week trips to: Peru, Morocco, Ireland
and other international destinations

Events & Programs Manager    January 2013 – October 2015 
Key Accomplishments: 

• Managed logistics for variety of Chamber events and programs including Annual Chamber Golf Classic, Young
Professionals Network, and Restaurant After Hours and supported several major high-profile events, including
the 2015 Seattle Reception for Chinese President Xi Jinping

ONE REEL | Seattle, WA 
March 2010 - October 2012 
  Sponsorship Manager  April 2011 - October 2012     
• Led client relations and onsite logistics for 25+ Bumbershoot and Family 4th at Lake Union sponsors, including

Starbucks, Toyota, Microsoft, and State Farm
• Developed and negotiated customized sales proposals for corporate and in-kind sponsorship deals for One Reel

events, personally securing sponsorship revenues of over $100,000 annually
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  Marketing & Sponsorship Coordinator                           March 2010 - April 2011        
• Developed Family 4th at Lake Union Donor Relations Plan  
• Served as onsite lead for Bumbershoot Media Sponsors, including Rolling Stone, KEXP, KNDD, and KMTT 

 
 
Additional Event Production Contract Work:  
Bumbershoot/Mayor’s Arts Awards – Seattle, WA (2013-2019) Northwest Folklife – Seattle, WA (2012-2016)  
Bonnaroo – Manchester, TN (2014-2016)    Outside Lands – San Francisco, CA (2015) 
 
 

COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP 
 
4CULTURE 
Onsite Reviewer          April 2017 - Present 

• Provides supplementary reviews for organizations who have submitted grant proposals to, or are ongoing 
recipients of, 4Culture’s Sustained Support program 

• Completed over 30 reviews of King County arts and heritage organizations, with a focus on festivals and theater 
 
THE VERA PROJECT 
Board Member                          January 2015 - July 2019 

• Supported organization in budget, marketing, fundraising and other operating decisions 
• Member of Board during most recent Executive Director search and hiring process 

 
SEATTLE ARTS COMMISSION: Community Development & Outreach Committee 
Community Representative & Committee Member                      March 2014 - April 2018 

• Served on committee composed of volunteer community members and Arts Commissioners 
• Supported a variety of Commission events and initiatives, including the annual Mayor’s Arts Awards selection 

and ceremony 
 

ARTSFUND 
Annual Campaign Team Captain & Associates Board Member                                        October 2011 - 2014 

• Mentored group of 15 Volunteer Associates through Artsfund annual fundraising campaign 
• Served on Associates Board, supporting program planning for Artsfund’s Associates Volunteer Program  

 
FELLOWSHIPS AND TRAININGS 
    Leadership Tomorrow Seattle —2019 Class member, 2020 Team Coach 
    Skid Row School for Large Scale Change, Billions Institute — 2018 Program Graduate 
    Institute for a Democratic Future — 2017 Fellow 
 

EDUCATION  
 
CALIFORNIA POLYTECHNIC STATE UNIVERSITY | San Luis Obispo, CA                      2005 - 2009 
Bachelor of Science in Business Administration, Cum Laude | Minor in English 
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*Term begin and end date is fixed and tied to the position and not the appointment date.

City of Seattle Boards & Commissions Notice of Appointment 

Appointee Name: 
Holly Morris Jacobson 

Board/Commission Name: 
Seattle Arts Commission 

Position Title: 
Member 

  Appointment    OR    Reappointment 
City Council Confirmation required? 

  Yes 
  No 

Appointing Authority: 

  City Council  
  Mayor  
  Other: Fill in appointing authority 

Term of Position: *
1/1/2024 
to 
12/31/2025 

☐ Serving remaining term of a vacant position
Residential Neighborhood: 
Central Seattle 

Zip Code: 
98144 

Contact Phone No.: 

Background:  
With a background in non-profit management, strategic planning, and communications, Holly’s professional 
background spans both for-profit and non-profit institutions. She has created strategic marketing and product 
solutions for Microsoft, The City of Seattle, The Seattle International Film Festival, and other entertainment and 
education institutions. In 2003, Holly founded Voter Action, a national non-profit organization to secure 
accurate and equitable elections. Voter Action led a national effort to develop reliable and fair voting practices 
which helped improve access and standards across the country. Having studied film at San Francisco State 
University, she has worked as a director in both documentary and commercial filmmaking. In 2013, Ms. 
Jacobson took the helm of Path with Art, an organization to support individual and community recovery 
through trauma-informed arts. She has since increased the annual budget and participation of the organization 
tenfold and developed trauma-informed arts practice training. 

Holly has served on the steering committee of With One Voice, an organization supporting International Arts 
and Homelessness organizations and practitioners based in the United Kingdom, the Impact Evaluation 
Committee of the Washington Women’s Foundation, and currently serves on the Executive Committee of the 
Seattle Arts Commission. Holly has led workshops and been a featured speaker regionally, nationally, and 
internationally including engagements at the Regional Domestic Violence Symposium, the National Association 
of Arts and Health, the Western Museums Alliance, the Boston Foundation, the International Arts and 
Homelessness Festival regarding arts role in individual and public health. 

Authorizing Signature (original signature): 

Date Signed (appointed): 

Appointing Signatory: 
Bruce A. Harrell 

Mayor of Seattle 
2/27/2024
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Co- Director      2003 – 2010 
Voter Action  
United States 
Voter Action led national election reform efforts in seven states through legal efforts to ensure that all eligible citizens had equal 
access to reliable voting. Through the recruitment and pro-bono support of highly regarded legal firms in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Florida, New Mexico, Ohio, and Pennsylvania, Voter Action enabled change to state election law and voting systems to 
ensure citizens of those states had fair and equal access to voting. Voter Action led public awareness efforts through media, including 
USA Today, Washington Post, CNN, the Associated Press, and various regional media outlets.  Voter Action partnered with the 
NAACP and the Advancement Project won an important federal lawsuit in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, to assert a person’s 
equal access to voting systems. In 2008, Voter Action partnered with CNN, the University of Pennsylvania, the Advancement 
Project, and the League of Women Voters to provide a national election hotline that was able to catalog and respond to problems 
on election day.  
 
Strategic Marketing and Program Management Consultant      1997 – 2003   
Freelance 
Seattle 

• Project Management 
• Strategic planning 
• Branding and Marketing 

             Clients: Microsoft, APEX Online Learning, Sierra Online, First Financial Network 

President             1993 – 1997   
XSI Communications 
Seattle 
Co-owner and manager of business development for small, integrated communications company.  
Clients: Microsoft Arts & Entertainment, Microsoft MSN, City of Seattle 
 
Filmmaker             1992 – 1998  
Freelance, Independent 
Seattle, New Mexico  
Director, Writer, Editor  
Documentary work featuring Northern Ireland  
Commercial clients include: Seattle International Film Festival, Magic Hour Films, The Summit @ Snoqualmie 

Education 

San Francisco State University, Film Studies 
Orange County Community College; Art History, Business  
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CITY OF SEATTLE

RESOLUTION __________________

A RESOLUTION relating to the City Light Department; acknowledging and approving the City Light
Department’s adoption of a biennial energy conservation target for 2024-2025 and ten-year conservation
potential.

WHEREAS, Ballot Initiative 937 (“I-937”), also known as the Energy Independence Act, was passed by

Washington State voters on November 7, 2006, which requires qualifying electric utilities to obtain new

renewable resources and undertake cost-effective energy conservation; and

WHEREAS, I-937 was codified in chapter 19.285 of the Revised Code of Washington (RCW); and

WHEREAS, RCW 19.285.040 calls for each qualifying utility to pursue all available conservation that is cost-

effective, reliable, and feasible, including requiring the development of conservation potential and

biennial conservation targets; and

WHEREAS, Washington Administrative Code (“WAC”) 194-37-070 requires that each qualifying utility “must

document the methodologies and inputs used in the development of its ten-year potential and biennial

target and must document that its ten-year potential and biennial target are consistent with the

requirements of RCW 19.285.040(1)”; and

WHEREAS, City Light undertook a Conservation Potential Assessment study to develop its ten-year potential

and biennial target, which was consistent with the methodologies set forth in RCW 19.285.040 and

WAC 194-37-070; and

WHEREAS, the Conservation Potential Assessment identifies a ten-year conservation potential of 79 average

megawatts (aMW) starting in 2024, and a biennial energy conservation target of 18 aMW for City Light

in 2024-2025; and
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WHEREAS, City Light anticipates meeting or exceeding the energy conservation target for 2024 and 2025, and

updating its Conservation Potential Assessment by the year 2025; and

WHEREAS, WAC 194-37-070 requires that each utility must establish its ten-year potential and biennial target

by action of the utility’s governing board, after public notice and opportunity for comment; NOW,

THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATTLE, THE MAYOR

CONCURRING, THAT:

Section 1. Pursuant to chapter 19.285 et seq. of the Revised Code of Washington (RCW) and

corresponding Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 194-37-070 regulations, and after public hearing, the

City Council acknowledges and approves the City Light Department’s (“City Light”) adoption of a biennial

energy conservation target of 18 aMW for 2024-2025 and a ten-year conservation potential of 79 aMW starting

in 2024. City Light’s biennial energy conservation target and ten-year conservation potential are based upon a

Conservation Potential Assessment conducted using methodologies consistent with those used by the Pacific

Northwest Electric Power and Conservation Planning Council in order for City Light to pursue all available

conservation that is cost-effective, reliable, and feasible.

Section 2. The City Council further acknowledges that City Light anticipates meeting or exceeding the

biennial energy conservation target with its adopted 2024 budget.

Adopted by the City Council the ________ day of _________________________, 2024, and signed by

me in open session in authentication of its adoption this ________ day of _________________________, 2024.

____________________________________
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President ____________ of the City Council

The Mayor concurred the ________ day of _________________________, 2024.

____________________________________

Bruce A. Harrell, Mayor

Filed by me this ________ day of _________________________, 2024.

____________________________________

Scheereen Dedman, City Clerk

(Seal)

Attachments:
Attachment 1 - Seattle City Light 2024 DSMPA Report
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2024 Demand-Side Management 

Potential Assessment 

Project Lead: Jennifer Finnigan, Seattle City Light 

Prepared by: Aquila Velonis, Gamze Gungor Demirci, Taylor Bettine, Andrew Grant, Cadmus 

Patrick Burns, Brightline 

December 11, 2023 

Att 1 – Seattle City Light 2024 DSMPA Report 
V1
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1. Executive Summary 

1.1. Overview 

Seattle City Light (City Light) engaged Cadmus to complete a Demand-Side Management Potential 

Assessment (DSMPA) to produce rigorous estimates of the magnitude, timing, and costs of resources in 

its service territory over the next 22 years, beginning in 2024. This study, as part of City Light’s integrated 

resource planning (IRP) process, is intended to identify the cost-effective potential of energy efficiency, 

customer-sited solar photovoltaics (PV), and demand response within City Light’s major customer 

sectors—residential, commercial, and industrial—while accounting for the impacts of climate change and 

building electrification.1 The results of this assessment will also help inform City Light’s future programs. 

The study period aligns with the timeline for City Light’s 2024 IRP and provides direct inputs into that 

analysis. 

Table 1.1 shows the 22-year technical and achievable technical potential for each resource considered in 

this study. 

Table 1.1. Summary of Energy Savings and Demand Reduction Potential, Cumulative 2045 

 Energy (aMW) Winter Coincident Peak Capacity (MW) 

Resource Technical Potential Achievable 

Technical Potential 

Technical Potential Achievable 

Technical Potential 

Energy Efficiency 263 228 324 278 

Solar PV 365 60a N/A N/A 

Demand Response N/A N/A N/A 180 

Total     

a This value represents the base scenario. 

This study accomplishes several objectives: 

• Fulfills statutory requirements of Chapter 194-37 of the Washington Administrative Code (WAC), 

Energy Independence Act. The WAC requires that City Light identify all achievable, cost-effective 

conservation potential for the upcoming 10 years.2 The WAC also specifies that City Light’s public 

biennial conservation target should be no less than the pro rata share of conservation potential 

over the first 10 years. The study estimates will inform City Light’s targets for the 2024-2025 

biennium. 

                                                      

1  This study estimates demand response potential for managed electric vehicle (EV) charging. It does 

not estimate conservation potential for efficient EV chargers. It also does not include transportation 

electrification in its baseline forecast. Instead, City Light adds the transportation electrification forecast 

to the 2024 DSMPA load forecast as part of the IRP modeling process. 

2  Washington State Legislature. Energy Independence Act. Washington Administrative Code 

Chapter 194-37. 
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• Supports City Light’s compliance of Washington State’s Clean Energy Transformation Act (CETA), 

passed as Senate Bill 5116 in April 2019, to inform City Light’s energy efficiency and demand 

response short- and long-term targets.3 In addition, this study will inform City Light’s near-term 

interim targets for its Clean Energy Implementation Plan (CEIP) as required by CETA. CETA sets 

additional requirements for City Light, such as including the social cost of carbon in avoided 

energy costs. This study, more broadly, supports City Light’s Clean Energy Action Plan, a 10-year 

action plan described in the 2020 IRP Progress Report to meet CETA requirements.  

• Develops up-to-date estimates of energy conservation measure (ECM) datasets for the residential, 

commercial, and industrial market sectors using measures consistent with the Northwest Power 

and Conservation Council’s (Council) 2021 Power Plan, the Regional Technical Forum (RTF), and 

other data sources. 

• Provides inputs into City Light’s IRP, which is completed every two years. City Light’s IRP 

determines the mixture of supply-side and demand-side resources required over the next 

22 years to meet customer demand and looks ahead to how City Light plans to meet the 2045 

100% non-emitting standard of CETA. The IRP requires a thorough analysis of potential to 

properly assess the reliability, cost, risk, and environmental impact of different resource portfolios 

for power generation as well as to assess other demand-side resources that are not part of the 

DSMPA.  

• Informs City Light’s program planning and budget setting for customer programs and City Light’s 

load forecast. 

This study also provides insights on the impacts of extreme climate change and accelerated electrification 

on the end-use load forecast and demand-side management potential by showing the results of an 

analysis for three different scenarios: extreme climate change, accelerated electrification, and extreme 

climate change combined with accelerated electrification. Details of these scenarios can be found in the 

Baseline Forecast Scenarios section of this report. 

The study relies on City Light–specific data, compiled from City Light’s oversample of the 2017 Northwest 

Energy Efficiency Alliance (NEEA) Residential Building Stock Assessment (RBSA),4 NEEA’s 2019 Commercial 

Building Stock Assessment (CBSA),5 and other regional data sources. This study uses a methodology 

                                                      

3  CETA requires proposing interim targets for meeting the standard under RCW 19.405.040(1) during 

the years prior to 2030 and between 2030 and 2045. This study estimates potential over 22 years, 

from 2024 through 2045. 

4  Northwest Energy Efficiency Alliance. 2017 Residential Building Stock Assessment. 

5  Northwest Energy Efficiency Alliance. 2019 Commercial Building Stock Assessment. 
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consistent with the supply curve workbooks of Council’s 2021 Power Plan, published in March 2022.6 It 

incorporates savings and costs for all ECMs in the Council’s 2021 Power Plan workbooks and the active 

unit energy savings (UES) workbooks from the RTF.7 The Detailed Methodology section of this report 

describes the sources and data used in greater detail. 

This study also shows estimates of the demand response potential to align with the Council’s demand 

response methodology and to provide City Light with the data it needs to meet Washington State’s CETA 

requirements. The methodology and findings of the demand response potential assessment are 

presented in Appendix E.  

Lastly, this study shows estimates of the solar PV and battery potential assessment to inform City Light’s 

load forecasting work, 2024 IRP, and distribution planning. The methodology and findings of the solar PV 

and battery potential assessment are presented in Appendix F. 

1.2. Scope of Analysis 

For this study, Cadmus analyzed three sectors—residential, commercial, and industrial—and, where 

applicable, considered multiple market segments, construction vintages (new and existing), and end uses: 

• Residential: Eight segments including standard-income single-family and multifamily homes 

(including low-rise, mid-rise, and high-rise) and highly impacted single-family and multifamily 

homes (including low-rise, mid-rise, and high-rise)8 

• Commercial: 20 major commercial segments (including offices, retail, and other segments)  

• Industrial: Eight segments including energy-intensive manufacturing, primarily process-driven 

customers, and water and wastewater treatment plants. 

For each sector, Cadmus developed a baseline end-use load forecast that assumed no new future 

programmatic conservation and accounted for the effects of climate change,9 building electrification, and 

consumption trends related to COVID-19. The baseline forecast largely captured savings from building 

energy codes, equipment standards, and other naturally occurring market forces. Cadmus calculated energy 

efficiency potential estimates by assessing the impact of each ECM on this baseline forecast. Therefore, 

                                                      

6  The 2021 Power Plan is a regional plan that provides guidance on which resources can help ensure a 

reliable and economical regional power system from 2022 to 2041. The Council develops supply 

curves covering a variety of supply- and demand-side resources, considers how to best meet the 

region’s power needs across a range of future scenarios (balancing cost and risk), develops a draft 

plan, and gathers public input before releasing the final version. 

7  RCW 19.285.040 requires CPAs to use methodologies consistent with those used by the Council’s 

most recent regional power plan.  

8  Cadmus disaggregated residential households into highly impacted and standard-income segments 

based on the data provided by City Light. 

9  Cadmus did not account for the effects of climate change on the industrial sector.  
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conservation potential estimates presented in this report represent savings beyond codes and standards 

and naturally occurring savings.  

Consistent with the WAC requirements, this study considers two types of energy efficiency potential, as 

shown in Figure 1.1. City Light determined a third potential—achievable economic—through the IRP’s 

optimization modeling. 

Figure 1.1. Types of Energy Efficiency Potential 
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The three types of potential are described as follows: 

• Technical potential assumes that all technically feasible resource opportunities may be captured, 

regardless of their costs or other market barriers. It represents the total energy efficiency potential 

in City Light’s service territory, after accounting for purely technical constraints. 

• Achievable technical potential is the portion of technical potential assumed to be achievable 

during the study’s forecast, regardless of the acquisition mechanism. For example, savings may be 

acquired through utility programs, improved codes and standards, and market transformation. 

• Achievable economic potential is the portion of achievable technical portion determined to be 

cost-effective by the IRP’s optimization modeling, in which either bundles or individual energy 

efficiency measures are selected based on cost and savings. The cumulative potential for these 

selected bundles constitutes achievable economic potential. 

Cadmus provided City Light with forecasts of achievable technical potential, which City Light then entered 

as variables in the IRP’s optimization model to determine achievable economic potential. 

To be consistent with WAC requirements of relying on cost-effective energy efficiency, Cadmus bundled 

the resulting forecasts of achievable technical potential by levelized costs bin for City Light’s IRP modeling 

team. The IRP modeling team then determined the amount of cost-effective energy efficiency that could 

be considered as a resource within the IRP. Details of the IRP process and the final selection of measures 
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considered as part of the IRP optimization model can be found in the 6.5.Development of Conservation IRP 

Inputs section of this report and in Appendix D. Measure Details.  

1.3. Summary of Results 

The study found 139 average megawatts (aMW) of achievable technical potential in the first 10 years 

(cumulative in 2033) in City Light’s service territory.10 To inform I-937 and CEIP energy efficiency targets 

Cadmus calculated two-year and four-year cumulative achievable technical potential. Cumulative 

achievable technical potential equals 30 aMW in the first two years and 57 aMW in the first four years.  

Furthermore, City Light used its IRP optimization model to select measures based on the levelized total 

resource cost (TRC). Overall, the cumulative 22-year achievable economic potential is 132 aMW, with 

79 aMW acquired in the first 10 years. The pro rata share (20% of 10-year achievable economic potential), 

which represents City Light’s minimum biennial target, equals 16 aMW. All estimates of potential in this 

report are presented at the generator, meaning they include distribution line losses.11 

1.3.1. Technical Potential 

Table 1.2 shows the cumulative technical potential for each sector in 2045. Overall, the study identified 

263 aMW of technically feasible conservation potential by 2045—the equivalent of 21% of forecasted 

baseline sales. Study results are presented as a percentage of forecasted baseline sales, which provides a 

useful benchmark for comparison against City Light’s previous CPAs. The commercial, residential, and 

industrial sectors account for 22%, 24%, and 11% of the 22-year technical potential, respectively.  

Table 1.2. Cumulative Technical Potential by Sector (2024–2045) 

Sector Baseline Sales– 

22-Year (aMW) 

Technical Potential– 

22-Year (aMW) 

Technical Potential 

as % of Baseline Sales 

Residential 398 95 24% 

Commercial 718 155 22% 

Industrial 124 13 11% 

Total 1,240 263 21% 

1.3.2. Achievable Technical Potential 

Table 1.3 shows the cumulative achievable technical potential for each sector in 2045. Overall, the study 

identified 228 aMW of technically feasible achievable potential by 2045—the equivalent of 18% of 

                                                      

10  An aMW refers to a unit of measure that represent one million watts (MW) delivered continuously 

24 hours a day for each day of the year (for a total of 8,760 hours in non-Leap Years). A detailed 

description of MW and aMW can be found on the Council’s website: 

https://www.nwcouncil.org/reports/columbia-river-history/megawatt  

11  City Light estimates distribution line losses to be 5.5%, so the minimum biennial target at a customer 

site is 15 aMW. 
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forecasted baseline sales. The commercial, residential, and industrial sectors account for 19%, 20%, and 

9% of the cumulative achievable technical potential, respectively. 

Table 1.3. Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential by Sector (2024–2045) 

Sector Baseline Sales– 

22-Year (aMW) 

Achievable Technical Potential– 

22-Year (aMW) 

Achievable Technical Potential 

as % of Baseline Sales 

Residential 398 79 20% 

Commercial 718 138 19% 

Industrial 124 11 9% 

Total 1,240 228 18% 

 

Table 1.4 provides two-year, four-year, 10-year, and 22-year cumulative achievable technical potential by 

sector. The commercial sector provides the majority of the cumulative achievable technical potential. This 

is due to the commercial sector’s higher baseline sales compared with those of the residential and 

industrial sectors.  

Table 1.4. Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential by Sector and Time Period 

Sector Achievable Technical Potential (aMW) 

2-Year  

(2024-2025) 

4-Year  

(2024–2027) 

10-Year  

(2024–2033) 

22-Year  

(2024–2045) 

20% of 10-Year 

Potential 

Residential 5 11 34 79 7 

Commercial 23 42 95 138 19 

Industrial 2 4 9 11 2 

Total 30 57 139 228 28 

 

Table 1.5 provides the winter and summer technical and achievable technical capacity savings from 

energy efficiency by sector in 2045 in megawatts (MW). Capacity savings represent the maximum demand 

reduction for each season. The commercial sector accounts for the majority of the total cumulative winter 

and summer capacity achievable technical potential. The residential sector accounts for nearly 46% of the 

winter capacity achievable technical potential but only 19% of the summer capacity achievable technical 

potential, which reflects the relatively higher saturation of residential electric space heating loads 

compared with residential cooling loads.  

Table 1.5. Cumulative Winter and Summer Capacity (MW) Savings by Sector (2024–2045) 

Sector Technical Potential Achievable Technical Potential 

Winter MW Summer MW Winter MW Summer MW 

Residential 153 71 127 60 

Commercial 157 270 139 240 

Industrial 14 14 12 12 

Total 324 356 278 312 
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Table 1.6 provides the two-year, four-year, and 10-year summer and winter capacity savings by sector. In 

the first 10 years of the study period, the cumulative winter achievable technical capacity savings are 

160 MW, which is 57% of the 22-year cumulative winter achievable technical capacity savings. The 

cumulative summer achievable technical capacity savings are 208 MW, which is 67% of the 22-year 

cumulative summer achievable technical capacity savings.  

Table 1.6. Cumulative Winter and Summer Capacity (MW) Savings by Sector and Time Period 

Sector Cumulative Winter Achievable Technical 

Potential (MW) 

Cumulative Summer Achievable Technical 

Potential (MW) 

2-Year  

(2024-2025) 

4-Year  

(2024–2027) 

10-Year 

(2024–2033) 

2-Year  

(2024-2025) 

4-Year  

(2024–2027) 

10-Year 

(2024–2033) 

Residential 8 18 56 3 7 24 

Commercial 22 41 94 45 80 174 

Industrial 2 5 10 2 5 10 

Total 33 63 160 51 92 208 

 

1.3.3. Technical and Achievable Technical Potential Comparison to the 2022 CPA 

The 2024 DSMPA identified 263 aMW of cumulative, final year technical potential, compared with 

233 aMW in the 2022 CPA, as shown in Table 1.7. The 13% increase in cumulative, final year technical 

potential is due to several major drivers: 

• The study horizon of 2022 CPA was 20 years whereas the 2024 DSMPA produces potential 

estimates for 22 years. 

• In the 2024 DSMPA, Cadmus incorporated the impacts of building electrification and climate 

change in the baseline forecast. 

• Cadmus made updates to the residential baseline forecast that assume a shift in heating and 

cooling equipment to more efficient heat pumps over time based on City Light’s assumptions 

about market adoption. For example, Cadmus increased new construction, single-family heat 

pump saturations from 3% in the base year to 31% in the final year to align with City Light’s load 

forecasting assumptions. While the 2022 CPA also increased heat pump saturation over time, the 

increase was less substantial than in the 2024 DSMPA.  

• Similarly, Cadmus made updates to the residential baseline forecast that assume a shift in water 

heating equipment from fossil fuel water heaters to heat pump water heaters over time based on 

City Light’s assumptions about market adoption. 

• The 2024 DSMPA included measures involving emerging technologies. 
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Table 1.7. Final Year Cumulative Technical Potential Comparison by Sector 

Sector 2024 DSMPA 2022 CPA 

Baseline 

Sales– 

22 Year 

(aMW) 

Technical 

Potential– 

22 Year 

(aMW) 

Technical 

Potential as 

% of Baseline 

Sales 

Baseline 

Sales– 

20 Year 

(aMW) 

Technical 

Potential –

20 Year 

(aMW) 

Technical 

Potential as 

% of Baseline 

Sales 

Residential 398 95 24% 422* 90 21% 

Commercial 718 155 22% 667 131 20% 

Industrial 124 13 11% 91 12 13% 

Total 1,240 263 21% 1,181* 233 20% 

* This is the value after removing the sales due to electric vehicles (EVs). 

 

This report section discusses each factor in detail. Figure 1.2 illustrates that the 2022 CPA realized a higher 

proportion of total achievable technical potential in the initial years of the study. This is because the 2022 

CPA has a 20-year study horizon while the 2024 DSMPA has a 22-year horizon—meaning that there is 

more achievable technical potential in the 2024 DSMPA because of the two additional years. 

Figure 1.2. Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential as a Percentage of Total Achievable 

Technical Potential 

 

The 2024 DSMPA used the ramp rates from the 2021 Power Plan supply curve workbooks, which have 

ramp rates for the 2022 to 2041 period (for 20 years). As the study period extends from 2024 to 2045 (for 

22 years), Cadmus took the ramp rates beginning in 2022, applied them for the first 20 years of the study 

(from 2024 to 2043) and extrapolated them to extend from 2043 to the final year of the study (2045) 

following the last three years’ trend (as described in more detail in the 6.4.2. Achievable Technical Potential 

section). It is worth noting that, as part of this study, Cadmus worked with City Light to determine the 
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appropriate Council ramp rates so that City Light’s program measures better align with historical program 

acquisition as well as with local and state policies promoting energy efficiency.  

Similar to the prior CPA, this study shows the savings are front-loaded in the earlier part of the study, with 

the 10-year estimate representing over 60% of the 22-year achievable technical potential. Ramp rates are 

explained in more detail in the 6.4.2 Achievable Technical Potential section.  

The industrial sector in the 2024 DSMPA included measures and savings methodologies based on the 

2021 Power Plan, such as HVAC measures, forklift battery chargers, compressors, fans, pumps, and other 

motor-driven systems. Aligning with 2022 CPA, Cadmus also included measures such as industrial 

generator block heaters, retro-commissioning, and welder system upgrades in the 2024 DSMPA. Due to 

following a similar methodology, the potential in the industrial sector did not change significantly 

compared with the 2022 CPA. Additional details can be found in the 5.1.3. Changes in Industrial Technical 

Potential section.  

1.3.4. Incorporating Conservation into City Light’s IRP 

Cadmus summarized the achievable technical potential for energy efficiency, described above, by the 

levelized cost groups (bins) of conserved energy by customer class for inclusion in City Light’s IRP 

framework. We calculated these costs over a 22-year program life—the 6.5. Development of Conservation 

IRP Inputs section provides additional detail on the levelized cost methodology. Figure 1.3 shows that 

79 aMW, or 35% of the cumulative 2045 achievable technical potential has a levelized cost of less than or 

equal to $30 per megawatt-hour. Additionally, the figure shows that 21% of the total achievable technical 

potential has a levelized cost of greater than $160 per megawatt-hour. 

Figure 1.3. Electric Supply Curve – Cumulative 22-Year Achievable Technical Potential (Levelized 

Cost Bins) 
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1.3.5. Achievable Economic Potential 

After incorporating the achievable technical levelized cost of conserved energy bins, City Light’s IRP 

model identified an optimal amount of annual conservation. Bundling resources into distinct cost groups 

allowed the portfolio optimization model to select the combination of conservation cost bundles by 

sector that provided City Light with the least-cost portfolio alongside renewable resources, while also 

achieving resource adequacy targets, I-937 requirements, and CETA requirements. By integrating 

conservation choices alongside renewable supply options into the portfolio optimization model, City Light 

captured the different value streams from all resources within the same analytical framework. 

The resulting IRP analysis selected 132 aMW of achievable economic potential by 2045 at an optimal 

levelized cost for each sector, as shown in Table 1.8. Cumulative 22-year achievable economic potential 

accounted for 11% of the total baseline sales in 2045. The residential sector had the greatest achievable 

economic potential relative to baseline sales, accounting for 13% of the 2045 residential baseline sales. 

This was followed by the commercial sector cumulative achievable economic potential, which accounted 

for 10% of the 2045 commercial baseline sales. Finally, the industrial sector cumulative achievable 

economic potential made up 8% of the 2045 industrial baseline sales.  

The IRP portfolio optimization model differentiated the levelized TRC by sector so the model can select 

the specific energy efficiency cost bins for each sector that best fit City Light’s portfolio and minimize the 

overall costs. This also recognizes that the conservation supply curves for each sector have different 

shapes, limits, and elasticities. As shown in Table 1.8, the achievable economic potential represents a 

levelized TRC of $160 or less per megawatt-hour for residential, $40 or less per megawatt-hour for 

commercial, and $60 or less per megawatt-hour for industrial.  

Table 1.8. Cumulative Achievable Economic Potential by Sector (2024–2045) 

Sector Levelized TRC 

($/MWh) 

Baseline Sales 

22-Year (aMW) 

22-Year Achievable 

Economic Potential 

(aMW) 

Achievable Economic 

Potential as % of 

Baseline Sales 

Residential 160 398 50 13% 

Commercial 40 718 72 10% 

Industrial 60 124 10 8% 

Total N/A 1240 132 11% 

 

Table 1.9 provides the two-, four-, 10-, and 22-year cumulative achievable economic potential estimates 

by sector. As shown, 14% of the total 22-year achievable economic is achieved in the first two years and 

60% is achieved in the first 10 years.  
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Table 1.9. Cumulative Achievable Economic Potential by Sector and Time Period 

Sector Achievable Economic Potential - aMW 

2-Year  

(2024-2025) 

4-Year  

(2024–2027) 

10-Year 

(2024–2033) 

22-Year 

(2024–2045) 

20% of 10-Year 

Potential 

Residential 4 8 22 50 4 

Commercial 12 23 49 72 10 

Industrial 2 4 8 10 2 

Total 18 35 79 132 16 

 

Table 1.10 provides achievable economic potential estimates of the two-, four-, and 10-year summer and 

winter capacity savings by sector. 

Table 1.10. Cumulative Winter and Summer Capacity (MW) Savings by Sector and Time Period 

Sector Cumulative Winter Achievable Economic 

Potential (MW) 

Cumulative Summer Achievable Economic 

Potential (MW) 

2-Year  

(2024-2025) 

4-Year  

(2024–2027) 

10-Year 

(2024–2033) 

2-Year  

(2024-2025) 

4-Year  

(2024–2027) 

10-Year 

(2024–2033) 

Residential 10 20 52 5 9 24 

Commercial 23 36 70 31 51 93 

Industrial 3 6 11 3 6 11 

Total 36 62 133 39 66 128 

 

1.3.6. Scenarios 

Table 1.11 shows the baseline sales, cumulative technical potential, cumulative achievable technical 

potential and cumulative achievable economic potential of all sectors for each scenario in 2045. 

Cumulative achievable technical potential results are also presented as a percentage of forecasted 

baseline sales, which provides a useful benchmark for comparison against the base case.  
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Table 1.11. Baseline Sales, Cumulative Technical, and Achievable Technical Potential for Each 

Scenario (2024–2045) 

Scenario Baseline 

Sales–  

22-Year 

(aMW) 

Technical 

Potential– 

22-Year 

(aMW) 

Achievable 

Technical 

Potential– 

22-Year 

(aMW) 

Achievable 

Technical 

Potential 

as % of 

Baseline Sales 

Achievable 

Economic 

Potential– 

22-Year 

(aMW) 

Achievable 

Economic 

Potential 

as % of 

Baseline Sales 

Base Case 1,240 263 228 18% 132 11% 

Extreme Climate 

Change 
1,235 264 250 20%   

Accelerated 

Electrification 
1,252 266 231 18%   

Extreme Climate 

Change and 

Accelerated 

Electrification 

1,248 267 252 20%   

1.3.7. Highly Impacted Communities 

Cadmus estimated potential impacts for highly impacted communities within the City Light service area. 

We considered equity by including highly impacted communities in the study segmentation. Highly 

impacted communities is defined as “the census tract ranks a 9 or 10 on the Environmental Health 

Disparities (EHD) Map, as designated by the Washington State Department of Health”. They also include 

the census tracts “covered or partially covered by ‘Indian Country' as defined in and designated by 

statute.”12 The EHD contains 19 criteria, which are grouped under environmental exposures (including 

fossil fuel pollution and vulnerability to climate change impacts that contribute to health inequities), 

environmental effects, socioeconomic factors, and sensitive populations. Cadmus selected highly 

impacted communities as the equity metric because of the data granularity available to incorporate into 

the DSMPA.  

The highly impacted disaggregation is done based on income qualification in the City Light Utility 

Discount Program13 and Washington Environmental Health Disparities index14 for income-qualified 

customers. Thus, only customers with a household income equal to or less than 70% of the state median 

income, by household size, and with an EHD rank of 9 and higher were considered highly impacted. 

                                                      

12  Washington State Department of Health. Accessed June 2023. “Instructions for Utilities to Identify 

Highly Impacted Communities.” https://doh.wa.gov/data-statistical-reports/washington-tracking-

network-wtn/climate-projections/clean-energy-transformation-act/ceta-utility-instructions  

13  City of Seattle, Seattle Public Utilities. Accessed June 2023. “Utility Discount Program.” 

https://www.seattle.gov/utilities/your-services/discounts-and-incentives/utility-discount-program  

14  Washington State Department of Health. Accessed June 2023. “Washington Environmental Health 

Disparities Map.” https://doh.wa.gov/data-and-statistical-reports/washington-tracking-network-

wtn/washington-environmental-health-disparities-map  
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1.4. Organization of This Report 

This report presents the study findings in three volumes. Volume I—this document—presents the 

methodologies and findings of the energy efficiency potential assessment. Volume II contains appendices 

and provides methodologies and detailed results of demand response and solar and battery potential 

assessments along with supplemental materials.  

Volume I includes the following chapters: 

• Methodology Overview provides an overview of the methodology Cadmus and City Light used to 

estimate technical, achievable technical, and achievable economic potential.  

• Baseline Forecast provides detailed sector-level results for Cadmus’ baseline end-use forecasts 

along with the scenarios. 

• Energy Efficiency Potential provides detailed sector, segment, and end-use specific estimates of 

conservation potential as well as a discussion of top-saving measures in each sector. It also 

provides the potential estimates for the scenarios. 

• Comparison to 2022 CPA shows how this study’s results (the 2024 DSMPA) compared with City 

Light’s prior CPA. 

• Detailed Methodology describes Cadmus’ combined top-down/bottom-up modeling approach 

through several sections.  

o Developing Baseline Forecasts provides an overview of Cadmus’ approach to produce baseline 

end-use forecasts for each sector.  

o Baseline Forecast Scenarios describes the scenarios in detail.  

o Measure Characterization describes Cadmus’ approach for developing a database of ECMs, 

deriving from the estimates of conservation potential. This section discusses how Cadmus 

adapted measure data from the 2021 Power Plan, the RTF, the RBSA, the CBSA, and other 

sources for this study.  

o Estimating Conservation Potential discusses assumptions and underlying equations used to 

calculate technical and achievable technical potential.  

o Development of Conservation IRP Inputs details the 2024 DSMPA methodology of determining 

cost-effective conservation supply curves as an input for City Light’s IRP optimization model 

to identify the achievable economic potential while providing an overview of the 

methodology from the City Light economic screening process to determine the cost-effective 

conservation potential for the Energy Independence Act and the CEIP.  

Volume II contains the appendices: 

• Appendix A. Washington Initiative 937 (I-937) Compliance Documentation 

• Appendix B. Baseline Data 

• Appendix C. Detailed Assumptions and Energy Efficiency Potential 
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• Appendix D. Measure Details15  

• Appendix E. Demand Response Potential Assessment 

• Appendix F. Solar and Battery Potential Assessment 

2. Methodology Overview 

This chapter gives an overview of the methodology Cadmus used in 2024 DSMPA followed by an 

explanation of the considerations for the design of this potential study. The methodology is described in 

greater detail in the 6. Detailed Methodology section.  

2.1. Methodology: An Overview 

Estimating conservation potential draws upon a sequential analysis of various ECMs in terms of technical 

feasibility (technical potential), expected market acceptance, and the normal barriers that could impede 

measure implementation (achievable technical potential).  

For this assessment Cadmus took three primary steps: 

• Developed the baseline forecast, which involved determining the 22-year future energy 

consumption by sector, market segment, and end use. We calibrated the base year (2023) to City 

Light’s sector-level, corporate load forecast produced in 2022. Baseline forecasts in this report 

included estimated impacts of market-driven efficiency, codes and standards, and City Light’s 

estimates of the impacts of COVID-19 on commercial and residential energy usage. They also 

included the impacts of building electrification and climate change. Cadmus worked with the City 

Light load forecast team to determine all of these impacts. 

• Estimated technical potential based on the incremental difference between the baseline load 

forecast and an alternative forecast reflecting the technical impacts of specific energy efficiency 

measures. 

• Estimated achievable technical potential by applying ramp rates and achievability percentages to 

technical potential, described in greater detail in this section. 

This approach offered two advantages: 

• Savings estimates were driven by a baseline forecast that is consistent with the assumptions used 

in City Light’s adopted 2022 corporate load forecast. 

• The approach had consistency among all assumptions underlying the baseline and alternative 

forecasts—technical and achievable technical potential. The alternative forecasts changed relevant 

inputs at the end-use level to reflect ECM impacts. Because estimated savings represented the 

difference between baseline and alternative forecasts, they could be directly attributed to specific 

changes made to analysis inputs. 

                                                      

15  Appendix D includes sector, end-use group, and measure-level results by technical, achievable 

technical, and IRP selected potential (achievable economic potential).  
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Cadmus’ general methodology can be best described as a combined top-down/bottom-up approach. As 

shown in Figure 2.1, the top-down component began with the most current load forecast, adjusting for 

building codes, equipment efficiency standards, climate change, and market trends including building 

electrification. Cadmus then disaggregated this load forecast into its constituent customer sectors, 

customer segments, and end-use components.  

The bottom-up component estimates electric consumptions for each major building end-use and applies 

the potential technical impacts of various ECMs to each end-use. This bottom-up analysis includes 

assumptions of end-use equipment saturations, fuel shares, ECM technical feasibility, ECM cost, and 

engineering estimates of ECM unit energy consumption (UEC) and savings. A detailed description of the 

methodology can be found in the 6. Detailed Methodology section.  

Figure 2.1. Overall Methodology for Assessment of Demand-Side Management Potential 

 

In the final step, Cadmus developed energy efficiency supply curves so City Light’s IRP portfolio 

optimization model could identify the amount of cost-effective energy efficiency. The portfolio 

optimization model required hourly forecasts of electric energy efficiency potential. To produce these 

hourly forecasts, Cadmus applied hourly end-use load profiles to annual estimates of achievable technical 

potential for each measure. These profiles are similar to the shapes the Council used in its 2021 Power 

Plan supply curves and to those the RTF used in its UES measure workbooks. New to this study, Cadmus 
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adopted a select set of commercial sector end-use load shapes from National Renewable Energy 

Laboratory’s ComStock database.16 

2.2. Considerations and Limitations  

This study provides insights into which measures City Light could offer in future programs and is intended 

to inform program targets. Several other considerations about the design of this potential study may 

cause future program plans to differ from study results:  

• The baseline forecasts are based on City Light’s adopted 2022 Corporate Forecast. It includes 

assumptions about the impacts of COVID-19 on commercial and residential energy usage that, by 

default, impact the related energy efficiency potential. Due to the lack of data and knowledge 

about future pandemic impacts, it is possible that the near-term demand and available potential 

has more uncertainty than in non-pandemic times.  

• This potential study uses broad assumptions about the adoption of energy efficiency measures. 

Program design, however, requires a more detailed examination of historical participation and 

incentive levels on a measure-by-measure basis. The study can inform planning for measures City 

Light has not historically offered or can focus the program design on areas with remaining 

amounts of potential identified in this study.  

• This potential study does not consider program implementation barriers. Though it includes a 

robust, comprehensive set of efficiency measures, it does not examine whether these measures 

can be delivered through incentive programs or what incentive rate is appropriate. Many 

programs require strong trade ally networks or must overcome market barriers to succeed.  

• This potential study cannot predict market changes over time. Though it accounts for changes in 

codes and standards as they are enacted today, the study cannot predict future changes in 

policies, pending codes and standards, and which new technologies may become commercially 

available. City Light programs are not static and have the flexibility to address changes in the 

marketplace, whereas the potential study estimates use information collected at a single point in 

time.  

• This potential study does not attempt to forecast or otherwise predict future changes in energy 

efficiency measure costs. The study includes Council and RTF incremental energy efficiency 

measure costs, including equipment, labor, and operations and maintenance (O&M), but it does 

not attempt to forecast changes to these costs during the course of the study (except where the 

Council makes adjustments). For example, changes in incremental costs may impact some 

emerging technologies, which may then impact both the speed of adoption and the levelized cost 

of that measure (impacting the IRP levelized cost bundles).  

                                                      

16  Parker, Andrew, Henry Horsey, Matthew Dahlhausen, Marlena Praprost, Christopher CaraDonna, Amy 

LeBar, and Lauren Klun. March 2023. ComStock Reference Documentation: Version 1. Golden, CO: 

National Renewable Energy Laboratory. NREL/TP-5500-83819. 

https://www.nrel.gov/docs/fy23osti/83819.pdf 
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• This study estimated the potential for highly impacted communities separately. Because of the 

lack of data on program and administrative costs, Cadmus used the same program and 

administration costs across the DSMPA. City Light has reason to believe that these costs would be 

significantly higher for customers in highly impacted communities compared with customers not 

in highly impacted communities. City Light expects to have more data in future DSMPAs to refine 

these assumptions and provide the best service to highly impacted communities.  

• Like the prior CPA, Commercial UEC relies on NEEA’s CBSA data, which is supplemented by data 

from the U.S. Energy Information Administration’s Commercial Buildings Energy Consumption 

Survey (CBECS). However, these data may not reflect the type of commercial facilities in City 

Light’s territory and have an inherent level of uncertainty. On May 28, 2021, the Council’s 

Conservation Resources Advisory Committee reiterated that additional research for the region is 

needed to develop more reliable energy use intensity data for commercial buildings. In addition, 

Seattle contains many large multifamily buildings with insufficient primary data (such as baseline 

stock characteristics). For example, this potential study assessed the impacts of the 2021 Seattle 

Energy Code and incorporated the code as best as possible. Data were limited on the natural gas 

fuel shares of equipment in multifamily construction, and therefore it was difficult to correctly 

estimate the impact of this 2021 code. As a result, this potential study has limited insight to 

inform the remaining potential in this segment and requires further research.  

• This study uses City Light’s nonresidential database to identify sales and the number of customers 

for each commercial market segment. This includes historical sales and number of customers for 

nonresidential buildings, as well as annual forecasts of commercial square footage for each 

commercial market segment. 

• This study applied accelerated ramp rates to approximate the impact of the Inflation Reduction 

Act (IRA) and state and local initiatives. Across the base results and electrification scenarios, this 

study informs a range of results that can be used to indirectly infer the possible impact of the IRA, 

but there remains uncertainty in how IRA will impact the energy landscape in Washington state. 

• This study modeled the impacts of climate change by increasing cooling load and decreasing 

heating load over time. The study assumes cooling loads steadily increase year after year and 

heating loads steadily decrease. In reality, year-to-year weather fluctuations mean that cooling 

loads will increase and decrease year-to-year while the overall trend is increasing cooling loads 

over time. In addition, this study uses a prediction of weather changes and acknowledge there is a 

level uncertainty in such predictions.  

Though these considerations and limitations impact the DSMPA, it is worth noting that Chapter 194-37 of 

the WAC requires City Light to complete and update a conservation potential assessment every two years. 

City Light can then address some of these considerations over time and mitigate short- and mid-term 

uncertainties by continually revising DSMPA assumptions to reflect changes in the market.  

3. Baseline Forecast 

An assessment of demand-side management potential begins with developing baseline end-use load 

forecasts, followed by calibrating results to City Light’s corporate load forecast in the base year (2023). 

77



 

PAGE 18 | SEATTLE CITY LIGHT 2024 DEMAND-SIDE MANAGEMENT POTENTIAL ASSESSMENT 

This chapter will briefly describe the methodology of this analysis followed by the results, presented for 

each sector separately.   

3.1. Scope of Analysis 

Cadmus started the analysis by developing separate baseline end-use load forecasts over a 22-year (2024 

to 2045) planning horizon for each of the three sectors: residential, commercial, and industrial. We then 

calibrated these forecasts to City Light’s corporate load forecast in the base year (2023). The forecasts do 

not include future programmatic conservation, but they do account for enacted equipment standards and 

building energy codes and the impacts of COVID-19, building electrification, and climate change. 

For each sector, Cadmus further distinguished the results by building segments, facility types, and 

applicable end uses: 

• Sixteen residential segments of existing and new construction: 

o Single-family, single-family highly impacted 

o Multifamily low-rise, multifamily low-rise highly impacted, multifamily mid-rise, multifamily 

mid-rise highly impacted, multifamily high-rise, multifamily high-rise highly impacted17  

• Forty commercial segments, which include new and existing construction for 20 standard 

commercial segments  

• Eight industrial segments (existing construction only), including water and wastewater treatment 

segments18 

Cadmus and City Light’s load forecast team worked together to develop a baseline forecast that aligned 

with City Light’s 2022 adopted corporate load forecast. To achieve this, Cadmus modified the residential 

baseline forecast to include assumptions about building electrification (based on the moderate market 

advancement scenario of the Electric Power Research Institute’s (EPRI’s) “Phase 2 – Seattle City Light 

Electrification Assessment” study) and climate change (by changing heating and cooling UECs and cooling 

equipment saturations over time). These changes are detailed in the following section as well as in the 6. 

Detailed Methodology section.  

Figure 3.1 shows the distribution of projected sales by sector for the 2024 through 2045 period. In 2045, 

the commercial sector will account for roughly 58% of projected sales, while the residential and industrial 

sectors will account for 32% and 10%, respectively. 

                                                      

17  Multifamily low-rise is defined as multifamily buildings with one to three floors, while mid-rise is 

defined as buildings with four to six floors and high-rise is defined as buildings with more than six 

floors. The multifamily common area is treated within the commercial sector.  

18  Although City Light’s internal classification system considers water and wastewater treatment 

segments as part of the commercial sector, to align with 2021 Northwest Power Plan, Cadmus 

included these two segments in the industrial sector. For this purpose, Cadmus removed water and 

wastewater treatment plants’ sales (including the sales of King County Wastewater Treatment Plant 

and Seattle Public Utilities) from commercial sales and added it to industrial sales.  
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Figure 3.1. Annual Baseline Sales by Sector (2024–2045) 

 

3.2. Residential 

Cadmus considered eight residential segments with 28 end uses. Table 3.1 lists the residential segments 

and end uses considered as well as the broad end-use groups used in this study. Overall, the residential 

sector accounted for approximately 32% of total baseline sales. 

Cadmus used City Light’s 2022 residential household forecast in the baseline forecast. Cadmus 

disaggregated these households into standard-income and highly impacted segments.  

For this study, Cadmus, first, defined equity to represent the vulnerable populations and highly impacted 

communities within the City Light service area as described below: 

• Vulnerable populations are “population groups that are more likely to be at higher risk for poor 

health outcomes in response to environmental harms, due to: (i) Adverse socioeconomic factors, 

such as unemployment, high housing and transportation costs relative to income, limited access 

to nutritious food and adequate health care, linguistic isolation, and other factors that negatively 

affect health outcomes and increase vulnerability to the effects of environmental harms; and (ii) 

sensitivity factors, such as low birth weight and higher rates of hospitalization.”19 

• Highly Impacted Communities is defined as “the census tract ranks a 9 or 10 on the EHD Map, as 

designated by the Washington State Department of Health”. They also include the census tracts 

“covered or partially covered by ‘Indian Country’ as defined in and designated by statute.”20 The 

EHD contains 19 criteria which are grouped under environmental exposures (including fossil fuel 

                                                      

19  Washington State Legislature. RCW 70A.02.010. “Revised Code of Washington. Title 70A 

Environmental Health and Safety” https://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=70A.02.010 

20  Washington State Department of Health. Accessed June 2023. “Instructions for Utilities to Identify 

Highly Impacted Communities.” https://doh.wa.gov/data-statistical-reports/washington-tracking-

network-wtn/climate-projections/clean-energy-transformation-act/ceta-utility-instructions  
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pollution and vulnerability to climate change impacts that contribute to health inequities), 

environmental effects, socioeconomic factors, and sensitive populations. 

Between two equity descriptions, Cadmus selected the highly impacted communities because of the data 

granularity available to incorporate into the DSMPA. In addition, this study assumes climate change and it 

aligns well with the highly impacted definition that includes environmental impacts. The highly impacted 

disaggregation is done based on income qualification in the City Light Utility Discount Program21 and 

Washington Environmental Health Disparities index22 for income-qualified customers. Thus, only 

customers with a household income of equal to or less than 70% of the state median income, by 

household size, and with an EHD rank of 9 and higher were considered highly impacted.  

Cadmus combined the highly impacted communities’ distributions by building type with residential 

household forecasts, estimates of end-use saturations, fuel shares, efficiency shares, and UEC to produce a 

sales forecast through 2045. This approach is described in the 6.1. Developing Baseline Forecasts section. 

                                                      

21  City of Seattle, Seattle Public Utilities. Accessed June 2023. “Utility Discount Program.” 

https://www.seattle.gov/utilities/your-services/discounts-and-incentives/utility-discount-program  

22  Washington State Department of Health. Accessed June 2023. “Washington Environmental Health 

Disparities Map.” https://doh.wa.gov/data-and-statistical-reports/washington-tracking-network-

wtn/washington-environmental-health-disparities-map  
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Table 3.1. Residential Segments and End Uses 

Segments End-Use Group End Uses 

Single-Family 

Multifamily – High-Rise 

Multifamily – Mid-Rise 

Multifamily – Low-Rise 

Single-Family – Highly 

impacted 

Multifamily – High-Rise 

Highly impacted 

Multifamily – Mid-Rise 

Highly impacted 

Multifamily – Low-Rise 

Highly impacted 

Appliances 

Cooking Oven 

Cooking Range 

Dryer 

Freezer 

Refrigerator 

Cooling Cool Central Cool Room 

Electronics 

Computer – Desktop 

Computer – Laptop 

Copier 

DVD Player 

Home Audio System 

Microwave  

Monitor 

Multifunction Device 

Plug Load (Other) 

Printer 

Set-Top Box 

Television 

Exterior Lighting Lighting Exterior Standard  

Heating 

Air-Source Heat Pump with Back-Up 

Ductless Heat Pump – Central Heat 

Ductless Heat Pump – Central Heat 

with Back-Up 

Ductless Heat Pump – Room Heat 

Ductless Heat Pump – Room Heat 

with Back-Up 

Circulation – Domestic 

Hot Water 

Circulation – Hydronic 

Heating 

Heat Central  

Heat Pump 

Heat Room 

Ventilation – Air 

Interior Lighting 
Lighting Interior Linear Fluorescent 

Lighting Interior Specialty 

Lighting Interior 

Standard 

Lighting Exterior 

Standard 

Miscellaneous 
Air Purifier 

Other 

Wastewater 

Pool Pump 

Water Heating Water Heat GT 55 Gallon Water Heat LE 55 Gallon 

 

Figure 3.2 shows residential sales by segment for each year of the study. City Light projects that more 

than 60,000 new housing units will be built by 2045. New multifamily units account for about 50% of new 

residential construction, so both multifamily and single-family segment baseline sales are expected to 

increase at a similar rate, as shown in Table 3.2. 
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Figure 3.2. Annual Residential Baseline Sales by Segment (2024–2045) 

 

 

Table 3.2. Residential Baseline Sales and Housing Units by Segment 

Sector Sales (aMW) Housing Units 

2024 2045 2024 2045 

Single-Family 171 187 169,790 194,491 

Single-Family Highly Impacted 45 49 44,325 50,774 

Multifamily – Low-Rise 37 38 48,533 55,593 

Multifamily – Low-Rise Highly Impacted 20 20 26,360 30,195 

Multifamily – Mid-Rise 35 34 47,837 54,797 

Multifamily – Mid-Rise Highly Impacted 24 24 33,161 37,985 

Multifamily – High-Rise 31 30 42,564 48,756 

Multifamily – High-Rise Highly Impacted 17 16 22,753 26,063 

Total 380 398 435,324 498,654 

 

In the base year (2023), Cadmus calibrated baseline forecasts to City Light’s load forecast, ensuring that 

the study’s starting point aligned with the starting point of City Light’s forecasts. Cadmus then produced a 

residential forecast.  

Figure 3.3 shows the residential baseline forecast by end use. Overall, City Light’s residential forecast 

increases by approximately 5% over the 22-year horizon. This is primarily due to assumptions for the 

greater saturation of electric heat pumps as a result of electrification and for the greater saturation of air 

conditioning (AC) units as a result of climate change. The figure also shows that heating and appliances 

are the top two consuming end-use groups, accounting for a combined 59% of residential consumption. 

The next three highest forecasted end-use groups are water heating (17.5%), electronics (15.2%), and 

interior lighting (3.3%).  
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Figure 3.3. Annual Residential Baseline Forecast by End-Use Group (2024–2045) 

 

Table 3.3 shows the assumed average electric consumption per household for each residential segment in 

2045. Differences in the average consumption for each segment drive either differences in UEC, 

saturations, fuel shares,23 or any combination of differences. Appendix B includes detailed baseline data 

for the residential sector. 

Table 3.3. Per Household Baseline Sales (kWh/Home) by Sector and End-Use Group – 2045 

End-Use Single-Family Multifamily –  

Low-Rise 

Multifamily – 

Mid-Rise 

Multifamily – 

High-Rise 

Miscellaneous 169 104 86 86 

Heating 3,171 2,467 2,401 2,369 

Electronics 1,420 756 665 717 

Appliances 1,732 890 1,059 1,059 

Cooling 161 203 197 197 

Exterior Lighting 50 0 1 1 

Interior Lighting 346 124 118 118 

Water Heating 1,367 1,398 918 918 

Total 8,417 5,942 5,445 5,465 

Note: Highly impacted kilowatt-hour per home values are equivalent to those for non-highly impacted homes. 

 

Table 3.4 shows the electric end-use group distributions of the baseline consumption in 2045 by building 

type. For each building type, heating makes up greater than 25% of the building type consumption in 

2045 and is the end-use group with the largest consumption. 

                                                      

23  Fuel shares refer to the percentage of end-use equipment that is electric for end uses where 

customers have the option of electricity or another fuel. Residential end uses where multiple fuels are 

an option include central furnace space heating, water heating, cooking, and dryers.  
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Table 3.4. Residential Consumption End-Use Group Distributions by Segment – 2045 

End-Use Single-Family Multifamily – Low-

Rise 

Multifamily – 

Mid-Rise 

Multifamily – 

High-Rise 

Miscellaneous 2% 2% 2% 2% 

Heating 38% 42% 44% 43% 

Electronics 17% 13% 12% 13% 

Appliances 21% 15% 19% 19% 

Cooling 2% 3% 4% 4% 

Exterior Lighting 1% 0.01% 0.02% 0.02% 

Interior Lighting 4% 2% 2% 2% 

Water Heating 16% 24% 17% 17% 

Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Note: Highly impacted end use percentage distribution values are equivalent to the non-highly impacted. 

 

Figure 3.4 shows forecasted residential sales by construction vintage over the study horizon. Study results 

indicate that approximately 7% of 2045 sales will derive from new construction homes.  

Figure 3.4. Annual Residential Baseline Sales by Construction Vintage (2024–2045) 

 

3.3. Commercial 

Cadmus considered 20 commercial building segments and 18 end uses. Table 3.5 shows the commercial 

segments and end uses considered in this study as well as the corresponding segment and end-use 

groups presented in this report. Cadmus chose commercial segments for consistency with the 2021 Power 

Plan with one exception: the multifamily common area was not a standalone segment in the 2021 Power 

Plan. Overall, the commercial sector accounts for 718 aMW, or 58% of total baseline sales in 2045.  
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Table 3.5. Commercial Segments and End Uses 

Segment Group Segment  End-Use Group End-Uses 

Assembly Assembly  Cooking Cooking 

Data Center Data Center  
Cooling 

Cooling Chiller 

Hospital Hospital Cooling Direct Expansion 

Large Grocery Supermarket  
Data Center 

Data Center 

Large Office 
Large Office  Server 

Medium Office  Heat Pump Heat Pump  

Lodging Lodging  Heating  Space Heat 

Multifamily Common Area Multifamily Common Area  
Lighting 

Exterior Lighting 

Miscellaneous Other  Interior Lighting 

Other Health Residential Care  

Miscellaneous 

Computer – Desktop 

Restaurant Restaurant  Computer – Laptop 

Retail 

Large Retail  Other a 

Medium Retail  Plug Load (Other) 

Small Retail  Wastewater 

Extra Large Retail  Refrigeration Refrigeration 

School School K–12  Ventilation and 

Circulation 

Ventilation and 

Circulation Small Grocery Mini Mart  

Small Office Small Office  
Water Heat 

Water Heat GT 55 Gallon 

University University  Water Heat LE 55 Gallon 

Warehouse Warehouse   

a Other end uses include all undefined loads such as elevators, automatic doors, and process loads. 

 

Cadmus used City Light’s nonresidential database to identify sales and the number of customers for each 

commercial market segment. The database combined City Light’s billing data with King County Assessor 

data, as well as with other secondary data sources, to identify the customer segment and consumption for 

each nonresidential customer. These data served as the basis for Cadmus’ segmentation of the 

commercial sector. 

Cadmus also classified customers as commercial or industrial based on City Light’s premise-level 

nonresidential customer database. Commercial customers are mapped to the segments listed in Table 3.5. 

(Industrial customers are mapped to the segments listed in Table 3.6, shown in the 3.4. Industrial section.)  

To align with the City Light load forecast team’s commercial building square footage, Cadmus adjusted 

the commercial building counts per segment, based on average square footage per building type from 

the 2022 CPA.  

Figure 3.5 shows the distribution of baseline commercial energy consumption by segment for each year of 

the study. Large offices accounted for 24% of commercial baseline sales. Data center, university, and 
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multifamily common areas accounted for 10%, 10%, and 8% of baseline sales, respectively. Together, 

these segments represent 53% of all commercial-sector sales.   

Figure 3.5. Annual Commercial Baseline Sales by Segment (2024–2045) 

 

Cadmus developed the whole-building electric energy intensities (total kilowatt-hours per building square 

feet) based on NEEA’s CBSA IV. To develop the end-use intensities, Cadmus used the CBSA, the CBECS, 

and other Cadmus research. Further details are provided in the 6.1 Developing Baseline Forecasts section. 

Figure 3.6 shows energy use intensities for each building type and end-use group. 

Figure 3.6. Commercial End-Use Group Intensities by Building Type – 2045  

 

Note: The data center segment energy use intensity of 181.5 kWh per square foot is not included due to scaling. Additionally, 

all the consumption for the data center segment appears in the data center end-use group. 
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Figure 3.7 shows the commercial baseline forecast by end-use group. The forecast shows a load growth of 

commercial sales by roughly 0.7% on average per year over the study horizon. The highest consuming 

end-use group was lighting, accounting for 25% of projected commercial consumption in 2045 

(approximately the same percentage of overall end use as in 2024). The miscellaneous, data center, and 

ventilation end-use groups also account for a large share of consumption, at 17%, 17%, and 13% of 

projected commercial sales in 2045, respectively. Appendix B includes detailed baseline data for the 

commercial sector. 

Figure 3.7. Annual Commercial Forecast by End-Use Group (2024–2045) 

 

Note: The Miscellaneous end-use group includes laptops, desktops, and all other plug load and wastewater end uses. 

New commercial floorspace is a significant contributor to load growth in the commercial sector. By 2045, 

6% of the forecasted load will come from new construction. Figure 3.8 shows the commercial baseline 

forecast by construction vintage. 

Figure 3.8. Annual Commercial Forecast by Construction Vintage (2024–2045) 

 

87



 

PAGE 28 | SEATTLE CITY LIGHT 2024 DEMAND-SIDE MANAGEMENT POTENTIAL ASSESSMENT 

3.4. Industrial 

Cadmus disaggregated City Light’s forecasted industrial sales into eight facility types/segments and 

11 end-uses, as shown in Table 3.6. Overall, the industrial sector accounted for 124 aMW, or 10% of City 

Light’s overall forecasted baseline sales in 2045. The sector included City Light’s customers with known 

industrial processes in addition to customers who contribute wastewater and water treatment loads. 

Table 3.6. Industrial Segments and End Uses 

Segments End Uses 

Foundries 

Frozen Food 

Miscellaneous Manufacturing 

Other Food 

Stone and Glass 

Transportation, Equipment 

Wastewater 

Water 

Process Air Compressor 

Lighting 

Fan 

Pump 

Motors (Other) 

Process (Other) 

Process Heat 

HVAC 

Other 

Process Electro Chemical 

Process Refrigeration 

 

Like for the commercial sector, Cadmus relied on City Light’s nonresidential customer database to 

determine the distribution of baseline sales by segment. Foundries account for 40% of industrial baseline 

sales; the next largest segments are miscellaneous manufacturing (32%) and transportation equipment 

(23%).  

Figure 3.9. Annual Industrial Baseline Sales by Segment (2024–2045) 

 

Cadmus relied on end-use distributions provided in the 2021 Power Plan’s industrial tool to disaggregate 

segment-specific consumption into end uses. Figure 3.10 shows industrial baseline sales forecast by end 

use.  
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Figure 3.10. Annual Industrial Baseline Sales by End-Use (2024–2045) 

 

3.5. Scenarios 

Cadmus worked with the City Light load forecast team to define three baseline sales forecast scenarios, 

listed in Table 3.7 and shown in Figure 3.11. We then updated the baseline sales to reflect the impacts of 

these scenarios. Details of these scenarios are provided in the 6. Detailed Methodology chapter. 

Table 3.7. Baseline Sales Forecast Scenario Descriptions 

Scenario Definition 

Extreme Climate Change 

Reflects the impacts of higher temperatures on the residential and commercial 

forecast based on cooling degree days (CDDs) and heating degree days (HDDs) 

associated with the CanESM2 model24 provided by City Light. Note that because 

the CanESM2 model exhibited volatile year-over-year temperature patterns, this 

was reflected in the modeling output, creating a “zig zag” effect. 

Also reflects the impacts of higher AC saturations on the residential forecast by 

increasing the final year AC saturation to 85%. 

Accelerated Electrification 

Reflects higher building electrification adoption rates based on the accelerated 

market advancement scenario of EPRI’s “Phase 2 – Seattle City Light Electrification 

Assessment” study.  

Extreme Climate Change and 

Accelerated Electrification 

Reflects the combined impacts of the extreme climate change and accelerated 

electrification scenarios. 

                                                      

24  The second generation Canadian Earth System Model, CanESM2, is the fourth generation of the 

coupled global climate model, CGCM4, developed by the Canadian Centre for Climate Modelling and 

Analysis of Environment and Climate Change Canada. For more information, visit 

https://www.canada.ca/en/environment-climate-change/services/climate-change/science-research-

data/modeling-projections-analysis/centre-modelling-analysis/models/second-generation-earth-

system-model.html. City Light performed additional bias correction of this model to account for 

geographic resolution issues. 
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Figure 3.11. Baseline Sales Forecast Scenarios 

 

Figure 3.12 shows baseline sales when the impacts of each scenario are considered. The following 

subsections present these impacts for each sector separately. Note that for the extreme climate change 

scenarios, the volatile year-over-year temperature patterns exhibited in the CanESM2 model were 

reflected in the modeling output, creating a “zig zag” effect. 
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Figure 3.12. Annual Baseline Sales for All Three Sectors Combined for Each Scenario (2024–2045) 

 

3.5.1. Residential 

Figure 3.13 shows the residential baseline sales for each scenario for each year of the study.   
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Figure 3.13. Annual Residential Baseline Sales for Each Scenario (2024–2045) 

 

3.5.2. Commercial 

Figure 3.14 shows the commercial baseline sales for each scenario for each year of the study.  
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Figure 3.14. Annual Commercial Baseline Sales for Each Scenario (2024–2045) 

 

3.5.3. Industrial 

Climate change is assumed to not impact the industrial sector and only the accelerated electrification 

scenario was evaluated, as shown in Figure 3.15. 
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Figure 3.15. Annual Industrial Baseline Sales for Base Case and Accelerated Electrification 

Scenario (2024–2045) 

 

4. Energy Efficiency Potential 

City Light requires accurate estimates of technically achievable energy efficiency potential, which are 

essential for its IRP and program planning efforts. These potentials are then bundled based on levelized 

cost of conserved energy so that the IRP model can select the optimal amount of energy efficiency 

potential.  

In order to support these efforts, Cadmus performed an in-depth assessment of technical potential and 

achievable technical potential in three sectors: residential, commercial, and industrial. This chapter 

presents the detailed results of this assessment.  

4.1. Overview 

This study included a comprehensive set of conservation measures, including those assessed by the 

Council in the 2021 Power Plan and by the RTF. Cadmus began its analysis by assessing the technical 

potential of hundreds of unique conservation measures applicable to each sector, segment, and 

construction vintage (as discussed in the Baseline Forecast section).  

Cadmus considered 10,257 permutations of conservation measures representing a wide range of 

technologies and applications. Permutations are defined as unique measure, sector, segment, end-use, 

construction vintage, and baseline combinations that have technical potential (no below-standard 
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measures were included). For example, an ENERGY STAR® air purifier for residential single-family new 

construction with a market average baseline is a different permutation than an ENERGY STAR® air purifier 

for residential single-family existing construction with a market average baseline. Table 4.1 lists the 

number of conservation measures and permutations by sector considered in this study. 

Table 4.1. Measures and Permutations 

Sector Measures Permutations 

Residential 152 3,940 

Commercial 1,063 6,135 

Industrial 33 182 

Total 1,248 10,257 

 

Table 4.2 shows baseline sales and cumulative technical and achievable technical potential by sector. 

Study results indicate that 263 aMW of technically feasible conservation potential—21% of baseline 

sales—will be available by 2045, and that 87% of that amount (228 aMW) is considered achievable in 

2045. The achievable technical potential corresponds to 18% of baseline sales. Technical and achievable 

technical potential are inclusive of future City Light–funded conservation. That is, the baseline 

consumption forecasts account for historically achieved and planned City Light–funded conservation prior 

to 2024. However, the estimated potential identified is inclusive of—not in addition to—forecasted 

program savings. In other words, the baseline forecast excludes future, planned energy efficiency program 

efforts but the savings estimates include future energy efficiency program savings. 

The results in this report account for line losses and represent cumulative energy savings at the generator 

(unless specified).  

Table 4.2. Cumulative Technical and Achievable Technical Potential by Sector (2024-2045) 

Sector Baseline Sales 

(aMW) 

Technical Potential Achievable Technical Potential 

aMW % of Baseline Sales aMW % of Baseline Sales 

Residential 398 95 24% 79 20% 

Commercial 718 155 22% 138 19% 

Industrial 124 13 11% 11 9% 

Total 1,240 263 21% 228 18% 

 

The commercial sector, representing 58% of baseline energy use, accounts for approximately 60% of the 

cumulative achievable technical potential in 2045, as shown in Figure 4.1. The residential and industrial 

sectors account for 35% and 5% of the cumulative achievable technical potential in 2045, respectively.  
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Figure 4.1. 22-Year Achievable Technical Potential by Sector 

 

Table 4.3 shows cumulative two-year, four-year, 10-year, 20-year, and 22-year achievable technical 

potential by sector, as well as 20% of the 10-year achievable technical potential.  

Table 4.3. Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential by Sector and Time Period 

Sector Achievable Technical Potential – aMW 

2-Year  

(2024-2025) 

4-Year  

(2024–2027) 

10-Year  

(2024–2033) 

22-Year  

(2024–2045) 

20% of 10-Year 

Potential 

Residential 5 11 34 79 7 

Commercial 23 42 95 138 19 

Industrial 2 4 9 11 2 

Total 30 57 139 228 28 

 

Figure 4.2 presents the cumulative achievable technical potential across the study horizon.  
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Figure 4.2. Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential by Sector (2024–2045) 

 

Of the cumulative 22-year achievable potential, approximately 25% is acquired in the first four years and 

61% is acquired in the first 10 years. This acquisition rate is based on the 2021 Power Plan along with 

accelerated adoption for measures that City Light has historically offered through programs to better 

align with local and state policies promoting energy efficiency. The 6. Detailed Methodology section of this 

report provides more information on how Cadmus performed this calculation.  

Cadmus determined incremental achievable technical potential in each year of the study horizon, using 

natural equipment turnover rates and measure-specific ramp rates. Figure 4.3 shows incremental 

achievable potential. The increase in savings in 2039 is the result of the ramp rates applied and the 15-

year measure life for many heating measures. For example, in 2039, residential zonal heating systems that 

were initially installed in 2024 will need to be replaced (since the technology has a 15-year measure life). 

Based on the ramp rate in the year of replacement (2039), a proportion will be replaced by ductless heat 

pumps. Since ductless heat pumps are such a high-saving measure, there is a large increase in residential 

incremental achievable potential in 2039.  

97



 

PAGE 38 | SEATTLE CITY LIGHT 2024 DEMAND-SIDE MANAGEMENT POTENTIAL ASSESSMENT 

Figure 4.3. Annual Incremental Achievable Technical Potential (2024–2045) 

 

The conservation supply curve in Figure 4.4 shows cumulative achievable potential in $10 per megawatt-

hour levelized cost increments, where each bar includes all measures with levelized cost less than the 

listed amount. For example, the study revealed that 53% (121 aMW) of the cumulative 2045 achievable 

technical potential can be acquired at less than or equal to $60 per megawatt-hour.25 The amount of 

available achievable technical potential levels off at less than or equal to $70 per megawatt-hour, 

excluding measures that cost more than $160 per megawatt-hour. The 2045 achievable technical potential 

with a levelized cost of greater than $160 per megawatt-hour makes up 21% of the cumulative achievable 

technical potential. Many of these costly measures are for emerging technology equipment, heat pumps, 

and weatherization in the residential and commercial sectors.  

                                                      

25  The levelized cost bundle of less than or equal to $60 per megawatt-hour represents an example 

value. 
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Figure 4.4. All Sectors Supply Curve – Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential in 2045 by 

Levelized Cost 

 

City Light’s IRP selected achievable economic potential is 132 aMW by 2045. Table 4.4 shows cumulative 

22-year achievable economic potential by sector and the maximum levelized cost for measure 

permutations in each sector. For example, all residential achievable economic potential can be obtained at 

a levelized cost of less than or equal to $160 per megawatt-hour. Details of the achievable economic 

potential methodology can be found in the 6. Detailed Methodology chapter.  

Table 4.4. Cumulative Achievable Economic Potential by Sector (2024–2045) 

Sector 
Levelized TRC 

($/MWh) 

22-Year Achievable 

Economic Potential (aMW) 

Residential 160 50 

Commercial 40 72 

Industrial 60 10 

Total N/A 132 

 

Appendix D shows detailed measure-level results, including levelized costs and technical and achievable 

technical conservation potential for each measure. The remainder of this chapter provides detailed results 

of technical, achievable technical, and achievable economic potential by sector.  

4.2. Residential 

Residential customers in City Light’s service territory account for 32% of 2045 total baseline sales and 35% 

of total achievable technical potential. This sector, made up of standard-income and highly impacted 

single-family and multifamily customers, has a variety of sources for potential savings, including 
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equipment efficiency upgrades (such as water heaters and appliances) and improvements to building 

shells (such as windows, insulation, and air sealing).  

Based on resources in this assessment, Cadmus estimated residential cumulative achievable technical 

potential of 79 aMW over 22 years, which corresponds to 20% of the forecasted residential load in 2045. 

Table 4.5 shows cumulative 22-year residential conservation potential by segment.  

Table 4.5. Cumulative Residential Technical, Achievable Technical and Achievable Economic 

Potential by Segment in 2045 

Segment Baseline 

Sales 

(aMW) 

22-Year  

Technical Potential 

22-Year Achievable 

Technical Potential 

22-Year Achievable 

Economic Potential 

aMW % of 

Baseline 

Sales 

aMW % of 

Technical 

Potential 

aMW % of 

Technical 

Potential 

Single-Family 187 47 25% 39 83% 27 58% 

Single-Family Highly 

Impacted 
49 12 25% 10 83% 7 58% 

Multifamily – Low-Rise 38 9 23% 7 84% 4 48% 

Multifamily – Low-Rise 

Highly Impacted 
20 5 23% 4 84% 2 48% 

Multifamily – Mid-Rise 34 7 21% 6 84% 3 45% 

Multifamily – Mid-Rise 

Highly Impacted 
24 5 21% 4 84% 2 45% 

Multifamily – High-Rise 30 6 21% 5 84% 3 42% 

Multifamily – High-Rise 

Highly Impacted 
16 3 21% 3 84% 1 42% 

Total 398 95 24% 79 83% 50 53% 

 

As shown in Table 4.5 and Figure 4.5, single-family homes account for 63% (49 aMW) of total achievable 

technical potential, followed by multifamily low-rise (11 aMW), multifamily mid-rise (10 aMW), and 

multifamily high-rise (8 aMW). The total achievable technical potential for highly impacted customers is 

21 aMW, or 27%. Each home type’s proportion of baseline sales drives this distribution, but segment-

specific end-use saturations and fuel shares have an effect as well. Appendix B includes detailed data on 

saturations and fuel shares for each segment.26 Appendix C includes a detailed summary of achievable 

technical potential by segment and end use for each segment.  

                                                      

26 The scope of this study does not distinguish differences in end-use saturations and fuel shares 

between the highly impacted and non-highly impacted segments. Potential for these classifications is 

defined by customer segmentation. (Potential results by segment, including the highly impacted 

versus non-highly impacted classification, and end use, is available in Appendix C.)  
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Figure 4.5. Residential Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential by Segment (2024–2045) 

 

Figure 4.6 presents the cumulative achievable technical potential by construction type for the residential 

sector. Existing construction represents the majority of achievable technical potential, particularly in the 

early years of the study, accounting for 98% of the potential in the first four years (2024 through 2027). By 

the final year of the study period (2045), new construction accounts for 7% of the total cumulative 

residential achievable technical potential. This is because of the increase in new construction, from 

roughly 2,780 buildings in 2024 to over 66,000 buildings constructed between 2024 and 2045. 

Figure 4.6. Residential Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential by Construction Type (2024–

2045) 

 

Table 4.6 shows the residential baseline sales and technical and achievable technical potential by end-use 

group. Heating savings make up the greatest proportion of cumulative achievable technical potential, at 

39%. Water heating measures contribute 27% of the total achievable technical potential, followed by 
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appliance measures (24%). Overall, 83% of the technical potential is considered achievable based on 

adoption patterns from the 2021 Power Plan and adjusted for City Light’s historical program success.  

Table 4.6. Cumulative Residential Technical, Achievable Technical and Achievable Economic 

Potential by End-Use Group in 2045 

Segment Baseline 

Sales 

(aMW) 

22-Year  

Technical Potential 

22-Year 

Achievable 

Technical Potential 

22-Year 

Achievable 

Economic Potential 

  aMW % of  

Baseline 

Sales 

aMW % of  

Technical 

Potential 

aMW % of  

Technical 

Potential 

Appliances 77 23 29% 19 83% 17.4 77% 

Cooling  10 1 14% 1 83% 0.1 7% 

Electronics 60 5 9% 5 92% 3.3 62% 

Exterior Lighting 1 0.1 6% 0.1 85% 0 0% 

Heating 159 37 24% 31 82% 9.7 26% 

Interior Lighting 13 2 13% 2 90% 1 57% 

Miscellaneous 7 0.4 5% 0.3 88% 0.3 87% 

Water Heating 70 25 36% 21 83% 18.5 73% 

Total 398 95 24% 79 83% 50 53% 

 

Incremental and cumulative potential over the 22-year study horizon varies by end-use group due to the 

application of ramp rates. Cadmus assigned ramp rates to each measure based on factors such as 

availability, existing program activity, and market trends. Cadmus used the same ramp rates for each 

measure, as assigned by the Council in the 2021 Power Plan, with some adjustments based on City Light’s 

historical program success, as discussed in the 5.2. Achievable Technical Potential and Ramp Rate 

Comparison section. Figure 4.7 shows cumulative residential achievable potential by end use. 

Figure 4.7. Residential Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential by End Use (2024–2045) 

 

102



 

SEATTLE CITY LIGHT 2024 DEMAND-SIDE MANAGEMENT POTENTIAL ASSESSMENT | PAGE 43 

Figure 4.8 shows incremental residential achievable potential. Measure ramp rates and effective useful life 

(EUL) (only for equipment replacement measures) determine the timing of these savings. The increase in 

heating savings in 2039 is the result of replacing a high proportion of zonal heating measures with 

ductless heat pumps at the end of their 15-year measure life.  

Figure 4.8. Residential Incremental Achievable Technical Potential by End Use (2024–2045) 

 

Table 4.7 lists the 15 highest-saving residential measures sorted by 22-year achievable technical potential. 

These measures make up 77% of the total residential achievable technical potential. The table also 

includes the weighted average levelized costs for these measures,27 which represent the economic 

equipment and administrative costs while still accounting for energy and non-energy benefits. The 

measure with the highest cumulative achievable technical potential—multifamily ductless heat pumps—

has a levelized cost of $302 per megawatt-hour. Other measures identified with high savings are heat 

pump dryers, efficient heat pump water heaters, and refrigerators and freezers of Consortium for Energy 

Efficiency Tier 3. Of the highest-savings measures, the least costly are front-load ENERGY STAR® washers, 

thermostatic shower restriction valves, and ENERGY STAR® printers.  

                                                      

27  The levelized cost value represents a weighted average across all iterations, including segment and 

end use. As a result, some permutations of a measure may have a low levelized cost while other 

permutations have a high levelized cost.  
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Table 4.7. Top-Saving Residential Measures 

Measure Name Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential 

(aMW) 

Weighted 

Average 

Levelized 

TRC 

($/MWh)  

2-

Year 

4-

Year 

10-

Year 

22-

Year 

% of 

Total  

(22-Year) 

Multifamily Ductless Heat Pump 

Upgrade 
0.37 1.07 3.81 10.67 14% $302.33 

Heat Pump Dryer 0.03 0.09 0.70 10.39 13% $67.09 

Heat Pump Water Heater – Tier 3 0.30 0.83 2.55 6.98 9% $49.69 

Heat Pump Water Heater – Tier 4 0.24 0.68 2.12 5.90 7% $66.75 

Refrigerator and Refrigerator-Freezer – 

Consortium for Energy Efficiency Tier 3 
0.26 0.70 2.09 5.65 7% $39.43 

Zonal to Ductless Heat Pump 0.20 0.53 1.53 3.91 5% $168.52 

Networked Automation Controls 0.04 0.18 1.69 3.21 4% $3,362.65 

Front Load ENERGY STAR Washer 

(w/Electric Dryer) 
1.06 1.60 2.50 3.02 4% $0.00 

Single-Family Weatherization – Insulate 

Wall R0 to R11, Heating Zone 1 
0.51 1.02 2.04 2.32 3% $138.77 

ENERGY STAR Office Printer 0.29 0.60 1.44 1.76 2% $0.00 

Convert Electric Forced Air Furnace with 

Central AC to Heat Pump 
0.08 0.22 0.65 1.59 2% $143.16 

Residential Retail Valve, Electric 

Resistance Domestic Hot Water 
0.02 0.08 0.73 1.35 2% $0.00 

Electric HVAC Visual + Testing NoCAC 

Bill Screen: NA Any HZ (Duct Sealing) 
0.02 0.08 0.76 1.32 2% $51.24 

HVAC Heat Pump Upgrade to 12 HSPF/ 

18 SEER + Heating Zone 1, Cooling 

Zone 1 

0.01 0.04 0.31 1.20 2% $1,363.50 

Solar Hot Water, Zone 1 0.00 0.01 0.13 1.13 1% $1,323.52 

a The net expenses (costs and benefits) were less than zero for the following measures: ‘Front-Load ENERGY STAR Washer 

and Domestic Hot Water Dryer (Electric)’, ‘ENERGY STAR Office Printer’, and ‘Residential Retail Valve, Electric Resistance 

Domestic Hot Water’. The resulting levelized TRC was shown as $0.00 (per megawatt-hour) and can be considered cost-

effective. 

 

Overall, 14% of residential conservation potential is achievable within the first four years, and 43% is 

achievable in the first 10 years. Figure 4.9 shows 22-year cumulative residential potential by levelized cost 

(in $10 per megawatt-hour increments).  
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Figure 4.9. Residential Supply Curve – Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential in 2045 by 

Levelized Cost 

 

Thirty-six percent of the residential achievable technical potential is from measures with a levelized cost of 

over $160 per megawatt-hour. This is partly because the highest savings measure—multifamily ductless 

heat pump upgrades—has a levelized cost greater than $160 per megawatt-hour. 

City Light’s IRP selected an economic achievable potential of 50 aMW for the residential sector by 2045. 

Figure 4.10 shows the cumulative 22-year achievable economic potential for the residential sector by end-

use group. The two end-use groups with the greatest achievable economic potential are water heating 

and appliances, which collectively represent 71% of the total residential 22-year cumulative achievable 

economic potential.  
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Figure 4.10. Residential Cumulative Achievable Economic Potential in 2045 by End-Use 

Group 

 

Table 4.8 lists the 15 highest-saving IRP selected residential measures. The measure permutations 

included in the table all have a levelized cost of less than or equal to $160 per megawatt-hour and make 

up 88% of the cumulative 22-year achievable economic potential for the residential sector.  
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Table 4.8. Top-Saving Residential Measures Selected by IRP  

 

Measure Name Cumulative Achievable Economic 

Potential (aMW) – Less than or Equal 

to $160/MWh 

% of Cumulative 

22-Year Achievable 

Economic Potential 

 2-Year 4-Year 10-Year 22-Year  

Heat Pump Dryer 0.03 0.09 0.70 10.39 21% 

Heat Pump Water Heater – Tier 3 0.30 0.83 2.55 6.98 14% 

Heat Pump Water Heater – Tier 4 0.24 0.68 2.12 5.90 12% 

Refrigerator and Refrigerator-Freezer – 

Consortium for Energy Efficiency Tier 3 
0.26 0.70 2.09 5.65 11% 

Front Load ENERGY STAR Washer 

(w/Electric Dryer) 
1.06 1.60 2.50 3.02 6% 

Single-Family Weatherization – Insulate 

Wall R0 to R11, Heating Zone 1 
0.48 0.95 1.91 2.17 4% 

ENERGY STAR Office Printer 0.29 0.60 1.44 1.76 3% 

Convert Electric Forced Air Furnace with 

Central AC to Heat Pump 
0.08 0.21 0.60 1.43 3% 

Residential Retail Valve, Electric 

Resistance Domestic Hot Water 
0.02 0.08 0.73 1.35 3% 

Electric HVAC Visual + Testing NoCAC 

Bill Screen: NA Any Heating Zone (Duct 

Sealing) 

0.02 0.08 0.76 1.32 3% 

Wall Insulation R0 to R11, Heating 
Zone 1 

0.24 0.48 0.96 1.09 2% 

Clothes Dryer with Heat Recovery 0.01 0.06 0.59 1.09 2% 

Linear Fluorescent Lamp - TLED 0.08 0.19 0.49 0.96 2% 

Connected Thermostat Single -Family, 
Air Source Heat Pump, Heating Zone 1 

0.14 0.28 0.57 0.71 1% 

Multi Family LR Behavior 0.01 0.03 0.31 0.56 1% 
 

4.2.1. Highly Impacted Communities 

Cadmus estimated the potential for highly impacted communities which are defined as “the census tract 

ranks a 9 or 10 on the Environmental Health Disparities (EHD) Map, as designated by the Washington 

State Department of Health” and also include the census tracts “covered or partially covered by ‘Indian 

Country' as defined in and designated by statute.” As shown in Table 4.5, highly impacted community 

segments constituted 27% (21 aMW) of the total achievable technical potential. Each home type’s 

proportion of baseline sales drives this distribution, but segment-specific end-use saturations and fuel 

shares have an effect as well. 

City Light’s IRP selected an economic achievable potential of 13 aMW in highly impacted communities by 

2045. Figure 4.11 shows the cumulative 22-year achievable economic potential in highly impacted 

communities by end-use group. The two end-use groups with the greatest achievable economic potential 
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are water heating and appliances, which collectively represent 72% of the total 22-year cumulative 

achievable economic potential in highly impacted communities.  

Figure 4.11. Cumulative Achievable Economic Potential in Highly Impacted Communities 

2045 by End-Use Group 

 

 

 

 

Table 4.9 lists the 15 highest-saving IRP selected measures in highly impacted communities. The measure 

permutations included in the table all have a levelized cost of less than or equal to $160 per megawatt-

hour and make up 87% of the cumulative 22-year achievable economic potential available for highly 

impacted communities.  
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Table 4.9. Top-Saving Residential Measures in Highly Impacted Communities Selected by IRP  

 

Measure Name Cumulative Achievable Economic 

Potential (aMW) – Less than or Equal 

to $160/MWh 

% of Cumulative 

22-Year Achievable 

Economic Potential 

 2-Year 4-Year 10-Year 22-Year  

Heat Pump Dryer 0.01 0.02 0.18 2.64 20% 

Heat Pump Water Heater – Tier 3 0.07 0.21 0.63 1.73 13% 

Refrigerator and Refrigerator-Freezer – 

Consortium for Energy Efficiency Tier 3 
0.11 0.26 0.67 1.57 12% 

Heat Pump Water Heater – Tier 4 0.06 0.17 0.52 1.47 11% 

Front Load ENERGY STAR Washer 

(w/Electric Dryer) 
0.30 0.46 0.72 0.86 7% 

ENERGY STAR Office Printer 0.08 0.16 0.38 0.46 4% 

Single-Family Weatherization – Insulate 

Wall R0 to R11, Heating Zone 1 
0.10 0.20 0.40 0.45 3% 

Residential Retail Valve, Electric 

Resistance Domestic Hot Water 
0.01 0.02 0.22 0.40 3% 

Wall Insulation R0 to R11, Heating 
Zone 1 

0.09 0.17 0.35 0.40 3% 

Convert Electric Forced Air Furnace with 

Central AC to Heat Pump 
0.02 0.04 0.12 0.30 2% 

Electric HVAC Visual + Testing NoCAC 

Bill Screen: NA Any Heating Zone (Duct 

Sealing) 

0.00 0.02 0.16 0.27 2% 

Linear Fluorescent Lamp - TLED 0.02 0.05 0.12 0.24 2% 

Clothes Dryer with Heat Recovery 0.00 0.01 0.12 0.22 2% 

Multi Family LR Behavior 0.00 0.01 0.12 0.21 2% 

Connected Thermostat Single -Family, 
Air Source Heat Pump, Heating Zone 1 

0.03 0.06 0.12 0.15 1% 

4.3. Commercial 

City Light’s commercial sector accounts for 58% of its baseline sales in 2045 and 60% of total achievable 

technical potential. Cadmus estimated potential for the 20 commercial segments listed above in Table 3.5 

(grouped into 16 segments for this report). Table 4.10 summarizes the 20-year cumulative technical and 

achievable technical potential by commercial segment. 
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Table 4.10. Cumulative Commercial Technical and Achievable Technical Potential by Segment in 

2045 

Segment Baseline 

Sales 

(aMW) 

22-Year  

Technical Potential 

22-Year 

Achievable Technical Potential 

aMW % of  

Baseline Sales 

aMW % of  

Technical Potential 

Assembly 28 7 25% 6 89% 

Data Center 73 0.4 0.5% 0.3 85% 

Hospital 57 14 24% 12 85% 

Large Grocery 18 8 45% 7 90% 

Large Office 175 48 27% 43 90% 

Lodging 23 6 25% 5 86% 

Multifamily Common Area 60 0 0% 0 N/A 

Miscellaneous 35 8 23% 7 91% 

Other Health 13 3 24% 3 89% 

Restaurant 28 4 14% 3 87% 

Retail 50 14 28% 13 91% 

School 14 4 32% 4 87% 

Small Grocery 7 2 26% 2 88% 

Small Office 41 16 39% 14 90% 

University 69 15 22% 13 85% 

Warehouse 28 6 23% 6 90% 

Total 718 155 22% 138 89% 

 

Approximately 31% of the 22-year commercial achievable technical potential is from the large office 

segment, as shown in Figure 4.12. Together, large and small offices (shown as office in Figure 4.12) 

account for 42% of the 22-year commercial achievable technical potential. The large grocery segment has 

the highest technical potential savings relative to baseline sales due to the high potential associated with 

refrigeration equipment.  
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Figure 4.12. Cumulative Commercial Achievable Technical Potential by Segment (2024–2045) 

 

Note: The “Other” segment includes data centers, miscellaneous, and other health.  

 

Figure 4.13 presents the cumulative achievable technical potential by construction vintage for the 

commercial sector. Existing construction represents the majority of achievable technical potential, 

particularly in the early years of the study, accounting for 99.5% of the potential in the first two years 

(2024 and 2025).  

Figure 4.13. Cumulative Commercial Achievable Technical Potential by Construction Type  

(2024–2045) 

 

Across all end uses, lighting accounts for 29% of total achievable technical potential. Table 4.11 shows 22-

year cumulative commercial potential by end use. 
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Table 4.11. Cumulative Commercial Technical, Achievable Technical and Achievable Economic 

Potential by End-Use Group in 2045 

Segment Baseline 

Sales 

(aMW) 

22-Year  

Technical Potential 

22-Year 

Achievable Technical 

Potential 

22-Year 

Achievable Economic 

Potential 

aMW % of  

Baseline 

Sales 

aMW % of  

Technical 

Potential 

aMW % of  

Technical 

Potential 

Cooking 23 1 6% 1 85% 0.4 25% 

Cooling a 38 16 42% 14 85% 5 30% 

Data Center 108 5 5% 4 89% 4 89% 

Heat Pump b 77 26 34% 23 87% 7 26% 

Heating c 21 9 41% 7 85% 4 42% 

Lighting 179 44 24% 40 93% 36 82% 

Miscellaneous 110 5 4% 4 88% 1 21% 

Refrigeration 56 15 26% 13 91% 7 49% 

Ventilation 85 25 30% 23 91% 3 13% 

Water Heating 20 10 50% 8 77% 5 45% 

Total 718 155 22% 138 89% 72 46% 

a The cooling end-use group refers to cooling direct expansion, chiller equipment, and related retrofit measures. 
b The heat pump end-use group includes air-source heat pumps and related retrofit measures. This differs from heat 

pump water heaters, which are included in the water heating end-use group.  
c The heating end-use group refers to non-heat pump electric space heating equipment (such as electric resistance 

heating).  

 

Almost one-third of commercial achievable potential comes from interior lighting equipment upgrades, 

exterior lighting equipment upgrades, and controls. The 20-year achievable technical potential for lighting 

is equivalent to a 22% reduction in baseline lighting consumption. Overall, 93% of lighting technical 

potential is considered achievable based on the maximum achievable potential assumed in the draft 2021 

Power Plan.  

Compared to the residential sector, a larger proportion of the achievable technical potential is realized in 

the first 10 years of the study, with 69% of the 22-year cumulative achievable technical potential in the 

first 10 years (versus 43% for residential sector) and 30% in the first four years (versus 14% for residential 

sector). Figure 4.14 and Figure 4.15 show cumulative and incremental achievable potential for the 

commercial sector by end use, respectively. There is a slight bump in incremental achievable technical 

potential in 2039 due to the replacement of high-savings measures that have a measure life of 15 years.  
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Figure 4.14. Commercial Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential by End Use (2024–2045) 

 

 

Figure 4.15. Commercial Incremental Achievable Technical Potential by End Use (2024–2045) 

 

Table 4.12 shows the top 15 commercial measures and their average levelized costs,28 sorted by 22-year 

achievable technical potential. Together, these measures represent 37% of the commercial cumulative 

2045 achievable technical potential. The highest-saving measure is HVAC retro-commissioning with close 

to 7 aMW, or 5%, of achievable technical potential. Depending on the application, this measure can also 

be costly and may not be considered economic, with a weighted average levelized TRC of $148 per 

megawatt-hour.  

                                                      

28  The levelized cost value represents a weighted average across all iterations, including segment and 

end use. As a result, some permutations of a measure may have a low levelized cost while other 

permutations have a high levelized cost.  

113



 

PAGE 54 | SEATTLE CITY LIGHT 2024 DEMAND-SIDE MANAGEMENT POTENTIAL ASSESSMENT 

Table 4.12. Top-Saving Commercial Measures 

Measure Name Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential 

(aMW) 

Weighted 

Average 

Levelized TRC 

($/MWh) a 
2-

Year 

4-

Year 

10-

Year 

22-

Year 

% of Total  

(22-Year) 

HVAC Retro-Commissioning 2.56 3.87 5.97 6.82 5% $147.83 

Building Automation System Upgrades 2.33 3.52 5.46 6.31 5% $15.13 

Strategic Energy Management 0.08 0.34 3.18 5.70 4% $167.50 

Air-Source Heat Pump ≥240,000 Btu/h and 
<760,000 Btu/h - Above Code 

0.08 0.29 1.65 4.80 3% $37.69 

Large Office Linear Fluorescent Tube to LED 
Panel Fixture with Lighting Controls 

0.25 0.62 1.93 3.54 3% $22.91 

New Display Case - Replacement  0.77 1.54 3.10 3.52 3% $25.84 

Air-Source Heat Pump ≥135,000 Btu/h and 
<240,000 Btu/h - Above Code 

0.06 0.22 1.21 3.40 2% $163.93 

Fans Retrofit - All Commercial-System 
Upgrade 

0.52 1.05 2.10 2.39 2% $47.01 

Water Heater LE 55 Gallon Heat Pump - Tier 4 0.04 0.16 0.83 2.35 2% $277.41 

Water Heater LE 55 Gallon Heat Pump - Tier 3 0.04 0.15 0.78 2.21 2% $59.41 

Server Virtualization 0.46 0.92 1.85 2.10 2% $14.87 

Thin Triple-Pane Large Office – Natural Gas 0.03 0.12 1.12 1.98 1% $117.60 

ENERGY STAR Server 1.24 1.68 1.92 1.95 1% $0.72 

Circulation Pumps - Hydronic Heating - 
Commercial with ECM and Advanced Speed 
Controls 

0.71 1.08 1.66 1.90 1% $95.75 

Medium Office Linear Fluorescent Tube to 
LED Panel Fixture with Lighting Controls 

0.13 0.33 1.03 1.90 1% $22.72 

a The average levelized TRC value represents a weighted average across all iterations including segment and end use. As 

a result, some permutations of a measure may have a low levelized cost while other permutations have a high levelized 

cost. 

 

Approximately 69% of 22-year commercial achievable technical potential falls within the first 10 years of 

the study horizon. Much of the commercial retrofit potential for existing buildings occurs within the first 

10 years, largely due to the ramp rates associated with these measures.  

Figure 4.16 shows that the commercial levelized cost distributions for the achievable technical potential 

are similar to those for the residential sector. However, 14% of the achievable technical potential has costs 

greater than $160 per megawatt-hour. This is primarily because HVAC retro-commissioning and 

weatherization measures such as thin triple-pane window replacements are costly but offer large savings 

opportunities.  
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Figure 4.16. Commercial Supply Curve – Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential in 2045 by 

Levelized Cost 

 

Note: The cooking end use has 0.12 aMW at ≤$10 per megawatt-hour, 0.37 aMW at ≤$20 per megawatt-hour, 

0.51 aMW at ≤$50 per megawatt-hour, 0.67 aMW at ≤$80 per megawatt-hour, 0.96 aMW at ≤$140 per megawatt-

hour, 1.20 aMW at ≤$150 per megawatt-hour, and 1.24 aMW at >160 per megawatt-hour. 

 

City Light’s IRP selected an achievable economic potential for the commercial sector of 72 aMW by 2045. 

Figure 4.17 shows the cumulative 22-year achievable economic potential for the commercial sector by 

end-use group. Achievable economic potential for lighting makes up 50% of the commercial achievable 

economic potential, followed by refrigeration (10%) and heat pump (9%). 
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Figure 4.17. Commercial Cumulative Achievable Economic Potential in 2045 by End-Use Group 

 

Table 4.13 lists the 15 highest-saving IRP selected commercial measures. The commercial achievable 

economic measure permutations included in the table have a levelized cost of less than or equal to $40 

per megawatt-hour and make up 43% of the commercial cumulative 22-year achievable economic 

potential.  
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Table 4.13. Top-Saving Commercial Measures Selected by IRP  

 

Measure Name Cumulative Achievable Economic 

Potential (aMW) – Less than or Equal 

to $40/MWh 

% of Cumulative 

22-Year Achievable 

Economic Potential 

 2-Year 4-Year 10-Year 22-Year  

Building Automation System Upgrades 1.81 2.73 4.23 4.89 7% 

Large Office Linear Fluorescent Tube to 
LED Panel Fixture with Lighting Controls 

0.25 0.62 1.93 3.54 5% 

New Display Case - Replacement 0.77 1.54 3.10 3.52 5% 

Server Virtualization 0.46 0.92 1.85 2.10 3% 

ENERGY STAR Server 1.24 1.68 1.92 1.95 3% 

Medium Office Linear Fluorescent Tube 
to LED Panel Fixture with Lighting 
Controls 

0.13 0.33 1.03 1.90 3% 

Outside Air Economizer 0.68 1.03 1.59 1.82 3% 

Advanced Air-to-Water Heat Pump 0.03 0.11 1.01 1.76 2% 

Heat Pump Water Heater Less than 55 
Gallons - Tier 3 

0.03 0.11 0.58 1.68 2% 

Air Source Heat Pump >= 240,000 Btu/h 
and < 760,000 Btu/h - Above Code 

0.03 0.09 0.52 1.51 2% 

Strategic Energy Management 0.02 0.08 0.80 1.44 2% 

Small Office Linear Fluorescent Tube to 
LED Panel Fixture with Lighting Controls 

0.08 0.19 0.59 1.38 2% 

HVAC Retro commissioning 0.46 0.69 1.06 1.22 2% 

Heat Pump Water Heater Greater than 
55 Gallons - Tier 3 

0.02 0.07 0.40 1.14 2% 

Other Linear Fluorescent Tube to LED 
Panel Fixture with Lighting Controls 

0.09 0.23 0.71 1.13 2% 

4.4. Industrial 

Cadmus estimated conservation potential for the industrial sector using the Council’s 2021 Power Plan 

analysis tool. The conservation potential addressed eight industrial segments in City Light’s service 

territory, based on allocations developed from City Light’s nonresidential database. The assessment 

identified approximately 11 aMW of achievable technical potential by 2045. Table 4.14 shows the 

cumulative industrial potential by segment in 2045. 
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Table 4.14. Cumulative Industrial Technical and Achievable Technical Potential by Segment in 2045 

Segment Baseline 

Sales 

(aMW) 

22-Year  

Technical Potential 

22-Year 

Achievable Technical Potential 

aMW % of  

Baseline Sales 

aMW % of  

Technical Potential 

Foundries 50 5.9 12% 5.2 87% 

Frozen Food 2 0.3 14% 0.3 86% 

Miscellaneous 

Manufacturing 
40 1.5 4% 1.3 86% 

Other Food 0 0.0 14% 0.0 87% 

Transportation 

Equipment 
28 4.8 17% 4.1 86% 

Wastewater 2 0.4 27% 0.3 85% 

Water 3 0.2 10% 0.2 85% 

Total 124 13.1 11% 11.4 86% 

 

Figure 4.18 shows industrial cumulative achievable technical potential by segment and year. Similar to 

baseline sales, the foundries segment has the largest share (46%) of 22-year industrial achievable 

technical potential account, with 5 aMW.  It is followed by transportation equipment and miscellaneous 

manufacturing, which make up 4 aMW and 1 aMW of total achievable technical potential, respectively.  

Figure 4.18. Cumulative Industrial Achievable Technical Potential by Segment (2024–2045) 

 

Table 4.15 shows 22-year potential by industrial end use. The four end uses with the highest industrial 

achievable technical potential are lighting (33%), pumps (16%), fans (15%), and process air compressor 

(10%). 
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Table 4.15. Cumulative Industrial Technical, Achievable Technical and Achievable Economic 

Potential by End Use in 2045 

Segment Baseline 

Sales 

(aMW) 

22-Year  

Technical Potential 

22-Year 

Achievable Technical 

Potential 

22-Year 

Achievable Economic 

Potential 

aMW % of  

Baseline 

Sales 

aMW % of  

Technical 

Potential 

aMW % of  

Technical 

Potential 

Fans 10 2.1 22% 1.8 85% 1.8 85% 

HVAC 16 1.3 8% 1.1 85% 1.1 85% 

Lighting 13 4.5 35% 3.8 85% 3.8 85% 

Motors (Other) 18 0.8 4% 0.7 87% 0.7 87% 

Other 10 0.7 6% 0.6 85% 0.6 85% 

Process Air Compressor 8 1.3 15% 1.2 92% 0.4 31% 

Process Electro 

Chemical 
8 0.4 5% 0.3 87% 0.3 87% 

Process Heat 19 0.0 0% 0.0 0% 0.0 0% 

Process (Other) 1 0.0 0% 0.0 0% 0.0 0% 

Process Refrigeration 4 0.2 4% 0.1 86% 0.1 86% 

Pumps 16 2.0 12% 1.8 90% 1.5 78% 

Total 124 13.1 11% 11.4 86% 10.4 79% 

 

Figure 4.19 and Figure 4.20 show cumulative and incremental achievable technical potential by end use 

over the 22-year study horizon, respectively. 

Figure 4.19. Industrial Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential by End Use (2024–2045) 
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Figure 4.20. Industrial Incremental Achievable Technical Potential by End Use (2024–2045) 

 

Table 4.16 shows the top-saving industrial measures and their weighted average levelized costs. 

Collectively, these 15 measures represent 78% of industrial 22-year cumulative achievable technical 

potential. 

120



 

SEATTLE CITY LIGHT 2024 DEMAND-SIDE MANAGEMENT POTENTIAL ASSESSMENT | PAGE 61 

Table 4.16. Top-Saving Industrial Measures 

Measure Name Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential (aMW) Weighted 

Average 

Levelized 

TRC 

($/MWh) a 

2-Year 4-Year 10-Year 22-Year % of 

Total  

(22-Year) 

HVAC 0.22 0.43 0.87 0.99 9% $15.98 

Lighting Controls 0.21 0.42 0.85 0.96 8% $44.84 

Energy Management - Level 1 b 0.08 0.19 0.66 0.79 7% $23.71 

Fan Equipment Upgrade c 0.16 0.32 0.65 0.74 6% $0.00 

Pump Optimization 0.07 0.13 0.33 0.72 6% $1.80 

High-Bay Lighting - 2 Shift 0.16 0.31 0.63 0.71 6% $38.05 

High-Bay Lighting - 1 Shift 0.14 0.27 0.55 0.63 6% $40.98 

Efficient Lighting - 2 Shift 0.12 0.25 0.49 0.56 5% $11.46 

Air Compressor Equipment 0.12 0.23 0.46 0.53 5% $66.84 

Efficient Lighting - 1 Shift 0.10 0.21 0.41 0.47 4% $13.00 

Energy Management - Level 2 b 0.04 0.08 0.19 0.42 4% $49.20 

Fan Optimization 0.09 0.19 0.37 0.42 4% $39.12 

Wastewater 0.08 0.15 0.30 0.34 3% $59.48 

Advanced Motors - Material Processing 0.03 0.07 0.24 0.28 2% $10.04 

High-Bay Lighting - 3 Shift 0.06 0.12 0.25 0.28 2% $30.44 

a The average levelized TRC value represents a weighted average across all iterations, including segment and end use. As 

a result, some permutations of a measure may have a low levelized cost while other permutations have high levelized 

cost.  
b The Council separated the Energy Management measures into two tiers: Level 1 and Level 2. Level 1 represents the 

standard strategic energy management applied in mostly large industrial facilities. Level 2 represents a share of strategic 

energy management potential likely found in smaller facilities, which is therefore more difficult to achieve. The cost of 

Level 2 is twice the cost of Level 1 and has half the savings.  
c The Fan Equipment Upgrade net expenses (costs and benefits) were less than zero. The resulting levelized TRC was 

shown as $0.00 (per megawatt-hour) and can be considered cost-effective. 

 

Consistent with the Council's approach to the industrial sector, Cadmus modeled all industrial measures 

as retrofits and did not distinguish between new and existing construction. After applying ramp rates, 

approximately 82% of 22-year achievable technical potential is realized within the first 10 years. 

Industrial measures are generally low cost, so the industrial achievable technical potential by levelized cost 

distribution does not have the same peak at greater than $160 per megawatt-hour as that for the 

residential and commercial sectors. In fact, all 11 aMW of industrial potential can be achieved at a 

levelized cost of less than or equal to $110 per megawatt-hour. Figure 4.21 shows cumulative achievable 

economic potential in 2045 for different levelized cost thresholds. 
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Figure 4.21. Industrial Supply Curve — Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential in 2045 by 

Levelized Cost 

 

City Light’s portfolio modeling selected nearly all industrial measures for inclusion in the achievable 

economic potential portfolio. Therefore, the 22-year cumulative achievable economic potential for the 

industrial sector is 10 aMW at a levelized cost of less than or equal to $60 per megawatt-hour. For this 

sector, the achievable economic potential is nearly equivalent to the achievable technical potential, 

because almost all the achievable technical potential is considered economically feasible at the levelized 

cost threshold, except some measures in process air compressor and pumps end uses, as shown in Table 

4.15. The 15 highest-savings IRP selected industrial measures are equal to the ones shown in Table 4.16, 

except that the air compressor equipment measure is not in the list due to having a levelized cost above 

the threshold and advanced motors - material handling measure is added as the fifteenth measure with 

0.27 aMW of 22-year economic potential.  

4.5. Scenarios 

Cadmus worked with the City Light load forecast team to define three baseline sales forecast scenarios, 

listed in Table 3.7 of the 3.5. Scenarios section. After updating the baseline sales to reflect the impacts of 

these scenarios (see the 3.5. Scenarios section for results), Cadmus estimated the achievable technical 

potential based on these scenario sales forecasts considering the same 10,257 permutations of 

conservation measures as the base case forecast. Table 4.17 shows baseline sales and cumulative technical 

and achievable technical potential by sector for each scenario. The following subsections present the 

results by sector.  
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Table 4.17. Cumulative Technical and Achievable Technical Potential by Sector (2024–2045) 

Sector Baseline Sales 

(aMW) 

Technical Potential Achievable Technical Potential 

aMW % of Baseline 

Sales 

aMW % of Baseline 

Sales 

Base Case 

Residential 398 95 24% 79 20% 

Commercial 718 155 22% 138 19% 

Industrial 124 13 11% 11 9% 

Total 1,240 263 21% 228 18% 

Accelerated Electrification 

Residential 399 95 24% 79 20% 

Commercial 722 158 22% 140 19% 

Industrial 131 13 10% 12 9% 

Total 1,252 266 21% 231 18% 

Extreme Climate Change 

Residential 417 100 24% 90 22% 

Commercial 694 151 22% 149 21% 

Industrial 124 13 11% 11 9% 

Total 1,235 264 21% 250 20% 

Extreme Climate Change and Accelerated Electrification 

Residential 419 101 24% 90 22% 

Commercial 698 153 22% 150 22% 

Industrial 131 13 10% 12 9% 

Total 1,248 267 21% 252 20% 

 

Figure 4.22 shows the combined residential, commercial, and industrial baseline sales before and after 

subtracting achievable technical potential for each scenario for each year of the study. 
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Figure 4.22. All Sectors Combined Baseline Sales Before and After Subtracting Achievable Technical 

Potential for Each Scenario (2024–2045) 

 

4.5.1. Residential 

Figure 4.23 shows the residential cumulative achievable technical potential over the 22-year study horizon 

for each scenario. 

Figure 4.23. Residential Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential for Each Scenario (2024–

2045) 
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Figure 4.24 shows the residential baseline sales before and after subtracting achievable technical potential 

for each scenario for each year of the study. 

Figure 4.24. Annual Residential Baseline Sales for Each Scenario after Subtracting Achievable 

Technical Potential (2024–2045) 

 

4.5.2. Commercial 

Figure 4.25 shows the commercial cumulative achievable technical potential over the 22-year study 

horizon for each scenario. 
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Figure 4.25. Commercial Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential for Each Scenario (2024–

2045) 

 

Figure 4.26 shows the commercial baseline sales before and after subtracting achievable technical 

potential for each scenario for each year of the study.   

Figure 4.26. Annual Commercial Baseline Sales for Each Scenario after Subtracting Achievable 

Technical Potential (2024–2045) 
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4.5.3. Industrial 

As climate change impacts will be negligible for the industrial sector, only the accelerated electrification 

scenario was considered. Figure 4.27 shows the industrial cumulative achievable technical potential over 

the 22-year study horizon for base case and accelerated electrification scenario. 

Figure 4.27. Industrial Cumulative Achievable Technical Potential for Each Scenario (2024–2045) 

 

Figure 4.28 shows the industrial baseline sales before and after subtracting achievable technical potential 

for each scenario for each year of the study.  
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Figure 4.28. Annual Industrial Baseline Sales for the Base Case and Accelerated Electrification 

Scenario (2024–2045) 

 

5. Comparison to 2022 CPA 

The 2024 DSMPA focused on final year cumulative estimates of technical potential and incremental 

estimates of achievable technical potential. Cadmus defines the final year cumulative technical potential 

as the total average megawatt savings that are considered technically feasible to achieve over the study 

horizon. For the 2022 CPA, that horizon was 2022 through 2041 (20 years) while for the 2024 DSMPA, it is 

2024 through 2045 (22 years). Overall, the 2024 DSMPA identified higher final year cumulative technical 

potential and achievable technical potential compared with the 2022 CPA. This chapter presents the 

comparison of technical, achievable technical, and achievable economic potential results from these two 

assessments by detailing the reasons for the differences in results. 

5.1. Technical Potential Comparison 

The 2024 DSMPA identified 263 aMW of technical potential in the final year, compared with 233 aMW in 

the 2022 CPA. The 13% increase in cumulative final year technical potential is heavily influenced by the 

longer study horizon, new load forecast with the adjustments mentioned in the 3. Baseline Forecast 

chapter (building electrification, climate change, new construction codes, and impacts of COVID-19), new 

and updated residential and commercial measures, and the inclusion of residential and commercial 

measures involving emerging technologies. Table 5.1 shows a comparison of cumulative technical 

potential, by sector, from the 2022 CPA and 2024 DSMPA. 
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Table 5.1. Final Year Cumulative Technical Potential Comparison by Sector 

Sector 2024 DSMPA 2022 CPA Percentage 

Change in 

Technical 

Potential 

Baseline 

Sales—

22 Year 

(aMW) 

Technical 

Potential—

22 Year 

(aMW) 

Technical 

Potential as 

% of 

Baseline 

Sales 

Baseline 

Sales—

20 Year 

(aMW) 

Technical 

Potential

—20 Year 

(aMW) 

Technical 

Potential as 

% of 

Baseline 

Sales 

Residential 398 95 24% 422 a 90 21% 5% 

Commercial 718 155 22% 667 131 20% 18% 

Industrial 124 13 11% 91 12 13% 8% 

Total 1,240 263 21% 1,181* 233 19% 13% 

a This is the value after removing the sales due to EVs. 

 

The following sections detail the differences between the 2024 DSMPA and the 2022 CPA by sector. 

5.1.1. Changes in Residential Technical Potential 

The residential sector technical potential increased from 90 aMW in the final year in the 2022 CPA to 

95 aMW in the 2024 DSMPA, which is a 5% increase. In the 2024 DSMPA, several factors affected the 

potential in positive or negative ways and resulted in an overall increase. The factors contributing to 

increasing potential are an increase in heat pump and water heater saturations due to electrification, new 

and updated measures (mainly RTF measures), and the inclusion of measures involving emerging 

technologies. The factors resulting in a decrease in potential are having the new residential load forecast 

being 6% lower in the 2024 DSMPA than in the 2022 CPA, adjustments made for the 2022 Revised Code 

of Washington (RCW 19.27A.160),29 which requires that “… residential and nonresidential construction 

permitted under the 2031 state energy code achieve a seventy percent reduction in annual net energy 

consumption, using the adopted 2006 Washington state energy code as a baseline,” and an overall 

decrease in heating and cooling load due to climate change adjustments to the load forecast. In addition, 

the 2024 DSMPA excludes the EV end use and associated potential, unlike the 2022 CPA, although 

achievable technical potential due to EVs accounts for only 0.3% of the total achievable technical potential 

in 2022 CPA.    

Table 5.2 provides a comparison of baseline sales and technical potential and the reasoning for the 

differences.  

                                                      

29  WA Rev Code § 19.27A.160. 2022. “RCW 19.27A.160 Residential and Nonresidential Construction— 

Energy Consumption Reduction—Council Report.” 

https://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=19.27A.160  
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Table 5.2. Residential Cumulative Technical Potential Comparison 

Component 2024 DSMPA 

22-Year (aMW) 

2022 CPA  

20-Year (aMW) 

Percentage 

Change 

Reason for Change 

Baseline Sales 

(aMW) 
398 422 a -6% 

Updated sales forecast from City 

Light with adjustments for COVID-

19, building electrification, climate 

change, and codes and standards. 

Technical Potential 

(aMW) 
95 90 5% 

Increase in heat pump and water 

heater saturations due to 

electrification, new and updated 

measures, and the inclusion of 

emerging technology measures  

Technical Potential 

as % of Baseline 
24% 21% N/A 

a This is the value after removing the sales due to EVs. 

 

Figure 5.1 shows a comparison of residential technical potential at the end-use group level. The blue bars 

indicate all end-use groups that had a decrease in technical potential from the 2022 CPA to the 2024 

DSMPA. The most significant decrease of 3 aMW comes from the appliances end use, driven by reduced 

savings for heat pump dryers following an update to the RTF heat pump dryers workbook. Other relatively 

smaller dips in potential are for EVs, due to excluding the EV end use in the 2024 DSMPA, and 

miscellaneous end uses due to updated pool pump savings and wastewater impacts from updated RTF 

measure workbooks. The green bars indicate all end-use groups that had an increase in technical 

potential. The most significant increase was for the heating end use (including heat pumps), at 5.2 aMW, 

which is due to the increase in heat pump saturations due to electrification. Similarly, the water heating 

end use increased by 0.7 aMW due to increasing water heater saturations because of electrification. 

Emerging technology measures added for 2024 DSMPA also led to increased potential in several end 

uses, such as cooling and heating. 
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Figure 5.1. Change in Cumulative Residential Technical Potential by End-Use Group 

 

 

5.1.2. Changes in Commercial Technical Potential 

Several factors resulted in the 2024 DSMPA identifying higher final-year cumulative technical potential 

than the 2022 CPA. These are the new commercial load forecast being 8% higher in the 2024 DSMPA than 

in the 2022 CPA, an increase in heat pump and water heater saturations due to electrification, an overall 

increase in heating and cooling load due to climate change adjustments, new and updated measures 

(mainly RTF measures), and new commercial measures involving emerging technologies. The only factor 

resulting in a decrease in potential is the adjustment made for the 2022 RCW 19.27A.160.30 Table 5.3 

shows a comparison of technical potential in the commercial sector for the two CPAs. 

                                                      

30  WA Rev Code § 19.27A.160. 2022. “RCW 19.27A.160 Residential and Nonresidential Construction— 

Energy Consumption Reduction—Council Report.” 

https://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=19.27A.160  
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Table 5.3. Commercial Cumulative Technical Potential Comparison 

Component 
2024 DSMPA 

22-Year (aMW) 

2022 CPA 

20-Year (aMW) 

Percentage 

Change 
Reason for Change 

Baseline Sales 

(aMW) 
718 667 8% 

Updated sales forecast from City 

Light with adjustments for COVID 

19, building electrification, climate 

change, and codes and standards. 

Technical Potential 

(aMW) 
155 131 18% 

Increase in heat pump and water 

heater saturations due to 

electrification, increase in heating 

and cooling loads due to climate 

change adjustments, new and 

updated measures, and the 

inclusion of emerging technology 

measures 

Technical Potential 

as % of Baseline 
22% 20% N/A 

 

Figure 5.2 illustrates the change in commercial technical potential between the 2022 CPA and 2024 

DSMPA by end-use group. End-use groups exhibiting decreased technical potential include cooling and 

refrigeration. The decrease in technical potential for the cooling end use is due to the saturation of 

cooling equipment shifting to heat pumps over the study horizon. Overall, technical potential for 

commercial space cooling, including both the cooling end-use group (DX and chillers) and the heat pump 

end-use group, is higher in the 2024 DSMPA than in the 2022 CPA, primarily due to increased cooling 

loads from climate change adjustments. The decrease in refrigeration potential is driven by updates to 

RTF refrigeration measures. 

Figure 5.2. Change in Commercial Cumulative Technical Potential by End-Use Group 
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5.1.3. Changes in Industrial Technical Potential 

The industrial sector in the 2024 DSMPA did not include any new measures based on the 2021 Power 

Plan, which resulted in no major change in the industrial sector potential compared with the 2022 CPA. 

Accounting for building electrification in the 2024 DSMPA increased the base case forecast and resulted in 

the opportunity for additional energy efficiency potential. 

5.2. Achievable Technical Potential and Ramp Rate Comparison 

As with assessments of technical potential, Cadmus identified higher cumulative achievable technical 

potential in the 2024 DSMPA than was shown in the 2022 CPA. Because 22-year cumulative achievable 

technical potential is a subset of technical potential, factors contributing to higher cumulative achievable 

technical potential are the same as those previously discussed for technical potential.  

The following figures show incremental achievable technical potential from the 2024 DSMPA (Figure 5.3) 

and the 2022 CPA (Figure 5.4). Incremental achievable technical potential in the first two years of the 2024 

DSMPA is about 9% higher than that in the first two years of the 2022 CPA. 
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Figure 5.3. Incremental Achievable Technical Potential – 2024 DSMPA 

 

 

Figure 5.4. Incremental Achievable Technical Potential – 2022 CPA 

  

Figure 5.3 and Figure 5.4 show a pretty similar distribution of potential over the study horizons. The two-

year achievable potential in the 2022 CPA is equal to approximately 14% of the total 20-year achievable 

technical potential, whereas the two-year achievable potential in the 2024 DSMPA is equal to 

approximately 13% of the total 22-year achievable technical potential. This similarity is expected as there 

is no major difference in ramp rate assumptions used in the 2022 CPA and 2024 DSMPA.  
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5.3. IRP Achievable Economic Potential Comparison 

Both the 2022 CPA and 2024 DSMPA used the IRP optimization modeling to determine how much energy 

efficiency, as a resource, is cost-effective compared with other competing resources over the study 

horizon. Table 5.4 shows a comparison of the achievable (economic) potential between the two studies. 

The IRP optimization modeling assumptions between the two studies differ along several subject areas. 

For example, costs of supply resource Power Purchase Agreement contracts, the transmission delivery 

costs in those agreements, and any other ancillary services associated with the energy. Load forecasts are 

different between the two studies as well. The load forecast in the 2022 CPA did not include any climate 

change adjustments, had very few electrification assumptions, and included preliminary COVID-19 load 

adjustments. The 2024 DSMPA load forecast featured climate change, more building electrification loads, 

and better-understood COVID-19 adjustments. The two studies also have different demand-side 

potentials and associated costs.  

Table 5.4. Achievable Economic Cumulative Potential Comparison 

Sector 2024 DSMPA  2022 CPA 

Baseline 

Sales –  

22-Year 

(aMW) 

Achievable 

Economic 

Potential – 

22-Year 

(aMW) 

Achievable 

Economic 

Potential as 

% of Baseline 

Sales 

 Baseline 

Sales –  

20-Year 

(aMW) 

Achievable 

Economic 

Potential – 

20-Year 

(aMW) 

Achievable 

Economic 

Potential as 

% of Baseline 

Sales 

Residential 398 50 13  461 18 4% 

Commercial 718 72 10  667 77 12% 

Industrial 124 10 8  91 10 11% 

Total 1240 132 11%  1,219 105 9% 

 

The 2024 DSMPA 22-Year residential sector achievable economic potential increased by nearly 200% 

compared with the 2022 CPA. The 2024 DSMPA selected nearly all residential measures, mostly due to 

residential measures’ effectiveness at reducing winter loads..  

The 2024 DSMPA commercial and industrial sectors achievable economic potential is very similar to that 

of the 2022 CPA.  

6. Detailed Methodology 

Cadmus’ general methodology can be best described as a combined top-down/bottom-up approach. We 

began the top-down component with City Light’s most current 2022 load forecast. Cadmus adjusted this 

forecast for building energy codes, equipment efficiency standards, COVID-19 impacts, building 

electrification, and climate change that was not already accounted for through the forecast. Cadmus then 

disaggregated this load forecast into its constituent customer sectors, customer segments, and end-use 

components and projected the results out 22 years. We also calibrated the base year (2023) to City Light’s 

sector-load forecasts produced in 2022. 
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For the bottom-up component, Cadmus considered potential technical impacts of various ECMs and 

practices on each end use. We then estimated impacts, based on engineering calculations, accounting for 

fuel shares, current market saturations, technical feasibility, and costs. The technical potential presents an 

alternative forecast that reflects the technical impacts of specific energy efficiency measures. Cadmus then 

determined the achievable technical potential by applying ramp rates and achievability percentages to 

technical potential. This chapter describes the CPA methodology in detail.  

6.1. Developing Baseline Forecasts 

City Light’s sector-level sales and customer forecasts provided the basis for assessing energy efficiency 

potential. Prior to estimating potential, Cadmus disaggregated sector-level load forecasts by customer 

segment (business, dwelling, or facility types), building vintage (existing structures and new construction), 

and end uses (all applicable end uses in each customer sector and segment). 

The first step in developing baseline forecasts was to determine the appropriate customer segments in 

each sector. For designations we drew upon categories available in the study’s key data sources—

primarily City Light’s nonresidential customer database (for the commercial and industrial sectors) and the 

U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey (for the residential sector)—then we mapped the 

appropriate end uses to relevant customer segments.  

Upon determining appropriate customer segments and end uses for each sector, Cadmus produced the 

baseline end-use load forecasts by integrating current and forecasted customer counts with key market 

and equipment usage data.  

For the commercial and residential sectors, we calculated the total baseline annual consumption for each 

end use in each customer segment using the following equation: 

𝐸𝑈𝑆𝐸𝑖𝑗 = ∑ 𝐴𝐶𝐶𝑇𝑆𝑖 × 𝑈𝑃𝐴𝑖 × 𝑆𝐴𝑇𝑖𝑗 × 𝐹𝑆𝐻𝑖𝑗 × 𝐸𝑆𝐻𝑖𝑗𝑒 × 𝐸𝑈𝐼𝑖𝑗𝑒
𝑒

 

where: 

𝐸𝑈𝑆𝐸𝑖𝑗 = total electric energy consumption for end-use j in customer segment i 

𝐴𝐶𝐶𝑇𝑆𝑖 = number of accounts/customers in customer segment i 

𝑈𝑃𝐴𝑖 = units per account in customer segment i (UPAi generally equals the average 

square feet per customer in commercial segments, and equals 1.0 in residential 

dwellings, assessed at the whole-home level) 

𝑆𝐴𝑇𝑖𝑗 = share of customers in customer segment i with end-use j 

𝐹𝑆𝐻𝑖𝑗 = share of end-use j of customer segment i served by electricity 

𝐸𝑆𝐻𝑖𝑗𝑒 = market share of efficiency level in equipment for customer segment i and end 

use j 

𝐸𝑈𝐼𝑖𝑗𝑒 = end-use intensity: electric energy consumption per unit (per square foot for 

commercial) for the electric equipment configuration ije 
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For each sector, we determined the total annual electric consumption as the sum of 𝐸𝑈𝑆𝐸𝑖𝑗 across the end 

uses and customer segments.  

Consistent with other conservation potential studies, and commensurate with industrial UEC data (which 

varied widely in quality), we allocated the industrial sector’s loads to end uses in various segments based 

on data available from the U.S. Energy Information Administration.31  

6.1.1. Derivation of End-Use Consumption 

End-use electric energy consumption estimates by segment, end use, and efficiency level (𝐸𝑈𝐼𝑖𝑗𝑒) provided 

one of the most important components in developing a baseline forecast. In the residential sector, 

Cadmus used estimates of UEC, representing annual electric energy consumption associated with an end 

use and represented by a specific type of equipment (such as a central AC or heat pump). The basis for 

the UEC values were derived from savings in the latest RTF workbooks, the Council’s 2021 Power Plan 

workbooks, and savings analyses to calculate accurate consumption wherever possible for all efficiency 

levels of an end-use technology. When Council workbooks did not exist for certain end uses, Cadmus 

used results from NEEA’s 2017 RBSA or City Light’s oversample, or we conducted other research (e.g., U.S. 

Department of Energy, ENERGY STAR). 

For the commercial sector, Cadmus treated consumption estimates as end-use intensities that 

represented annual electric energy consumption per square foot served. To develop the end-use 

intensities, Cadmus developed electric energy intensities (total kilowatt-hours per building square foot) 

based on NEEA’s 2019 CBSA IV. Cadmus then benchmarked these electric energy intensities against 

various other data sources including the CBSA III, historical forecasted and potential study data from City 

Light, and historical end-use intensities developed by the Council and NEEA.  

To distribute the electric energy intensities to end-use intensities, Cadmus used assumptions specific to 

each building segment and each end use: 

• Lighting. The methodology for lighting end-use consisted of analyzing CBSA IV’s lighting power 

density (lighting wattage per square foot) multiplied by the Council’s interior lighting hours of use 

by building type. Once we had calculated lighting end-use intensity, Cadmus subtracted this 

portion of load from the total CBSA electric energy intensities (e.g., to estimate non-lighting 

intensities).  

• Non-lighting. To distribute the remaining non-lighting CBSA electric energy intensities into end 

uses, Cadmus used 2012 CBECS microdata to calculate percentages of end-use intensities across 

various end-use groups by building types as defined by the Council. Cadmus used the CBSA fuel 

shares and end-use saturations to adjust the distributions of CBECS end-use intensities to better 

represent City Light’s commercial service territory. These finalized CBECS end-use intensities—

adjusted with CBSA values where possible—were the basis for most of the end-use intensities in 

the commercial sector. 

                                                      

31  U.S. Department of Energy, Energy Information Administration. 2010. Manufacturing Energy 

Consumption Survey.  
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• Computers and servers. Cadmus developed energy intensities by building type for two end-

uses—computers (desktops and laptops) and servers—using the CBECS number of units per 

square foot multiplied by unit consumption.  

• University. The CBSA IV data lacked information on university building type, and the schools 

building type represented only K–12, as designated by the Council. Cadmus developed a more 

accurate electric energy intensity specific to universities by calculating a ratio of the CBECS’s 

university and school K–12 building types. Cadmus then used the CBSA school K–12 lighting 

power density and applied the Council’s university lighting hours of use. Cadmus determined that 

the result was reasonable by benchmarking the university lighting end-use intensity developed 

for City Light against the ratio of CBECS university and school K–12 lighting loads. 

• Retail. Low CBSA respondent counts and matching varying definitions of building type in Council 

and CBECS data caused concern, especially for the large and extra-large retail building types, so 

Cadmus combined large and extra-large retail building types for the CBSA electric energy 

intensities and lighting power density. Similarly, Cadmus combined small and medium retail 

building types because the counts and definitions were insufficient.  

For the industrial sector, end-use electric energy consumption represented total annual industry 

consumption by end use, as allocated by the secondary data described above. 

6.1.2. City Light Forecast Adjustments 

Cadmus worked with the City Light load forecast team to adjust the baseline forecast to account for the 

impacts of COVID-19, climate change, equipment standards, building energy codes, and building 

electrification. 

We accounted for the impacts of COVID-19 based on the adjustment factors provided by City Light for 

the residential and commercial sectors. We did not consider COVID-19 impacts for the industrial sector. 

To account for the impacts of climate change, Cadmus used Multivariate Adaptive Constructed Analogs 

(MACA) scalar-adjusted HDD and CDD data provided by City Light. Cadmus applied annual HDD and CDD 

adjustment ratios (called climate change adjustment factors) to cooling, heating, and heat pump UECs for 

the residential and commercial sectors. Table 6.1 presents the climate change adjustment factors for the 

heating, cooling, and heat pump end uses for each year. 
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Table 6.1. Climate Change Adjustment Factors for Residential and Commercial Heating, Cooling, 

and Heat Pump End Uses for Each Year 

Year 

Residential and 

Commercial Heating 

End-Use Multiplier 

Residential and 

Commercial Cooling 

End-Use Multiplier 

Residential Heat 

Pump End-Use 

Multiplier 

Average Commercial 

Heat Pump End-Use 

Multiplier a 

2023 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

2024 1.00 1.02 1.00 1.01 

2025 0.99 1.04 0.99 1.01 

2026 0.98 1.06 0.99 1.02 

2027 0.98 1.08 0.98 1.02 

2028 0.98 1.10 0.98 1.04 

2029 0.97 1.13 0.97 1.04 

2030 0.96 1.15 0.97 1.05 

2031 0.96 1.17 0.97 1.06 

2032 0.96 1.20 0.97 1.07 

2033 0.95 1.22 0.96 1.07 

2034 0.94 1.25 0.95 1.08 

2035 0.94 1.27 0.95 1.09 

2036 0.94 1.30 0.95 1.10 

2037 0.93 1.32 0.94 1.10 

2038 0.92 1.35 0.94 1.11 

2039 0.92 1.37 0.93 1.12 

2040 0.92 1.40 0.94 1.13 

2041 0.91 1.42 0.93 1.14 

2042 0.90 1.44 0.92 1.14 

2043 0.90 1.47 0.92 1.15 

2044 0.90 1.49 0.92 1.16 

2045 0.89 1.52 0.91 1.17 

a Since the heat pump heating/cooling ratio of heat pumps varies by the type of the commercial building, commercial 

heat pump consumptions vary by building type. The numbers presented in this table are average multipliers.  

 

For each end uses, Cadmus multiplied the base year (2023) UEC by the multipliers shown in the table 

above to calculate the climate change adjusted UEC. For example, for cooling, the climate adjustment 

factor was 1.52 in 2045, and therefore we multiplied the base year (2023) cooling consumption by 152% in 

2045.  

For the commercial sector, heat pump consumptions vary by building type because the heat pump 

heating/cooling ratio of heat pumps varies by the type of commercial building. On average, we multiplied 

the base year commercial heat pump consumptions by 117% in 2045. For the residential sector, based on 

observed increases in the adoption of heat pumps and air conditioning spurred by the 2021 heat dome, 

Cadmus assumed that future cooling saturation (heat pump plus air conditioning) would reach 70% by 
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2045. Cadmus implemented this assumption by linearly interpolating between base year (2023) saturation 

and final year (2045) saturation. 

Cadmus further tailored the load forecast embedded with climate change adjustments for the impacts of 

city and state codes and federal standards that were on the books as of January 2023. We describe 

treatment of codes and standards in the 2024 DSMPA in the Incorporating Federal Standards and State 

and Local Codes and Policies section. 

Furthermore, Cadmus made adjustments for building electrification based on a 2022 EPRI study.32 For this 

2024 DSMPA, Cadmus applied the EPRI study’s moderate market advancement scenario data to account 

for the impacts of electrification. The moderate market advancement scenario is the closest to a “business 

as usual” scenario where electric transportation adoption continues to grow based on past trajectories 

and includes any incentives that may have been offered prior to 2020, and where the electrification of 

buildings and industry are driven by customer choice as well as relative economics.33 The building stock 

and end-use saturation assumptions of the moderate market advancement scenario is generally 

consistent with City Light’s 2022 load forecast and the 2022 CPA.  

Based on moderate market advancement scenario data, Cadmus increased the fuel shares and equipment 

saturations such that for the residential sector, we converted cooking, dryer, and water heater fuel to 

electric: this meant that heat pump equipment saturations increased as non-electric space heating 

equipment is converted to heat pumps. Figure 6.1 presents the change in saturation of electric equipment 

for cooking, water heating, and HVAC heat pumps with and without fossil fuel backup over the study 

horizon for single-family houses (existing construction). 

                                                      

32  Electric Power Research Institute. January 2022. Seattle City Light Electrification Assessment, Final 

Report.  

33  This is a description of the EPRI study scenario used by City Light in the IRP process. The 2024 DSMPA 

estimates demand response potential for managed EV charging. It does not estimate conservation 

potential for efficient EV chargers. It also does not include transportation electrification in its baseline 

forecast. Instead, City Light adds the transportation electrification forecast to the 2024 DSMPA load 

forecast as part of the IRP modeling process. 
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Figure 6.1. Cooking, Water Heating, Heat Pump, and Heat Pump with Fossil Fuel Backup 

Saturations in Single-Family Houses (Existing Construction) 

 

 

Similarly, for the commercial sector, cooking, water heater, and HVAC heat pump electric equipment 

saturations increased. As an example, Figure 6.2 presents the change in cooking, water heating, and heat 

pump saturation of electric equipment over the study horizon for restaurants (existing construction).  

Figure 6.2. Cooking, Water Heating, and Heat Pump Saturations in Restaurants (Existing 

Construction)  
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In this study, all these adjustments are naturally occurring rather than having energy efficiency potential.  

6.2. Baseline Forecast Scenarios 

Cadmus worked with the City Light load forecast team to define three baseline forecast scenarios that 

represent different conditions that could occur in the future. We then updated the baseline forecast to 

show the effects of these conditions on the load forecast: 

• Scenario 1: Extreme Climate Change. This scenario reflects the impact of higher temperatures 

on the residential and commercial forecast compared with the moderate climate change 

conditions incorporated in the baseline forecast. It also demonstrates the impact of higher AC 

saturations on the residential forecast. We modeled the temperature increase based on CDDs and 

HDDs associated with the CanESM2 model provided by City Light, which resulted in increased 

cooling and decreased heating load. The impacts of this scenario effected the residential sector as 

an increase in AC saturation from 70% by 2045 in the baseline forecast to 85% in this scenario 

forecast.  

• Scenario 2: Accelerated Electrification. This scenario reflects the accelerated market 

advancement scenario of the “Phase 2 - Seattle City Light Electrification Assessment” conducted 

by EPRI in 2022. This accelerated market advancement scenario is a middle ground between the 

moderate and rapid market advancement scenarios of City Light’s Electrification Assessment, 

where the rapid market advancement scenario was defined to be consistent with the goals and 

policies outlined in the Seattle Climate Action Plan34 while also covering the Seattle Office of 

Sustainability proposal to set carbon-based benchmarking requirements for commercial and 

multifamily buildings over 20,000 square feet.35 

• Scenario 3: Extreme Climate Change and Accelerated Electrification. This was the most 

extreme of all three scenarios and represents a condition of both extreme climate change and the 

accelerated electrification scenario.  

6.3. Measure Characterization 

Because technical potential draws upon an alternative forecast, reflecting installations of all technically 

feasible measures, Cadmus chose the most robust set of appropriate ECMs and developed a 

comprehensive database of technical and market data for these ECMs that applied to all end uses in 

various market segments.  

                                                      

34  Seattle Office of Sustainability and Environment. June 2013. City of Seattle 2013 Climate Action Plan. 

https://www.seattle.gov/Documents/Departments/Environment/ClimateChange/2013_CAP_20130612.

pdf 

35  Brown K. March 10, 2022. Exploring Building Performance Standards: A New Policy to Reduce Building 

Sector Emissions. https://greenspace.seattle.gov/2022/03/exploring-building-performance-standards-

a-new-policy-to-reduce-building-sector-emissions/#sthash.lCi0WGc5.inrTWtUd.dpbs 
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The database included the following measures: 

• All measures in the Council’s 2021 Power Plan conservation supply curve workbooks 

• Active UES measures in the RTF 

• Commercial technologies that were of interest to City Light and included in the 2022 CPA, such as 

airflow management (data center), building automation system upgrades, computer room AC, 

cooling towers, economizer (outside air), economizer (water side), freezer (lab grade), heat pump 

(water source), heat recovery improvements, HVAC retro-commissioning, LED sign lighting, server 

(virtualization), and water heater controls. 

• Emerging technology measures that are near commercialization or that may become cost-

effective within the next five years and can help bridge the gap in declining potential from current 

technologies. These measures included the following for the residential and commercial sectors:  

Residential sector: 

• Induction cooktop, 2-element 

• Induction cooktop, 4-element 

• Vinyl siding, insulated  

• Structural Insulated Panels panel framing  

• Networked automation controls  

• Smart electrical panel 

 

• Smart outlets 

• Indirect evaporative cooler, 2.5 tons 

• Indirect evaporative cooler, 1.0 tons 

• Clothes dryer with heat recovery 

• Advanced air-to-water heat pump 

Commercial sector: 

• Induction cooktop 

• Commercial/industrial carbon dioxide 

heat pumps 

• Central heat pump water heater with load 

controls 

• Aerofoil outfitted shelving  

 

• Advanced air-to-water heat pump  

• Web-enabled power monitoring for 

small and medium-sized businesses 

• Food truck, efficient electric cooking 

• Low global warming potential freezers 

and refrigerator cases 

Cadmus included only the Council and RTF measures applicable to sectors and market segments in City 

Light’s service territory. For example, we did not characterize measures for the agriculture sector or the 

residential manufactured home segment, as these sectors are a small fraction of City Light’s customer mix. 

Cadmus added measures if the RTF workbooks were not included in the Council’s 2021 Power Plan or if 

the RTF workbooks have been updated since the Council’s 2021 Power Plan workbooks.  

Cadmus classified the electric energy efficiency measures applicable to City Light’s service territories into 

two categories: 

• High-efficiency equipment (lost opportunity) measures directly affecting end-use equipment 

(such as high-efficiency domestic water heaters), which follow normal replacement patterns based 

on expected lifetimes. 

• Non-equipment (retrofit) measures affecting UEC without replacing end-use equipment (such 

as insulation). Such measures do not include timing constraints from equipment turnover—except 
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for new construction—and should be considered discretionary, given that savings can be acquired 

at any point over the planning horizon. 

Each measure type had several relevant inputs: 

• Equipment and non-equipment measures: 

o Energy savings: average annual savings attributable to installing the measure, in absolute 

and/or percentage terms 

o Equipment cost: full or incremental, depending on the nature of the measure and the 

application 

o Labor cost: the expense of installing the measure, accounting for differences in labor rates 

by region and other variables 

o Technical feasibility: the percentage of buildings where customers can install this 

measure, accounting for physical constraints 

o Measure life: the expected life of the measure equipment 

• Non-equipment measures only: 

o Percentage incomplete: the percentage of buildings where customers have not installed 

the measure, but where its installation is technically feasible. This equals 1.0 minus the 

measure’s current saturation 

o Measure competition: for mutually exclusive measures, accounting for the percentage of 

each measure likely installed to avoid double-counting savings 

o Measure interaction: accounting for end-use interactions (for example, a decrease in 

lighting power density causing heating loads to increase) 

Among various sources, Cadmus primarily derived these inputs from four resources: 

• NEEA CBSA IV, including Puget Sound Energy’s oversample, where applicable36 

• NEEA RBSA II with City Light’s oversample  

• The Northwest Power and Conservation Council’s 2021 Power Plan conservation supply curve 

workbooks 

• The RTF UES measure workbooks  

For many equipment and non-equipment inputs, Cadmus reviewed a variety of sources. To determine 

which source to use for this study, Cadmus developed a hierarchy for costs and savings (also shown in 

Table 6.2): 

1. The Council’s 2021 Power Plan conservation supply curve workbooks, except in cases where a 

more recent version of RTF UES measure workbooks was submitted and not used in the Council’s 

2021 Power Plan 

                                                      

36  City Light did not have an oversample conducted as part of CBSA IV. To better represent the Seattle 

area (compared with regional values), Cadmus incorporated Puget Sound Energy’s CBSA oversample 

data.  
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2. RTF UES measure workbooks 

3. Secondary sources, such as American Council for an Energy-Efficient Economy work papers, 

Simple Energy and Enthalpy Model building simulations, or various technical reference manuals 

Cadmus also developed a hierarchy to determine the source for various applicability factors, such as the 

technical feasibility and the percentage incomplete. This hierarchy differed slightly for residential and 

commercial measure lists.  

RBSA Methodology 

For residential estimates, Cadmus relied on City Light’s oversample in NEEA’s RBSA II (2017). If City Light’s 

subset did not have a sufficient sample to achieve 90% confidence with ±10% precision for a given 

estimate, we derived estimates from the sample of Puget Sound–area customers (of City Light, Puget 

Sound Energy, the Snohomish County Public Utility District, and Tacoma Power) or for the broader 

Northwest, as found in the RBSA. If Cadmus could not calculate applicability factors from NEEA’s RBSA, we 

used applicability factors from the Council’s 2021 Power Plan conservation supply curve workbooks. The 

resulting estimates reflect averages for the Northwest region and were not necessarily specific to City 

Light’s service territory. 

CBSA Methodology 

For the commercial sector, Cadmus first used the subset of City Light’s customers, including Puget Sound 

Energy’s oversample, in NEEA’s CBSA IV (2019).  

The original CBSA IV weights were constructed to represent the Council’s regional building counts. To 

represent City Light’s building counts, Cadmus reanalyzed the CBSA weights based on City Light’s totals of 

building square footage for specific building types. Cadmus included only the CBSA data and the Puget 

Sound Energy’s oversample in the Council’s defined climate heating zone 1. While reviewing whether to 

only include urban sites in these analyses, Cadmus found that, for the heating zone 1 subset, 92% of the 

buildings were urban and 95% of building square footage was urban. Due to the limited impact of rural 

for all sites in the heating zone 1 subset, Cadmus did not make any further adjustments in the overall 

analysis.  

Once Cadmus finalized City Light’s CBSA weights to match City Light’s total building square footage by 

building type, we used these weights for all CBSA analysis in this study. Where respondent counts were 

sufficient for specific CBSA analyses, Cadmus used building type names as defined by the Council to 

produce more granular results. 

If NEEA’s CBSA did not have sufficient data to estimate a particular value (for example, applicability 

factors) for a given measure, Cadmus relied on factors from the Council’s 2021 Power Plan conservation 

supply curve workbooks. 

Measure Data Sources  

Table 6.2 lists the primary sources referenced in the study by data input. 
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Table 6.2. Key Measure Data Sources 

Data Residential Source Commercial Source Industrial Source 

Energy Savings 

2021 Power Plan supply curve 

workbooks; RTF; Cadmus 

research  

2021 Power Plan supply curve 

workbooks; RTF; Cadmus 

research  

2021 Power Plan supply 

curve workbooks; Cadmus 

research  

Equipment and 

Labor Costs 

2021 Power Plan supply curve 

workbooks; RTF; Cadmus 

research 

2021 Power Plan supply curve 

workbooks; RTF; Cadmus 

research  

2021 Power Plan supply 

curve workbooks; Cadmus 

research  

Measure Life 

2021 Power Plan supply curve 

workbooks; RTF; Cadmus 

research 

2021 Power Plan supply curve 

workbooks; RTF; Cadmus 

research  

2021 Power Plan supply 

curve workbooks; Cadmus 

research  

Technical 

Feasibility 
NEEA RBSA; Cadmus research NEEA CBSA; Cadmus research 

Cadmus research; Council 

industrial data 

Percentage 

Incomplete 

NEEA RBSA; City Lights 

program accomplishments; 

Cadmus research 

NEEA CBSA; City Lights 

program accomplishments; 

Cadmus research 

Cadmus research; Council 

industrial data 

Measure 

Interaction 

2021 Power Plan supply curve 

workbooks; RTF; Cadmus 

research 

2021 Power Plan supply curve 

workbooks; RTF; Cadmus 

research 

Cadmus research  

 

6.3.1. Incorporating Federal Standards and State and Local Codes and Policies 

Cadmus’ assessment accounted for changes in codes, standards, and policies over the planning horizon. 

These changes not only affected customers’ energy-consumption patterns and behaviors, they also 

revealed which energy efficiency measures would continue to produce savings over minimum 

requirements. Cadmus captured current efficiency requirements, including those enacted but not yet in 

effect.  

Cadmus reviewed all local and state codes, federal standards, and local and state policy initiatives that 

could impact this potential study and that were on the books as of January 2023. For the residential and 

commercial sectors, the potential study considered the local energy codes (2021 Seattle Energy Code with 

amendments, 2021 Washington State Energy Code, and 2021 RCW) as well as current and pending federal 

standards. Cadmus also assessed if, how, and when Washington State and Seattle City legislation 

impacted the potential study. This legislation included Seattle's Energy Benchmarking Program (SMC 

22.920), Washington’s Clean Buildings bill (E3S House Bill 1257), and the CETA (194-40-330).  

Cadmus reviewed many codes, standards, and policy initiatives:  

• Federal standards. All technology standards for heating and cooling equipment, lighting, water 

heating, motors, and other appliances not covered in or superseded by state and local codes.37  

• 2021 Seattle Energy Code. The code requires all new commercial buildings and large 

multifamily buildings above three stories to use the most-efficient technologies for space and 

                                                      

37  Office of Energy Efficiency & Renewable Energy. Accessed June 2021. “Standards and Test 

Procedures.” https://www.energy.gov/eere/buildings/standards-and-test-procedures  
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water heating, which are de facto electric heat pumps in most cases. These latest updates to the 

Energy Code also apply to HVAC and water heating equipment replacements in existing 

buildings; however, there are several exemptions such that the impact of this provision on load 

forecasts is projected to be negligible (regarding existing buildings). All other code provisions 

took effect on March 15, 2021.38  

• 2021 Washington State Energy Code. The code provides requirements for residential and 

commercial new construction buildings, except in cases where the 2021 Seattle Energy Code 

supersedes the Washington code. The effective date was July 1, 2023.39  

• Seattle's Energy Benchmarking Program (SMC 22.920). This program requires owners of 

commercial and multifamily buildings (20,000 square feet or larger) to track and report energy 

performance and annually to the City of Seattle. Though in effect since 2016, full enforcement of 

the program began on January 1, 2021.40  

• 2021 RCW 19.260.040. These codes set minimum efficiency standards for specific types of 

products including computers, monitors, showerheads, faucets, residential ventilation fans, 

general service lamps, air compressors, uninterruptible power supplies, water coolers, portable 

ACs, high color rendering index fluorescent lamps, commercial dishwashers, steam cookers, hot 

food holding cabinets, and fryers. The effective dates varied by product with the 2021 RCW 

signed on July 28, 2019.41  

• Clean Buildings Bill (E3S House Bill 1257). The law requires the Washington State Department 

of Commerce to develop and implement an energy performance standard for the state’s existing 

buildings, especially large commercial buildings (based on building square feet) and provide 

incentives to encourage efficiency improvements. The effective date was July 28, 2019, with the 

                                                      

38  City of Seattle, Office of the City Clerk. February 1, 2021. “Council Bill No: CB 119993. An Ordinance 

Relating to Seattle’s Construction Codes.” http://seattle.legistar.com/ 

LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=4763161&GUID=A4B94487-56DE-4EBD-9BBA-C332F6E0EE5D  

39  Washington State Building Code Council. Accessed June 2021. https://sbcc.wa.gov/  

40  City of Seattle, Office of Sustainability and Environment. Accessed June 2021. “Energy Benchmarking.” 

https://www.seattle.gov/environment/climate-change/buildings-and-energy/energy-

benchmarking#:~:text=Seattle's%20Energy%20Benchmarking%20Program%20(SMC,to%20the%20Cit

y%20of%20Seattle.&text=Compare%20your%20building's%20energy%20performance,started%20savi

ng%20energy%20and%20money.  

41  Washington State Legislature. Revised Code of Washington. December 7, 2020. “RCW 19.260.050 

Limit on Sale or Installation of Products Required to Meet or Exceed Standards in RCW 19.260.040.” 

https://app.leg.wa.gov/rcw/default.aspx?cite=19.260.050 
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building compliance schedule set to begin on June 1, 2026. Early adopter incentive applications 

began in July 2021.42 

• CETA (194-40-330). This act applies to all electric utilities serving retail customers in 

Washington and sets specific milestones to reach the required 100% clean electricity supply. The 

first milestone was in 2022, when each utility was required to have prepared and published a 

Clean Energy Implementation Plan with its own four-year targets for energy efficiency, demand 

response, and renewable energy.43 

• Shoreline’s Ordinance No. 948. 44 This ordinance promotes energy efficiency and the 

decarbonization of commercial and large multifamily buildings like the Seattle Building Energy 

Code. 

Applying Federal Standards 

Cadmus explicitly accounted for several other pending federal codes and standards. For the residential 

sector, these included appliance, HVAC, and water heating standards. For the commercial sector, these 

included appliance, HVAC, lighting, motor, and water heating standards. Figure 6.3 provides a 

comprehensive list of equipment standards considered in the study. Bars indicate the year in which a new 

equipment standard was or will be enacted. However, Cadmus did not attempt to predict how energy 

standards might change in the future. At the time Cadmus finalized the measure list for this study, there 

were no federal appliance standards pending after 2023. 

                                                      

42  Washington State Department of Commerce. Accessed June 2023. “Clean Buildings.” 

https://www.commerce.wa.gov/growing-the-economy/energy/buildings/ 

43  Washington State Department of Commerce. Accessed June 2023. “Clean Energy Transformation Act 

(CETA).” https://www.commerce.wa.gov/growing-the-economy/energy/ceta/ 

44   Ordinance No. 948 “Ordinance of the City of Shoreline, Washington Amending Chapter 15.05, 

Construction and Building Codes, of the Shoreline Municipal Code, to Provide Amendments to the 

Washington State Energy Code – Commercial, as Adopted by the State of Washington” took effect on 

July 1, 2022. 
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Figure 6.3. Equipment Standards Considered 

 

Treatment of State and Local Codes and Initiatives 

Cadmus identified each type of code (local or state) and/or initiative (local and state) that would impact 

measures in the DSMPA. Cadmus sorted each impact into four main categories.  

• Measure applicability or savings adjustment. Cadmus adjusted measure characterization 

inputs to account for local and state energy codes (2021 Washington State Energy Code and 

2021 RCW). Where appropriate, Cadmus revised measure applicability, savings, and/or costs to 

reflect the impact of the code. For example, we removed measures entirely or over time 

(applicability set to zero) if code baselines were more efficient than the baseline data found in 

the RTF or Council workbooks (such as for showerheads, fryers, steam cookers, and new 

construction homes).  

Notably, the Washington State Energy Code (RCW 19.27A.160) states “…residential and 

nonresidential construction permitted under the 2031 state energy code must achieve a 70% 

reduction in annual net energy consumption, using the adopted 2006 Washington state energy 

code as a baseline.” For this purpose, Cadmus adjusted the new construction load forecast 

periodically so that by 2031 the new construction load meets the requirement. RCW 19.27A.160 

also mandates that the Council report its progress every three years, so Cadmus incremented 

the code adjustment every three years until 2031 to account for future state codes that meet 
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the requirement of RCW 19.27A.160. Cadmus did not predict exactly how each end use will be 

impacted, rather we opted for a general reduction to building energy use for new construction 

across all end uses. Much of the net energy reduction is expected to be achieved through 

electrification of thermal end uses, an expectation which this study does not fully reflect. That 

said, we partially capture this expectation by modeling increasing heat pump saturation (and 

decreasing fossil fuel saturations) in accordance with the moderate electrification scenario from 

the 2022 EPRI study. 

We also accounted for these adjustments in the baseline forecast, as mentioned in the City 

Light Forecast Adjustments section. 

• Equipment saturation adjustment. Cadmus adjusted equipment saturations by year to 

account for the 2021 Seattle Energy Code. In addition, Cadmus adjusted new construction 

commercial and large multifamily buildings space heating equipment saturations to align with 

this code (such as for ductless heat pumps and air-source heat pumps). We also accounted for 

these adjustments for in the baseline forecast, as mentioned in the City Light Forecast 

Adjustments section.  

• Adoption ramp rate adjustment. Cadmus accounted for initiatives and legislation that 

promote energy efficiency through customer incentives, penalties, or feedback on energy use 

(Seattle's Energy Benchmarking Program and the Clean Buildings Bill). This also includes CETA in 

setting statewide goals that require City Light to set performance targets. These initiatives do 

not mandate an energy code or baseline for specific measures, rather they inherently speed up 

the rate of the adoption of energy efficiency through energy reduction requirements. City Light 

can also claim energy impacts through these initiatives; therefore, removing measures or 

adjusting baselines may not be appropriate within the context of the DSMPA. Cadmus reviewed 

and adjusted the prescribed ramp rates in the Council’s draft 2021 Power Plan, where necessary, 

to address groups of measures that will be impacted. Changing the ramp rates (in most cases) 

will not impact the cumulative potential; rather it changes the timing of when the potential 

occurs. Cadmus adjusted ramp rates to measures currently in City Light’s programs by 

increasing the allocated Council ramp rates up to the next tier (for example, moving a slow 

speed ramp to a medium speed ramp).  

• No adjustment (already accounted for in the existing data). Measures impacted by federal 

standards and in some cases by the 2021 RCW, the Council’s draft 2021 Power Plan workbooks, 

and Cadmus’ equipment characterization are already accounted for as part of the initial 

development of the measure data. 

Additional Codes and Standards Considerations 

Cadmus identified three considerations around codes and standards that impact the characterization of 

this potential study.  

First, starting with residential lighting, Cadmus reviewed the codes and standards as well as assessed the 

current situation related to LED lighting. The Council’s 2021 Power Plan and RTF residential lighting 

workbooks account for the Washington State Code requirement (House Bill 1444) of the Energy 

Independence and Security Act (EISA) backstop provision. Originally adopted from the federal standard, 
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the EISA backstop provision requires higher-efficiency technologies (45 lumens per watt or better). The 

savings in the most recent RTF lighting workbook use an LED baseline (for Washington only).  

After reviewing the Council and RTF workbooks, Cadmus concluded that the DSMPA should use an LED 

baseline. Currently, there are no lighting technologies on the market that meet the 45 lumens per watt 

requirement other than CFLs or LEDs. Furthermore, major manufacturers have phased out the production 

of CFLs. The market is rapidly adopting LEDs (according to the RBSA saturations and Council and RTF 

projections), which are becoming the de facto baseline. Considering that LEDs are the only viable 

technology that meets Washington code, Cadmus used LEDs as the baseline for all standard-income 

applications but assessed potential for highly impacted homes. This adjustment to the lighting loads is 

effectively accounted for in City Light’s baseline forecast and the DSMPA. The lighting impact by end-use 

can be found in Table 3.3 and Table 4.6. 

Secondly, the 2021 Washington State Energy Code includes both residential and commercial new 

construction prescriptive and performance path requirement options. The DSMPA characterizes efficiency 

improvements on a measure basis that align with the prescriptive path. The performance path includes 

the HVAC total system performance ratio requirement, defined as the ratio of the sum of a building’s 

annual heating and cooling load compared with the sum of the annual carbon emissions from the energy 

consumption of the building’s HVAC systems. The variability in the HVAC total system performance ratio 

from building to building cannot be easily captured in the DSMPA. For this study, Cadmus followed the 

prescriptive requirements in the 2021 Washington State Energy Code.  

Finally, in 2024, City Light expects to receive an Ecotope study that sets estimates for energy savings for 

city code enhancement activities. City Light may choose to apply this study to claim energy impacts for 

savings attributable to Seattle codes and policies in the 2022–2023 biennium. If City Light chooses to go 

down this path removing measures or adjusting baselines for these codes may not be appropriate within 

the context of the DSMPA.. In light of this, City Light should continue to consider how best to incorporate 

Seattle codes and policies in future DSMPAs. 

6.3.2. Adapting Measures from the RTF and 2021 Power Plan 

To ensure consistency with methodologies employed by the Council and to fulfill requirements of WAC 

194-37-070, Cadmus relied on ECM workbooks developed by the RTF and the Council to estimate 

measure savings, costs, and interactions. In adapting these ECMs for this study, Cadmus adhered to two 

principles: 

• Deemed ECM savings in RTF or Council workbooks must be preserved: City Light relies on 

deemed savings estimates provided by the Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) that largely 

remain consistent with savings in RTF workbooks in demonstrating compliance with I937 

targets. Therefore, Cadmus sought to preserve these deemed savings in the potential study to 

avoid possible inconsistencies among estimates of potential, targets, and reported savings.  

• Use inputs specific to City Light’s service territory: Some Council and RTF workbooks relied 

on regional estimates of saturations, equipment characteristics, and building characteristics 

derived from the RBSA and CBSA. Cadmus updated regional inputs with estimates calculated 

from City Light’s oversample of CBSA and RBSA or from estimates affecting the broader Puget 
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Sound area. This approach preserved consistency with Council methodologies while 

incorporating Seattle-specific data. 

Cadmus’ approach for adapting Council’s and RTF’s workbooks varied by sector, as described in the 

following sections.  

Residential and Commercial 

Cadmus reviewed each residential Council workbook and extracted savings, costs, and measure lives for 

inclusion in this study. Applicability factors (such as the current saturation of an ECM) largely derived from 

City Light’s oversample of RBSA, adjusted for City Light’s program accomplishments. If Cadmus could not 

develop a City Light–specific applicability factor from the RBSA, it used the Council’s regional value.  

In addition to extracting key measure characteristics, Cadmus identified each measure as an equipment 

replacement measure or a retrofit measure. There are two key distinctions between these two types of 

measures: 

• Equipment replacement (i.e., lost opportunity): We calculated savings for equipment 

replacement measures as the difference between measure consumption and baseline 

consumption. For instance, for the heat pump water heater measure, Cadmus estimated the 

baseline consumption of an average market water heater and used the Council’s deemed 

savings to calculate the consumption for a heat pump water heater. This approach preserved 

the deemed savings in Council workbooks. 

• Retrofit (i.e., discretionary): We calculated savings for retrofit measures in percentage terms 

relative to the baseline UEC but reflected the Council’s and RTF’s deemed values. For instance, if 

the Council’s deemed savings were 1,000 kWh per home for a given retrofit measure and 

Cadmus estimated the baseline consumption for the applicable end use as 10,000 kWh, relative 

savings for the measure were 10%. Cadmus did not apply relative savings from the Council’s 

workbooks to baseline UEC because doing so would lead to per-unit estimates that differed 

from Council and RTF values. 

Cadmus also accounted for interactive effects presented in Council and RTF workbooks. For instance, the 

Council estimated water heating, heating, and cooling savings for residential heat pump water heaters 

with the heating and cooling savings as the interactive savings. Because installation of a heat pump water 

heater represents a single installation, Cadmus employed a stock accounting model, which combined 

interactive and primary end-use effects into one savings estimate. Though Cadmus recognizes that this 

approach could lead to overstating or understating savings in an end use, in aggregate—across end-

uses—savings matched the Council’s deemed values.  

Cadmus generally followed the same approach with the commercial sector; however, because of the 

mixture of lighting measures considered in the Council’s 2021 Power Plan, Cadmus chose to model all 

commercial lighting measures as retrofits and none as equipment replacements. Savings and costs for 

these measures reflected this decision. 
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Industrial 

Cadmus adapted measures from the Council’s Industrial_Tool_2021P_v08 and IND_AllMeasures_2021P_V8 

workbooks for inclusion in this study for four key industrial measure inputs: 

• Measure savings (expressed as end-use percentage savings) 

• Measure costs (expressed in dollar per kilowatt-hour saved) 

• Measure lifetimes (expressed in years) 

• Measure applicability (percentage) 

Cadmus mapped each Council industry type to industries found in City Light’s service territory: these 

included foundries, miscellaneous manufacturing, stone and glass, transportation equipment 

manufacturing, other food, frozen food, water, and wastewater. Cadmus identified applicable end uses 

using the Council’s assumed distribution of UEC in each industry. Table 6.3 shows the distribution of end-

use consumption and the list of industries considered in this study. 

Table 6.3. Distribution of End Use Consumption by Segment 
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Foundries 7% 9% 10% 18% 15% 0% 21% 9% 5% 6% 0% 

Frozen Food 4% 8% 4% 4% 12% 0% 4% 7% 1% 3% 53% 

Misc. 

Manufacturing 
7% 11% 7% 10% 16% 0% 11% 17% 9% 6% 6% 

Other Food 12% 4% 2% 8% 11% 0% 0% 9% 8% 2% 44% 

Transportation 

Equipment 
6% 20% 6% 8% 11% 0% 0% 28% 7% 14% 0% 

Wastewater 0% 5% 30% 44% 15% 0% 0% 0% 6% 0% 0% 

Water 12% 4% 0% 71% 0% 0% 0% 7% 6% 0% 0% 

Stone and Glass 8% 5% 7% 13% 20% 2% 25% 6% 3% 2% 7% 

 

To incorporate broader secondary data, Cadmus aggregated some Council end uses into broader end 

uses. Table 6.4 shows the mapping of Council end uses to Cadmus end uses. 
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Table 6.4. Council and Cadmus End Uses 

Council End Use Cadmus End Use 

Pumps Pumps 

Fans and Blowers Fans 

Compressed Air Process Air Compressor 

Material Handling Process Electro Chemical 

Material Processing Motors Other 

Low Temp Refer Process Refrigeration 

Med Temp Refer Process Refrigeration 

Pollution Control Other 

Other Motors Motors Other 

Drying and Curing Process Heat 

Heat Treating Process Heat 

Heating Process Heat 

Melting and Casting Process Heat 

HVAC HVAC 

Lighting Lighting 

Other Other 

 

6.4. Estimating Conservation Potential  

As discussed, Cadmus estimated two types of conservation potential, and City Light determined a third 

potential—achievable economic—through the IRP’s optimization modeling, as shown in Figure 6.4. 
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Figure 6.4. Types of Conservation Potential 
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Technical potential assumes that all technically feasible resource opportunities may be captured, 

regardless of their costs or other market barriers. It represents the total energy efficiency potential in City 

Light’s service territory, after accounting for purely technical constraints. 

Achievable technical potential is the portion of technical potential assumed to be achievable during the 

study forecast, regardless of the acquisition mechanism. For example, savings may be acquired through 

utility programs, improved codes and standards, and market transformation. 

Achievable economic potential is the portion of achievable technical determined to be cost-effective by 

the IRP’s optimization modeling, in which either bundles or individual energy efficiency measures are 

selected based on cost and savings. The cumulative potential for these selected bundles constitutes 

achievable economic potential. 

The following sections describe Cadmus’ approach to estimating technical and achievable technical 

potential as well as to developing the conservation IRP inputs. The last section of this chapter explains the 

approach City Light used to estimate achievable economic potential. 

6.4.1. Technical Potential  

Technical potential includes all technically feasible ECMs, regardless of costs or market barriers. Technical 

potential divides into two classes: discretionary (retrofit) and lost opportunity (new construction and 

replacement of equipment on burnout). 

Another important aspect in assessing technical potential is, wherever possible, to assume installations of 

the highest-efficiency equipment that is commercially available. For example, this study examined central 

air conditioners of varying efficiencies in residential applications, including SEER 20 and SEER 18 air 

conditioners. In assessing technical potential, Cadmus assumed that, as equipment fails or new homes are 

built, customers will install SEER 20 air conditioners wherever technically feasible, regardless of cost. 
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Where applicable, we assumed SEER 18 would be installed in homes where the SEER 20 equipment was 

not feasible. Cadmus treated competing non-equipment measures in the same way, assuming installation 

of the highest-saving measures where technically feasible. 

In estimating technical potential, it is inappropriate to merely sum up savings from individual measure 

installations. Significant interactive effects can result from installations of complementary measures. For 

example, upgrading a heat pump in a home where insulation measures have already been installed can 

produce less savings than upgrades in an uninsulated home. Analysis of technical potential accounts for 

two types of interactions: 

• Interactions between equipment and non-equipment measures: As equipment burns out, 

technical potential assumes it will be replaced with higher-efficiency equipment, reducing 

average consumption across all customers. Reduced consumption causes non-equipment 

measures to save less than they would if the equipment had remained at a constant average 

efficiency. Similarly, savings realized by replacing equipment decrease upon installation of 

non-equipment measures. 

• Interactions between non-equipment measures: Two non-equipment measures applying to 

the same end use may not affect each other’s savings. For example, installing a low-flow 

showerhead does not affect savings realized from installing a faucet aerator. Insulating hot 

water pipes, however, causes the water heater to operate more efficiently, thus reducing 

savings from the water heater. Cadmus accounted for such interactions by stacking interactive 

measures, iteratively reducing baseline consumption as measures were installed, thus lowering 

savings from subsequent measures. 

Although, theoretically, all retrofit opportunities in existing construction—often called discretionary 

resources—could be acquired in the study’s first year, this would skew the potential for equipment 

measures and provide an inaccurate picture of measure-level potential. Therefore, Cadmus assumed that 

these opportunities would be realized in equal annual amounts over the 22-year planning horizon. By 

applying this assumption, natural equipment turnover rates, and other adjustments described above, 

annual incremental and cumulative potential could be estimated by sector, segment, construction vintage, 

end use, and measure. 

For this study’s technical potential estimates, Cadmus drew upon best-practice research methods and 

standard utility industry analytic techniques. Such techniques remained consistent with the conceptual 

approaches and methodologies used by other planning entities (such as by the Council in developing 

regional energy efficiency potential) and remained consistent with methods used in City Light’s previous 

CPAs. 
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6.4.2. Achievable Technical Potential  

The achievable technical potential summarized in this report is a subset of the technical potential that 

accounts for market barriers. To subset the technical potential, Cadmus followed the Council’s approach 

and employed two factors: 

• Maximum achievability factors represent the maximum proportion of technical potential 

that can be acquired over the study horizon. 

• Ramp rates are annual percentage values representing the proportion of cumulative 20-year 

technical potential that can be acquired in a given year (discretionary measures) or the 

proportion of technical annual potential that can be acquired in a given year (lost opportunity 

measures). 

Achievable technical potential is the product of technical potential and both the maximum achievability 

factor and the ramp rate percentage. Cadmus assigned maximum achievability factors to measures based 

on the Council’s 2021 Power Plan supply curves. Ramp rates are measure-specific and were based on the 

ramp rates developed for the Council’s 2021 Power Plan supply curves but were accelerated based on the 

program accomplishments of City Light.  

Cadmus applied measure ramp rates to lost opportunity and discretionary resources, although the 

interpretation and application of these rates differed for each class, as described below. We based 

measure ramp rates on the Council’s 2021 Power Plan. As described above in Treatment of State and Local 

Codes and Initiatives section, Cadmus accounted for initiatives and legislation that promote energy 

efficiency through customer incentives or penalties (Seattle's Energy Benchmarking Program and Clean 

Buildings Bill, as well as the federal Inflation Reduction Act) by accelerating ramp rates for measures that 

are offered by City Light programs. These initiatives and legislation (including CETA) are viewed as 

mechanisms to speed up the rate of the adoption for energy efficiency.  

For measures not specified in the 2021 Power Plan, Cadmus assigned a ramp rate considered appropriate 

for that technology, such as using the same ramp rate as that for a similar measure in 2021 Power Plan. 

Lost Opportunity Resources 

Quantifying achievable technical potential for lost opportunity resources in each year required 

determining potential technically available through new construction and natural equipment turnover. 

New construction rates drew directly from City Light’s customer forecast. Cadmus developed equipment 

turnover rates by dividing units into each year by the measure life. For example, if 100 units initially had a 

10-year life, one-tenth of units (10) would be replaced. The following year, 90 units would remain, and 

one-tenth of these (9) would be replaced, and so on over the study timeline. 

As the mix of existing equipment stock ages, the remaining useful life (RUL) would equal—on average—

one-half of the EUL. The fraction of equipment turning over each year would be a function of this RUL; 

thus, technical potential for lost opportunity measures would have an annual shape before applying ramp 

rates, as shown in Figure 6.5. The same concept applied to new construction, where opportunities became 

available only during home or building construction. In addition to showing an annual shape, Figure 6.5 
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demonstrates that amounts of equipment turning over during the study period were a function of the 

RUL: the shorter the RUL, the higher the percentage of equipment assumed to turn over. 

Figure 6.5. Existing Equipment Turnover for Two Remaining Useful Life Scenarios 

 

In addition to natural timing constraints of equipment turnover and new construction rates, Cadmus 

applied measure ramp rates to reflect other resource acquisition limitations (such as market availability 

over the study’s horizon). For lost opportunity measures, Cadmus used the same ramp rates as those 

developed by the Council for its 2021 Power Plan supply curves. However, since the 2021 Power Plan 

ramp rates cover the 2022 to 2041 timeline (20 years), Cadmus first took these ramp rates beginning in 

2022, applied them for the first 20 years of the study (from 2024 to 2043) and extrapolated them to 

extend from 2043 to the final year of the study (2045) following the last three years’ trend. Table 6.5 

presents two examples of how Cadmus converted 2021 Power Plan ramp rates for this study. 
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Table 6.5. 2021 Power Plan Ramp Rate Conversion for 2024 DSMPA 

Year LO12Med (Lost Opportunity 12 

Medium) 

LO5Med (Lost Opportunity 5 

Medium) 

2021 Power Plan 2024 DSMPA 2021 Power Plan 2024 DSMPA 

2022 10.9% N/A 4.3% N/A 

2023 21.9% N/A 9.6% N/A 

2024 32.8% 10.9% 16.0% 4.3% 

2025 43.7% 21.9% 23.5% 9.6% 

2026 54.7% 32.8% 32.1% 16.0% 

2027 64.5% 43.7% 42.1% 23.5% 

2028 72.4% 54.7% 53.1% 32.1% 

2029 78.7% 64.5% 64.3% 42.1% 

2030 83.7% 72.4% 74.8% 53.1% 

2031 87.8% 78.7% 83.9% 64.3% 

2032 91.0% 83.7% 90.9% 74.8% 

2033 93.6% 87.8% 95.8% 83.9% 

2034 95.6% 91.0% 98.7% 90.9% 

2035 97.3% 93.6% 100.0% 95.8% 

2036 98.6% 95.6% 100.0% 98.7% 

2037 99.7% 97.3% 100.0% 100.0% 

2038 99.7% 98.6% 100.0% 100.0% 

2039 99.7% 99.7% 100.0% 100.0% 

2040 99.7% 99.7% 100.0% 100.0% 

2041 99.7% 99.7% 100.0% 100.0% 

2042 N/A 99.7% N/A 100.0% 

2043 N/A 99.7% N/A 100.0% 

2044 N/A 99.7% N/A 100.0% 

2045 N/A 99.7% N/A 100.0% 

 

Figure 6.6 shows a measure with a maximum achievability of 85% that ramps up over 10 years. This 

measure would reach full market maturity—85% of annual technical potential—by the end of that period, 

while another measure might take 20 years to reach full maturity. Measures that were ramped over 

20 years in this study included some newer technologies, such as heat pump dryers, dedicated outside air 

systems, and emerging technology measures as listed in the 6.3. Measure Characterization section. On the 

other hand, measures that were ramped over a shorter time period included more mature and accepted 

technologies, such as various LED lighting technologies, ENERGY STAR computers and laptops, and 

ENERGY STAR office equipment.  
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Figure 6.6. Examples of Lost Opportunity Ramp Rates 

 

To calculate annual achievable technical potential for each lost opportunity measure, Cadmus multiplied 

technical resource availability and measure ramping effects together, consistent with the Council’s 

methodology. In the early years of the study horizon, a gap occurs between assumed acquisition and the 

maximum achievability. These lost resources can be considered unavailable until the measure’s EUL 

elapses. Therefore, depending on EUL and measure ramp rate assumptions, some potential may be 

pushed beyond the twenty-second year, and the total lost opportunity achievable economic potential 

may be less than the maximum achievable percentage of the technical potential. 

Figure 6.7 shows a case for a measure with a five-year RUL and 10-year EUL. The spike in achievable 

technical potential starting in Year 11—after the measure’s EUL—results from the acquisition of 

opportunities missed at the beginning of the study period. 
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Figure 6.7. Example of Combined Effects of Resource Availability and Measure Ramping Based 

on 10-Year EUL 

 

Table 6.6 illustrates this method, based on the same five-year RUL and 10-year EUL measures, with a 10-

year ramp rate (the light blue line in Figure 6.7), assuming that 1,000 inefficient units would be in place by 

Year 1. In the first 10 years, lost opportunities would accumulate as the measure ramp-up rate caps the 

availability of high-efficiency equipment. Starting in the eleventh year, the opportunities lost during the 

previous 10 years become available again. Table 6.6 also shows that this EUL and measure ramp rate 

combination results in 85% of technical potential being achieved by the end of the study period. 

As described, amounts of achievable potential are a function of the EUL and measure ramp rate. The same 

10-year EUL measure, on a slower 20-year ramp rate, would achieve less of its 20-year technical 

potential—also shown in Table 6.6. Across all lost opportunity measures in this study, approximately 77% 

of technical potential appears achievable over the 22-year study period. 
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Table 6.6. Example of Lost Opportunity Treatment: 10-Year EUL Measure on a 10-Year Ramp 
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1 200 200 9% 17 180 0 17 9% 

2 160 360 16% 26 130 0 43 12% 

3 128 488 24% 30 92 0 73 15% 

4 102 590 31% 32 65 0 106 18% 

5 82 672 39% 32 44 0 138 20% 

6 66 738 47% 31 29 0 168 23% 

7 52 790 54% 29 19 0 197 25% 

8 42 832 62% 26 11 0 223 27% 

9 34 866 70% 23 6 0 246 28% 

10 27 893 77% 21 2 0 267 30% 

11 21 914 85% 18 0 153 438 48% 

12 17 931 85% 15 0 110 563 60% 

13 14 945 85% 12 0 78 653 69% 

14 11 956 85% 9 0 55 717 75% 

15 9 965 85% 7 0 38 762 79% 

16 7 972 85% 6 0 25 793 82% 

17 6 977 85% 5 0 16 814 83% 

18 5 982 85% 4 0 10 828 84% 

19 4 986 85% 3 0 5 836 85% 

20 3 988 85% 2 0 2 840 85% 

 

Discretionary Resources 

Discretionary resources differ from lost opportunity resources due to their acquisition availability at any 

point within the study horizon. From a theoretical perspective, this suggests that all achievable technical 

potential for discretionary resources could be acquired in the study’s first year. From a practical 

perspective, however, this outcome is realistically impossible due to infrastructure and budgetary 

constraints and customer considerations.  

Furthermore, due to interactive effects between discretionary and lost opportunity resources, immediate 

acquisition distorts the potential for lost opportunity resources. For example, if one assumes that all 

homes would be weatherized in the program’s first year, potentially available high-efficiency HVAC 

equipment would decrease significantly (for example, a high-efficiency heat pump would save less energy 

in a fully weatherized home). 
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Consequently, Cadmus addressed discretionary resources via two steps: 

• Developed a 22-year estimate of discretionary resource technical potential, assuming that 

technically feasible measure installations would occur equally (at 4.5% of the total available) for 

each year of the study, avoiding the distortion of interactions between discretionary and lost 

opportunity resources previously described. 

• Overlaying a measure ramp rate to specify the timing of achievable discretionary resource 

potential, thus transforming a 22-year cumulative technical value into annual, incremental 

achievable technical values. 

The discretionary measure ramp rates specify only the timing of resource acquisition and do not affect the 

portion of the 22-year technical potential achievable over the study period.  

Figure 6.8 shows incremental (bars) and cumulative (lines) acquisitions for two different discretionary 

ramp rates. A measure with an 85% maximum achievability on the 10-year discretionary ramp rate reaches 

full maturity in 10 years, with market penetration increasing in equal increments each year. A measure 

with an 85% maximum achievability on the emerging technology discretionary ramp rate would take 

longer to reach full maturity, though also gaining 85% of the total technical potential. Ultimately, it would 

arrive at the same cumulative savings as the measure on the 10-year ramp rate. 

Figure 6.8. Examples of Discretionary Measure Ramp Rates 
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6.5. Development of Conservation IRP Inputs 

Cadmus worked with City Light to determine the format for inputs into the IRP model. Cadmus compiled 

energy efficiency potential into the levelized costs bundles shown in Table 6.7. Cadmus spread the annual 

savings estimates over 8,760-hour load shapes to produce hourly bundles. The number and delineating 

values of the levelized cost bundles remain unchanged from the 2022 CPA. 

Table 6.7. Levelized Cost Bundles 

Bundle  $/MWh 

1 ($9,999,999) to $10 

2 $10 to $20 

3 $20 to $30 

4 $30 to $40 

5 $40 to $50 

6 $50 to $60 

7 $60 to $70 

8 $70 to $80 

9 $80 to $90 

10 $90 to $100 

11 $100 to $110 

12 $110 to $120 

13 $120 to $130 

14 $130 to $140 

15 $140 to $150 

16 $150 to $160 

17 $160 to $9,999,999 
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Cadmus derived the levelized cost of energy for each measure using the following formula. 

LCOE =  
∑

Expensest

(1 + i)t
n
t=0  

∑
Et

(1 + i)t
n
t=0

 

where: 

LCOE = levelized cost of conserved energy for a measure 

Et = energy conserved in year 𝑡 

𝑛 = lifetime of the analysis (22 years) 

Expensest = all net expenses in the year t for a measure using the costs and benefits 

outlined in Table 6.8 

i = discount rate 

Cadmus grouped the achievable technical potential by levelized cost over the 22-year study horizon, 

allowing City Light’s IRP model to select the optimal amount of energy efficiency potential, given various 

assumptions regarding future resource requirements and costs. The 22-year total resource levelized cost 

calculation incorporates numerous factors, which are consistent with the expense components shown in 

Table 6.8. 

Table 6.8. Levelized Cost Components 

Type  Component 

Costs 

Incremental Measure Equipment and Labor Cost 

Incremental O&M Cost 

Administrative Adder 

Benefits 

Present Value of Non-Energy Benefits 

Present Value of Transmission and Distribution Deferrals 

Secondary Energy Benefits 

10% Conservation Credit 

 

The levelized cost calculation incorporates several factors: 

• Incremental measure cost: Cadmus considered costs required to sustain savings over a 22-year 

horizon, including reinstallation costs for measures with useful lives less than 22 years. If a 

measure’s useful life extended beyond the end of the 22-year study period, Cadmus incorporated 

an end effect that treated the measure’s cost over its EUL,45 considered to be an annual 

reinstallation cost for the remainder of the 22-year period.46  

                                                      

45  This refers to levelizing over the measure’s useful life, equivalent to spreading incremental measure 

costs in equal payments, assuming a discount rate of City Light’s weighted average cost of capital.  

46  Cadmus applied this method to measures with a useful life of greater than 22 years and to those with 

a useful life extending beyond the twenty-second year at the time of reinstallation.  

165



 

PAGE 106 | SEATTLE CITY LIGHT 2024 DEMAND-SIDE MANAGEMENT POTENTIAL ASSESSMENT 

• Incremental O&M costs or benefits: As with incremental measure costs, Cadmus considered 

O&M costs annually over the 22-year horizon. We used the present value to adjust the levelized 

cost upward for measures with costs above baseline technologies and downward for measures 

that decreased O&M costs. 

• Administrative adder: Cadmus assumed program administrative costs of 16% of incremental 

measure costs in the residential sector and 22% of incremental measure costs in the commercial 

and industrial sectors. 

• Non-energy benefits: Cadmus reduced levelized costs for measures that saved resources (such 

as water or detergent). For example, the value of reduced water consumption from installing a 

low-flow showerhead would reduce that measure’s levelized cost. Council and RTF workbooks 

provide measure-level non-energy benefit assumptions.  

• 10% conservation credit and transmission and distribution deferrals: Cadmus treated these 

factors as reductions in the levelized cost for electric measures. The addition of this credit, per the 

Northwest Power Act, was consistent with the Council methodology and effectively served as an 

adder to account for unquantified external benefits from conservation when compared with other 

resources.47  

• Secondary energy benefits: Cadmus reduced levelized costs for measures that save energy on 

secondary fuels. This treatment was necessitated by Cadmus’ end-use approach to estimating 

technical potential. An example is R-60 ceiling insulation costs for a home with an electric central 

cooling system and a natural gas furnace. For the central cooling end use, Cadmus classified 

energy savings the R-60 insulation produced for natural gas furnace, conditioned on the presence 

of electric central cooling, as a secondary benefit that reduced the measure’s levelized cost. This 

adjustment affected only the measure’s levelized costs; the insulation’s magnitude of energy 

savings on the electric supply curve was not affected by considering secondary energy benefits.  

The approach adopted in calculating a measure’s levelized cost of conserved energy aligned with that of 

the Council, considering the costs required to sustain savings over a 22-year study horizon (including 

reinstallation costs for measures with useful lives less than 22 years). If a measure’s useful life extended 

beyond the end of the 22-year study, Cadmus incorporated an end effect, treating the measure’s levelized 

cost over its useful life as an annual reinstallation cost for the remainder of the 22-year period.  

For example, Figure 6.9 illustrates the timing of initial and reinstallation costs for a resource with an EUL of 

eight years in the context of a 22-year study. This resource’s lifetime ends after the study horizon, so the 

final six years (Year 17 through Year 22) are treated differently, with resource costs levelized over the 

resource’s eight-year life and treated as annual reinstallation costs. This approach is consistent with what 

City Light has employed in its previous IRPs.  

                                                      

47  Northwest Power and Conservation Council. January 1, 2010. Northwest Power Act. 

https://www.nwcouncil.org/reports/northwest-power-act  
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Figure 6.9. Illustration of Capital and Reinstallation Cost Treatment 

 Year 

Component 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 

Initial Capital Cost                        

Re-installation Cost                 End Effect 

 

As with incremental measure costs, Cadmus considered O&M costs annually over the 22-year horizon. We 

used the present value to adjust the levelized cost upward for measures with costs above baseline 

technologies and downward for measures that decreased O&M costs. 

6.5.1. Achievable Economic Potential  

According to WAC 194-37-070, City Light must consider conservation potential estimates using avoided 

costs equal to a forecast of regional market prices. Regional market price forecasts, however, do not 

reflect all costs for City Light to meet future resource needs. Therefore, in the 2022 CPA and the 2024 

DSMPA, City Light used its IRP optimization modeling framework to assess the value of conservation and 

develop the economic potential.48 The IRP methodology evaluates conservation potential alongside 

power supply and other demand-side resource choices to better target the conservation attributes that 

meet City Light’s resource needs. This methodology also creates a more equivalent way of looking at 

supply- and demand-side resources.  

The IRP framework supports development of cost-effective targets for meeting CETA and the Climate 

Commitment Act, as well as preparation of a CEIP every four years. City Light also included different 

scenarios (see the Portfolio Optimization Modeling section) to test the robustness of the conservation 

targets and based on feedback from its IRP External Advisory Panel in setting the targets.  

6.5.2. City Light’s IRP Portfolio Framework 

The IRP framework is a decision support system that develops an optimal resource strategy, given the 

current forecasts of supply-side and demand-side resource costs and future load and market conditions. 

By using this framework for the DSMPA, the benefit of the conservation path is determined by 

establishing an optimal portfolio with conservation alongside resources that minimize the net present 

value of City Light’s total incremental portfolio cost. For the 2024 DSMPA, resources of all types were set 

up for analysis on an equivalent basis between 2024 and 2045. Each portfolio meets City Light’s resource 

needs and compliance obligations. Figure 6.10 is a high-level overview of City Light’s IRP framework. 

                                                      

48  City Light. 2022 Integrated Resources Plan Report. 

https://www.seattle.gov/Documents/Departments/CityLight/2022IntegratedResourcePlan.pdf  
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Figure 6.10. High-Level IRP Framework 

 

The IRP framework captures several factors in selecting a resource strategy by methodically evaluating 

several interactions between different options and policies: 

• City Light’s Energy Position. This is City Light’s load resource balance, which is the difference 

between all of City Light’s energy resources and load. 

• City Light’s Monthly Energy Resource Adequacy. Resource adequacy is having sufficient 

generation, energy efficiency, storage, and demand-side resources to serve loads across a wide 

range of conditions.  

• Washington Energy Independence Act (I-937) compliance.49 In 2006, Washington voters 

approved Initiative 937 (I-937), which requires that major utilities invest in all cost-effective energy 

efficiency measures and sets targets for adding Northwest renewable energy as a percentage of 

load. Eligible renewable resources include water, wind, solar energy, geothermal energy, landfill 

gas, wave, ocean or tidal power, gas for sewage treatment plants, bio-diesel fuel, and biomass 

energy. In 2020, the renewable energy target increased to 15% of load, and this target does not 

increase beyond the current level. The law also includes provisions to keep costs affordable for 

utilities. Today, City Light can comply under the “no load growth” option.  

                                                      

49  Washington State Legislature. RCW 19.285. “Energy Independence Act.” 

https://apps.leg.wa.gov/rcw/default.aspx?cite=19.285  
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• CETA clean electricity compliance.50 Approved by the Washington Legislature in 2019, CETA 

provides electric utilities in Washington with a clear mandate to phase out greenhouse gas 

emissions. CETA requires that utilities eliminate the use of coal-fired resources after December 31, 

2025. Additionally, all electricity sold to customers must be greenhouse gas neutral starting on 

January 1, 2030, and greenhouse gas free by 2045. To be greenhouse gas neutral, a utility must 

supply at least 80% of its load with a combination of renewable and non-emitting resources. 

Utilities may use alternative compliance options during the greenhouse gas neutral period for no 

more than 20% of load.  

• Greenhouse gases. City Light applies the social cost of greenhouse gases when evaluating 

conservation programs, developing IRPs, and evaluating mid- to long-term resource options 

during resource acquisition.  

▪ City Light’s greenhouse gas neutrality policy. Since 2005, City Light has accounted for the 

greenhouse gas emissions used to serve retail load and purchased offsets for those emissions 

to be greenhouse gas neutral.51   

▪ CETA’s social cost of greenhouse gases requirement. CETA establishes that a utility must 

incorporate a social cost of greenhouse gases in making resource decisions. CETA also sets a 

minimum cost that a utility must use from a technical study, Social Cost of Greenhouse Gases, 

published in August 2016 by the Interagency Working Group. CETA also stipulates that if a 

utility can establish a reasonable basis, it may use a higher cost. City Light has accounted for 

the social cost of greenhouse gases in the levelized cost of energy for DSM resources.  

• BPA contract impacts. Load and energy efficiency programs impact City Light’s BPA power 

contract deliveries. As load declines, City Light receives less BPA power. The ability to add energy 

efficiency creates a choice for City Light and gives the utility some control over how much BPA 

power it receives. When a conservation path reduces City Light’s BPA power deliveries, City Light’s 

BPA power costs are reduced. Similarly, City Light accounts for the change in BPA’s contribution 

to resource adequacy. 

• Hourly energy sales and energy purchases. The conservation impact on hourly demand and 

City Light’s ability to reshape its existing hydropower resources to this change in load shape is 

accounted for in the IRP modeling framework. The model accounts for the hours when 

conservation makes City Light more surplus and when it sells more power, and it also accounts for 

when conservation reduces City Light’s market purchases.  

• Third-party system transmission costs. For City Light, new supply resources may interconnect 

with another utility’s transmission system. In the IRP framework, these transmission costs (as well 

as Power Purchase Agreement energy costs) include the cost of moving power across BPA’s (or 

                                                      

50  Washington State Legislature. RCW 19.405. “Washington Clean Energy Transformation Act.” 

https://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=19.405 

51  The Climate Registry summary of City Light’s utility-specific emission factors is available online:  

https://www.theclimateregistry.org/our-members/cris-public-reports/  
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other utilities’) transmission systems. City Light also accounts for current limitations on moving 

power from specific locations of the transmission system.  

6.5.3. Conservation Resource Inputs into the IRP Framework  

A main input into the IRP modeling framework is the levelized costs bundles shown in Table 6.7. City Light 

created these bundles to minimize the modeling run time. Evaluating all possible combinations of 17 

levelized cost bundles for each of the three customer classes would have required optimization of the 

portfolio for approximately 5,000 combinations of conservation bundles. City Light further reduced the 

number of combinations to evaluate by combining cost bundles where the achievements did not 

significantly increase, even at higher levelized cost bundles.  

Figure 6.11 illustrates where City Light combined original cost bundles into IRP framework bundles. For 

example, City Light combined the residential levelized cost bundle of less than $10 per megawatt-hour 

and the $10 per megawatt-hour to $20 per megawatt-hour bundle because the additional achievement 

with the higher cost bundle was negligible. This led to eight residential, seven industrial, and 11 

commercial cost bundles, for a total of 616 bundles, which included a no-conservation savings option (for 

example, an IRP bundle with 0 MWhs for $0) for each customer class. This bundling led to shorter run 

times without sacrificing precision. 

Figure 6.11 also shows the elasticity of the conservation supply curves by customer class. For example, the 

industrial supply curve becomes inelastic at the $60 per megawatt-hour to $70 per megawatt-hour 

bundle, while the residential supply curve becomes largely inelastic above $110 per megawatt-hour. The 

inelasticity of conservation places a limit to the amount of conservation potential that can be relied upon 

to contribute to the portfolio. 
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Figure 6.11. Conservation Supply Curves – 2045 Cumulative Savings  

 

The adjusted cost bundles and energy savings are the starting point for input into the IRP framework. The 

hourly conservation inputs allow City Light to reflect the seasonal and hourly economic benefits of 

conservation to the hydro system and to the overall generation portfolio. For each conservation sector 

being evaluated (residential, commercial, and industrial), City Light’s IRP framework develops an energy 

171



 

PAGE 112 | SEATTLE CITY LIGHT 2024 DEMAND-SIDE MANAGEMENT POTENTIAL ASSESSMENT 

resource adequacy contribution for meeting its resource adequacy needs.52 Once this contribution is 

established, City Light conducts its portfolio optimization modeling.  

Figure 6.12 shows that City Light has winter and summer energy resource adequacy needs that must be 

met.53  

Figure 6.12. Resource Adequacy Needs  

 

 

 

There are three main reasons City Light identified more resource adequacy needs in the 2024 DSMPA 

than in the 2022 IRP, as shown in Figure 6.12: 

• The updated load forecast used in the 2024 DSMPA includes climate change assumptions and 

more electrification. 

• The 2024 DSMPA reflects an updated Skagit hydrology model that better captures electricity 

generation based on improved river inflow forecasting, fish flow constraints, and flood 

control/recreation Ross Lake levels. 

• The updated water year distribution sampling window that the 2024 DSMPA uses is shorter than 

the previous window (30 years versus 39 years) and therefore includes fewer high-water years 

and more volatility. 

                                                      

52  City Light’s Hydro Risk and Reliability Analyzer (HydRRA) is the tool that calculates energy resources 

adequacy needs and contributions.  

53  Resource adequacy needs are established using simulations of loads and resources in City Light’s 

HydRRA, assuming no new supply and conservation resources, a market reliance of 200 aMW, and an 

achievement of an adequacy target of loss of load events no greater than two every 10 years.  
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Once these resource adequacy needs were identified, City Light developed seasonal resource adequacy 

contributions of conservation by sector for every year of the study.54 Figure 6.13 shows the December and 

August Effective Load Carrying Capability (ELCC) for conservation.   

These multipliers indicate the energy contribution to resource adequacy relative to the monthly energy 

savings of each conservation bundle.55 For context, in 2030, the potential estimates for the three sectors 

are as follows: 70 aMW for Commercial, 7 aMW for Industrial, and 23 aMW for Residential, for a total of 

approximately 100 aMW for all sectors combined. Conservation can reduce power deliveries more in the 

winter than in the summer mainly because of how the power deliveries are defined in the BPA contract.56  

                                                      

54  HydRRA is used to develop the seasonal and annual resource adequacy contributions of conservation 

by sector. 

55  The resource adequacy contribution is applied across all conservation measures within a particular 

bundle and sector. 

56  As an example, the resource adequacy contribution of conservation in the winter before 2035 is 

negative for two primary reasons. First, City Light’s annual energy entitlement in the BPA contract is 

below the maximum annual contractual energy entitlement. Second, because existing power 

deliveries are shaped more toward the winter, a load reduction means a bigger power delivery 

reduction in the winter compared with the summer. Once loads begin to increase in 2035, the 

difference between the annual entitlement and the maximum annual contractual energy entitlement 

becomes smaller, leading to an increase in the resource adequacy contribution of conservation. 
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Figure 6.13. August and December Effective Load Carrying Capability for Energy Efficiency 

 

 

 

6.5.4. Portfolio Optimization Modeling 

The 2024 DSMPA demand side resource selections are driven by a BPA Transmission Sensitivity, which 

City Light created to model insufficient firm supply transmission to meet resource adequacy needs. 

City Light created these BPA Sensitivities with three goals in mind: 

• Assess the magnitude of capacity (MW) that is required to fulfill the resource adequacy needs  

• Assess the possible costs that this additional capacity would incur 

• Determine the most robust demand side choices of those identified through the different 

sensitivities 

City Light created BPA Transmission Sensitivities by multiplying current BPA transmission costs by an 

integer from two to twenty. The goal was to investigate and understand trade-offs that could help explain 

what happens with City Light portfolio selections as supply side transmission costs increase.  
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Table 6.9 shows the amount of unavailable supply resource needed to fulfill resource adequacy needs 

with both looking at the magnitude and cost.  

The analysis in this section uses zero-market reliance. There is a market reliance sensitivity on the top two 

feasible portfolios toward the end of this appendix in order to show the impacts on portfolio resource 

selections. 

Table 6.9. BPA Transmission Cost Sensitivities 

BPA Transmission 

Cost Sensitivities 

Unavailable BPA Transmission Needed for 

Resource Adequacy (MW) 

Unavailable BPA Transmission 

($/MWh) 

BPATrans_2X 1175 51.9 

BPATrans_4X 1175 61.4 

BPATrans_6X 1125 70.7 

BPATrans_8X 1175 79.8 

BPATrans_10X 1125 86.6 

BPATrans_12X 1050 92.6 

BPATrans_14X 1025 99.6 

BPATrans_16X 950 104.4 

BPATrans_18X 925 112.4 

BPATrans_20X 925 120 

 

Table 6.10 shows the lowest cost portfolios across the different BPA Transmission Sensitivities along with 

the resource choices that have trade-offs.  

The resource choices are the demand and supply side options that are available for selection as part of 

the 2024 DSMPA; the selections together makeup a portfolio that will meet City Light’s portfolio needs 

from 2024–2045. 

Transmission Sensitivity Portfolio Resource Trade-offs 
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Table 6.10. Transmission Sensitivity Portfolio Resource Trade-offs 

Resource 

Choices 2TX 4TX 6TX 8TX 10TX 12TX 14TX 16TX 18TX 20TX 

Levelized 

$/MWh Cost 

of New 

Additions 

$53.07 $59.67 $67.05 $73.97 $78.69 $85.33 $89.71 $92.35 $97.33 $103.16 

Unavailable 

Transmission 

Additions 

(MW) 

1175 1175 1150 1150 1100 1025 1000 925 925 925 

Commercial 

Energy 

Efficiency 

(aMW) 

102 102 111 111 89 71 62 71 71 71 

Customer 

Solar (aMW) 
49 27 27 27 27 49 49 49 27 49 

Standalone 

Storage 

(MW) 

100 100 100 100 100 200 200 200 200 200 

EWA Solar 

(MW) 
0 0 0 0 100 100 200 300 300 300 

Demand 

Response 

(MW) 

61 78 39 39 38 38 76 38 61 54 

Industrial 

Energy 

Efficiency 

(aMW) 

10 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 10 

Residential 

Energy 

Efficiency 

(aMW) 

50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 

EORSolar 

(aMW) 
22 22 22 22 22 22 22 30 30 30 

Gorge Wind 

(aMW) 
94 94 94 94 94 94 94 94 94 94 

MT Wind 

(aMW) 
19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 

Offshore 

Wind (aMW) 
219 219 219 219 219 219 219 219 219 219 
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Table 6.10 shows that as the BPA Transmission Costs increase, the main trade-off is the reduction of 

commercial energy efficiency which is replaced mainly by the more expensive Eastern Washington solar 

(MW), more standalone storage (MW), and more customer solar (aMW).  

6.5.5. Scenarios 

As part of the 2024 DSMPA, City Light considered two scenarios: 

• The 2024 DSMPA Baseline (i.e., 2022 City Light corporate load forecast) with 30 years of historical 

water supply and 30 years of historical temperature including EPRI’s Moderate electrification 

scenario and a climate change MACA scalar 

• EPRI’s Accelerated Electrification load forecast with similar characteristics. 

City Light initially considered and tested more than 40 different portfolios. That portfolio number was 

reduced to seven after determining lowest cost cutoff points in portfolios as the BPA Transmission 

Sensitivities increased. The only exception to this was the sixth portfolio (P6), which City Light initially 

selected because of its favorable number of customer options. The top seven portfolio choices are shown 

in Table 6.11 Error! Reference source not found..  

• All seven portfolios are built to meet resource adequacy needs under the 2024 DSMPA baseline 

load scenario with the metric of 0.2 monthly loss of load event, which is equivalent to two ‘bad 

events’ every 10 years for each of the months of January, July, August, and December. These 

months represent traditionally challenging load coverage time periods for City Light. A ‘bad event’ 

is a situation in which City Light’s energy resources (i.e., contracts + owned generation + 200 MW 

market reliance), are not able to meet load for at least one hour. 

• All seven portfolios meet I-937 policy requirements and Clean Energy Transformation Act 

requirements under 20-year average hydro conditions. 

• Six of the seven portfolios are within 7% of the lowest cost portfolio in terms of $/MWh.  

• None of the portfolios adequately achieves the resource adequacy metric of 0.2 monthly loss of 

load event under the accelerated electrification scenario for the month of December.  

• All seven top portfolios’ energy are more than 90% greenhouse gas free under 20-year average 

hydro conditions. 

• Customer options such as demand response, energy efficiency, and behind the meter solar are a 

meaningful factor in differentiating portfolios.  

Table 6.11 presents the top seven portfolios for the 2024 DSMPA. 
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Table 6.11 2024 DSMPA Top Seven Portfolio Names 

Portfolio Transmission Customer Solar 

P1: Lowest Customer Solar, Low Cost, High 

Demand Response  

4TX Business As Usual 

P2: Lowest Customer Solar, High Energy Efficiency 8TX Business As Usual 

P3: Lowest Demand Response, Lowest Customer 

Solar 

10TX Business As Usual 

P4: More Customer Solar, Lowest Demand 

Response 

12TX Base 

P5: More Customer Solar, Low Energy Efficiency 14TX Base 

P6: High Customer Solar, High Cost 14TX Moderate 

P7: More Customer Solar, Least Transmission Risk 20TX Base 

These portfolios bring incremental utility scale firm transmission supply resources in MW as shown in 

Table 6.12. 

Table 6.12 2024 DSMPA Top Seven Portfolio Firm Transmission Supply Additions (MW) 

Portfolio 2026–2030 2031–2040 2041–2045 Total Firm Transmission 

P1: Lowest Customer Solar, Low Cost, 

High Demand Response  

550 250 250 1050 

P2: Lowest Customer Solar, High 

Energy Efficiency 

550 250 250 1050 

P3: Lowest Demand Response, Lowest 

Customer Solar 

650 250 250 1150 

P4: More Customer Solar, Lowest 

Demand Response 

750 250 250 1250 

P5: More Customer Solar, Low Energy 

Efficiency 

750 350 250 1350 

P6: High Customer Solar, High Cost 775 250 250 1275 

P7: More Customer Solar, Least 

Transmission Risk 

975 250 250 1475 

These portfolios bring incremental utility scale unavailable transmission supply resources in MW as shown 

in Table 6.13. 
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Table 6.13 2024 DSMPA Top Seven Portfolio Unavailable Transmission Supply Additions (MW) 

Portfolio 2026–2030 2031–2040 2041–2045 Total Unavailable 

Transmission 

P1: Lowest Customer Solar, Low Cost, 

High Demand Response  

1175 0 0 1175 

P2: Lowest Customer Solar, High 

Energy Efficiency 

1150 0 0 1150 

P3: Lowest Demand Response, Lowest 

Customer Solar 

1100 0 0 1100 

P4: More Customer Solar, Lowest 

Demand Response 

1025 0 0 1025 

P5: More Customer Solar, Low Energy 

Efficiency 

1000 0 0 1000 

P6: High Customer Solar, High Cost 1025 0 0 1025 

P7: More Customer Solar, Least 

Transmission Risk 

925 0 0 925 

The top seven portfolios have greater energy efficiency forecasts than the 2022 Conservation Potential 

Assessment and the 2022 Clean Energy Implementation Plan. Table 6.14 provides each portfolio’s 

cumulative energy conservation resources in aMW. 

Table 6.14 2024 DSMPA Top Seven Portfolio Energy Efficiency Incremental Additions (aMW) 

Portfolio 2025 2027 2033 2045 

P1: Lowest Customer Solar, Low Cost, 

High Demand Response 

25 46 103 163 

P2: Lowest Customer Solar, High 

Energy Efficiency 

25 48 109 173 

P3: Lowest Demand Response, Lowest 

Customer Solar 

22 41 93 151 

P4: More Customer Solar, Lowest 

Demand Response 

18 35 80 133 

P5: More Customer Solar, Low Energy 

Efficiency 

17 33 75 124 

P6: High Customer Solar, High Cost 24 45 102 162 

P7: More Customer Solar, Least 

Transmission Risk 

18 34 80 132 

Table 6.14 provides each portfolio’s levelized cost bins for energy efficiency. The levelized cost groups 

(bins) of conserved energy by customer class is part of City Light’s IRP framework. These costs have been 

calculated over a 22-year program life—the 6.5. Development of Conservation IRP Inputs section provides 

additional detail on the levelized cost methodology. 
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Table 6.15 2024 DSMPA Top Seven Portfolio Levelized Cost Bins 

Portfolio Commercial Cost Bin Industrial Cost Bin Residential Cost Bin 

P1: Lowest Customer Solar, Low 

Cost, High Demand Response 

$90/MWh to $100/MWh Over $160/MWh $150/MWh to $160/MWh 

P2: Lowest Customer Solar, High 

Energy Efficiency 

$120/MWh to $130/MWh Over $160/MWh $150/MWh to $160/MWh 

P3: Lowest Demand Response, 

Lowest Customer Solar 

$60/MWh to $70/MWh Over $160/MWh $150/MWh to $160/MWh 

P4: More Customer Solar, Lowest 

Demand Response 

$30/MWh to $40/MWh Over $160/MWh $150/MWh to $160/MWh 

P5: More Customer Solar, Low 

Energy Efficiency 

$20/MWh to $30/MWh Over $160/MWh $150/MWh to $160/MWh 

P6: High Customer Solar, High 

Cost 

$90/MWh to $100/MWh $50/MWh to 

$60/MWh 

$150/MWh to $160/MWh 

P7: More Customer Solar, Least 

Transmission Risk 

$30/MWh to $40/MWh $50/MWh to 

$60/MWh 

$150/MWh to $160/MWh 

2022 CPA $60/MWh to $70/MWh Over $160/MWh $40/MWh to $50/MWh 

An energy efficiency cost bin is defined as all measures leading up to the maximum cost bin. As an 

example, P7 includes all commercial energy efficiency measures up to $40/MWh. The top seven portfolios 

have cumulative customer solar resources in aMW as shown in Table 6.16 

Table 6.16 2024 DSMPA Top Seven Portfolio Customer Solar Incremental Additions (aMW) 

Portfolio Adoption Incentive 2025 2033 2045 

P1, P2, P3 No Incentives 1 9 28 

P4, P5, P7 25% Incentive 1 16 49 

P6 50% Incentive 2 30 92 

The assumed customer solar resources for portfolios P1, P2, and P3 would constitute a ‘Business As Usual’ 

solar adoption rate in which City Light continues to not directly incentivize customer solar installations 

within its service territory. The remaining portfolios would involve new City Light incentives for installation 

of customer solar, with incremental additions up to 92 aMW by 2045 for the ‘Moderate’ solar adoption 

rate in P6. A new program with a goal of rapid incremental growth in customer solar capacity would likely 

target a variety of customer types and center on equitable access to renewables; it might also require new 

city or state legislation to provide the legal permissions for City Light to offer incentives. Synergies and 

complementary benefits may be found with programs incorporating storage solutions, demand response, 

and ongoing transportation electrification efforts. These portfolios have cumulative demand response 

potential in MW as indicated in Table 6.17. 
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Table 6.17 2024 DSMPA Top Seven Portfolio Demand Response Incremental Additions (MW) 

Portfolio Demand Response 2033 2045 

P1: Lowest Customer Solar, Low Cost, High 

Demand Response 

Commercial CPP 

Commercial EVTOU 

Residential BYOT  

Residential ConHP 

35 78 

P2: Lowest Customer Solar, High Energy 

Efficiency 

Commercial CPP 

Residential ConHP 

19 39 

P3: Lowest Demand Response, Lowest Customer 

Solar 

Commercial CPP 

Residential BYOT 

25 38 

P4: More Customer Solar, Lowest Demand 

Response 

Commercial CPP 

Residential BYOT 

25 38 

P5: More Customer Solar, Low Energy Efficiency Commercial CPP 

Commercial Curtail 

Residential BYOT 

Residential ConHP 

43 76 

P6: High Customer Solar, High Cost Commercial CPP 

Commercial Curtail 

Residential BYOT 

39 53 

P7: More Customer Solar, Least Transmission 

Risk 

Commercial CPP 

Commercial Curtail 

Residential ConHP 

33 54 

6.5.6. Introduction to Portfolio Metrics 

Seattle City Light evaluated the portfolios with five different metrics. These metrics are part of the 2024 

DSMPA process to account for costs ($/MWh portfolio levelized cost), portfolio unspecified purchases 

(social cost of greenhouse gas), diversity of customer options (expanded customer options opportunity), 

unavailable transmission required to meet resource adequacy needs, and the electrification scenario 

resource adequacy metric. All of these metrics are equally weighted.  

Levelized Cost of Energy in Portfolios: The levelized cost of energy (LCOE) of the portfolios is reported 

in nominal dollars per megawatt hour ($/MWh). This number contains the levelized sum of all changing 

portfolio costs: BPA block costs, energy efficiency costs, demand response costs, REC costs, customer 

solar costs, new supply resource costs, and social cost of greenhouse gas) divided by the levelized sum of 

all the MWhs of energy from BPA and the new resources from 2024 to 2045. City Light’s owned 

generation and contracts are not part of this metric calculation as those are considered constant across all 

portfolios. 
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Hourly Emissions: The hourly emissions metric calculates the portfolio’s total Social Cost of Greenhouse 

Gas (SCGHG5758) metric. This metric simply adds up (for every hour of every year from 2024 to 2045) the 

total number of unspecified MWhs and multiplies that number by an emissions rate and by the social cost 

of greenhouse gas. Sources of unspecified MWhs that change across the different portfolios are from the 

BPA block contract and any market purchases needed to meet load. 

Customer Options: A customer program metric was created to measure each portfolio’s ability to carry 

out City Light’s values59 of providing customers with more flexibility in how they can meet their energy 

needs and further advancing equitable community connections. Furthermore, CETA specifically 

emphasizes equitable customer involvement in a clean energy future. The customer program metric 

considers the number of customer options available in each of the seven top portfolios. The number of 

demand response, energy efficiency, and customer solar options are factored into this metric.  

Unavailable Transmission: The transmission metric looks at the total estimated reliance of a portfolio’s 

unavailable transmission required to meet City Light’s resource adequacy needs because of uncertainty in 

future transmission networks, this metric can be viewed as a transmission risk level for each of the 

portfolios.  

Electrification Resource Adequacy: The electrification resource adequacy metric looks at how well the 

portfolio performs in an accelerated electrification load scenario in the year 2045 in the month of 

December. Recent electrification studies show building and vehicle electrification will increase City Light’s 

future loads, especially in the winter, and most significantly in December. 

6.5.7. Conclusions 

A summary of the performance of the seven top portfolios across all the metrics is shown in Table 

6.18Error! Reference source not found.. The heat map coloring is used to indicate the relative 

performance of different portfolios for each metric; green is better performing than yellow, and yellow is 

better performing than red. 

                                                      

57https://www.utc.wa.gov/regulated-industries/utilities/energy/conservation-and-renewable-energy-

overview/clean-energy-transformation-act/social-cost-carbon 

58Revised code of Washington related to IRPs that governs SCGHG methodology is 3a under 19.280.030 

59 https://www.seattle.gov/city-light/about-us/what-we-do/mission-vision-values 
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Table 6.18 2024 DSMPA Top Seven Portfolio Metric Performance Heat Map 

 

A more in-depth look at the strengths and weaknesses of these top seven portfolios is outlined in Table 

6.19.  

Table 6.19 2024 DSMPA Top Seven Portfolio Strengths and Weaknesses 

Portfolio Name Strengths  Weaknesses 

P1: Lowest Customer Solar, 

Low Cost, High Demand 

Response 

Lowest cost portfolio 

Top electrification resource 

adequacy metric performance 

Largest unavailable transmission reliance 

High energy efficiency target operationally 

difficult to achieve in current business climate 

P2: Lowest Customer Solar, 

High Energy Efficiency 

Top electrification resource 

adequacy metric 

High energy efficiency target operationally 

difficult to achieve in current business climate 

P3: Lowest Demand 

Response, Lowest 

Customer Solar 

Second-lowest cost 

Middle of the road 

Fewest customer options 

P4: More Customer Solar, 

Lowest Demand Response 

Not many Highest emissions 

Second-highest cost 

Second worst in electrification resource 

adequacy 

P5: More Customer Solar, 

Low Energy Efficiency 

Most likely to operationally meet 

energy efficiency targets 

Second-lowest transmission risk 

Worst performing under higher electrification 

loads 

P6: High Customer Solar, 

High Cost 

Top electrification resource 

adequacy metric performance 

Lowest emissions 

Most customer options 

Most expensive 

City Light 50% discount solar incentive program 

High energy efficiency target operationally 

difficult to achieve in current business climate 

P7: More Customer Solar, 

Least Transmission Risk 

Least transmission risk  Second worst in electrification resource 

adequacy 

 

Table 6.20 contains the top seven portfolios and their resource composition by the year 2045. 
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Table 6.20 2024 DSMPA Top Seven Portfolio Forecasted Firm Resources By 2045 

Portfolio Wind 

(MW) 

Solar 

(MW) 

Energy 

Efficiency 

(aMW) 

Demand 

Response 

(MW) 

Customer 

Solar (aMW) 

Standalone Battery 

(MW) 

P1 875 75 163 78 28 100 

P2 875 75 173 39 28 100 

P3 875 175 151 38 28 100 

P4 875 175 133 38 49 200 

P5 875 275 124 76 49 200 

P6 875 200 162 53 92 200 

P7 875 400 132 54 49 200 

6.5.8. Recommendations 

In the face of growing electrification, the 2024 DSMPA analysis has demonstrated more supply and 

demand resources will be needed to meet future resource adequacy needs than the 2022 IRP and 2022 

CPA. 

To help address winter resource adequacy needs, residential energy efficiency will be rising significantly 

compared to the 2022 IRP and 2022 CPA. In the 2024 DSMPA, all top seven portfolios include a residential 

cost bin of $150-160 MWh (~22 aMW over 10 years). In the 2022 IRP and 2022 CPA it was a $40-50 MWh 

cost bin (~11 aMW over 10 years). It will take considerable effort to scale up residential energy efficiency, 

but there are likely going to be significant synergies with federal and state funding opportunities (i.e., 

federal Inflation Reduction Act funding).  

On the commercial energy efficiency side, four of the seven top 2024 DSMPA portfolios feature 

commercial cost bins equal to, or greater than the 2022 CPA. As of September 2023, City Light is not on 

track to meet its two-year 2022 CPA targets, in large part due to the reduced activity in office building 

upgrades due to the ongoing changes in that sector following the COVID pandemic. Therefore, it is 

reasonable to assume, in the short term, that the demand side commercial energy efficiency potentials in 

portfolios P1, P2, P3, and P6 are not available. Given this, utility solar is a feasible and recommended 

replacement for the identified additional need for commercial energy efficiency. 

Since portfolios P1, P2, P3, and P6 are not feasible, this leaves portfolios P4, P5, and P7. P4 performs the 

worst in all of the metrics of these remaining three, leaving P5 and P7. Table 6.21 shows the top two 

portfolios P5 and P7 under three different hourly flat market reliance conditions: 0 aMW, 100 aMW, and 

200 aMW.  
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Table 6.21 2024 DSMPA Top Two Portfolio Market Reliance (MR) Sensitivity 

Portfolio Wind 

(MW) 

Solar 

(MW) 

Energy 

Efficiency 

(aMW) 

Demand 

Response 

(MW) 

Customer 

Solar 

(aMW) 

Battery 

Only (MW) 

Unavailable 

Transmission 

(MW) 

P5_MR0 875 275 124 76 49 200 1000 

P5_MR100 875 150 124 76 49 200 525 

P5_MR200 875 425 124 76 49 0 75 

        

P7_MR0 875 400 132 54 49 200 925 

P7_MR100 875 350 132 76 49 200 450 

P7_MR200 875 450 132 32 49 100 50 

In Table 6.22 P7 performs better in the December electrification resource adequacy metric, has less 

reliance on unavailable transmission, and has fewer emissions.  

City Light finds the portfolio attributes of P7, with market reliance of 200 aMW, to be the best fit for the 

utility because this portfolio mitigates supply transmission risk, energy efficiency achievability risk, and 

electrification resource adequacy risk.   

City Light recognizes that individual resources (supply or demand) are subject to deliverability uncertainty. 

Given the highlighted uncertainties and challenges, there currently is no perfect solution to City Light’s 

resource adequacy challenge. The recommendation is based on minimizing identified risks while 

acknowledging that circumstances will change, and City Light will reevaluate resources adequacy needs 

and resourcing options every two years. 
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Table 6.22 2024 DSMPA Top Portfolio (P7) Resources 

Resource Capacity by Year 2028 (MW) Capacity by Year 2045 (MW) 

Battery 100 100 

EOR Solar 75 75 

EOR Solar+Battery 0 25 

EWA Solar 275 300 

EWA Solar+Battery 0 50 

Gorge Wind 275 275 

Montana Wind 100 100 

Offshore Wind 0 500 

Total Firm Supply 825 1425 

Total Unavailable Transmission Supply 50 50 

   

Commercial CPP 15 15 

Commercial EVTOU 2 17 

Total Demand Response 17 32 

   

Commercial Energy Efficiency (aMW) 28 72 

Industrial Energy Efficiency (aMW) 5 10 

Residential Energy Efficiency (aMW) 10 50 

Total Energy Efficiency (aMW) 43 132 

   

Customer Solar (aMW) 9 49 

Table 6.23 provides the 2024 DSMPA two-, four-, ten-, and 22-year cumulative achievable economic 

potential estimates by sector. 

Table 6.23 2024 DSMPA Achievable Economic Potential 

 Achievable Economic Potential - aMW 

Sector 2-Year 

(2024–2025) 

4-Year 

(2024–2027) 

10-Year 

(2024–2033) 

22-Year 

(2024–2045) 

20% of 10-

Year 

Residential 4 8 22 50 4 

Commercial 12 23 49 72 10 

Industrial 2 4 8 10 2 

Total 18 35 79 132 16 

Customer Solar 2 4 16 49 3 
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As a comparison, Table 6.24 provides the 2022 CPA two-, four-, ten-, and 20-year cumulative achievable 

economic potential estimates by sector. 

Table 6.24 2022 CPA Achievable Economic Potential 

 Achievable Economic Potential - aMW 

Sector 2-Year 

(2022–2023) 

4-Year 

(2022–2025) 

10-Year 

(2022–2031) 

20-Year 

(2022–2041) 

20% of 10-

Year 

Residential 2.90 5.22 11.16 17.91 2.23 

Commercial 13.85 25.98 57.08 77.48 11.42 

Industrial 1.99 4.03 8.65 10.44 1.73 

Total 18.74 35.23 76.89 105.83 15.38 

Figure 6.14 provides the 2024 DSMPA 22-year cumulative achievable economic potential targets 

compared with the maximum potential by sector. 

Figure 6.14.2024 DSMPA Energy Efficiency Targets Compared with Maximum Potential 

 
Table 6.25 provides the 2024 DSMPA 22-year top portfolio new resource additions. 

Table 6.25 2024 DSMPA Top Portfolio New Resource Additions 

New Resource Additions 2024–2031 2032–2045 Total 

Solar (MW) 350 100 450 

Wind (MW) 375 500 875 

Energy Efficiency (aMW) 67 65 132 

Customer Solar (aMW) 15 34 49 

Summer Demand Response (MW) 19 7 26 

Winter Demand Response (MW) 20 11 31 

Standalone Battery (MW) 100 0 100 

Unavailable Transmission Supply Resources (MW) 50 0 50 
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As a comparison, Table 6.26 provides the 2022 IRP 20-year top portfolio new resource additions. 

Table 6.26 2022 IRP Top Portfolio New Resource Additions 

 

New Resource Additions 2022–2031 2032–2041 Total 

Solar (MW) 175 0 175 

Wind (MW) 225 50 275 

Energy Efficiency (aMW) 85 31 116 

Customer Solar Programs (MW) 24 28 52 

Summer Demand Response (MW) 47 31 78 

Winter Demand Response (MW) 79 43 122 

7. Glossary of Terms 

These definitions draw heavily from the NAPEE Guide for Conducting Energy Efficiency Potential Studies 

and the State and Local Energy Efficiency Action Network.60 

Achievable potential: The amount of energy use that efficiency can realistically be expected to displace.  

Conservation potential assessment: A quantitative analysis of the amount of energy savings that exists, 

proves cost-effective, or could potentially be realized through implementation of energy-efficient 

programs and policies. 

Cost-effectiveness: A measure of relevant economic effects resulting from implementing an energy 

efficiency measure. If the benefits of this selection outweigh its costs, the measure is considered 

cost-effective. 

Economic potential: Refers to the subset of technical potential that is economically cost-effective 

compared with conventional supply-side energy resources. 

End use: A category of equipment or service that consumes energy (such as lighting, refrigeration, 

heating, or process heat). 

End-use consumption: Used for the residential sector, this represents per-UEC consumption for a given 

end use, expressed in annual kilowatt-hours per unit. (Also called unit energy consumption.) 

End-use intensities: Used in the commercial and institution sectors, this represents the energy 

consumption per square foot for a given end use, expressed in annual kilowatt-hours per square foot per 

unit. 

                                                      

60  Schiller Consulting, Inc. 2012. Energy Efficiency Program Impact Evaluation Guide. NAPEE Guide for 

Conducting Energy Efficiency Potential Studies and the State and Local Energy Efficiency Action 

Network. Prepared by SEEAction. www.seeaction.energy.gov  
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Energy efficiency: The use of less energy to provide the same or an improved service level to an energy 

consumer in an economically efficient way. 

Effective useful life: An estimate of the duration of savings from a measure. EUL is estimated through 

various means, including the median number of years that energy efficiency measures installed under a 

program remain in place and operable. EUL also is sometimes defined as the date at which 50% of 

installed units remain in place and operational.  

Levelized cost: The result of a computational approach used to compare the cost of different projects or 

technologies. The stream of each project’s net costs is discounted to a single year using a discount rate 

(creating a net present value) and divided by the project’s expected lifetime output (MWhs). 

Lost opportunity: Refers to an efficiency measure or efficiency program seeking to encourage the 

selection of higher-efficiency equipment or building practices than that typically chosen at the time of a 

purchase or design decision. 

Measure: Installation of equipment, subsystems, or systems, or modifications of equipment, subsystems, 

systems, or operations on the customer side of the meter designed to improve energy efficiency. 

Portfolio: Either (a) a collection of similar programs addressing the same market, technology, or 

mechanisms or (b) the set of all programs conducted by one organization. 

Program: A group of projects with similar characteristics and installed in similar applications. 

Retrofit: An efficiency measure or efficiency program intended to encourage the replacement of 

functional equipment before the end of its operating life with higher-efficiency units (also called early 

retirement) or the installation of additional controls, equipment, or materials in existing facilities for 

reducing energy consumption (such as increased insulation, lighting occupancy controls, or economizer 

ventilation systems).  

Resource adequacy: Having sufficient resources, generation, energy efficiency, storage, and demand-side 

resources to serve loads across a wide range of conditions. 

Technical potential: The theoretical maximum amount of energy use that could be displaced by 

efficiency, disregarding all non-engineering constraints (such as cost-effectiveness or the willingness of 

end users to adopt the efficiency measures). 

Total resource cost test: A cost-effectiveness test that assesses the impacts of a portfolio of energy 

efficiency initiatives on the economy at large. The test compares the present value of efficiency costs for 

all members of society (including costs to participants and program administrators) compared with the 

present value of benefits, including avoided energy supply and demand costs. 
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1. BILL SUMMARY 

 

Legislation Title: 

A RESOLUTION relating to the City Light Department; acknowledging and approving the City 

Light Department’s adoption of a biennial energy conservation target for 2024–2025 and ten-

year conservation potential. 

 

Summary and Background of the Legislation: 

City Light must establish and make publicly available a biennial acquisition target for cost-

effective conservation and a ten-year conservation potential. This Resolution establishes an -18 

average megawatt (aMW) conservation target for 2024-2025 and a ten-year conservation 

potential of 79 aMW. 

 

Initiative 937 was passed by Washington state voters in November 2006 to establish renewable 

and energy efficiency targets for electric utilities serving more than 25,000 retail customers. In 

complying with RCW 19.285.040, each qualifying utility shall pursue all available conservation 

that is cost-effective, reliable, and feasible.  

 

WAC 194-37-070 Section (5) provides further guidance that the development of the biennial 

target and the ten-year potential should follow the methodologies used by the Northwest Power 

and Conservation Council (NWPPC) and this section offers a series of methodical details to 

ensure consistency with this regional effort. Section (4) also calls for electric utilities to 

“establish its ten-year potential and biennial target by action of the utility’s governing board, 

after public notice and opportunity for public comment.” The adoption of this resolution by the 

City Council in an open public meeting will maintain our compliance with state law. 

 

Every two years City Light initiates a Demand Side Management Potential Assessment 

(DSMPA) (formerly known as the Conservation Potential Assessment (CPA)) to identify the 

biennial acquisition target and the ten-year potential for the service territory. City Light hired a 

consulting firm (Cadmus) to support the DSMPA consistent with the methodologies outlined in 

RCW 19.285.040 and WAC 194-37-070 and to be consistent with the Northwest Power and 

Conservation Council’s methodology used for their 2021 Power Plan. This DSMPA has 

identified a total of 18 aMW being achievable within the City Light service territory for 2024-

2025 and a total conservation potential of 79 aMW for the ten-year period starting in 2024. City 

Light anticipates meeting or exceeding the 18 aMW biennial target for 2024-2025 and believes 

the spending plan adopted in the Strategic Plan’s rate path is sufficient to meet the biennial 

acquisition targets. 

 

As a point of reference, this is the eighth Resolution to establish the biennial target and ten-year 
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potential for the utility. The most recent legislation, Resolution #32030 established the 2022-

2023 conservation target of 18.7 aMW and ten-year potential of 76.9 aMW. The 2024-2025 

target of 18 aMW is a slight decrease from the 2022-2023 target. Other than the energy savings 

target and ten-year potential, this Resolution is quite similar to Resolution #32030 in its language 

and intent. 

 

2. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

Does this legislation create, fund, or amend a CIP Project?   Yes  No 
 

 

3. SUMMARY OF FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

 

Does this legislation have financial impacts to the City?   Yes  No 
 

 

3.d. Other Impacts 

 

Does the legislation have other financial impacts to The City of Seattle, including direct or 

indirect, one-time or ongoing costs, that are not included in Sections 3.a through 3.c? If so, 

please describe these financial impacts. 

There is no direct financial impact of implementing this legislation; the adoption of this 

Resolution is an administrative requirement of state law. However, failing to meet the biennial 

conservation targets may result in an administrative penalty outlined in RCW 19.285.060: “(1) 

Except as provided in subsection (2) of this section, a qualifying utility that fails to comply with 

the energy conservation or renewable energy targets established in RCW 19.285.040 shall pay an 

administrative penalty to the state of Washington in the amount of fifty dollars for each 

megawatt-hour of shortfall. Beginning in 2007, this penalty shall be adjusted annually according 

to the rate of change of the inflation indicator, gross domestic product-implicit price deflator, as 

published by the bureau of economic analysis of the United States department of commerce or its 

successor.” 

 

If the legislation has costs, but they can be absorbed within existing operations, please 

describe how those costs can be absorbed. The description should clearly describe if the 

absorbed costs are achievable because the department had excess resources within their 

existing budget or if by absorbing these costs the department is deprioritizing other work 

that would have used these resources.  

City Light makes substantial energy efficiency investments every year and expects to continue to 

do so in the future and therefore builds out its capital budget expecting conservation measures 

will, in general, be relatively close to historical levels. City Light’s adopted 2024 O&M and 

adopted 2024-2029 CIP budgets provide the resources necessary to meet the biennial acquisition 

targets for 2024-2025, which are similar levels to the 2022-2023 energy efficiency target.  

 

Please describe any financial costs or other impacts of not implementing the legislation. 

There is no direct financial cost of not implementing this legislation. However, City Light is 

required by state law to set the conservation targets as outlined in RCW 19.285.040. City Light 

anticipates meeting the conservation targets with the funding levels proposed in the 2022-2026 
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Strategic Plan.  

 

 

4. OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

a. Please describe how this legislation may affect any departments besides the originating 

department.  
Within the budget for conservation, Seattle City Light directs funding to the following 

departments: 

 $3M annually to the Office of Housing in support of the Homewise Weatherization 

Program,  

 $1.2M annually to the Office of Sustainability for policy development,  

 $500K annually to the Seattle Department of Construction and Inspection for energy 

code development and compliance. 

 

b. Does this legislation affect a piece of property? If yes, please attach a map and explain 

any impacts on the property. Please attach any Environmental Impact Statements, 

Determinations of Non-Significance, or other reports generated for this property.  

No 

 

c. Please describe any perceived implication for the principles of the Race and Social 

Justice Initiative.  

i. How does this legislation impact vulnerable or historically disadvantaged 

communities?  How did you arrive at this conclusion? In your response please 

consider impacts within City government (employees, internal programs) as well 

as in the broader community. 

The adoption of this Resolution is an administrative requirement of state law to set a 

conservation target using methodology set by the Northwest Power and Conservation 

Council. 

 

ii. Please attach any Racial Equity Toolkits or other racial equity analyses in the 

development and/or assessment of the legislation. 

The adoption of this Resolution is an administrative requirement of state law to set a 

conservation target using methodology set by the Northwest Power and Conservation 

Council. 

 

iii. What is the Language Access Plan for any communications to the public? 

The adoption of this Resolution is an administrative requirement of state law to set a 

conservation target using methodology set by the Northwest Power and Conservation 

Council. 
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d. Climate Change Implications  

i. Emissions: How is this legislation likely to increase or decrease carbon emissions 

in a material way? Please attach any studies or other materials that were used to 

inform this response. 

This resolution supports a decrease in carbon emissions by establishing two- and ten-

year energy conservation targets. Conservation helps to reduce City Light’s carbon 

emissions by saving energy and helping to reduce overall load, ultimately helping 

City Light’s hydroelectric resources meet most of our demand.  

 

ii. Resiliency: Will the action(s) proposed by this legislation increase or decrease 

Seattle’s resiliency (or ability to adapt) to climate change in a material way? If 

so, explain. If it is likely to decrease resiliency in a material way, describe what 

will or could be done to mitigate the effects. 

This resolution supports Seattle’s resiliency to climate change by establishing two- 

and ten-year energy conservation targets. Energy efficiency helps to reduce carbon 

emissions, as stated above.  

 

e. If this legislation includes a new initiative or a major programmatic expansion: What 

are the specific long-term and measurable goal(s) of the program? How will this 

legislation help achieve the program’s desired goal(s)? What mechanisms will be used 

to measure progress towards meeting those goals? 

This is not a new initiative or major programmatic expansion; this effort is consistent with 

City Light’s longstanding commitment to conservation. 

 

5. CHECKLIST 

 

 Is a public hearing required?  

Yes. Consistent with WAC 194-37-070 section (4), the utility must establish its ten-year 

potential and biennial target by action of the utility’s governing board, after public notice 

and opportunity for comment. 

 

 Is publication of notice with The Daily Journal of Commerce and/or The Seattle 

Times required? 

 

 If this legislation changes spending and/or revenues for a fund, have you reviewed 

the relevant fund policies and determined that this legislation complies?  

 

 Does this legislation create a non-utility CIP project that involves a shared financial 

commitment with a non-City partner agency or organization?  

 

6. ATTACHMENTS 

 

Summary Attachments: None. 
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Why and how we set targets

Potential Assessments

Meet I-937 Requirement

Meet CETA Requirement

Integrated Resource Plan

Load Forecast

Program Planning

State 
Driven 

Utility 
Driven
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Conservation targets and achievement over time 

- 

5 

10 

15 

20 

25 

30 

35 

40 

2004-05 2006-07 2008-09 2010-11 2012-13 2014-15 2016-17 2018-19 2020-21 2022-23

AV
ER

AG
E 

M
EG

AW
AT

TS
 (A

M
W

)

Biennial Target (aMW) vs. Achievement (aMW)

Biennial Target (aMW) Biennial Achievement (aMW)

196



4

How the two-year target compares (by sector)

2-Yr
2022-2023

2-Yr
2024-2025 Percent 

Change
aMW Percent of 

Total aMW Percent of 
Total

Residential 2.90 15% 4.00 22%
Commercial 13.85 74% 12.00 66%
Industrial 1.99 11% 2.00 11%
Total 18.74 18.00 -4%

197



5

How the ten-year target compares (by sector)

10-Yr
2022-2031

10-Yr
2024-2033 Percent 

Change
aMW Percent of 

Total aMW Percent of 
Total

Residential 11.16 14% 22.00 28%
Commercial 57.08 74% 49.00 62%
Industrial 8.65 12% 8.00 10%
Total 76.89 79.00 2.7%
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Neighboring utilities

A 2.7% increase in 10-year conservation 
potential is in line with – or higher than – our 
peers
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Conclusion
Our commitment to conservation remains 
strong
We will continue to deliver innovative programs

• Scale up residential offerings
• Leverage federal Inflation Reduction Act 
• Equity-centered design, based on Racial 

Equity Analyses and customer and community 
voices to ensure that all can participate

Request approval of 2024-25 conservation 
target of 18 aMW and 2024-2033 
conservation target of 79 aMW

200



201



9

Background
Initiative 937 – the Washington Energy Independence Act – was approved by 
Washington voters in 2006

• Requires utilities to “identify and pursue all available conservation that is cost 
effective, reliable, and feasible.”

• Accomplished by setting two-year and ten-year targets via a Conservation 
Potential Assessment.

• Targets must be set every two years
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How we calculate potential
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• A top resource choice
• Low cost
• Low risk
• Low environmental impact

• One of the longest continually 
operated energy conservation 
programs in country

• 2023 conservation budget: $30M

Conservation at City Light
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Sources of conservation savings (2022-23)

Behavior / O&M 1%

** Preliminary
Non-Lighting Lighting Behavior/O&M NEEA

Non-Lighting 53%

Lighting 37%

NEEA / Regional 9%
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Conservation acquisition over time
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Conservation targets (by sector)  
2-Yr

2024-2025
10-Yr

2024-2033
aMW aMW

Residential 4 22

Commercial 12 49

Industrial 2 8

Total 18 79
~95,000 homes~22,000 homes

Most of the conservation potential is in the commercial sector.
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What changed to impact targets?

Supply chain, high vacancy, decreased investment in commercial 
real estate (=commercial conservation reduction)

Higher load forecast in winter and summer due to electrification 
(= residential conservation increase)

Residential weatherization and heating saves energy exactly when 
City Light hits its peak load (=residential conservation increase)

Public policy (methodology, building codes, increased 
electrification,…)
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April 30, 2024 
 

M E M O R A N D U M 
 
To:  Sustainability, City Light, Arts and Culture Committee 
From:  Eric McConaghy, Analyst    
Subject:   Seattle City Light Biennial Energy Conservation Target and Ten-Year Conservation 

Potential, Resolution 32134 

On Friday, May 3, 2024, the Sustainability, City Light, Arts and Culture Committee (Committee) 
will continue discussion and possibly vote on Resolution (RES) 32134 that would adopt Seattle 
City Light’s (SCL’s) proposed energy conservation target for 2024-2025 and 10-year 
conservation potential for 2024-2033. The Committee held a public hearing on Resolution 
32134 during the regular meeting on April 19. A briefing and discussion followed the hearing 
during the same meeting. 
 
This memo provides (1) background on why SCL must establish conservation targets; (2) 
describes how targets are established and how SCL has performed to-date; and (3) describes 
the proposed targets included in RES 32134.  
 
Background 

Initiative 937 (I-937), also known as the Energy Independence Act (EIA), was passed by 
Washington state voters on November 7, 2006. The EIA, codified as Revised Code of 
Washington (RCW) 19.285, requires large utilities (serving at least 25,000 retail customers) to 
obtain 15 percent of their electricity from new renewable resources such as solar and wind by 
2020 and undertake cost-effective energy conservation. The RCW 19.285 requirements began 
in January 2010. There are 18 utilities subject to the EIA including SCL that provide 80 percent 
of the electricity sold to Washington retail customers. 
 
Under the EIA, SCL must pursue all energy conservation that is cost-effective, reliable, and 
feasible. The Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 194-37-070 requires qualifying utilities to 
“establish their ten-year potential and biennial target by action of the utility's governing board, 
after public notice and opportunity for public comment.” Resolution 32134 acknowledges and 
approves SCL’s biennial conservation target and ten-year conservation potential and states that 
the SCL will meet or exceed the biennial energy targets. Council, as SCL’s governing board, has 
adopted biennial conservation targets and ten- year conservation potentials by resolution 
seven times previously, every two-years since 2010. 
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Energy Conservation Targets 

SCL contracted with Cadmus, a technical consulting company, to complete the Demand Side 
Management Potential Assessment (DSMPA) “to produce rigorous estimates of the magnitude, 
timing, and costs of resources in its service territory over the next 22 years, beginning in 2024.” 
SCL’s 131 square-mile service territory includes the City of Seattle, portions of seven adjacent 
cities, and parts of unincorporated King County. The DSMPA is the basis for SCL’s current 
proposal. 
 
The RCW 19.285 defines the “conservation,” as: “any reduction in electric power consumption 
resulting from increases in the efficiency of energy use, production, or distribution.” To meet 
the targets, SCL invests in efficiency measures that cost less to save energy than the cost to 
generate or acquire the same amount of energy. SCL spent $30 million on conservation in 2023. 
 
Conservation savings for SCL come from investments in four major categories: lighting, non-
lighting (like heating, cooling, and building systems), regional market transformation (via 
Northwest Energy Efficiency Alliance), and influencing customer behavior in the operating and 
maintenance of buildings. 
 
SCL has met or exceeded the EIA biennial targets for all periods except 2022-2023. During the 
last two years, SCL experienced a drop-off in commercial energy efficiency related to the 
COVID-19 pandemic manifesting in building vacancies, supply chain issues, and decreased 
investment in commercial real estate. In 2022, SCL met 32 percent of the total 2022-23 biennial 
conservation target, less than the 50 percent considered full achievement for the first year of 
the two-year period.1 SCL is currently completing 2023 conservation reporting to the 
Washington Department of Commerce, the relevant regulatory agency, and expects to remain 
in good standing because SCL is allowed to claim over-achievement in conservation from past 
biennial periods. 
 
Resolution 32134 

Resolution 32134 would establish a 10-year conservation potential of 79 average megawatts 
(aMW) and a conservation target of 18 aMW for 2024-2025. The biennial target measures SCL’s 
conservation goal for the first two years of that period; that two-year period is a portion of the 
10-year conservation potential that represents the energy savings made possible through 
implementing all achievable, cost-effective measures.  
 
The proposed biennial target is less than the respective, previous target adopted by Resolution 
32030: down from 18.7 aMW to 18 aMW, a 3.9 percent decrease, but over the ten-year period, 
the conservation target is an increase of 2.7 percent, up from 76.9 aMW to 79 aMW.  

 
1 EIA 2023 Report Summary and Detail. https://www.commerce.wa.gov/wp-content/uploads/2023/12/EIA-2023-
Report-Summary-and-Detail.pdf 
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SCL has three sectors of retail customers: residential, commercial, and industrial. For the 2024-
2033 ten-year period, SCL projects most of the total conservation to come from the commercial 
sector (62 percent) consistent with proportions of retail sales. SCL estimates the ten-year 
conservation potential by sector increasing most in residential, doubling from 11 aMW to 22 
aMW. SCL expects the increase in residential conservation potential to result from 
improvements in heating efficiency and weatherization. When electricity prices are the highest 
in the winter, residential conservation yields the biggest savings. 
 
SCL explains the differences between the biennial target from the 2022-2023 to 2024-2025 as 
resulting from changes in forecast inputs, including assumptions about:  

(1) Building equipment supply chain disruptions and vacancy and decreased investment in 
commercial real estate (conservation reduction); 

(2) Higher load (demand) forecasts in winter and summer yield bigger savings due to 
residential building electrification (conservation increase); and 

(3) Local, state, and federal policy and legislation promoting efficiency and energy use 
reduction (countervailing increases and decreases in conservation) 
 

Next steps 

If the Committee votes on the resolution during the meeting on May 3, then Council could 
schedule final action on the resolution as soon as May 14. 
 
 
cc:  Benjamin Noble, Director 

Aly Pennucci, Deputy Director  
Yolanda Ho, Lead Analyst 
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 April 24, 2024   
   
The Honorable Sara Nelson  
President, Seattle City Council    
Seattle City Hall, 2nd Floor    
Seattle, WA  98104    
    
Dear Council President Nelson:    
    
It is my pleasure to transmit to the City Council the following confirmation packet for my appointment of 
Dawn Lindell as General Manager/CEO of Seattle City Light (SCL).    
    
The materials in this packet are divided into two sections:    
    

1. Dawn Lindell    
This section contains Ms. Lindell’s appointment, oath of office form, and her resume.  
 

2. Background Check  
This section contains the report on Ms. Lindell’s background check.    

    
Dawn Lindell has the expertise, leadership, and vision to ensure quality, reliable, and affordable services 
to our residents and to accelerate our electrification efforts as we build healthy communities now and in 
the future. As the next General Manager/CEO of Seattle City Light, Ms. Lindell will guide the organization 
at a pivotal time in its history as we embark on a journey to power our city efficiently with carbon-
neutral power through innovative technologies and solutions.  
    
Ms. Lindell has served as Interim General Manager/CEO of Seattle City Light since February. She brings 
more than 25 years of experience in the utilities industry, coming to Seattle from Burbank, California 
where she served as the General Manager of Burbank Water and Power. Prior to her executive 
leadership role at the Burbank utility, Ms. Lindell was the Senior Vice President and Rocky Mountain 
Regional Manager for the Western Area Power Administration in Lakewood, Colorado. There she set 
strategic direction for more than 400 federal and contract employees of the Rocky Mountain Region for 
power marketing in four states, grid maintenance in six states, grid operation in ten states with a $400 
million+ annual budget. Over her career, she has focused on increasing environmental sustainability in 
collaboration with community, improved technology strategy and innovation, led disaster management 
and recovery, developed effective diversity, equity and inclusion programs, and transformed utility 
teams into high performing organizations.  
  
In identifying the next leader of Seattle City Light, my office convened an 11-member selection 
committee to review top candidates from across the country, informed by a survey of current City Light 
employees. Members of the committee represented business, housing, labor, environmental, and 
energy leaders, many with experience in clean energy and environmental justice. In the time since I 
selected Ms. Lindell to serve as Interim General Manager/CEO, we have heard broad support from 
stakeholders regarding her performance, including representatives from the Seattle City Light Customer 
Review Panel, the Environmental Coalition of South Seattle, Nucor Steel, the Housing Development 
Consortium, Seattle 2030 District, the Master Builders Association of King & Snohomish Counties, the 
CleanTech Alliance, the Building Owners & Managers Association of Greater Seattle, the Upper Skagit 
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2 
 

Indian Tribe, and the International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (IBEW) Local 77. It is readily 
evident that Dawn Lindell is someone who champions the customer experience, demonstrates a strong 
commitment to environmental stewardship and climate action and makes decisions that are centered 
by equity and accountability. Review of her past performance and the overwhelmingly positive feedback 
from affected stakeholders is the process that informed my decision to advance Ms. Lindell for your 
consideration today.     
    
I trust that after reviewing Ms. Lindell’s application materials, meeting with her, and following 
Councilmember Woo’s thoughtful Sustainability, City Light, Arts & Culture Committee review, you will 
find that she is the clear and obvious choice to serve as permanent General Manager/CEO of Seattle City 
Light.   
     
If you have any questions about the attached materials or need additional information, my Chief 
Operating Officer Marco Lowe would welcome hearing from you. I appreciate your consideration.     
     
Sincerely,     

     
Bruce A. Harrell     
Mayor of Seattle      
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April 18, 2024 
 
Dawn Lindell 
Seattle, WA 
Transmitted via e-mail 
 
Dear Dawn, 
 
It gives me great pleasure to appoint you to the position of General Manager and Chief Executive Officer 
of Seattle City Light at an annual salary of $493,770. 
 
Your appointment as GM/CEO is subject to City Council confirmation; therefore, you will need to attend 
the Council’s confirmation hearings. Once confirmed by the City Council, your initial term will be for four 
years. 
 
Your contingent offer letter provided employment information related to the terms of your 
employment, benefits, vacation, holiday and sick leave.   

 
I look forward to working with you in your role as Director and wish you success.  We have much work 
ahead of us, and I am confident that City Light will thrive under your leadership.  
 
Sincerely, 

 
Bruce A. Harrell 
Mayor of Seattle 
 
cc:  Seattle Department of Human Resources file 
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*Term begin and end date is fixed and tied to the position and not the appointment date. 
 

 

 
 

 
 

City of Seattle Department Head Notice of Appointment 
 

 

 
 

Appointee Name:  
Dawn Lindell 

City Department Name: 
Seattle City Light 

Position Title:  
General Manager/Chief Executive 
Officer  

 
  Appointment    OR      Reappointment 

 
 

City Council Confirmation required? 
 

  Yes 
  No 

Appointing Authority: 
 

  City Council  
  Mayor  
  Other: Fill in appointing authority 

Term of Position: * 
Council Confirmation 
to 
5/31/2028 
  
☐ Serving remaining term of a vacant position 

Background: Ms. Lindell has served as Interim General Manager/CEO of Seattle City Light since February. She 
brings more than 25 years of experience in the utilities industry, coming to Seattle from Burbank, California 
where she served as the General Manager of Burbank Water and Power. Prior to her executive leadership role 
at the Burbank utility, Ms. Lindell was the Senior Vice President and Rocky Mountain Regional Manager for the 
Western Area Power Administration in Lakewood, Colorado. There she set strategic direction for more than 400 
federal and contract employees of the Rocky Mountain Region for power marketing in four states, grid 
maintenance in six states, grid operation in ten states with a $400 million+ annual budget. Over her career, she 
has focused on increasing environmental sustainability in collaboration with community, improved technology 
strategy and innovation, led disaster management and recovery, developed effective diversity, equity and 
inclusion programs, and transformed utility teams into high performing organizations.  
 
 
Authorizing Signature:  

 
Date Signed: April 24, 2024 
 

Appointing Signatory: 
Bruce A. Harrell 
 

Mayor of Seattle 
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CITY OF SEATTLE ▪ STATE OF WASHINGTON 
 

OATH OF OFFICE 
            

 
State of Washington  
     
County of King   
      
   

I, Dawn Lindell, swear or affirm that I possess all of the 

qualifications prescribed in the Seattle City Charter and the Seattle 

Municipal Code for the position of General Manager and Chief Executive 

Officer of Seattle City Light; that I will support the Constitution of the 

United States, the Constitution of the State of Washington, and the 

Charter and Ordinances of The City of Seattle; and that I will faithfully 

conduct myself as General Manager and Chief Executive Officer of 

Seattle City Light. 

               

                  Dawn Lindell 
 
 
Subscribed and sworn to before me  
                    
this ____ day of __________, 2024.                                             [Seal] 
    

        
________________________________________ 
Scheereen Dedman, City Clerk 
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DAWN LINDELL   

Proven, results driven chief executive with over twenty-five years of demonstrated leadership achieving top tier results in 
multiple utilities.  Visionary innovator with the unique combination of strong technical skills, high energy, and a passion for 
serving people.  Collaborative relationship builder able to develop effective partnerships with businesses, local, state and 
federal government, unions and nonprofits.  Strategic thought leader experienced in broad executive level roles at a multi-
state $1B+ transmission utility as well as a municipal $1B+ electric, gas, water & sewer utility.  

SUMMARY OF QUALIFICATIONS
25 plus years leadership experience including 15+ years in executive, C-Level and Chief Executive Officer roles

o Increased environmental sustainability with community collaboration
o Led hydropower marketing across multiple regional transmission organizations
o Consistently able to turn poor performing organizations to top tier success
o Engaged employees hearts and minds for significant improvement in culture survey results
o Developed effective diversity, equity and inclusion program leading to improved results
o Experienced in leading through disaster management and recovery
o Improved technology strategy, innovation including agile, cloud, big data, AI, UAV, cyber security
o Provide strategic leadership, organizational transformation and agility
o
o 2022 WE3 Water/Energy Nexus Innovator of the Year
o Top Quartile J.D. Power Customer Satisfaction 

Frequent national speaker, author & panelist topics including evolving energy markets, leadership, future of 
utility industry, cyber security, employee engagement, strategic planning, diverse & inclusive workforce 

EXPERIENCE
Burbank Water and Power, Burbank, CA 11/09/20 present
BWP is a vertically integrated, community owned municipal utility serving water and power to the media capital of the 
world.  With a budget of $360 million and 350 employees, BWP provides power and water to a population of 107,000 local 
customers and an additional 100,000 commuters plus high speed internet to Burbank businesses.
General Manager (CEO)

Initiated collaboration with the Sustainable Burbank Commission to engage in creating a sustainable future for 
Burbank, turning around a previously acrimonious relationship.
Developed partnership with Burbank Housing Commission for electrification of low income housing.
Initiated innovative partnerships with school district, city departments, local businesses and non profit customers
including the airport to develop rooftop solar plus storage projects.
Resolved five year transmission contract dispute with Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP), 
averting planned lawsuit.

collaboration with LADWP &
Operator energy market, and via a diverse energy portfolio including hydropower, geothermal, solar, wind, 
nuclear, clean hydrogen with natural gas.
Created multiple customer outreach programs for conservation and low income support (delivered $3M+ in aid).
Led bond issuance to fund critical water and power infrastructure projects as well as solar plus storage electric 
projects needed to meet state renewable requirements.
Sole California utility participant in Power from the Prairie transmission study (9 utilities + DOE) opening potential 
of interregional power marketing for improved sustainability, reliability.
Partnered with Glendale Water and Power plus Los Angeles Department of Water and Power to plan revamp of 
Intermountain Power Plant from coal to clean hydrogen and natural gas.
Led BWP to achieve RP3 Diamond Status award for operational excellence from APPA, awarded April 2021 and 
four awards for marketing excellence from APPA for effective, engaging conservation messaging.
Re-initiated BWP electric sustainability efforts after six year lull; utility is now on track to achieve 60% carbon 
neutrality by 2030 and 100% by 2040.
Opened conversations statewide on improving regulations for hydroelectric power, decarbonization, as well as 
big idea water projects including pipelines, desalination and direct potable re-use

Piloted advanced pipe assessment tools using satellite imagery, line sensors and AI enabling the prioritization of 
aging pipeline replacement based on condition, extending pipeline life, reducing main breaks and costs.
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Oversaw numerous electric innovations including a first of its kind gas plant overhaul resulting in ability to change 
output levels 2x faster & run at significantly lower minimums to rapidly flex to/from additional renewables; beta 
pilot for Gridware, Inc on power pole sound sensor and AI asset condition assessments to maximize asset use via 
predictive analytics and replace just in time for maximum reliability at least cost; predictive analytics reduced 
transformer failures from 20-50 per year to just one annually. 
Awarded over $1.7M in grants for flow battery pilot, electric vehicle charging stations, multifamily unit water 
management tool pilot, drought management plan. Multiple additional grants ($70 M+)  in progress. 
Serve on multiple industry and community boards.   Board President of Southern California Public Power 
Authority - nominated by peers to serve as Vice President on Southern California Public Power Authority Board 
after only one year.  
Set strategic direction including mission, values, 10 year strategic plan.  Included BWP Board  1st time. 
  

Western Area Power Administration (WAPA), Lakewood, CO   11/24/13  11/06/20 
Headquartered in Lakewood, CO and spanning 15 states, WAPA generates power from 57 federal hydroelectric power  
dams, operates a high voltage power transmission system to 700+ retail customers which provide retail electric service to 
40 million consumers.  Total budget is $1.3B. 
Senior VP and Rocky Mountain Regional Manager, Loveland, CO  01/20/19  11/06/20 

As chief regional executive, set strategic direction for 400+ federal and contract employees of the Rocky Mountain 
Region (RMR) for power marketing in 4 states, grid maintenance in 6 states and grid operation in 10 states, $400 
million+ annual budget. 
Achieved outstanding results in rapid change environment including transition to Northwest Power Pool (resulting 
in $500k in cost avoidance), sponsor of transition to new Reliability Coordinators (CAISO  WAPA SNR and 
Southwest Power Pool  WAPA RMR and 2 other regions) and energy imbalance market transition.  
Resolved 10 year dispute with US Forest Service to complete vegetation management overhaul  which two 
previous SVP/Regional Managers had been unable to resolve. 
Improved every single measure of employee engagement survey by 4-15% in one year. 
Partnered with WAPA Real Estate team to develop tribal relationships to renew expired easements. 
Created partnerships with Bureau of Reclamation in two regions to prioritize customer funding needs for critical 
assets  first time ever. 
Oversaw turnaround of failed physical security program to achieve 100% remediation. 
Directed new acquisition management process to improve communication, drive innovation, secure procurements 
resulting in improvement noticed by maintenance leadership in every division. 
 

Senior VP and Sierra Nevada Regional Manager, Folsom, CA   7/23/2018  1/20/19 
As regional chief executive, set strategic direction for over 200 federal and contract employees of the Sierra 
Nevada Region (SNR) including northern and central California and parts of Nevada, budget of over $200 million.   
Partnered with Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) to market power and manage load through the jointly 
led Balancing Authority of Northern California (BANC). 
Led development of first regional strategic plan focused on business priorities and leadership development.  
Led team though Carr fire event and recovery  worst operations disaster in WAPA history.   Recognized for high 
quality, rapid recovery operations by several communities. 
Partnered with Bureau of Reclamation and State of California to resolve contentious water use issues.  
Coached/developed junior executive who was then chosen to lead SNR into the future. 
 

Executive Vice President and Chief Operating Officer, Lakewood, CO 12/1/17  7/23/2018.  
Set strategic direction for over 230 federal and contract employees with a budget of $42M to provide WAPA wide 
services in engineering, asset management, aviation, safety, security, training, compliance, procurement, 
environmental, real estate, facilities, human resources and technical services. 
Led partnership with Department of Defense and Peterson AFB Northern Command to create mission critical 
base grid reliability hardening  first time ever.   Directed WAPA strategy to assess alternatives and deliver plans. 
Restructured to create Chief Administrative Office to enable executive focus and results driven performance for 
procurement, environmental support, real estate, facilities and tribal relations in a separate office. 
Directed mission driven goal setting, strategic planning and leadership training for the first time in nine years. 
Defined prioritized, budget driven direction resulting in the reduction of a planned $2.5 million overspend.    
Reduced 9 planned federal over hire positions and 5 contracting positions while improving service. 
Initiated unmanned aerial vehicle program, decreasing inspection time by 5-6 hours per structure and improving 
safety for transmission line inspection. 
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Senior Vice President and Chief Information Officer 11/2013 1/20/19
Transformed the IT organization consolidating five separate regional IT organizations to one aligned WAPA wide, 
15 state organization resulting in cost avoidance (WAPA wide) of over $5 million in the first year and over $40 
million over the next three years. 
Developed the first ever WAPA wide strategic technology roadmap; aligned with the WAPA 10 year strategic 
roadmap. Roadmap enabled organization wide agreement on cyber priorities and successful implementation of 
more than 100 projects annually. 
Initiated relationship building and information sharing between Power Marketing Administrations, with customer 
utilities as well as across DOE with an aim to share best practices, lessons learned and cyber security 
information. Acknowledged by previous Secretary of Energy for efforts. 
Implemented agile project management resulting in  

o Completion of major financial system upgrade and major work order system projects that had failed prior 
to my arrival.  Delivered on time, on scope and within 6% of budget. 

o Delivered billing project that had been in development for over 8 years  fully implemented in 18 months. 
o Reset an operations consolidation project that had dragged on for eight years.  Team delivered two out of 

three systems in year one and delivered third at 18 months resulting in closure of two data/operations 
centers and reduction of supervisory control and data acquisition (SCADA) instances from four to two, 
halving the costs of future upgrades and maintenance and saving $11 M. 

Partnered with asset management team to develop a technology strategic roadmap defining the path forward for 
this "big data" effort covering 17,000+ miles of transmission resulting in data driven maintenance. 
Directed the implementation of encryption, multi factor authentication, reduced administrative rights, network 
access control to improve cyber security position.  DOE red team audit noted significant improvement over the 
previous 12 years of audits. 
Modeled the way for WAPA wide culture change through employee skills development on conflict management, 
crucial conversations, leading change, resume and interview preparation, as well as serving as the executive 
sponsor of the Inclusion and Diversity Team and as an executive sponsor for the Innovation, Inclusion and 
Technology Team.   

Colorado Springs Utilities (CSU), N. Tejon St., Colorado Springs, CO 6/02  11/13 
A four service, municipal utility providing electric, water, wastewater and gas service to 221,000 customers.   Total budget 
was $1.3B. 
Information Technology Services General Manager 3/06  11/13 

Led over 180 ITS employees with a budget of $30M to support all technology services  
informational and operational technology.  
Implemented agile project management and improved work plan adherence, metrics, resource sharing, and cross 
training to drive productivity and reduce 37 ITS positions through attrition over six years with improved customer 
service ratings and increased technology services including mobile, cloud computing, ITIL and cyber security.    
Challenged ITS staff to document business impact and cost savings.   Delivered $1 - $3 million annually with 
projects such as: 

 Migration from mainframe environment to multi-tiered CIS architecture which reduced restore time from days 
to hours; provided full internal redundancy and saved $890,000 per year. 

 Implemented a print strategy resulting in hard savings of $221,000, a soft savings of $399,000, and reduction 
of the carbon foot print equal to 25.1 cars and paper savings equivalent to 24.9 trees annually.   

Partnered with customer relations to lead development of customer web site and interactive voice response 
options resulting in decreased call volume and industry first quartile in JD Power Customer Satisfaction. 
Implemented training in soft skills, problem solving, constructive conflict and post customer interaction review 
resulting in leaders from four divisions commenting on the improved service from ITS. 

o Nationally recognized Information Technology Infrastructure Library implementation  reduced 37 
positions while achieving virtually 100% uptime, significantly improved customer satisfaction 

Business Operations Manager 2/05  3/06 
Served as operations financial manager and chief of staff for the Chief Operating Officer 
Implemented internal Customer Operations Division internal budget review process resulting in the reduction of 
$31.8 million in capital and $23 million in operations & maintenance expense. 
Led Customer Operations Division in reprioritizing spending to absorb $5 million dollars in unplanned water 
leases and $4.25 million in sewer system hardening without additional appropriations.  

Customer Service Manager 6/02  2/05 
Led the Customer Service Center of 70 employees with a salaried team of eight. 
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Improved service level from 65% to 92% in less than one year.
Developed and implemented a quality call monitoring program resulting in consistently higher standard of service 
evidenced by department customer satisfaction rising from 95% to 99% following implementation.
Independent survey identified Colorado Springs Utilities Customer Service as best in class in 10 of 12 categories 
during my third year in role. 
Awarded JD Powers Top Quartile Customer Satisfaction based on foundation built by my team 
Consolidated the Business Service Center resulting in a 35% decrease in cost per call. 
Doubled sales of non-regulated products each year. 

CURRENT, INC., Woodmen Rd., Colorado Springs, CO 3/90 to 3/02 
Manager over multiple divisions including Fundraising, Call Centers, Checks Manufacturing    
Led 2 customer service centers totaling 550 Current and Paper Direct employees, with a salaried team of eighteen and 
annual budget of $9M.  Accountable for all call center operations and results including call quality, telecommunications 
technology, telemarketing, safety and productivity.   

Moved the Paper Direct call center from New Jersey to Colorado Springs resulting in $550,000 savings annually. 
Increased annual revenue by over 1000% from $250,000 to $2.7M. 
Reduced call blockage from 100,000 calls per week to virtually zero, delay time by 30%, unavailable time by 50%. 
Directed fundraising business including marketing, product selection, purchasing, call center, order entry & 
fulfillment operations.  Updated advertising look, content and placement resulting in 50% revenue growth 

CAPITAL ASSOCIATES INTERNATIONAL, INC., Lakewood, CO   
NORRELL SERVICES, INC., Denver, CO      
PROCTER and GAMBLE, Cincinnati, OH  

EDUCATION 
Masters of Business Administration 
University of Colorado, Colorado Springs, CO     

Bachelor of Science, Chemical Engineering  
University of Notre Dame, South Bend, IN          

COMMUNITY SUPPORT 
Southern California Public Power Authority Board, President 2022  Present, Member 2020-present,  
Colorado Municipal Utility Association Board, Member 2020-present 
Southern California Water Utility Authority Board, President 2020-present 
Cheyenne Village: Board President 2016-2018, Board Member 2013- 2019 
Rocky Mountain Electrical League (RMEL), Board Member, 2018  2020 
Boys and Girls Club of Burbank, Advisory Board Member 2021  present 
Burbank YMCA, Board Member, 2023 - present 
Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI), Information, Communication and Cyber Security (ICCS)  Executive Member, 
2016  2020 
North American Transmission Forum (NATF)  Member Rep for Western Area Power Administration (1/20/19- 
11/2020) 
Pikes Peak United Way 

Past m
Served on appropriations Committee 
Leadership In Giving Development Committee   10 years, Leader in Giving for 30 years 

Western Cyber Exchange:  Founding member of this local, grassroots effort at public/private partnership in cyber 
security realm which became part of the National Cyber Center in Colorado Springs 
Water/Wastewater CIO Forum:  Member for six years.   Served on planning board. 
Large Public Power Council CIO Team:  Chairman of the Board 2010-2012, member for 7 years. 
Colorado Springs Customer Service Association:  President, 2001-2002; member 1998-2003 

AWARDS 
2022 WE3 Water/Energy Nexus Innovator of the Year 

 
Pikes Peak Regional Communication Board Recognition for Service Award 2013 
Colorado Springs Utilities CEO Star Award (twice) 2004, 2008 
Current, Inc. Manager of the Year: 1997 
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 Seattle Department of Human Resources 

Seattle Municipal Tower, 700 5th Avenue Suite 5500, PO Box 34028, Seattle, WA 98124-4028  
 (206) 684-7999  TTY:7-1-1  Fax: (206) 684-4157  Employment Website: www.seattle.gov/jobs 

An equal employment opportunity employer.  Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request.  

 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

November 21, 2023 
 
TO:  Pam Inch – Senior Executive Recruiter SHR 

    
FROM:  Annie Nguyen - Seattle Department of Human Resources  

 
SUBJECT:  Background check for Dawn Roth Lindell 

 
The Seattle Department of Human Resources has received a copy of Dawn Roth Lindell’s background  
check provided by Global Screening Solutions.  There were no findings that would impact their 
employment eligibility. 

 
 
 

Cc:  Personnel File 
 
 
 
 
  

Seattle Department of Human Resources 
Kimberly Loving, Director 
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