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I INTRODUCTION

On January 16, 2026, San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E) filed Application (A.) 26-01-
010, along with supporting testimony, requesting approval and funding for its Income-Qualified
Programs (IQPs) portfolio for 2028-2033. The Application presents program descriptions,
budgets, and goals for the 2028-2033 period in support of these IQPs. The programs covered in
the Application include the Energy Savings Assistance (ESA) Program, the California Alternate
Rates for Energy (CARE) Program, and the Family Electric Rate Assistance (FERA) Program.

On April 7, 2026, following a March 12, 2026 prehearing conference (PHC), an Assigned
Commissioner’s Scoping Memo and Ruling (Scoping Memo) was issued establishing the scope
and schedule of the proceeding, and requesting supplemental testimony from SDG&E, Southern
California Edison Company (SCE), Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), and Southern
California Gas Company (SoCalGas), collectively the investor-owned utilities (IOUs), regarding
the ESA, CARE, and FERA programs. The Scoping Memo requires Supplemental Testimony to
provide additional information on specific topics for all IOUs and SDG&E-only.!

On May 1, 2026, PG&E, on behalf of the IOUs, submitted a procedural email requesting
clarification regarding the supplemental testimony, specifically concerning the level of detail the
I0Us should provide to support testimony on proposed changes to the IQP programs based on a
four-year cycle compared to the IOUs’ proposed six-year cycle.

On May 28, 2026, a subsequent ruling was issued by the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ
Ruling) providing the IOUs direction regarding supplemental testimony.? The ALJ Ruling

additionally included a Staff Report related to the Community Help and Assistance with Natural

Assigned Commissioner’s Scoping Memo and Ruling (April 7, 2026) at Attachment 5: Utility Supplemental
Testimony.

Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling Responding to Procedural Email, Directing Additional Supplemental
Testimony and Adding Staff Report to Proceeding Record (May 28, 2026).
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Gas (CHANGES) Program for the parties to consider when preparing testimony, and requested
additional supplemental testimony from PG&E, SCE and SoCalGas to be submitted on August
10, 2026.°

II. ESA SUPPLEMENTAL TESTIMONY

A. Measure Categories: Based on the ED Staff Guidance* question relating to
Utilities’ prioritization of complementary/competing services, what percent
of the Utilities proposed measure budgets is devoted to the following measure
categories. (Utilities can add a column to their Application Tables (A-1, A-
1a, A-1b), classifying each measure in one of the below or additional defined
categories): a. Energy efficiency; b. Weatherization; c¢. Health, Comfort,
Safety, d. Electrification, e. Other.

Consistent with the broad definition in Public Utilities Code (PUC) Section (§) 2790

(b)(1) and (c) and (e), “weatherization” may include the following measures:

(A) Attic insulation

(B) Caulking

(C) Weatherstripping

(D) Low-flow Showerhead
(E) Water heater blanket

(F) Door and building envelope repairs that reduce air infiltration

Additionally, “weatherization” may also include other building conservation measures,

energy management technology, energy-efficient appliances, and energy education programs

On June 29, 2026, the Administrative Law Judge issued Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling Directing
Additional Party Record Development Related to Definitional Issues providing additional questions for the
parties to address in supplemental testimony or briefing. SDG&E intends to respond to provide any
supplemental testimony necessary to address these questions concurrently with the August 10, 2026 submission
of supplemental testimony by the other IOUs ordered in the May 26, 2026 ALJ Ruling.

4 See Email from CPUC dated October 31, 2024, attaching ED Staff Guidance to /OUs on
ESA/CARE/FERA/CAS - October 2024.
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where “energy management technology” may include a product, service or software that allows a

customer to better understand and manage electricity or gas use.’

Since the PUC allowed classification of most measures as “weatherization,” the IOUs

met and agreed to realign the measure classifications in Application Tables A-1 and A-1a for the

purposes of this response, based on the following:

a.

c.

Energy Efficiency (EE): Replacing or upgrading equipment to reduce energy
use

Weatherization: Improving the building envelope to reduce air leakage and
infiltration

Health, Comfort and Safety (HCS): Measures with less than one kWh or one
therm of annual energy savings

Electrification: Converting from one CPUC-regulated fuel to another
regulated fuel, and/or from an unregulated fuel to a CPUC- regulated fuel

Other: Customer enrollment and Energy Education.

Measures may be classified differently among IOUs based on savings sources, savings

values, climate zones and housing types. SDG&E’s measure categorizations are provided in

Attachments A and B, Tables A-1 and A-1a. The percentage of the total proposed budget

allocated to each measure category is summarized below by Program for ESA Main and MFWB

for the 6-year and 4-year cycles.

> PUC § 2790(b)(1) and (c) and (e).
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Table 1: ESA Main Percent of Budget by Measure Category by Year, (6-Year Cycle)

Measure Category PY PY PY PY PY PY
2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033
Energy Efficiency 66% 66% 66% 66% 66% 66%
Health Comfort & Safety 3% 4% 4% 4%, 4%, 4%
Weatherization 14% 14% 14% 15% 15% 15%
Electrification 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Other — Customer
Enrollment 16% 16% 16% 16% 15% 15%
Total® 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 2: MFWB Percent of Budget by Measure Category by Year, (6-Year Cycle)
Measure Category PY PY PY PY PY PY
2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033
Energy Efficiency 42% 45% 45% 46% 47% 47%
Health Comfort &
Safety 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5%
Weatherization 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
Electrification 36% 33% 34% 34% 34% 33%
Other — Customer
Enrollment 16% 14% 14% 14% 13% 13%
Total’ 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Table 3: ESA Main Percent of Budget by Measure Category by Year, (4-Year Cycle)

Measure Category PY PY PY PY
2028 2029 2030 2031
Energy Efficiency 66% 66% 66% 66%
Health Comfort & Safety 3% 4% 4% 4%
Weatherization 14% 14% 14% 15%
Electrification 0% 0% 0% 0%
Other — Customer
Enrollment 16% 16% 16% 16%
Total® 100% 100% 100% 100%

6
7
8

Totals may not sum due to rounding.
Totals may not sum due to rounding.
Totals may not sum due to rounding
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Table 4: MFWB Percent of Budget by Measure Category by Year, (4-Year Cycle)

Measure Category PY PY PY PY
2028 2029 2030 2031
Energy Efficiency 42% 45% 45% 46%
Health Comfort & Safety 5% 5% 5% 5%
Weatherization 1% 1% 1% 1%
Electrification 36% 33% 34% 34%
Other — Customer
Enrollment 16% 14% 14% 14%
Total’ 100% 100% 100% 100%

For the Electrification Pilot, SDG&E assumes that 100% of the pilot measure budget will
be allocated to electrification measures category, while all other measures are funded through the

ESA Main program budget.

B. Additional Targets: In addition to the proposed energy savings goals and
households treated targets, what type of targets would the Utilities propose, if
any? For example:

a. Measure category budgets (Ex: 20% of budget for HCS measures);

b. Number of measures or measure category savings (Ex: 10,000 heat
pumps or achieve 10% of savings from heat pump measures);

c. Specific measures (Ex: 20% of budget for AC replacements.);
d. Other;

e. For any additional targets, what budget or program impacts would
occur, and what policy or rule changes would be needed?

As discussed in the Prepared Testimony of Roland Mollen, SDG&E is not proposing any
additional targets. Instead, SDG&E intends to explore more efficient methods of tracking and
reporting existing outcomes and enhancing visibility into key data points such as non-energy

benefits (NEBs) and household bill savings by reporting results across quartiles or quintiles,

®  Totals may not sum due to rounding.
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rather than a single household average. Enhanced tracking and reporting will help assess the true
outcomes of current program activities and generate insights that can inform potential
adjustments or refinements to program design, if necessary.'°

While performance targets are important for driving behavior and accountability,
SDG&E does not recommend expanding the number of targets due to the potential for
unintended consequences. Additional targets may dilute program focus, create prioritization
challenges, and ultimately reduce overall program effectiveness and customer benefits. Because
targets serve as primary indicators of program success, Program Administrators may be
encouraged to optimize performance based on specific targets, which can result in the de-
prioritization of other valuable program elements.

For example, establishing a target of installing 1,000 heat pumps would create a singular
focus and direct efforts toward identifying customers most likely to adopt this technology while
inadvertently neglecting those who may be less likely to adopt heat pumps but could still benefit
from other measures. A similar dynamic was observed during the current program cycle with
SoCalGas and its contractors. When the priority and incentives were tied strictly to the energy
savings goals, contractors stopped installing HCS measures that provided zero or negative
savings. This occurred despite the meaningful value those measures provided to customers,
demonstrating how narrowly defined goals or targets can distort program outcomes.'!

Establishing and implementing targets for specific measures, measure categories, or

budget allocations could create significant challenges by shifting focus away from the core

10 Exhibit (Ex.) SDG&E-03, Prepared Direct Testimony of Roland Mollen, Horace (Ty) Tantum, and Mia Graff
on Behalf of SDG&E’s Energy Savings Assistance Program Plans and Budgets for Program Years 2028-2033
(January 16, 2026) (Ex. SDG&E-03 (Mollen Direct)), at ESA-45.

A.19-11-003, Annual Report of SCE on Energy Savings Assistance and California Alternate Rates For Energy
Programs For 2024 (May 1, 2025), at 2 and 28.
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objective of serving all customers with the full range of feasible measures. Each household is
unique, with varying conditions, constraints, and preferences, many of which are unknown until
a thorough assessment is conducted. Predefined targets fail to account for this variability and
may limit the ability to deliver the most suitable and beneficial solutions for each customer.

While program goals and targets are intended to shape behavior and drive performance,
too many targets can create conflicts and result in unintended consequences that undermine the
broader program objectives of delivering deeper energy savings, improving health, comfort and
safety, and reducing energy burden for individual households. Instead, they encourage a

narrower approach that may not align with individual household needs.

III. CARE/FERA SUPPLEMENTAL TESTIMONY

A. Clarify the administrative budgets, subsidy budgets and projected
enrollment attributable to implementation of SB 1130 during the proposed
program cycle, with a focus on comparison with last cycle’s actual spend.

Senate Bill (SB) 1130,'? effective January 1, 2025, expanded eligibility for the Family
Electric Rate Assistance (FERA) Program by removing the prior household-size minimum,
thereby extending eligibility to one- and two-person households within the statutory income
range (200% plus $1 to 250% of Federal Poverty Guidelines). This statutory change nearly
doubled the estimated FERA-eligible population — from approximately 41,000 households in
2024 to 81,000 households in 2025 — and is the primary driver of changes in FERA budgets and

enrollment estimates for PY 2028-2033.13

12 SB 1130 (Bradford, 2024), available at:
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/bilINavClient.xhtml?bill 1d=202320240SB1130.

13 Ex. SDG&E-02, Prepared Direct Testimony of Roland Mollen, Horace (Ty) Tantum, and Mia Graff on Behalf
of SDG&E’s CARE and FERA Program Plans and Budgets for Program Years 2028-2033 (January 16, 2026)
(Ex. SDG&E-02 (CARE/FERA Direct)) at CARE/FERA - 56-58.
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Accordingly, SDG&E proposes a six-year FERA Administrative budget of $12.2 million
and a forecasted FERA Discount Budget of $84.6 million for the proposed PY 2028-2033
program cycle.!* Effectively 100 percent of SDG&E’s increased requested FERA administrative
budgets, rate discount budgets, and projected enrollment growth are directly attributable to the
implementation of SB 1130, consistent with the FERA enrollment goal of 70%, and reflect:
e Expanded Marketing, Education, and Outreach (ME&O) activities to reach
the newly eligible population, with ME&O funding increasing from
approximately $0.38 million in PY 2026 to approximately $1.1 million in PY
2028, with modest annual escalations thereafter;
e Increased processing, certification, recertification, and post-enrollment
verification activities to support substantially higher projected enrollment
volumes;
e Significant investments in Information Technology and Programming (an
increase of approximately 738 percent relative to the prior cycle) to support
automation, a standalone FERA enrollment application authorized by SB

1130, and integration with SDG&E’s digital platforms.'

By comparison, during the prior cycle, FERA enrollment remained relatively low, and
administrative spending reflected the narrower eligibility requirements and legacy processes.
SDG&E forecasts a FERA customer rate discount budget of approximately $84.6 million

for PY 2028-2033, for a total FERA program budget of $96.8 million when combined with

4 Application of SDG&E for Approval of Low-Income Assistance Programs and Budgets for Program Years

2028-2033, Attachment G at 17.
15 Ex. SDG&E-02 (CARE/FERA Direct) at CARE/FERA - 36-39.
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administrative costs. This FERA rate discount budget is substantially higher than prior-cycle
experience and reflects:
e The near doubling of the estimated eligible FERA population following SB
1130 (from approximately 41,000 households pre-SB 1130 to approximately
81,000 households post-SB 1130);
e A projected increase in participation from approximately 21 percent in 2025
(about 16,953 households enrolled) to 70 percent by PY 2033 (approximately

56,713 enrolled households).

In the prior cycle, actual FERA spending was constrained by low enrollment driven by
restrictive eligibility criteria. SB 1130 fundamentally changed this criterion and necessitates a
significantly larger rate discount budget.

SB 1130 is expected to materially change FERA enrollment outcomes compared to the
prior cycle:

e Last cycle actuals: As of 2025, FERA enrollment was approximately 23 percent of

the estimated eligible population post-implementation of SB 1130 changes.

e Proposed cycle estimate: SDG&E forecasts incremental annual growth achieving the
Commission-authorized 70 percent enrollment goal by PY 2033, consistent with
statutory intent and supported by enhanced ME&O, automation, and community-
based enrollment strategies.

In summary, when compared to last cycle’s actual FERA spend and enrollment

experience, the proposed increase in FERA administrative budgets, rate discount budgets, and
enrollment projections for PY 2028-2033 are directly attributable to SB 1130. The legislation

fundamentally expanded program eligibility, thereby driving higher enrollment, necessitating
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expanded administration, and resulting in materially higher rate discount expenditures. While
SDG&E would continue to pursue increased enrollment over time to meet program enrollment
goals absent SB 1130, growth in participation and associated costs are projected due to SB1130.
B. Provide a comprehensive analysis of the estimated rate and bill impacts
associated with SDG&E’s proposal to increase the PEV cap from 6% to

20%, including impacts to: i) CARE participants; ii) non-participating (non-
CARE) residential customers; iii) non-residential customers.

SDG&E’s proposal to increase the CARE post-enrollment verification (PEV) cap from 6
percent to up to 20 percent is intended to strengthen program integrity by ensuring that CARE
benefits continue to be provided to customers who meet the program’s eligibility requirements.
The estimated rate and bill impacts associated with SDG&E’s 20% PEV cap were previously
incorporated into SDG&E's Application (A.26-01-010). Consistent with SDG&E’s CARE
Program objectives and the Commission-established 90 percent CARE enrollment goal, the PEV
cap proposal balances continued access to bill assistance for eligible customers with prudent
administration of the program on behalf of all ratepayers.'®

As reflected in the Company’s supporting workpapers, the analysis considers two
primary drivers:

e Incremental administrative costs required to conduct additional PEV

activities; and

e Offsetting reductions in ineligible program participation, which decreases the

overall CARE revenue requirement recovered in rates.

Taken together, these effects result in an outcome that becomes increasingly beneficial

for all customer classes over time as eligibility accuracy improves.

16 Ex. SDG&E-02 (CARE/FERA Direct) at CARE/FERA - 8-11.
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1. Impacts to CARE Participants

Bill impacts to CARE participants depend on whether customers continue to meet

eligibility requirements:

e CARE customers: Customers who confirm eligibility through the PEV
process will continue to receive CARE discounts with no change to their bills.
The incremental CARE administrative costs associated with the additional
PEV activities are recovered from non-CARE residential and non-residential
customers.

e Customers determined to be ineligible: Customers who do not meet
eligibility requirements for CARE at the time of verification will either be
enrolled in FERA (if eligible for FERA) or de-enrolled from CARE. These
customers will experience bill increases consistent with the removal of the
CARE discount. While these impacts may be noticeable at the individual
level, they reflect the correction of eligibility status and ensure that program
benefits are directed to qualifying households.

Overall, the proposal improves targeting CARE benefits while maintaining CARE

discounts for eligible participants.

2.  Impacts to Non-Participating (Non-CARE) Residential Customers

For non-participating residential customers, the workpapers demonstrate that the proposal

results in small bill impacts, with a modest beneficial trend over time.

e Administrative cost effect: Expanding PEV activities results in a slight

increase in CARE program administrative costs.
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e Reduced CARE revenue requirement through improved eligibility
verification: By identifying and removing ineligible participants, the program
better aligns benefits with eligible customers, which reduces the overall costs
recovered in rates. Workpapers indicate these reductions offset incremental

administrative costs, depending on realized eligibility outcomes.

As a result, non-CARE residential customers experience near-neutral impacts initially,
followed by incremental ratepayer benefits over time as program participation more closely
aligns with eligibility criteria.

If SDG&E’s proposal to increase the CARE PEV cap from 6 percent to up to 20 percent

is approved:

e The typical non-CARE residential electric customer using 400 kWh per month
would see a monthly bill decrease of approximately $0.24 as compared to the

current CARE PEV cap of 6 percent.!’

e The typical non-CARE residential gas customer using 24 therms per month would
see a monthly bill decrease of approximately $0.06 as compared to the current

CARE PEV cap of 6 percent.'8

17 Id. at9.
18 1d
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Table 5: Estimated Rate and Bill Impacts of SDG&E’s Proposed Increased CARE PEV Cap
from 6% to 20%

Illustrative Proposed Electric Rate Impacts by Customer Class®
Proposed 20%
Customer Class CARE PEV Rate Pg‘ec:;t:sgee(l;a)te
Decrease (¢/kWh) °

Residential 0.066 0.15%
Small Commercial 0.064 0.16%
Medium and Large C&I 0.064 0.17%
Agricultural 0.063 0.23%
Lighting 0.004 0.01%
System Total 0.064 0.16%

Illustrative Proposed Gas Rate Impacts by Customer Class?’
o,
Customer Class Clz.ﬁ%oi’el;l\f(l)lfte Pg‘::;t;sgee (l(;:)te
Decrease (¢/therm)
Core
Residential 0.243 0.09%
Commercial/Industrial 0.243 0.15%
Natural Gas Vehicles 0.243 0.27%
Non-Core
Commercial/Industrial 0.243 0.24%
System Average Rate 0.222 0.14%

3. Impacts to Non-Residential Customers

Non-residential customers experience similarly small and directionally favorable impacts.

e The administrative costs associated with increased PEV are distributed across

a broad revenue base, resulting in minimal per-customer bill effects.

9 CARE customers are exempt from paying into CARE specific programs. Decrease calculated comparing 2033,
which is the electric peak year impact, to current effective rates as of January 1, 2026. Rate decrease will be the
same for bundled and unbundled customers. Percentage change reflects comparison to total bundled rates.

20 CARE customers are exempt from paying into CARE specific programs. Decrease calculated comparing 2032,
which is the gas peak year impact, to current effective rates as of January 1, 2026.
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e Reduced CARE revenue requirement leads to lower cost recovery obligations

for non-residential classes.

Accordingly, while bill impacts are de minimis on an individual basis, the overall effect
is slightly beneficial, particularly over the longer term.

In conclusion, as demonstrated in the workpapers, increasing the CARE PEV cap to up to
20 percent produces minimal per-customer bill impacts while improving overall ratepayer
outcomes. Although modest administrative costs are incurred to expand verification activities,
these costs are offset by reductions in CARE revenue requirement resulting from improved

eligibility verification.

IV.  CROSS-CUTTING ISSUES
A. Program Cycle length:

This section discusses the changes to SDG&E’s application and testimony that result
from reducing the proposed 6-year program cycle to the requested illustration of a 4-year
program cycle. Any program implementation aspects not discussed are assumed to remain as

originally proposed.

1.  Provide any necessary updates to the applications and testimony to
reflect a reduced program cycle of four years (through 2031) as
opposed to the six years proposed in the applications, including:

a. Implementation schedules, including but not limited to: Utilities
solicitations, Utilities studies, and SDG&E’s electrification pilot

ESA Main and MFWB
SDG&E’s proposal to reduce the program cycle by a third (33%), from six years to four
years, would be accomplished by eliminating the final two years of the proposed ESA Program

Cycle (PY 2032 and PY 2033). While SDG&E provides a four-year outlook for comparative
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purposes, its preferred program cycle remains for six years. Under the shortened cycle, SDG&E
does not anticipate changes to the cycle transition period, including solicitations and ramp-up
activities for ESA Main and MFWB. However, the compressed timeline creates additional strain
on program implementers and contractors, limiting their ability to operate effectively and
efficiently. A shorter program cycle reduces the duration of stable operations which puts
constraints on any additional time needed to build experience, establish processes, and develop
strong working relationships.

As reflected in the Prepared Direct Testimony of Kazeem Omidiji*! regarding
stakeholder feedback, shorter cycles increase uncertainty, costs, and administrative burden, and
can disrupt workforce stability. Contractors often manage multiple programs and need adequate
time to ramp up staffing, deliver services, and implement improvements. A four-year cycle
compresses these activities and may require repeated workforce reductions and rehiring. At this
time, SDG&E is unable to quantify the implementer and contractor challenges, therefore no
changes have been made to program forecasting assumptions. These constraints may have
downstream impacts on the quality of service received by customers and achieving program
goals.

ESA implementers and contractors commented during SDG&E’s stakeholder
engagement meetings, which were held prior to the original application filing and again prior to
this supplemental filing, that a six-year cycle provides greater stability for workforce retention

and enables contractors to invest in training, capacity building, and program enhancements.?? It

2l BEx. SDG&E-01, Prepared Direct Testimony of Kazeem Omidiji on Behalf of SDG&E’s Policy — Energy
Savings Assistance, CARE, and FERA Program Plans and Budgets for Program Years 2028-2033 (January 16,
2026) (Ex. SDG&E (Omidiji Direct)), at KO - 15-16.

22 Ex. SDG&E-03 (Mollen Direct), Appendix A —~SDG&E Stakeholder Meeting List, Implementer and Contractor
Follow-up Meeting on June 5, 2026.
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reduces the need for frequent solicitations and program redesigns, lowering administrative
burden and operational disruption. A longer cycle allows sufficient time for ramp-up, full
implementation, optimization, and meaningful evaluation of program performance before major
changes are introduced. A longer cycle also allows time to strengthen essential community
partnerships and collaboration and leverage with other programs in support of shared goals.

SDG&E’s solicitations schedule will not change with a 4-year cycle, but the
implementation schedule for the Electrification Pilot will change as noted in Table 6. Program
solicitations will be staggered, with ESA Main and the Electrification Pilot going out to bid
together after the Decision is issued in mid-2027, followed by MFWB in Q1 2028. As discussed
in the Prepared Direct Testimony of Kazeem Omidiji, implementers and contractors have stated
that they are less interested in bidding for a shorter program considering the solicitation process
can be complex and costly. It also requires a high level of expertise and a substantial investment
of time to ensure compliance and completeness of proposals. These burdens can deter
participation, reducing the pool of qualified candidates. With a shorter program cycle, potential
bidders may conclude that the effort required does not justify the limited opportunity, ultimately
limiting competition and innovation in program delivery. SDG&E contends that a six-year cycle
with the use of a mid-cycle advice letter as a formal mechanism to propose adjustments to
program goals, targets, and design elements, subject to stakeholder and Commission review and
approval, may be more efficient than going through a new program application process within
two years of approval of the current Application.

Table 6 below shows the revisions to the preliminary schedule of key milestones when
moving from a six-year cycle to a four-year cycle. The original table appears in the Prepared

Direct Testimony of Kazeem Omidiji, at KO-16, Table 2.
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Table 6: Revised Preliminary Schedule of Key Milestones for Program Cycle 2028-2033,
updated for Program Cycle 2028-2031

ESA
Milestone ESA Main Electrification MFWB
Pilot
Commission June 2027 June 2027 June 2027
Decision
RFP Release to September 2027 September 2027 March 2028
Bidders
Finalize Selection November 2027 November 2027 May 2028
Process & Impact
Eval Results — Q4 2027 Q12028 Q4 2028
Current Cycle
New Program . .
Contracts Executed April 2028 April 2028 October 2028
Implementer Ramp- May — Deeember November 2028 -
Up Activities May — July 2028 July 2028 January 2029
Established Febraary 2029
Operations September 2028 September 2028 March 2029
Mid-Cyele Advice
el 00 I 0 el 00
Letter
Process Impact Eval TBD 2030 TBD 2031 —2032 TBD 2030
Results — New Cycle
Application Filing
for PY 26332032+ January 2632-2030 January 2632-2030 January 2632-2030
Studies

In SDG&E’s proposed six-year cycle proposal, the statewide ESA Main and MFWB

Impact and Process Evaluations were to start in PY 2028, with 2029 serving as the representative

year for program data analysis.®> The data analysis activities were to begin in PY 2030

following the required 12 months of data and be completed in PY 2031. These studies would

assess energy savings, cost-effectiveness, and customer outcomes associated with program

participation, and will be instrumental in refining measure offerings and delivery models. By

reducing the cycle length, the results of these evaluations will not be available in time to be

2 Ex. SDG&E-03 (Mollen Direct) at ESA-169.
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considered for program improvements for the following cycle (PY 2032+) since the application
for the following cycle will need to be filed in early 2030 in order to have a decision issued in
mid-2031.

The budget for the Impact and Process Evaluations studies was allocated across PY's
2030, 2031 and 2032 for all of the IOUs in the PY 2028 —2033 application. With a 4-year cycle,
the budget planned for 2032 would need to be reallocated to 2031. The IOU managing the
studies vendor would need to ensure the study process is completed, and final invoicing occurs in

that year.

Pilot

The shortened program cycle does affect the implementation schedule for the
Electrification Pilot. Originally, implementation was planned over a five-year period, PY 2028
through PY 2032, and included an extended ramp-up phase (May to Dec 2028) compared to ESA
Main (May to July 2028) to avoid overburdening implementers and contractors given the
complexity of the program. With a 4-year cycle, program ramp-up would need to be
compressed, and customer enrollments would need to begin earlier in Q3 - Q4 2028 instead of
PY 2029. Final measure installations, program ramp-down activities, and the evaluation study
will need to be done in PY 2031 instead of PY 2032, as planned under the 6-year cycle. This
condensed timeline introduces some challenges, which are discussed in Section (7) ESA

Electrification Pilot Update.
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b. ESA/CARE/FERA tables, including program year budgets,
goals, households treated, etc.

i ESA Portfolio Updates

(1) ESA Portfolio Budget Updates

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

SDG&E’s proposed budget for a 4-year cycle is $127,844,510 for the ESA Portfolio,

representing a 34% reduction compared to the proposed 6-year cycle amount of $194,756,234.

Table 7: Comparison of 4-Year and 6-Year Portfolio Budgets

% Change
Program | PY 2021-2026% | TY 20282033 | Py 2028-2031 Betvc)een 4 y% and
6yr 4yr 6 yr Budgets
ESA Main $ 118,650,626 $ 132,664,762 $ 85,913,842 -35%
Multifamily® $ 48,587,038 $ 54,393,653 $ 34,233,984 -37%
Pilots $ 7,633,415 $ 7,697,819 $ 7,696,684 0%
Total $ 174,871,079 $ 194,756,234 $ 127,844,510 -34%

2

Annual and Cycle Ramp-up Costs Update

Table 8 illustrates the annual budget difference between the 6-year and the 4-year ESA

Portfolio Cycle. Overall, the 4-year cycle budget is $66,911,724 less than the 6-year cycle

budget. The removal of PY 2032 and 2033 from the 6-year cycle decreases the 4-year cycle

budget by $69,048,299. This reduction is partially offset by the addition of $2,136,575 to

accommodate the earlier implementation of the Electrification Pilot and EM&V Studies.

Specifically, the change in cycle length shifts $2,066,574 from PY 2032-2033 into PY 2028-

2031 for the Electrification Pilot across the Energy Efficiency (EE), Administrative, Direct

24

25

Total cycle budget was adjusted to include the 2021 full year budget as reported in A.19-11-003, Annual Report
Activity of SDG&E on Low Income Assistance Programs for 2021 (June 1, 2022) at Appendix G, Table 1 —
ESA Program Overall Program Expenses, and Table 1A - Expenses Funded from 2009-2016 Unspent Program
Funds. All other years are from D.21-06-015, at Attachment 1 at Table 11: ESA Approved Budgets (SDG&E).
The MFWB Program budget includes Single Point of Contact (SPOC).
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Implementation, and Marketing and Outreach budgets and the EM&V budget shifts $70,000 for

studies from PY 2032 to PY 2031.

Table 8: 6-Year to 4-Year Cycle — Annual Change ($)

Recovery Updates

PY 2028 | PY2029 | PY2030 | PY2031 | PY2032 | PY2033 P\;ggs-

$(26,831,9 | $(26,216,9 | $(51,632,1

EE Budget $500,000 | $230,000 | $360,693 | $326,098 44) 58) 11)

($3,270,94 | $(3,268,25 | $(6,402,19

Administrative $96,774 | $40,230 - 6) 2) 4)
Direct

Implementation $(2,998,33 | $(2,945,35 | $(5,560,57

(DI $24,138 - - | $358,977 4) 6) 4)

Marketing and $(1,671,87 | $(1,622,55 | $(3,164,77

Outreach $114,664 | $15,000 - 9) 9) 4)

EM&V - - - | $70,000 | $(136,000) | $(86,071) | $(152,071)

$(34,909,1 | $(34,139,1 | $(66,911,7

Portfolio Total $735,576 $285,230 $360,693 755,075 03) 96) 24)

3) Revenue Requirement, Rate Impacts and Cost

Updates to the revenue requirements and rate impacts are shown in Attachment B, Tables

7, D-1, and D-2.

“)

ESA Programs and Energy Savings and Demand
Reduction Goals Updates

SDG&E’s proposed ESA Portfolio savings forecast for a 4-year cycle vs. a 6-year cycle

amount is described in Table 9. The impact is a result of removing PY 2032 and PY 2033; there

were no changes in annual savings forecasts for PY 2028-2031 for the 4-year cycle.

Table 9: Portfolio SDG&E Savings Forecast

Goal PY 2028-2033 | PY 2028-2031 % Change
GWH 15 10 -35%

KW 4112 2,690 -35%
Therms 1,185,077 772,497 -35%
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Q) ESA Main Update

SDG&E’s proposed ESA Main savings forecast for a 4-year cycle vs. a 6-year cycle is
described in Table 10 and homes treated in Table 11. The impact is a result of removing PY
2032 and PY 2033; there were no changes made to the annual savings or homes treated
forecasted for PY 2028-2031 for the 4-year cycle. Although a four-year cycle is presented for
comparability, SDG&E believes a six-year horizon better achieves improved quality over time to
enable structured solicitations, deliver reliable and consistent service, strengthen essential
community partnerships, and allow sufficient time for contractors to scale operations.

Table 10: ESA Main SDG&E Savings Forecast

Goal PY 2028-2033 | PY 2028-2031 % Change

GWH 8.56 5.69 -34%

KW 2,808.88 1,865.88 -34%

Therms 637,579.48 423,424 .48 -34%

Table 11: ESA Main Households Treated

PY 2028-2033 | PY 2028-2031 % Change

SF Homes Treated 30,600 20,400 -33%

Mobile Homes 3.900 2,600 339

Treated

6) ESA MFWB Update

The MFWB program includes both the original six-year cycle (PY 2028-2033) proposal
and a requested four-year cycle (PY 2028-2031). The 4-year cycle reflects a direct truncation of
the 6-year forecast, with PY 2032-2033 removed and no changes made to program design,
measure mix, delivery approach, or targeting strategy. Accordingly, no programmatic updates
are associated with the 4-year cycle, and all differences between the two scenarios are

attributable solely to the shortened implementation period.
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While the four-year cycle is presented for comparability, SDG&E maintains that a six-
year program horizon better supports effective program implementation. A longer cycle allows
for a structured solicitation schedule, adequate implementer ramp-up, and sufficient time for
contractors to scale operations to meet program demand, ultimately supporting more efficient
and consistent program delivery.

Table 12 and Table 13 present a comparison of key program goals and participation
metrics across the 6-year and 4-year cycles.

Table 12: MFWB Savings Forecast

Goal PY 2028-2033 | PY 2028-2031 % Change
GWH 6 4 -36%
KW 1,304 825 -37%
Therms 547,498 349,073 -36%

Note: ESACET values are expected to remain consistent on a per-unit basis, given no changes to

measure mix or delivery approach.

Table 13: MFWB Households and Units Treated

PY 2028-2033 | PY 2028-2031 % Change
MF In-Units 25.000 16,200 35%
Treated
Properties 150 90 -40%

@) ESA Electrification Pilot Update

To support a condensed 4-year schedule, SDG&E proposes a strategic front-loading of
marketing and outreach efforts. By increasing early-stage customer engagement and awareness,

the Pilot can drive faster enrollment and ensure timely deployment of electrification measures.

With respect to outputs, SDG&E anticipates that the condensed timeline will not
materially alter overall program performance. Reductions in administrative costs associated with

the shortened cycle have been reallocated toward increased marketing, outreach, and direct
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measure implementation. This reallocation is expected to support the delivery of electrification
measures, but the revised timeframe may impact the program’s ability to reach and service the
targeted 300—350 homes.

3 ESA ME&O Updates

No changes to ME&O activities are being considered as a result of reducing the program
cycle from six years to four years. The budget and overall strategy for ESA Main and MFWB
will remain unchanged, with only the final two years of the cycle being eliminated. For the
Electrification Pilot, ME&O activities will commence earlier and reflect a modest budget

increase, as previously noted.

ii. = CARE Program Goals and Budget Updates

SDG&E’s proposed budget for a 4-year cycle is $898,585,388 for the CARE Program

representing a 34% reduction compared to the proposed 6-year cycle amount of $1,362,090,099.

Table 14: Comparison of 4-Year and 6-Year Portfolio Budgets

Categories PY 2028-2033 PY 2028-2031 | % Change
CARE Administrative $ 49,149,749 | $ 32,029,592 -35%
CARE Discount $ 1,312,940,350($ 866,555,796 -34%
CARE Total |$ 1,362,090,099|$ 898,585,388 -34%

Table15: PY 2028-2033 CARE Enrollment/Participation Goals

Program |Estimated Net| Estimated Estimated Estimated PY
Year Enrollment Year End [Eligible Households?¢ End
Participation Enrollment

Rate
2028 -5,000 277,502 287,738 96%
2029 -4,500 273,002 287,738 95%
2030 -4,000 269,002 287,738 93%
2031 -3,500 265,502 287,738 92%
2032 -3,000 262,502 287,738 91%
2033 -2,500 260,002 287,738 90%

26 Bstimated CARE Enrollment Rate will fluctuate based on updated CARE Eligibility information.
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SDG&E’s CARE Annual Enrollment/Participation Goals stay the same regardless of
whether the program cycle is 2028-2033 or 2028-2031.

(1) Revenue Requirement and Rate Impacts Updates
Updates to the revenue requirements and rate impacts are shown in Attachment B, Tables
B-1, D-1, and D-2.
ili. FERA Program Updates
1) FERA Program Goals and Budget Updates

SDG&E’s proposed budget for a 4-year cycle is $60,169,937 for the FERA Program

representing a 38% reduction compared to the proposed 6-year cycle amount of $96,806,285.

Table 16: Comparison of 4-Year and 6-Year Portfolio Budgets

Categories PY 2028-2033 PY 2028-2031 % Change
FERA Administrative| $ 12,217,062 $ 8,042,123 -34%
FERA Discount $ 84,589,223 $ 52,127,814 -38%

FERA Total| $ 96,806,285 $ 60,169,937 -38%

Table 17: PY 2028-2033 FERA Enrollment/Participation Goals

Estimated PY
Estimated End
Program |Estimated Net| Year End Estimated Enrollment

Year Enrollment | Participation |[Eligible*® Households Rate
2028 4,366 38,484 81,019 47.5%
2029 4,051 42,535 81,019 52.5%
2030 4,051 46,586 81,019 57.5%
2031 4,051 50,637 81,019 62.5%
2032 3,646 54,283 81,019 67.0%
2033 2,431 56,713 81,019 70.0%

(2) Revenue Requirement and Rate Impacts Updates

Updates to the revenue requirements and rate impacts are shown in Attachment B, Tables

C-1, D-1, and D-2.
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B. Concurrent Application System and Data Sharing

1.  Explain how the Utilities plan to collaborate with stakeholders to
identify opportunities for enhancements to CAS Phase I, whether any
of the recommendations from the CAS Working Group’s Phase 11
Report should be considered through this proceeding as an
enhancement to Phase I (third-party income verification service, data
sharing with categorical programs, CARE/FERA recertification and
PEYV applications, etc.), and how the Utilities plan to propose
enhancements and additional budget if identified.

SDG&E appreciates the stakeholder collaboration that has already occurred through the
CAS Working Group and the Commission-directed development process for CAS Phase I. The
Commission established the CAS Working Group specifically to provide recommendations
regarding CAS design requirements, functionality, and implementation considerations, and the
approved Phase I scope reflects those recommendations determined by the Energy Division and
the Commission to be appropriate for implementation.?’

At this time, SDG&E does not propose additional enhancements to CAS Phase I beyond
the scope approved by the Commission. CAS Phase I remains under development and has not
yet been deployed to customers. As a result, SDG&E believes it would be premature to evaluate
or implement additional functionality before operational experience is obtained and the online
CAS application performance can be assessed. Expanding the scope of Phase I before launch
could introduce unnecessary implementation risk, increase project complexity, and potentially
delay realization of the customer benefits intended through SB 1208.

Similarly, SDG&E does not recommend that the Commission treat recommendations
contained within the CAS Working Group's Phase II Report as Phase I enhancements through
this proceeding. The Commission intentionally established a phased implementation approach in

D.23-05-006 and directed the Working Group to develop Phase II recommendations for future

27 D.23-05-006, Ordering Paragraph (OP) 6 at 33.
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Commission consideration rather than immediate implementation. Recommendations such as
third-party income verification services, expanded data sharing with categorical eligibility
programs, CARE and FERA recertification functionality, and Post Enrollment Verification
(PEV) applications raise policy, governance, privacy, security, operational, and cost recovery
considerations that have not yet been resolved.

While SDG&E recognizes the potential benefits identified in the Phase II Report,
SDG&E believes further evaluation should occur only after Phase I implementation is complete
and sufficient operational experience has been obtained. This would allow the Commission and
stakeholders to assess actual customer utilization, online application performance, operational
challenges, and privacy considerations before expanding the scope of CAS.

Should the Commission elect to pursue future CAS enhancements, SDG&E recommends
that any consideration of expanded functionality first be accompanied by development of a
standardized statewide governance and technical control framework addressing data
management, privacy protections, cybersecurity requirements, auditability, accountability, cost
recovery, and program oversight. Following adoption of such a framework, the Commission
could consider limited pilot activities to evaluate proposed enhancements before broader

deployment.

Accordingly, SDG&E is not requesting additional funding associated with CAS Phase I
enhancements in this proceeding. Any future enhancement proposals requiring additional budget
should be supported by demonstrated operational need, stakeholder review, detailed

implementation planning, and appropriate Commission authorization.
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2. What data sharing initiatives could be established through CAS as an
enhancement to Phase I, or established as individual data sharing
agreements with ESA, CARE, or FERA separate from CAS? What
are the objectives and proposed use case(s) for cross-program data
sharing (income verification, lead generation, automatic enrollment,
general targeting of eligible households)? Provide a proposed plan to
implement proposed new data sharing initiatives, including next steps
and estimated cost.

SDG&E is not proposing new data sharing initiatives through CAS as an enhancement to
Phase I at this time. Consistent with the Commission's phased approach to CAS, SDG&E
believes that broader data sharing proposals identified in the CAS Working Group's Phase II
Report should be evaluated through a future Commission process. Given privacy, cybersecurity,
governance, and operational considerations associated with expanded sharing of customer
eligibility and income information, SDG&E recommends that the Commission first establish a
statewide governance framework before considering broader CAS-based data sharing initiatives.

Separate from CAS, SDG&E utilizes existing data sharing agreements with the California
Department of Community Services and Development (CSD) and local LIHEAP service
agencies to support enrollment in its income-qualified programs. SDG&E proposes to continue
leveraging these existing partnerships to facilitate automatic enrollment of income-verified
LIHEAP participants into CARE or FERA based on household income and household size,
reducing customer burden and improving access to bill assistance programs.?® SDG&E is not
proposing additional program-specific data sharing partnerships at this time but remains open to
future opportunities that can be implemented with appropriate customer protections and program

oversight.

28 Ex. SDG&E-02 (CARE/FERA Direct) at 39-43.
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V.  CORRECTIONS TO ATTACHMENT G

Following submission of its application and prepared direct testimony in this proceeding,
SDG&E identified a few minor typographical errors in Attachment G and made the following
corrections. These updates are reflected in Attachment A to this Supplemental Testimony.

e Table 5 ESA Savings Budget CE, at J10 — RIM: PY 2029 RIM value updated

from 0.14 to 0.16.
e Table A-3 Bill Savings, F20-F23 — Per Property Average Lifecycle Bill
Savings: PY 2029-2031values were updated.

e Table A-1 ESA Main Planning and Table A-1a ESA MFWB Planning,

Column BJ-Energy Efficiency Savings Claim Sources: Several workpaper
references and related notes were updated.

Additionally, on July 8, 2026, the Commission issued Decision D.26-07-007, which
approved the IOUs’ budgets for the 2027 IQP bridge period. Because the decision was issued
after SDG&E finalized this filing, SDG&E was unable to incorporate the approved 2027 budget
figures into the tables reflected in Attachment A and Attachment B. Accordingly, the attached
tables continue to reflect SDG&E’s proposed 2027 budget rather than the budget adopted in

D.26-07-007.

This concludes my prepared supplemental testimony
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VI. WITNESS QUALIFICATIONS

My name is Kazeem Omidiji. I am the Director of Customer Programs at SDG&E. My
business address is 8335 Century Park Court, San Diego, California 92123-1257. In my current
position, I am responsible for leading the team who manages and administers the income-
qualified programs, consisting of the ESA, CARE, and FERA programs for SDG&E. The
purpose of my direct testimony is to sponsor and testify to SDG&E’s PY 2028-2033 policy
change recommendations for the ESA, CARE, and FERA programs. I hold a Bachelor of
Science in Electrical Engineering from the University of Nevada, Las Vegas. I joined SDG&E in
2010 as an Engineering Intern. Since then, I have held different positions with different levels of
responsibility including Associate Engineer, Account Executive, Project Manager, and
Regulatory Case Manager. In 2021, I served as Director of Community Relations. In August
2025, I was named Director of Customer Programs. I have been in my present position for

eleven months. I have not previously testified before this Commission.
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ENERGY SAVINGS ASSISTANCE, CALIFORNIA ALTERNATE RATES FOR ENERGY,
FAMILY ENERGY RATE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM PLANS
AND BUDGETS FOR PROGRAM YEARS 2028-2033

(UPDATED)



Company Name
Company Acronym

Grey Cells

Colored Tabs

Summary Tables

ESA Planning Assumptions
EM&V Studies

CARE Budget Goals

FERA Budget & Goals

Rate Impacts

Tabs:

A-1 ESA Main Planning
A-la ESA MFWB
A-1b ESA Pilot

A-2 ESA Housing Type
A-3 ESA Bill Savings
A-4 Studies Budget

Do not enter data in the grey cells. The values are pulled from detailed program tables or the sum function is built in.
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San Diego Gas & Electric Company

Table 1: CARE Participation and Enrollment Percentage Goals

Approved PY 2026 | Proposed PY 2027
CARE Goals (D.21-06-015) (A.25-06-022) PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031 PY 2032 PY 2033
Participation/ Enrollment Goal 90% 90% 96.0% 95.0% 93.0% 92.0% 91.0% 90.0%
Table 2: CARE Proposed Budgets (Total Gas and Electric)
. Approved 2026 Proposed 2027 Total
Categories (D.21-06-015) (A.25-06-022) PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031 PY 2032 PY 2033 (2028-2033)
CARE Administrative Budget $ 7,401,649 | $ 7,401,649 7,711,323 | $ 7,965,911 | $ 8,034,643 | $ 8,317,714 | $ 8,416,425 | $ 8,703,733 [ $ 49,149,749
CARE Discount Budget $ 126,524,206 | $ 218,878,622 213,416,309 | $ 215,550,473 | $ 217,705,977 | $ 219,883,037 | $ 222,081,867 | $ 224,302,686 | $ 1,312,940,350
CARE Administrative + Discount Budget $ 133,925,855 | $ 226,280,271 221,127,632 | $ 223,516,383 | $ 225,740,621 | $ 228,200,751 | $ 230,498,292 | $ 233,006,420 | $ 1,362,090,099
Table 2a: CARE Proposed Budgets (Electric)
2028 2030 2031 2032 2033 Total
Cat i 2026 202
ategories 7 2029 (2028-2033)
CARE Administrative Budget $ 6,601,484 | $ 6,735,500 6,940,190 | $ 7,169,320 | $ 7,231,179 | $ 7,485,943 | $ 7,574,782 | $ 7,833,360 | $ 44,234,774
CARE Discount Budget $ 113,871,785 | $ 199,179,546 192,074,678 | $ 193,995,425 [ $ 195,935,380 | $ 197,894,733 | $ 199,873,681 | $ 201,872,417 | $ 1,181,646,315
CARE Administrative + Discount Budget $ 120,533,270 | $ 205,915,046 199,014,869 | $ 201,164,745 [ $ 203,166,558 | $ 205,380,676 | $ 207,448,463 | $ 209,705,778 | $ 1,225,881,089
Table 2b: CARE Proposed Budgets (Gas)
. 2028 2030 2031 2032 2033 Total
202 2027
Categories 026 0. 2029 (2028-2033)
CARE Administrative Budget $ 740,165 | $ 666,148 771,132 | $ 796,591 | $ 803,464 | $ 831,771 | $ 841,642 | $ 870,373 | $ 4,914,975
CARE Discount Budget $ 12,652,421 | $ 19,699,076 21,341,631 | $ 21,555,047 [ $ 21,770,598 [ $ 21,988,304 | $ 22,208,187 [ $ 22,430,269 | $ 131,294,035
CARE Administrative + Discount Budget $ 13,392,586 | $ 20,365,224 22,112,763 | $ 22,351,638 | $ 22,574,062 | $ 22,820,075 [ $ 23,049,829 | $ 23,300,642 | $ 136,209,010

Note:

Tables 2a and 2b are for Gas & Electric IOUs

Electric Percentage

Gas Percentage

Electric and Gas allocation (PY 2028-2033)

90%

10%

Electric and Gas allocation (PY 2027)

91%

9%

Electric and Gas allocation (PY 2026)

90%

10%
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San Diego Gas & Electric Company

Table 3: FERA Participation and Enrollment Percentage Goals

Approved PY | Proposed PY
FERA 2026 2027 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031 PY 2032 PY 2033
(D.21-06-015) | (A.25-06-022)
Participation/ Enrollment Goal 70% 70% 52.5% 57.5% 62.5% 67.0% 70.0%
Table 4: FERA Proposed Budgets
Approved PY | Proposed PY Total
Categories 2026 2027 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031 PY 2032 PY 2033 2028-2031
(D.21-06-015) | (A.25-06-022)
FERA Administrative Budget $ 640,368 | $ 984,185 1,979,370 | $ 1,992,889 | $ 2,017,310 | $ 2,052,553 | $ 2,074,158 | $ 2,100,782 | $ 12,217,062
FERA Discount Budget $ 5,388,762 | $ 5,449,903 11,254,869 | $ 12,439,592 | $ 13,624,315 |$ 14,809,038 | $ 158752838 |$ 16,586,122 | $ 84,589,223
FERA Administrative + Discount Budget $ 6,029,130 | $ 6,434,088 13,234,239 | $ 14,432,480 | $ 15,641,625 | $ 16,861,590 | $ 17,949,446 | $ 18,686,905 | $ 96,806,285

Note:
FERA is 100% electric. N/A for gas.
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San Diego Gas & Electric Company

Table 5: ESA Annual Energy Savings Goals (kWh, KW. Therms)' Budget, Cost Effectiveness Tests [13]

[ESA MAIN, MFWB, other new program

Energy Savings
. ' , ; 3 Assistance Cost
Category KWh KW Therms Budget ey
Test (ESACET) | Resource Test [11 TRC [2] PAC 2] RIM (2] SCB (Base) 131 | SCH (High) [3]
PY 2026, Updated in
A-25-06-022, Supplemental Testimony [4] 3282219 394 182,359 | § 29.755.102 028 033 020 020 0.14 027 028
Proposed PY 2027
(A25-06-022. stimonv) 3.939.709 641 247731 | § 35.741.017 027 031 0.16 0.16 011 021 022
PY 2028 2.049.417 572 160.085 | § 26.864.081 037 033 0.17 0.17 0.15 0.24 0.24
PY 2029 2.481.710 705 204983 | $ 32.007.446 0.40 037 0.19 0.20 0.16 0.27 0.27
PY 2030 2.480.163 706 201.691 | $ 32.972.541 0.40 0.37 0.20 0.20 0.16 0.27 0.27
PY 2031 2.493.055 707 205.740 | 33.863.867 0.40 0.38 0.20 0.20 0.17 0.28 0.28
PY 2032 2.501.741 709 206.178 | $ 34.909.103 041 0.38 0.20 0.20 0.17 0.28 0.28
PY 2033 2.535.142 713 206,402 | $ 34.139.195 041 0.38 0.21 0.21 0.17 0.28 0.28
Total Request (2028-2033) 14541229 4112 1185078 [ § 194,756,234
Table 5b: ESA MAIN
Energy Savings
X . R Assistance Cost
Category KWh KW Therms Budget Mo e
Test (ESACET) | Resource Test [11 TRC 121 PAC 121 RIM 12] SCB (Base) 131 SCH_(High) 131
PY 2026, Updated in
A25-06-022, Supplemental Testimony [S] 2008318 286 109.161 | § 19.832922 0.26 0.8 0.17 0.17 012 023 023
Proposed PY 2027, U
A25-06-022, Supplementa 1921995 456 s 22011220 025 0.26 013 013 0.10 017 018
PY 2028 1412994 464 5 20379.166 036 027 0.15 0.15 0.12 021 022
PY 2029 1.418.646 465 5 21.139.444 036 028 0.15 0.15 0.12 022 022
PY 2030 1424320 467 5 21.851.074 037 028 0.16 0.16 0.12 022 022
PY 2031 1430017 469 5 22474158 037 029 0.16 0.16 0.12 022 022
PY 2032 1.435.738 471 5 23.085.978 037 029 0.16 0.16 0.12 022 022
PY 2033 1440045 472 107.238 | § 23.734.942 038 029 0.16 0.16 0.13 022 022
Total Request (2028-2033) 8.561.760 2809 637.580 | S 132.664,762
Table 5¢: ESA MFWB and SPOC
Tnergy Savings
Assistance Cost
Category KWh kW Therms Budget Effectiveness
Test (ESACET)
151 Resource Test [1] TRC 121 PAC 121 RIM [2] SCB (Base) (31 SCH_(High) 31
PY 2026, Updated in
A-25-06-022, Supplemental Testimony 7] 1273901 109 73.098 | § 8395497 032 044 027 028 0.16 038 039
Proposed PY 2027
(A-25-06-022, Supplemental Testimony) [8] 2017714 185 155,195 | § 11.938.738 031 038 021 022 015 0.8 0.29
PY 2028 636423 109 54862 | § 6.043.887 042 053 024 024 022 033 033
PY 2029 1.063.064 239 99339 | § 9.124395 047 0.60 029 029 024 039 039
PY 2030 1055843 239 95624 | § 9.393.265 047 0.60 028 029 024 039 039
PY 2031 1.063.038 238 99249 | § 9672437 048 061 029 030 025 040 0.40
PY 2032 1066003 238 99261 | § 9.957.826 049 0.62 030 030 025 041 041
PY 2033 1.095.097 241 99.164 | § 10.201.843 050 062 030 031 025 041 042
Total Request (2028-2033) 5.979.469 1,303 547498 [ 54.393,653
Table 5d: PPPD (PY 2026-2027) & Electrification_Pilot (PY 2028-2033) [12]
Category kWh kW Therms Budget Assistance Cost | Resource Test [1] TRC 121 PAC12] RIM 12] SCB (Base) 131 SCH_(High) 131
PY 2026 for PPPD B . . . . . .
. wa wa na na na na na
(D21-06-015) (91 a na na 5 1,526,683
Proposed PY 2027 for PPPD
(A25-06-022) 1101 a nla nla $ 1,791,059 e e e e o v "
PY 2028 [11] nla nla nla 5 441,028 wa wa a a wa wa wa
PY 2029 [11] nla nla nla 5 1.743.607 a a a a a wa wa
PY 2030 [11] nla nla nla 5 1728201 wa wa a a wa wa wa
PY 2031 [11] nla nla nla $ 1717273 a a a a a wa wa
PY 2032 [11] na na na $ 1.865.299 na na n/a na n/a na na
PY 2033 [11] wa nla nla $ 202411 nia nja na na na wa wa
Total Request (2028-2033) - - -Is 7.697.819 na na na na na wa a
Cost Effectiveness Notes:
[1] - Formerly known as the Resource TRC, updated per: June 2018 fthe ESA Cost Working Group.

2
B
4
5
6
7
[

PY 2027 ESA M:

Provided for PY2021 through PY2026 in compliance with Decision 19-05-019.
SCT provided in compliance with D.24-07-015 OP1. There are two values for SCT: SCB or SCT Base and SCH or SCT High.

n CET values are from A.25-06-022 Supplemental Testimony, Attachment A.
PY 2026 MFWB CET values are from authorized SDG&E Advice Letter 4115-E/3144-G, Table 4, effective Dec 30, 2022 and revised in A.25-06-022 Supplemental Testimony, Attachment A.
PY 2027 MFWB CET values are from A.25-06-022 Supplemental Testimony, Attachment A.

[9] - PY 2026 PPPD Budget from D.21-06-015. No CET conducted and values are not available, per D.21-06-015 OP 38 and Attachment 2.
[10] - PY 2027 PPPD Budget from A.25-06-022. No CET conducted and values are not available, per D.21-06-015 OP 38 and Attachment 2.

[11] - Similar to D.21-06-015 OP 38 and Attachment 2 Guidance for Pilot Plus/Pilot Deep, no ESACET threshold was determined for new Electrification Pilot but shall be tracked during the cycle.
[12] - Intentionally left blank - pending Commission approval and selection of implementer. Final electrification measures, quantities and savings will be determined once the Pilot implementer has been contracted.

]-
]-

|- PY 2026, ESA Portfolio CET values are from ESA Main and MFWB values revised in A.25-06-022 Supplemental Testimony, Attachment A. Energy savings and budget are aggregated from Tables 5b-5d.
]-PY 2026, ESA Main CET values are from authorized SDG&E AL 3842-E/3012-G et.al. effective October 1, 2021, and revised in A.25-06-022 Supplemental Testimony, Attachment A.
]-
1-
]-

[13] - The CET was updated on June 26, 2026 to correct an issue affecting electric cost-effectiveness outputs associated with Avoided Cost Version 2026. However, due to the timing of the update, the expected use of a different avoided cost version for

reporting actuals, and SDG&E’s decision not to re-run the ESACET analysis for the four-year plan—instead removing PY 2032 and 2033—the cost-effectiveness values presented in this table are representative of the CET version approved at the time the 6-

year application was submitted.
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San Diego Gas & Electric Company
Table 6: Annual ESA Household Treatment Targets1

Multifamily Property
Household Targets 2
Targets
Approved PY 2026 (D.21-06-015 & AL 4115E-3144G) 16,065 54
Proposed PY 2027 (A.25-06-022) 14,766 46
PY 2028 8,750 5
PY 2029 10,150 25
PY 2030 10,150 30
PY 2031 10,150 30
PY 2032 10,150 30
PY 2033 10,150 30
Total (2028-2033) 59,500 150

Notes:

1. The household treatment targets for PYs 2028-2033 are for the ESA Portfolio, including Main ESA, MFWB in-units,

with exception of any proposed pilots.
2. Multifamily Property Targets relates to whole building projects.
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Table 7: ESA Portfolio Budget by Category (Show Full Budget Amount)

Approved PY 2026
(D.21-06-015, AL

Proposed PY 2027

Total Request

ESA Program Budget Categories A115E-3144G & AL (A25-06-022) PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031 PY 2032 PY 2033 (2028-2033)
4482-3324G)4
EE Budget'
EE Main $ 17,214,498 | § 17,214,377 | § 15,420,693 | $ 15,975,679 | $ 16,477,562 | $ 16,986,067 | $ 17,510,643 | § 18,037,254 | $ 100,407,898
EE-Pilots® $ 1,526,683 | § 1,791,059 | $ 211,020 | $ 1,402,442 | § 1,402,442 [ $ 1,394,942 [ $ 1,376,098 | § -8 5,786,944
EE-MF $ 8,394,059 | § 10,726,978 | § 4,243,266 | $ 7,270,689 | § 7,488,155 | $ 7,714,366 [ $ 7945203 | § 8,179,704 | § 42,841,383
EE Sul 1| $ 27,135,240 | $ 29,732,414 [ $ 19,874,979 | § 24,648,810 | $ 25,368,159 [ $ 26,095,375 | $ 26,831,944 | § 26,216,958 | $ 149,036,225
Administrative’
Regulatory Compliance $ 308,400 | $ 213,045 | $ 282,180 | $ 288,700 | $ 299,363 | $ 306,600 | $ 315472 | $ 327,123 | $ 1,819,438
General Administration $ 3,347,835 | § 3,205,773 | $ 1,907,973 | § 2,713,967 | § 2,744,013 | § 2,873,426 [ $ 2955474 | $ 2,941,129 | § 16,135,982
Administrative 1| $ 3,656,235 | $ 3,418,818 [ $ 2,190,153 | § 3,002,667 | $ 3,043,376 | $ 3,180,026 [ $ 3,270,946 [ $ 3,268,252 | $ 17,955,420
Direct Impl ion (D)’
Training Center $ 160,614 | $ 160,614 | $ 75,000 | $ 77,250 | $ 79,568 | $ 81,955 | $ 84,413 | § 86,946 | $ 485,132
Workforce Education and Training $ -1S -8 -1S -1S -1$ -1S -8 -18 =
Inspections $ 110,062 | $ 226,923 | $ 224,839 | $ 240,829 | $ 248,054 | $ 268,479 | $ 263,161 | § 260,650 | $ 1,506,012
EE-MF - SPOC $ 651,613 | $ 462,333 | § 190,007 | $ 188,548 | $ 202,454 | $ 201,476 | $ 200,619 | $ 182,337 | $ 1,165,441
Other DI Costs $ -1 S - $ 2,694,021 | S 2,182,934 | § 2242339 | § 2292312 ($ 2,450,141 | § 2415423 | § 14,277,170
Marketing and Outreach’ $ 1,674,124 | § 1,630,135 | $ 1,554,108 | § 1,566,714 | § 1,598,901 | $ 1,590,787 [ $ 1,671,879 | $§ 1,622,559 | § 9,604,948
EM&V’
Studies’ S 50,000 | $ 50,000 | $ -8 37,500 | $ 126,250 | $ 88,750 | $ 70,000 | $ 18,750 | $ 341,250
CPUC Energy Division $ 59,780 | § 59,780 | $ 60,975 | § 62,194 | § 63,438 | $ 64,707 | $ 66,000 | $ 67,321 | $ 384,635
DI + Marketing & Outreach + EM&YV Subtotal| $ 2,706,193 | $ 2,589,785 [ $ 4,798,950 | $ 4,355,969 | $ 4,561,004 | $§ 4,588,466 [ $ 4,806,213 | § 4,653,986 | $ 27,764,588
Portfolio Total $ 33,497,668 | $ 35,741,017 [ $ 26,864,081 | § 32,007,446 | $ 32,972,541 [ $ 33,863,867 | $ 34,909,103 | $ 34,139,195 | § 194,756,234
Percentage of Administrative Costs (Admin/Total Portfolio) 10.9% 9.6% 8.2% 9.4% 9.2% 9.4% 9.4% 9.6% 9.2%

Notes:

1 - EE Budget includes measure (equipment) cost + implementer/subcontractor administration, outreach/education training, and installation cost (if outsourced). See Table A-1 and A-1a for details.

2 - These cost categories conform to the definition of costs as used by Energy Efficiency programs and defined in Appendix C of the EE Policy Manual V2, April 2020. See D.21-06-015, OP 112. (ex. Engineering, Reporting).
3 - Study budget is the IOU Portion of Statewide Studies Budget from Tab A-4 Studies Budget.
4 - MFWB program budget per SDG&E Advice Letter 4115-E/3144-G,Table 4 and SDG&E’s administrative costs as outlined in AL 4482-E/3324-G, Table 1. These amounts differs than the forecasted amount filed in the PY 2027 A.25-06-022.
5 - Staff Proposal Pilot (PPPD) is leveraged for 2026 and 2027.
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San Diego Gas & Electric Company
Table 8: Concurrent Application System (CAS) Budget

CAS Budget Categories PY 2025 [1] PY 2026 [1] PY 2027 [1] PY 2028 [2] PY 2029 [2] PY 2030 [3] PY 2031 [3] PY 2032 [3] PY 2033 [3] | Total PYs 2028-2033
Joint IOU Third Party Contract $ 607,650 | $ -8 -1 % 63,000 | $ 65,000 | $ 67,000 | $ 69,000 | $ 71,000 | $ 73,000 | $ 408,000
SDG&E IT/Programming, Administrative Costs $ 2,142,000 | $ 914,000 | $ 481,000 | $ 311,000 | $ 249,000 | $ 256,470 | $ 264,164 | $ 272,089 | $ 280,252 | $ 1,632,975
Total $ 2,749,650 | $ 914,000 | $ 481,000 | $ 374,000 | $ 314,000 | $ 323,470 | $ 333,164 | $ 343,089 | $ 353,252 | $ 2,040,975

Notes:

[1] - Resolution E-5394, OP 2 approved the $4,051,000 CAS Phase 1 development budget from 2025 to 2027 and SDG&E's 15% cost share as requested in AL 4543-E/3365-G - $4,051,000 X 15% = $607,650.

OP 3 approved SDG&E's $3,621,692 IT/administrative budget that covers PYs 2024-2027 as requested in AL 4543-E/3365-G.

[2] - Resolution E-5394 directs program year 2028 and 2029 to be included in the this application for approval.
[3] - Forecasted costs for IOU maintenance, assumes +3% annual escalation in Program Years 2030-2033.
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San Diego Gas & Electric Company

Table A-2: Projected Participants by Housing Type

Approved PY2026 | | 1 ced PY 2027
Projected Customers Treated (D.21-06-015 & AL (A.25-06-022) PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031 PY 2032 PY 2033
4115E-3144G)
Gas and Electric Customers
Single Family 2,660 2,383 2,588 2,588 2,588 2,588 2,588 2,588
Multifamily - - - - - - - -
Mobile Homes 590 640 575 575 575 575 575 575
Owners - Total 3,250 3,523 3,163 3,163 3,163 3,163 3,163 3,163
Single Family 2,660 2,883 2,512 2,512 2,512 2,512 2,512 2,512
Multifamily - - - - - - - -
Mobile Homes - - 75 75 75 75 75 75
Renters - Total 2,660 2,883 2,587 2,587 2,587 2,587 2,587 2,587
MFWB Cust S
Properties 54 46 5 25 30 30 30 30
Multifamily Tenant Units - - - - - - - -
Units Indirectly Treated (CAM) - - - - - - - -
Owners - Total 54 46 5 25 30 30 30 30
Properties - - - - - - - -
Multifamily Tenant Units 10,155 8,360 3,000 4,400 4,400 4,400 4,400 4,400
Units Indirectly Treated (CAM) - - - - - - - -
Renters - Total 10,155 8,360 3,000 4,400 4,400 4,400 4,400 4,400

* Multifamily is defined as 5 or more units as proposed in this Application.
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Table A-3 ESA Bill Savings

ESA Table A-3a

Bill Savings C:

by Program Year (ESA Main - SF, MH)

Bill Savings Calculations by Pro;

ram Year - MFWB (In-

Program ProcramiEill Per Home Average
Program Year Program Costs Lifecycle Bill n N Lifecycle Bill
N Savings/ Cost Ratio ¢

Savings Savings
2028 $ 20,379,166 | § 8,582,972 0.4212 S 1,493
2029 $ 21,139,444 | § 8,631,512 0.4083 S 1,501
2030 $ 21,851,074 | § 8,671,351 0.3968 S 1,508
2031 S 22474,158 | S 8,711,272 0.3876 S 1515
2032 $ 23,085978 | § 8,751,503 0.3791 S 1,522
2033 $ 23,734,942 | § 8,779,197 0.3699 S 1,527

ESA Table A-3b

-Unit and CAM)

Program g Per In-Unit Average
Program Year Program Costs Lifecy?le Bill Sav‘i):g)sg/r:;:stnll:l tio Lifecyt.:le Bill :ei;::;:]]: ell;ti}l,l /;:\E;::gg:

Savings Savings

2028 $ 6,043,887 | § 3,750,796 0.6206 S 1,038 [ §

2029 $ 9,124,395 | § 6,220,808 0.6818 S L122 | §

2030 $ 9,393,265 | § 6,107,543 0.6502 $ 1,110 | §

2031 $ 9,672,437 | § 6,229,188 0.6440 S 1,124 |8

2032 $ 9,957,826 | § 6,245,028 0.6271 $ 1,126 [ §

2033 $ 10,201,843 | § 6,380,779 0.6255 S 1,136 | § 46.056

ESA Table A-3¢

Bill Savings C:

by Program Year (Electrification Pilot)

Intentionally left blank - pending Commi

ion app)

I and selection of implementer.

Program Program Bill Per Home Average
Program Year Program Costs Lifecycle Bill M " Lifecycle Bill
N Savings/ Cost Ratio N
Savings Savings
2028 $ - $ - 0.00 $ -
2029 S - $ - 0.00 S -
2030 $ - $ - 0.00 $ -
2031 S - $ - 0.00 S -
2032 $ - $ - 0.00 $ -
2033 $ - $ - 0.00 S -
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Table A-4: ESA and CARE Studies Budget

Proposed Timelines and Budgets for Future Studies & Evaluation

ESA CARE
[1] ESA [2] CARE SDGE Al 1OUs
2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033 Funded Funded Total Proposed
Total Total Budget
Studies "’
2031 Low Income Needs L $ 18750 |$ 18,750 $ 18750 | S 18,750 $ 37,500 | S 37,500 | $ 75,000 [ $ 500,000
2034 Low Income Needs L § 18,750 § 18750 |$ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 75,000 [ $ 500,000
Impact Evaluations (2 studies): ESA Main and MEWB ! $ 70,000 | $ 70,000 | $ 70,000 $ 210,000 | § 1,400,000
Non-Energy Benefits Study + Tool Update $ 37,500 | § 37,500 $ 75,000 $ 75000 | $ 500,000
SDG&E Portion (15%) for Statewide Studies ! $ 37,500 |$ 126,250 | § 88750 | $ 70,000 [$ 18,750 $ 18750 |§ 18,750 $ 18750 | $ 150,000 | $ 75,000 | $ 435,000
Evolving Study and Data Needs Budgets (Each I0U) ! $ 50,000 | 50,000 | § 50,000 $ 50,000 |$ 50,000 |$ 50,000 $ 150,000 | § 150,000 [ $ 300,000 | $ 1,350,000
Total ! S 735,000 [ $ 4,250,000

Notes:

Table A-4 does not include FERA funded studies such as the joint IOU annual estimates of customers eligible for CARE and FERA programs.

Assumptions:

[1] Statewide Low-Income EM&V study budget payments are allocated as: 30% PG&E, 30% SCE, 25% SoCal Gas and SDG&E 15%.
[2] For the 2031 and 2034 LINAs, assume spending is evenly spread across 2030 and 2031, and 2033 and 2034, respectively. The 2034 LINA total funding request is $75,000 and will cross program years similar to the 2028 LINA study approved in D.21-06-015 (OP 167), with authorized committed funding to be carried forward

into the next cycle. LINA studies are funded 50/50 via ESA and CARE budgets. The 2028 LINA will be conducted during PYs 2027 and 2028.
3] For Impact Evaluations, assume program ramp-up will take place in 2028, and 2029 would be the representative year for program data analyses.

[
[
[5
[
[
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Table B-1: CARE Program Budget

CARE Budget Categories A"("D'f'zvle_‘; (i ;(1;(;26 P ';’;’.025;_‘:):_‘0{222‘;27 PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031 PY 2032 PY 2033 Py zT(;)thlz 033
Outreach $ 3,501,185 | § 2519823 [$ 2,716,798 | § 2,744,039 [ S 2,771,829 | S 2,800,180 | S 2,829,107 | S 2,858,621 | $ 16,720,573
Processing, Certification, Recertification s 687,401 | $ 1,635,357 | $ 1953865 | § 2,032,196 [ S 2,113,666 | S 2198400 | S 2286529 S 2,378,043 | $ 12,963,599
Post Enrollment Verification $ 533.984 | $ 533,984 | $ 358.757 | § 372,051 | $ 385.845 | $ 400,157 | § 415,009 | § 429,666 | $ 2,361,485
Enrollment and Reenrollment Verification (SCE Only) $ =
IT Programming $ 1.202,602 | $ 1202,602 [$ 1318617 | $ 1333531 | $ 1348892 |$ 1364715 |$ 1381012 % 1397798 |8 8,144,564
Studies & Pilots $ s s 38,625 | § 30,000 | $ 30,000 | § 38,625 | § 30,000 | § 30,000 | § 197,250
Measurement & Evaluation $ 21,538 | $ 21,538 | $ 84,316 | $ 85,495 | $ 86,710 | $ 87,961 | $ 89.250 [ $ 90,577 | $ 524,309
Regulatory Compliance $ 347,761 | $ 358,194 | $ 350,125 | § 359.876 | $ 369.920 | $ 380,265 | $ 417.890 | $ 429674 | $ 2,307,750
General Administration $ 765.768 | $ 788.741 | $ 546,519 | $ 662,660 | $ 579286 | $ 696411 | $ 614,049 | $ 732216 | $ 3,831,140
CPUC $ =
Energy Division Staff $ 76410 | § 76410 | § 78,702 | § 81,063 [ § 83.495 [ § 86,000 | 88,580 | § 91238 | § 509,079
CHANGE ' $ 265,000 | $ 265,000 | $ 265,000 | $ 265,000 | $ 265,000 | $ 265,000 | $ 265,000 | $ 265,000 | § 1,590,000
SUBTOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS $ 7,401,649 | $ 7,401,649 | $ 7,711,323 | § 7,965911 | S 8,034,643 | $ 8,317,714 | $ 8416425 |$ 8,703,733 | $§ 49,149,749
CARE Discount Budget > $ 126,524.206 | $ 218,878,622 | $ 213,416,309 | $ 215,550,473 | $ 217,705,977 | § 219,883,037 | $ 222,081,867 | $ 224,302,686 | $ 1,312,940,350
TOTAL PROGRAM COSTS & CUSTOMER DISCOUNTS | § 133,925,855 | § 226,280,271 | $ 221,127,632 | § 223,516,383 | § 225,740,621 | § 228,200,751 | $ 230,498,292 | § 233,006,420 [ § 1,362,090,099

Notes:

1 - CHANGES is managed by the Commission’s Consumers Affairs Branch and Energy Division staff.
2 - CARE Discount is based on 2026 CARE PPP forecast in AL 4717-E filed 9/30/25 and AL 3462-G filed 10/31/25 +1% per year, an accepted annual forecasting methodology.
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Table B-2: 2028-2033 CARE Enrollment/Participation

Attachment A - 16

. 5 5 5 5 e o e q o 8
Total Enrolled [/ otakERrOUed S s PY2025 | Estimated Year End | r - mated BXOR ;. 1 ated py2026| Estimated Year | Estimated PY | % changesin |ggensicy pyonog eag By || dmzsin
12-31-24 Through August Net Enrollments | PY2025 Participation 2025 Enrollment Net Enrollments End PY2026 2026 Enrollment |enrollment 2025 to Net Enrollments End PY 2027 2027 Enrollment |enrollment 2026 to
2025 P Rate (a) Participation Rate (a) 2026 Participation Rate (a) 2027
(Source) 1) ) 3) “) 3) (4) 3) “)
305,902 291,660 -7,800 298,102 104% -7,800 290,302 101% -3% -7,800 282,502 98% -3%)
Estimated PY | Estimated Year Estimated PY % changes in Estimated PY 2029 Net Esti d Year Esti d PY % changes in Estimated PY Estimated Year Estimated PY % changes in
2028 Net End PY 2028 2028 Enrollment |enrollment 2027 to Enrollments End PY 2029 2029 Enrollment |enrollment 2028 to 2030 Net End PY 2030 2030 Enrollment |enrollment 2029 to
Enrollments Participation Rate (a) 2028 Participation Rate (a) 2029 Enrollments Participation Rate (a) 2030
()] “) (C)]
-5.000 277.502 96% -2%. -4.500 273.002 95%| -2%. -4.000 269,002 93% -1%)|
Estimated PY | Estimated Year Estimated PY % changes in Estimated PY 2032 Net Estimated Year Estimated PY % ch in Estii d PY Estii d Year Estil 1 PY % changes in
2031 Net End PY 2031 2031 Enrollment |enrollment 2030 to Enrollments End PY 2032 2032 Enrollment |enrollment 2031 to 2033 Net End PY 2033 2033 Enrollment |enrollment 2032 to
Enrollments Participation Rate (a) 2031 Participation Rate (a) 2032 Enrollments Participation Rate (a) 2033
) ) (C)]
-3.500 265,502 92%| -1% -3.000 262,502 91% -1% -2,500] 260.002 90% -1%
Notes:
(a) Estimated CARE Enrollment Rate will fluctuate based on updated CARE Eligibility information
(1) CARE 2024 Annual Report dated June 27, 2025
(2) CARE Net Enrollment as of SDG&E's August 2025 Low Income Monthly Report dated September 22, 2025
(3) Based on most recent estimates from 2025 enrollments, eligibility factors
(4) Assumes maintaining or exceeding program goal of 90% enrollment




San Diego Gas & Electric Company
Table C-1: FERA Program Budget

Approved PY 2026

Proposed PY 2027

FERA Budget Categories (D.21-06-015) (A.25-06-022) PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031 PY 2032 PY 2033 Total PYs 2028-2033

Outreach $ 375741 | $ 625,741 | $ 1,062,396 | $ 1,072,721 | $ 1,083,245 | $ 1,093,872 | $ 1,104,809 | $ 1,116,060 | $ 6,533,102
Processing, Certification, Recertification $ 15,061 | $ 71115 [ $ 24,703 | $ 25444 | $ 26,208 | $ 26994 | $ 27,804 [ $ 28,638 | $ 159,791
Post Enrollment Verification $ 1,122 | $ 35,000 | $ 35773 | $ 36,846 | $ 37,952 | $ 39,090 | $ 40,263 | $ 41471 | $ 231,394
Enrollment and Reenrollment Verification (SCE Only) $ -
IT Programming $ 57,963 | $ 57,963 | $ 576,160 | $ 582,045 | § 588,106 | $ 594,349 | § 600,780 | $ 607,403 | $ 3,548,843
Studies & Pilots $ -8 -8 30,900 | $ 30,900 | $ 30,900 | $ 30,900 | $ 30,900 [ $ 30,900 | $ 185,400
Measurement & Evaluation $ 50,000 | $ 50,000 | $ 55,450 | $ 45,305 | $ 45,464 | $ 55928 | $ 45,79 | $ 45,970 | $ 293,912
Regulatory Compliance $ 48,860 | $ 50,326 | $ 84,491 | $ 86,849 | $ 89,277 | $ 91,778 | $ 100,578 | $ 103419 | $ 556,391
General Administration $ 80,160 | $ 82579 | $ 97,692 | $ 100,620 | $ 103,636 | $ 106,742 | $ 109,942 | $ 113,237 | $ 631,869
CPUC Energy Division Staff $ 11,461 | $ 11,461 [ $ 11,805 | $ 12,159 | $ 12,524 | $ 12,899 | $ 13,286 | $ 13,685 | $ 76,358

Subtotal Administrative Costs $ 640,368 | $ 984,185 | $ 1,979,370 | $ 1,992,889 | $ 2,017,310 | $ 2,052,553 | $ 2,074,158 | $ 2,100,782 | $ 12,217,062
FERA Discount Budget $ 5,388,762 | $ 5449903 [ $ 11,254,869 | $ 12,439,592 | $ 13,624,315 [ $ 14,809,038 | $ 15875288 | $ 16,586,122 | § 84,589,223

Total Program Costs & Customer Discounts $ 6,029,130 | $ 6,434,088 | $ 13,234,239 | $ 14,432,480 | $ 15,641,625 [ $ 16,861,590 | $ 17,949,446 | $ 18,686,905 | $ 96,806,285
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San Diego Gas & Electric Company
Table C-2 2028-2033 FERA Enrollment/Participation

Notes:

(

)
@)
©)
@

4) Assumes 70% enrollment goal.

a) Estimated Goal Rate will fluctuate based on updated FERA Eligibility information.
1) FERA 2024 Annual Report dated March 2, 2025.
Prepared Testimony of Roland Mollen on behalf of SDG&E ERRATA August 28, 2025 Table D-2 at SDG&E - 15.
Based on most recent estimates from 2025 enrollments, eligibility factors.
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Total Enrolled Total Enrolled Estimated Estimated Year End Estimated PY d d Year | Esti d PY % changes in d d Year d PY % changes in
12-31-24 Through August PY2025 Net PY2025 Participation 2025 Enrollment PY2026 Net End PY2026 | 2026 Enroliment | enroliment 2025 PY2027 Net End PY 2027 | 2027 Enroliment | enrollment 2026
2025 Enrollments Rate (a) Enroll Participati Rate (a) to 2026 Enr t: Participati Rate (a) to 2027
(Source) (1) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2)
12,768 16,953 7,200 19,968 25% 7,075 27,043 33% 35% 7,075 34,118 42% 26%
Estimated PY | E: i Year | E i PY % ct in Estimated PY 2029 E: i Year | E: d PY % ct in E: dPY | E dYear | E d PY % changes in
2028 Net End PY 2028 | 2028 Enrollment | enrollment 2027 Net Enrollments End PY 2029 | 2029 Enrollment | enroliment 2028 2030 Net End PY 2030 | 2030 Enrollment | enroliment 2029
Enrollments Participation Rate (a) to 2028 Participation Rate (a) to 2029 Enroliments Participation Rate (a) to 2030
(3a) (4) (3a) (4) (3a) (4)
4,366 38,484 47.5% 13%. 4,051 42,535 52.5% 11%. 4,051 46,586 57.5% 10%
Estimated PY d Year | Estimated PY % changes in Estimated PY 2032 Estimated Year | Estimated PY % changes in d PY d Year | Estimated PY % changes in
2031 Net End PY 2031 | 2031 Enrollment | enroliment 2030 Net Enrollments End PY 2032 | 2032 Enrollment | enroliment 2031 2033 Net End PY 2033 | 2033 Enrollment | enroliment 2032
Enroliments Participation Rate (a) to 2031 Participation Rate (a) to 2032 Enroliments Participation Rate (a) to 2033
(3a) (4) (3a) (4) (3a) (4)
4,051 50,637 62.5% 9% 3,646 54,283 67% 7% 2,431 56,713 70% 4%




San Diego Gas & Electric Company
‘Table D-1: CARE/ESA/CAS Gas Rate Impacts "/

Catesorv'”! Average Rate N S Average Rate
2028 Excluding | CARE Discount ESA Program Portion | (" "W | CAS Portion of | Total CARE/ESA Including
CARE/ESA | Portion of Rate | of Rate T Rate Exar CARE/ESA
I (:;r:::'rjem ($/Therm) (S/Therm) ($/Therm) (S/Therm) ($/Therm) ($/Therm) ‘SS,:::;:EW
i (non CARE) 0.04990 0.04688 0.00169 0.04701 0.00417 NA 0.09975 0.14965
idential (CARE) 0.04990 0.00000 0.00000 0.04701 0.00417 NA 0.05118 0.10108
|Commercial*! 0.16061 0.04688 0.00169 0.01368 0.00121 NA 0.06346 0.22407
Industrial ! 0.15595 0.04688 0.00169 0.00363 0.00032 NA 005252 0.20847
Agricultural NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.00000 NA
Lighting NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.00000 NA
System 0.08946 0.04688 0.00169 0.03025 0.00268 NA 0.08151 0.17097
Catesorv'”! Average Rate Average Rate
2029 Excluding | CARE Discount | dmCARIF; tion | ESA Program Portion ESA Program | g portion of | Total CARE/ESA Including
CARE/ESA | Portion of Rate | 180 5550 W of Rate Rate ST CARE/ESA
I (:;r::'rjem ($/Therm) (S/Therm) (S/Therm) (S/Therm) (S/Therm) ($/Therm) 1:/::::?2"'
i (non CARE) 0.04984 0.04739 0.00175 0.05525 0.00572 NA 0.11010 0.15994
idential (CARE) 0.04990 0.00000 0.00000 0.05525 0.00572 NA 0.06096 0.11086
Commercial 0.16055 0.04739 0.00175 0.01608 0.00166 NA 0.06688 022743
Industrial ! 0.15589 0.04739 0.00175 0.00426 0.00044 NA 0.05384 0.20973
Agricultural NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.00000 NA
Lighting NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.00000 NA
System 0.08936 0.04739 0.00175 0.03555 0.00368 NA 0.08837 017773
Catesorv'”! Average Rate . — Average Rate
2030 Excluding | CARE Discount ESA Program Portion | R | CAS Portion of | Total CARE/ESA Including
CARE/ESA | Portion of Rate | . HUmSIEE A of Rate e Rate Surcharge CARE/ESA
Surcharge (S/Therm) (S/Therm) (S/Therm) ($/Therm) ™! Surcharge
& (S/Therm) (S/Therm) )
Customer Type (S/Therm) ($/Therm)
(non CARE) 0.04983 0.04788 0.00176 0.05701 0.00580 NA 0.11245 0.16227
(CARE) 0.04990 0.00000 0.00000 0.05701 0.00580 NA 0.06281 0.11270
| Commercial ! 0.16054. 0.04788 0.00176 0.01659 0.00169 NA 0.06792 0.22845
Industrial ¥ 0.15588 0.04788 0.00176 0.00440 0.00045 NA 0.05448 0.21036
Agricultural NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.00000 NA
Lighting NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.00000 NA
System 0.08930 0.04788 0.00176 0.03669 0.00373 NA 0.09006 0.17936
Catesorv'?! Average Rate Average Rate
2031 Excluding | CARE Discount [ CAR::.“M ESA Program Portion | oA PIogram CAS Portion of | Total CARE/ESA Including
CARE/ESA | Portion of Rate | - HUmSIEE A of Rate e Rate Surcharge CARE/ESA
Surcharge (S/Therm) (S/Therm) (S/Therm) ($/Therm) ™! Surcharge
s (S/Therm) P! o) G ($/Therm) ™
(non CARE) 0.04976 0.04842 0.00183 0.05845 0.00606 NA 0.11475 0.16451
0.04990 0.00000 0.00000 0.05845 0.00606 NA 0.06450 0.11440
0.16047 0.04842 0.00183 0.01701 0.00176 NA 0.06901 022949
Industrial ! 0.15582 0.04842 0.00183 0.00451 0.00047 NA 0.05522 0.21103
Agricultural NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.00000 NA
Lighting NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.00000 NA
System 0.08919 0.04842 0.00183 0.03761 0.00390 NA 0.09175 0.18095
Category”! Average Rate Average Rate
2032 Excluding | CARE Discount | dmi:zi ton | ESA Program Portion ::.:h';:‘:"';n" CAS Portion of | Total CARE/ESA Including
CARE/ESA | Portion of Rate | ¢ HUm IR A of Rate e Rate Surcharge CARE/ESA
Surcharge (S/Therm) (S/Therm) (S/Therm) ($/Therm) ™ Surcharge
s (S/Therm) P! o) (e ($/Therm) ™
(non CARE) 0.04974 0.04892 0.00185 0.06026 0.00623 NA 0.11726 0.16701
(CARE) 0.04990 0.00000 0.00000 0.06026 0.00623 NA 0.06649 0.11639
Commercial 0.16045 0.04892 0.00185 0.01754 0.00181 NA 0.07012 023057
Industrial ! 0.15579 0.04892 0.00185 0.00465 0.00048 NA 0.05590 0.21169
Agricultural NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.00000 NA
Lighting NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.00000 NA
System 0.08913 0.04892 0.00185 0.03878 0.00401 NA 0.09356 0.18269
Cateoory™! Average Rate Average Rate
2033 Excluding | CARE Discount | dmci.::fi“n" ESA Program Portion ::.:[.;:i':ﬂ" CAS Portion of | Total CARE/ESA Including
CARE/ESA | Portion of Rate | ot SEi of Rate s Rate Surcharge CARE/ESA
Surcharge (S/Therm) (S/Therm) (S/Therm) (®/Therm) ™! Surcharge
Customer Type ($/Therm) ™! (/Therm) G/Therm) ($/Therm) !
(non CARE) 0.04968 0.04947 0.00191 0.05881 0.00622 NA 0.11641 0.16609
(CARE) 0.04990 0.00000 0.00000 0.05881 0.00622 NA 0.06503 0.11493
Commercial ™ 0.16039 0.04947 0.00191 001711 0.00181 NA 0.07031 023070
Industrial ! 0.15573 0.04947 0.00191 0.00454 0.00048 NA 0.05640 021213
Agricultural NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.00000 NA
Lighting NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.00000 NA
System 0.08902 0.04947 0.00191 0.03784 0.00400 NA 0.09323 0.18225
Notes:

[1] The table above s based off of January 1, 2026 Public Purpose Program Surcharge rates.

[2] Category types will vary across I0Us.

[3] GAS CAS revenue requirement is part of transportation rates and not part of Public Purchase Surcharge Rate. Bundled rates
[

[

include CAS revenue requirement
4] Core C/1- Core Commercial and Industrial Customers generally use smaller quantities of gas, and the tility purchases their gas.

5] Noncore C/I-Non-Core Commercial and Industrial Customers are generally large gas users who purchase their own natural gas supplies for SoCalGas to transport
Note: Associated balancing account amortizations are excluded from projected rate impacts.
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San Diego Gas & Electric Company
Table D-2: CARE/FERA/ESA/CAS Electric Rate Imvacts "

Category ! Average Rate
s o S Total e
Excluding Exninm CARE | pppA Rate Discount FERA ESA Program e CAS Portion of o Ve R
CARE/FERA s/ | Piscount Portion | - Administration R Administration | 0 PR | Administration = CARE/FERA/ESA/ luding
T of Rate Portion of Rate W) Portion of Rate (¢/Wh) Portion of Rate (W) CAS Surcharge surcharge
(€/kWh) " (€/KWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/KWh) (¢/kWh) (€why P! (¢/kwh)
2028
[Residential (non-CARE) ! 47.355 1.085 0.039 0.064 0.011 0.050 0.004 0.001 1.254 48.609
(CARE) 1 28,507 N/A NA NA NA 0.050 0.004 0.001 0.055 28.562
Small Comme 38.062 1.085 0.039 0.064 0.011 0.050 0.004 0.001 1.254 39.316
Med. & Lg. Commercial & Industrial 36967 1085 0.039 0.064 0.011 0050 0.004 0.001 1254 38221
Agricult 26.177 1.085 0.039 0.064 0.011 0.050 0.004 0.001 1.254 27.431
Lightin 34936 N/A NA NA NA N/A NA N/A N/A 34936
System 38.110 1.085 0.039 0.064 0.011 0.050 0.004 0.001 1.254 39.364
Category ! Average R:
ge Rate Total
Excluding RCaRE R _ | FERA Rate Discount FERA ESA Program &= CAS Portion of | . ol ASEPIED
Discount Portion st . ‘Administration ‘Administration CARE/FERA/ESA/ including
CARE/FERA/ESA/ " Portion of Rate " Portion of Rate " Rate G
CAS Surcharge of Rate Portion of Rate o) Portion of Rate o Portion of Rate ) urcharge surcharge
(©/kWh) (¢/kWh) (£/KWh) (£/KWh) (£/KWh) (¢/kWh) ¥ (¢/KWh)
2029
(non-CARE) ¥ 47357 1.096 0.040 0.070 0.011 0.059 0.006 0.001 1.283 48.640
Residential (CARE) ! 28.527 N/A NA NA NA 0.059 0.006 0.001 0.066 28.593
|§...,u Commercial 38.064 1.09 0.040 0.070 0.011 0059 0.006 0.001 1283 39347
|Med, & Lg. Commercial & Industrial 36.968 1.096 0.040 0.070 0.011 0.059 0.006 0.001 1.283 38.251
Agricultu 26178 1.096 0.040 0.070 0011 0.059 0.006 0.001 1283 27461
[Lighting 34.938 N/A NA NA N/A N/A NA N/A N/A 34.938
System 38.110 1.096 0.040 0.070 0.011 0.059 0.006 0.001 1283 39393
Catesory ! e
Average Rate 3
CARE Rate CARE FERA ESA Total Average Rate
c \sz’/‘él;ﬁ[:/gzs o/ | Discount Portion | - Administration m?‘“ m‘_‘::“ :]:::“n' Administration :‘5“'? ';'“’g:: Administration | CAS :;::m’" O | CARE/FERA/ESA/ | including
o of Rate Portion of Rate ° s t‘?k\:’h) © Portion of Rate | P “’/k":,h) | Portion of Rate @ /k‘\fh) CAS Surcharge surcharge
e (€/kWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) ey vy
2030
[Residential (non-CARE) ! 47.358 1.107 0.041 0.077 0.011 0.061 0.006 0.001 1.304 48.662
(CARE) ¥/ 28.546 N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.061 0.006 0.001 0.068 28.614
Small Commercial 38.064 1.107 0.041 0.077 0.011 0.061 0.006 0.001 1.304. 39.368
Med. & Lg. Commercial & Industrial 36.967 1107 0.041 0.077 0.011 0.061 0.006 0.001 1304 38271
Agricults 26.177 1.107 0.041 0.077 0.011 0.061 0.006 0.001 1.304 27481
Lighting 34.939 N/A NA NA NA N/A NA N/A NA 34939
System 38.110 1.107 0.041 0.077 0.011 0.061 0.006 0.001 1.304 39.414
Category ! Average Rate Total
Excluding ,CARE Rx'e_ QLD . FERA Rate Discount FERA - ESA Program ESA . (CAS Portion of S, Av-erage.lhle
Discount Portion [ Ad istration Administration Administration CARE/FERA/ESA/ including
CARE/FERA/ESA/ " Portion of Rate " Portion of Rate " Rate
s of Rate Portion of Rate ) Portion of Rate ) Portion of Rate ) CAS Surcharge surcharge
‘( IkWh) = (€/KWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) (€RWh) ¥ (¢/KWh)
2031
(non-CARE) ! 47358 1118 0.042 0.084 0.012 0.063 0.006 0.001 1.326 48.684
Residential (CARE) ! 28567 NA N/A N/A N/A 0.063 0.006 0.001 0.070 28.637
|§m.n Commercial 38.064 Lis 0.042 0.084 0.012 0.063 0.006 0.001 1326 39.390
|M“’- & Lg. Commercial & Industrial 36,967 L8 0.042 0.084 0012 0.063 0.006 0.001 1326 38.293
Agriculture 26177 1118 0.042 0.084 0.012 0063 0.006 0.001 1326 27.503
ILi hting 34.940 N/A NA NA NA N/A N/A N/A N/A 34.940
[system 38110 1118 0.042 0.084 0.012 0.063 0.006 0.001 1326 39.436
Category ! Lo
ge Rate
" CARE Rate CARE " ESA . Total Average Rate
cmfr;;‘:m/gr | Discount Portion | - Administration mff: mi’::;:’";::““‘ :}i’?ﬂ:’:,g::l Administration | CAS ;::"’" O | CARE/FERA/ESA/ | including
CaS s“‘mm ‘e of Rate Portion of Rate (€/kWh) Portion of Rate (€/kWh) Portion of Rate (EkWh) (CAS Surcharge surcharge
(¢/KWh) b (ED) (e (¢/KWh) (¢/KWh) (ewh) P! (¢/kWh)
2032
[Residential (non-CARE) ! 47.359 1.129 0.043 0.090 0.012 0.065 0.007 0.001 1.347 48.706
(CARE) ¥/ 28.585 N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.065 0.007 0.001 0.073 28.658
[Small Commercial 38.064 1.129 0.043 0.090 0.012 0.065 0.007 0.001 1.347 39411
Med. & Lg. Commercial & Industrial 36.966 1129 0.043 0.090 0.012 0.065 0.007 0.001 1347 38313
Agriculture 26.177 1129 0.043 0.090 0.012 0065 0.007 0.001 1347 27.524
Lighting 34.941 N/A NA NA NA N/A NA N/A N/A 34.941
System 38.110 1129 0.043 0.090 0.012 0.065 0.007 0.001 1347 39.457
Category ! Average R
ge Rate Total
Excluding Exnnm FERA Rate Discount R ESA Program e CAS Portion of o e
. Discount Portion s " Administration . Administration CARE/FERA/ESA/ | including
CARE/FERA/ESA/ 8 Portion of Rate 8 Portion of Rate 8 Rate P
CAS Surcharge of Rate Portion of Rate ) Portion of Rate ) Portion of Rate P urcharge surcharge
(€/kWh) (€/kWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) (@kwn) ™ (¢/kWh)
2033
(non-CARE) M 47.363 1.140 0.044 0.094 0.012 0.063 0.007 0.001 1.361 48.724
Residential (CARE) ! 28.604 N/A NA NA NA 0.063 0.007 0.001 0.071 28.675
Small Commercial 38.067 1140 0.044 0.094 0.012 0.063 0.007 0.001 1361 39.428
|ﬂcd & Lg. Comme 36.968 1,140 0.044 0.094 0.012 0063 0.007 0.001 1361 38329
Agriculture 26.179 1140 0.044 0.094 0.012 0.063 0.007 0.001 1361 27.540
| Lightin 34942 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A NA N/A NA 34.942
[system 38.112 1140 0.044 0.094 0.012 0.063 0.007 0.001 1361 39473

Notes:

[1] - Rates are based on current rates effective 1/1/2026.
[2] - Category types will vary across I0Us.
B31-
[:

4] - Residential Non-CARE and CARE customer types are included for illustrative purposes. Residential CARE customers are exempt from CARE/FERA discounts and administration costs.

sociated balancing account amortizations are excluded from projected rate impacts.
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ATTACHMENT B
ENERGY SAVINGS ASSISTANCE, CALIFORNIA ALTERNATE RATES FOR ENERGY,
FAMILY ENERGY RATE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM PLANS
AND BUDGETS FOR PROGRAM YEARS 2028-2031
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End of Tables
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Grey Cells Do not enter data in the grey cells. The values are pulled from detailed program tables or the sum function is built in.
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San Diego Gas & Electric Company

Table 1: CARE Participation and Enrollment Percentage Goals

Approved PY 2026 | Proposed PY 2027
ARE 1
C Goals (D.21-06-015) (A.25-06-022) PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031
Participation/ Enrollment Goal 90% 90% 96.0% 95.0% 93.0% 92.0%
Table 2: CARE Proposed Budgets (Total Gas and Electric)
. Approved 2026 Proposed 2027 Total
Categories (D.21-06-015) (A.25-06-022) PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031 (2028-2031)
CARE Administrative Budget $ 7,401,649 | $ 7,401,649 | $ 7,711,324 | $ 7,965,911 | $ 8,034,643 | $ 8,317,714 | $ 32,029,592
CARE Discount Budget $ 126,524,206 | $ 218,878,622 | $ 213,416,309 | $ 215550473 [ $ 217,705977 | $ 219,883,037 | $ 866,555,796
CARE Administrative + Discount Budget $ 133,925,855 | $ 226,280,271 [ $ 221,127,633 | $ 223,516,384 [ $ 225,740,620 [ $ 228,200,751 | $ 898,585,388
Table 2a: CARE Proposed Budgets (Electric)
2028 2030 2031 Total
i 202 2027 202
Categories 026 0! 029 (2028-2031)
CARE Administrative Budget $ 6,661,484 | $ 6,735,500 | $ 6,940,192 | $ 7,169,320 | $ 7,231,179 | $ 7485943 | $ 28,826,633
CARE Discount Budget $ 113,871,785 | $ 199,179,546 | $ 192,074,678 | $ 193,995,426 | $ 195,935,379 | $ 197,894,733 | $ 779,900,216
CARE Administrative + Discount Budget $ 120,533,270 | $ 205,915,046 | $ 199,014,870 | $ 201,164,746 | $ 203,166,558 | $ 205,380,676 [ $ 808,726,849
Table 2b: CARE Proposed Budgets (Gas)
] 2028 2030 2031 Total
Categories 2026 2027 2029 (2028-2031)
CARE Administrative Budget $ 740,165 | $ 666,148 | $ 771,132 | $ 796,591 | $ 803,464 | $ 831,771 | $ 3,202,959
CARE Discount Budget $ 12,652,421 | $ 19,699,076 | $ 21,341,631 | $ 21,555,047 | $ 21,770,598 [ $ 21,988,304 [ $ 86,655,580
CARE Administrative + Discount Budget $ 13,392,586 | $ 20365224 | $ 22,112,763 | $ 22,351,638 | $ 22,574,062 [$ 22,820,075 [ $ 89,858,539

Note:

Tables 2a and 2b are for Gas & Electric IOUs

Electric Percentage

Gas Percentage

Electric and Gas allocation

90%

10%

Electric and Gas allocation (PY 2027)

91%

9%

Electric and Gas allocation (PY 2026)

90%

10%
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San Diego Gas & Electric Company

Table 3: FERA Participation and Enrollment Percentage Goals

Approved PY | Proposed PY
FERA 2026 2027 PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031
(D.21-06-015) | (A.25-06-022)
Participation/ Enrollment Goal 70% 70% 47.5% 52.5% 57.5% 62.5%
Table 4: FERA Proposed Budgets
Approved PY | Proposed PY Total
Categories 2026 2027 PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031 2028-2031
(D.21-06-015) | (A.25-06-022)
FERA Administrative Budget $ 640,368 | $ 984,185 | $ 1,979,370 | $ 1,992,889 | $ 2,017,312 | $ 2,052,552 | $ 8,042,123
FERA Discount Budget $ 5,388,762 | $ 5449,903 | $ 11,254,869 [$ 12,439,592 | $ 13,624,315 | $ 14,809,038 [ $ 52,127,814
FERA Administrative + Discount Budget $ 6,029,130 | $ 6,434,088 [ $ 13234239 | $  14,432481 |$ 15641627 [$ 16,861,590 | $ 60,169,937

Note:
FERA is 100% electric. N/ A for gas.

Attachment B - 4




San Diego Gas & Electric Company

Table 5: ESA Annual Energy Savings Goals (kWh, kW. Therms) Budget. Cost Effectiveness Tests [13]

le A Portfolio (ESA MAIN, MFWB, other new program)

Energy Savings
' ' Assistance Cost
Category kWh kw Therms Budget Effectiveness | Resource Test SCH (High)
Test (ESACET) i TRC (21 PACI2I RIM (2] _[SCB (Base) 131 31
PY 2026, Updated in
A.25-06-022. Testimony 141 3282219 394 182359 | § 29,755,102 0.8 033 0.20 0.20 0.14 027 0.8
Proposed PY 2027
(A.25-06-022. Testimony) 3,939,700 641 247731 |'s 35741017 027 031 0.16 0.16 0.11 022
PY 2028 2049417 572 160,085 | 5 27.599.657 037 033 0.17 0.17 0.15 0.24
PY 2029 2481710 705 204983 | 32292677 0.40 037 0.19 0.20 0.16 027
PY 2030 2480163 706 201691 |5 33333234 0.40 037 0.20 0.20 0.16 027
PY 2031 2493055 707 205740 | s 34618942 0.40 0.38 0.20 0.20 0.17 0.28
Total Request (2028-2031) 9.504.346 2,690 772,498 | S 127,844,510
Table 5b: ESA MAI
Trergy Savings
- Assistance Cost
Category kWh kw Therms Budget Effectiveness | Resource Test SCH (High)
Test (ESACET) i TRC 2] PACI2I RIM [2] _[SCB (Base) 131 131
PY 2026, Updated in
A.25:06-022. Supplemental Testimony [S] 2008318 286 109161 | $ 19832922 0.26 0.28 0.17 0.17 0.12 023 0.23
Proposed PY 2027, Updated in
A.25:06-022. Testimony 161 1,921,995 456 92,536 | § 22,011,220 0.25 0.13 0.13 0.10 0.17 0.18
PY 2028 1,412,994 464 105223 [ 20.379.166 0.36 0.15 0.15 0.12 021 0.22
PY 2029 1.418.646 465 105,644 | S 21,139,444 0.36 0.15 0.15 0.12 0.22 0.22
PY 2030 1,424,320 467 106067 | S 21,851,074 0.37 0.16 0.16 0.12 0.22 0.22
PY 2031 1,430,017 469 106491 | 22,544,158 0.37 0.16 0.16 0.12 0.22 0.22
Total Request (2028-2031) 5,685,977 1865 423425 s 85913842
Table Sc: ESA MFWB and SPOC
Energy Savings
Assistance Cost
Category kWh kW Therms Budget Effectiveness | Resource Test SCH (High)
Test (ESACET) [11] TRC 121 PAC 121 RIM 2] SCB (Base) 13] 131
PY 2026, Updated in
A.25-06-022. Testimony 171 1,273,901 109 73,108 [ § 8395497 032 044 027 0.8 0.16 038 0.39
Proposed PY 2027
(A-25-06-022, Supplemental Testimony) 8] | 517714 185 155,105 | § 11,938,738 031 021 0.15 0.8 029
PY 2028 636,423 109 54862 [ $ 6043887 0.42 0.24 0.22 0.33 0.33
PY 2029 1,063,064 239 99339 [ 8 9.124.305 0.47 0.60 0.29 0.24 0.39 0.39
PY 2030 1.055.843 239 95.624 | 8 9.393.265 0.47 0.60 0.28 0.24 0.39 0.39
PY 2031 1.063.038 238 99249 |8 9.672437 0.48 0.61 0.29 0.25 0.40 0.40
Total Request (2028-2031) 3,818,369 825 349073 [ 34233984
NOTE: IF THERE ARE OTHER PROGRAMS, E.G., PILOTS THEN ADD ANOTHER Table 5d etc.
Table Sd: PPPD (PY 2026-2027) & Electrification_Pilot (PY 2028-2031) [12]
Energy Savings
' ! Assistance Cost
Category kWh kw Therms Budget Effectiveness | Resource Test SCH (High)
Test (ESACET) i TRC (2] PACI2I RIM 21 _|SCB (Base) 131 B3I
PY 2026 for PPPD ) . . )
(D.21-06-015) 191 na na na S 1526683 m e v e m v v
Proposed PY 2027 for PPPD ) , B P
(A25-06-022) (101 na na na S 1791059 m m v e e v m
PY 2028 11] na wa na S 1176604 wa Wa Wa Wa Wa Wa wa
PY 2029 11] na wa na S 2008837 wa wa na wa na wa wa
PY 2030 |11] na wa na S 2088895 wa wa na wa na wa wa
PY 2031 [11] n/a n/a n/a $ 2402348 na na na na na na n/a
Total Request (2028-2031) 5 o s 7.69.684 Wa Wa Wa Wa Wa wa Wa

Cost Effectiveness Notes:

[1] - Formerly known as the Resource TRC, updated per: June 2018 Recommendations of the ESA Cost Effectiveness Working Group.

[2] - Provided for PY2021 through PY2026 in compliance with Decision 19-05-019.

[3] - SCT provided in compliance with D.24-07-015 OP1. There are two values for SCT: SCB or SCT Base and SCH or SCT High.

[4] - PY 2026, ESA Portfolio CET values are from ESA Main and MFWB values revised in A.25-06-022 Supplemental Testimony, Attachment A. Energy savings and budget are aggregated from Tables 5b-5d.
[5]- PY 2026, ESA Main CET values are from authorized SDGKE AL 3842-E/3012-G et.al. effective October 1, 2021, and revised in A.25-06-022 Supplemental Testimony, Attachment A.

[6]- PY 2027 ESA Main CET values are from A.25-06-022 Supplemental Testimony, Attachment A.

[7]- PY 2026 MFWB CET values are from authorized SDG&E Advice Letter 4115-E/3144-G, Table 4, effective Dec 30, 2022 and revised in A.25-06-022 Supplemental Testimony, Attachment A.
[8]- PY 2027 MFWB CET values are from A.25-06-022 Supplemental Testimony, Attachment A.

[9] - PY 2026 PPPD Budget from D.21-06-015. No CET conducted and values are not available, per D.21-06-015 OP 38 and Attachment 2.

[10] - PY 2027 PPPD Budget from A.25-06-022. No CET conducted and values are not available, per D.21-06-015 OP 38 and Attachment 2.

[11] - Similar to D.21-06-015 OP 38 and Attachment 2 Guidance for Pilot Plus/Pilot Deep, no ESACET threshold was determined for new Electrification Pilot but shall be tracked during the cycle.

[12] Intentionally left blank - pending Commission approval and selection of implementer. Final electrification measures, quantities and savings will be once the Pilot i has been contracted

[13] - The CET was updated on June 26, 2026 to correct an issue affecting electric cost-effectiveness outputs associated with Avoided Cost Version 2026. However, due to the timing of the update, the expected use
of a different avoided cost version for reporting actuals, and SDG&E’s decision not to re-run the ESACET analysis for the four-year plan—instead removing PY 2032 and 2033—the cost-effectiveness values
presented in this table are representative of the CET version approved at the time the 6-year application was submitted.
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Table 6: Annual ESA Household Treatment Targets1

Multifamily Property
Household Targets 2
Targets
Approved PY 2026 (D.21-06-015 & AL 4115E-3144G) 16,065 54
Proposed PY 2027 (A.25-06-022) 14,766 46
PY 2028 8,750 5
PY 2029 10,150 25
PY 2030 10,150 30
PY 2031 10,150 30
Total (2028-2031) 39,200 90

Notes:

1. The household treatment targets for PYs 2028-2031 are for the ESA Portfolio, including Main ESA, MFWB in-units,

with exception of any proposed pilots.
2. Multifamily Property Targets relates to whole building projects.
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Table 7: ESA Portfolio Budget by Category (Show Full Budget Amount)

Approved PY 2026

Total
. (D.21-06-015, AL |Proposed PY 2027
ESA Program Budget Categories 4115E-3144G & (A.25-06-022) PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031 (zz)lzegl;;sstl)
AL 4482-3324G)* -
EE Budget'
EE Main $ 17,214,498 | $ 17,214,377 | $ 15,420,693 | $ 15,975,679 | $ 16,477,562 | $ 16,986,067 | $ 64,860,001
EE-Pilots’ $ 1,526,683 | $ 1,791,059 | $ 711,020 | $ 1,632,442 | $ 1,763,135 | $ 1,721,040 | $ 5,827,637
EE-MF $ 8,394,059 | $ 10,726,978 | $ 4,243,266 | $ 7,270,689 | $ 7,488,155 | $ 7,714,366 | $ 26,716,476
EE Subtotal| $ 27,135,240 | $ 29,732,414 | $ 20,374,979 | $ 24,878,810 | $ 25,728,852 | § 26,421,473 | $ 97,404,114
Administrative’
Regulatory Compliance $ 308,400 | $ 213,045 | $ 282,180 | $ 288,700 | $ 299,363 | $ 306,600 | $ 1,176,843
General Administration $ 3,347,835 | $ 3,205,773 | $ 2,004,747 | $ 2,754,197 | $ 2,744,013 | $ 2,873,426 | $ 10,376,383
Administrative Subtotal| $ 3,656,235 | $ 3,418,818 | $ 2,286,927 | $ 3,042,897 | $ 3,043,376 | $ 3,180,026 | $ 11,553,226
Direct Implementation (DI)2
Training Center $ 160,614 | $ 160,614 | $ 75,000 | $ 77,250 | $ 79,568 | $ 81,955 | $ 313,773
Workforce Education and Training $ -8 -1 S -1 S -3 -18 -198 -
Inspections $ 110,062 | $ 226,923 | $ 224,839 | $ 240,829 | $ 248,054 | $ 268,479 | $ 982,201
EE-MF - SPOC $ 651,613 | $ 462,333 | § 190,007 | $ 188,548 | § 202,455 | $ 201,476 | $ 782,486
Other DI Costs $ -1$ -1$ 2,718,159 | $ 2,182,934 | $§ 2,242,339 | § 2,651,289 | $ 9,794,721
Marketing and Outreach’ $ 1,674,124 | $ 1,630,135 | $ 1,668,772 | $ 1,581,714 | $ 1,598,901 | $ 1,590,787 | $ 6,440,174
EM&V’
Studies® $ 50,000 | $ 50,000 | $ - S 37,500 | $ 126,250 | $ 158,750 | $ 322,500
CPUC Energy Division $ 59,780 | $ 59,780 | $ 60,975 | $ 62,194 | $ 63,438 | $ 64,707 | $ 251,314
DI + Marketing & Outreach + EM&YV Subtotal| $ 2,706,193 | $ 2,589,785 | $ 4,937,752 | $ 4,370,969 | $ 4,561,005 | $ 5,017,443 | $ 18,887,169
Portfolio Total $ 33,497,668 | $ 35,741,017 | $ 27,599,658 | $ 32,292,676 | $ 33,333,233 | $§ 34,618,942 | $ 127,844,509
Percentage of Administrative Costs (Admin/Total Portfolio) 10.9% 9.6% 8.3% 9.4% 9.1% 9.2% 9.0%

Notes:

1 - EE Budget includes measure (equipment) cost + implementer/subcontractor administration, outreach/education training, and installation cost (if outsourced). See Table A-1 and A-1a for details.
2 - These cost categories conform to the definition as used by Energy Efficiency programs and defined in Appendix C of the EE Policy Manual V2, April 2020. See D.21-06-015, OP 112. (ex. Engineering, Reporting).
3 - Study budget is the IOU Portion of Statewide Studies Budget from Tab A-4 Studies Budget.
4 - MFWB program budget per SDG&E Advice Letter 4115-E/3144-G,Table 4 and SDG&E’s administrative costs as outlined in AL 4482-E/3324-G, Table 1. These amounts differs than the forecasted amount filed in the

PY 2027 Bridge Application 25-06-022.
5 - Staff Proposal Pilot (PPPD) is leveraged for 2026 and 2027.
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Table 8: Concurrent Application System (CAS) Budget

CAS Budget Categories PY2025[1] | PY2026[1] | PY2027[1] | PY2028[2] | PY2029[2] | PY2030[3] | PY 2031 [3] ;’;;121;‘3{:
Joint IOU Third Party Contract $ 607,650 | $ -1 % -1$ 63,000 | $ 65,000 | $ 67,000 | $ 69,000 | $ 264,000
SDG&E IT/Programming, Administrative Costs $ 2,142,000 | $ 914,000 | $ 481,000 | $ 311,000 | $ 249,000 | $ 256,470 | $ 264,164 | $ 1,080,634
Total $ 2,749,650 | $ 914,000 | $ 481,000 | $ 374,000 | $ 314,000 | $ 323,470 | $ 333,164 | $ 1,344,634

Notes:

[17 - Resolution E-5394, OP 2 approved the $4,051,000 CAS Phase 1 development budget from 2025 to 2027 and SDG&E's 15% cost share as requested in AL 4543-E/3365-G - $4,051,000 X 15% = $607,650.

OP 3 approved SDG&E's $3,621,692 IT/administrative budget that covers PYs 2024-2027 as requested in AL 4543-E/3365-G.
[2] - Resolution E-5394 directs program year 2028 and 2029 to be included in the this application for approval.
[3] - Forecasted costs for IOU maintenance, assumes +3% annual escalation in Program Years 2030-2031.
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Table A-th. Plannine Ascmntions

Final

electrification
contracted.

Electrification Pilot been
. —— [
S P A |3 [ et
i
i
e =
o o
[ater Hcater Replucement ah
v Hearer ach.
| Enclo
;
=
i
o
| Customer Enrollment *
o o
[Pilot 1n-Home Energy Faucation [Home

Notes:
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Table A-2: Projected Participants by Housing Type

Approved PY 2026
Projected Customers Treated (D.21-06-015 & AL Pmi";’;‘é 6P 3{21027 PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031
4115E-3144G) (A.25-06-022)
Gas and Electric Customers
Single Family 2,660 2,883 2,588 2,588 2,588 2,588
Multifamily - - - - - -
Mobile Homes 590 640 575 575 575 575
Owners - Total 3,250 3,523 3,163 3,163 3,163 3,163
Single Family 2,660 2,883 2,512 2,512 2,512 2,512
Multifamily - - - - - -
Mobile Homes - - 75 75 75 75
Renters - Total 2,660 2,883 2,587 2,587 2,587 2,587
MFWB Customers
Properties 54 46 5 25 30 30
Multifamily Tenant Units - - - - - -
Units Indirectly Treated (CAM) - - - - - -
Owners - Total 54 46 5 25 30 30
Properties - - - - - -
Multifamily Tenant Units 10,155 8,360 3,000 4,400 4,400 4,400
Units Indirectly Treated (CAM) - - - - - -
Renters - Total 10,155 8,360 3,000 4,400 4,400 4,400
Notes:

* Multifamily is defined as 5 or more units as proposed in this Application.
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Table A-3 ESA Bill Savings

ESA Table A-3a

Bill Savings Calculations by Program Year (ESA Main - SF, MH)

Proeram Lifecvcle Program Bill |Per Home Average
Program Year Program Costs g. . ¥ Savings/ Cost Lifecycle Bill
Bill Savings . q
Ratio Savings
2028 $ 20,379,166 | $ 8,580,679 0.4211 $ 1,492
2029 $ 21,139,444 | $ 8,628,092 0.4082 $ 1,501
2030 $ 21,851,074 | $ 8,668,026 0.3967 $ 1,507
2031 $ 22,544,158 | $ 8,708,793 0.3863 $ 1,515

ESA Table A-3b
Bill Savings Calculations by Program Year - MFWB (In-Unit and CAM)

Proeram Lifecvele Program Bill Per In-Unit Per Property
Program Year Program Costs g. . 4 Savings/ Cost Average Lifecycle | Average Lifecycle
Bill Savings . . . ] q
Ratio Bill Savings Bill Savings
2028 $ 6,043,887 | $ 3,749,809 0.6204 $ 1,038 | § 127,389
2029 $ 9,124,395 | $ 6,218,359 0.6815 $ 1,122 | § 51,266
2030 $ 9,393,265 | $ 6,105,221 0.6500 $ 1,109 | § 40,792
2031 $ 9,672,437 | $ 6,227,503 0.6438 $ 1,123 | 8 42,814

ESA Table A-3¢

Bill Savings Calculations by Program Year (Electrification Pilot)

Intentionally left blank - pending

Commission approval and selection of implementer.

Program Lifecvele Program Bill |Per Home Average
Program Year Program Costs g. . 4 Savings/ Cost Lifecycle Bill
Bill Savings . q
Ratio Savings
2028 $ -8 - 0.00 $ -
2029 $ -8 - 0.00 $ -
2030 $ -8 - 0.00 $ -
2031 $ -|$ - 0.00 $ -
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Table A-4: ESA and CARE Studies Budget

Proposed Timelines and Budgets for Future Studies & Evaluation

CARE
[1] ESA [2] CARE All IOUs
Funded Funded ?]‘]?gl;: Proposed
Total Total ¢ Budget
Studies "’
2031 Low Income Needs Assessments ) $ 18750 |S 18,750 $ 18750 |$ 18,750 [$ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 75,000 [ $ 500,000
Impact Evaluations (2 studies): ESA Main and MFWB ©°) $ 70,000 | $ 140,000 $ 210,000 $ 210,000 | $ 1,400,000
Non-Energy Benefits Study + Tool Update ! $ 37500 |$ 37,500 $ 75,000 $ 75000 |$ 500,000
SDG&E Portion (15%) for Statewide Studies ! $ 37,500 | $ 126,250 [$ 158,750 $ 18750 |$ 18,750 | $ 322,500 |$ 37,500 [ $ 360,000
Evolving Study and Data Needs Budgets (Each I0U) ! $ 50,000 S 50,000 [$ 50,000 $ 50,000 S 50,000 [$ 50,000 [ $ 150,000 | $ 150,000 [ $ 300,000 | $ 1,350,000
Total ! $ 660,000 [ $ 3,750,000
Notes:

Table A-4 does not include FERA funded studies such as the joint IOU annual estimates of customers eligible for CARE and FERA programs.

Assumptions:

[1] Statewide Low-Income EM&V study budget payments are allocated as: 30% PG&E, 30% SCE, 25% SoCal Gas and SDG&E 15%.

[2] For the 2031 and 2034 LINAs, assume spending is evenly spread across 2030 and 2031. LINA studies are funded 50/50 via ESA and CARE budgets. The 2028 LINA will be conducted during PY's 2027 and 2028.

[3] For Impact Evaluations, assume program ramp-up will take place in 2028, and 2029 would be the representative year for program data analyses.

[4] For Non-Energy-Benefits Study, assume spending is evenly spread across program years 2029 and 2030.

[5] These values excludes the Evolving Study and Data Needs budget amounts.

[6] Evolving Study and Data Needs budget is not a statewide study. PG&E, SoCalGas, and SCE are each requesting $350,000 and SDG&E is requesting $300,000. Assumes spending is spread across program years 2029, 2030, and 203 1.
[7] The total incorporates all IOU proposed statewide study budgets as well as the evolving needs budget for all IOUs.
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Table B-1: CARE Program Budget

CARE Budget Categories Apgf;‘;fg;_’(};;;)% P"(’gfse_‘(i) 6Ij 3{222(;27 PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031 PYe ;;’2*;}203 X

Outreach $ 3,501,185 | $ 2,519,823 | $ 2,716,798 | $ 2,744,039 | $ 2,771,829 | $ 2,800,180 | $ 11,032,846
Processing, Certification, Recertification $ 687,401 | $ 1,635,357 | $ 1,953,865 | $ 2,032,196 | $ 2,113,666 | $ 2,198,400 | $ 8,298,127
Post Enrollment Verification $ 533,984 | $ 533,984 | $ 358,757 | $ 372,051 | $ 385,845 | $ 400,157 | $ 1,516,810
Enrollment and Reenrollment Verification (SCE Only) $ "
IT Programming $ 1,202,602 | $ 1,202,602 | $ 1,318,617 | $ 1,333,531 | $ 1,348,892 | $ 1,364,715 | $ 5,365,755
Studies & Pilots $ BB -1 38,625 | % 30,000 | 30,000 | $ 38,625 | $ 137,250
Measurement & Evaluation $ 21,538 | $ 21,538 | $ 84,316 | $ 85,495 $ 86,710 | $ 87,961 | $ 344,482
Regulatory Compliance $ 347,761 | $ 358,194 | $ 350,125 | $ 359,876 | $ 369,920 | $ 380,265 | $ 1,460,186
General Administration $ 765,768 | $ 788,741 | $ 546,519 | $ 662,660 | $ 579,286 | $ 696,411 | $ 2,484,876
CPUC

Energy Division Staff $ 76,410 | $ 76,410 | $ 78,702 | $ 81,063 | $ 83,495 | $ 86,000 | $ 329,260

CHANGE' $ 265,000 | $ 265,000 | $ 265,000 | $ 265,000 | $ 265,000 | $ 265,000 | $ 1,060,000
SUBTOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS $ 7,401,649 | $ 7,401,649 | $ 7,711,324 | $ 7,965,911 | $ 8,034,643 | $ 8,317,714 | $ 32,029,592
CARE Discount Budget $ 126,524,206 | $ 218,878,622 | § 213,416,309 | $ 215550473 | $ 217,705977 | $ 219,883,037 | $ 866,555,796
TOTAL PROGRAM COSTS & CUSTOMER DISCOUNTS | $ 133,925,855 | $ 226,280,271 | $ 221,127,633 | $ 223,516,384 | $ 225,740,620 | $ 228,200,751 | $ 898,585,388

Notes:

1 - CHANGES is managed by the Commission’s Consumers Affairs Branch and Energy Division staff.

2 - CARE Discount is based on 2026 CARE PPP forecast in AL 4717-E filed 9/30/25 and AL 3462-G filed 10/31/25 +1% per year, an accepted annual forecasting methodology.
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Table B-2: 2028-2031 CARE Enrollment/Participation

Ectimated E

(a) Estimated CARE Enrollment Rate will fluctuate based on updated CARE Eligibility information.
(1) CARE 2024 Annual Report dated June 27, 2025.
(2) CARE Net Enrollment as of SDG&E's August 2025 Low Income Monthly Report dated September 22, 2025.

(3) Based on most recent estimates from 2025 enrollments, eligibility factors.

(4) Assumes maintaining or exceeding program goal of 90% enrollment.
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Total Enrolled Total Enrolled d Year | Esti d PY Estimated Estimated Year | Estimated PY % changes in Esti d E dYear | E i PY % changes in
12-31-24 Through August PY2025 Net End PY2025 2025 Enroliment PY2026 Net End PY2026 2026 Enroliment | enrollment 2025 PY2027 Net End PY 2027 | 2027 Enroliment | enrollment 2026
2025 Enroll Participation Rate (a) Enrollments Participation Rate (a) to 2026 Enroll Participati Rate (a) to 2027
(Source) (1) (2) (3) (4) (3) 4 (3) (4)
305,902 291,660 -7,800 298,102 104% -7,800 290,302 101% -3% -7,800 282,502 98% -3%
Estimated PY | Estimated Year | Estimated PY % changes in dPY | Estil d Year | Esti d PY % changes in Estimated PY | Estimated Year | Estimated PY % changes in
2028 Net End PY 2028 | 2028 Enroliment | enroliment 2027 2029 Net End PY 2029 | 2029 Enroliment | enroliment 2028 2030 Net End PY 2030 | 2030 Enroliment | enroliment 2029
Enrollments Participation Rate (a) to 2028 Enrollments Participation Rate (a) to 2029 Enrollments Participation Rate (a) to 2030
(4) (4) (4)
-5,000 277,502 96% -2% -4,500 273,002 95% -2% -4,000 269,002 93% -1%
Estil dPY | E d Year | Esti d PY % changes in
2031 Net End PY 2031 2031 Enrollment | enroliment 2030
Enrollments Participation Rate (a) to 2031
(4)
-3,500 265,502 92% -1%l
Notes:
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Table C-1: FERA Program Budget

FERA Budget Categories Ap(f]’;’z‘ﬁg;_’(;:)o 26 P“(’XT’ZS; do 6Ij :22?27 PY 2028 PY 2029 PY 2030 PY 2031 ;‘)’zt;lzl;:i

Outreach $ 375,741 | $ 625,741 | $ 1,062,396 | $ 1,072,721 | $ 1,083,245 | $ 1,093,872 | $ 4,312,234
Processing, Certification, Recertification $ 15,061 | $ 71,115 | $ 24,703 | $ 25444 | $ 26,208 | $ 26,994 [ $ 103,349
Post Enrollment Verification $ 1,122 |1 $ 35,000 | $ 35773 | $ 36,846 | $ 37952 | $ 39,09 | $ 149,661
Enrollment and Reenrollment Verification (SCE Only) $ -
IT Programming $ 57,963 | $ 57,963 | $ 576,160 | $ 582,045 | $ 588,106 | $ 594,349 | $ 2,340,660
Studies & Pilots $ -8 -9 30,900 | $ 30,900 | $ 30,900 | $ 30,900 | $ 123,600
Measurement & Evaluation $ 50,000 | $ 50,000 | $ 55,450 | $ 45,305 | $ 45464 | $ 55,928 [ $ 202,147
Regulatory Compliance $ 48,860 | $ 50,326 | $ 84,491 | $ 86,849 | $ 89,277 | $ 91,778 | $ 352,395
General Administration $ 80,160 | $ 82,579 | $ 97,692 | $ 100,620 | $ 103,636 | $ 106,742 | $ 408,690
CPUC Energy Division Staff $ 11,461 | $ 11,461 | $ 11,805 | $ 12,159 | $ 12524 | $ 12,899 | $ 49,387

Subtotal Administrative Costs $ 640,368 | $ 984,185 | $ 1,979,370 | $ 1,992,889 | $ 2,017,312 | $ 2,052,552 | $ 8,042,123
FERA Discount Budget $ 5,388,762 | $ 5,449,903 | $ 11,254,869 | $ 12,439,592 | $ 13,624,315 | $ 14,809,038 | $ 52,127,814

Total Program Costs & Customer Discounts $ 6,029,130 | $ 6,434,088 | $ 13,234,239 [ $ 14432481 |$ 15,641,627 |$ 16,861,590 | $ 60,169,937
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Table C-2 2028-2031 FERA Enrollment/Participation

(a) Estimated Goal Rate will fluctuate based on updated FERA Eligibility information.
(1) FERA 2024 Annual Report dated March 2, 2025.
(2) Prepared Testimony of Roland Mollen on behalf of SDG&E ERRATA August 28, 2025 Table D-2 at SDG&E - 15.
(3) Based on most recent estimates from 2025 enrollments, eligibility factors.

(4) Assumes 70% enrollment goal.
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Total Enrolled Total Enrolled Estimated E d Year | Esti d PY Estimated Estimated Year | Estimated PY % changes in Esti d E dYear | E i PY % changes in
12-31-24 Through August PY2025 Net End PY2025 2025 Enroliment PY2026 Net End PY2026 2026 Enroliment | enrollment 2025 PY2027 Net End PY 2027 | 2027 Enroliment | enrollment 2026
2025 Enroll Participation Rate (a) Enrollments Participation Rate (a) to 2026 Enroll Participati Rate (a) to 2027
(Source) (1) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2)
12,768 16,953 7,200 19,968 25% 7,075 27,043 33% 35% 7,075 34,118 42% 26%
Estimated PY | Estimated Year | Estimated PY % changes in dPY | Estil d Year | Esti d PY % changes in Estimated PY | Estimated Year | Estimated PY % changes in
2028 Net End PY 2028 | 2028 Enroliment | enroliment 2027 2029 Net End PY 2029 | 2029 Enroliment | enroliment 2028 2030 Net End PY 2030 | 2030 Enroliment | enroliment 2029
Enrollments Participation Rate (a) to 2028 Enrollments Participation Rate (a) to 2029 Enrollments Participation Rate (a) to 2030
(3a) (4) (3a) (4) (3a) (4)
4,366 38,484 47.5% 13% 4,051 42,535 52.5% 11% 4,051 46,586 57.5% 10%
Estil dPY | E d Year | Esti d PY % changes in
2031 Net End PY 2031 2031 Enrollment | enroliment 2030
Enrollments Participation Rate (a) to 2031
(3a) (4)
4,051 50,637, 62.5% 9%l
Notes:




San Diego Gas & Electric Company

Table D-1: CARE/ESA/CAS Gas Rate Impacts m

Category ? Average Rate Average Rate
q Total .
2028 Excluding |CARE Discount Ad CAR(_:_S @ ESA Program AEdSA P'rohgr:m CAS Portion of CAR‘;:’/EESA Including
CARE/ESA | Portion of Rate | ¢ T MU HON porion of Rate | TS oN Rate CARE/ESA
Portion of Rate Portion of Rate Surcharge
Surcharge ($/Therm) (§/Therm) ($/Therm) (§/Therm) ($/Therm) (§/Therm) © Surcharge
erm)
Customer Type (§/Therm) ! ($/Therm) P!
Residential (non CARE) 0.04990 0.04622 0.00167 0.04756 0.00430 NA 0.09975 0.14964
Residential (CARE) 0.04990 0.00000 0.00000 0.04756 0.00430 NA 0.05185 0.10175
Commercial ! 0.16061 0.04622 0.00167 0.01384 0.00125 NA 0.06298 0.22359
Industrial ! 0.15595 0.04622 0.00167 0.00367 0.00033 NA 0.05189 0.20784
Agricultural NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Lighting NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
System 0.08952 0.04622 0.00167 0.03060 0.00277 NA 0.08126 0.17078
Category 2! Average Rate Average Rate
g Total .
2029 Excluding [CARE Discount A dnlfx::{:aﬁon ESA Program AE :2],:;:::2:‘“ CAS Portion of c AR[]’S;E SA Including
CARE/ESA | Portion of Rate . Portion of Rate . Rate CARE/ESA
Portion of Rate Portion of Rate Surcharge
Surcharge ($/Therm) (§/Therm) ($/Therm) (§/Therm) ($/Therm) (§/Therm) Surcharge
erm)
Customer Type ($/Therm) ! ($/Therm) P!
Residential (non CARE) 0.04984 0.04674 0.00173 0.05495 0.00572 NA 0.10914 0.15898
Residential (CARE) 0.04990 0.00000 0.00000 0.05495 0.00572 NA 0.06067 0.11057
Commercial ! 0.16055 0.04674 0.00173 0.01599 0.00166 NA 0.06612 0.22667
Industrial ¥/ 0.15589 0.04674 0.00173 0.00424 0.00044 NA 0.05314 0.20904
Agricultural NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Lighting NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
System 0.08942 0.04674 0.00173 0.03536 0.00368 NA 0.08751 0.17693
Category 2! Average Rate Average Rate
h Total q
2030 Excluding | CARE Discount| , . QR: tion | ESA Program AEdS & P_“’ug‘:'“ CAS Portion of | . AR‘;;ES A Including
CARE/ESA | Portion of Rate | " MSHaHOM | portion of Rate | ¢ e ton Rate CARE/ESA
Portion of Rate Portion of Rate Surcharge
Surcharge ($/Therm) (§/Therm) ($/Therm) (§/Therm) ($/Therm) (§/Therm) Surcharge
erm)
Customer Type (§/Therm) ¥ ($/Therm) P!
Residential (non CARE) 0.04983 0.04722 0.00174 0.05691 0.00572 NA 0.11159 0.16141
Residential (CARE) 0.04990 0.00000 0.00000 0.05691 0.00572 NA 0.06262 0.11252
C ial ! 0.16054 0.04722 0.00174 0.01656 0.00166 NA 0.06719 0.22772
Industrial ¥ 0.15588 0.04722 0.00174 0.00439 0.00044 NA 0.05379 0.20967
Agricultural NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Lighting NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
System 0.08936 0.04722 0.00174 0.03662 0.00368 NA 0.08926 0.17862
Category Average Rate Average Rate
g Total .
2031 Excluding | CARE Discount| de:R: tion | ESA Program :fm‘i : f"fz“‘“ CAS Portion of [ . AR‘;/’ES A Including
CARE/ESA | Portion of Rate | ST @HON | portion of Rate | 10T ot Rate CARE/ESA
Portion of Rate Portion of Rate Surcharge
Surcharge ($/Therm) (§/Therm) ($/Therm) (§/Therm) ($/Therm) (§/Therm) ™ Surcharge
erm)
Customer Type (§/Therm) ¥ ($/Therm) !
Residential (non CARE) 0.04977 0.04776 0.00180 0.05907 0.00597 NA 0.11460 0.16436
Residential (CARE) 0.04990 0.00000 0.00000 0.05907 0.00597 NA 0.06504 0.11494
Commercial ! 0.16048 0.04776 0.00180 0.01719 0.00174 NA 0.06848 0.22896
Industrial ¥ 0.15582 0.04776 0.00180 0.00456 0.00046 NA 0.05457 0.21039
Agricultural NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Lighting NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
System 0.08925 0.04776 0.00180 0.03801 0.00384 NA 0.09141 0.18067
Notes:

[1] The table above is based off of January 1, 2026 Public Purpose Program Surcharge rates.

[2] Category types will vary across IOUs.

[3] GAS CAS revenue requirement is part of transporation rates and not part of Public Purchase Surcharge Rate. Bundled rates include CAS revenue requirement .

[4] Core C/1- Core Commercial and Industrial Customers generally use smaller quantities of gas, and the utility purchases their gas.

[5] Noncore C/I-Non-Core Commercial and Industrial Customers are generally large gas users who purchase their own natural gas supplies for SoCalGas to transport.

Note: Associated balancing account amortizations are excluded from projected rate impacts.
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San Diego Gas & Electric Company

Table D-2: CARE/FERA/ESA/CAS Electric Rate Impacts !

Category ! Average Rate | ) gy pate CARE FERA Rate FERA ESA ) Total Average Rate
c ARE};(ICFIESZI/%S 4| Discount | Administration | Discount | Administration Pifé‘:zfr;:e Pt | ;"a‘l‘e“’“ °f | CARE/FERA/ESA/|  including
CAS Surcharge Portion of Rate | Portion of Rate | Portion of Rate | Portion of Rate (¢/kWh) Portion of Rate (¢/kWh) CAS Surchasrge surcharge
ST (¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kKWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kKWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) I (¢/kKWh)
Residential (non-CARE) I 47.352 1.070 0.039 0.063 0.011 0.051 0.005 0.001 1.240 48.592
Residential (CARE) 1 28.489 N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.051 0.005 0.001 0.057 28.546
Small Commercial 38.059 1.070 0.039 0.063 0.011 0.051 0.005 0.001 1.240 39.299
Med. & Lg. Commercial & Industrial 36.964 1.070 0.039 0.063 0.011 0.051 0.005 0.001 1.240 38.204
Agriculture 26.175 1.070 0.039 0.063 0.011 0.051 0.005 0.001 1.240 27.415
Lighting 34.935 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 34.935
System 38.107 1.070 0.039 0.063 0.011 0.051 0.005 0.001 1.240 39.347
21
Category A;:E;ﬁ;‘e CARE Rate CARE FERA Rate FERA Y- ESA CAS Portion of Total Average Rate
CARE/FERA/ESA/ Discount Adn?inistration Discount Adn?inistration Portion of Rate Adn?inistration Rate CARE/FERA/ESA/ including
CAS Surcharge Portion of Rate | Portion of Rate | Portion of Rate | Portion of Rate (¢/kWh) Portion of Rate (¢/kWh) CAS Surcharge surcharge
(¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) P! (¢/kWh)
2029 (¢/Wh)
Residential (non-CARE) u 47.355 1.081 0.040 0.069 0.011 0.059 0.006 0.001 1.267 48.622
Residential (CARE) I 28.509 N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.059 0.006 0.001 0.066 28.575
Small Commercial 38.062 1.081 0.040 0.069 0.011 0.059 0.006 0.001 1.267 39.329
Med. & Lg. Commercial & Industrial 36.966 1.081 0.040 0.069 0.011 0.059 0.006 0.001 1.267 38.233
Agriculture 26.176 1.081 0.040 0.069 0.011 0.059 0.006 0.001 1.267 27.443
Lighting 34.937 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 34.937
System 38.108 1.081 0.040 0.069 0.011 0.059 0.006 0.001 1.267 39.375
121
Catesory A‘éijﬁ;ii“e CARE Rate CARE FERA Rate FERA N - ESA et Total Average Rate
CARE/FER A/%ZS A/ [?iscount Adntinish'ation [?iscount Adntinish'ation Portion oerale Adntinish‘ah'on Rate CARE/FERA/ESA/ including
CAS Surcharge Portion of Rate | Portion of Rate | Portion of Rate | Portion of Rate (¢/kWh) Portion of Rate (¢/KWh) CAS Surcharge surcharge
(¢/KWh) (¢/KWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/KWh) (¢/kWh) (¢/kWh) ! (¢/KWh)
2030 (¢/1Wh)
Residential (non-CARE) ™! 47.357 1.091 0.040 0.076 0.011 0.061 0.006 0.001 1.286 48.643
Residential (CARE) 1 28.528 N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.061 0.006 0.001 0.068 28.596
Small Commercial 38.064 1.091 0.040 0.076 0.011 0.061 0.006 0.001 1.286 39.350
Med. & Lg. Commercial & Industrial 36.968 1.091 0.040 0.076 0.011 0.061 0.006 0.001 1.286 38.254
Agriculture 26.178 1.091 0.040 0.076 0.011 0.061 0.006 0.001 1.286 27.464
Lighting 34.938 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 34.938
System 38110 1.091 0.040 0.076 0.011 0.061 0.006 0.001 1.286 39.396
21
Catesory A;:fziﬁate CARE Rate CARE FERA Rate FERA ESA Progeam ESA CAS Portion of Total Average Rate
oz A/%S 4| Discount | Administration | Discount | Administration | - o tupe | Administration Rote CARE/FERA/ESA/|  including
CAS Surcharge Portion of Rate | Portion of Rate | Portion of Rate | Portion of Rate (¢/kWh) Portion of Rate (¢/kWh) CAS Surcharge surcharge
J (¢/KWh) (¢/KWh) (¢/KWh) (¢/KWh) (¢/KWh) (¢/kWh) ! (¢/KWh)
2031 (¢/Wh)
Residential (non-CARE) Hl 47.360 1.102 0.042 0.082 0.011 0.063 0.006 0.001 1.307 48.667
Residential (CARE) 1 28.550 N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.063 0.006 0.001 0.070 28.620
Small Commercial 38.066 1.102 0.042 0.082 0.011 0.063 0.006 0.001 1.307 39.373
Med. & Lg. C ial & Industrial 36.968 1.102 0.042 0.082 0.011 0.063 0.006 0.001 1.307 38.275
Agriculture 26.180 1.102 0.042 0.082 0.011 0.063 0.006 0.001 1.307 27.487
Lighting 34.939 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 34.939
System 38.112 1.102 0.042 0.082 0.011 0.063 0.006 0.001 1.307 39.419
Notes:

[1] - Rates are based on current rates effective 1/1/2026. Separation of Medium Commercial and Large C&I customer classes was implemented with the 2024 GRC P2 and effective 4/1/2026 per AL 4791-E/E-A.

2

[2] - Category types will vary across IOUs.
[3
[

4

]-
1 - Associated balancing account amortizations are excluded from projected rate impacts.
]-
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20

Residential Non-CARE and CARE customer types are included for illustrative purposes. Residential CARE customers are exempt from CARE/FERA discounts and administration costs.




