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E“Decision 92 02 051 February 20, 1992

fEle l992

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES conurssxon or THE STATE or CALIFéRNIA :

Order Instituting Rulémaking to )

réevise the time schedules for the R 87-11- 012

) ' ‘
- Rate Case Plan and fuel offset (Filed November 13, 1987) N

proceédings.

ORIGIAL

We grant Pacific Gas and Electric Company's (PG&E)
petition for modification of Decision (D.) 89-01-040.1 The -
Commission’s schedule for processing Energy Cost Adjustment Clause _
(ECAC) proceedings is modified by providing that the effective date o
for PG4E’s annual ECAC proceeding rate adjustments is shifted from i

November 1 to January 1 of each year.
Backggound

Summary

In D.89- 01 040 the Commission adOpted extensive
nodifications to the rate case plan (RCP). for energy utility
general rate’ cases and to the schedules for processing energy. cOst _
offset proceed1ngs. One important new feature of the modificationsf’
was coordination of each energy utility's offset filings with its

géneral raté cases and with the offset tilings of other ut1lities.

A key objective in this coordinated approach was to even out

workload during the year.

For PG&4E, the schedule adopted for ECAC filings is as

followsyt )
PG&E ECAC Schedul‘e2

Application Filed April .
"Decision Signed ’ October 27
'Rates Effective/Forecast Period Begins November 1

1 30 cpuc 24 576.
2 Abstracted from D.89-01-040, Appendix D, Table 2.
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_ Even though the schedule adopted in D.89 01 040 assumes

that PG&E's ECAC rates will be adjusted on November 1 of each yearf

. ‘¢odincident with the beginning of its designated 12-month forecast o

7 period, that assumption has not been realized in practice. '
Instead, pursuant to PGLE’s requests, the ECAC rate changeés have
been deferréd by two months to January 1 and consolidated with
other January 1 rate changes. '

In PG&E‘'s 1989-90 ECAC (Application (A.) 89-04-001),
pursuant to a PGLE motion, revenue allocation and rate design
issues and resulting rate changes were consolidated with and heard
in PG&E’'s Test Year 1990 general rate case proceeding (A.88- 12- 005,
et al.) In D.89-12-015, issued in A,89-04-001, the Commission
noted that the motion was "appropriately® granted in a joint
“administrative law judge ruling. (D.89-12-015, p. 4.) -
_ In A.50-04-003 (PG&E's 1990-91 ECAC), PG&E requested that
 the combined ECAC, Annual Energy Rate (AER), Electrxc ReVenue o
‘Adjustment Mechanism' (ERAM), and Low Incomé Rate A351stancé (LIRA)':
'revenue changes réquested. in that application be consolidated with
the company’s 1991 attrition and cost of capital filings. The ;"
Commission authorized the requested consolidation and two-month

deferral of rate changes in D.90-10-062, statingl

"The RCP established staggered ECAC revision
dates for the various electric utilitiés in
order to balance the Commission’s workload over
the course of the year and to éase the burden
of issuing yeéar-end decisions. There are no
major energy utility ?eneral raté cases before
the Commission requiring year-end decision in
1690, and it is possible to adjust the schedule
for PGSE for this year'’s proceeding by adopting
revenue requiréments and QF payment factors to
become éffective on the November 1 revision
date, while deferring implementation of rate
adjustments until Januvary 1, 19%1. This will
allow PGLE to implement a single set of rate
revisions on January 1 which reflect ECAC
revenue requirements as well as adjustments:
resulting from other proceedings, instead of
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two sets of revisions occurring two months:
apart.* (D.90-10-062, pp. 8-9.) .

g HoweVer, the Commission went on to comment on thisf”"
- pattern in a footnote: o o

“This is the second PG&E ECAC prOceediﬁg to be
processed since the RCP was révised by =~
D.89-01-040. In last year’s proceeding
(A.89-04-001) the ECAC/AER/ERAM revenue changes
were consolidated with thé 1989 general rate
case revisions (A.98-12-005), with a single set
of rate changes effectivé January 1, 1990. ‘

"Even thOugh circumstancés have alléwed us to
depart from the RCP‘s provision for both

November 1 (ECAC/AER/ERAH) and Januvary 1
(attrition/cost-of-capital/general rate casé)
raté revisions in both of these ECAC - -
proceedings, such départures may sometimes '
inteérferée with the overall functioning of the ~
RCP for all energy utilities. 1In the future it -
may be nécessary to deny such regqueésts for
departures. If PG&E intends to regularly

request such deferral and consolidation of
ECAC-related rate revisions, it should séék S
modification of the RCP jtself." (D.90-10- 062,--
Footnote 3.) i

Sunmary of the Petition and
: Response of Division of Ratepayer Advocates

On January 23, 1991, PG4E filed the fnstant petition for’
modification of D.89-01-040 in response to Footnote 3 of _
D.90-10-062. PG&E observes that the adopted procedural schedules
result in two rate increases in two months for its electric
customers, PG&E believes that a consolidated increase would be
. moré acceptable to and in the best interests of, 1ts_cust0mers, and
would not creatée any additional burden on'Commissibh'téééuréés.‘
PG&E proposes that ECAC-related rate adjustments be made effective
January 1 rather than November 1. It proposes no other Ch&hge in _
the ECAC schedule, including the April 1 filing date and the '
schedule for hearings, briefs, and decision.
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. Although the ABR has beén suspended by D 90 08 006, PG&BTT
assumes for purposes of this petition that the AER. wlll be in -
place.r PG&E does not request that D.8%9-01- 040's prévision for
automatic suspension of the AER be invoked as a résult of the
proposed two-month deferral. Instead, it proposes a balancing
~ account mechanism for increases in the AER, applicable during
- November and December only.

: pivision of Ratepayer Advocates (DRA) filed a reply to 7

PGLE'S . petition.3 DRA does not object to modifying the rate ,
-change date as proposed by PG&E, but it belfeves that the forecast4
period should corréspond to the calendar yéar in which the rates'

are in effect.
DRA states that it appreciatés the benefits 1isted by

PGEE, but it is concerned that having forecast periods and revenue:
periods which do not align will result in undercollection of
revenués in respective balancing accounts, Assuming general
inflatlon in years to come, ‘these balancing accounts. W1ll be ’
 perpetually out of balance, and ratepayers will be responsible forf

associated interest payments. 7

, By retaining April 1 as the filing date and shifting the

forecast period two months, PG4E will have to forecast an '
addittonal two months into the future. 'DRA doés not believe this :
presents any significant difficulty.
' ‘PG&E filed a response to DRA's reply. PG&E concedés that
DRA's recommendation for a calendar year forecast period makes
sense, and does not oppose the récommendation.

3 DRA acknowledges that its reply was filed after the date'set
forth in Rule 8.3 of the Rules 6f Practice and Procedure, but
believes that no party is harmed by the delay. We note that no
party has ob{ected to our accepting DRA's reply. We will treat
DRA’s acknowledgement as a motion for leave to file late, and grant

the motion.
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tDiscussion : S :
in effect, 'PG&E merely seeks permanent apprOVal to use

the procedures that have been adopted in its last two ECACS. Since*-
PG&E does not oppose DRA's proposal to shift the forecast period byf
two months, the proposal is noncontroversial. S

We concur with PG&E that customérs have benefited from ":
haV1ng a single rate change on January 1 of each year rather ‘than
facing two changes in a two-month period, a and that they would
continue to do so undér the proposal. The proposal presents us
with an opportunity to further the goal of rate stability.

consideration of revenue allocation issues and
consolidation of revenue requirément and rate adjustments'from
multiple procéedings in a single proceeding also presents an
opportunity for greater procedural efficiency for all parties
 interested in these issues. Developing only one set of rates and

tariffs would help to minimize theé burden on commission resources.}

We believe that any loss of forecasting accuracy’ which T
results from a two-month shift 6f the forecast period will be -
offset by the advantages we éxpect will be gained. We conclude
" that the proposal should be granted, along with DRA’s .

" recommendation for a two-month shift of the forecast period. t
will benefit ratepayers through rate stability and it f§s consistent’
with our objective to even out workload during the year. .
Additionally, DRA’s recommendation obviates the need for PG&E'
proposed balancing account for AER increases. :

Even though PG&E’s petition refers to a separate revenue
allocation decision (Petition, p. 5), neither PGLE nor DRA has
proposed a schedule (for hearings, briefs, proposed decision, and
final decision) for such a decision. Lacking such a proposal, we
are reluctant to adopt a specific schedule or to make an explioit
requirement to create a separate revenue allocation phase of the
ECAC proceeding. Although such an approach was used in the two
most recent PG&E ECACs (A.91-04-003 and A.90-04-003), it was not -
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_used in the previous proceeding. As already noted, in A 89 04 001

revenue allocation issues were removed frém the ECAC and consideredff‘

iﬁ PG&E's then- current general rate case. Baséd on our experience _
in these thrée PGSE ECACS, we believe it is preferable to leave the"
resolution of the appropriate proceeding and the schedule for
_révenue allocation to the discretion of the presiding officer(s)
. For purposes of implementing the proposal in PG&E’s petition, it is?
sufficient to indicate that the decision which is scheduled to be' '
signed on October 27 (D. 89-01- 040, Appendix D, Table 2 and p. D- 9)
may exclude consideration of revenue allocation and adopted ratés.
Adoption of DRA'S recommendation raises a minor
" transitional issué. Thé forecast period for PGLE’s recent ECAC
proceeding (A.91-04- 003) is November 1, 1991 to October 31 1992
PG4E’s next ECAC application is scheduled to be filed on April 1,
1992, We will provide that the April 1, 1992 filing will have a
14-month forecast period which begins on November 1, 1992 and énds’
on December 31, 1993. Thereafter, PG&E'S ECAC forecast period will B
be on a calendar year basis. ‘ : :
o The specific modifications of D. 89-01-040 which we adopt
by this order are incorporated in the appendix to this decision.
The appendix also incorporates modifications which the Commission
has adopted in two other decisions. In D.90- 09- 089 we replaced thef_'
gas utilities’ annual cost allocation proceedings (ACAPS) with -
biennial proceedings (BCAPs). 1In D. 91-12-049 we ordered Southwest
Gas Corporation to file BCAPs for its Southern California Divisiona
With gas industry restructuring and other energy market
changes that impact the processing of theése matters, it is
reasonable to expect that from time to time we will néed to maké.
additional revisions to the plan and schedules adopted by '
D.89-01-040. Accordingly, we will keep this docket open to provide
an appropriate procedural vehicle for consideration of any future

modifications to D.89-01-040.




'Findinqs of Fact ‘ ' L
1. Strict adherence to the schedules adopted in D 89 01 040fr,-

would result in two rate. changes in two months for PG&E‘s electric_
‘customers.. : : : ST

2. PG&E believes that consolidatiOn of rate ad)ustments is
‘more acceptable to, and in the best interests of, its custOmers.‘- _

3. PG&E’s proposal will promote rateé stability. o -

4. Both before and after the adoption of changes to ECAC
‘ schedules in D.89-01-040, the Commission has consolidated PGSE’S
ECAC-related rate changes with other rate changes in numerous ,j
" decistons, including D.86-12-091, D.87-11- 019, D.88-12- 040,
D, .89-12-015, and D.90-10-062.

5. Consideration of reVenhe allocation issues and
consolidation of revenue requiremént and rate ad]ustments from/
multiple proceedings in a single proceeding will promote greater
procedural efficiency. ) : : : : LT

6. PG&E propdses only that ECAC- related rate adjustments be -
‘consolidated with non- -ECAC rate changes and made effective ' B
-January i rather than November 1. It proposes no other change in
the ECAC schedule. : S

7. PG&E does not request that the automatic suspension of
the AER provided in D.89-01- 040 be invoked as a result of the ‘
proposed two-month deferral of the revised AER. : 7

8. DRA believes that the forecast period should correspondi i
to the calendar year in which the rates are in effect to avoid :
undercolléction of revenues in balancing accounts and associated :
interést payments, o

9. PG&E does not Oppose DRA's recommendation to shift the
beginning of its ECAC forecast period from November 1 to January 1
of each year. :

" 10. The proposed revision ‘will not adversely affect
coordination of PG&E’s ECAC filings with its genéral rate caseés Or -
with the offset filings of other utilities because the schedulé for
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'.filing of the application, hearings, briefS, and issuaﬁce of the 'ffj%“”

ba31c forecast decision remains unchanged. .

11, Theé adopted révisions are consistent with our objectivé
to evenly distribute workload over thé course of the year.,
_ 12, Neither PG&E nor DRA has proposed & schedulé for a
separate revenue allocation decision. In the absence of such a
rproposal it is preferable to leavé the resolution of the .
.appropriate proceeding and the schedule for revenue allocation to
the discrétion of the presiding officer(s). : : '

13. The requésteéd changes to D. 89-01-040 are minor in nature.'
conclusions of Law : ‘

" 1, PG&E’s request is a proper subject for a petitiOn for

 modification filed under Rule 43 of thé Ruleés of Practice and

Procédure. : S
' 2. PG&E’s petition for modification of D. 89- 01 040 should be' )

granted, along with DRA’s rec0mmendation that PG&E‘s forecast o

period be shifted to a calendar-year basis. o
3. D.89-01-040 should be modified to show that the PG&E ECAC“"

decision which is scheduled to be signed on October 27 may exclude o

révénue allocation and adopted rates.
4. The forecast period for PG&E’s néxt ECAC application,

‘which i§ scheduled to be filed on April 1, 1992, should be the
14-month period from November 1, 1992 to Décember 31, 1993;
thereafter the forecast period will bé on a calendar year basis.
5. This decision should be made effective on the date signed
to allow PG&E, DRA, and other parties time to begin planning for
PGLE’s next ECAC filing. :

ORDER

IT IS ORDERED that1t
1. Appendix D, Table 2, of Decision (D.) 89-01- 040 is

modified as followss
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~Footnote 'f/ is added to read 'Revenue R
- allocation and adoptéd ‘rates. may be- :
- considered in a subseduent decision.*

Referénce to Footnote £/ is inserted

adjacent to '27 Oct" in the PG&E column.

b, The date *0i- NOV"in the PG&E column for
the event "Rates effective/Foréecast period
“begins." is changed to *01-Jan".

v - 2. Appeéndix D, Page D-9 of D. 89- 01 040 is modified as"
- follows! : :
' a. The sentence "For PG&E, rQVenue allocation

and adopted rates may be considered in a
subsequent decision.® is insertéd following

*pecision signed by Commission.* under the
heading *Day 194-209",

The sentence "For PG&B, ratés become - '
effective January 1." is insertéd following -
"Rates becomé effective.* under the heading

'Da24209 216",

o 3, The forecast period for PG&E’s next ECAC application, B
. which is scheduled to be filed on April 1, 1992, is the 14-month',i

period from November 1, 1892 to December 31,A1993.
4, This proceeding remains opéen. .
This order is effective today :
Dated February 20, 1992, at San Francisco, California;

DANIEL ¥m. FESSLER
- President
JOHN B, OHANIAN
NORMAN D. SHUMWAY
COmmISSIOners o

Commissioner Patricia M. Eckért,
OGN S being necessarily absent, did
WAS; AP b BY J not participate .

éor. MISS&ONERS']OéAY
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REVISIONS TO APPENDIR D OF DECISION 89 01 040
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, S -_-»_,,st.nu.ur o Ec.tc Scntoute

"dhy I Cgvent . RG&E SPPCO - §CE
$chedule P Date -/ Date . Date
.--.-o-..--.io-.-ta-aoiii’-‘lc-’ii‘.’-ieo‘jiii-'a 66‘36‘-._'.5. ..------- T aebéessse  Si e
¢/ 31-Dec 30-dun 31-Mar . o
Stedan 30-Jn 31-Mer  3edul

.00.6..0.
40 Record peclod ends.
80 Informal meetings to dIscuss draft
s dats request begin. i B
45 Informal meetings end. . : 15-Feb 15+dul 154apr  154A09
45 Iaformal (Master) data request to 15-Fed 1S-dul  15-Apr 15-Avg
‘ utilities due. o . T
231 af Staff audit beginse f1-Mar-  08-Avg  (9-May  03-Sep
7 of Staft sudit coopleted. : 25-Mer 22-A09 23-May - 22-Sep
0 Application filed with mkpapers., . - OeApt 29-Avg 30-May 29-Sep
10 First prehearing Conferente (FHCY.: 11+ApF. 68-Sep 09-4un 09-0¢t
[T formal staff data requests to utillty due. 15-Apc $2-Sep 13-Jun 13-0et
v/ 1R Vorkshéps. B b/ [N T
28 Utitity responses to format data 29-Apr 26-Sep  27-dun  27-0¢t
requests due. . ' -
&0 Staff report mailed w/ uorkpapefs. : 31-May 28-6ct -3t 28-)Nov
70 Intervende!s testimory dve. - 10-Jun 07-Mov 08-Avg 68-bec
78 Second Preheacing Conference. - : 18- Jun 15-NHov 14203 16-08¢ -
88 Hearings begin. 28- Junr 25-Mev  26-Avg 28-0e¢
106 Hearigs end. o 16+ Jul 13-06c  13:Sep  13-dan
Sriefs due. o ' 36-Jul 27-be¢  27-$ep  27-Jan
Reply briefs due (éptfomu. : 04-hug  03-fan  Gh-0ct  03-Feb -
134 ALS rulfid oh resdurce mix fssued. . 13.h09 10-dan - §1-6ct  10-Feb
R ‘ IER exhiblts fileéd by all pames. : 20-Aug 17-d8n {8-Gct 17-Feb -
3 . L 14 1€R hearings begln. - : 25-Avg  22-dsn 23-0ét - 22-Feb
14 IER hearings end. " ' 24-av9 23-Janh 20+0¢t 23-teb.
. 16 Draft ALJ decision fssued, o  q2-$ep  09-feb = 10-Nov  12-MaF
C 184 Comments on ALJ draft due, ‘ 02-6¢t 01-Mar 30-Nov OYaaprs
- 18 ~ Reply to comments 64 ALS draft due. 67-6ct  O04-Mar  03-De¢c  08-Apr
pecision sfgned. . 27-0¢t £/ 26-Mar  25-De¢ . 26ppr -
o Rates effective/Forecast perfod begins. 01 Jan  03-Apc 01-Jart 01-%ay
293 d/ Irigger fitlng, : 19-Janr 18-Jus  19-Mer 19-ul
k¥ Triggef DRA repdrt. : 18-Feb 18-4ul 18-Apr 18-Aug
328 Trigger PHC ' o 23-feb 23-4ul B-ape  23-M0j
333 Trigger hésrings begin. - 28-feb  28-Jul . 28-Apr  28-Aug
337 Teigger heatings end. o 04-Mar  O1-Aug - 02-May  O1-Sep .
351 praft ALJ Teigger decisfon 1ssued. 18-Mar 15-A09  14-May 15-Sep
37 Corments on ALY Trigger decision due, O7-Apé OdeSep  05-dn 05-bet
376 Reply to comments oh ALY Trigéer dec. due. 12-Ape 09-Sep 10-dwa  10-Gct -
3% Trigger decision sighed. 28-dpt  B-Sep  Udun AUt
Trigher titing Fates take offect. 01-Nay 01-0dt 01-Jut 01-wov

0Qu--0.oo&cA-o-.oaohn.ngbon.ooaoaootn.oh-aola-sol.aobl XX TR ) aedsssra

s/ The staff audit for the fofecast ahd the feéord perfods uill be ¢ombined whenever possible,

b/ To be decided by CACD Arbitratds.
¢ Additional PHE to fdentify {ssues, pOsiuons of parties, aress for stIpuhuon, schedules

~ of uitresses, ete, .
d7 Teigger filings besed én the ea\ditlem {t 0.83-02-074 sce nﬁd-tory

e/ Does ndt feflect Day <60, .
£/ Revenue allocation and adopted rates may be considered in a

subsequent decision.

Xote!
1§ the above dates fall on htutday, Smday, or hotidey, the

ot sseasense aabosssse

pext working day will be qburvcd.

‘-oz‘
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" 'ﬁ;‘r S : e 4
S pele SoCal SDORE . .

' . sy Event : Sla ‘ _
- Schedule : o Date Date - Date - -
. dasside eeasiin esbseey -

ssesrbes s o--.o.--..b..a.-c-.o--i.oa6-3-3&.1.566.5-6
-&0 lnformal meetings to discuss draft . 16-Jun 1S+dsn = - 15+Jan
g data request begln. o - L N
-45 Informal meetings end. S 03-Jul 30-Jan 30-Jon |
45 tnformal (Master) data fequests to 01-Jul 30<dath 30-d80 - -
_ utility due. - ) L o
-21. staff audit begins. . 25+Jul 23-Feb 23+feb
Y J staff audit ¢ompleted, , & ' 08-Avg 08-Msr O8-Mar
0. Application flled with workpapers, - 15-Aug 15-Mer 15-Nac af
1% formal staff data requests to utility due, 29-AVg 29-Her 29-Mar
19 prehesring conference (PHC). 03-Sep 03-ap¢ 03<apr -
8 Utflity Fesponses to formal data 12-Sep 12-Apt 12-Apr
14-May {4-May

re?uests due, _
60 staff report mafled w/ workpspers. - 14-0ct
70 Intervendrs! testimony due. 24-0ct 24 -May 24-May
80 Hearlngs begin. ' 03+Nov 03+dun 03<Jun -
98 Hearfngs end. ' © 21-Nov 21+duny 21-Jn
12 b/ 8riefs due, : ) 12-0ec 05+Jdul 05+Jul .
119 b/ Reply briefs due (Optional) 19-Déc 12-Jul 12-Jul
149 ¢/  Oraft ALY decislon fssued. : 25+ Jan ii-Auvg 1159
169 ¢/  Comments 6n ALJ draft due. t4-feb 31-A0 31+Avg .
174 ¢/ Reply to cooments oh ALJ draft due. 1$-Feb 05-$ep 05-Sep .
180-10% ¢/  Oecision signed. " 11-Mar ~ 25-Sép 25-5¢p .
Rates Effective/forecast perfed beglns, 01-Apr 01-0ct 01-0ct
279 d/ e/ Trigger fiting. ’ 21«dun 19-Dee 19-0é¢ -
309 d/  Trigger ORA réport. _ 21-4ul 18-Jan 18-dan " -
314 d/ Tsigder PHC. 26-dul 23+Jan 234480 - .
319 d/  Trigger hearing begins. - ' 3f-Jut 28+J4n 28-J3h
323 d/  Trigger hearing ends. R 04:Aug  Ol-Feb  Of-Feb
337 &/ praft ALJ Trigger decision issued. 18-AWg 15+Feb 15+Feb
357 d/  Comments on ALY Trigges decision due. 07-Sep 07-Mar O7-Mar
382 d/  Reply to comments on ALJ Trigger de¢. due, 12-Sep 12-Xar 12-Mar
376 d/  Trigger de¢islon signed. e 26-Sep 26-Mar 28-Mar
Teigger filing rates take effect. 0f-0¢t Of<Ape = Ol-Apt’

.o.c.‘ﬁ-o.‘..-an-.0-.&.0‘-;_..6:.-.&

_SDGRE’S BCAP applicatfon shall be filed not latér than two weeks after
17s final Beap spplication workpspers, This may require

receipt of SoCa
other events fn $OCLE!S ECAP schedule to be delayed,

Add 7 days for PGLE schedule, .
Add 14 days for PGLE schedule,

ASd 31 days for PGRE schedule,
Teigger filfngs based on the conditions in 0.85-12-010 are mandatory.

Nétes: o o

1. 1f the above dates fall én Saturdsy, $unday, or holiday, the fext working

day will be observed, . - o _

2, In accordance with D.91-12-049, Southwest Gas shall file & BCAP
{a pivision no later than

application for its southern Californ
30 days after PGSE files a BCAP application. Southwest Gas
Company's BCAP will be processed on a schedule which allows

the Camission to render a decision concurrently with a
decision in PGSE's BCAP.

sdemsads ssvssss

dossbbedn




”exhibits and hearings (Days 88 106).

' bay 146 to 147 L o - :
1ER . hearings held.% These hearings are limited to consideration of

the final 1ER numbers advocated by éach party and the impact Of the
resource mix adopted by the ALJ in the ruling of day 134.

' pay 164 _ :
ALJ draft decision issued

Day 184 . :
- Commeénts due on ALJ draft decision

pay 189
Replyrcomments due

pDay 194 209 ] : . . _ _
pecision’ signed by. Conmission._ For PG&E, revenue allocation and o

adopted rates may be considered in a subsequent de01510n.

Day 209 216 o R : . .
Rates become effectiVe.» For PGLE, rates become effective
© January 1. ' ' » o

pay 293 :
I1f the conditiOns set forth in D.8§3- -02- 076 are met, a trnger

, filing shall be made. ‘Such filing is mandatOry unless a timely'
~ petition for relief from this requirement, specifying the reasons'~
for requesting exemption, has been made and granted by the

Commission.

Day 323
Staff report with workpapers on trigger filing mailed to all
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BCAP REVIEW SCHEDULE

. pay -60 to -45 | S

- Informal conferences to discuss draft data requests may be held =
"with the applicant, staff and any interested parties. S

- pay -45 |

. Informal (Master) data requests to utility due.

- - Day =21 to -7 | e
- Initial staff audit conducted. The utility shall make available to -
tﬁé staff any and all records, accounts, receipts, contracts, and '
~ othér information applicable to the BCAP review as requested. '

The application required by the Commission’s Rulés .

of Practiceée and Proceduré shall be filed and served. -
Three additional copies of the application with o
supporting workpapers* including responses to all
ocutstanding master data requests shall be sént directly
to the assigned project manager. L

Two copies of all exhibits, prepared testimony, and .
other evidence prepared by the applicant shall be -
submitted to the presiding ALJ and coplés servéd on all
partiés to the utility’s last formal BCAP proceeding. A -
copy ﬁhall also be filed with the Commission’s Réporting -
Branch,

- * Workpapers must be arranged in orderly sequence, numbered,
datéd and initialed by the preparer. List all assumptions =
nécessary for the derivation of each individual estimate and
éxplain the rational why the assumptions were used, Each work .
paper should be properly indexed, cross-referenced, and légible.

: A computer printout must be accompanied by a detailed
déscription of the program. The recorded data used should be
_identified and the various assumptions of variablés used should be

clearly stated.
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_ ‘Staff engineer 's field“investigatiOn;bégin$}7 The L
"~ utility shall make availablé to thé staff’ all’ records
' pertaining to power plant. operations and: maintenance,

~ purchased power transactions, péwer pooling, gas
athéring facilities, dispatch ceiter and ther S -
nformation applicable to the BCAP reviéw as requested.:

- BCAP applications “shall include gas Yate design and
revenue allocation criteria for genéral raté case and
attritioh base’ teQuirement changes.»

SDGSE’S BCAP application shall be filed not. later than '
. two weeks after. receipt of SoCal’s final BCAP. . . -
application workpapers. This may require. ‘other . evénts
“in SDG&E‘s BCAP schedule to beé délayed._

Day 14 :
Formal data reQuests to utility due

pay 18 o
' _prehearing conference.

i

| ‘Day 28

- Formal dété reépoﬁéés:from'utility,dué

Da 60 - : : .
staff report with work papers mailed to all parties; =

Updated data restricted to changes in fuel mix, fuel prices and
the balance in the balancing account provided by the utility to

all participants.

pay 70 _ . -
-Intervenors' testimony ‘with supporting work papers filed.

Day 80 to 98 : : S
 public hearings held.: Unless dirécted otherwisée by the assigned
ALJ no bulk or major updating amendments or recoxded data to
amend thé final exhibits, prepared testimony, or other evidence




