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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UtiLITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

I\pplication of SouthC'm California Gas Company 
(U 90-1 G) and SoulhC'rn California Edison COJlllla.ny 
(U 338 E) for Appro"." of INmand-Sidl~ ManagC'OlC'nt 
Pilot Bidding Contract. 

FINAL OPINION 

l\ppJication 96-) I-WS 
(Fifoo NO\,C'nlbC'f 27, )996) 

By IA"Cision (D.) 97-03-068, We conditionally approved a nC'gotiatro contri"l 

bC'twcen \\'inC'gard EnC'rg)~ Inc. (\\'inegard), SouthC'rn California Gas Compal'l}' (SoCal) 

and Southern California Edision Company (SCE) under our dC'nli'md-sidC' managenwnt 

pilot bidding l'lrogram. \\'e leflthis J'troceeding opel" loadclres...c; \\'inegatd~s rcsponse to . 

the conditio)', we imposed, i.e., the requiremeiil that \\linegard provide cosl

effe<li\'enC'ss Sl'\:urity in the amount of $200,000. 

On April 30, 1997, SoCa1 and SeE filed a Statement of Compliance "'ith 

Conditions Imposed V}t Decision 97-03-068 (Stateni.ent). The Stalen\ent contained an 

amendment to the contr.'ct and a cOlllorcltion guar.mtce, which were reviewed by 

Coinmission staff alld {oitnd to be in compliance with D.97~03-06S. Pursuant to 

Ordering P,uagraph 2 of that d('('isioIl, the Exe<::ulin~ Dinxlor issued a letter dated 

~fay 21, 1997 to SoCaJ, SeE and \\,inegard informing them lhat the negotiated contract, 

as cllllended, Illet the condition impoSCti by the CommissiOll. 

\\'e also left this proceeding open to re<::ei\'e comments fcom intl'Ccsted parties on 

the issue of how the administration of this contract might 11e affected by 0.97-02-014. In 

that dexisioIl, we established Indep(>ndent Boards consisting of regulatory 

wpresenlali\'es and mC'mbcrs of the public to O\'erscc the administr.ltion of energy 

effidency alld low-income programs. SCE, SoCaJ, P.lcific Gas and Electric Comp<my and 

Residential EnNgy services Companies' United. Effort filed con\l1l.ellls on this issue. 

Pursuant to Ordering Paragraph 3 of 0.97-03-068, these comments were filed in the 



/\.96-1 l-o.tS AL)lMEC/w.,,· 

e ('I\xtric industry r('structuring pnx'('('(iing and s(,Tn"\i on the Speda) PuhJic Purpos(' 

service Jist in th.1t pr(){'('('()ing. 

I\S pMt of their imp}('nw·nt.1UC\n filings in the (']C'Ctric industry restructuring 

pr~iing. tIll" Indc-p('ndc-nt Boards cc('.1(ed b)' D.97-02-014 will be making 

r('coml1\c-ndattons on how b('st to adl'ninisteT all ongoing cnNS}, crficicllc), and low

inconl(, progr .. \m~, including the pilot bidding colltr.lcts, during the tr.u\sitior\ to the 

new administratin' structure. (Sec Assigned Administr.llh·c law jtldgc's (Al]) ruling 

\iat('d March 19, 1997, l'nodlried on 1\1(1)' 28, 1997, in Rult"nlaking 

(R.) 9-t-().l-031/1n\'('stigation (I.) 9-t-o.t-032; Att.'\chment l.) \\'(' will add ress the 

commc-nts r('l}lu.'stcd by D.97-03-068 as wc (onsider till' Boards' fl'comm('ndations. 

Inter('sted p.uli('s will also ha\'cthe opportunit}' (0 file a response to tht"se 

rccommelldilliollS, l111rsuant to the aSSigned ALl's ruling. Accordingly, there being no 

further issues to address It\ this piOCC'Cding. this proc(,(,«ing will be dos('(1. 

Findings of Fact 

1. The Independl'l\t Boards (re.lted by 0.97-0-1-014 \\.jt} he making 

f\.xonimendalions on how best to administer all ongoing energy efficiency and low

income programs, lI'\c1udiIlg the pilot bidding contr.lets, during the transHion to the 

new adminislrati\'e struclur('. 

2. It is appropriate for the COIllmission to addr('SS the comments filed pursuant to 

0.97-02-068 rl'gMding administration of the )iegotialed (Onlr.l(t between SoCa., SCE 

and \\,inegard as it cOI\siders the Boards' nxommendations in R.9-t-O-l-031JI.9-l-0-l-032. 

3. Th('fl' arl' no other outst.\nding issue in this proceeding. 

Conclusions of law 

I. The conmlents filed pursuant to D.97-02-068 rl'g.uding adminislr.ltion or the 

negotiatoo contr.i.ct between SoCal, SCE and \\'inegard should be (onsid('fl'd in 

R.9-t-O-t-03t/1.9-1-0-t-032 during the public pllrpOSC progr.un implementation phasl'. 

2. This proc('('diI'Ig should be dos('(i. 
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A.96-II-O~S AI.JlMEG/wav 

FINAL ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Th(' comnwnls CUl' ... i pursuant to [A'<:'isiOl\ 97-02-068 reg.uding contr.lct 

administr.ltion shall b(' considered during th(' public purpoSC' progt,l", imp!('nU'nl.llion 

phaSC' of Rutl'making 94-O-J-031/ln\,('stig<lUon9-l-O-J-032. 

2. This pr()C('('(1ing is dosed. 

This ord('r is c(((.'(ti\'(' today. 

1),,\('(1 jul}' 16, 1997, at San Fr.lncisco, California. 
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P. GREGORY CONLON 
President 

JESSIE J. KNlGHT, JR. 
HENRY M. DUQUE 
JOSIAH L. NEEPER 
RICHARD A. BILAS 

Commissioners 



e D('dsion 97-07-025 Jul}' 16, 1997 

Mnilecl 

,JUl 1 6 1997 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

l\pplic,1Uon of Southern CatiCot't'ta Gas Company 
(U 90-1 G) and Southern California Edison Company 
(U 338 E) (or A~')pro\'.11 of Dt:>mand-Side ~ fanagem<.'nt 
Pilot Bidding Contr.let. 

FINAL OPINION 

Application 96-11-0-18 
(Fikd Noyembec 27, 1996) 

By [A""'Cision (D.) 97-03-068, we conditionally a~)pro\'ed a negotiated COnlr.1CI 

be(w('('n \\'ineg,ltd Energ}' Inc. (\\'ill£'gard), Soulht'nl CaliConlia Gas Cornptmy (SoCal) 

and SouthNIl California Edision Company (SCE) under our demand-side managen1.eot 

pilot bidditlg program. \\'e lefllhis proceeding open to address \\,il'l£'gard's response to 

the condition we imposed, i.e., the requircment that \\,ineg.u'd pro\'ide ('ost

ef(ecth'eness S<XlIrity iIl the amount of $200,000. 

On April 30, 1997, SoCal and seE filed a Slatem£'ni of Compliance \\,ith 

CO!'lditio)'lS Irnposed br Decision 97-03-068 (StatemC'nt). TIle St.UeBl£'nt ('ont.linoo an 

amC'ndment to the contract and a COrpOri\tlon guar.ultee, which were r('viewed by 

Commission Sl.lff and found to be in compliance with 0.97-03-068. Pursuant to 

Ordering Paragraph 2 of that decision, the Ex('Cuth'e Director issued a letter datoo 

May 21, 1997 to SoCal, SCE and \Vinegard infonn.ing them that the Il£'gotiated contract, 

as am('nded, n1('1 the condition imposed by the Commission. 

\\'e also felt this proc("('ding open to receive ('omments (rom intecest£'d parties on 

the issue of how the adminislr.,tion of this ('ontritct might be Mft.xtC1.i by 0.97-02-014. In 

that d('(isioll, we est.lblished Ind£'pendent Boards consisting of regulator}' 

representativcs and members o( the public to oversee the administration of energy 

dfici£'llc}' and low-ineonle progr.llns. SCE, SoCal, Pacific Gas and EI('(tric Company and 

Residential Ellerg), St'T\'iccs Comp,llli('s' United E((ort filed COll\n\£'nts on this issue. 

Pursua.nt to Orderirlg Paragraph 3 ofD.97-03-068, these comments W(>re filNt in the 
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A.96-11-0-l8 AtJ/MEG/Wcl" 

e d('(tric industry restructuring proc('('ding and SN\'OO on th~ Spexial Public Purpose 

ser\'ire list in that proceeding. 

As part of their implement.,tioll filings in the ('Iexhic industry rl'Stnlcturing 

prOC\.'X'ding. th~ Independent Boards cCl,.lIed hy 0.97-02-014 will be making 

rl'COmmendalions 01\ how best to administer all ongoing (,I1Ngy efficiency and low

inconl(, progr,lms, including the l"li!ot bidding ronh'tlCts, during the tr.lnsition to the 

new administr.lti\'e struchlTe. (See Assigned Administr.l(h'e L.1W Judge's (ALJ) ruling 

(:iat('d Match 19, 1997, modified on May 28, 1997, in Rul('nlaking 

(R.) 9-t-04-0311In\'~stigdlion (I.) 9-1-0-HJ32i Anachmel1t 1.) \\'e wiJI address th(' 

COmml'llts cequ('Stro hy 0.97-03-068 as we considl'f the Boards' rcrommendations. 

Interested parti('s will also ha\'e the opportunity to file it response to lh('s~ 

recommendatlonS,l'lursuant to th(' assigned ALl's ruling. Accordingly, there beang no 

further issues to address in this llroc("('dh'lg.this procC'ftiing will he dOSN. 

Findings of Fact 

1. The Indepeli.d('nt Boards cr~'ated b}· D.97-0-l-0I4 will he making 

recon'l.mendatiOJ'ls on how best to adJ;ninistcr aU ongoing energy eWeienC}' and low

income progr.lms, it\duding the pilot bidding contr.lets, during the hansition to the 

new adnlinistr.lti\'e structurt? 

2. It is appropriate for the Commission to address the COlll.lllel'l.ts m('d l\UrSUilnt to 

D.97-02-068 rcg<uding adminislr.ltiOl\ of tht' negotiated contr.lctbelwcen SoCal, SCE 

and WinegtlTd as it considers the Boards' nxommendations in R.9-l-O-t-031/1.9..J-O-l-032. 

3. There art? no other outst.ulding issut' in this ~ln .. xccding. 

Conclusions of Law 

l. The comments filed pursuant to 0.97-02-068 reg.udiI'lg administr.ltion of the 

negotiatt?d contr.let between SoCaJ. SCE and \\'inegard should be consider('d in 

R.9-t-04-031/1.9..J-O-t-032 during th~ IhlbJk purpose progriunimplcmentation phase. 

2. This proceeding should he closed. 
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A.96-11-0-I8 ALj/MEG/w,w 

FJNALORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. The comrl\('nts filed pursuant to IAxision 97-02-068 reg<uding contract 

administr.ltion shall be considered during thl! l'lublic purpose proge"m irnpfc.mcnlation 

ph a$(' of Rulemaking 9-t-(}4-031/lm'esHgation 9-1-(}4-032. 

2. This prOCl"t'ding is dosed. 

This order is l'ffcdivc today. 

D.lled Ju1y 16, 1997, at San Francisco, California. 

-3-

P. GREGORY CONLON 
President 

JESSIE J. KNIGHT, JR. 
HENR,\I M. DUQUE 
JOSIAH L. NEEPER 
RICHARD A. BlLAS 

Con'missioncrs 


