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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Rulemaking Regarding Whether, or Subject

to What Conditions, the Suspension of Direct Rulemaking 07-05-025
Access May Be Lifted Consistent with (Filed May 24, 2007)
Assembly Bill 1X and Decision 01-09-060.

MOTION OF DIRECT ACCESS CUSTOMER COALITION, CALIFORNIA STATE
UNIVERSITY, ALLIANCE FOR RETAIL ENERGY MARKETS, CITY AND
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, MARIN ENERGY AUTHORITY, SAN JOAQUIN
VALLEY POWER AUTHORITY, CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL UTILITIES
ASSOCIATION, ENERGY PRODUCERS AND USERS COALITION, CALIFORNIA
LARGE ENERGY CONSUMERS ASSOCIATION, AND CALIFORNIA
MANUFACTURERS & TECHNOLOGY ASSOCIATION TO CREATE
A SEPARATE EXPEDITED PHASE IN THIS PROCEEDING TO
REVIEW AND ADDRESS THE FLAWS IN THE METHODOLOGY TO
DETERMINE NON-BYPASSABLE DEPARTING LOAD CHARGES

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

Pursuant to Rule 11.1 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, the Direct
Access Customer Coalition (“DACC”), the California State University, the Alliance for Retail
Energy Markets (“AReM”), the City and County of San Francisco (“CCSF” or “City”), the
Marin Energy Authority (“MEA”), the San Joaquin Valley Power Authority (“SJIVPA”), the
California Municipal Utilities Association (“CMUA”), the Energy Producers and Users
Coalition (“EPUC”), the California Large Energy Consumers Association (“CLECA”) and the
California Manufacturers & Technology Association (“CMTA”) (the “Joint Parties”)' submit
this motion for a new expedited phase in this proceeding to promptly review and if necessary

modify the methodology used to calculate non-bypassable departing load charges. At a

! Attorneys for CSU, CCSF, SJIVPA, CMUA, EPUC, CLECA and CMTA have indicated to Mr. Douglass that
he may represent that these parties join in and support this motion.
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minimum, the Joint Parties seek review and revision of non-bypassable departing load charges
to account for the value of renewable resources, California Independent System Operator
(“CAISO”) services and portfolio shape and load factor.

Granting this motion will ensure that important issues related to the calculation of non-
bypassable departing load charges are addressed promptly and in a manner that allows all
interested parties, including each of the jurisdictional investor owned utilities (“IOUs”), fair

notice and an opportunity to participate.

II. IDENTIFICATION OF JOINT PARTIES

The parties to this motion represent a broad spectrum of entities that are unified in
their concerns about the current methodology used to determine non-bypassable departing
load charges. The parties to this Motion are as follows:

» Direct Access Customer Coalition. DACC is a coalition of educational, commercial and

industrial customers that utilize direct access for all or a portion of their retail electricity
demand. DACC members believe that the current Power Cost Indifference Adjustment
(“PCIA”) and the Competition Transition Charge (“CTC”) calculation methodology is a
burden on retail competition that unfairly shifts costs to direct access customers.

+ California State University. The California State (“CSU”) is the largest public higher

education system in the U.S., and a major energy consumer in California. The CSU has
been a participant in California’s DA market since its inception in the state in 1998.
Through DA, CSU has saved the state millions of dollars while being recognized as one of
the foremost green college institutions by the Environmental Protection Agency for

college & university green power purchases. The CSU respectfully requests the
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Commission open a phase within the current proceeding to determine how the inequitable
PCIA and CTC charges can be corrected so as to eliminate any cross subsidization of rate
payers.

Alliance for Retail Energy Markets. AReM is a California mutual benefit corporation

whose members are electric service providers that are active in California’s direct access
market. AReM is concerned that the benefits of retail competition in California are
burdened by a PCIA and CTC that disproportionately shift bundled utility customer costs
onto the customers that seek alternative energy service.

The City and County of San Francisco. The City is pursuing a Community Choice

Aggregation (“CCA”) program, the CleanPowerSF program. The City seeks fair
departing load charges that do not unfairly burden CCA customers. On behalf of the
businesses and residents of San Francisco that remain bundled customers, the City seeks
true customer indifference to departing load.

Marin Energy Authority. MEA launched electricity service to customers of its Marin

Clean Energy CCA program in May 2010. The unbalanced PCIA and CTC calculations
have significant negative impacts on the operations of Marin Clean Energy. MEA seeks
an equitable calculation of these charges such that bundled customers are indifferent, not
benefitted.

California Municipal Utilities Association. CMUA is an industry association representing

California’s publicly owned utilities. CMUA has actively participated in R.02-01-011 and
R.06-02-013 in regard to the Commission’s determination of the scope and applicability

of the Cost Responsibility Surcharge (“CRS”) to so-called municipal departing load.
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« San Joaquin Valley Power Authority. SJVPA is a joint powers agency among Kings

County and several cities in the Greater Fresno region of the San Joaquin Valley. SIVPA
was formed for the purposes of addressing regional energy issues and implementing a
CCA program. In June 2009, SIVPA temporarily suspended its CCA program amidst
ongoing opposition from Pacific Gas and Electric Company (“PG&E”).

« Energy Producers and Users Coalition. EPUC is an ad hoc group representing the electric

end use and customer generation interests of the following companies: Aera Energy LLC,
BP America Inc. (including Atlantic Richfield Company), Chevron U.S.A. Inc., Shell Oil
Products US, Exxon Mobil Corporation, THUMS Long Beach Company, and Occidental
Elk Hills, Inc. As a coalition with end-user customer interests, customer generation
departing load interests, and CHP generator interests, EPUC believes that the PCIA and
CTC should be calculated so as to provide true customer indifference and favor neither
bundled nor departing customers.

+ California Large Energy Consumers Association. CLECA is an organization of large

industrial electric customers of PG&E and Southern California Edison Company (“SCE”).
These companies are in the steel, cement, industrial gas, pipeline, and beverage industries.
Some are on bundled rates and some take direct access (“DA”) service. They are all
electricity-intensive, in highly competitive industries, and sensitive to the level of electric
rates. CLECA believes that the PCIA and CTC should be calculated so as to provide true
customer indifference and favor neither bundled nor DA or CCA service.

» (California Manufacturers & Technology Association. CMTA is a trade association with

over 600 member companies which have operations in the manufacturing and technology

areas in California. All three of the IOUs provide either bundled or direct access service
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to CMTA members. As a representative of both bundled and direct access customers,
CMTA has an interest in ensuring that the PCIA and CTC charges are fair and do not

unduly burden either class of customers.

III.  DISCUSSION

A. The current method for determining non-bypassable departing load
charges is flawed and requires correction.

The Commission has recognized that the method for calculating non-bypassable
departing load charges could require changes as experience is gained with its implementation.
In Decision (“D.”) 08-09-012, the Commission recognized that the method for determining
non-bypassable departing load charges might need to be addressed in future proceedings to
accommodate changing market conditions and other factors. Id. at 56-57. The Commission
stated “[i]f, due to future changing circumstances, the processes adopted by this decision for
determining the D.04-12-48 [non-by-passable charge (“NBC”)] become unworkable,
unbalanced, or unfair, parties may propose and request modifications to the form of the NBC
or how the NBC should be determined or calculated.” 1d., Ordering Paragraph 8. The Joint
Parties believe that the current methodology for determining non-bypassable departing load
charges has become unbalanced and unfair, and does not result in bundled customer
indifference to departing load. Instead, the calculation now benefits bundled customers to the
detriment of non-bundled ratepayers. Thus, consistent with prior Commission direction,
flaws in the methodology must be addressed and corrected to restore genuine bundled
customer indifference.

Substantial flaws in the calculation of non-bypassable departing load charges were

identified in 2008 in a petition for modification of D.07-01-025 filed by the City of
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Victorville in Rulemaking (“R.”) 03-10-003, the rulemaking related to CCA. The issue was
addressed again more recently in testimony filed by CCSF and MEA in Application (“A.”)
10-05-022 (PG&E’s Energy Resource Recovery Account application).” The flaws in the
calculation of non-bypassable departing load charges unfairly burden DA customers, CCA
customers, transferred municipal departing load customers, new municipal departing load
customers, split-wheeling departing load customers, and new WAPA departing load
customers.

A key concern is that the market price benchmark used to determine non-bypassable
departing load charges, in accordance with prior Commission decisions D.06-07-030, D.07-
01-025, D.07-01-030 and D.08-09-012, does not provide for bundled customer indifference,
as follows:

* The current formula for the Market Price Benchmark used to determine non-bypassable
departing load charges results in a Market Price Benchmark that is too low. As currently
formulated, the Market Price Benchmark is well below prices for recent sales and
purchases of renewable and non-renewable resources.

+ The Market Price Benchmark does not reflect the value of renewable resources even
though the cost of these resources is included in the IOU costs used to calculate non-
bypassable departing load charges.

+ The Market Price Benchmark does not reflect a component for CAISO services even
though the cost of these services is included in the IOU costs used to calculate the non-

bypassable departing load charges.

* The relevant testimony of CCSF and MEA was stricken in docket A. 10-05-022.
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* The Market Price Benchmark does not reflect the value of the delivery profile of the
resources even though the delivery profile of the resources is reflected in the IOU costs
used to calculate the charges.

* As implemented, the Market Price Benchmark causes non-bypassable departing load
customers to pay twice for Renewables Portfolio Standard (“RPS”) electricity — once
through the Market Price Benchmark while not receiving any renewable attribute
associated with the cost, and once through each entity’s own procurement in compliance
with the RPS.

+ Finally, the Market Price Benchmark causes departing load customers to pay a stranded
cost for IOU renewable procurement that is not at all stranded, since any excess renewable
procurement by the IOUs that is created by departing load may be banked for future
compliance.

Information from PG&E’s ERRA proceeding illustrates that these distortions are
significant. Publicly available prices for recent wholesale electricity transactions, including
for renewable and non-renewable resources, are well above the Market Price Benchmark used
pursuant to the current methodology to value PG&E’s portfolio. The average cost of
renewable resources procured this year by PG&E is over three times the Market Price
Benchmark. Despite the IOUs having not yet achieved the RPS requirements, the Market
Price Benchmark methodology yields additional “stranded costs” included in non-bypassable
departing load charges each time the IOUs execute a contract for renewable energy.
Moreover, even when and if IOU procurement reaches the prescribed targets, and departing
load creates excess procurement, the costs are not stranded because the RPS program allows

the IOUs to bank excess procurement for future compliance periods. Correcting
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significant distortions in the calculation of non-bypassable departing load charges is time
critical. This year, MEA became the first CCA to commence serving customers, and CCSF
intends to commence serving customers in 2011. Commencing a CCA program at a time
when inaccurate non-bypassable departing load charges significantly skew the competitive
landscape severely disadvantages CCA programs and could greatly reduce the benefit of the
opt-out approach included by the legislature in AB 117.

Similarly, after years of a moratorium on new direct access, D.10.03-022 authorized
and implemented a plan for increased limits in the allowed level of DA transactions within the
service territories of California’s three major investor-owned electric utilities. Subject to a
cap, the decision authorized a four-year phase-in period, commencing in 2010. This
reopening of DA was met with exceptionally higher customer interest, with all available
capacity subscribed within approximately one minute of the times established for customers
to file notices of intent to return to direct access. Thus, while the skewed competitive
landscape that this issue creates has been a problem for DA for many years, the timely review
and correction of the methodology for the calculation of non-bypassable departing load
charges is increasingly critical.

B. A separate expedited phase to promptly address the calculation of non-
bypassable departing load charges is appropriate.

As stated above, Commission decisions have acknowledged that the methodology for
calculation of non-bypassable departing load charges could require modification over time.
Commission decisions suggested that issues related to the calculation of non-bypassable
departing load charges should be addressed in Energy Resource Recovery Account (“ERRA™)
proceedings. See D. 08-09-012; Resolution E-4256 regarding CCA CRS at 23 (May 6, 2010).

Nonetheless, in A. 10-05-022, PG&E’s most recent ERRA proceeding, the Administrative
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Law Judge struck testimony related to the calculation of non-bypassable departing load
charges on the grounds that the issues should be addressed in a forum open to all utilities and
parties interested in or affected by the issues. See Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling
Granting Motion to Strike at 2 (August 31, 2010).

Although the Assigned Commissioner and presiding ALJ in this proceeding earlier
rejected the idea of a full exit fee review in this proceeding, they left the door open for an
examination at a future date:

We understand that the concerns raised regarding the various non-bypassable

charges involve important issues that could significantly impact the success or

failure of DA in the longer term. Given the immediate workload priorities for

this phase of this proceeding, however, we will defer consideration of this

issue at this time. We will re-evaluate how the DA non-bypassable charges are

determined at a future time.’

The same ruling set forth a procedure whereby parties would engage in further discussions
and workshops on issues such as switching rules, ESP financial security arrangements, an
update to the Temporary Bundled Service rate, DA process improvements and ensuring
compliance with uniform requirements. Since that time there have been several meetings and
workshops on these issues, the most recent having been held on September 20. Progress is
being made and it would not be burdensome for parties next to explore the issues discussed in
this motion, especially since the request here is for a more limited “surgical’ review of the
non-bypassable departing load charge as opposed to a broader examination of all exit fee
issues.

The Joint Parties seek a further phase in this proceeding because, 1) the calculation of

non-bypassable departing load charges is a key issue related to the reopening of direct access;

? June 15, 20010, Assigned Commissioner and Administrative Law Judge Ruling Clarifying Scope and
Scheduling Further Proceedings, at p. 10.
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2) this proceeding is a rulemaking that is open and under way; 3) this proceeding already
includes many of the key interested parties, including the IOUs, representatives of direct
access customers and representatives of bundled customers; and 4) notice of a further phase
could be served to the service lists of proceedings affecting remaining impacted customer
groups and entities, including CCA suppliers and customers, municipalities, and potential
municipal departing load customers.

The Joint Parties recognize that corrections to the methodology for calculating non-
bypassable departing load charges affect departing load customers beyond DA customers.
However, additional customers can be given notice and an opportunity to intervene. During
the past several years, issues related to the calculation of non-bypassable departing load
charges have alternately been addressed in DA and CCA proceedings, and then made
applicable to all customers. Provided adequate notice is given to all potentially affected
parties, addressing the issue in this proceeding makes sense for the reasons outlined above.
Accordingly, the Joint Parties request that the Administrative Law Judge issue a ruling
instituting a further expedited phase in this proceeding to address the flaws in the calculation
of non-bypassable departing load charges. Because timing is critical, the ruling should
provide for an expedited schedule that results in a decision within no more than six to nine
months.

Finally, the Joint Parties anticipate that the IOUs may argue this motion constitutes a
collateral attack on prior Commission decisions and that the issues raised in the motion should
be presented in petitions to modify the prior Commission decisions establishing the
methodology for the calculation of non-bypassable departing load charges. This argument is

inapposite in the context of explicit acknowledgement in prior Commission decisions that the

10
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methodology could require revision in the future, and inviting parties to propose revisions
should non-bypassable departing load charges become unbalanced or unfair. See D.08-09-
012, Ordering Paragraph at 8.

C. Notice of this new phase should be provided to a wide group of
stakeholders.

Correction of the methodology for calculating non-bypassable departing load charges
may be of interest to a broader group of stakeholders than those that are currently parties to
this proceeding. This is, in fact, in accordance with the recommendation of PG&E in its
motion to strike filed in the ERRA proceeding mentioned previously. PG&E stated that,
“Logically, and legally, any challenge to or revision of those formulas should be in a multi-
party proceeding with notice to and participation of all parties affected by the changes.” See
PG&E Motion to Strike at 4 (August 24, 2010). Accordingly, the Joint Parties recommend
that the Commission give notice of this separate phase to the wide group of stakeholders and
invite interested parties to intervene in the new phase. In particular, a ruling establishing a
new phase should be served on the service lists in the following proceedings:

Rulemaking 02-01-011, Order Instituting Rulemaking Regarding the Implementation

of the Suspension of Direct Access Pursuant to Assembly Bill 1X and Decision 01-09-

060

Rulemaking 03-10-003, Order Instituting Rulemaking to Implement Portions of AB
117 Concerning Community Choice Aggregation

Rulemaking 06-02-013, Order Instituting Rulemaking to Integrate Procurement
Policies and Consider Long-Term Procurement Plans”

* This motion has been served to each of these service lists so as to provide advance notice to these parties.

11
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IV.  CONCLUSION

For the reasons detailed in this motion, the Joint Parties respectfully move the
Commission to 1) issue a ruling creating a separate expedited phase in this proceedings to
modify the methodology used to calculate departing load charges; 2) provide in that ruling
that any changes to the calculation of non-bypassable departing load charges will apply to all
applicable departing customers; and 3) give notice of establishment of this separate phase and
an opportunity to intervene to the wide group of stakeholders on the service lists in
Rulemaking 02-01-011, Rulemaking 03-10-003, and Rulemaking 06-02-013.

Respectfully submitted,

it 2

Daniel W. Douglas

DouGLASS & LIDDELL

21700 Oxnard Street, Suite 1030
Woodland Hills, California 91367
Telephone: (818) 961-3001

Facsimile: (818) 961-3004

Email: douglass@energvatiomey.com

Attorneys for

DIRECT ACCESS CUSTOMER COALITION
ALLIANCE FOR RETAIL ENERGY MARKETS
MARIN ENERGY AUTHORITY

AND ON BEHALF OF THE JOINT PARTIES

September 23, 2010
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this day served a copy of Moetion of Direct Access Customer
Coalition, California State University, Alliance for Retail Energy Markets, City and County of
San Francisco, Marin Energy Authority, San Joaquin Valley Power Authority, California
Municipal Utilities Association, Energy Producers and Users Coalition, California Large
Energy Consumers Association, and California Manufacturers & Technology Association to
Create A Separate Expedited Phase in this Proceeding to Review and Address the Flaws in the
Methodology to Determine Non-Bypassable Departing Load Charges on all parties of record in
proceedings R.07-05-025, R.02-01-011, R.03-10-003 and R.06-02-013 by serving an electronic
copy on their email addresses of record and by mailing a properly addressed copy by first-class
mail with postage prepaid to each party for whom an email address is not available.

Executed on September 23, 2010, at Woodland Hills, California.

Michelle Dghféit

SB GT&S 0013122



SERVICE LISTS — R.07-05-025, R.02-01-011, R.03-10-003, and R.06-02-013

abb@eslawfirm.com
AdviceTariffManager@sce.com
ako@cpuc.ca.gov
amber.wyatt@sce.com
AndersonR@conedsolutions.com
atrowbridge@daycartermurphy.com
ayk@cpuc.ca.gov
barmackm(@calpine.com
beragg@goodinmacbride.com
bernardo@braunlegal.com
bfs@cpuc.ca.gov
bhines@svlg.org
bkc7@pge.com

blairj@mid.org
blaising@braunlegal.com
brbarkovich@earthlink.net
californiadockets@pacificorp.com
case.admin@sce.com
cassandra.sweet@dowjones.com
ccasselman@pilotpowergroup.com
cem@newsdata.com
CFPena@SempraUtilities.com
chh@cpuc.ca.gov
chilen@nvenergy.com
ciw5S@pge.com
clamasbabbini@comverge.com
clu@cpuc.ca.gov
cmkehrein@ems-ca.com
colin.cushnie@sce.com
crmd@pge.com
crv(@cpuc.ca.gov
csandidge@rrienergy.com
david.oliver@navigantconsulting.com
dbp@cpuc.ca.gov
dbr@cpuc.ca.gov
deurrie@rrienergy.com
ddavie@wellhead.com
ddickey@tenaska.com
debeberger@cox.net
debra.gallo@swgas.com
dgrandy@caonsitegen.com
dhaval.dagli@sce.com
dhuard@manatt.com
Diane.Fellman@nrgenergy.com
dorth@kred.org
douglass@energyattorney.com
ds1957@att.com
dvidaver@energy.state.ca.us
edd@cpuc.ca.gov
ek@a-klaw.com
eric.a.artman@gmail.com
etoppi@ces-ltd.com

ewdlaw(@sbcglobal.net
gbawa@cityofpasadena.net
gblack@cwclaw.com
GDixon@SempraUtilities.com
george.waidelich@safeway.com
gifford.jung@powerex.com
gmorris@emf.net
gohara@calplg.com
grehal@water.ca.gov
hgolub@nixonpeabody.com
HKingerski@mxenergy.com
igoodman@commerceenergy.com
iibarguren@tyrenergy.com
iryna.kwasny@doj.ca.gov
james.schichtl@sce.com
janet.combs@sce.com
jarmstrong@goodinmacbride.com
jcasadont@bluestarenergy.com
jderosa@ces-ltd.com
jeanne.sole@sfgov.org
jeff.malone@calpeak.com
jeffgray@dwt.com
jennifer.shigekawa@sce.com
JerryL(@abag.ca.gov
jjg@eslawfirm.com
jkarp@winston.com
jleslie@luce.com
jmcmahon@8760energy.com
john. holtz@greenmountain.com
joseph.donovan@constellation.com
joshdavidson@dwt.com
joyw@mid.org
jpacheco@water.ca.gov
jscancarelli@crowell.com
jspence@water.ca.gov
judypau@dwt.com
julie.martin@bp.com
JW2@cpuc.ca.gov
kar@cpuc.ca.gov
karen@klindh.com
Kcej5@pge.com
kdw@cpuc.ca.gov
keith.mccrea@sablaw.com
kellie.smith@sen.ca.gov
ken@in-houseenergy.com
kenneth.swain@navigantconsulting.com
kerry.hattevik@nexteraenergy.com
KFoley@SempraUtilities.com
KHassan@SempraUtilities.com
kjsimonsen@ems-ca.com
kjuedes@urmgroup.com
KKloberdanz@SempraUtilities.com

kkm@cpuc.ca.gov
klatt@energyattorney.com
kowalewskia@calpine.com
kpp@cpuc.ca.gov
lex@consumercal.org
lguliasi@rrienergy.com
liddell@energyattorney.com
lisa_weinzimer@platts.com
lisazycherman@dwt.com
Imarshal@energy.state.ca.us
Imh@eslawfirm.com
Imi@cpuc.ca.gov
los@cpuc.ca.gov
Ipettis(@calstate.edu
Iwhouse@innercite.com
Iwt@cpuc.ca.gov
makens@water.ca.gov
marcie.milner@shell.com
martinhomec@gmail.com
mary.lynch@constellation.com
mary.tucker@sanjoseca.gov
mary@solutionsforutilities.com
mbyron@gwfpower.com
mcox@calplg.com
mday@goodinmacbride.com
mdjoseph@adamsbroadwell.com
mflorio@turn.org
michael.hindus@pillsburylaw.com
michael.mcdonald@ieee.org
michaelboyd@sbcglobal.net
michelle.mishoe@pacificorp.com
mike.montoya@sce.com
mike@alpinenaturalgas.com
millsr@water.ca.gov
mjaske@energy.state.ca.us
mjd@cpuc.ca.gov
mkuchera@bluestarenergy.com
MMcclenahan@SempraUtilities.com
mnelson@meccarthylaw.com
mramirez@sfwater.org
mrh2@pge.com
mrw(@mrwassoc.com
mshames@ucan.org
mtierney-lloyd@enernoc.com
mwofford@water.ca.gov
myuffee@mwe.com
norman.furuta@navy.mil
ntreadway@defgllc.com
nwhang@manatt.com
omv(@cpuc.ca.gov
pasteer@sbcglobal.net
perdue@montaguederose.com

SB GT&S 0013123


mailto:abb@eslawfirm.com
mailto:AdviceTariffManager@sce.com
mailto:ako@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:amber.wyatt@sce.com
mailto:atrowbridge@daycartermurphy.com
mailto:ayk@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:barmackm@calpine.com
mailto:bcragg@goodinmacbride.com
mailto:bfs@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:bhines@svlg.org
mailto:bkc7@pge.com
mailto:blairj@mid.org
mailto:blaising@braunlegal.com
mailto:brbarkovich@earthlink.net
mailto:califomiadockets@pacificorp.com
mailto:case.admin@sce.com
mailto:cassandra.sweet@dowjones.com
mailto:ccasselman@pilotpowergroup.com
mailto:cem@newsdata.com
mailto:CFPena@SempraUtilities.com
mailto:chh@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:chilen@nvenergy.com
mailto:cjw5@pge.com
mailto:clamasbabbini@comverge.com
mailto:clu@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:cmkehrein@ems-ca.com
mailto:colin.cushnie@sce.com
mailto:crmd@pge.com
mailto:crv@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:csandidge@rrienergy.com
mailto:ewdlaw@sbcglobal.net
mailto:gbawa@cityofpasadena.net
mailto:gblack@cwclaw.com
mailto:GDixon@SempraUtilities.com
mailto:george.waidelich@safeway.com
mailto:gifford.jung@powerex.com
mailto:gmorris@emf.net
mailto:gohara@calplg.com
mailto:hgolub@nixonpeabody.com
mailto:HKingerski@mxenergy.com
mailto:igoodman@commerceenergy.com
mailto:iibarguren@tyrenergy.com
mailto:james.schichtl@sce.com
mailto:janet.combs@sce.com
mailto:jcasadont@bluestarenergy.com
mailto:jderosa@ces-ltd.com
mailto:jeanne.sole@sfgov.org
mailto:jeff.malone@calpeak.com
mailto:jeffgray@dwt.com
mailto:jennifer.shigekawa@sce.com
mailto:JerryL@abag.ca.gov
mailto:jjg@eslawfirm.com
mailto:jkarp@winston.com
mailto:jleslie@luce.com
mailto:john.holtz@greenmountain.com
mailto:joseph.donovan@constellation.com
mailto:joshdavidson@dwt.com
mailto:joyw@mid.org
mailto:david.oliver@navigantconsulting.com
mailto:jpacheco@water.ca.gov
mailto:dbp@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:dbr@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:dcurrie@rrienergy.com
mailto:ddavie@wellhead.com
mailto:debeberger@cox.net
mailto:debra.gallo@swgas.com
mailto:dgrandy@caonsitegen.com
mailto:dhaval.dagli@sce.com
mailto:dhuard@manatt.com
mailto:dorth@krcd.org
mailto:douglass@energyattomey.com
mailto:dsl957@att.com
mailto:dvidaver@energy.state.ca.us
mailto:edd@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:ek@a-klaw.com
mailto:eric.a.artman@gmail.com
mailto:etoppi@ces-ltd.com
mailto:kkm@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:klatt@energyattomey.com
mailto:kowalewskia@calpine.com
mailto:kpp@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:lex@consumercal.org
mailto:lguliasi@rrienergy.com
mailto:liddell@energyattorney.com
mailto:lisa__weinzimer@platts.com
mailto:lisazycherman@dwt.com
mailto:lmarshal@energy.state.ca.us
mailto:lmh@eslawfirm.com
mailto:lmi@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:los@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:lpettis@calstate.edu
mailto:lwhouse@innercite.com
mailto:lwt@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:makens@water.ca.gov
mailto:marcie.milner@shell.com
mailto:lynch@constellation.com
mailto:mary.tucker@sanjoseca.gov
mailto:mary@solutionsfomtilities.com
mailto:mbyron@gwfpower.com
mailto:mcox@calplg.com
mailto:mday@goodinmacbride.com
mailto:mdjoseph@adamsbroadwell.com
mailto:mflorio@tum.org
mailto:michael.hindus@pillsburylaw.com
mailto:mcdonald@ieee.org
mailto:michaelboyd@sbcglobal.net
mailto:michelle.mishoe@pacificorp.com
mailto:mike.montoya@sce.com
mailto:millsr@water.ca.gov
mailto:mjaske@energy.state.ca.us
mailto:mjd@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:mkuchera@bluestarenergy.com
mailto:MMcclenahan@SempraUtilities.com
mailto:mnelson@mccarthylaw.com
mailto:mramirez@sfwater.org
mailto:mrh2@pge.com
mailto:mrw@mrwassoc.com
mailto:mshames@ucan.org
mailto:mtierney-lloyd@enemoc.com
mailto:mwofford@water.ca.gov
mailto:jscancarelli@crowell.com
mailto:jspence@water.ca.gov
mailto:judypau@dwt.com
mailto:julie.martin@bp.com
mailto:jw2@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:kar@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:karen@klindh.com
mailto:Kcj5@pge.com
mailto:kdw@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:keith.mccrea@sablaw.com
mailto:kellie.smith@sen.ca.gov
mailto:ken@in-houseenergy.com
mailto:kenneth.swain@navigantconsulting.com
mailto:myuffee@mwe.com
mailto:norman.fumta@navy.mil
mailto:ntreadway@defgllc.com
mailto:nwhang@manatt.com
mailto:omv@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:perdue@montaguederose.com
mailto:kerry.hattevik@nexteraenergy.com
mailto:KFoley@SempraUtilities.com
mailto:KHassan@SempraUtilities.com
mailto:kjsimonsen@ems-ca.com
mailto:kjuedes@urmgroup.com
mailto:KKloberdanz@SempraUtilities.com

phanschen@mofo.com sas@a-klaw.com tam.hunt@gmail.com

phil@auclairconsulting.com sberlin@meccarthylaw.com tburke@sfwater.org
philm@scdenergy.com sbeserra@sbcglobal.net tcarlson@rrienergy.com
pk@utilitycostmanagement.com scarter@nrdc.org teiardella@nvenergy.com
plook@rrienergy.com scr@cpuc.ca.gov TCorr@SempraUtilities.com
pucservice@manatt.com sdhilton@stoel.com tdillard@sppc.com
pvhl@pge.com sean.beatty@mirant.com thomas.r.del. monte@qgmail.com
ralf124la@cs.com Service@spurr.org todd.edmister@bingham.com
ralphdennis@insightbb.com shannonrmaloney@msn.com TRoberts@SempraUtilities.com
RegRelCpucCases@pge.com SJP@cpuc.ca.gov trp@cpuc.ca.gov

rfg2@pge.com sliu@bear.com tsolomon@winston.com
rhh@cpuc.ca.gov SNelson@SempraUtilities.com twertz@tyrenergy.com
rkmoore@gswater.com SRahon@SempraUtilities.com wamer@kirkwood.com
rliebert@ctbf.com srantala(@energymarketers.com wbooth@booth-law.com
rob@teamryno.com ssmyers@att.net WDSmith@SempraUltilities.com
rogerv@mid.org stevegreenwald@dwt.com westgas@aol.com
ron.perry(@commercialenergy.net steven.huhman@morganstanley.com wetstone@alamedamp.com
rpistoc@smud.org steven@iepa.com WKeilani@SempraUtilities.com
rschmidt@bartlewells.com sue.mara@rtoadvisors.com wmc@a-klaw.com
rshilling@kred.org sww9@pge.com wtr@cpuc.ca.gov
Saeed.Farrokhpay@ferc.gov szaminski@starwood.com zdavis@advantageig.com

SB GT&S 0013124


mailto:phanschen@mofo.com
mailto:phil@auclairconsulting.com
mailto:philm@scdenergy.com
mailto:pk@utilitycostmanagement.com
mailto:plook@rrienergy.com
mailto:pucservice@manatt.com
mailto:pvhl@pge.com
mailto:ralphdennis@insightbb.com
mailto:RegRelCpucCases@pge.com
mailto:rfg2@pge.com
mailto:rhh@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:rliebert@cfbf.com
mailto:rob@teamryno.com
mailto:rogerv@mid.org
mailto:ron.perry@commercialenergy.net
mailto:rpistoc@smud.org
mailto:rschmidt@bartlewells.com
mailto:rshilling@krcd.org
mailto:sas@a-klaw.com
mailto:sberlin@mccarthylaw.com
mailto:sbeserra@sbcglobal.net
mailto:scarter@nrdc.org
mailto:scr@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:sdhilton@stoel.com
mailto:sean.beatty@mirant.com
mailto:Service@spurr.org
mailto:shannonrmaloney@msn.com
mailto:SJP@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:sliu@bear.com
mailto:SNelson@SempraUtilities.com
mailto:SRahon@SempraUtilities.com
mailto:srantala@energymarketers.com
mailto:ssmyers@att.net
mailto:steven.huhman@morganstanley.com
mailto:steven@iepa.com
mailto:sww9@pge.com
mailto:szaminski@starwood.com
mailto:tam.hunt@gmail.com
mailto:tburke@sfwater.org
mailto:tcarlson@rrienergy.com
mailto:tciardella@nvenergy.com
mailto:TCorr@SempraUtilities.com
mailto:tdillard@sppc.com
mailto:thomas.r.del.monte@qmail.com
mailto:todd.edmister@bingham.com
mailto:TRoberts@SempraUtilities.com
mailto:trp@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:tsolomon@winston.com
mailto:twertz@tyrenergy.com
mailto:wamer@kirkwood.com
mailto:wbooth@booth-law.com
mailto:WDSmith@SempraUtilities.com
mailto:westgas@aol.com
mailto:WKeilani@SempraUtilities.com
mailto:wtr@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:zdavis@advantageiq.com

