
Agenda ID # 

Decision 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of Pacific Cias and Llectric Company (I' 5l> M) 
for Authority. Among Other Tilings, to Increase Rales and 
Charges for Idectric and (Ja* Service ITfective On 
Januarv 1. 201 I. 

Order Instituting Investigation on the Commission"* Own 
Motion into the Rates. Operation*. Practices. Ser\ ice and 
facilities of Pacific Cias and Idectric Company. 

Application 0l>-12-020 

In\ estiuation 10-07-027 

CLAIM AND DECISION ON REQUEST FOR INTERVENOR COMPENSATION 

Clainiiinl: James Weil, for 
Aglet Consumer Alliance ( Aglet) 

For contributions to: Decision (D.) 1 1-05-0IN 

Claimed (S): 5 jw.Mn.47 Awarded (S): 

Assigned Commissioner: Michael Peevey Assigned ALJ: David 1 ukulome 

I hereby certify that the information I have set forth in Parts I, II, and III of this Claim is true to my best 
knowledge, information and belief. I further certify that, in conformance with the Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, this Claim has been served this day upon all required persons (as set forth in the Certificate of 
Service attached as Attachment 1). 

Signature: /s/ 

Dale: June 24. 201 1 Printed Name: James Weil 

PART I: PROCEDURAL ISSUES (to be completed by Claimant except where indicated 

A. Brief Description of Decision: In D.I 1-05-0 IS the Commission adopted, with minor 
modifications, a settlement that resolved all hut one issue in the 
revenue requirement phase of the test year 201 I general rate 
ease of Pacific Gas and Lleeiric Company (PCi&ld. The 
settlement resulted in a lest vear revenue requirement increase of 
5450 million, which was SM5 million less than PGiAlfs 

SB GT&S 0235841 



request. and attrition increases ofSI SO million in 2D 12 and 
sIN5 million in 2D 13. 

The remaining contested issue was rulemaking treatment lor 
retired electric and gas meters that are replaced In Smart Meters. 
The decision authorized P(i»\; 1! to amortize undepreciated plant 
over six vears. while earning tt reduced rate of return. 

B. Claimant must satisfy intervenor compensation requirements set forth in Public 
Utilities Code §§ 1801-1812: 

Claimant CPUC Verified 
Timely filing of notice of intent to claim compensation (§ 1804(a)): 

1. Date of Prehearing Conference February Ph 2D ID 

2. Other Specified Date forNOI: 

3. Date NOI Filed: March 1 (\ 2D 1D 

4. Was the notice of intent timely filed? 
Showing of customer or customer-related status (§ 1802(b)): 

5. Based on ALJ ruling issued in proceeding number: See eommeni below. 

6. Date of ALJ ruling: 

7. Based on another CPUC determination (specify): 

8. Has the claimant demonstrated customer or customer-ielated status? 
Showing of "significant financial hardship" (§ 1802(g)): 

9. Based on ALJ ruling issued in proceeding number: See comment below. 

10. Date of ALJ ruling: 

11. Based on another CPUC determination (specify): 

12. Has the claimant demonstrated significant financial hardship? 
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Timely request for compensation (§ 1804(c)): 

13. Identify Final Decision D.I 1-05-0 IS 

14. Date of Issuance of Final Decision: May 13. do 1 1 

15. File date of compensation request: June 24.2011 

16. Was the request for compensation timely? 

C. Additional Comments on Part I (use line reference # as appropriate): 

#( Claimant CPUC Comment 
5 Customer 

status 
The Commission has not issued an eliuihilitv rulinu in response to Aulet's XOI. 
Ac lei is a Category 5 customer. See p. d of the XOI for discussion of Ariel's 
customer status. 

y Significant 
financial 
hardship 

The Commission litis not issued an eliuihilily rulinu in icsponse to Aulet's XOI. See 
pp. 3-4 of the XOI lor discussion of significant financial hardship. The Commission 
did not issue a find inn of financial hardship for Aulet in another proceeding within 
one \ear prior to filiny of the instant application. 

PART II: SUBSTANTIAL CONTRIBUTION (to be completed by Claimant except where 
indicated) 

A. In the fields below, describe in a concise manner Claimant's contribution to the 
final decision (see § 1802(i), § 1803(a) & D.98-04-059) (For each contribution, supprt with specific 
reference to final or record.) 

Contribution Citation to Decision or Record Showing Accepted 
by CPUC 

1. General. Certain ueneral activities are 
necessary for full participation in the 
proceeding, hut lime spent on the acli\ ities 
cannot he fairly assigned to specific issues. 
The aeti\ ities include initial review of the 
application, initial discovery requests, 
review of initial discovery responses, 
coordination vviili other customer interests, 
review of protests of other parlies, initial 
rev ievv of Div ision of Ratepayer Adv ocaies 
(DRA) and intervenor testimony, rev ievv of 
FFIi transcripts, rev ievv of errata to 
testimony, scheduling, common hrielhm 
outline, comparison exhibits and issue 

See Attachments d and 3 for listings and 
totals ol'Aulet lime spent on ueneral 
aetiv ities. 
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summaries. and rev icw of minions and 
other pleadinus.. 

2. Scale of Reuuest. Aulef s analvsis of llie 
scale of RCtAlfs revenue requirement 
requests assisted An let in understandinu 
the reasons for the requests, and it led to 
review of RCitClfs claimed commitment to 
industry leadership, and measurement of 
customer satisfaction. 

Aelel's recommendations for related 
findings of fact were subsumed by the 
adopted settlement. 

See Cxhibit Aulel-4. pp. 4-N; f.xhibit 
Aulel-5. pp. IS. 10-40. 40-41. 4S-4lf 
1 Exhibit Aulet-o. pp. o7-1 () I. 

See Aulet recommended fuulinus of fact 
in Txhibit Aulel-4. p. 1. Indict points at 
lines 14 and 10. 

.A f inancial 1 lealth. Aulet was the onlv 
party to analyze PCX: 17s financial health. 

The issue was not covered in the adopted 
settlement. The Commission adopted 
fmdinus of fact on financial health. 

See lixhibit Aulet-4. pp. N-14: I'.xhibit 
Aulel-5. pp. 41-47: lXhibil Aulet-O. 
pp. Il7-I4(). ASJ 1 el recommended 
speeilie findinus of fact. (lXhibil 
Aulet-4. p. 1. bullet point at line Is.) 

See l).l 1-05-0 |,s. pp. N4-N4. f'indinus of 
l ael 15 and 10. 

4. feonomie Imnaci of l anital Snendiim. 
An let (and (ireenlininu and other parties) 
analyzed I'dtClfs report on the eeonomie 
impact of its proposed capital expenditures. 
An let opposed the report's conclusions. 

Aulel eontribuied to the settlement, which 
includes a provision that PC ids; 1! withdraw 
the disputed testimony. 

See llxhibil Aelel-4. pp. I7-10: IXhihii 
Aulet-5. p. 44. Ac let recommended a 
specific findinu of fact. (exhibit Aelel-4. 
p. 1. bullet point at line 45.) 

See D.I 1-05-0IN. Attachment 1. p. 1-40. 
Section 4.14(q). 

5. Produeliv itv. f sealation. Aulel was the 
only party to recommend that the 
Commission rescind a previous order that 
PC ids: 1! must include total factor 
productivity (TIT) studies in ueneral rate 
eases, and that the Commission make 
certain produeliv ity adjustments to test 
v ear labor expenses. 

The settlement includes a prov ision that the 
Commission eliminate the requirement to 
prepare TI P studies. 

In exchange for concessions in other areas. 
An lei withdrew its recommendation 
reuardinu labor produeliv ity adjustments. 

See lXhibil Aelet-4. pp. 5o-54: I'.xhibit 
Aulel-5. pp. 45-4": lXhibil Aelcl-O. 
pp. 147-l4o. Aelel recommended 
specific findings of fact and orders. 
(I'.xhibit Aulet-4. p. 4. bullet points at 
lines 15 and 1 s.) 

See D.I 1-05-0Is. Attachment 1. p. 1-10. 
Section 4.14(k). 

See D.I 1-05-0IN. Attachment 1. p. 1-40. 
Section 4.l4(r)(4). 



ft. Nuclear Costs. ASJlei supported DRA's 
recommendation in reduce nuclear 
expenses hv S3.5 milium. An lei was die 
unly parly to analv/.e llie irend of capital 
expenditures ai Diablo Canyon Rower 
Plain, recommend lliai P(iiN; 1! submit a 
report on speni fuel storage paymenis. 
recommend llial eenain nuclear fuel 
handling eosis he ireaied as operating 
expense nol capital expendilures. and 
recommend llial critical spares he treated as 
plant held for future use (PI 11 "I ). 

The S3.5 million nuclear expense reduction 
is subsumed in a S42 million reduction in 
Imergy Supplv revenue requirements 
adopted in the settlement. 

The settlement includes provisions that 
P(iiNL will submit a report on spent fuel 
storage pav menis. and it vv ill treat fuel 
handling costs as an operating expense nol 
capital expendilures. 

Aglet withdrew its recommendations 
regarding sunk benellis for Diablo t'anvon 
capital projects and treatment of critical 
spares as PI I IT . 

7. Information Technology (IT). Aglet 
analv/ed RGiNITs requested IT revenue 
requirements and made several related 
findings and reeommendalions. DRA and 
Tl RN testimony also addressed IT issues. 

P( i«\;I! requested lest vear IT expenses of 
So I I million and lest year IT capital 
expendilures ol'S2N~ million: Aglet 
recommended expenses ofS245 million 
and capital expendilures of S25l> million. 
Ay let recommended that the Commission 
open an inv estimation into PCi&lfs 
management of IT spending. 

Ay let eontribuled to the settlement, which 
calls for a minimum S5o million reduction 
in lest vear revenue requirement lo resolve 
DRA and intervenor arguments regarding 
I I eosis. 

In exchange for eoneessions in other areas. 
An let withdrew its recommendation for an 

See T.xhihii Aglel-5. pp. 42-50: INhihil 
Aglet-5. pp. S7-0(v INhihil Aglet-ft. 
p. III. Ay let recommended specific 
findings of fact and orders. (INhihil 
Aglet-5. p. 2. bullet points at lines 2o 
and 2 I: p. 5. bullet points at lines 1. 0 
and II.) 

See D.I I-05-0 |s. Attachment I. p. I-ft. 
Section .T4.1. 

See I).I 1-05-01 s. Attachment I. p. l-~\ 
Section 3.4.2(a): and p. 1-0. 
Section 5.4.2(h). 

See D.I I-o5-oIS. Attachment I. p. 1-20. 
Sections 5.12(r)(21 and 5.12(r)(5). 

See Txhibil Ay let-1. specifically 
reeommendalions at p. ft. lines 2-l>. See 
also supporting documents in INhibit 
Aglct-2. 

See INhihil Aglet-1, p. I. Table I: p. ft. 
line 5. ~ 

See D.I 1-05-0Is. Attachment I. p. 1-14. 
Section 5."(a). 

See D.I I-05-0Is. Attachment I. p. 1-20. 
Section 5.12(r)(5). 
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in\csiiSJ;iiion of IT LA l i s manasjemeni of 
IT spending. 

8. Customer Care. Asilel analvzed llie 
interaction heivvcen Cusiomer Care cosi> 
and Smari Meier henefils. and llie overall 
irend of Customer Care eosis. An lei 
opposed P(i«Ali"s position dial llie 
Commission should noi rely on recorded 
eosis for 2008. 2()uo and 2d M). 

Ac lei made a suhsianiial conirihulion lo llie 
settlement on this issue. The settlement 
calls for a minimum lesi year expense 
reduction of SI 77 million. 

See lixliihii Aulel-7. pp. ld-22: lixliihii 
Aalel-5. p. 1. An lei recommended 
specific findings of lacl. (Lxliihil 
Anlel-7. p. 2. hn 1 let points ai lines 1 
and 4.) 

See IX1 1-D5-01S. Aiiachmeni 1. p. l-ld. 
Seelion 7.5.1. 

0. Load liuildine. Aelei onnoscd ITLAli s 
request for S"7 million of lesi vear expense 
lor load huildine (cusiomer reieniion and 
economic development) aeliv ilies. Oilier 
parlies also opposed ITiiALs request. 

Aulel made a suhsianiial eonirihution lo llie 
sell lenient, which reduces lesi year revenue 
requirement hy llie eniire s~ million, and 
requires ITiiAL lo record a portion of 
relaied eosis "helovv llie line." 

See Lxliihil Aelel-7. pp. 2T-7N: lixliihii 
Anlel-5. pp. 7-d. Od-72: lixliihii Aulei-O. 
pp. 77-78. Anlel reeommended a specific 
findinn of lacl and Commission orders. 
(Lxliihil Anlel-7. p. 2. hullel point ai 
line Id.) 

See 1)4 1-05-018. Aiiachmeni 1. p. l-ld. 
Seelion 7.5.1(h). 

Id. 1 neolleeiihles. ASJlei recommended 
an uncolleeiihles lac lor of 0.2857"... and 
opposed ITLAL's proposal for a rollinu 
averaee of the uncolleeiihles factor and a 
new uncolleeiihles halaneinu aeeouni. 

Aulel made a suhsianiial conirihulion lo die 
selllemeni. which calls for an 
uncolleeiihles laclor of 0.7 l(>5"„ for llie 
rale case cvele. willioul a rolling avcrane or 
new halaneinn aeeouni. 

See Lxliihil Aelei-7. pp. 22-27: Lxliihil 
A SJ lel-5. pp. 54-50: Lxliihil Aelei-O. 
pp. 80. 1 Id. I2d. Aulei reeommended a 
specific Undine of lacl and order, 
(lixliihii Aulel-7. p. 2. hullel point ai 
line 7.) 

See l).l 1-05-018. Aiiachmeni 1. p. 1-10. 
Seelion 7.5.2(a). 

II. Balancing Accounts. Anlel analyzed 
incentives created hv halaneinn aeeouni 
raiemakinn. and opposed ITitAli requests 
for six new halancinn aecounis for: 
eusiomer-driven work: health care eosis: 
renewable enernv development: RIXAI) 
expense: uncolleeiihles: and eleeirie 
emergency recovery. I)R.\ opposed some 
hul noi all ol'ilie new aecounis. 

Anlei made a suhsianiial conirihulion lo llie 

See Lixliihii Aelcl-7. pp. 54-01: lixliihii 
Aulel-5. pp. 54-50: lixliihii Aelcl-0. 
pp. 80. 1 Id. 120. Aulel recommended a 
specific fuulinu of lacl and order, 
(lixliihii A SJ 1 e l - 7. p. 7. hullel point 
heuinninsj al line 27.) 

See l).l 1-05-018. Aiiachmeni 1. p. l-lo. 



settlement. which specifics that none ol'lhc 
six new accounts will he adopted. 

Section 5.10. 

13. keserx c 1 unds. Aulct was the onlv 
part} to analyze P(ids;lis proposed keserx e 
l und and f iTicieney fund. Aylel 
reeoniniended a findiny that the funds 
prox ide coniinyency fundiny of k(i&f 
expenses, and disallowance of fund 
amounts. 

As part of the oxerall compromise of 
disputed issues. An lei withdrew its 
reeommendations. 

See fxhibit Aylet-5. pp. 14-1 fxhibil 
Aylcl-b. pp. 105-105. Aylel 
reeoniniended a specific findiny of fact 
and order. (fxhibit Aylel 5. p. 1. bullet 
point at line 55.1 

See D.I 1-05-0IN. Attachment 1. p. l-5o. 
Section 5.15(r)( 1). 

15. Smart Meters. Aulet anreed \x ith DkA 
that Smart Meter cosis should he remoxed 
from this yeneral rate ease. Aylel 
recommended that the Commission order 
P(i*Se 1! to file an application for rexiew of 
the reasonableness of all costs and henefils 
recorded in k(i<?tf's Smart Meter 
balancing aeeounts. Tl kN also .submitted 
testimony on further C ommission rex iexx 
of Smart Meter costs. 

Aylel made a substantial contribution to the 
settlement, which calls for an audit of 
Smart Meter costs to ensure proper 
hookiny and allocation ofcosts and 
benefits related to the Smart Meter 
proyram. 

See fxhibil Aylet-5. pp. IN-|0. 5S-45: 
fxhibit Aylet-5. pp. 1-5. 5T-5l): fxhibil 
Aylcl-b. pp. 1 15-1 lb. Aylel 
reeoniniended a specific findiny of fact 
and order, (fxhibil Aylel-5. p. 5. bullet 
point at line lb.) 

See D.I 1-05-0IN. Attachment 1. p. l-lo. 
Section 5.5.5(b). 

14. Attrition. Aulel analxzed I'CJLAL"S 
show iny on attrition, and compared 
PCitSef 's request ayainst other cost oflixiny 
adjustments. Ay let supported Dk.Vs 
reliance on the C"Pl-l' to calculate attrition 
adjustments, and added testimony that 
enhanced and complemented DkA's 
show iny. Tl kN did not submit attrition 
lestimonx. 

Aylel contributed to the settlement, which 
authorized fixed dollar amounts for 5015 
and 5015 attrition adjustments. The settled 
amounts are substantially lower than 
adjustments that would result from 
I'CiiNlfs attrition proposal. See Part III. 
Section A herein, fifth parayraph. for 
estimated ratepayer sax inys. 

The settlement adopted Aylel"s 

See fxhibil Aylcl-5. pp. b 1 -7(): fxhibil 
Aylet-5. pp. 50-55: fxhibil Aylet-b. 
pp. 100-101. See fxhibil Aylel-5. 
pp. b^-oo for testimony that specifically 
enhanced and complemented DkA 
testimony on use of the t'kl-l . Aylel 
reeoniniended specific fmdinys of lael 
and orders, (fxhibil Aylel-5. p. 4. bullet 
points at lines 5 and N.) 

See D. 1 1-05-01N. Attachment l.p. 1-17 
Sections 5.1 1. 5.1 1.1 and 5.1 1.5. 

See D.I 1-05-0 IS. Attachment l.p. 1-17. 
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recoinmendaiion lo limil /-factor 
adjustments lo fixe specific factors. 

Seel ion 5.1 1.5. 

15. Sculcmcni. .\L! 1 ci nariicinaied aclix cl\ 
in necolialion of many prox isions ofihe 
unopposed sclllcmcni. includinc oxcrall 
lesi year rexenue requirement* and auriiion 
adjusimcnis. The sclllcmcni is a 
compromise of sironcly held \ iews. and 
Aclel conceded ccnain ol'ils positions in 
order lo reach acreemeni willi P( ids; 1! and 
oilier senium panics. The Commission 
should nol require dial die sclllcmcni adopt 
all of Aelcl's recommendations or iliat 
Aclei prexail on exerx issue for which ii 
seeks compensation. The sclllcmcni is 
reasonable in lielii ofihe whole record, and 
Aclel's compensation request is reasonable 
in 1 iSJhi ofihe xxliole record. 

The Commission adopted ihe sclllcmcni 
w iih minor rex isions. 

See Aiiachmeni 2. James Weil lime 
records hecinninc June N. 2D ID and 
specifically die period from Aucusi 5 
llirouch Oelober 15. 2D ID. See also 
Additional Comment in Ran 11. Section C 
herein, recardinc Section U.d. AcleTs role 
in coordinating die selllemeni process. 

See l).l I-D5-O|S. pp. 7l)-S4. Findings of 
lad I-7. I~-IS; p. SO. Conclusions of 
1 .aw 1 -2: pp. SS-1D1. ()rderinc 
Paragraph 1 and follow inc orders dial 
implement the selllemeni. 

ID. Relurn on Meiers. Aclei submiued a 
reply brief on ihe one issue nol resolxed by 
llie selllemeni. KkXK souclii a full rale of 
relurn on retired meters. Aclei supporied 
ihe position of I I R\ dial retired meiers 
replaced b\ Smari Meiers should nol earn a 
rale of relurn. Aclel arcued dial retired 
meiers are nol used and useful. RCiKil.s 
reliance on croup depreciation rules was 
misplaced, and ITkXf was askinc die 
Commission for a rale of relurn on iwo 
meiers for ex cry customer. 

The Commission adopted a compromise, 
alloxxinc IKkCli lo amortize retired meier 
capital eosis oxer si\ years, while earninc a 
reduced rate of relurn. 

Aclei made a substantial coniribuiion lo die 
ComniissioiTs deliberaiions. In discussion 
of fairness lo raiepaxers. die decision 
suites. "As Ay lei arcued. "RCLXL is askinc 
die Commission lo approxe a rale of relurn 
on iwo meiers for exerx customer."" plus a 
fooinole cilinc Aclei s reply brief. The 
Commission also criiiei/.ed RCiXIfs 

See Ac lei reply brief, filed Xox ember 15. 
20 ID." " 

See 1). 1 1-D5-01N. p. 1 DO. ()rderinc 
Raracrapli 45. 

See l).l 1-05-0IN. discussion al pp. D2-D.T 
and discussion in Section 5.D.D al 
pp. 05-04. 



reliance on group depreciation rules. 

The decision suggests iliai Aglet's eoneern 
about application of group depreciation 
rules to retired meters can lie explored in 
RCA 17s next general rale ease. 

See D. 1 1 -05-01S. discussion at p. 71. 

17. I.e\eli/ation. The Rronosed Decision 
ol'AI.J I'ukulome calculated retired meter 
revenue requirements using a lev eli/ation 
method. 

ALJlet opposed this method because it 
would allow RGAT to earn a rale olTeiurn 
on deferred revenue requirements. 

The Commission did not adopt Ac let's 
recommendation. Aglet voluntarily 
excludes associated hours from this 
compensation request. See Attachment 3. 
p. 15. Issue " 1 ~. 

See Proposed Decision ol'AI.J lukulome. 
discussion at pp. 00-71 . 

See Opening Comments of An lei 
Consumer Alliance. March 14. 201 I. 
pp. 5-7. 

See D.I 1-05-0|s. discussion at pp. 7S-~o. 

B. Duplication of Effort (§§ 1801.3(f) & 1802.5): 

Claimant ( :PUC Verified 

a. Was DRA a party to the proceeding? (Y/N) Yes 

b. Were there other parties to the proceeding? (Y/N) Yes 

c. If so. provide names of other parties: The I'tility Reform Network (11 RX): 
fourteen other parties that signed the settlement (see D.I 1-05-0IS. Attachment 1. 
p. 1-1. settlement title pane): and parties that did not sign but did not oppose the 
settlement (City and County of San Iraneiseo. (ireenlining. San Diego (ias A I! leetrie 
Company. Southern California lidison Company). 

d. Describe liovv you coordinated with DBA and other parties to avoid duplication 
or how your participation supplemented, complemented, or contributed to that 
of another party: See Attachment 2. Time and Cost Records of.lames Weil, for 
coordination activities by Aglet with DRA and Tl'RN. specilieall\ on November 15. 
2000. December 20. 2000. January (>. 20ID. 1 ebruary 1 1. 2010. and March 5.2010. 
As a result of coordination with those parlies: (a) Aglet testimony addressed attrition 
and Tl RN testimony did not: (h) Aglet testimony addressed linaneial health, and 
DRA and Tl'RN testimony did not: ic) Aglet testimony addressed the economic 
impacts of capital spending and DRA testimony did not: and (d) Aglet testimony 
addressed nuclear generation issues that DR A did not. Aglet also coordinated its 
showing on load building with Modesto and Merced Irrigation Districts. During 
settlement aetiv ities. Aglet coordinated extensiv ely vv iih all of the settling parties. 

In another proceeding the Commission stated. "Regarding contributions by other 
parties, we agree with Aglet that in a proceeding involving multiple participants, it is 
v irtually impossible to complete!} avoid some duplication of the work ofolher parlies 
Aglet states that it took all reasonable steps to keep duplication to a minimum and to 

9 

SB GT&S 0235849 



ensure lluu iis work served lo supplement, eomplemeni. orcontribuie lo llie 
show inc|s| ol'llie oilier very aeli\e parlies in ill is proceeding. I)RA and II RN. ... 
We find lliai Aulel lias reasonably avoided duplication ol'llie work of other 
participants." (I).ON-I3-()|8. pp. 7-8.) Aelcl lias aeain taken reasonable steps to keep 
duplication to a minimum in this proceeding. 

C. Additional Comments on Part II (use line reference # or letter as appropriate): 

#c laimant CPU C Comment 

A Issue 110s. See Attachment 3. Time and Cost Records of.lames Weil.p. 15. for 1 istinsj ol'llie 
I"7 substantive issues in which Aelct participated, alone with Weil's professional 
hours recorded or allocated lo each issue. Aulet's daily time records eateeori/e 
lime spent in evidentiary hearings, some hearine preparation.and review of 
hearine transcripts as "All Aelet Issues" because minuie-bv-minute recording of 
hearine-relaied time b\ issue was impractical. Ac let then allocated proportionally 
the "All Aelet Issues" hours to substantive issues '3 ihrouch ' 14. which were the 
issues in Aglet's testimony. 

See also Attachment 5. Time Records of.Ian Reid. p. 3. lor listing of Reid's lime 
spent 011 four of the same 17 issues. 

U.d Aulel role in 
settlement 

Ac lei took a lead role in coordinating interv enor participation in the settlement 
and orcani/inu and drafting settlement prov isions 011 behall'of all settling parties 
other than lTiiXill. Ac let coordinated the informal procedural schedule and 
maintained document control for l)R.\. Tl RN. Aelet and other 11011-ulililv 
parlies. ASJ 1 el contributed extensively to the drafting ofseltlemeni prov i.-dons and 
the motion for adoption of the settlement. (Aulei believ esthat this explanation 
does not contravene Rule I3.D ol'llie C'ommissioiTs Rules of Practice and 
Procedure reuardinu confidentiality ofseltlemeni discussions.) 

PART III: REASONABLENESS OF REQUESTED COMPENSATION (to be 
completed by Claimant except where indicated) 

A. General Claim of Reasonableness (§§ 1801 & 1806): 
Concise explanation as to how the cost of claimant's participation 
bears a reasonable relationship with benefits realized through 
participation (include references to record, where appropriate) 

CPUC Verified 

The settlement and other prov isions of 1). 1 1 -D5-0IS will result in test year 3D I I 
ratepayer sav incs of SM5 million relative lo P(i<NI7s request. (I).l 1-05-018. 
Attachment 5. p. 1. line 1. column (11).) Attrition year 3D 13 xiv inns vv ill be 
approximate!) SD5.~ million, and attrition year 3D 15 sav ines vv ill be 
approximately SI58.7 million. (Compare Ptj&l- requested S375.7 million in 
3D 13. Lxhibil Aulel-5. p. 03. line 13. auainst settled SI NO milliomand requested 
S345.7 million in 3015 auainsi settled SI 85 million.) Over the lluee \ear rale 
ease cycle, total ratepayer sav inns mielit exceed S3.I billion. (S0I5 million for 
three \ears. S05.7 million for two years, and si58.7 million lor one year.) 
(iiv inn Aelcl credit for anv reasonable share ofihese sav iims. the ratcpaver 
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hcncllis due in Aulets participation w ill ureally exeeed Aglet's compensation 
elaim. 

Lookine speeiileall\ al issue* of interest to Aulet. llieselllenieiu explieilly 
reduees Rti<X:T's lesi year 2012 revenue requirement hy 5 7 million.whieh is 
I'CiiXtL's entire request lor eustomer retention and eeonomie de\ elopment 
programs. (I). I I -1)5-01S. Attaelimeni I. p. I -10. Section 5.5.1 (h).) Hie 
reduelion w ill endure for the three year rale ease cycle. DRA. Aulcl. Modesto 
and Merced Irrigation Districts. and other parties opposed the request. Aulet 
deserves partial credit lor this reduelion. 

The settlement requires that P(itSeIi will treat Diablo Canyon Power Plant labor 
costs associated with spent fuel removal, dryinu. loading and encapsulation as 
operating expense, not capital expenditures. (D.I I-05-0IN. Attaelimeni 5. 
p. I-7. Section 0.4.2(a).) The 201 I amount at slake was 5| I.7 million. (Lxhibil 
Aulel-5. p. 4l>. line 15.) Aulet was the only party to addressthis issue. Treating 
these costs as expense rather than capital will save ratepayers approximately 
Sl.N million, before consideration of the lime value of money. (5 I 1.7 million x 
N.70"„ authorized rate of return x I.N nel-lo-uross multiplier.) This benefit is 
due solely to .\ulcfs participation. 

The settlement will save ratepayers a minimum of 550 million in IT revenue 
requirements in test year 201 I. (D.I I-05-0IN. Attaelimeni I. p. 1-14. 
Section 5.7(a).) The sav inns vv ill endure for three years The settlement 
explicitly mentions interv enor arguments rceardinc ITCINIS. DRA. Tl RN and 
Acid were the intervenors that submitted testimony on IT costs. Aclel deserves 
;i share of the credit for IT cost sav incs. 

As show n in the first paragraph in this section, the settlement will save 
ratepayers approximately 505.7 million in attrition year 2012 aixl approximately 
SI5N.T million in attrition year 2015. Total attrition sav inns for ratepayers will 
be rouehly 5550 million. (505.7 million for two years. 5I5N.7 million for one 
year.) DRA and Aclcl were the only parlies to prov ide detailed testimony on 
attrition. Acid's contribution to the settlement ofaltiition issues will save 
ratepayers many millions of dollars. 

B. Specific Claim: 

CLAIMED | CPUC AWARD 

ATTORNEY AND ADVOCATE FEES 

Item YearH ours Ra :e $ Basis for Rate* Total $ Year Hours Rate $ 4 otal $ 

S 

Subtotal: SUBTOTAL: 

EXPERT FEES 

Item Year 1- ours Ra :e $ Basis for 
Rate* 

Total $ Year Hours Rate $ 1 otal $ 

James Weil 2000 0.2 S5oo D.ON-05-055. 
()rdcrinc Par. 2 

sl.xou 
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2t) 10 724.4 S30D 1).08-05-033. 
(Jrderinc Par. 2 

S2I \320 

201 1 35.1 8300 1).08-05-033. 
Orderinc Par. 2 

SI 0.530 

Jail Rcid 2o 10 148.8 S|s5 D.OS-I 1-054. 
discussion p. 8 

$27,528 

201 1 1.9 SI 85 [).08-1 | -054. 
discussion p. 8 

S35I.50 

Subtotal: $257,589.50 Subtotal: 

OTHER FEES 
Describe here what OTHER HOURLY FEES you are claimng (paralegal, travel, etc.): 

Item Year Hours Rate $ Be sis for Ra ite* Total $ Year Hours Rate $ 4 otal $ 

.lame* Weil 
travel 

2010 42.8 SI 50 1).08-05-033. 
Ordering Par. 2 

so.42o 

James Weil 
travel 

201 1 3.1 SI 50 1).08-05-033. 
Ordering Par. 2 

.8405 

Subtotal: $6,885 Subtotal: 

INTERVENOR COMPENSATION CLAIM PREPARATION ** 

Item Year Hours Rate $ Be sis for Ra ite* Total $ Year Hours Rate $ 4 otal $ 

James Weil 
(NOD 

2olo 2.0 SI 50 1).08-05-033. 
Ordering Par. 2 

S3 00 

James Weil 
(Request) 

2011 18.2 SI 50 1).08-05-033. 
Ordcrinu Par. 2 

$2,730 

Jail Re id 201 1 1.8 $92.50 D.os-I 1-054. 
discussion p. 8 

SI 00.50 

Subtotal: S3.100.50 Subtotal: 

COSTS 

#It Detail Amount Amount 

1 Postaee Postaee. overnielit delivery SI 00.70 

2 Copies Commercial copies. S255.54 

ASJ 1 el copies. oo~ at 8 cents. S00.40 

Ac let copies. 2.5" at 10 cents. S25"0 

Aclel copies. 705 at 1 1 cents. S8245 

SO0I.00 

3 FAX 33 paces at S1.00 $33.00 

4 James Weil 
travel costs 

Hridce tolls: SOO.OO 
Parkinc. San Francisco: $252.00 
X'eliicle mileaee: 
2000; | |i) miles at 55 cents. SOD.50 

SI. 144.50 
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2o|0; I.5M miles at 50 cents. SON0.50 
30| 1: 100 miles at 51 eenis. 555.50 

Subtotal: s 1.030.47 Subtotal: 

TOTAL REQUEST $: s2ho.nl 0.4"7 TOTAL AWARD $: 

When entering items, type over bracketed text; add addtional rows as necessary. 
*lf hourly rate based on CPUC decision, provide decisbn number; otherwise, attach rationale. 
"""Reasonable claim preparation time typically compensated at 14 of preparer's normal hourly rate. 

C. Attachments or Comments Documenting Specific Claim (Claimant completes; 
attachments not attached to final Decision): 

Attachment or 
Comment # 

Description/Comment 

1 Certificate of Service 

Time and Cosi Records of James Weil 

-*> Time Records of Jan Reid 

Commeni: .\SJ 1 cl recoeni/es thai preparation of this compensation request took more the usual 
number of hours. However. the increased hours arc reasonable considering the scope oftlie 
proceeding, the extent of Aelel's participation, and the numlvr of issues in which A SJ let 
participated. Attachment 2. the spreadsheet olTimc record; for James Weil, is 15 paces lone. 
In Part II. Section A of this request. Aelet lists 1" issues. Aelel's lime spent on the 
compensation request includes lime to review l).l 1-05-0 IS. The narrative portion of the 
decision is more than 100 paces lone. 

D. CPUC Disallowances & Adjustments (CPUC completes): 

# Reason 
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PART IV: OPPOSITIONS AND COMMENTS 
Within 30 days after service of this claim, Commission Staff 

or any other party may file a response to the claim(see § 1804(c)) 

(CPUC completes the remainder of this form) 

A. Opposition: Did any party oppose the claim (Y/N)? 

If so: 

Party Reason for Opposition CPUC Disposition 

B. Comment Period: Was the 30-day comment period waived {see 
Rule 14.6(c)(6)) (Y/N)? 

If not: 

Party Comment CPUC Disposition 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. Claimant [has/has not] made a substantial contribution to Decision (D.) . 

2. The claimed fees and costs [, as adjusted herein,] are comparable to market rates paid 
to experts and advocates having comparable training and experience and offering 
similar services. 

3. The total of reasonable contribution is $ . 

CONCLUSION OF LAW 

1. The claim, with any adjustment set forth above, [satisfies/fails to satisfy] all 
requirements of Public Utilities Code §§ 1801-1812. 

ORDER 

1. Claimant is awarded $ . 

2. Within 30 days of the effective date of this decision, shall pay claimant the 
total award. Payment of the award shall include interest at the rate earned on prime, 
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three-month commercial paper as reported in Federal Reserve Statistical Release 
H.15, beginning , 200 , the 75th day after the filing of claimant's request, and 
continuing until full payment is made. 

3. The comment period for today's decision [is/is not] waived. 

4. [This/these] proceeding[s] [is/are] closed. 

5. This decision is effective today. 

Dated , at San Francisco, California. 
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Attachment 1: 
Certificate of Service by Customer 

I hereby certify that I have this day served a copy of the foregoing CLAIM AND 
ORDER ON REQUEST FOR INTERVENOR COMPENSATION by (check 
appropriate): 

[ ] hand delivery: 
[ ] lirsi-clas* mail: and or 
[X] electronic mail 

to the following persons appearing on the official Service List: 

Parties: 
blake@consumereal.org 
dbyers@landuselaw.com 
stephaniec@greenlining.org 
bkc7@pge.com 
bcragg@goodinmacbride.com 
douglass@energyattorney.com 
wem@igc.org 
pgg4@pge.com 
hayley@turn.org 
pucservice@draiegai.org 
steven@iepa.com 
rkoss@adamsbroadweil.com 
francis.mcnulty@sce.com 
KMelvilie@SempraUtilities.com 
kmiils@cfbf.com 
edwardoneill@dwt.com 
wiliiam.sanders@sfgov.org 
nes@a-kiaw.com 
kjsimonsen@ems-ca.com 
atrowbridge@daycartermurphy.com 
ijt@cpuc.ca.gov 
jweil@aglet.org 

State Service: 
dfb@cpuc.ca.gov 
txb@cpuc.ca.gov 
dkf@cpuc.ca.gov 
beg@cpuc.ca.gov 
dlf@cpuc.ca.gov 
ec2@cpuc.ca.gov 
kkm@cpuc.ca.gov 
SGM@cpuc.ca.gov 
ram@cpuc.ca.gov 
dbp@cpuc.ca.gov 
dao@cpuc.ca.gov 

NICOLE A. BLAKE 
DAVID J. BYERS, ESQ. 
STEPHANIE C. CHEN 
BRIAN K. CHERRY 
BRIAN T. CRAGG 
DANIEL W. DOUGLASS 
BARBARA GEORGE 
PATRICK G. GOLDEN 
HAYLEY GOODSON 
MELISSA A. KASNITZ 
STEVEN KELLY 
RACHAEL E. KOSS 
FRANCIS MCNULTY 
KEITH MELVILLE 
KAREN N. MILLS 
EDWARD W. O'NEILL 
WILLIAM K. SANDERS 
NORA 
KEVIN J. 
ANN L. 
Laura J. 
JAMES 

Donna-Fay 
Truman L. 
David K. 
Belinda 
Donald J. 
Elaine Chan Lau 
Karl 
SCOTT 
Richard A. 
David 
Dao A. 

SHERIFF 
SIMONSEN 
TROWBRIDGE 
Tudisco 
WEIL 

Bower 
Burns 
Fukutome 
Gatti 
Lafrenz 

Meeusen 
MURTISHAW 
Myers 
Peck 
Phan 

16 



rmp@cpuc.ca.gov Robert M. Pocta 
nms@cpuc.ca.gov Nicholas Sher 
ckt@cpuc.ca.gov Clayton K. Tang 
srt@cpuc.ca.gov Sarah R. Thomas 

Information Only: 
case.admin@sce.com CASE ADMINISTRATION 
RegRelCPUCCases@pge.com CASE ADMINISTRATION 
brbarkovich@earthlink.net BARBARA R. BARKOVICH 
sean ,beatty@genon .com SEAN P. BEATTY 
BermanEconomics@gmail.com ROBERT BERMAN 
blaising@brauniegal.com SCOTT BLAISING 
jdangelo@catapult-llc.com JACK D'ANGELO 
dfdavy@well.com DONN DAVY 
dietrichiaw2@earthlink.net WILLIAM F. DIETRICH 
lauren.duke@db.com LAUREN DUKE 
julien.dumoulin-smith@ubs.com JULIEN DUMOULIN-SMITH 
HEmmrich@SempraUtilities.com HERB EMMRICH 
IErgovic@Jefferies.com IVANA ERGOVIC 
CentralFiles@SempraUtilities.com CENTRAL FILES 
bf i n ke Iste i n @tu rn. org ROBERT FINKELSTEIN 
bpf2@pge.com BRUCE P. FRASER 
enriqueg@greenlining.org ENRIQUE GALLARDO 
pucservice@dralegal.org KARLA GILBRIDE 
michelle.d.grant@dynegy.com MICHELLE GRANT 
lmh@eslawfirm.com LYNN HAUG 
jheckler@levincap.com JAMES J. HECKLER 
martinhomec@gmail.com MARTIN HOMEC 
wendy@econinsights.com WENDY L. ILLINGWORTH 
garrick@jbsenergy.com GARRICK JONES 
mdjoseph@adamsbroadwell.com MARC D. JOSEPH 
samuelk@greenlining.org SAMUEL S. KANG 
cmkehrein@ems-ca.com CAROLYN KEHREIN 
pk@utilitycostmanagement.com PAUL KERKORIAN 
akhan@visiumfunds.com ASHAR KHAN 
naaz.khumawala@baml.com NAAZ KHUMAWALA 
john@clfp.com JOHN LARREA 
thomas.long@sfgov.org THOMAS J. LONG 
sue.mara@RTOadvisors.com SUE MARA 
dmarcus2@sbcglobal.net DAVID MARCUS 
mmattes@nossaman.com MARTIN A. MATTES 
rmccann@umich.edu RICHARD MCCANN 
will.mitchell@cpv.com WILLIAM MITCHELL 
rnevis@daycartermurphy.com RALPH R. NEVIS 
anders@opentopensightseeing.com ANDERS NIELSEN 
judypau@dwt.com JUDY PAU 
epoole@adplaw.com EDWARD G .POOLE 
vidhyaprabhakaran@dwt.com VIDHYA PRABHAKARAN 
mramirez@sfwater.org MANUEL RAMIREZ 
erasmussen@marinenergyauthority.org ELIZABETH RASMUS SEN 
info@dcisc.org ROBERT RATH IE 
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janreid@coastecon.com JAN REID 
jimross@r-c-s-inc.com JIM ROSS 
rschmidt@bartiewelis.com REED V. SCHMIDT 
scott.senchak@decade-ilc.com SCOTT SENCHAK 
fsmith@sfwater.org FRASER D. SMITH 
ASteinberg@SempraUtilities.com ANDREW STEINBERG 
filings@a-kiaw.com KAREN TERRANOVA 
kerntax@kerntaxpayers.org MICHAEL TURNIPSEED 
kris.vyas@sce.com KRIS G. VYAS 
joyw@mid.org JOY A. WARREN 
Yim@ZimmerLucas.com ANDREW YIM 
saiieyoo@dwt.com SALLE E. YOO 
cieo.zagrean@macquarie.com CLEO ZAGREAN 
zango@zimmerlucas.com ADAR ZANGO 
cem@newsdata.com 
DWTCPUCDOCKETS@dwt.com 
lawcpuccases@pge.com 
mrw@mrwassoc.com 

l-xecuted this 24th day of June. 201 I. at Sehastopol. California. 

James \\ eil 
Aulet Consumer Alliance 
PO Box lOlo 
Sehastopol. CA 05474 
jweil it aulet.oru 
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