
Agenda ID # 

Decision 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of Southern California T.ilison Companv 
(I' 3 3 S1 for Approval of its 2009-201 1 hncrgy TITicicncv 
Program Plans and Associated Public (ioods Charge (PC iC') 
and Procurement Tutuling Requests. 

And Related Matters 

Application 0K-07-021 
(Tiled Julv 21. 200N) 

Applic.ition 0N-07-022 
Application 0.S-07-023 
Application 0N-07-03 I 
(Tiled .lul\ 21. 200S) 

CLAIM AND DECISION ON REQUEST FOR INTERVENOR COMPENSATION 

Claimant: The I tililv Reform Network Tor contribution to l).l0-12-054. D.I 1-04-005. and D.I 1 -
07-030. 

Claimed (S): SI26.933 Awarded (S): 

Assigned Commissioner: Horio Assigned AI.J: Cainson 

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 4). 

Signature: /s/ 

Date: 9/7/11 Printed Name: Robert Tinkelstein 

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

A. Brief Description of Decision: This request lor compensation includes I t ICS's work on the 
three decisions addressing matters raised in the petition for 
modification filed b> PC INT. S( T. SI)(icSeT! and So( ;tl( las on 
September 17. 2010. In 1).10-12-054. the ( ommission 
addressed frec/ing < v <////<• \ allies based on 200N 1)14.R version 
2.05. co-branding requirements, the Prescriptive Whole Mouse 
Retrofit Program, and the C alifornia Advanced Home Program. 
In D.I 1-04-005. the ('ommission adopted a second set of 
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modifii;;ilions in D.0lM)9-()47. addressing issues related lo 
benchmarking. the degree ol"\ arialion lo purinil in slalcvv idc 
programs, and the definition of allowable administrative costs 
for energy efficiency programs. Finally. in D.I 1-1)7-040. the 
C ommission addressed issues concerning dclcrminalion ol'non-
DLLR (including cuslom projccl) ev <////(• energy sa\ ings \ allies. 
During this period. I"l RN was also very acli\c in a number of 
areas for implcnicnialion of die energy efficiency programs 
adopted in I).00-00-047 and llie ongoing evaluation, 
measurement and \ eri Ileal ion (IA1A V) aeli\ ilics. I I RN lias 
included in this request for eonipensalion die reasonable 
amounts of time and resources devoted lo those efforts. 

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

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

1. Date of Prehearing Conference: Altruist 1 1. 2008 

2. Other Specified Date for NOI: None 

3. Date NOI Filed: September 10. 200S 

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: A.08-05-023 

6. Date of ALJ ruling: April 22. 2009 

7. Based on another CPUC determination (specify): 

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

9. Based on ALJ ruling issued in proceeding number: A.08-05-023 

10. Date of ALJ ruling: April 22. 2009 

11. Based on another CPUC determination (specify): 

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

13. Identify Final Decision D.l 1-07-030 

14. Date of Issuance of Final Decision: 7 22 1 1 

15. File date of compensation request: 9 7 11 

16. Was the request for compensation timely? 
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C. Additional Comments on Part I (use line reference # as appropriate): 

# Claim 
ant 

CPUC Comment 

X In 1). 1 1 -00-012 llie.1 ( ommission ;i\\aided compensation lo Tl RN lor ils substantial 
contributions lo the decisions issued through mid-2010. Pursuant lo Rule 12.2 of 
lhe Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure. ha\ ing been found eligible for 
an award of compensation in the earlier phase of this proceeding means Tl RN 
remains eligible in this later phase oflhe same proceeding. 

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, support with specific 
reference to final or record.) 

Contribution Citation to Decision or Record Showing Accepted 
by CPUC 

The K)l s" Petition for Modification eIIeeli\civ 
created a second phase of the review of the 
utilities consolidated applications for the 2009­
201 1 (now 2010-2012)energy efficiency. 
Three separate decisions issued, each 
addressing a portion of the issues associated 
with the Petition for Modification. Each 
decision reflects TURN's substantial 
contribution achic\cd through our joint efforts 
with the I)i\ ision of Ratepayer Advocates, as 
will be described in further detail below. 

In addition lo the substantial contributions lo 
the adopted decisions. Tl RN has also 
continued to make a substantial contribution 
through our ongoing participation in the 
various informal processes associated with this 
proceeding. The implementation of 1).09-09-
04" continued through the last halfof 2010 and 
the first halfof 2011, with numerous 
workshops and other meetings with staff. 1 he 
utilities and other interested parties. Once 
again. Tl RVs critique and analysis were 
instrumental in helping the effort seeking to 
mov e the utility applications closer to 
compliance with prior ( ommission decisions 
and rulings, and to developing the necessary 
information needed in order to accurately 
assess the costs and benefits of the proposed 

Joint Utilities' Petition for 
Modification ofl>.09-09-047 
(9 1" ID) 

l).l 0-12-054 

1). 1 1-04-005 

D.I I-0--030 
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programs. These efforts do noi lend 
themselves to easy identification of substantial 
contributions, since thu\ are not cultured in 
Until decisions or rulings. llo\\e\er. in a 
proceeding siielt as ill is one. 1 lie Commission 
should continue its practice of recognizing such 
efforts as a critical part of an intervener's 
substantial contribution to the decision-making 
process. 

1). 10-12-054 - PPM Decision 1: 
The initial response to the lOl's" Petition for 
Modification addressed the full range of issues 
raised in dial petition. Tl'RN and I)R.\ 
worked together in responding to die petition, 
vvilh Tl'RN taking die lead form (////<• \alue 
issues and l)R.\ for all oilier issues. 

\l die initial prehearing conference conducted 
on October 22. 2010. il became clear dial 
ccrlain information concerning I'.ncrgv 
l)iv ision iinplemenlalion of mailers relaled lo 
ov (////(• \ allies (parlieularlv for nnn-DPP R and 
ciisloin measures) should be included in die 
proceeding's formal record. Pursuant lo an 
()clobcr 20. 2010 \l..I Ruling, parlies could 
eommeni on die \arious nialerial added lo die 
record. Tl'RN and l)R.\ again submitted joint 
eommenls and rcplv eonimeiils. w illi l'l RN 
primarily responsible for draliing bolli 
doeuiiienis since die subject mailer had lo do 
w ilh die ov (////e \ alue issues. 

In I). 10-12-054. the ( ominission addressed 
some of die issues raised in the PI-'M. On die 
ov time issues, il acknow ledged die 
Tl'RN l)R.\ concern dial die uliliiics" position 
would effeeli\ely gi\e lliem veto power o\er 
fncrgv l)i\ ision updates lo ov time rn///cv and 
disavowed dial as being the inieiil of IT00-00-
04"7. flic Commission reaffirmed ils 
preference for using die bcsl available 
information, consistent vv ilh die I I RN l)R.\ 
posilion. but opted for a different approach in 
order lo prov ide greater eerlainlv. Therefore 
die ('ominission Iro/c ev • v allies as lhey 
exist in 200S 1)14.R version 2.05. 
In iloing so. die Commission reaffirmed ils 
expectation dial 1)1 PR values would be 
updated and scl using die bcsl available 
information for the next energy efficiency 

Tl'RN I )R.\ PPM Response (()elober 
IS. 2010). 

Tl'RN l)R.\ Commenis Pursuant lo 
A P.I Ruling (November 5. 2010): 
Tl'RN l)K.\ Rcplv ( oninicnls 
(November 12. 2010). 

Tl'RN l)R.\ PPM Response (Oclnber 
IS. 2010). pp. 5-1 I. 

I). 10-12-054. pp. 7-S. 
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portfolio eyele. w itli llie values determined und 
I'm/en he 1'otc I he iipeomiiiii cycle hejj i lis. The 
Commission deferred acting on oilier or iimc 
v nine issues. 

In I). 10-12-054. llie ( ommissioii ;ilso 
addressed llie co-branding issue. Tl'RN und 
l)R.\ hud opposed llie nIililies" requesl lor 
grealer discretion as to when lo use or nol use 
llie I'ngagc 500 brand. ;is il wouhl undermine 
the goal of prov iding eleur. eoiisisleiil 
information iiboul energy elVieieney programs. 
The ( oiiuiiission denied lhe l( )l s" |ielilion on 
lliis issue in nil hul one minor rispeel. 

The Commission also uddrcssed lhe Whole 
House Program und Ad\;ineed Home Programs 
issues rnised in lhe I'l'M. I)R.\ und I I RN hud 
nol opposed the rei|uesled reduelion of the 
su\inns goal lor the Whole House Program. 
Siniilurly. 1)R.\ und Tl'RN agreed that llie 
bonus level for single-family homes uppeured 
excessive when mude available for eueli unil in 
a multi-family unil. In I). 10-12-054. llie 
( omniission udopicd ihese uneonlesled 
changes. 

[).| 1-1)4-005 - 1MM Decision 2: 

The ( oniniissioif s second decision on ihe 
l( )l "s 1'el il ion for Modification addressed 
several issue ureus deferred from 1). 10-12-054: 
benchmarking. llie variations pennilled for 
slulew ide progrum. und llie definilion of 
udniinislruliv e cosls us upplied lo eerluin 
sponsored e\ enls or ucli\ ilies. 

In addition to the material included in the 
initial Tl RN und I)R.\ response lo llie lOl 's' 
I'l'M. Tl RN und l)R.\ filed reply eomnients 
on lhe I'D (with I)R.\ taking lhe lead in 
drafting the pleading). Consistent with the 
l)R.\ Tl RN position, llie ( omniission: 
rejected llie utilities" request lo deem I'SI'M us 
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I). 10-12-054. p. o. 

Tl'RN I)R.\ Response lo I'l'M. pp. 

I). 10-1 2-054. pp. 21. 

Tl 'RN I)R.\ Response lo I'l'M. pp. 
22-25. 25. 

D.l 0-12-054. pp. 25. 27-2N 



1 lie exclusive benchmarking tool: embraced ;i 
phased iipprtiiieh lli;il emphasi/ed 
benchmarking of larger facilities first; adopted 
limited modifications to the reporting 
requirements for statewide programs (rejecting 
the other proposed changes as "too far-
reaching" as argued by DRA Tl'RN): and 
defining sponsorship costs as allow able costs 
(or energy efficiency programs. 

Tl'RN l)R.\ IM M Response. October 
IS. 2010. pp. 10-20. 22-24. 

I). 1 1-04-005. pp. 6-S. 11-12. and 14-

1). -1)7-020 — IM M Decision 2: 

In I). I 1 -07-020. the ( ommission resolv cd the 
remaining issues from the lOl's" Petition for 
Modification. 

One of the core principles that Tl'RN and 
DRA hail promoted throughout the pendency 
oflhe IM'M was that the ( ommission should 
not permit delay to overrule the concepts for 
adopting o.v iinif values as set forth in I).00-00-
047. The Commission embraced that principle 
in l).l 1-07-020. 

Tor non-DTTR values, the ( ommission agreed 
with the following positions supported by 
Tl'RN and l)R.\: the effective date of Tl) 
rev ievved and approved values that differ from 
the utility-proposed values would he January 1. 
2010: maintaining a "dual baseline" for 
calculating cost-effectiveness of early 
retirement measures: and adopted on a 
wholesale basis the 14) recommendations for 
non-DTTR 111M ov iimc values. 

On custom projects, the Commission adopted a 
gross realization rate (C iRR) of 0.00. splitting 
the difference between the 0.K0 figure 
embedded in I).00-00-047 and the 1.0 figure 
requested by the utilities. NRDC. and third-
party implementers. Tl'RN and l)R.\ had 
supported the lower 14) recommendations, 
with the existing 0.S0 figure as an acceptable 
allcrnaliv e. While the ('ommission's 0.00 

44 RN l)R.\ Response lev IM'M 
(10 IS 10). pp. 2-10: Tl'RN DRA 
Response to A I..I Ruling Seeking 
Comment (II 5 10): Tl'RN DRA 
Reply Comments to AT.I Ruling 
Seekine Comment (1 1 12 10). 

I). 1 1-07-020. p. 0. 

Case Management Statement, pp. 10­
11 (effective date); 13-14 (installation 
rate): 10-17 (dual baseline): 21-22 
(non-DTTR 111 \ 1 values). 

I). 1 l-07-020. pp. 10-20 (effeetive 
date); 22-23 (installation rate); 25-26 
(dual baseline): 20-30 (non-DTTR 
IIIM values). 

D.l 1-07-030. pp. 37-3K: ( ;1^ 
Management Statement, pp. 26-27. 
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figure exceeded those figures. the c.\pl;m;iiion 
of why the 1.0 liijuirc was unacceptable relied 
mi arguments pul forward hy 11 RN and DRA. 

As w illi llie effect iv e dale lor the non-Df 1 R 
\allies, the ('ommission adopted January 1. 
2010 as llie effective dale lor lhe amended 
(iRR value and any cv(////e values lhal differed 
from llie nli 1 ily-proposeil values. Similarly. 1 he 
Commission adopted llie same outcome for 
"dual baseline" issues that arise in custom 
project sellings. Tl'RN and I)R.\ were llie 
only parlies lo supporl bolli lliese outcomes. 

D.I 1-07-030. p. 3X; Case 
Management Statement, pp. 30-3 1 
and 33-34. 

Program Performance \1 el lies In llie 
discussion of market iraiislbrmalion in D.00-
00-047. llie Commission adopted a process lo 
develop and apply Program Performance 
Metrics lo llie 2010-12 porlfolios and beyond. 
The coal was lo ensure lhal specific programs 
were advancing llie Commission's market 
transformation goals, and to determine what 
inlervenlions niiglil be rci|iiircd when the 
market has been transformed, laiergy Division 
issued a drafl resolulion in Nov ember 2010. 
I'l RN's commeiUs addressed a number of 
procedural and substanlive points. Tl'RN 
objected lo llie process for obtaining public 
input, pointing oul that laiergy Division had 
worked exelusiv ely vv ith the utilities lo develop 
a proposed set of market transformation 
indicators (M i l) that was then attached to a 
draft resolution and shared with the non-utility 
parties. Resolulion I--43S5 reaffirmed lhal 
workshops should be held on the initial M i ls 
in the resolution. Tl'RN also called for 
modifications so that the resolution explained 
liovv the proposed metrics meet the objectives 
set in |).00-00-047. l lie Until resolution 
included a summary of how the criteria from 
D.00-00-047 were met with the initial 1'1'Ms 
and M l is. And Tl'RN and DRA each called 
for clarification that none of the MTls 
developed through this process would prejudge 
the outcome of the Risk Reward Incentive 
Mechanism (RRIMt. The linal resolulion 
agreed vv ith I'l RN and DR A that the M l Is did 

Tl'RN Comments on Drafl 
Resolution 11-43X5 (November 22. 
2010). 

Resolution 11-43X5. pp. 1N-20. 
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noi prejIUIJJLC an\ KKIM outcome. 

Informal Process 7 1 10 through S 3 1 11 

TAUNT Tl'KN continued to IK- ;iuti\c in 
several elements of the EM&V-related activity 
during litis period. Tl'KN participated in the 
ongoing work on the 2000-0X 1 AUNT. holh in 
terms of conducting the rc\ icw and for getting 
the results of that review reflected in the 
current portfolio's programs. Tl'KN also 
participated in the T.\1iNY associated with tlie 
2010-12 portfolio programs, including the 
Macro Consumption Metrics. 

00-da\ Kcporl The utilities scr\ cd ;i report in 
late Mat 2010 entitled "Kesponses to TAUNT 
Intpael. Process, and Market Assessment 
Kcconinicndalions" f also know n as the (>0-da\ 
Kcporl because it was due within 00 davs of 
Til) posting final TAUNT results). The report 
was to address the important questions 
surrounding the changes. if any. that would be 
made to programs ;md portlblios once the llnal 
1 AUNT results were a\ttilable. I I KN's 
comments on the report sought lo lbeiis the 
re\ icw on program design and implementation 
changes, rather than mere adjustments to 
claimed accomplishments. 1 o this end. Tl KN 
submitted an extensive analysis in the 
comments pro\ ided on August 10. 2010. 

I IN'At In 1).00-00-047 the ( ommission 
eonimitled substantial amounts of funding lo 
II \"At programs. The 2000-0X TAUNT results 
found a number of problems with quuliu 
control for the residential and commercial 
1 l\'A(' programs, leading to additional efforts 
lo rc\ icw and niodilk the programs lo impro\e 
thcqualin. Tl KN was an acti\e participant in 
this ongoing effort throughout the mid-2010 lo 
mid-201 1 period. 

Strategic fighting In 1).00-00-04". as part of 
the effort to move the energy efficiency 
lighting programs awa\ from basic (Tl. 
programs, the ( ommission directed Tncrg\ 
I)i\ision to create a Strategic fighting Plan, 
with a process that included meetings and 
public workshops to permit interested parlies lo 
be engaged in the process. (1).00-00-047. p. 
144). Tl 'KN participated in that process. 
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Whole House Retrofits The Commission ;ilso 
directed llie ulilities 10 focus greater amounts of 
attention and resources lo vv hole house lvlrol'iis 
during I he 2010-12 portfolio cycle. (1).00-00-
04". 1'Ol'40. (01.30. OP 21). Tl RN 
rev iewed the n 1 i 1 iiv-propuseel implementation 
plans, and played an active role in their 
modification, resulting in a pilot program 
targeting moderate ineome households. Tl RN 
also joined other parlies in supporting a pilot 
program targeting multi-family units. Most of 
Tl UN's efforts oeeurred during the period 
covered by the earlier request for 
eompeiisation. hut l'l RN's involvement 
eontinued through the first few months eo\ ered 
by the current request. 

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

Claimant CPUC Verified 

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

Yes 

h. Were there other parties to the 
proceeding? (Y/\) 

Yes 

e. If so. provide name of other parlies: The parlies that were most active in the efforts 
that led to the three formal decisions were the four regulated utilities, NRDC, third-
pa rt\ installers such as P.ncrNl)( and NAf S( (). and DRA and Tl RN. 

d. Describe how you coordinated vv ith DRA and other parlies lo avoid duplication or 
how your participation supplemented, complemented, or contributed to that of another 
parly: 

for the efforts associated with the lOl's" Petition for Modification. Tl RN worked 
jointly with DRA. 111 this vva\ Tl'RN and DRA managed to almost completely avoid 
duplication, as each group took responsibililv for particular issue areas, so onlv one of 
the groups performed the lion's share of the drafting on any given issue area, while 
the other group's work was a more limited editing and rev ievv process. There were a 
lew occasions where both Tl RN and DRA were active, such as at the PIK s and the 
all-parly meetings com ened w ith the AI ..1 and. later, vv ith scv cral Commissioners. 
1 low ev cr. giv en that the discussions genera 1 ly pitted Tl RN and DRA against the 
combined efforts oft he four major cncrgv utilities. NRDC. and the representativ cs of 
third-parly installers, the Commission should conclude that the overlap that oeeurred 
in these forums served to belter ensure that the ( ommission heard from all sides 
during the discussion. 

Willi regard lo the ongoing efforts through workshops, vvebinars. and informal 
submissions to fnergv Div ision or to the scrv ice list. Tl RN closclv coordinated vv ith 



DRA bin lor the most purl piu^unluil positions distinct from llie staff. In main eases 
ih is refected Tl'RN's deeper and broader in\ol\emenl in i liese efforts, us DRA 
pluved u less ueli\e role tliun Tl RN did in most of these informul settings. Tl'RN 
was in regulareoniuel with DRA to diseuss strategies for presenting positions in these 
forums, and to keep DRA abreast of the direelion Tl'RN was heading in with regard 
to the undcrlxing issues. 

In sum. the Commission should find that Tl RN look all reasonable steps to a\oid 
duplieation and. lo the extent that there was anv overlap. Tl'RN's work supplemented 
ami eomplemenied that of DR A ami the oilier parties who worked on the same issues 
addressed b\ Tl 'RN. 

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

# Claimant CPUC Comment 

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

A. General Claim of Reasonableness (§§ isoi & 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 

Tl RN's advocacv reflected in 1). 10-12-054. I).l 1-04-005. and D.I 1-07-030 
addressed policy matters rather than specific rates or disputes over particular dollar 
amounts. As a result. Tl'RN cannot casilv idenlifv precise monetary benefits lo 
ralepavers from our work related to these decisions. However, given that the utilities' 
petition for modiI'ieation sought lo address core elements of vv hat the Commission had 
adopted in I).0lMW-007. and given how Tl RN's earlier participation in this 
proceeding helped lo achieve a SbOO million reduction from the spending 
authori/alion sought In the four utilities, the ( ontmission could deem Tl RN's 
ongoing efforts lo be tied to our continuing work on the energy elfieienev issues from 
the 2010-2012 portfolio period, ami lo the substantial sav ings achieved through that 
work. In addition. Tl RN's participation 011 non-monelarv and poliev issues also 
produced benefits that, vv liilc harder lo quaniifv in terms of dollars sav cd. vv ere still 
quite substantial. 

In the face of these ongoing cost sav inns lo ( nlil'orniu ralepavers. Tl RN's request for 
compensation of approximate^ SI 25.000 for work spanning a \ car-long period is a 
vcrv small fraction ol'lhc benefits reali/cd through our participation. 

liquallv as valuable (but more difficult to quantify in monelarv figures) are the 
benefits of] CRN's participation on matters of program selection and design. I AKV:\ . 
and other work seeking to maximize the likelihood that the energy efficiency 
programs vv ill meet California's ambitious goals for such programs in a eosl-el'1'eetiv e 
manner. Tl 'RN submits that our participation resulted in improv cmcnts lo the cncrgv 
elfieienev programs should result in reduced customer costs or greater sav ings (or 
both). While hard lo quaniifv. Tl'RN further submits that these hcncfilsalso far 
exceed the cost of 'l'l RN's participation as described in this request for compensation. 
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B. Specific Claim: 

CLAIMED | CPUC AWARD 

ATTORNEY AND ADVOCATE FEES 

Item Year Hours Rate $ Basis for 
Rate* 

Total $ Year Hours Rate $ Total $ 

Ruben 2010 
Finkclslcin I 

82.0 S470 Res. ALJ-247 S 38.540 

S 23.265 

$ 61,805 

R. Finkclslcin I 2011 49.5 S470 Res. ALJ-267 

S 38.540 

S 23.265 

$ 61,805 Subtotal: 

S 38.540 

S 23.265 

$ 61,805 Subtotal: 

EXPERT FEES 

Item Year Hours Rate $ Basis for 
Rate* 

Total $ Year Hours Rate $ Total $ 

Cynthia 
Mitchell 

2010 125.0 S180 D.l I-()(>-()12 S 22.500 

C. Mik-hcll 2011 55.25 S180 D. 11-06-012 S 9.945 

Gillian Court 2010 48.0 S150 D. 11-06-012 S 7.200 

(i. Conn 2011 32.0 S150 D.11-06-012 S 4.800 

Reuben 
Deumling 

2010 63.7 S150 D. 11-06-012 S 9.555 

R. Deumling 2011 44.75 S150 D.11-06-012 S 6.713 

Subtotal: $60,713 Subtotal: 

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

Item Year Hours Rate $ Basis for 
Rate* 

Total $ Year Hours Rate $ Total $ 

C. Mitchell 
Travel 

2010 6.0 S90 '•/> approved 
hourly rate 

S 540 

Subtotal: $ 540 Subtotal: 

INTERVENOR COMPENSATION CLAIM PREPARATION ** 

Item Year Hours Rate $ Basis for 
Rate* 

Total $ Year Hours Rate $ Total $ 

Robert 
Finkelstcin 

2011 13.25 $235 50% of S470 S 3.114 

Subtotal: $ 3,114 Subtotal: 

COSTS 

1 D.l 1-06-012 approved these rates for Ms. Mitchell's, Dr. Court's, and Dr. Deumling's work performed in 
2010; Energy Economics has not changed its rates for any of these individuals since then. 
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# Item Detail Amount Amount 

1 Photocopies TURN Pleadings S 10 

S 0 2 1 .exis Ncxi-. Computerized research 

S 10 

S 0 

3 Phone and 
postage 

Proceeding-related phone calls and 
TURN pleadings 

S 4 

4 Consultant 
Travel 

travel from Reno oil iee to SI' PIRN 
and workshops. Air fare, parking, taxis 
and BART 

s oox 

5 Consultant 
lodging 

Hotels while in SF for proceeding S 139 

Subtotal: S 701 Subtotal: 

TOTAL REQUEST $ 126,933 TOTAL AWARD $: 

When entering items, type over bracketed text; add additional rows as necessary. 
*lf hourly rate based on CPUC decision, provide decision number; otherwise, attach rationale. 
**ReasonabIe claim preparation time typically compensated at !4 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 

Attachment 1 

Attachment 2 

Allaelmieni 2 

t'ommeni 

Detailed l ime Reports lor Tl KVs Attorney and Consultants 

Detail of Tl'RVs Kxpenses 

("erlificale of Ser\ iee 
Reasonableness of II RN Honrs: The lolal nimiher of hours thai Tl'RVs attorney and 
consultants devoted in this proceeding since mid-2010 is holli suhslanlial and substantially 
smaller llian the hours included in die prcv ions compcnsalion request co\ cring ihe preceding 
two-year period. The issues ussoeialed w ith implemeniulinn ol'I).00-00-04" were generally 
narrower lhan lhose considered and addressed in that decision, so ihe demands on Tl RVs 
resources were generally smaller wilh regard lo lhe work associated wilh the adopted decisions. 
I low c\ cr. as w iih Tl RVs work during ihe period co\ ered by ihe compcnsalion award ni l). 1 1 -
00-01 2. Tl RVs eonsullanls devoted suhslanlial lime and cli'orl lo ihe ongoing implemenlalion 
ol' 1).00-00-04". hoih in terms of rev iew nl'ihe ulilily program's and elTorls lo Tnrlher pursue 
and de\ clop a\ enues idenlilied in I).00-00-047. such as Siralegie l.ighling and IIVAC. Tl RN 
also continued lo devote suhslanlial resources lo ihe ongoing work in evaluation. Measurement 
and Verification (UMAX ), furthermore. Tl RN recorded approximately ISO hours lo work 
associaled wilh ihe IOIV pel il inn lor modificalion. w iih approximately 120 hours for Tl 'RVs 
attorney and 60 hours lor the eonsullanls. (iixcn the hreadlh ol'issues raised in ihe I'I'M and ihe 
extended nature ol'thc rc\ iew ol'ihose issues (resulting in several sels of comments. an 
extensive case management slalemeni. and three separate decisions), there should he no doubt 
llial these hours are reasonable. As described further below. the Commission should find that 
the number of hours for each Tl RN representaliv e is reasonable under the circumstances 
present here. 

Tl'RN Staffl lours: Robert I'inkclstcin was the soleTl'RN attornev assigned to this 
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proceeding. and ilie (oniniission should lind ilie hours requested lor his work reasonable. His 
work was alniosl entirely devoted lo dealing willi llie utilities" I'l'M. ;in effort dial extended ewer 
many months and rcstillcd in llircc separate decisions. (liven l lie nalurc oil he issues, the 
\ arious all-parly cv enls. and lhe alignment ol' iuleresls (w illi Tl'RN uiul DRA on one side ;ind 
the eomhined forces ol"the ulililies. NRIX . and third-parly |iro\ iilers l>pie;i 1K on die oilier), the 
approximately IRO hours is ;i reasonable figure dial should he compensated in lull. 

Tl RX ( 'oiisullani hours: As w;is die case willi Tl'RN's first compensation request in this 
proceeding. the mnjorily ol'the hours included in this request is for the work ofTl'RVs outside 
eoiiMilnmis. Tl 'RVs broad eonlrihulioiis lo die \ urious deeisious und in the less formal (brums 
eondueled in lliis proceeding rcllecls die e\eelleni analysis performed by those eoiisullunls. for 
the approximately 12-monih period covered by lliis requesl. fncrgy fconomics Ine. (Cynlhia 
Milehelfs firm) reeorded approximately 275 total hours, an average ol'ahoul 3d hours per 
mondi. The ( 'omniission should find die number ol'hours for eaeli firm reasonable and aw ai d 
compensation for die full aniounl of requested hours. 

Once again. Ms. Mitchell recorded die largest number of hours, but relied on Dr. Court and Dr. 
Denuding lo perform supporting analysis and. on occasion, lo step in as Tl RX's rcprcscnialiv c 
at workshops and oilier e\cuts. This approach enabled Tl'RN lo achie\e broader co\crane al 
the proceeding al a reasonable additional cost (since Ms. Milehell relied on firm members w ilh 
lowcr hourly rales). 

And as was die case willi die compensation requesl Tl'RN submillcd earlier in lliis proceeding, 
a significant number of die en l ties for Tl 'RX's eotisit 11 aiil s re fled eomniunicalioiis w ilh DRA 
and l.ncruy l)i\ ision slal'f members. The ( omniission should find lliis reasonable under die 
circumstances. uiv en our joint participation w ilh DRA w ilh all pleadings in lliis phase of die 
proceedinu. our ongoing coordinalion with DRA in die workshops and oilier informal act i\ i l ies 
lied to die proceedinu. and f ncrgy Di\ ision"s promineiil and continuing role in die proceedinu. 
Tl'RN submils dial il was no! uncommon lbrc\cr\ aeli\e parly lo regularly contact fncrgy 
Division, somelimes lo solicit die slaffs view of mailers, sontelinies for information regarding 
upcoming ev enls (such as vv orkshops). and somelimes lo prov ide drafls of doeunienis or oilier 
materials in response to staff inquiries. Again, the fact that such contacts occurred regularly 
does nol dcnioiislrulc dial die contacts represent inefficiency or unnecessary work in any way. 

Meelinus. travel lime, ami cnninciisalion-rclalcd lime: A very small number of hourly onirics 
relied nteelings attended by Tl RX's allorney and consultanl. or by more than one of Tl RX's 
consultants. In pasl eonipensalion decisions die ( omniission has deemed such onirics as 
reflecting internal duplication that is not eligible for an award of intervenor compensation. This 
is nol die case here. These meelinus vv ere essential lo Tl RX dev eloping and iniplcmcnling its 
slralegy for litis proceeding. Tl RX's requested hours are limilcd lo ihose vv here die allorney "s 
or expert witness's presence at a meeling was necessary in order lo achieve die meeling's 
purpose. Tl RX submils dial such nteelings can be pari of an inlerv enor's el'fecliv e adv ocacy 
before the ( omniission. and dial inlerv cnor eonipensalion can ami should be aw ai ded for die 
lime of all participants in such meetings where, as here, each pari icipanl needed lo be in die 
meeling lo advance die inlerv enor's advocacy efforls. 

There is also travel lime associated with Tl'RN's expert witness's allendance al an all-parly 
meeling ami an 11\ AC workshop. This iravel was nol "general commuting." as Ms. Milehell 
and her colleagues only rarely come lo die ('1*1(' for business, and vv ould nol liav e irav clcd lo 
San 1'raneisco on any ol'llie days in question bill for die workshops or prehearing conferences in 
lliis proceeding. 
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finally. TERN is requesting compciis;ilion for 13.25 hours devoted lo preparation oflhis 
request lot" compensation. Tl KN submits liti> is ;i reasonable amount id' hours lor :i proceeding 
that produced three decisions and included siihsUtnli;il amounts of lime ;md resources de\oicd lo 
workshops. w chinurs and oilier meetings. 

( omnicnt 2 Allocution of Hours: Tl UN h;is allocated ils lime enlries In die follow inn ;icli\ ilv codes: 

CP (General 
Participation) 

This category lv pie:t 1K inelndes lime I'or acli\ilies necessary lo 
participate in the docket thai lend not to vary by the number of 
issues addressed, such as initial re\ iew ol'applications, 
participation in prehearing conferences and ex parte meetings, and 
similar activities. 

Pl'M Tl RN's work on the Joint l()l s" Petition for Modification was 
very closely coordinated with 1)RA. Tl'RN look the lead on the 
DI'.liR. non-DEl'.R and custom measure issues, while l)RA look 
the lead on all other issues. If the Commission desires a further 
hreak-dowu of hours between the issues covered In the I'EM. 
'PI RN submits that a reasonable estimate is W\, on the D1ER. 
non-DEl'.R and custom measure cv iimc value issues, and ll)"n on 
all other issues. 

PPM Program Performance Metrics Mostly around review of the draft 
resolution and comments leading up to Resolution 1.-43S5. 

Bridge Rev iew of the ED report on 2000 Bridge funding adopted earlier in 
this proceeding, ami participation in the vvebinaron this subject. 
(Hours devoted to 2013 Bridge year issues are recorded in R.00-1 1­
014.) ~ ' 

IIVAC Work devoted lo participating in the Energy Div ision-lcd effort to 
assess the v ariotts 1IV \(' elements to dev clop a sound foundation 
for belter dev eloping strategies ami programs to reduce peak load, 
consistent vv ith direetiv e of 1).00-00-047 (pp. 100-200). 

Compliance Rev iew of compliance adv ice letters ami other matters, ami other 
activities regarding approved and implemented 2010-12 budgets 
and programs. 

EM&V This category reflects ongoing work and analysis associated vv ith 
the 2000-200X portfolio. The results of this work and analysis have 
directly flowed into the work the parlies and Energy Division have 
performed for analy/ing the programs in the 2010-12 portfolio, as 
well as development of general energy efficiency policies. As with 
Tl'RN's initial rci|ucsl for compensation in this proceeding. Tl'RN 
is including these hours in this rci|ucsl. In 1). 1 1-00-012. the 
Commission recogni/ed the appropriateness of including such 
hours in a request for compensation in this proceeding. 

1AKV V 2010-2012 This category refects ongoing work and analysis associated vv ith 
EMiVV for the 2010-12 portfolio. This category is distinct in time 
period us compared lo the 2000-0S portfolio efforts, but otherwise 
is vcrv similar in nature lo that work. 

00-Day Report The 00-day report is an offshoot of an earlier energy efficiency 
decision that required the utilities to submit for rev iew and 
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('omnium 5 

C'omnium 4 

considcralion their proposals For modifying iheir programs in lhe 
currenl porl folio period consistent w it It the e.v iiiur results of 
ongoing FMAV of programs from earlier periods. The ulililies 
presented such a report in lale May 2010. ami TURN dcvoicd time 
and resources lo rev ievv ing and preparing comments in lale July 
and earlv Aucust. 2010. 

I-DSM Preparation for ami pariicipalion in a workshop on integrated 
demand side lnanagemenl issue, conducted per D.00-00-04"7 (p. 
210). ~ 

Strategic Lighting In 1).00-00-04~ the ( onnnission direcled Fneigy I)i\ ision lo 
develop a Strategic l.ighling Plan, vviih public input oblained 
through a combination of meetings and workshops. TURN was an 
active participant in this work. 

Whole I louse (Ingoing efforts for participation in development of Whole I louse 
strategy, including review and analysis of proposals ami attending 
w orkshops. 

Policy Policy and counting issues raised in utility applications and 
addressed in IT00-05-037 

On Bill Finance On bill financing proposals that were presented and considered in 
this proceeding 

Travel Time dcvoicd to travel related exclusively to work in this 
proceeding. 

( omp Time devoted to compensation-related pleadings. 

I'l RN submits that under lliu circumstances this iiil'oniimion should suffice lo address lliu 
allocation requirement under lliu ( ommission's rules. Should lliu Commission w ish lo sec 
additional or different information on this point, TURN requests that the Commission so inform 
I'l R\ ami provide;! reasonable opporluniK for TURN lo suppluineiil litis show ing accordingly. 

Hourly Rate lor TURN attorney and consultants in 2010 and 21)11: 

I'l 'RN's requesl for coinpeiisalion uses 2010 and 201 1 hourlv rales for ils attorney and for ils 
eoiisullanis al .IBS I'.nergy at lev els prev iouslv aulhori/ed in prior ( oiniiiissioiuleeisioiis for 
work performed in 2010 or before. TURN does nol seek in lhis requesl for compeiisalion any 
change lo die hourlv rale approved for Mr. I'inkelslein's work in 200N and applied lo his work in 
2010 and 201 1 here. Similarly, Fnergy economics has nol chanced the hourly rales charged for 
ils members" work since 2010. as noted in ihe table above. 

Reasonableness ofHvpcnses: The t onimission should lind I'l RN's direct expenses 
reasonable. The expenses eoiisisl of photocopy ing ami postage expenses for pleadings and oilier 
doeumenis prmlueed specifically for ihis proceeding: ami trav el-relaled expenses for I'l RN's 
consultant attending workshops in this proceeding (airfare, ground iransport ami parking, ami 
hotel). As explained in comment 1 above with regard to the reasonableness of the travel-related 
hours included in I his requesl. the travel-related expenses are reasonable. I'l RN's eonsiillanl 
kepi the travel expenses to a minimum by only appearing in person for two oil he multitude of 
events related lo this proceeding during the 2010-201 1 period. 
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D. CPUC Disallowances & Adjustments (CPUC completes): 

# Reason 

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 $ . 
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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, 
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: 

Detailed Time Reports for TURN'S Attorneys and Consultants in A.08-07-021 
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8/18/2011 
9:46 AM Hours Page 1 

Date Atty 

Attorney: BF 

10/4/2010 BF 

10/7/2010 BF 

10/10/2010 BF 

10/11/2010 BF 

10/12/2010 BF 
10/13/2010 BF 

10/14/2010 BF 

10/15/2010 BF 

10/16/2010 BF 

10/18/2010 BF 

10/19/2010 BF 

10/20/2010 BF 

10/21/2010 BF 

10/22/2010 BF 
10/25/2010 BF 

Task Description 

10/29/2010 BF 

10/31/2010 BF 

11/1/2010 BF 

PFM Review PFM; begin outline of response 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 
PFM 

Review PFM; conf call w/ DRA and CKM 
re: response coordination 
Review prior rulings, pleadings on 
""freeze"" 
Further review of rulings, pleadings, 
other file materials; p/c w/ CKM re: 
strategy; p/c w/ DRA, CKM, ED re: 
activities btwn decn and present 
Draft response Section 1 
Research and draft response section 1; 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

Draft and edit response section 1 
(specific proposals) 
Finish draft and edit response section 1; 
review ckm cmmts; edit DRA-drafted 
sections 
Review DRA draft of entire protest; e­
mail comments to DLee 
Final review and edit of jt. Response 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

Time 
Spent 

Review EnerNOC response; draft e-mail 
note to SMyers re: same 
P/c w/ CKM re: PFM PHC strategy; prep 
for and conf call w/ EnerNOC; draft e­
mail memo re: conf call; 
Review pleadings; e-mail to DRA and 
CKM re: PHC issues 
Prep for and attend PHC 

Compliance Review staff ""disposition"" letter for 
PG&E; draft e-mail memo to CKM and 
team re: next steps 
Initial review AD ruling; e-mail to CKM on 
strategy 
Review AD Ruling and attachments of ED 
material in prep for conf call, drafting 
comments 
P/cs w/ CKM and DRA re: strategy; 
review ruling and attachments; outline 
comments 

1.25 

1.25 

1.75 

2.75 

2.50 
3.25 

2.25 

3.25 

1.00 

0.50 

0.75 

2.25 

1.00 

4.50 
0.75 

0.50 

2.50 

3.75 
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9:46 AM Hours Page 2 

Date Atty Task Description 

11/2/2010 BF 

11/3/2010 BF 

11/5/2010 BF 

11/8/2010 BF 

11/9/2010 BF 

11/10/2010 BF 

11/11/2010 BF 

11/12/2010 BF 
11/16/2010 BF 

11/19/2010 BF 

11/20/2010 BF 

11/21/2010 BF 

11/22/2010 BF 

11/23/2010 BF 

11/28/2010 BF 

11/29/2010 BF 
12/5/2010 BF 

12/6/2010 BF 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 
PFM 

PPM 

PPM 

PPM 

PPM 

PPM 

PPM 

PPM 
PFM 

PFM 

p/c w/ DL re: reply cmmts strategy; draft 
e-mail memo re: same 
Draft reply commtns; exchange e-mails 
w/ DLee and CKM re: same; review and 
edit DRA draft sections 
Review and edit full draft reply cmmts 

Review draft cmmts on PD/AD, e-mails 
re: edits and additions 

Time 
Spent 

Draft cmmts on ex ante for custom 
measures issues for ALJ Ruling; draft e­
mail to CKM re: same 
Revise, edit and draft cmmts on custom 
ex ante; e-mail to DRA 
Final review and edit of DRA/TURN 
cmmts; e-mail xchgs re: same; initial 
review EnerNOC and Util Cmmts 
Detailed review of EnerNOC and Jt. Utils. 
Cmmts; draft e-mail memos summarizing 
each to DRA, CKM; draft e-mail re: 
strategy for reply cmmts 

Final review and edits; e-mail to DL 
Initial reivew of PD and AD on PFM; e­
mail memo to DRA and CKM 
Review Draft Resolution; e-mails to DL 
and CKM re: strategy 
Draft cmments on Drft Res.; e-mail 
w/notes to CKM 
e-mail exchanges w/ CKM re: draft, 
strategy 
Final edits to cmmts on draft res.; initial 
review util and NRDC cmmts 
Review opening cmmts; e-mail memo to 
CKM re: reply 
Outline and draft reply cmmts; e-mail 
cover memo to CKM 
Draft and edit reply cmmts 
Review and edit DLee draft of comments; 
e-mail memo re: same to DLee, CKM 

4.25 

3.00 

2.75 

4.25 

1.25 

5.75 

0.75 

0.75 
1.00 

1.25 

3.25 

1.00 

1.75 

0.75 

3.25 

0.75 
1.75 

1.25 
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Date Atty Task Description 

12/9/2010 BF 

12/12/2010 BF 

1/3/2011 BF 
1/4/2011 BF 

1/5/2011 BF 

1/21/2011 BF 

1/26/2011 BF 

1/28/2011 BF 

2/3/2011 BF 

2/8/2011 BF 

2/10/2011 BF 

2/14/2011 BF 

2/15/2011 BF 

2/22/2011 BF 

3/8/2011 BF 

3/15/2011 BF 

3/17/2011 BF 
3/18/2011 BF 
3/23/2011 BF 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 
PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 
PFM 
PFM 

Review opening cmmts; draft e-mail re: 
new util proposal on custom measures 

Draft reply comments; review feedback 
from CKM 
e-mails re: workshop preparation 
Review materials for pre-w/s p/c; 
participate in p/c w/ DRA and others; 
prepare questions for w/s discussion 

E-mails re: request of others to have 
TURN respond on conf. sponsorship 
Review util opening comments on PD; 
p/c w/ DLee re: strategy on reply cmmts 

p/c w/ DL about reply comments 
Review and edit draft reply cmmts 
Exchange e-mails w/ D.Lee re: strategy 
on PG&E mtn resposne 

Time 
Spent 

Prep for and attend workshop; p/c w/ 
CKM post w/s for debriefing 
p/c w/ PMiller of NRDC re custom 
measures 
p/c CKM re: upcoming w/s on non-DEER 
and custom measure 
Prep for and participate in mtg (by 
phone) on non-DEER and custom 
measures 
P/c w/ JHirsch; p/c w/ DLee re: upcoming 
steps 
Review DRA version of CSM, draft 
additions; p/cs w/ DLee re: same 
Review DRA edits to CSM, edit; draft e­
mail to DLee 
Review ED compilation of parties 
positions on Case Mngmt Statement; e­
mail DRA re: same 
Further review ED compilation of parties' 
inputs; e-mails w/ DRA re: response 
options to util attachment of prior 
""agreed"" document 
Initial review PD on limited set of issues 

3.75 

3.75 

0.50 
3.25 

6.50 

0.50 

1.25 

6.50 

1.00 

2.75 

0.50 

2.25 

1.25 

0.50 

0.25 

0.50 

0.25 
0.25 
0.25 
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Date Atty 

3/30/2011 BF 

4/8/2011 BF 

4/26/2011 BF 

5/8/2011 BF 

5/11/2011 BF 

5/12/2011 BF 

5/15/2011 BF 

5/17/2011 BF 

5/20/2011 BF 

5/21/2011 BF 
5/22/2011 BF 

6/3/2011 BF 

6/4/2011 BF 

6/5/2011 BF 

6/6/2011 BF 

6/7/2011 BF 

6/8/2011 BF 

6/13/2011 BF 

Task Description 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 
PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

PFM 

p/cs w/ DLee, CKM re: strategy, process 
for going forward 
Initial review of PD on non-DEER and 
custom measures 
p/c w/ DLee re: upcoming comments; 
review PD re: same; e-mail memo to 
DLee re: same 
p/c w/ JHirsch re: non-DEER and custom 
proj questions 
Review and edit DRA draft jt cmmts on 
PD 
E-mails w/ DL re: final edits and strategy 
on opening comments; initial review 
opening comments of other parties 

Review open cmmts; review and edit 
DRA draft reply cmmts 
Draft reply cmmts on PD3 
Final review and edit of reply cmmts 

PFM Draft notes re: all-party mtg strategy; 
draft e-mail to CKM, MA re: same 

Review materials and develop strategy 
for all-party meeting; e-mail re: same to 
CKM 
Draft e-mails re: all-party mtg strategy 

Prep for and participate in all-party 
meeting 

PFM Draft e-mail re: next steps after all-party 
mtg 

PFM Review and edit request to reopen 
record 

EM&V 2010- Review draft pre-workshop cmmts for 
2012 6/15 EM&V workshop 

Time 
Spent 

PFM Review and edit DRA Draft reply cmmts 0.25 

Draft e-mail to CKM and MA re: strategy, 
next steps (50% to R.09-03-014) 

0.50 

0.50 

1.75 

0.75 

0.50 

1.25 

0.25 

2.75 

3.75 
0.50 

0.25 

1.25 

0.50 

4.25 

0.75 

0.75 

0.25 
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Date Atty Task Description Time 
Spent 

7/1/2011 BF PFM review revised PD of AU; draft e-mails re: 
same; p/c w/ DLee re: same 

Total: BF 

8/29/2011 BF 
8/30/2011 BF 

9/2/2011 BF 

Comp 
Comp 
Comp 

9/3/2011 BF 
9/6/2011 BF 

Comp 
Comp 

Total: BF — comp 

7/1/2010 C Mite HVAC 

7/1/2010 C Mite On Bill 
Finance 

7/7/2010 C Mite HVAC 

7/8/2010 C Mite HVAC 

7/12/2010 C Mite 60 Day 
Report 

Draft and edit request 
Finish drafting request, review records 

review lOUs data responses to ED data 
request re.status of HVAC programs, 
changes and cancellations; email re. 
same to A Premo 

disucssion w/ Hank Ryan re. status of CA 
lOUs OBF and various Off-Bill Financing; 
detailed discussion re. ""contractor"" 
issues, that is EE contractors 

7/7/2010 C Mite Strategic 
Lighting 

7/8/2010 C Mite Strategic 
Lighting 

email exchanges with A Premo re. HVAC 
issues 
reivew AU Ruling Strategic Lighting; 
limited review lOUs Advice Letter and ED 
draft chapter Strategic Lighting for CPUC 
long term plan 
A Premo phone call re. various HVAC QM 
issues 
more detailed review documents above, 
research on lOUs continued reliance on 
CFLs 
discussion R Deumling additional work 
and analysis to complete TURN review 
and analysis of lOUs 60 Day Report 

0.50 

131.50 

Review files, decisions, other materials for 
Review hourly records; draft request 
Draft Request, review files and decisions 

1.75 
2.25 
3.50 

3.00 
2.75 

13.25 

1.25 

0.75 

0.25 

0.50 

1.00 

2.00 

1.00 
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Date Atty Task Description 

7/12/2010 C Mite Strategic 
Lighting 

7/13/2010 C Mite HVAC 

7/13/2010 C Mite 

7/14/2010 C Mite HVAC 

7/14/2010 C Mite 

7/15/2010 C Mite 

7/15/2010 C Mite 

60 Day 
Report 
HVAC 

work with G Court on adjustments to her 
end use and lighting key measure data 
breakout GWH and MW 2006-08 and 
2010-12 IOU EE Portfolio s 

Strategic 
Lighting 

P/c re: next day HVAC meeting on 
proposal for Third Party $60 M 
residential QM contract 
review G Court data revisions, begin 
draft comments for MB Ang; work with R 
Deumling on draft data request for 
Energy Division to in part determine the 
extent to which the lOUs are still 
providing ratepayer-discounted CFLs to 
big box Wal-Mart, Home Depot, et. al.; 
emails back and forth with P Wellner ED 
re. basis of statement in Strategic 
Lighting chapter that residential lighting 
load is on peak, ask G Court to track 
down Pam reference to UC Davis Ighting 
study 

participate in HVAC meeting re. R 
Bacchus and other VSP contractors 
presentation of proposal for Third Party 
$60 M residential QM contract; work on 
budget comparion lOUs Nov compliance 
and June 2010 data request response on 
HVAC budgets and savings 

Strategic 
Lighting 

Time 
Spent 

draft comments Strategic Lighting to MB 
Ang TURN; more emails P Wellner trying 
to track down analytical basis for ED 
statement that residential lighting is on 
peak 
check-in Rueben re. status work product, 
limited dicussion 
emails back and forth with A Premo and 
S Baker re. possible meeting / conf call to 
disucss HVAC matters including R 
Bacchus & VSPs proposal for Third Party 
residential QM program 

1.00 

0.25 

3.50 

2.50 

3.50 

0.25 

0.50 

SB GT&S 0230996 
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Date Atty Task Description 

7/15/2010 C Mite Strategic 
Lighting 

7/16/2010 C Mite HVAC 

7/16/2010 C Mite Strategic 
Lighting 

7/19/2010 C Mite HVAC 

work with MB Ang TURN on TURN 
comments; provide my draft to C Cox 
DRA, quick discussion of new TURN data 
and analysis 
prepare summary document for S Baker 
for Tuesday ED meeting re. TURN 
findings and recommendations HVAC 
Opportunities and Challenges, including 
attempt to reconcile lOUs Nov 2009 
HVAC budgets and projected savings 
with data provided in response to ED 
data request, conduct research / review 
some key documents 

7/19/2010 C Mite Strategic 
Lighting 

7/20/2010 C Mite HVAC 

review comments other parties; respond 
to L Ettenson NRDC request for copy of 
lOUs' May 28th Advice Letter filing on 
strategic lighting 
limited preparation for meeting; 
conference call meeting w/ S Baker, C 
Fogel, and A Premo, ED re. HVAC 
Opportuntities and Challenges, 
consensus on need fo ED to step in and 
develop work plan to move issues 
forward; drafting meeting summary 
notes and action items 

7/21/2010 C Mite Compliance PG&E Advice Letter 3065-G A/3562-E-A: 
Supplement to prior advice letter 
implementing PG&E's EE portfolio 
budget and other directives per D09-09-
047; limited review 

Time 
Spent 

review data / information from P Wellner 
ED re. analytical basis for residential 
lighting on peak; write comments and 
forward to MB Ang 
limited organizing and review of key 
HVAC documents from last 2-3 years 
including CPUC Long Term Strategic Plan 
and CEC M Messenger June 2008 
""Strategic Plan to Reduce the Energy 
Impact of Air Conditioners"" 

0.50 

3.00 

2.50 

3.00 

1.25 

3.00 

0.50 

SB GT&S 0230997 



8/18/2011 
9:46 AM Hours Page 8 
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7/21/2010 C Mite HVAC 

7/21/2010 C Mite Strategic 
Lighting 

7/22/2010 C Mite 60 Day 
Report 

7/22/2010 C Mite 60 Day 
Report 

7/22/2010 CMitc Compliance 

more work on summary meeting notes 
and action items for ED, discussion 
additonal HVAC issues and possible 
resolutions 
notes to MB Ang re. TURN reply 
comments; discussion C Cox DRA re. 
same, additional analysis re. end use 
breakout GWH and MW 2006-08 and 
2010-12 IOU EE Portfolios 
quick review R Deumling draft ""TURN 
Response to lOUs 60-Day Report"", email 
back to R Deumling 
respond to C Cox DRA questions re. lOUs 
60-Day Report; 
send AL to G Court with email re. pulling 
some of the data on changes in budget 
and savings, how admin, and non-
incentive costs recorded, other areas 

7/22/2010 C Mite HVAC discussion J Hirsch re: development RFP 
for HVAC lab work and field activity; 
review related HVAC documents 

7/22/2010 C Mite 

7/23/2010 C Mite 

Strategic 
Lighting 
60 Day 
Report 

work with MB Ang TURN on TURN reply 
comments 
discussion R Deumling draft ""TURN 
Response to lOUs 60-Day Report"" and 
draft attachment summarizing the key 
findings and recommendations from the 
consultants' M&V reports re. program 
design changes 

7/23/2010 C Mite 60 Day 
Report 

Time 
Spent 

continued review of R Deumling draft 
""TURN Response to lOUs 60-Day 
Report"" and draft attachment 
summarizing the key findings and 
recommendations from the consultants' 
M&V reports re. program design changes 

2.00 

3.00 

0.50 

0.50 

0.25 

1.00 

0.50 

1.00 

1.00 

SB GT&S 0230998 
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7/26/2010 C Mite HVAC 

7/27/2010 C Mite HVAC 

7/27/2010 C Mite Strategic review reply comments of other parties; 
Lighting forward to G Court and R Deumling with 

specfic directions re. limited review 

7/28/2010 C Mite 

8/1/2010 C Mite 

8/2/2010 C Mite 

8/3/2010 C Mite 

8/6/2010 C Mite 

8/7/2010 C Mite 

8/17/2010 C Mite 

60 Day 
Report 

7/28/2010 C Mite HVAC 

60 Day 
Report 
60 Day 
Report 
60 Day 
Report 
60 Day 
Report 
60 Day 
Report 
60 Day 
Report 

8/23/2010 C Mite Whole 
House 

Retrofit 

8/24/2010 C Mite HVAC 

begin edits of R Deumling draft ""TURN 
Response to lOUs 60-Day Report""; 
emails and discussions R Deumling 

HVAC working group meeting, review of 
real-time montioring; post-meeting p/c 
w/ A. Premo ED 
work with R Deumling on completing 
comments 
more work on completing repor t 

draft to B Finkelstein 

final attachments to B Finkelstein 

revisions; final to B Finkelstein 

discussion A Premo ED re. status of 
August action items — lab testing and 
field activity — from S Baker HVAC 
meeting July 20th 

Time 
Spent 

discussion A Premo ED re. various HVAC 
matters; return phone call of R Bacchus 
VSP contractor re. his Third Party 
proposal; organize recent HVAC 
materials 
respond to J Hirsch phone call re. TURN 
concerns / issues in moving fwd. with ED 
HVAC solutions process; follow-up 
discussion A Premo of ED 

limited review TURN / Energy Economics 
filing of comments on lOUs 60-Day 
Report 
review email re. Sept 9th All Party; 
emails to various TURN and DRA staff re: 
coverage and strategy for same 

1.25 

1.00 

1.00 

3.50 

1.50 

2.00 

3.00 

2.00 

2.50 

1.75 

0.50 

0.50 

0.50 

SB GT&S 0230999 
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9/7/2010 C Mite Compliance disucssion P Stoner LGC Stwd 
Coordinator status various LGP issues 

9/10/2010 C Mite review proposed agenda; emails M 
Wheeler re. upcoming All Party 

9/15/2010 C Mite Whole 
House 

Retrofit 

9/20/2010 C Mite HVAC 

9/20/2010 C Mite PFM 

9/21/2010 C Mite HVAC 

9/23/2010 C Mite HVAC 

9/29/2010 C Mite PFM 

10/4/2010 C Mite PFM 

10/6/2010 C Mite Whole 
House 

Retrofit 

discussion A Premo status various HVAC 
issues 
review lOUs' PFM; review B Finkelstein 
email re. same 
discussion R Bacchus third party 
contractor re. HVAC concerns and 
""Green Net Real Time Pricing"" PPT 
review and respond to S Baker ED 
proposed meeting re. HVAC and 
discussion topics / issues 
discussion P Lai re. status of ex ante 
freeze 
additional review PFM, email file notes 
to B Finkelstein re. suggested TURN 
comments 
prep for ALL PARTY, review materials on 
Whole House; discussions M Wheeler 
Commission Staff, Tom Conlon W House 
contractor to prepare for meeting 

10/7/2010 C Mite Compliance limited discussion C Cox DRA re. status 
various compliance issues including lOUs 
continued activity in CFLs 

10/7/2010 C Mite Compliance discussion M Haramati ED re. lOUs' 2010­
12 continued investement in basic CFLs 

Time 
Spent 

Whole 
House 

Retrofit 
9/14/2010 C Mite Compliance emails and discussions ED re. status of ex 

ante freeze 2010-12 portfolio 
review Multi-Family working group 
materials and proposed report re. Whole 
House, upcoming workshop same; emails 
Heather Larson subcommittee chair and 
StopWaste.org 

0.75 

0.25 

0.50 

1.00 

0.75 

1.25 

0.50 

0.50 

0.50 

1.00 

2.50 

0.50 

0.75 

SB GT&S 0231000 
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10/7/2010 C Mite PFM 

10/7/2010 C Mite Travel 

10/7/2010 C Mite Whole 
House 

10/10/2010 C Mite PFM 

10/11/2010 C Mite PFM 

10/14/2010 C Mite PFM 

10/15/2010 C Mite PFM 

10/21/2010 C Mite HVAC 

10/21/2010 C Mite PFM 

10/22/2010 C Mite HVAC 

10/22/2010 C Mite PFM 
10/22/2010 C Mite Travel 

11/1/2010 C Mite PFM 

11/2/2010 C Mite PFM 

conf call DRA D Lee & K Mahoney w/B 
Finkelstein re. joint TURN / DRA 
comments 
travel from Reno to SF 10/6/10 3.0 hrs; 
return 10/7/10 3.0 hrs. @$90hr — 
Whole House Retrofit 
CPUC ALL PARTY Whole House Retrofit 
renamed ""Energy Upgrade California""; 

Retrofit 10-3 (.75 lunch); post-wkshp discussions 

conf call ED P Lai with DRA D Lee & K 
Mahoney, and B Finkelstein TURN, 
additional clarification of issues 
discussion 
HVAC workshop ED S Baker organized w/ 
lOUs and TURN, presentations lOUs re. 
status QM / Ql 2010 activities & 
programs 
attend PHC 
travel from Reno to SF 10/22/10 3.0 hrs; 
return 10/22/10 3.0 hrs. @$90hr — 
HVAC 
conf call TURN Bob and DRA D Lee & K 
Mahoney re. comments to AU's Ruling 
Seeking Addtl Information re. lOUs PFM; 
read AU Ruling 
notes to Bob re. designated areas / 
topics / issues for possible draft 
comments including ""retroactive"" and 
""baseline of gross savings"" 

Time 
Spent 

additional notes B Finkelstein re. possible 
TURN comments 
conf call ED P Lai with DRA D Lee & K 
Mahoney, and B Finkelstein TURN, 
clarification of issues discussion 
review B Finkelstein first draft 
comments 
more review Bob draft, more comments 
and edits; review DRA D Lee sections, 
comments back 
prep for HVAC workshop, review various 
materials, documents and D09-09-047 

0.50 

3.00 

4.75 

0.75 

1.00 

0.75 

1.25 

1.50 

0.50 

3.00 

1.00 
3.00 

1.00 

2.00 

SB GT&S 0231001 
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11/3/2010 C Mite PFM 
11/5/2010 C Mite PFM 

11/8/2010 C Mite PFM 

11/8/2010 C Mite PPM 
11/9/2010 C Mite PFM 

11/9/2010 C Mite PPM 
11/10/2010 C Mite PFM 

11/11/2010 C Mite PFM 

11/15/2010 C Mite On Bill 
Finance 

11/15/2010 C Mite PPM 

11/16/2010 C Mite On Bill 
Finance 

11/17/2010 C Mite HVAC 

11/17/2010 C Mite On Bill 
Finance 

11/17/2010 C Mite PPM 

11/18/2010 C Mite HVAC 

11/18/2010 C Mite PFM 

review and comment Bob 1st draft 
additional reviews and comments 
combined TURN and DRA draft 
review TURN-DRA comments as filed, 
comments Jt lOUs and EnerNOC; review 
Bob emails re reply comments 

limited review ED Resolution 
more review Bob emails re. reply 
comments; more review Jt lOUs and 
EnerNOC comments 
more review ED Resolution 
discussion DRA D Lee re. reply 
comments; write up notes for Bob TURN; 
review Bob draft, comments 
limited review additonal TURN-DRA 
drafts 
review materials and D09-09-047 re 
financing, discussion H Ryan Small 
Business Calif, On-Bill Financing 
more review ED Resolution; email B 
Finkelstein proposed TURN opening 
comments 
ED EE Financing Workshop 9:30 - 4 pm: 
commercial, industrial, institutional 

11/19/2010 C Mite Bridge limited review ED report 

Time 
Spent 

email S Baker TURN request for de-brief 
and follow-up discussion re. lOUsOct 
22nd HVAC presentation 
ED EE Financing Workshop 9:30 - 4 pm: 
residential customers; follow-up 
discussion H Ryan re. key / priority issues 
OBF 
email K Mahoney DRA notes re. TURN 
possible opening comments, discussion K 
Mahoney re. same; follow-up email B 
Finkelstein 
more emails S Baker, Anne Premo re. 
utils HVAC presentation 
limited review AU PD and Grueniech APD 

0.50 
0.50 

0.50 

0.50 
1.00 

0.50 
3.25 

0.50 

1.00 

1.50 

3.00 

0.25 

2.00 

0.75 

0.25 

0.25 

0.25 

SB GT&S 0231002 
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11/19/2010 C Mite 

11/19/2010 C Mite 

11/21/2010 C Mite 

On Bill 
Finance 

PPM 

PPM 

11/22/2010 C Mite Bridge 

11/23/2010 C Mite PPM 

11/29/2010 C Mite PFM 

11/29/2010 C Mite PPM 

11/30/2010 C Mite PPM 

12/2/2010 C Mite HVAC 

12/2/2010 C Mite PFM 

12/9/2010 C Mite PFM 

12/11/2010 C Mite HVAC 
12/11/2010 C Mite PFM 

review B Finkelstein draft, emial 
additonal points and issues 
review TURN, DRA, and lOUs filings Nov 
22 
conf call ED S Baker, K Fogel, A Premo -
follow-up to October ED-TURN-IOUs 
meeting w/ lOUs presentation HVAC QM 
research field work; review materials for 
DR to SCE per conf call discussion 

work with G Court on compiling results 
of ED's C/E TRC analysis with moderate 
changes to ex ante data to reflect most 
significiant 06-08 M&V results / best 
available data 
email and discussions re. lOUs revisions 
to ED custom projects process q 

review HVAC file, new materials 
emails B Finkelstein and D Lee DRA re, 
reply comments 

Time 
Spent 

followu-up email to J Finningan ED re. 
finance workshops and materials 
discussion B Finkelstein ED's filing, TURN 
opening comments 
review B Finkelstein draft, emial 
additonal points and issues, discussion G 
Court re. data on breakdown of 2010­
2012 portfolio costs resource and non-
reesource per D 00-09-047 and lOUs Nov 
2009 Compliance Advice Letter Filings 

more review ED report, participate in ED 
webinar 
review TURN, DRA, and lOUs filings Nov 
22 
discussion D Lee DRA re. PD and APD on 
ex ante freeze, discussion B Finkelstein & 
G Court re. same, follow-up email to D 
Lee DRA re. some questions and 
reasearch matters 

0.25 

0.25 

1.00 

1.00 

0.75 

1.25 

0.50 

0.25 

2.25 

0.50 

0.50 

1.50 
0.50 

SB GT&S 0231003 
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Spent 

12/12/2010 C Mite PFM review B Finkelstein draft; emails back 
and forth D Lee and B Finkelstein 

12/13/2010 C Mite PFM additional analysis, text drafting for 
comments; more reviews B Finkelstein 
and D Lee drafst; emails back and forth D 
Lee and B Finkelstein 

12/20/2010 C Mite HVAC 

12/28/2010 C Mite PFM 

1/4/2011 C Mite HVAC 

1/5/2011 C Mite HVAC 

1/11/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

1/12/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

1/13/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

more discussion A Premo re. wrap-up of 
HVAC issues / transition with Premo 
retirement 
review final decision in prep for early Jan 
w/s 
discussion L Herman & E Taylor Enalysis 
(3P HVAC contractor) on-going persistent 
HVAC issues, particularly re. Quality 
Maintenance 
discussion R Mowris (3P HVAC 
contractor) on-going persistent HVAC 
issues, particularly re. Quality 
Maintenance; limited emails S Baker ED 
Planning Director 
review ED Dec 2010 200+ page Work 
Plan 
review ED Dec 2010 200+ page Work 
Plan; write and post on energydataweb 
TURN comments 
discuss w/ R Deumling how to present at 
workshop, represent TURN 

1/14/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

limited participation in workshop via conf 
call line, discuss with R Deumling issues / 
matters at lunch break 

1/17/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010- post-workshop de-briefing with R. 
2012 Deumling including directions on next 

steps, TURN follow-up for R Deumling 

1/21/2011 C Mite HVAC discussion E Taylor re HVAC contractor 
layoffs due to PG&E program 
cancellation 

1.50 

2.50 

1.50 

1.00 

1.00 

1.50 

1.00 

3.00 

0.75 

3.00 

0.75 

0.50 

SB GT&S 0231004 
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1/22/2011 C Mite HVAC 

1/25/2011 C Mite PFM 

discussion E Taylor re HVAC contractor 0.25 
layoffs due to PG&E program 
cancellation 
ex ante data non-DEER and Custom 0.50 
measures discussion B Finkelstein, P Lai 

1/26/2011 C Mite PFM ex ante data non-DEER and Custom 
measures discussion B Finkelstein, P Lai 

1.50 

1/27/2011 C Mite PFM ex ante data non-DEER and Custom 
measures discussion B Finkelstein, P Lai 

0.50 

1/28/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

1/28/2011 C Mite HVAC 

2/2/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

follow-up email ED Z Conway re. TURN 0.50 
issues and concerns, request written 
response 
discussion L Herman Enalaysis re. new 0.50 
HVAC M&V report out demonstrating 
lOUs' cancelled programs should be 
reinstated. 
discussion Pete Skala new supervisor ED 1.00 
EM&V re. TURN interests, concerns with 
M&V in general and 2010-2012 cycle, 
TURN interest in supporting ED 

2/3/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

informal meeting with Zeny and staff per 
Zeny request for brainstorming 
assistance on how to make ED's EGGA 
website more user friendly, 
recommendation to borrow formatting 
from CALMAC (multidimensional), work 
through with J Tagnipas and others 

1.00 

2/3/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

2/3/2011 C Mite HVAC 

discussion Tim and Zeny ED re. TURN 0.50 
outstanding questions from Friday prior 
EM&V workshop 
discussions S Baker and M Tisdale re. 0.75 
HVAC issues, likelihood / ability of 
Quality Maint. Starting back up Spring 
2011; respond to more emails from VSPs 

SB GT&S 0231005 
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2/11/2011 CMitc Compliance review available information and data re. 
lOUs CFL program implementation to 
date; draft TURN data request, submit to 
MB Ang for filing with electric lOUs 

2/11/2011 CMitc HVAC discussion L Herman HVAC consultant re. 
upcoming meeting with S Baker ED and J 
Hirsch re. QM, no programs of lOUs, L 
Herman requesting TURN participation in 
meeting 

2/15/2011 C Mite Compliance begin limited review SDG&E response; 
email to MB Ang re. SDG&E requirement 
of non-disclosure agreement 

2/18/2011 CMitc Compliance continue review SDG&E response, begin 
review of SCE and PG&E responses 

2012 more readily facilitate M&V postings, 
review, comments on all process and 
impact M&V studies and reports, interim 
and final, 2010-2012 portfolios, ED 
consultants' work, lOUs work, and 
parties rounds of comments 

3/15/2011 C Mite HVAC emails and discussion S. Baker ED 
Planning Supervisor re. status of HVAC 
IOU Programs 

Time 
Spent 

2/22/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010- review notice for upcoming quarterly 
2012 workshop, quick review of status of ED 

response to TURN questions from 1st 
workshp 

2/28/2011 CMitc Compliance more detailed review of responses to 
TURN data request, some analysis, follow-
up DR, discussion, email G Court re. 
additional analysis 

3/7/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010- review ED response to TURN Jan data 
2012 request on various aspects of 2010-12 

EM&V, including early M&V for high 
priority impact verifcation work 

1.50 

0.50 

0.50 

1.50 

0.25 

1.00 

1.50 

3/8/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010- ED webinar re. new EEGA site redesign to 2.00 

0.50 

SB GT&S 0231006 
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3/16/2011 C Mite HVAC 

3/18/2011 C Mite HVAC 

3/24/2011 C Mite l-DSM 

3/25/2011 C Mite l-DSM 
3/29/2011 C Mite HVAC 

3/30/2011 C Mite HVAC 

3/31/2011 C Mite HVAC 

4/1/2011 C Mite HVAC 

4/6/2011 C Mite HVAC 

reviews Baker email response, respond 
back 
long email to S Baker re. apparent lOUs' 
upcoming launch of HVAC quality 
maintence programs built around annual 
service contracts; concerns that TURN 
not allowed to provide any input while 
still at conceptual level 

review ED consultants' report on cost-
effectiveness for l-DSM 
participate in workshop 
prepare for HVAC workshop, review 
strategic action plan draft 
HVAC workshop in SF; Strategic Planning 
Action Plan 
discussion Luke Herman Enalysis re. 
lOUs' response to ED-TURN data request, 
in particular Q 8 as to whether there is 
any economic value to RCA 

4/5/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

4/5/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

4/6/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

4/8/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010- discussion w/ M Haramati TURN 
2012 questions about how lOUs are 

implementing CFLs current program 
cycle; participate in lighting webinar 

Time 
Spent 

review HVAC data response about 
upcoming HVAC QM program; email S 
Baker ED back with additional questions, 
provide all to MB Ang 
Monisha DRA discussion re. history and 
background of lighting and CFLs in 
particular in lOUs EE portfolios, reference 
documents provided 
write-up TURN issues and concerns re. 
CLFs and 2010-2012 M&V and share with 
DRA, provide to MB Ang 
review electric IOUS lighting PIPs 
(program implementation plans) to 
better understand the types of M&V 
needed 
write up TURN comments on HVAC 
strategic plan draft, file with S Baker ED 

0.25 

0.50 

1.00 

1.50 
1.00 

5.00 

0.25 

1.25 

0.50 

1.50 

0.50 

2.00 

2.50 

SB GT&S 0231007 
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4/14/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010- discussion w/ J Tagnipes ED's 
2012 

4/20/2011 C Mite HVAC 

5/3/2011 C Mite HVAC HVAC conf call w/ all electric lOUs and 
TURN and DRA to give us an overview of 
what the lOUs intend to present at the 
HVAC workshops Northern & Southern 
CA on Th and Friday this week 

5/19/2011 C Mite PFM 

5/22/2011 C Mite PFM 

review TURN / DRA joint comments on 
proposed 3rd decision 
notes to B Finkelstein re. response to his 
research questions for TURN opening 
comments PD on ex ante data 

5/23/2011 C Mite PFM 

5/24/2011 C Mite PFM 
6/3/2011 C Mite HVAC 

6/5/2011 C Mite PFM 

6/6/2011 C Mite PFM Call in to All Party meeting re. debate 
and discussion of PD re. ex ant custom 
projects to provide suppor tto B 
Finkelstein 

6/7/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010- discussion w/ R Deumling re. ED EM&V 
workshop June 14th on working with 
DRA on establishing key issues, providing 
to ED and service list written summary 
prior to workshop. 

2012 

Time 
Spent 

determination of HIMs (high impact 
measures for 2010-2012; discussion T 
Drew ED M&V research on MCMs (macro 
consumption metrics) 
long email to S Baker re. upcoming HVAC 
meetings first week of May Northern / 
Southern CA, information TURN would 
like to see presented, provided 

review B Finkelstein draft TURN 
comments, minor notes, commetns 
review all parties comments 
HVAC conf call w/IOUs re. status of 
residential quality maintenance program 
implementation 
respond to B Finkelstein emails re. TURN 
discussion and debate points for All Party 

0.50 

1.50 

1.50 

0.25 

0.50 

0.25 

0.50 
1.00 

0.25 

1.00 

0.25 

SB GT&S 0231008 
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6/11/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010- review R. Deumling draft of TURN pre-
2012 workshop comments for ED quarterly 

EM&V workshop, make changes, provide 
direction to R Deumling re. additional 
comments needed 

0.50 

6/12/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

6/25/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

6/26/2011 C Mite EM&V 2010­
2012 

Review R Deumling next draft TURN 
M&V comments, make additional 
comments, additional direction to R 
Deumling re. finalizing 
email R Deumling re. EE goals and GHG 
emission reductions, how to quantify to 
GWH energy savings net of renewable 
portfolio standard and assuming 
electricity sector responsible for 40% of 
state's AB 32 GHG reduction 
requirements. 
review R Deumling write-up on EE goals 
and GHG emission reductions per AB32, 
TURN need to assess extent to which CA 
potentials and goals setting process will 
lead to meaningful contribution to AB32 

0.50 

0.50 

0.50 

6/29/2011 C Mite 

Total: C Mitchell 

Strategic email Monisha DRA re. TURN CFL 
Lighting concerns re. overall lOUs lighting 

portfolio, including additonal information 
and data to Monisha 

0.25 

186.25 

7/15/2010 G Cour Strategic Text for Attachment to Strategic Lighting 
Lighting Comments with documentation of 

lighting breakdown for 2010-2012 and 
end use analysis. 

3.00 

7/20/2010 G Cour HVAC Update HVAC analysis of savings with 
data from November 2009 Compliance 
filing placemats for SDGE and SCG. Make 
changes to HVAC table sent by CM. Email 
CM. 

1.00 
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Date Atty Task Description 

7/23/2010 G Cour Strategic 
Lighting 

Email A. Gupta ED with details of data 
sources for analysis, links to data 
sources, and description of analysis 
undertaken. 

7/28/2010 G Cour Compliance Review PG&E Supplemental Compliance 
Filing and Advice Letter filed 6/20/10. 
Assess and summarize changes relative 
to November 2009 Compliance Filing 
Tables. 

7/29/2010 G Cour Compliance Analysis of 2010-2012 IOU budgets and 
breakdown by major budget category, 
incentives vs. non-incentives. Review 
issue of transfer payments and 
incentive/admin costs in 2006 Ruling. 

7/29/2010 G Cour Strategic 
Lighting 

7/30/2010 G Cour 60 Day 
Report 

Phone call A Gupta re comparison of 
program savings and budget data for 
2006-2008 and 2010-2012. Email with 
files from the lOUs' 2010-2012 
November 2009 and June 2010 
Compliance Filings. 
Review and edit of 60-day document 
draft attachment. Email CM and RD. 

8/2/2010 G Cour 60 Day 
Report 

7/30/2010 G Cour Compliance Analysis of IOU budgets and budget 
categories. Phone call Anne Premo; 
phone call and email CM. 
Update Lighting Savings pie charts to 
reflect new PG&E data submitted in 
Compliance Filing 
Update Lighting Savings pie charts to 
reflect new PG&E data submitted in 
Compliance Filing; Edits to charts for 60-
day Document 
Final edits to pie charts for 60-day 
Document; Incentive costs vs. non-
incentive costs analysis; emails CM 

8/3/2010 G Cour 60 Day 
Report 

8/4/2010 G Cour 60 Day 
Report 

Time 
Spent 

1.50 

1.00 

4.00 

0.50 

1.50 

2.50 

2.00 

1.50 

1.00 
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11/21/2010 G Cour PPM 

11/29/2010 G Cour PFM 

11/30/2010 G Cour PFM 

12/1/2010 G Cour PFM 

12/2/2010 G Cour PFM 

12/3/2010 G Cour PFM 

Budget data table for 2010-2012 IOU 
Portfolios; phone call CM; email CM 
Download and access files posted by ED 
in response to DRA/TURIM data request 
for information on the work ED has done 
regarding savings parameter values, cost-
effectiveness tests, and updating existing 
DEER. Phone calls CM, Bob Finkelstein. 
Web meeting and phone call Jeff Hirsch, 
Diana Lee, CM, Peter Lai, Kevin. 

Analysis of IOU Workpapers and E3 
calculators to establish the extent to 
which the lOUs have updated their 
savings parameters for key measures to 
reflect recent EM&V findings; email CM 

Research on Basecamp IOU filing dates; 
phone call JH; emails CM and Diana Lee 

Review of Workpapers and filing dates 
on Basecamp; compare DEER 2.05 and 
3.02 for lighting measures; TRC data for 
low/high CFL scenarios in ED adjusted E3 
files; emails CM and Diana Lee; phone 
call CM 
Check Workpaper dates file; phone call 
CM; email Kevin Madison and CM 

Time 
Spent 

8/16/2010 G Cour Compliance Detalied response to DRA request for 
help assessing changes in budgets and 
savings between the 2006-2008 and 
2010-2012 program cycles;multiple 
emails Ujvalla Gupta; multiple phone 
calls Ujvalla Gupta, relatively new staffer 
at DRA 

8/17/2010 G Cour Compliance Detalied assessment of changes in 
budgets and savings between the 2006­
2008 and 2010-2012 program cycles;e-
mails and p/cs w/ UGupta of DRA 

3.00 

3.00 

1.00 

5.50 

5.00 

3.50 

7.00 

0.50 
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2/24/2011 G Cour PFM 

7/13/2011 G Cour EM&V 

7/21/2011 G Cour EM&V 

7/22/2011 G Cour EM&V 

7/25/2011 G Cour EM&V 

7/26/2011 G Cour EM&V 

7/27/2011 G Cour EM&V 

7/28/2011 G Cour EM&V 

PGE data on deemed and custom savings 
- create table of data for Chris U. Email 
Chris U. with data and respond to reply 
emails from him. 
Analysis of CA electricity consumption, 
IOU savings, and goals from EE 

Add Introduction and section on changes 
since 2010 to Comments; review June 
2010 TURN Comments and Greuneich's 
Scoping Memo for details of MCM 
history; summarize MCM approaches 
and history; phone calls C Mitchell to 
discuss revisions to MCM Comments and 
additions to comments (30 mins). 

Time 
Spent 

Assessment and analysis of Energy 
Division Consultants' Sanstad and 
Loudermilk and Cadmus White Papers on 
MCMs 
Assessment and analysis of Cadmus and 
Horowitz White Papers on MCMs. 

Draft MCM Comments: detail how 
consultants' MCM proposals overlap 
with CEC work; review details of CEC 
forecasting models and summarize 
difference of approach and similarities of 
overall data; review Itron's approach to 
goal setting and potential analysis for 
contrast with MCM approach. Phone call 
R Deumling (5 mins); emails R Deumling 
on MCM comments. 

Draft MCM Comments: sections on three 
White Papers and overview section on 
MCMs; phone call RD (5mins); email C 
Mitchell and R Deumling 

MCM Comments: revise and add to 
Comments; draft email to C Mitchell and 
R Deumling 

1.50 

3.00 

2.00 

2.50 

6.00 

4.50 

4.50 

2.50 
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Spent 

7/29/2011 G Cour EM&V Revise TURN Comments on MCM White 
Papers; write Conclusion to Comments; 
phone call R Deumling (10 mins); phone 
call C Mitchell (5 mins). 

5.50 

Total: G Court 80.00 

6/30/2010 R Deum 

7/1/2010 R Deum Strategic 
Lighting 

7/2/2010 R Deum 

60 Day revisions & expansions to TURN 2.00 
Report Comments responding to lOUs' 60-day 

report; 
conversation M Haramati (ED) about 0.50 
filing a DR to ascertain the continuing 
presence of rebated basic CFL in big box 
stores 

60 Day review summary document of findings 3.75 
Report and recommendations culled from all 06­

08 EM&V reports for themes—common 
findings that were oft repeated; revisions 
to TURN comments and incorporated 
these themes 

7/12/2010 R Deum 60 Day confer C Mitchell (lhr) about expansions 
Report to draft as well as consolidating the 200 

page summar of findings and 
recommendations to a more manageable 
50 pages with text from ED's 4/15 Draft 
Evaluation Report 

1.50 

7/12/2010 R Deum Strategic 
Lighting 

Wrote Data Request draft on subject of 
continued subsidy of basic CFLs in big-
box retail stores (lhr); follow up with T 
Drew by telephone; edits to DR 

1.50 

7/14/2010 R Deum 60 Day 
Report 

7/15/2010 R Deum 60 Day 
Report 

resume consolidating Findings & 
Recommendations master document 
down to 50 pages 
resume consolidating Findings & 
Recommendations master document 
down to 50 pages 

2.50 

4.75 
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7/16/2010 R Deum 60 Day 
Report 

7/16/2010 R Deum Strategic 
Lighting 

7/19/2010 R Deum 60 Day 
Report 

7/21/2010 R Deum 60 Day 
Report 

7/22/2010 R Deum 60 Day 
Report 

7/26/2010 R Deum 60 Day 
Report 

7/27/2010 R Deum 60 Day 
Report 

7/28/2010 R Deum 60 Day 
Report 

7/30/2010 R Deum 60 Day 
Report 

Began re-drafting TURN summary of the 
otherwise overlooked implications that 
emerge from a careful reading of the 
EM&V final reports, ED Draft Evaluation 
Report 
further revisions to DR; sent to T Drew, J 
Tagnipes, Z Conway (ED) 
Continue re-drafting TURN summary of 
the otherwise overlooked implications 
that emerge from a careful reading of 
the EM&V final reports, ED Draft 
Evaluation Report 
Continue re-drafting TURN summary of 
the otherwise overlooked implications 
that emerge from a careful reading of 
the EM&V final reports, ED Draft 
Evaluation Report 
Continue re-drafting TURN summary of 
the otherwise overlooked implications 
that emerge from a careful reading of 
the EM&V final reports, ED Draft 
Evaluation Report 
(.75 hrs) confer C Mitchell about 
revisions to TURN summary document; 
formatting of condensed document; 
proceed to revise and condense 

Time 
Spent 

continue reformatting condensed 
summary of findings and 
recommendations 
continue reformatting condensed 
summary of findings and 
recommendations (3hrs); confer C 
Mitchell (0.75 hrs); more revisions per 
conversation with C Mitchell (2hrs); 
begin review of Summary Comments (0.5 
hrs) 
final revisions to TURN attachment (0.75 
hrs); confer C Mitchell (.25 hrs); edits to 
TURN comments on 60 Day report 
following C Mitchell edit/format (3.75 
hrs) 

3.75 

0.75 

2.00 

2.50 

5.00 

2.75 

2.50 

6.25 

4.75 
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8/1/2010 R Deum 60 Day edits to TURN comments on 60 Day 
Report Report following conversation with C 

Mitchell about format and strategy 

2.50 

8/2/2010 R Deum 60 Day 
Report 

revisions to TURN comments on 60-Day 
Report, incorporate C Mitchell edits 

4.75 

8/3/2010 R Deum 60 Day 
Report 

12/8/2010 R DeumCompliance 

continue incorporating C Mitchell edits 
to TURN comments on 60-Day Report, 
handed over to C Mitchell 
discuss strategy around continued 
dereliction by the lOUs on CFLs w/ C 
Mitchell, revise into work assigment 
(0.75 hrs); begin reading various TURN 
comments filed with service list; review 
August data responses on, among other 
topics, the continued IOU placement of 
CFLs in big-box stores 

3.50 

2.00 

12/13/2010 R DeumCompliance 0.9hr confer G Court; 0.3 hr confer M 
Haramati, confer by e-mail w/ R 
Greenburg about CFL buydown rates in 
big-box stores; assemble info for CFL 
summary document to TURN (3hrs) 

4.20 

1/4/2011 R Deum PFM read D-10-12-054 in preparation for 
conference call (0.75hrs); conference call 
with DRA, TURN, ED, etc. about 
tomorrow's workshop on ex ante freeze, 
HIM workbooks, extensions, etc. (1.5 hrs) 

2.25 

1/5/2011 R Deum PFM 

1/10/2011 R Deum EM&V 

confer C Mitchell (.25 hrs), check w/ J 0.75 
Tagnipes (ED) re. clarification of figures 
related to eval. savings and goals ratio 
for 2006-08 
researched the components of the 1.50 
savings goal figure and the ratio of 
savings to goals as listed in Table 24 of 
the July 2010 final 06-08 EM&V report; 
prepare for trip toSan Francisco 

1/11/2011 R Deum EM&V review TURN comments on EM&V 
workshop; consult with C Mitchell 

2.25 
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1/11/2011 R Deum EM&V 

1/11/2011 R Deum EM&V 

1/14/2011 R Deum EM&V 

1/18/2011 R Deum EM&V 

review EM&V Work Plan in preparation 2.00 
for Friday meeting in SF 
review GHG Decision with Macro 1.75 
Consumption Metric M&V project; also 
reviewed EM&V work plan 
all day EM&V meeting, SF, lunch with 7.00 
NRDC, preparation 
summarized key aspects of Friday's 1.50 
EM&V workshop and IMRDC meeting and 
sent e-mails to B Finkelstein, et al. 

1/20/2011 R Deum EM&V summary questions about EM&V process 
going forward to Z Conway, ED 

0.75 

1/25/2011 R DeumCompliance 

1/30/2011 R Deum EM&V 

compile TURN responses on ARP from 
past year+ for M Haramati in response to 
her request 
outlined TURN objections to using M 
Horowitz paper and economitric model 
for purposes of framing the Macro 
Consumption Metric White Paper RFP 

0.75 

1.75 

1/31/2011 R Deum EM&V Conversation T Drew about the Macro 
Consumption Metric White Paper 
solicitation and how it is being framed; 
reiterate TURN'S objections to relying on 
M Horowitz model which we had 
critiqued in June/2010, T Drew requested 
TURN Scoping memo comments from 
June/2010; continued outline and draft 
of four-page summary of our concerns, 
sent to C Mitchell for review 

2.75 

3/23/2011 R DeurrEM&V 2010- .75 hrs confer C Mitchell; revise Macro 3.50 
2012 Consumption Metric summary document 

for ED EM&V scoping of RFP to 
consultants for MCM work; incorporate C 
Mitchell comments; 
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3/24/2011 R DeurrEM&V 2010- reviewed IDSM docs; .75 hr conversation 
2012 C Mitchell about IDSM in preparation for 

tomorrow's workshop 

1.50 

3/28/2011 R DeurrEM&V 2010­
2012 

4/8/2011 R DeurrEM&V 2010­
2012 

5/25/2011 R DeurrEM&V 2010­
2012 

more revisions to TURN position paper 1.25 
on MCM for ED EM&V; sent to C 
Mitchell. 
participated in Draft Lighting EM&V 1.00 
Webina, discussions with ED re. status of 
CFLS 
Attended to remaining questions left 0.50 
over in Macro Consumption Metric 
(MCM) summary critique of Horowitz 

5/27/2011 R DeurrEM&V 2010- final revisions to Macro Consumption 
2012 Metric summary critique of Horowitz 

paper; sent to ED, DRA, etc. 

0.75 

6/10/2011 R DeurrEM&V 2010­
2012 

6/13/2011 R DeurrEM&V 2010­
2012 

extensive communication with M Ang, C 1.25 
Mitchell, M Ganghopadhyay (DRA); 
fleshing out details of EM&V comments 
to be filed on service list 
draft and revise comments; confer M 4.50 
Ganghop., D Lee, B Finkelstein, C Mitchell 

6/14/2011 R DeurrEM&V 2010­
2012 

Attorney: R Deumling 

all day EM&V stakeholder meeting (call -
in for me) 9:30-3pm with prep before 
and during lunch hour. 

5.50 

108.45 
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Date Activity 
Activity: $Cons Travel 

10/6/2010 Cons. Travel 
10/7/2010 Cons. Travel 

10/22/2010 Cons. Travel 
10/22/2010 Cons. Travel 
10/22/2010 Cons. Travel 

Description 

Airfare: Reno to Oakland and back 
taxi 
parking 
taxi 
Airfare: Reno to Oakland and back 

Total: $Cons Travel 

Activity: $Copies 
1/14/2011 Photocopies 
4/21/2011 Photocopies 

Comments on the Workshop Summary. lOpp x 2 
Joint Consumer Comments on Proposed 
Decision. 15pp x 2cc 

Total: $Copies 

Activity: $Lodging 
10/7/2010 Hotel hotel 

Total: $Lodging 

Activity: $Postage 
1/14/2011 Postage Comments on the Workshop Summary. lOpp x 2 
4/21/2011 Postage Joint Consumer Comments on Proposed 

Decision. 15pp x 2cc 
Total: $Postage 

Grand Total 
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Billed 

$305.40 
$8.00 

$14.00 
$8.00 

$272.40 

$607.80 

$4.00 
$6.00 

$10.00 

$139.18 

$139.18 

$2.10 
$2.16 

$4.26 

$761.24 
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Attachment 3: 

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: 
[ ] first-class mail: and or 
[X] electronic mail 

to the following persons appearing on the official Service List: 

9watts@gmail.com 

ABc5a@ScmpraUtiliti0s.com 

achang@cfficicncycouncil.org 
adam@agp-llc.com 
aco@cpuc.ca.gov 

agarcia @cncrgy.state.ca.us 
alcx.kang@itron.com 

aliddcll@icfi.com 
amcliag@cnsavc.com 

andrcw.mcallistcr@cncrgyccntcr.org 
andrcw.wood3@honcywcll.com 

andrcw_mciman@ncwcomb.cc 
ann.kclly@sfgov.org 

Ann.Pctcrson@itron.com 
ann_mccormick@ncwcomb.cc 

anncttc.bcitcl@gmail.com 
ashish.gocl@intcrgycorp.com 

ashlcy.watkins@cncrgyccntcr.org 
atcncatc@rsgrp.com 

atr@cpuc.ca.gov 
awatson@qucst-world.com 

bbarkctt@summitbluc.com 
bcn@cpuc.ca.gov 

bcrnardo@braunlcgal.com 
bfinkclstcin@turn.org 

bill@jbscncrgy.com 
bkc7@pgc.com 

bmatulich@cgia.com 
bmcdonncll@mwdh2o.com 
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bmfinkelor@ucdavis.edu 
bob.ramirez@itron.com 
bobbi.sterrett@swgas.com 
bobho@mid.org 

brad.bcrgman@intergycorp.com 

brbarkovich@earthlink.net 

brian.hedman@cadmusgroup.com 
bruce.foster@sce.com 

Bruce@BuildltGreen.org 
burtt@macncxus.org 

cadickerson@cadconsulting.biz 
case.admin@sce.com 

cassandra.sweet@dowjones.com 
cbarry@iwpnows.com 

CBE@cpuc.ca.gov 
cem@newsdata.com 

ContralFiles@SempraUtilities.com 
CentralFilos@SempraUtilities.com 

cfl@cpuc.ca.gov 
cheryl.collart@ventura.org 

chris@cuwcc.org 
clamasbabbini@comverge.com 

Clark.Pierce@us.landisgyr.com 
cln@cpuc.ca.gov 

cneodham@edisonmission.com 
cporkins@energycoalition.org 

cpuc@certichron.com 
craigtyler@comcast.net 
crogors@onergy.state.ca.us 

crv@cpuc.ca.gov 

cscruton @energy.state.ca.us 
cu2@cpuc.ca.gov 

cwong@peci.org 
cxc@cpuc.ca.gov 

cyin@yinsight.net 
Cynthiakmitchell@gmail.com 

dale@betterbuildings.com 
darmanino@co.marin.ca.us 
david.gordon@efm-solutions.com 

David.Pettijohn@ladwp.com 
david.reynolds@ncpa.com 

david@nemtzow.com 
Dbjornskov@peci.org 



ddayton@clcanoncrgysol.com 
dgilligan@nacsco.org 

dil@cpuc.ca.gov 
dmahonc@h-m-g.com 
dmano@cnalasys.com 

dmatson@co.santa-barbarn.ca.us 

dmg@cpuc.ca.gov 
don.arambula@scc.com 

dsc@cpuc.ca.gov 
dwood8@cox.nct 

cdwardoncill@dwt.com 
ccmblcm@3cintinc.nct 

cfm2@pgc.com 
Elizabcth.DcSouza@csgrp.com 

clowc@barakatconsulting.com 
clvinc@lbl.gov 

cmahlon@ccoact.org 
cmcllo@sppc.com 

cmily.hallct@positivccncrgy.com 
cpctrill@cpri.com 

cric@cthrcc.com 
ctaylor@cnalasys.com 

filings@a-klaw.com 
frcd.coito@kcma.com 

gandhi.nikhil@vorizon.nct 
garrick@jbscncrgy.com 

gclayborn@gmail.com 
glw@cslawfirm.com 
grant.cookc@intcrgycorp.com 

gstaplcs@mcndotagroup.nct 
gthomas@ccoact.org 

gtropsa@icc-cncrgy.com 

hammcr_chris@hotmail.com 
hankryan2003@yahoo.com 

haylcy@turn.org 
hcf@cpuc.ca.gov 

hgilpcach@scanamcrica.nct 
hhucrta@rhainc.com 
HYao@ScmpraUtilitics.com 

irenc.stillings@cncrgyccntcr.org 
jak@gcpllc.com 

janc@autoccll.nct 
jancp@rcscarchintoaction.com 



ja rod C® officioncyfirst.org 
jay.bhalla@intcrgycorp.com 

jbazomoro@omil.com 
jcclona@sbcglobal.nct 
jchou@nrdc.org 

jci@cpuc.ca.gov 

jdr@cpuc.ca.gov 
jcanno.solo@sfgov.org 

Joff.Hirsch@DOE2.com 
JoffrcyH@hollormanus.com 

jonna.cansoco@us.kcma.com 
Jonnifcr.Barncs@Navigantconsulting.com 

jcnnifor.fagan@itron.com 
jonnifor.portor@oncrgyccntcr.org 

Jcnnifor.Shigckawa@sco.com 
jorryl@abag.ca.gov 

jholmos@omil.com 
jimflanagan4@mac.com 

jimross@r-c-s-inc.com 
jkzl@pgo.com 

JL2@cpuc.ca.gov 
jnc@cpuc.ca.gov 

jody_london_consulting@oarthlink.not 
john.cavalli@itron.com 

john@cnactoncrgy.com 
john@proctorong.com 

John_Ncwcomb@ncwcomb.cc 
joyw@mid.org 
jparks@smud.org 

js@cloarcdgopowcr.com 
jskromcr@qmail.com 

jsquori@goodinmacbrido.com 

jst@cpuc.ca.gov 
jtiffany@asc.org 

judi.schwcitzor@ post.harvard.edu 
jwoil@aglct.org 

JYamagata@SompraUtilitics.com 
Karin.Corfoc@kcma.com 
kathloon.gaffnoy@kcma.com 

koh@cpuc.ca.gov 
kcith.mccroa@suthcrland.com 

konnoth.swain@navigantconsulting.com 
kgrcnfcll@nrdc.org 



kjk@kjkammorcr.com 
klcwis@cncrgy. state, ca. us 

kmills@cfbf.com 
ks3@cpuc.ca.gov 
KShorc@SompraUtilitios.com 

KWong@SompraUtilitics.com 

larry.copc@scc.com 
Laura.Gcnao@scc.com 

lcascntini@rsgrp.com 
lcttcnson@nrdc.org 

Ihj2@pgc.com 
liddcll@cncrgyattorncy.com 

lisa_wcinzimcr@platts.com 
ljimcnc@smud.org 

lmh@cslawfirm.com 
lpl@cpuc.ca.gov 

LukcH@cnalasys.com 
Mlkc@pgc.com 

magnuson.lcif@cpa.gov 
mang@turn.org 

marccl@turn.org 
mary.tuckcr@sanjoscca.gov 

matt@sustainablcspaccs.com 
matt_sullivan@ncwcomb.cc 

mbakcr@sbwconsulting.com 
mbhunt@ucdavis.cdu 

mboccadoro@dolphingroup.org 
mclaughlin@braunlcgal.com 
mgb@cpuc.ca.gov 

mgillcttc@cncrnoc.com 
mgo@goodinmacbridc.com 

mharcos@rs-c.com 

mharrigan@asc.org 
michacl@opowcr.com 

michclc@boggis.com 
mikc.rogcrs@grccnhomcsamcrica.com 

mikc@calccrts.com 
mistib@comcast.nct 
mkh@cpuc.ca.gov 

mking@staplcsmarkcting.com 
mlcwis@ctg-nct.com 

mlong@anahcim.nct 
mokccfc@cfficicncycouncil.org 
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monica.ghattas@sco.com 
mpa@a-klaw.com 

mparsons@mwdh2o.com 
mrw@mrwassoc.com 
mshcrida@cncrgy.statc.ca.us 

mticrncy-lloyd @cnornoc.com 

mwbcck@lbl.gov 
nos@a-klaw.com 

nhcrnandoz@isd.co.la.ca.us 
nkarno@yahoo.com 

nlong@nrdc.org 
norman.furuta@navy.mil 

nphall@tocmarkct.not 
owcn_howlctt@h-m-g.com 

paul.notti@honoywcll.com 
pcancssa@chartor.nct 

pcf@cpuc.ca.gov 
pjacobs@buildingmctrics.biz 

pk@utilitycostmanagcmcnt.com 
pmschwartz@sbcglobal.nct 

policy.solutions@comcast.nct 
ppl@cpuc.ca.gov 

pstoncr@lgc.org 
puja@opowcr.com 

pwucbbcn@aqmd.gov 
rachcl.harcharik@itron.com 

rafi@pgc.com 
Rasmusscn@cvcrgrccnccon.com 
rcgrclcpuccascs@pgc.com 

rckl@pgc.com 
rfox@intcrgycorp.com 

rfrctz@qucst-world.com 

richard@autoccll.nct 
rita@ritanortonconsulting.com 

rknight@bki.com 
rlauman@ccosconsulting.com 

rmccann@umich.cdu 
rob@clfp.com 
Rob@ConSol.ws 

robcrtg@grccnlining.org 
rockybacchus@gmail.com 

RRubin@ScmpraUtilitics.com 

rsapudar@cncrgy.statc.cn. us 

mailto:rsapudar@cncrgy.statc.cn


rscott@chocrs.org 
rspcrbcrg@onsitcncrgy.com 

rwalthcr@pacbcll.nct 
Sami.Khawaja@cadmusgroup.com 
samsirkin@cs.com 

sawO@pgc.com 

sbarata@opiniondynamics.com 
sbcndcr@cncrgy.state.ca. us 

scott.bowman@csgrp.com 
scott.tomashcfsky@ncpa.com 

sdhilton@stocl.com 
SDPatrick@ScmpraUtilitics.com 

scan.harrington@opowcr.com 
scb@cpuc.ca.gov 

scphra.ninow@cncrgyccntcr.org 
scsco@optonlinc.nct 

sharon@cmctcr.com 
Sharyn.Barata@ltron.com 

singh70@gmail.com 
skihm@ccw.org 

slda@pgc.com 
sls@a-klaw.com 

snr@cpuc.ca.gov 
southlandrcports@carthlink.nct 

srm@cpuc.ca.gov 
sschillcr@cfficicncycouncil.org 

ssmycrs@att.nct 
staplcs@staplcsmarkcting.com 
stcvc@grccnplumbcrsusa.com 

stcvcn@moss.nct 
sthompson@ci.irvine.ca.us 

susan.munvcs@smgov.nct 
swcntworth@oaklandnct.com 
tadolf@bpi.org 

tam.hunt@gmail.com 
tconlon@gcopraxis.com 

tcr@cpuc.ca.gov 
tcrooks@mcr-group.com 

TFIanigan@EcoMotion.us 
tglasscy@ccrtichron.com 
tim@marincmt.org 

tlmurray@carthlink.nct 

tmfry@ncxant.com 

mailto:sbcndcr@cncrgy.state.ca


tom@ucons.com 
tory.wcbcr@scc.com 
TRH@cpuc.ca.gov 
twaync@roadrunncr.com 
TWhitc@homccncrgy.org 
vwood@smud.org 
WBIattncr@ScmpraLltilitics.com 
wcm@igc.org 
whb@a-klaw.com 
Wilkinson @cs.ucsb.cdu 
william.sandcrs@sfgov.org 
wjp4@bpconsulting.org 
wmcguirc@fypowcr.org 
wwcstcr@smud.org 
wynnc@braunlcgal.com 
yxg4@pgc.com 
zap@cpuc.ca.gov 
ztc@cpuc.ca.gov 

INeculed tlii.s 7lli da\ of September 201 I. at Sail ITanciseo. 
( alifornia. 

S; 

.lel'l"re\ .lohnson 
The I'tiliu Reform Network 
1 15 Sansome Street. Suite 000 
Sail ITanciseo. (A 04104 
Tel: (415) 020-KK70 
I anail: admiiiassistanl a turn.or 
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