
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Integrate 
and Refine Procurement Policies and 
Consider Long-Term Procurement Plans 

Rulemaking 12-03-014 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO CLAIM INTERVENOR COMPENSATION 
AND, IF REQUESTED (and HI checked), ALJ RULING 

ON SHOWING OF SIGNIFICANT FINANCIAL HARDSHIP 

Customer (parl\ intending lo claim intervener compensation): 

The L'lilih Reform \elvvorh (II K\) 

Assigned Commissioner: Michel I'eler llorio Assigned A1.1: David M. Gamson 

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

Signature: /S/ 

Date: Printed 
Name: 

Mallhow I reed man 

PART I: PROCEDURAL ISSUES 
(To be completed by the party ("customer") intending to claim intervenor 

compensation) 

A. Status as "customer" (see Pub. Util. Code § 1802(b)): Are you claiming 
"customer" status because you (check one): 

Applies 
(check) 

1. Category 1: Represent consumers, customers, or subscribers of anv 
electrical, gas, telephone, telegraph, or water corporation that is subject to 
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the jurisdiction of the Commission (§ 1802(b)(1)(A))? 
2. Category 2: Are a representative who has been authorized by a "customer" 

(§ 1802(b)(1)(B))? 
3. Category 3: Represent a group or organization authorized pursuant to its 

articles of incorporation or bylaws to represent the interests of residential 
customers, to represent "small commercial customers" (§ 1802(h)) who 
receive bundled electric service from an electrical corporation (§ 
IS02(b)( I )(C )), or to represent another eligible group? 

N 

4. Please explain vour customer status, economic interest (it an\), and provide .in\ 
documentation (MU'II as tirlicU1"-. ol incorporation or b\ laws) lhal supports \ our sl.ilus. 
Idenlil'v an\ attached documents in Part IV. 

I LRX is a "group or organization authorized pursuant to its articles ol incorporation or 
Inlaws to represent tho in lores is ol residential ratopavors." I LRX pro\ ided the relevant 
portion ol our articles of incorporation in Iho XOI submitted in ,\.t)S-02-017, and again 
in A.'W-12-024. The articles ol' incorporation have nol changed since Iho lime ol those 
earlier submissions. |).i)S-04-03l) dirools groups such us I l.RX lo indicate Iho 
percentage of I heir members I ho 1 are residential ratepayers. Id., I -XI - 12. I I RX bus 
approximately 20,000 dues pav ing members, ol whom we believe Ihe vast majority are 
residential ratepayers. I LRX does nol poll our members in a m.inner I ha I would allow 
a precise bredkdow n between residenlidl dnd smdll business members, so d precise 
percentage is nol available. 

In Ibis proceeding I LRX w ill represent Ihe inleresls ol iIs residenlidl constituents who 
tdke ser\ ice ds customers ol PC l>Srl\, SC'P dnd SIX it&l-. These customers hd\ e dn interest 
in ensuring that the mdjor utilities procure cosl-elTecliv e electricitv dnd ensure reliable 
long-term supplies. 
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B. Timely Filing of NOI (§ 1804(a)(1)): Check 

1. Is your NOI filed within 30 days after a Prehearing Conference? 
Date of Prehearing Conference: April 18, 2012. 

Yes X 

No 

2. Is your NOI filed at another time (for example, because no Prehearing 
Conference was held, the proceeding will take less than 30 days, the 
schedule did not reasonably allow parties to identify issues within the 
timeframe normallx permitted, or neu issues have emerged)? 

Yes 

No X 

2a. Describe the reason for filing xour NOI at this other lime: 

2b. Provide the proceeding number, dale, and decision number for anx Commission 
decision. Commissioner ruling, or Al ,| ruling, or other document authorizing the filing 
of your NOI al this other lime: 

PART II: SCOPE OF ANTICIPATED PARTICIPATION 
(To be completed by the party ("customer") intending to claim intervenor 

compensation) 

A. Planned Participation (§ 1804(a)(2)(A)(i)): 

I. What is Ihe naluivand extent of\our planned parlieipalion in Ihiproceeding (as far 
as il is possible U> describe on Ihe dale ibis \OI is filed)? On w ha I issues do \ou plan 
lo participate? 

Nature and Extent of Planned Parlieipalion 
Eh is proceeding enlails Ihe Commission's rex iew ofnnresob ed issues from Track 1 of 
K. lO-tD-OOh related lo Ihe overall need for new system and local reliabililv resources 
including, Ihe adoption of sysu-m resource pi.ins and assessment of long-term local area 
reliabililx needs. I he proceeding w ill also consider other unresob ed issues identified in 
K.I0-0a-00h and an\ new , relevant issues that arise during the pendencx of the 
rulemaking. I I KX intends to participate in this proceeding lo ensure that the utilities 
are directed lo engage in cosl-clTccli\e procurement that does not exceed the needs 
properlx attributable lo bundled customers. I I. KX w ill conduct discoverx, participate 
in workshops, file motions, prepare testimony, conduct cross examination during 
e\ idenliar\ hearings, and submit briefs on the major issues. 

Issues l.ikelx to l»e Addressed 
IV KX w ill re\ iew the forecasts of needed s\slem and local capacilx along w ilh the 
evolving modeling of renew able integration costs in an effort lo ensure that these costs, 
and the estimates ol new capacilx needed lo inegrale renew able generation, are not 
overstated. I o the extent that additional procurement is needed lor purposes of s\stem 
or local reliabililx, I I. KX w ill argue for mechanisms that lairlx spread costs lo bundled, 
direct access and I'ommunilx choice customers. TL'KN w ill also rex iew anx new long-
term procurement plans to ensure that thex strike the right balance between prox iding 
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sufficient Commission oversight nnd allow ing llexibilib lo ndupl lo changing innrkel 
circumstances. As |his rulemaking e\ obes lo include now issues, I L.'R\ will remain 
available lo locus on w hnlexer topics arc added lo I ho proceeding. 

Avoiding Undue Duplication 
The Commission has sluled I ha I il w ill make .1 preliminnrx delerminnlion bused on I he 
\'OI w helher an inler\ enor represents inleresls lh.il, il nol lor Ihe n\ nilnbilib of 
compensation. would be "underrepresented" in Ihe proceeding. D.ON-lU-in1), mimeo, nl 
27. I I K\ w ill w ork closelv w ilh I )R.A end oilier consumer parlies lo minimi/e 
duplication. Since nol nil ihe consumer parlies agree on Ihe issues presented in Ihis 
rulemaking, coordinnlion should be Iimiled lo issues where Ihere is clenr nnd complele 
agreement. I I. R\ w ill consult w ilh Ihe oilier consumer represenlnli\ es in ,111 el'l'orl lo 
oplimi/e Ihe iiepIo\ menl of consullnnls nnd minimi/e overlnp. I I. R\ w ill nlso nvoid 
deioling significant nmounls ol' lime lo issues llinl .ire being ndequnlelv nddressed b\ 
oilier inler\ enors. 

B. I'le.ise provide .111 itemized estimate of the compensation thai you expect lo 
request, based on the anticipated duration of the proceeding (§ 1804(.i)(2)(A)(ii)): 

Hem Hours Rale $ _L lolal $ 

DATTORNEY FEES 

\ln11 hew I reed man 200 sW() S70,000 
Marcel I law iger S.WO S2n,2^0 

Subtotal: S%,2->0 

EXPERT FEES 

William Marcus SO S2(i0 s 1.1,000 
Kevin Woodruff 100 S240 S72.000 

Subtotal: sS->,000 

COSTS 

I-si i ma led Miscellaneous 
Expenses (i.e.. 
Telecommunications, 
I'holocopving) 

SI,000 

Travel Expenses for 
consullnnls 

SI,300 

Subtotal: S2.S00 

TOTAL ESTIMATE S: SI S1.7S0 

Conimenls/ Elaboration (use reference # from above): 

Comment 1, 2 — I he 2012 hourb rules for Mnllhew Ercedmunnnd William Marcus 
relied .1 modesl increases o\er previous|\ adopted rales. The reasonableness of ihe 
hourb rales requested for Tl.'RVs representatives w ill be addressed in our Request for 
Compensnlion (#s I and 2). ll'RX has nol included in Ihis eslimule claim preparalion 
lime (# I). I he amnunl ol nn\ fulure request for compensnlion w ill depend upon Ihe 
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Commission's ultimate derision in this case, us well us the resources IL'RN has available 
lo devole lo I he case going I'orw ard. 

PART III: SHOWING OF SIGNIFICANT FINANCIAL HARDSHIP 
(To be completed by party ("customer") intending to claim intervenor 

compensation; see Instructions for options for providing this 
information) 

A. On what basis are you claiming "significant financial hardship" for 
your claim for intervenor compensation in this proceeding (§ 1802(g))? 

Applies 
(check) 

1. "[T]he customer cannot afford, without undue hardship, to pay the costs of 
effective participation, including advocate's fees, expert witness fees, and 
other reasonable costs of participation"; or 

2. "[I]n the case of a group or organization, the economic interest of the 
individual members of the group or organization is small in comparison to 
the costs of effective participation in the proceeding." 

X 

B. Please explain, and attach necessary documentation as warranted, the factual basis 
for your claim of "significant financial hardship" (§ 1802(g)): 

I L RN is making its show ing of significant financial hardship al Ihis lime pursuant lo 
Section IN04(b)(l), w hich stales in part that: 

A finding of signiliranl financial hardship shall create a rebuttable 
presumption of eligibiliU for compensation in other commission 
proceedings commencing, w ilhin one \ear of the dale of that finding,. 

IL'RN received a finding, of significant financial hardship in an AI.J's Ruling, issued on 
lunuurv a, 2012 in R.I l-I I-00S. This proceeding commenced w ithin one vearof the dale 
of that finding, so the rebuttable presumption applies in this case. 

I I. RN does not anticipate anv challenge lo its eligibiliU for compensation in this 
proceeding. If anv parl\ does attempt to rebut the presumption of eligibiliU1, however, 
IL'RN requests that it be g ranted the opporluniU to replv lo such parU 's allegations 
w ilhin 10 da\ s al ter the ser\ ice of such filing 

PART IV: ATTACHMENTS DOCUMENTING SPECIFIC 
ASSERTIONS MADE IN THIS NOTICE 

(Claimant identifies and attaches documents; add rows as necessary) 

Attachment No. 
Description 

1 Certificate of Service - filed as a separate document 
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ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE RULING1 

(ALJ completes) 
Check 
all 
that 
apply 

1. The Notice of Intent (NOI) is rejected for the following reasons: 
a. The NOI has not demonstrated status as a "customer" for the following 

reason(s): 

b. The NOI has not demonstrated that the NOI was timely filed (Part 1(B)) for 
the following reason(s): 

c. The NOI has not adequately described the scope of anticipated 
participation (Part II, above) for the following reason(s): 

2. The NOI has demonstrated significant financial hardship for the reasons 
set forth in Part III of the NOI (above). 
3. The NOI has not demonstrated significant financial hardship for the 
following reason(s): 

4. The ALJ provides the following additional guidance (see § 1804(b)(2)): 

1 An ALJ Ruling will not be issued unless: (a) the NOI is deficient; (b) the ALJ desires to address 
specific issues raised by the NOI (to point out similar positions, areas of potential duplication in 
showings, unrealistic expectations for compensation, or other matters that may affect the 
customer's claim for compensation); or (c) the NOI has included a claim of "significant financial 
hardship." 
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ORDER 

Check 
all 

that 
apply 

1. The Notice of Intent is rejected. 

2. Additional guidance is provided to the customer as set forth above. 

3. The customer has satisfied the eligibility requirements of Pub. Util. Code § 
1804(a). 

4. The customer has shown significant financial hardship. The customer is 
entitled to a rebuttable presumption of eligibility for intervenor compensation 
in other Commission proceedings commencing within one year of the date of 
this ruling (§ 1804(b)(1)). 

5. The customer is preliminarily determined to be eligible for intervenor 
compensation in this proceeding. However, a finding of significant financial 
hardship in no way ensures compensation. 

Dated . at San Francisco. California. 

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE 



Attachment 1: 
Certificate of Service by Customer 

(Filed as a separate document) 
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