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Sun—'***"
The Motion of Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Southern California Edison and 

San Diego Gas & Electric Company for Reconsideration ofALJ's Ruling is denied. The 

Motion of the Division of Ratepayer Advocates Regarding Track I arming)

Schedule and Request for Order Shortening Time to Respond is granted in part and 

denied in part. The testimony previously d 2011 is now due on

August 4, 2011. Additional detail regarding the process for addressing certain

I ' i- ■ • i 1 1- .. 1 "i >■ - i (PG&.,, , ■ ■ iern California Edison

(SCE) a -I - a Diego Gas & Electri 1 -i ipany (SDG&E) request reconsideration 

of the Administrative Law Judge's Ruling Granting Motion to Modify System 

Trad 1 aedule, issued May 31, 2-1 m ■ lay 31 Ruling). The May 31 Ruling 

granted a motion by the three utilities and the California Independent System
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R.10-05-006 PVA/avs
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In her June 2, 20' )5-006, ALJ Kolakowski stated that the
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5 R. 06-02-013.

6 R.10-05.006.
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R.10-05-006 PVA/avs
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The follow irief summary of each of the four subsections in. the
proposed rules:

Section 1 deals with the selection, and minimum qualifications of an IE, the 
oversight responsibilities

Section 2 explaii 
protocols for the

rales related to participation, roles, and meeting

Section 3 explains the rales related to participation, roles, and meeting 
protocols for the CAM. Group.

Section 4 spells out the codes of conduct th< 
required to abide by in their procurement activities.

ir staff are

e to 
I. rules
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Attachment 2, consisting of a separate matrix in Excel spreadsheet format, 
demonstrates the wording differences between the staff proposed rules 
and decision, language, where applicable. As the matrix illustrates, most of
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R.10-05-006 PVA/avs

»

differences are summarized below:

New IE report f 
years or greater 
Division and tla 
application is fil 
submitted as an

New Repo 'ement: In soma circumstances, it may be
necessary for an IE to produce two versions of an IE report: one 
public/ redacted and another that is confidential. These two 
versions must be identical with the exception of redacting 
confidential information. There shall be ferences in the 

conclusions or non-confidential text.
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R.10-05-006 PVA/avs

with the
Id discuss 
o eliminate

6.

these barriers anc 
them.

7. Revised CAM group requirements: The proposal spells out the 
purpose and composition of the CAM' group in greater detail than 
the decision language. o spells out how often the CAM group 
should meet.

8.

9. L IE
■St go
i (see

interviews, if necessary.
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