
Decision

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Integrate and Reline 
Procurement Policies anil Consider Long-Term 
Procurement Plans.

Rulemaking 1 ()-()5-()()0 
(filed Ma\ 6. 2010)

1

INTERVENOR COMPENSATION CLAIM OF L. JAN REID 
AND DECISION ON INTERVENOR COMPENSATION CLAIM OF L. JAN REID

Claimant: I.. Jail Reid For contribution to I).12-04-046

Awarded ($):Claimed (S): 65.S30.70

Assigned Commissioner: Peevev Assigned AI.J: AllenJ
Jm

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

Signature: /s/ I.. Jail Reid

Date: 04/2/13 Printed Name: I.. Jan Reid

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

The decision addresses issues in System Track I and Rules 
Track III ol die Long Term Procurement Plan Rulemaking.

A. Brief Description of Decision:3
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B. Claimant must satisfy intervenor compensation requirements set forth in Public 
Utilities Code §§ 1801-1812:

T
CPUC VerifiedClaimant

Timely filin’’ of notice of intent to claim compensation (\()1) (§ 1804(a)):

-
1. Date of Prehearing Conference: June 14.20104
2. Other Specified Date for NOI: August 13. 2010

3. Date NOI Filed: August0. 2010 
Amended NOI was 
filed on January 4. 

201 I (See I).l 1-0.3­
010, slip op. at 0)

4. Was the NOI timely filed? Yes.
Showing of customer or customer-related status (§ 1S02(h)):

5. Based on ALJ ruling issued in proceeding number:
mms

%,J 6. Date of ALJ ruling:

7. Based on another CPUC determination (specify): I ).l 1-03-010.
Conclusion of 

Law 1. slip op. at
16

8. Has the Claimant demonstrated customer or customer-related status?
Showing op-significant financial hardship"1 (j; 1802(g)):

9. Based on ALJ ruling issued in proceeding number:6
10. Date of ALJ ruling:

11. Based on another CPUC determination (specify): I).I 1-03-010. slip op.
at 61

12. Has the Claimant demonstrated significant financial hardship?
Timely re(|iiesl lor compensation (§ 1804(e)):

13. Identify Final Decision: I). 1.3-01-022fmj
14. Date of Issuance of Final Order or Decision: Jaituarx 20. 201.3

15. File date of compensation request: April 2. 201.3

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

# Claimant CPUC Comment
8 The request was due on the first business dn\ which occurred 00 dn\s alter the 

decision was issiieil. The request would ha\e heeu due on March 30. 2013 which 
was a Sulurduv. Mondav. April 1 was a slate holiday. Therefore, die request is due 
on Tuesdav. April 2. 2013.

10 I.. .Ian 
Reid

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 the record.)

Showing 
Accepted 
by CPUC

Contribution Specific References to Claimant’s 
Presentations and to Decision9

Subject to certain exemptions, the CPCC 
linergx I)i\ ision Staffs (Staffs) OTC 
Proposal (See .lime 1.3.2011 Ruling of AI..I 
Peter Allen. Appendix A) would prohibit a 
utility from entering into a contract with an 
OTC litcilily for Ionizer than one \ear.

Reid argued that: (Opening Brief of 1.. .Ian 
Reid on Track I and Track III Issues (Reid 
(Ipening Brief), p. II)

"The Commission has a long historx of 
supporting water policies that improve 
water qualilv and encourage water 
conservation.”

I. OTC Contracts
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"The Commission lias slated dial: (CPCC 
\\ aler Action Plan. December 15. 2005. p.
2f
"In light ofincreasing statewide concerns 
about water quality and supply, the Com­
mission will explore inno\ati\c solutions to 
water problems and keep pace w itli newer 
approaches il is implementing in the energy 
and telecommunications sectors as well as 
strategics being used by water agencies and 
entities not subject to Commission jurisdic­
tion. In our loading order lor water supply 
sources, we recognize that cosi-effecti\c 
conservation is the best, lowest-cost of 
supply."

"The Stall'proposal encourages water con­
servation. seeks to improve water quality, 
and is consistent with the Commission's 
policy goals. There lore, the Commission 
should adopt the Stall'proposal."

The Commission slated that: (1). 12-04-040. 
slip op. at 25)

"As an interim measure to prov ide short­
term clarity and procurement authority to 
the utililies. vv liile supporting the SWRCB 
policy of mov ing away from OTC. we vv ill 
adopt a variation of the Sl)(i<tP and DRA 
approach. The utilities are authorized to 
sign power purchase agreements vv itli power 
plants using OTC. but those agreements 
may not commit to purchases beyond the 
applicable SWRCB compliance deadline, 
except under the specific conditions 
described below. In addition, consistent 
with P(itch's recommendation, the appli­
cable RIO or other solicitation evaluation 
must take into consideration the plant's use 
of OTC."

Thus. Reid made a substantial contribution 
to the Commission's resolution of the OTC 
Contracting issue.
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2. Nuclear Power Plants Roitl recommended that the Commission 
open an Order Instituting ln\estimation 
(Oil) into the feasibility ofsluilting down 
the San Onolre ;md Diablo Canyon nuclear 
generation facilities. (See Amended Testi­
mony of I.. .Ian Reid on Track I and Track 
III Issues (Reid Opening Testimony ). 
pp. 7-9)

flic Commission has included the nuclear 
shutdown issue as part of the scope of 
Rulemaking (R.) 12-0.1-014. The Commis­
sion has recently staled that: (Scoping 
Memo. p. S)

"A major purpose of this proceeding is to 
maintain and ensure reliability in CPl.C- 
jurisdictional areas in California oxer a 
long-term planning hori/on. fhis requires 
anticipation of changes in both supply and 
demand. To accomplish this, it is important 
to consider the potential retirement of 
existing plants, the likelihood of relicensing 
of nuclear power plants, changes in man­
dates for renewable power, development of 
energy storage facilities, increased energy 
efficiency anil demand response resources, 
and the developing of distributed generation 
resources."

flic Commission has also staled that it 
seeks to determine “I low the potential for 
sluitdow n of nuclear power plants in Cali­
fornia would impact long-term system 
reliability." (Scoping Memo. p. 9)

Since Reid recommended that the nuclear 
shutdown issue be addressed in a separate 
proceeding and the Commission now 
intends to address this issue in R. 12-03-014. 
Reid made a substantial contribution to the 
Commission's interim resolution of the 
Nuclear issue. This is an interim resolution 
because the Commission has only agreed to 
consider the nuclear shutdown issue.
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3. The Settlement Agreement Rcicl participated in Settlement negotiations 
on .Ink 29. 201 I anil August 2. 2011. and 
wrote comments on settlement drafts on 
.Ink 20. 2011 and August 1.2011.
Although Reid supported much of the 
Settlement Agreement (SA). Reid decided 
not to sign the SA due to two outstanding 
issues. Moth of these issues were later 
resoked during Reid's cross-examination of 
t AISO witness Rothleder. (See Reid 
()pening Brief, pp. 2-4)__________________

4. Renewable Integration Need Reid identified a number of deficiencies in 
the California Independent System Opera­
tor's (CAISO) Methodology (Reid Opening 
Testimony, pp. 4-0). and critici/.ed the 
C.AISO Ibr not conducting Backtesting and 
Robustness tests of their Renew able 
Integration Model (RIM). (Reid Opening 
Testimony, pp. 0-7).

f inally. Reid recommended that the 
Commission adopt a system capacity need 
ol'/ero |megawatts| MW for renewables 
integration in this proceeding." (Reid 
Opening Testimony, p. 7)

The Commission effectively agreed with 
Reid when it stated that "There is clear 
evidence on the record that additional 
generation is not needed by 2020. so there is 
record support for deferral of procurement." 
(1)4 2-04-040. slip op. at 8) Therefore. Reid 
made a substantial contribution to the 
Commission's resolution of the Renewable 
Integration Need issue.
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5. Renewable Integral ion Schedule The settling parties reeommeiuleil that "a 
final Commission assessment of need ora 
decision should be issued no later than 
Deeember 31.2012." (SA. p. 4)

Reid argued that: (Reid Opening Uriel', p.
4)

"The Commission shoidd not commit to 
issuing a decision on renewable integration 
on the date recommended b\ the settling 
parties. Pursuant to Public Utilities Code 
Section (PCC $451). the Commission has 
an obligation to ensure that rales (and 
therefore eosts) are just and reasonable.
The Commission cannot fulfill its obligation 
unless it is presented with an adequate 
record."

"In order for an adequate record to be 
established, the Commission must ensure 
that parties ha\e adequate time to analv/e 
the CAISO’s work, to conduct discovery, 
and to submit ncccssarv pleadings such as 
comments, testimony, and briefs."

The Commission effectively agreed with 
Reid vv hen it stated that: (I). 12-04-040. slip 
op. at 10-11)

'"f irst, the Commission, not the settling 
parties, determines the schedule and scope 
of any subsequent proceeding, liven if the 
parties agree on a particular schedule, the 
Commission, not the parlies, controls the 
Commission's processes. Because we 
understand the proposed settlement's 
discussion of future Commission 
proceedings to be a recommendation onlv. 
the proposed settlement is consistent with 
the law on this issue."

Therefore. Reid made a substantial 
contribution to the Renewable Integration 
Schedule issue.
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f>. Cosi 1-fleet ixeness Kciil argued that: (Reid Opening Uriel', 
pp. 5-0)

"Different resources will ha\e different 
costs and different benefits. If the ( onimis- 
sion finds that the CAISO's model results 
are reasonable, the Commission must deter­
mine the optimal mix of resources for 
renewable integration and grid reliability 
purposes. In making this determination, the 
Commission must consider the cost- 
effectix encss of different resources or 
different classes of resources."

■■('AISO witness Rolhleder has testified that 
the CAISO docs not intend to perform cost 
elVectixeness analysis as part of their model­
ing efforts. (Rolhleder. 5 RT 374:23-2N. 
375:1-13) Thus, it will be up to other 
parties to present the Commission with cosl- 
elfectixeness analyses and recommendation 
concerning an optimal resource mix."

Thus. Reid made a substantial contribution 
to the Cost I-fleeti\cness issue.
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7. PRC Meeting Summaries Reid reeommeiuleil that ilic IOC's be 
required to provide meeting summaries to 
its Procurement Review (iroup (PR(i) 
members within 30 davs ol'a PRCi meeting.
(I:\hibil 1300. p. 13) P(i&Ii responded to 
Reid's propositi bv recommending that 
"meeting summaries be distributed to PRC i 
members lor their review anil comment 48 
hours in advance of the next regular!) 
scheduled monlhlv meeting." (1 Exhibit 103. 
p. 1-1) Reid accepted PCiCP's compromise 
proposal. (Rcplv Bricfof I.. .Ian Reid on 
Track I and Track III issues. October 3.
201 I. p. 8)

The Commission ordered that:

“We will itdopi the sta IT proposal that 
meeting summitries be distributed no later 
than 14 days alter the PRO meeting, with 
caveats basal on PC&ITs comments. first, 
the meeting summary should be distributed 
on the earlier of 1)14 davs after the PRO 
meeting, or 2) 4X hours before the next 
regular!) scheduled PRO meeting. If. due 
to unusual circumstances. 14 days will be 
inadequate lime to prepare a meeting sum- 
mar). the utility mav distribute it 21 davs 
idler the PRO meeting, but mav do so onlv 
if it sends an e-mail to the same distribution 
list seven davs idler the PRO meeting 
informing them of the delav in distribution."

Thus. Reid made a substantial contribution 
to the Commission's resolution of the PRC 
Meeting Summaries issue.

L. Jan Reid LTPP Compensation Request-9-

SB GT&S 0521985



8. Independent livalualors (1 os) The Division of Ratepayer Advocatcs 
(DRA) recommended that the f.nergy 
Division or alternatively the l()l:'s PR(i. 
should determine II- assignments rather than 
the lOCs determining Hi assignments.
(Iixhibit 409. p. 0)

Reid testilied that: (Reid. 4 RT 550:17-28. 
351:1-24)

"In the ease of P( ictli's PR( i this is not 
necessary in my opinion. In the past PCic'eli 
has reviewed it* major If. asMgnmenls with 
its PR(i. . . . PCi&li's current practice in my 
opinion is superior to a system whereby 
assignments are made by the fnergy 
Division. PG&li has the most knowledge 
concerning its IIis simply because they have 
worked with them more than the Iinergy 
Division is going to have worked with them 
or the individual PR(i members are going to 
have worked with them. The present PR(i 
review process that PCic'tli uses seems to 
have worked well."

The Commission did not change the current 
system for determining If. assignments as 
suggested by the DRA. Therefore. Reid 
made a substantial contribution to the Hi 
issue.

9. The Rulebook Reid argued that: (Reid Opening 
Testimony, pp. 10-1 I)

file Rulebook should serve an informative 
purpose and should not be treated as a 
(iencral Order as suggested by Staff."

The Commission effectively agreed with 
Reid when it stated that "Accordingly, at 
this time we do not adopt the Rulebook as a 
stand-alone enforceable document." (I). 12­
04-040. slip op. at 02)
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10. Procurement Review (iroups (PR(is) Staff recommended that "The members of 
each PRCi would be committed to devote 
the lime necessarv to meet and confer vv ith 
the utilities on each proposal contract 
and or procurement process and prov ide 
written comments to the utilities within no 
later than fifteen davs of initiation of the 
review process." (Ruling. Appendix B. 
p. 17) "

Reid recommeiuleil that the following 
language be used: (Reid ()pening 
Testimony, p. 15)

file members of each PRC i would be 
committed to devote the time necessarv to 
meet and confer with the utilities on each 
proposed contract and or procurement pro­
cess. PRCi members shall submit data 
requests to the l()l; within 4N hours ofthe 
initial presentation bv the IOC. PRCi 
members shall provide written comments to 
the l()l s vv ilhin 15 duv s ofthe K)l :s 
response to a PRC i member's data request."

The Commission did not adopt the change 
proposed bv Staff. Therefore. Reid made a 
substantial contribution to the Commis­
sion's resolution ofthe PRCi issue.

it-
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II. Black Box Modeling Reid \\;is the primarv partv who addressed 
die Black Box Modeling issue. Reid argued 
dial: (Reid Opening Uriel’, pp. 0-8)

"Throughout diis proceeding. Reid has 
argued dial the Commission's reliance on 
die ( AISO model is not consistent with 
Public l tililies Code Section (Pl’(’ «j) I822. 
A list of citations is provided in Table I. 
below. The ( AISO apparent!} believes that 
it has satisfied the requirements of PI :C £ 
1822 by prov iding parlies with the input 
data used in the ( AISO model, a 
description of die inputs, and the output 
results. (I or example, see Iixhibit 1303. p. 
b. ( AISO Response to (Question 10.)"

"( ompliance with Pl.’C ^ IS22 is an import­
ant issue that has the potential to effect a 
number of Commission proceedings. 
Therefore. I recommend that the 
Commission provide a detailed explanation 
of PI ’(’ 1822 as it applies to the CAIS()\s 
modeling efforts in the instant rulemaking."

Therefore. Reid made a substantial contri­
bution to the Commission's resolution of 
the Black Box Modeling issue.
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12. C onv ergencc Bidding Reid argued dial: (Reid Opening Brief, 
footnotes omitted, pp. 1S-20)

“Ratepayers have been subject to excessive 
eosls related to the convergence bidding 
market, l or the months februarx. 201 1 
through .lime. 201 I. the (.'AISO's Real Time 
Imergx Imbalance Offset Charges 
(imbalance charges) totaled S76.55S.o24. 
(Calculated from data provided in Lxhibit 
1505. p. 14. CAISO Response to (Question 
31.)"

I’luis. lOl: ratepayers will have to pax as 
much as S50.6 million of the imbalance 
charge, which is the amount attributable to 
the convergence bidding market."

it-

I herefore. I recommend that the 
Commission order the lOl s to make a 
show ing concerning their participation in 
the convergence bidding market."

Thus. Reid made a substantial contribution 
to the Convergence Bidding issue.

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

Claimant CPUC Verified

10 a. Was the Division of Ratepayer Advocates (DRA) a party to the 
proceeding?_______________________________________________

Yes.

b. Were there other parties to the proceeding with positions similar to 
yours?_________________________________________________________

No.

e. If so. proside name of other parties:

d. Describe how sou coordinated with DRA and other parties to avoid duplication or 
how sour participation supplemented, complemented, or contributed to that of 
another party:

I met willi the DRA on several occasions throughout the course of the proceeding in 
order to as oid duplication. I do not seek compensation for all of these meetings. As a 
matter of personal poliev. I do not participate in Commission proceedings where ms 
show ing is likely to duplicate the show ings of other consumer representalis es such as 
the Division of Ratepayer Advocates (DRA) and The l "tilily Reform Network (Tl'RN). 
lor example. I did not serve leslimonv in Phase 2 of A. (W-12-020 because mv showing 
would likely have duplicated the show ings of the DRA and Tl R\.

There was vers little agreement on kev issues between Reid and the DRA in the instant 
decision. ()f the 12 issues listed in Section I I.A. Reid and the DRA had similar 
positions mi /cm issues. There were issues (such as the strong showing standard) raised 
bv the DRA with which Reid agreed. However. Reid did not spend time nor address 
anv of those issues in histestimonv or briefs.

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

# Claimant CPUC Comment
tl

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

A. General Claim of Reasonableness (§§ 1801 & 1806):

a. 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
12

lii consolidated Rulemaking 07-01-000 anil Investigation 07-01-010. the 
Commission required intervenors seeking compensation to show that lliev 
represent interests that would otherwise he underrepresented and to present 
information sufficient to justify a finding that the overall benefits of a cus­
tomer's participation will exceed the customer's costs. (D.9N-04-059. 70 
CPI (2d h2iS. finding of Pact 12 at 074. finding of Pact 42 at 070) The 
Commission noted that assigning a dollar value to intangible benefits may 
be difficult.

As mentioned previously. Reid made a substantial contribution to the 
proceeding. It is reasonable to assume that the resolution of the issues 
raised in this proceeding will benefit ratepayers in the future.

b. Reasonableness of Hours Claimed.

All of Reid's work in this proceeding was performed by I.. Jan. finis, no 
unnecessary internal duplication look place.

c. Allocation of Hours by Issue

General
Black Box Modeling 
Convergence Bidding 
Energy Auction 
Independent Evaluators 
Nuclear Power Plants 
Once Through Cooling 
Procurement Review Groups 
Renewable Integration 
Rulebook
Settlement Agreement_____

22%
11%
1%
1%
2%
7%
3%
5%

41%
2%
5%
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Specific Claim:

13 IClaimed CPUC Award

ATTORNEY, EXPERT, AND ADVOCATE FEES

Hours Total $Total $Basis for Rate*Item Year Hours Rate Rate

2010 95.8 185 D.12-06-011. 
Appendix

17.723.00I .. .lull Ki.Mll. 
Expert

2011 226.8 185 D.12-06-011. 
Appendix

41.958.00L. Jan Reid, 
I \pen

See Item #4 in 
Section B. 
below.

2012 26.3 200 5.260.00L. Jan Reid

Subtotal: 64.941.00 Subtotal:

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

Hours Total $Total $Item Year Hours Basis for Rate* RateRate
-f EF

Subtotal: Subtotal:

INTERVENOR COMPENSATION CLAIM PREPARATION **

Total $ Hours Total $Basis for 
Rate*

RateItem Year Hours Rate

16
S105L. Jan Reid 2013 7.7 Resolution 

ALJ-281. See 
Item #4 in 
Section B. 
below.

808.50

Subtotal: 808.50 Subtotal:

COSTS

Detail Amount# Item Amount17
Postage for 2010-2013 (See 
Attachment A)

Reid. I’oMnec 35.84l

Copies for the period 2010-2011 
(See Attachment A)

45.36Reid. ( opies3

Subtotal: Subtotal:81.20

TOTAL REQUEST $: 65,830.70 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.
**Travel and Reasonable Claim preparation time typically compensated at 14 of preparer’s normal hourly rate.
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B. Attachments Documenting Specific Claim and Comments on Part III (Claimant 
completes; attachments not attached to final Decision):

Attachment or 
Comment #

Description/Comment18
Certificate of Service 

Service List

Attachment A. Time Records of L. Jail Reid 

Hourly Rates

The Commission has previously awarded Reid compensation lor 2010-201 1 
professional work ai a rale of S1S3 per hour. (I). 12-00-01 1. Appendix) Inlervenor 
compensation rales for experts are separated into three tiers basal on experience. The 
tiers are Tier I (0-0 years). Tier II (7-12 years), and Tier III (13 years and over). (See 
Resolution AIJ-2NI. slip op. at 5)

Reid now has 14 lull years of experience (I99X-20I2). Thus. Reid moved from Tier II 
to Tier III in 201 I. The Commission has provided that intervenors will receive two 
step increases of 5"n within each tier, rounded up to the nearest S3 increment. 
(Resolution AI..1-2X1. Ordering Paragraph 2. slip op. at 1: and l).0N-04-010. slip op. at 

1 1-13) The ( ommission has also adopted a "2.2"» ( 'ost-ol'-I.iv ing Adjustment for 
work performed by intervenors in calendar year 2012." (Resolution AI..I-2X1. slip op. 
at 1.)

Thus. Reid should receive two increases for calendar year 2012: a 5"n step increase 
and a 2.2" » Cost of Living Adjustment.. Live percent of Reid's 201 I rate (SI S3) is 
SO.23. which rounds to an hourly increase ol’SIO fora total rate of SI 03 hr. for 2012 
work. 2.2 percent of SI 03 is S4.20. which rounds to an hourly increase of S3 fora total 
raleofS200 hr. for 2012 work.

Reid should also receive a step increase of 3".. (S3 hr.) for work performed in 2013. Thus.
Reid should be awarded a 2013 rale ol'S210 hr.

3

4

C. CPUC Disallowances, Adjustments, and Comments (CPUC completes):

# Reason

19
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PART IV: OPPOSITIONS AND COMMENTS
Within 30 days after service of this Claim, Commission Staff 

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

(CPUC completes the remainder of this form)

A. Opposition: Did any party oppose the Claim?

If so:

Party Reason for Opposition CPUC Disposition

B. Comment Period: Was the 30-day comment period waived (see 
Rule 14.6(2)(6»?

If not:

Party Comment CPUC Disposition

FINDINGS OF FACT

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

The requested hourly rates for Claimant’s representatives [,as adjusted herein,] are 
comparable to market rates paid to experts and advocates having comparable 
training and experience and offering similar services.

2.

The claimed costs and expenses [,as adjusted herein,] are reasonable and 
commensurate with the work performed.

3.

The total of reasonable contribution is $4.

CONCLUSION OF LAW

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

L. Jan Reid LTPP Compensation Request-18-

SB GT&S 0521994



ORDER

Claimant is awarded $1.

Within 30 days of the effective date of this decision, 
total award, [for multiple utilities: “Within 30 days of the effective date of this 
decision, A, A, and A shall pay Claimant their respective shares of the award, based 
on their California-jurisdictional [industry type, for example, electric] revenues for 
the A calendar year, to reflect the year in which the proceeding was primarily 
litigated.”] Payment of the award shall include interest at the rate earned on prime, 
three-month commercial paper as reported in Federal Reserve Statistical Release 
FI. 15, beginning
and continuing until full payment is made.

shall pay Claimant the2.

, the 75th day after the fding of Claimant’s request,, 200

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

This decision is effective today.4.

Dated , at San Francisco, California.
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