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3. Date NOI Filed: May 20. 2011.

Ibr Phase 2 
submitted 
(letober 4. 
2012

4. Was the NOI ti

5. Based on A Li ru 
number:

n p Id 0-12-007

6. Date of ALJ ruling

7. Based on another CPUC determination (specify)

8. Has the Claimant d

Id 0-12-0079. Based on ALJ rulim£4 I33ULU ill jJIUl/ttUIItit, ttUltiUei .

10. Date of ALJ ruling: .1 ulv 5. 201 1

1 1. Based on another CPUC determination (specify): j _[

12. Has the Claimant demon

13. Identify Final Decision 1). 13-10-040

14. Date of Issuance of Final Order or Decision: October 21.2013

15. File date of compensation request December 20. 2013

16. Was the request for compensation timely'?

C.

Claimant CPUC Comment

Club
California

en\ ironmental organization interested in implementing measures to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions and increase reliance on renewable 
energy sources. 1'he Club's interest in this proceeding is not related to 
any business interest. The Club receiv es funding for env ironmental 
advocacy from many sources, including philanthropic donations, member 
contributions and other sources. The Club has entered into agreements 
with certain residential rooftop solar installers that will likely result in a 
small amount of additional funding. However, the Club’s involvement in 
the present proceeding is completely independent and unrelated to those 
small amounts of funding.
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L

JTION (to be completed by Claimant except
where ii

i theA

Specific References to Claimant’s 
Presentations and to Decision

Showing Accepted 
by CPUC

iioa 1 of havinu the procecdiny 
c>tablish procurement taruets. 
Throuuhout the procecdiny 
Sierra Club w as a main 
advocated for taruets.
Although Sierra Club did not 
achieve everything for which it 
advocated. Sierra Club’s 
participation made a 
substantial contribution to 
Phase 2 of this proceeding and 
to the overall outcome of the 
proceeding. The Club details 
the substantial contribution it 
made to I). 13-10-040 and the 
Assigned Commissioner’s 
Ruliny Proposing Storaye 
Procurement Taruets and 
Mechanisms and Noticiny .All
Party Meetiny. which was the 
basis for the decision, below :

California on Administrative 
Law Judue's Januarv IS. 2013 
Ruliny bnteriny Interim Staff 
Report Into Record and 
Scckinu Comments (I’eb. 4. 
2013) '
"To pick effective procurement to conduct or apply a system need 

determination as a basis for procurement
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from cstahiishinu procurement taruets. 
based on our expertise and authority, in 
the absence of a system needs 
determination. Based on AB 2514. as 
well as our overall eneruv policy, we 
lind that it is reasonable to establish 
procurement targets to encourage the 
development and deployment of new 
energv storage technologies.” (pp. 22
23) ^

construct targets based on AB 
2514 policy goals and 
California's clean eneruy 
mandates. In its opposition to 
procurement taruets. SlXi&l- 
argued. inter alia, that storaue 
is a means to end and should 
not be considered as an end in 
and of itself. Sierra Club agrees 
that a procurement target 
should not established for its 
own sake, and that is win a 
procurement taruet should he 
tied to concrete state policy 
goals and mandates.” (p. 4)

Proposinu Storaue Procurement Taruets 
and Mechanisms and Noticing All-Partv 
Mcctinu (Jim. 10. 2013)

eneruy storaue procurement taruets 
expressed in megawatt (MW ) amounts 
for each investor-owned utility. 
Building on the storaue use cases 
identified and defined by Commission 
staff earlier in this proceeding. each 
utility would he given a taruet allocated 
among the three sets of storaue use 
cases: transmission-connected, 
distribution-connected, and customer- 
side applications...” (p. 7)

Club California and the 
California Imv ironmental 
Justice Alliance on Assigned 
Commissioner’s Kill mu 
Proposinu Storaue 
Procurement Taruets and 
Mechanisms (Jul. I1). 2013)

may grant a request to defer a portion of 
their procurement taruets. we expect that 
the overall procurement uoal of 1.325 
MW will he installed by 2024.” <p. 43)

recommend that the 
Commission stay the course on 
proposinu procurement taruets 
for eneruv storaue. These 
taruets should be made 
mandatory, demonstrating that 
there is no question that

-4 -
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energy storage to trim*form the 
energy storage market." (p. 1)

them.” (p. 20)

procurement target levels set forth in the 
Proposed Pkm tire appropriate." (p. 22)

designed to promote the most 
cost-effective solutions and as 
such should only he subject to 
a narrow ly tailored off-ramp, 
which allows some flexibility 
without undermining the 
overall goals." (p. S)

sets forth the requirements for the 
procurement application. The 
procurement targets set for 2014. 2010. 
20IS and 2020 represent the number of 
MW pending contract, under contract, 
or installed after the end of those 
procurement cycle*. However, by no 
later than the end of 2024. the l()l s 
must have the full 1.325 MW' installed." 
(p. 20)

Club California and the 
California Im\ ironmental 
Justice Alliance on Proposed 
Decision Adopting Imeruv 
Storaue Procurement 
framework And Design 
Prouram (Sept. 30. 2013)

should retain the requirements 
that targets are based on MW 
installed and that any 
adjustments to procurement 
targets fora project identified 
in the decision or authorized in 
other Commission proceedings 
should be counted after 
operating for one year. (p. 2)

Proposiim Storauc Procurement Taruets 
and Mechanisms and Noticinu All-Partv 
Meeting (Jim. 10. 2013)

California on Administrative 
Law Judge's Januarx 1S. 2013 
Ruling Tnterinu Interim Staff 
Report Into Record and 
Seek inn Comments (Peb. 4.
2013)

Commission’s energy storage 
procurement policy should he guided by 
three purpose*:
I) The optimization of the grid.[ relevant benchmarks for

- 5 -
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billed on policx iioaIs. In AB 
2514. the legislature found that 
the expansion ofeneruy 
storaue .systems could assist 
load-ser\ inu entities in 
"inteuratinu increased iimoiinis 
of renew able eneruy resources 
into the electrical transmission 
and distribution urid in tt 
milliner that minimi/es 
emissions of greenhouse 
uases.” "optimize the use of the 
significant additional timounts 
of variable, intermittent, and 
off peak electrical ueneration 
from w ind and solar eneruy." 
reduce "the need for new fossil 
fuel-powered peakinu power 
plants.” avoid or reduce peak 
load from "liiuli carbon- 
emittinu electrical ueneratinu 
facilities.” and provide 
"ancillary services otherwise 
pros ided by Ibssil-fueled 
ueneratinu facilities” redueinu 
the emissions of carbon 
dioxide and criteria pollutants. 
These functions ol'eneruy 
storaue should pros ide the 
context for establishing 
procurement taruets." (p. 4)

to reliability needs, or deferment of 
transmission and distribution upurade 
investments:
2) The inteuration of renessable eneruy: 
and
3) The reduction of ureenhotisc uas 
emissions to SO percent beloss 1000 
lesels bs 2050. per California's uoals. 
While eneruy storaue mas serse 
additional purposes within California’s 
eneruy supply. 1 propose that the 
Commission use these three oserarehinu 
purposes in settinu procurement taruets. 
desiuninu procurement, and measurinu 
prouress.” (pp. 0-7)

follow inu uuidinu principles, consistent 
ssith Ali 2514. for the Commission’s 
eneruy storaue procurement policy...We 
find these uuidinu principles to be 
reasonable. The uuidinu principles are 
contained in Section I of the Storaue 
framework.” (pp. X-0)

eneruy storaue procurement 
taruets should be consistent 
with and back calculated from 
the State’s lonu-term taruet of 
redueinu emissions to SO'N) 
below 1000 levels by 2050 
which likely requires the 
transition to a zero carbon 
eneruy supply. In some parts of 
the state such as the I.A liasin. 
replacing fossil fuel ueneration 
w ith eneruy storaue w ill be anL

-6-
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reducing, persistent. unhealthy 
air. According, to the South 
Coast Air Quality Management 
District. 'a transition to zero- 
and near-/.ero emission 
tcchnolouies is neeessary to 
meet 2023 and 2032 air quality 
standards and 2050 climate 
uoals.'" (p. 5)

Club California on 
Administrative Law Juduc’s 
Januar\ IX. 2013 Rulinu 
bnierinu Interim Staff Report 
Into Record and Seekinu 
Comments (Leb. 21.2013)

procurement taruets. Staff 
needs to establish the 
objectives for the targets.
Sierra Club urue.s the 
Commission to adopt storage 
procurement objectives that 
focus on inteuratinu the current 
33"o RRS mandate as well as 
looking forward to inteuratinu 
the much limiter level of 
renewables that will be 
necessary to meet to the State's 
uoal ofX0l,o CJIICi reduction b\ 
2050." (p. 4) ’

Proposing Storaue Procurement Taruets 
and Mechanisms and Noticinu All-Pam 
Meetinu (Jim. 10. 2013)

Club California on 
Administrative Law Judge's 
.human. 1S. 2013 Ruliim 
Lnterinu Interim Staff Report 
Into Record and Seekinu 
Comments ( Leb. 21.2013)

taruets for eneruv storaue with the uoal 
of market transformation." (p. 3)

dismiss the notion that, since 
California has made a bit of 

L prouress in valuinu these the Proposed Plan set procurement
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required to uI low eneruy 
storaue to enter the market on tt 
level playinu Held. fneruy 
.storaue pro\ ides unique 
bene Ills to the system, liven 
accountinu lor the progress 
Cali Torniii has made in this 
arena, not all of these benellts 
are valued adequately in the 
market, fneruy storaue 
provides unique benefits to the 
system...The Commission 
should continue its efforts to 
accurately v alue all the benellts 
eneruy storaue contributes, 
furthermore, cost-effectiv eness 
analysis, and existinu 
procurement mechanisms, will 
tend to rely on current storaue 
technolouy costs, and therefore 
fail to incorporate the lonuer 
term benellts of market 
transformation and the 
potential for redueinu future 
costs throuuh current 
inv estments." (pp. ()-IO)

investor-owned utilities Southern 
California fdison Company (SCf). 
Pacific Cias and flectric Company 
(PCitSCH) and San Dieuo Cias & flectric 
Company (SIXi&C) equalinu 1.325 
meuavvatts (MW) to he procured by 
2020." (p. 7) '

procurement taruet levels set forth in the 
Proposed Plan are appropriate." (p. 22)

Club California and the 
California Pnv iron mental 
Justice Alliance on Assiuned 
Commissioner's Riilin.su. 
Proposinu Storaue 
Procurement Taruets and 
Mechanisms (Jul. 3. 2013)

'procurement taruets for 
eneruy storaue vv ith the uoal of 
market transformation’ is 
exactly what is needed for the 
eneruy storaue market. 
Procurement taruet mandates 
of sufficient maunitude can 
create market transformation. 
Clear and firm policy support 
in the form of strict

- 8 -
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cstiiblish a market. (2) promote 
innovation, and (3) potentially 
create numerous benellts from 
learninu-induced cost 
reductions. As env'isioned by 
the ACR. market 
transformation can 'brinu 
dow n market barriers, reduce 
costs, and increase scale of 
market penetration overtime.’" 
(p. 14)

California on .Administrative 
I.avv Judue’s January IS. 2013 
Rtilinu Lnterinu Interim Staff 
Report Into Record and 
Seek inn Comments (l eb. 4. 
2013)

taruets and procurements must be 'viable 
and cost-effective.' To that end. we have 
dev oted a ureat deal of attention and 
effort into formulatinu a cost- 
effectiveness approach that would be 
sufficient to meet Section 2836.2(d)."
<p. 02)

reiterates its position that a 
cost-e fleet iveness 
methodology and the adoption 
of a procurement taruet are the 
tw o essential outcomes of this 
proceeding and both should be 
the locus of the remaining 
time." (p. 3)

Club California and the 
California Lnv ironmental 
Justice Alliance on Assiuned 
Commissioner’s Rtilinu 
Rroposiim Storage 
Procurement Taruets and 
Mechanisms (.ltd. 3. 2013)

we find that the LPRI and DNY KLMA 
models should not be required by the 
Commission as the sole methodologies 
for assessing cost effectiveness at this 
point.” (p. 63)

propose their own methodolouy to 
ev aluate the cost and benellts of bids. 
However, the lOl's shall assess the full 
ranue of benefits and costs identified in 
the use-case framework and the LPRI 
and DNY KLMA reports submitted in 
this proceeding. In addition, while we

benefits, most of which - but 
not all - have been at least 
mentioned durinu this 
proceeding, and a smaller 
subset were included in the 
LPRI and KLMA cost-

- 9 -
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demonstrate below, a more 
comprehensive view of cost- 
effectiveness would show 
much higher henellt-io-cosi 
ratios. This luis important 
implications: (I) The total 
procurement target proposed 
by the Commission could be 
considerably higher w ithont 
causing burden on the KH 's. 
(2) If K)1 "s are allowed an 
’offramp’ by demonstrating 
unreasonableness, they should 
be required to do so using a 
comprehensive calculation of 
cosi-elTecti\eness. rather than 
the narrow \ iew taken in the 
I1PR1 and Kl-iMA studies." (p.

utility, the K)l s shall confer w ith 
1-nergy Division Staff to develop a 
consistent evaluation protocol to be used 
for benchmarking and general reporting 
purposes." <p. (>3)

34)

Club California on 
Administrative I .aw .Indue s 
January IS. 2013 Riding 
1-nierinu Interim Staff Report 
Into Record and Seeking 
Comments (I’eb. 21.2013)

Proposing Storage Procurement Targets 
and Mechanisms and Noticinu All-Partv 
Meetinu (Jim. 10. 2013)

presenting procurement targets for 
consideration. I am referring to the 
barriers faced by those storage 
applications and technologies that have 
not yet achieved widespread commercial 
operation. More well-established 
technologies and applications with 
proven benefits and the ability to 
participate in California markets today, 
such as pumped hydrological storage, 
may not face all of the same types of 
barriers and issues as those energy 
storage technologies being used in new 
ways that have not been demonstrated or 
deployed on a wider scale." tpp. 4-5)

ambitious targets for storage, 
we also urge the Commission 
to insure that this program is 
not dominated by pumped 
storage technology. Pumped 
hydro raises a potential host of 
environmental and planning 
issues that are categorically 
different from other forms of 
energy storage. About 4000 
MW of pumped hydro storage 
is already deployed in 
California, and new pumped 
storage would be subject to 
extensive environmental

- 10-

SB GT&S 0117108



Rcvis :cmbcr2013

di iVcrcnt set of procurement 
issues compared to other forms 
of storage.” (p. (>)

discussion over the Proposed Plan's 
exclusion of larue-scale pumped storage 
projects towards meetinu the 
procurement targets. We are 
sympathetic to parties’ arguments that 
pumped storage complies with storaue 
dellnitions under AB 2514. However, 
the sheer si/e of pumped storaue 
projects would dwarf other smaller, 
emeruinu technolouies: and as such, 
would inhibit the fulfillment of market 
transformation uoals. The majority of 
pumped storaue projects are 500 MW 
and o\er. which means a sinule project 
could he used to reach each taruet 
within a utility territory. Therefore, we 
llnd it is appropriate to exclude larue- 
scale pumped storaue projects from the 
procurement mechanism outlined in this 
decision. Accordingly, larue-scale 
pumped storaue projects ureater than 50 
MW will not he eliuible to hid into 
solicitations offered under the Storaue 
framework." (pp. 54-55)

Club California and the 
California environmental 
Justice Alliance on Assiuned 
Commissioner's Rulinu 
Proposing Storaue 
Procurement Targets and 
Mechanisms (Jul. 5. 2015)

with the ACR's exclusion of 
pumped hydrological storaue 
from the definition of energy 
storaue for the purpose of 
setting these procurement 
targets. because those 
technolouies are already into 
the California grid and face a 
different set of market 
harriers." (p. 2(>)

in (lie Loading Order

California on Administrative 
Law Judue's Januarv IS. 2015 
Rulinu filtering Interim Staff 
Report Into Record and 
Seekinu Comments (Leh. 4. 
2015) ’

Proposinu Storaue Procurement Taruets 
and Mechanisms and Noticing All-Party 
Meetinu (Jim. 10.2015)

time on this issue would 
become an unnecessarx 
distraction from the core issue 
that need to he determined by 
this proceeding: How much

necessary to formally revise the 
California Loading Order identified as 
part of the Lnergy Action Plan to 
include energy storaue.” (p. 20)

-11-
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should he larueted for 
implementation in the 
California electric urid? (p. 13) that the I.oadinu Order should not he 

re\ ised.” (p. II)

( omiiiissioii Proceedings

California on Administrative 
Law Judue's January IS. 2013 
Rulinu. Lnterinu Interim Staff 
Report Into Record and 
Seek inu Comment (I'eb. 4.
2013)

schedule for solicitations proposed here 
are not presently tied to need 
determinations within the I.TRR 
proceeding. Instead, in the near term, we 
view the Storaue framework adopted 
herein as movinu in parallel w ith the 
onuoinu I.TRR evaluations of need 
system and local, and with the new 
consideration of the oulaue at SONCiS."
(pp. 33-34)

chanue its determination that 
I.TRR and Resource Adequacy 
"represent the best forums for 
dealinu with issues related to 
eneruy storaue within their 
context. I or example, 
determinations of market need 
for new resources, which may 
include eneruy storaue. is best 
left to the I.TRR proceeding." 
This statement is contrary to 
the statements in I.CR RI) in 
I.TRR. After settinu a "modest” 
50 MW procurement target for 
eneruy storaue resources, the 
RI) explains that the 
procurement proceedings will 
not he able to do more w ith 
eneruy storaue resources until 
there are further decisions in 
the eneruv storaue proceeding. 
The RI) states that in the 
eneruy storaue proceedinu "no 
decisions have been made 
concern inu the viability, cost- 
effectiveness or public interest 
nature of eneruy storaue

Proposing Storaue Procurement Taruets 
and Mechanisms and Nolicinu All-Rartv 
Meetinu (Jim. 10. 2013)

of siiuuestions from various parties 
durinu the course of this proceedinu. as 
well as actions by the Commission in 
other venues such as the I.onu Term 
Procurement Rlanninu (I.TRR) 
proceedinu. and the aforementioned 
SCilR. I'ltimately. there are decisions 
beinu made in multiple arenas that 
impact storaue. and this proposal is 
desiuned to supplement those activities, 
while movinu forward with storaue I

- 12 -
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and when such action is taken, 
the role of enerux storage 
technologies in the 
procurement process can he 
considered.” l.'l'PP needs 
dccision-makinu to occur in 
this proceeding in order to 
make additional decisions 
ahout enemy storaue. As Sierra 
Club has aryued in this 
proceediny. procurement 
taryets established in this 
proceediny can Iced into the 
analysis in the l.'l'PP." (pp. IS-

Calilbrnia.” (p. 6)

l‘»

Club California and the 
California bin ironmental 
Justice .Alliance on Assigned 
Commissioner's Ruliny 
Proposinu Storaue 
Procurement faryels and 
Mechanisms (Jul. 3. 2013)

storaue auction protocol 
modeled on the auction 
mechanism used for the 
Renewables A net ion 
Mechanism (RAM). flic 
proposed auction mechanism is 
neither suited to overcome 
market barriers, nor to the 
dynamic nature of eneryy 
storaue. Consequently, the 
Commission should not adopt a 
RAM-based mechanism and 
instead utilize a series of RI'Os 
for buyer scale projects and 
standardized contracts and or 
incentixes for small-scale 
storaue.” (p. 22)

not the appropriate mechanism for the 
procurement of eneryy storaue. bneruy 
storaue has multiple attributes and 
functions that cross the spectrum of 
wholesale and retail markets and 
transmission & distribution urid 
serxiccs. As such, a RAM-type 
solicitation, which seeks to obtain the 
lowest cost for ratepayers, max not be 
able to properly ex aluate projects due to 
the x ariety of functions and markets 
serxed. Rather, we are persuaded by 
parties' comments that competitixe 
solicitations inxolx inu RI'Os are the best 
mechanism to meet the xaryiny 
dellnitions and use eases of storaue in a 
chanuinu leclmoloyy enx ironment.” (p. 
54-55) " ^

- 13 -
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Yes

U‘S

California I mercy Storage Alliance, and sonic energy storage companies.

duplication or li<m your participation supplemented. complcmcnlcd. or 
contributed (o that of another parts:

cnvironmcnial and raicpaycr inicrcsis rather llian an industry pcrspccli\e. 
Moreover, the ( lull was a tenacious advocate lor procurement targets despite 
opposition from the utilities and ORA. annum others. At the beginning of 
Phase 2. Sierra Club was the main env ironmental croup advocating on this 
topic and was one of the very few voices for procurement targets before they 
were proposed in the ACR. Durum the middle of Phase 2. the California 
Ian ironmental Justice Alliance ("Cl JA") entered the proceeding. Sierra 
Club and Cl JA joined forces because our interests were very similar. Sierra 
filed joint briefs with CTJA: the Club look the lead on briefing. because it 
was already immersed in the proceeding. Sierra Club and ( TJA also 
attended a joint ex parte meeting.

against procurement target in Phase I and into Phase 2. (iiven the different 
position that Sierra Club and ORA had w ith respect to procurement targets 
coordination would have been futile.

always consistent positions with the Club, liven so. Sierra Club coordinated 
with (USA throughout Phase 2. Although Sierra Club discussed certain 
positions with Cl.PAN Coalition, another advocacy croup involved in the 
proeeediim. Sierra Club Hied independent comments. The perspective of 
both croups w as complementary and added to the fullness of the record.

):

Claimant CPUC Comment

1 The Division of Ratepayer Advocates was renamed the Office of Ratepayer Advocates effective 
September 26, 2013, pursuant to Senate Rill No. 96 (Budget Act of 2013: public resources), which was 
approved by the Governor on September 26, 2013.

- 14 -
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PART III: RE to be
COnipicic

bears a reasonable relationship with benefits realized through 
participation (include references to record, where appropriate)

procurement uirsjcis iliai would facilitate a clean enemy future for Calilbrnia. Nol 
only did die Commission adopi a simiifieani prociircmcm tamet dial will double 
die cinTcni capacity of enemy storace in die I niied Stales, die C ommission also 
based ils decision on policy cuidanee for which Sierra Club advocated. including 
intecraiion ofrenewables. reduclion of peak power and usinc die stale's 
creenhouse cas emission coals as reasons for adopting enemy storace lamels. 
Sierra Club also eoniribuled lo die discussions of whether enemy storace should 
be pari of die loading order, die applicability of enemy storace to the loading 
order and whether pumped hydro should be included in the procurement lamels. 
Additionally. Sierra Club provided extensive input on valuinc the attributes of 
enemy storage and how a eost-elTeetiveness methodology should be developed 
and addressed in the proceeding, which was a primary part of the initial staces of 
Phase 2 before the ACR was issued.

exceed the cost of participation. Although these benefits are nol qiumiiTiable. the 
adoption of procurement lamels vv ill help facilitate a clean enemy future and vv ill 
heller effectuate California's other clean enemy law and policies. The Club's 
advocacy on behalf of accressive implementation of the Slate's clean enemy and 
env ironmenial coals vv ill benefit the ratepayers ov er the lone-term because 
Californians vv ill reap the env ironmenial and health benefits intended In these 
laws. Moreover, the Club's fee request is miniscule in comparison to the cost of 
the procurement of enerev storace that this proceeding authorizes.

2 of this proceeding by altendinc all workshops and commcniinc on the 
Administrative Law Judge's January IS. 2013 Rulinc Lnterinc Interim Staff 
Report into Record and Scekinc Comments. on the Assigned Commissioner's 
Rulinc Proposing Storace Proeuremeni l amels and Mechanisms ("ACR”). and 
the Proposed Decision.

lamels. often like a lone v oice in the wind. Uul w ith the issuance of the ACR. the 
proceeding turned dramatically and adopted many of the positions that Sierra 
Club had been advocating. Sierra Club filed a thirty-five pace comment letter in 
addition to scores of supporting documentation to ensure that the record supported 
the decision. Sierra Club prov ided record support to main of the positions of the 
ACR such as proeuremeni lamels promoline market transformation and support
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affirmed much oftlie ACR and many of the positions lor which Sierra Club 
advocated. Sierra C lub submitted relativelv abbrev iated comments.

and cosi-effeetiv eness and participated in the workshops held on the topic. The 
Commission held 5 workshops evaluating the use cases and cosi-elTecliv eness in 
from September 3D 12 to March 2013. The use eases led into analyses conducted 
by two consultant croups: ITRI and kl AIA. To evaluate these cost-effectiveness 
analyses. Sierra Club encaucd a consultant. licoShilt Consultinc. LeoShifi 
Consullinc produced a report, attached to Sierra Club's July 3. 2013 Opening 
Comments on the Assigned Commissioner's Ruline. that reviewed the ITRI and 
kl AI A studies and contributed additional information to the record to fully 
capture the benefits of energy storage. While other parlies arcued that I.RRI and 
kl AlA's studies should be disregarded. Sierra Club drew on fcoShift's report to 
arcue that the ITRI and kl AIA studies be used to determine eost-el'fecliv eness of 
enerev storage projects, with the understandinc that additional data must be added 
to ensure that the full benefits of enercy storage are captured. The final decision 
required that the l()l s evaluate procrams usinc liRRI and kl Al A's studies, in 
addition to w hatev er methodology they develop in-house (IX 13-10-040. p. 03). 
kcoShil'i's work also provided Sierra Club with substantial evidence for justifyinc 
procurement tarcets as the correct policy choice.

one attorney, one in-house advocate and outside experts. The work was 
coordinated by William Rostov to avoid duplication and to ensure that the 
relevant people worked on issues appropriate to their experience. Additionally. 
Sierra Club successfully collaborated with ( IJA on briefinc. The limited overlap 
in the work involved internal rev iew offilincs. and ensurinc the accuracv of the 
filincs. Sierra Club worked with feoShift. which produced an independent 
analysis on eost-effectiv e issues and contributed to various sections of our 
comments on the ACR. The Club also judiciously used the expertise of Robert 
I'reehlinc. I le is an enercy expert w ho prov ides important iiisiclu and nuance to 
Sierra Club's position. Sierra Club also hired an expert to help with the initial use 
case workshops but Sierra Club has not claimed his time.

hours that appeared excessive, redundant or unnecessary.

seopinu rulinu coordination with other parties ex-parte meetinus. (I4T>)

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

44.80 360 D.13-12-027 16.128

205.7 390 See Comment 1 80.223
Ro-,lo\

2013 69.3 210 See Comment 2 14.553

20.5 190 See Comment 3 3.895
\ lul\;inc_\

0.7 165 D.13-10-068 115.50
livdiling

18.1 180 See Comment 4 3.258.00
Frcchling

24.7 130 See Comment 5 3.211.00
\iL’> c

197.3 135 See Comment 5 26.635.5
Ailoww

Total $ Hours Total $Rate

Total $

1.989

Hours Total $Rate

2013 10.2 195 See Comment 6

10.9 67.5 See Comment 7 735.75

f , f

- 17 -
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Amount |Detail Amount#

TOTAL AWARD: $

Date Admitted to CA BAR2 Member Number Actions Affecting

If “Yes”, attach 
explanation

December 3, 1996 184528 No

ts on Part ' laimantC.

Roslox’s 2013 rale includes a requested 5% step increase pursuant to D.08-04-110 and a 
2% COLA pursuant to Resolution ALJ-287. (360 x 5% rounded to nearest 5$ = 380, 380 
\ 2% rounded to nearest 5S = 390). This would be Rostox's first 5% step increase.

Rarsimanlox was awarded a rate of $195 for work in 2010 in l).l2-05-032. Barsimanlox’s 
2013 rale includes a requested 5% step increase pursuant to D.08-04-110 and a 2%
COLA pursuant to Resolution ALJ-287. (195 x 5% rounded to nearest 5S = 205, 205 x 
2% rounded to nearest 5S = 210). This would be Bnrsimnnlox's first 5% step increase.

Mills aiicv was awarded a rale of SI 75 for work in 2010 in D.12-05-032. Mulxancx's 2013 
rale includes a requested 5% step increase pursuant to D.08-04-110 and a 2% COLA 
pursuant to Resolution ALJ-287. (175 x 5% rounded to nearest 5S = 185. 185 x 2% 
rounded to nearest 5S = 190). This would be MuIxancCs first 5% step increase.

ITcohling's 2013 rate includes a requested 5% step increase pursuant to D.08-04-110 and 
a 2% COLA pursuant to Resolution ALJ-287. (165 x 5% rounded to nearest 5S = 175.
175 x 2% rounded to nearest 5S = 180). This xxmild be ITochling's second 5% step 
increase.

Adenike Adcxeve works as a Research and Poliex Analyst in Larlhjiislice's California 
Regional Office, a non-profit public interest laxx firm dedicated to protecting the 
magnificent places, natural resources, and xxildlife of (his earth, and to defending the 
right of all people to a healths cnx iron incut. Larlli justice rcccixcs no compensation for 
its representation and xxill only rcccixc compensation for its serxiers based on the axxard 
of inters cnor compensation.

Masters in Lux ironmenlal .Management from the Yale School of forestry and

This information may be obtained at: http://www.ealbar.ca.gov/.

- 18 -
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including 1 lie 2012 I.on» Term Procurement Plmining mid l\ncr«*\ Storage proceedings 
since March 2012. She bills within the 0-6 scar range for experts. Sierra (lull requests 
the minimum in the range lor both 2012 mid 2013.

This is one-hall'of calculated 2013 rule lor Willimu Koslox (See Comment I). Note.
Sierra Club is onlx requesting compensation lor the request lor eompensntion mid not the 
mnended \()l.

I bis is one-hall' of the proposed 2013 rule for Adcnikc Adexexc (See Comment 5). 

Ccrlificnlc of Scr\ ice 

Adcnikc Adexexc Resume 

Timesheets

I). ;s):

Reason

or

(CPIH

If SO!

Reason for Opposition CPUC Disposition

If not:

Comment CPUC Disposition

- 19-
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Claimant [has/has not] made a substantial contribution to D.I.

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.

1. The Claim, with any adjustment set forth above, [satisfies/fails to satisfy] all 
requirements of Pub. Util. Code §§ IS

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 compound interest at the rate earned 
on prime, three-month non-financial commercial paper as reported in Federal
Reserve Statistical Release 1.1.15, beginni c], the 75th day after the filing of
Claimant’s request, and continuing until full payment is made.

shall pay Claimant the2.

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

This decision is effective today.4.

Dated , at San Francisco, California.

- 20-
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Certifies

ENGR

hand delivery:
[ ] lirst-cliiss mail: and or 

electronic imiil[X]

to the following persons appearing on the official Service List:

Parties
DONALD C. LIDDELL JEREMY WAEN

/ ICE ENERGY, INC. / WALMART STORES, 
INC & SAM'S WEST, INC.

FOR: MARIN ENERGY AUTHORITY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY

L.P. FOR: CALIFORNIA HYDROPOWER

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000EMAIL ONLY

SB GT&S 0117119
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EAGLE CREST ENERGY COMPANY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

SCIENTISTS

BOSTON, MA 02111 WILMINGTON, DE 19808

STORAGE ASSOCIATION (ESA)

PARTNERS LP

4390 W. PINE BLVD., 
ST LOUIS, MO 63108

RIVERBANK PUMPED STORAGE, LLC 
2000 S. OCEAN BLVD., STE. 703
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REG. AFFAIRS
717 TEXAS AVENUE, STE 100 XTREME POWER INC

FOR: XTREME POWER

ASSOCIATION

2100 SEPULVEDA BLVD., SUITECALIFORNIA HYDROGEN BUSINESS COUNCIL
37
3438 MERRIMAC ROAD MANHATTAN BEACH, CA 90266

FOR: CALIFORNIA HYDROGEN BUSINESS 
COUNCIL

350
SANTA MONICA, CA 90404 LA PALMA, CA 90623-3630

21700 OXNARD ST., STE. 1030 2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE.

EDISON COMPANY
ALLIANCE FOR RETAIL ENERGY MARKETS; 
DIRECT ACCESS CUSTOMER COALITION
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401 WEST A STREET, SUITE 500 DEMAND ENERGY NETWORKS

LIBERTY LAKE, WA 92103FOR: SEMPRA ENERGY SOLUTIONS

101 ASH STREET, HQ-12B 6540 LUSK BLVD., STE. C-106

PO BOX 39109 / 58470 HIGHWAY 371 
ANZA, CA

HUNTINGTON BEACH, CA 92649 
FOR: TRANSPHASE COMPANY92539-1909

GRAVITY POWER, LLC DIRECT ENERGY SERVICES, LLC

ADMIN OFF 0KINGS RIVERENERNOC, INC.

PO BOX 378 4886 EAST JENSEN AVENUE
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ADAMS BROADWELL JOSEPH & CARBOZO 
601 GATEWAY BLVD. STE 1000

EXECUTIVE DIVISION 
ROOM 5033

EMPLOYEES FOR: ORA

CALIFORNIA
CITY HALL, ROOM 234 433 NATOMA ST., STE. 200

94102-4682SAN FRANCISCO, CA 
CALIFORNIA 
FOR: CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

FOR: CONSUMER FEDERATION OF

100 MONTGOMERY ST., STE. 2190 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

COALITION (EPUC)FOR: TORRESOL ENERGY

& LAMPREY
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105 505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900

FOR: INDEPENDENT ENERGY

505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900 
STE. 1120 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

THREE EMBARCADERO CENTER,

94111 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

SB GT&S 0117123
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LLC/DUKE ENERGY 
ASSOCIATION (SEIA) CORPORATION

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

CALIFORNIA
CALPECO)

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94121 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94130

AGENCIES
RENEWABLE TECHNOLOGIES (CEERT)

AFFAIRS
CALPINE CORPORATION BRIGHTSOURCE ENERGY

1904 FRANKLIN ST., STE. 600 436 14TH STREET, STE. 1305

ENERGY COUNCIL
JUSTICE ALLIANCE: (1)ASIAN PACIFIC
ENVIRONMENTAL NETWORK, (2)THE CENTER 
FOR COMMUNITY ACTION AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
JUSTICE, (3)CENTER ON RACE, POVERTY & 
THE ENVIRONMENT, (4)COMMUNITIES FOR A 
BETTER ENVIRONMENT, (5)ENVIRONMENTAL 
HEALTH COALITION, (6)PEOPLE ORGANIZING 
TO DEMAND ENVIRONMENT AND ECONOMIC 
JUSTICE

SB GT&S 0117124
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2001 GATEWAY PLACE, STE. 101CROSSBORDER ENERGY

2560 NINTH STREET, SUITE 213A SAN JOSE, CA 95110

FOR: THE CALIFORNIA WIND ENERGY 
ASSOCIATION

2600 CAPITAL AVENUE, SUITEELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
400
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905

SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5931 
FOR: NV ENERGY / SIERRA

FOR: WELLHEAD ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC. COMPANY

SACRAMENTO, CA 95818 516 US HIGHWAY 395 E

FOR: SURPRISE VALLEY ELECTRIC

TAHOE CITY, CA 96145-6600 EDF RENEWABLE ENERGY, INC.

1ENERGY SYSTEMS, INC. P.U.D. NO. 1 OF SNOHOMISH
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811 FIRST AVENUE, STE. 263 2320 CALIFORNIA STREET

SENIOR ANALYST 
ENBALA POWER NETWORKS 
930 WEST 1ST ST., NO. 211 
NORTH VANCOUVER, BC 
CANADA
FOR: ENBALA POWER NETWORKS

V7P 3N4

Information Onlv
MARY C. HEMMINGSEN ALLEN FREIFELD

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY PACIFICORP

EMAIL ONLY NRG WEST & SOLAR
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MARIN CLEAN ENERGY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY BROOKFIELD RENEWABLE ENERGY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY
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EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY
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COMPANY 
EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

INC.
EMAIL ONLY 200 DONALD LYNCH BLVD.

65 MIDDLESEX ROADCUSTOMIZED ENERGY SOLUTIONS

SB GT&S 0117129



Re vis ‘ember 2013

712 FIFTH AVE., 25 TH FLOOR 2000 WESTCHESTER AVENUE

1100 15TH STREET, NW, 11TH FLOOR 
COMMAND
WASHINGTON, DC 20005

NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING

1322 PATTERSON AVE, SE - BLDG

WASHINGTON, DC 20374-5018

1322 PATTERSON AVENUE SE-BLDG. 33 
WASHINGTON NAVY YARD, DC 20374-5018

STATESIDE ASSOCIATES 
2300 CLARENDON BLVD., STE.

407

ARLINGTON, VA 22203 50 S US HWY 1, SUITE 301

MENOMONEE FALLS, WI 53051 BEVERLY HILLS, CA 60210

2060 BROADWAY, STE. 400 40191 N. 110TH PLACE

SB GT&S 0117130
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6325 PACIFIC BLVD., STE. 300 1218 12TH ST., NO. 25

3000 OCEAN PARK BLVD., SUITE 1020 
SANTA MONICA, CA 90405

4292 ENSENADA DRIVE 
WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91364

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE. / PO BOX 800 
COMPANY 
ROSEMEAD, CA

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON

91770 2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE.

237 ROSEBAY DR. 9500 GILLMAN DRIVE, STE. 0417

8330 CENTURY PARK COURT SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

(US), L.P.
3405 KENYON STREET, STE. 401 4445 EASTGATE MALL, STE. 100

PILOT POWER GROUP, INC./EMDS,PILOT POWER GROUP, INC.

8910 UNIVERSITY CENTER LANE, STE. 520 
SUITE 520
SAN DIEGO, CA 92122

8910 UNIVERSITY CENTER LANE,

SAN DIEGO, CA 92122

COMPANY

SB GT&S 0117131
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8611 BALBOA AVENUE SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY 
CP21D
8330 CENTURY PARK CT. CP32D

8315 CENTURY PARK COURT,

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1548

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94015 4962 EL CAMINO REAL, STE. 112

601 GATEWAY BLVD., STE. 1000 1244 REAMWOOD AVENUE

EMPLOYEES

ECONOMIC
100 MONTGOMERY STREET, STE. 2190 101 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

77 BEALE STREET, MC B25J 33 NEW MONTGOMERY STREET,

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

77 BEALE ST., ROOM 1037 (B10B) SIERRA CLUB

77 BEALE STREET, MC B9A PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105 77 BEALE ST., MC B9A

779 DOLORES STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94110

GOLDEN GATE UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF LAW 
536 MISSION STREET

505 SANSOME ST., STE. 900 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

500
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

SNOHOMISH COUNTY
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-4026 53 SANTA YNEZ AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117

122 28TH AVENUE RECURRENT ENERGY

1 AVENUE OF THE PALMS, SUITE 161 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

PO BOX 770000, B10C 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 9417794130

COMPANY 
PO BOX 770000 PO BOX 770000, MC B9A

DEVELOPMENT
PO BOX 770000/MAIL CODE B9A 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

SUMITOMO ELECTRIC INDUSTRIES 
2355 ZANKER ROAD

4000 E. 3RD AVE., 3TE 400 BERKELEY, CA 94549
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2010 CROW CANYON PLACE, STE.CALPINE CORPORATION

4160 DUBLIN BLVB, SUITE 100 SAN RAMON, CA 94583

OAKLAND, CA 94612

THE VOTE SOLAR INITIATIVE LIGHTSAIL ENERGY

1 CYCLOTRON RD., MS 65, BLDGCALIFORNIA WIND ENERGY ASSOCIATION 
65, RM 102
2560 NINTH STREET, SUITE 213A BERKELEY, CA 94720

3 EMBARCADERO CENTER NEDO

NO. 141
SCOTTS VALLEY, CA 95066 SAN JOSE, CA 95126
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PO BOX 4060 1231 11TH STREET

AFFAIRS - CA 
1220 MACAULAY CIR. CUSTOMIZED ENERGY SOLUTIONS

250 OUTCROPPING WAY 
FOLSOM, CA 95630

CALIF. INDEPENDENT SYSTEM OPERATOR CORP 
250 OUTCROPPING WAY

RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670-6078 CAMERON PARK, CA 95682

EL DORADO HILLS, CA 95762 650 BERCUT DRIVE, STE. C

500 CAPITOL MALL, SUITE 1600 1215 K STREET, STE. 900
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915 L STREET, STE. 1410 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS ASSCIATION 
1215 K STREET, STE. 900

2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITEELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS LLP
400
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, STE. 400 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816

SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5931

SUITE 205
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833 SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

933 ELOISE AVENUERESOURCE PLANNER

REDDING, CA 96001

1800
PORTLAND, OR 97204 PORTLAND, OR 97232

PO BOX 2148 THE PSE BUILDING

BELLEVUE, WA 98004-5579

P.U.D. NO. 1 OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY 
2320 CALIFORNIA STREET

480 BLVD. DE LA CITE 
GATINEAU, PQ J8T 8R3
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State Service
MERIDETH STERKEL ALAN WECKER

COMMISSION 
EMAIL ONLY ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 ROOM 4102

COMMISSION
INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING AND PERMITTING B 
LAW JUDGES 
AREA 4-A

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE

ROOM 5024

COMMISSION
INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING AND PERMITTING B 
ROOM 4-A

EXECUTIVE DIVISION 
ROOM 5307

COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH 
ROOM 4102

POLICY & PLANNING DIVISION 
ROOM 5119

COMMISSION 
EXECUTIVE DIVISION ELECTRICITY PRICING AND

ROOM 5101 ROOM 4108

COMMISSION
POLICY & PLANNING DIVISION SAFETY AND ENFORCEMENT

SB GT&S 0117138
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ROOM 5119 ROOM 455

COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH 
OVERSIGHT BRANC 
ROOM 4102

PROCUREMENT STRATEGY AND

AREA 4-A

COMMISSION 
EXECUTIVE DIVISION EXECUTIVE DIVISION

COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH 
PERMITTING B 
ROOM 4102

INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING AND

AREA 4-A

COMMISSION 
LEGAL DIVISION EXECUTIVE DIVISION

FOR: ORA

COMMISSION
PROCUREMENT STRATEGY AND OVERSIGHT BRANC 
ENFORCEMENT BRANCH 
AREA 4-A

UTILITY & PAYPHONE

AREA 2-E
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ELECTRICITY PRICING AND CUSTOMER PROGRAM PROCUREMENT STRATEGY AND 
OVERSIGHT BRANC 
ROOM 4102 AREA 4-A

COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PRICING AND CUSTOMER PROGRAM INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING AND 
PERMITTING B 
ROOM 4108 AREA 4-A

COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH 
ROOM 4102

DRA - ADMINISTRATIVE BRANCH 
770 L Street, Suite 1250

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
1516 9TH STREET, MS-43

S.U'R.WllXm. ( \ 05S14-55 12

Cali forum.

|Siunauire]
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DENIKE S. ADEYE

for

, irt litigation in the; ■ i ronmental health, and
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HoursxfiWillianrRostov,TAttorneyin.2012xnd4*013

:ription A B C D E F G H T

UseriWilliarm
Rostov

i
8/15/2012 Vespapemaihmaterials.toiRoniDickersornandi

Robert"freehling
0.60

8/16/2012 TCWilVtattA/espaTerenergvTSJtorageworkshop 0,20

TCW-RomDickersomre "Energy.Storage"!
worksho pirn ate rials

8/16/2012 0.50

Draftiiotes'fonlVtattA/espaiforiworkshopremail i 
ttrhim

8/16/2012 1.00

TCWiD.liddellpCESAgresTenergyistoragei
proceeding

8/30/2012 0.40

8/30/2012 0.30

8/30/2012 0,30

8/31/2012 0.40

8/31/2012 0,20

8/31/2012
9/3/2012

ipartiesi

scobs.re strategy 0,90

E m a i hiVf att.i¥e spans n diiVI i kei) a co bsTe n
workshop-materials.renusencasesj-briefy-review
them

10/15/2012 0,30 0.30

Energyistorage"workshop;1unchi«ithilViike"i
jacobsiand"i0diiHelIrnan?;T3ostT/vorkshop'i
discussiomn/ithlVlikenJacobs

10/16/2012 6.70

11/14/2012 CPUCTWorkshopxnxtorageTnodelingtooliEVSI 3,00

Review""emaiIifrorrnEDTStaff;Teviewxun
comments;iemaihtoiexpert

11/27/2012 0,60

ReviewiED']staffimaterials"'andxur.commentsin'
proceeding

11/28/2012 0,70

11/29/2012 0,20

11/29/2012 1.10

nS11/29/2012 0,30

1
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HoursxfiWillianrRostov,TAttorneyin.2Q12xnd'"2Q13

Date Description A B C D E F G H T

PrepareTfonstorageiworkshopsnreviewnoun
briefs^tatutenandistateTeports.TDevelopi
responseitoissuesiquestionsjTemailiiA/ith'Roni
Dickerson;"'t)rieflyTeviewTJsexaseifiling;^maih
fViikeTlacobs'and'IViattA/espa

11/30/2012 4.50

TCW-Robertf reehlingxenstorageias.preferred"!
resources

11/30/2012 0,70

12/1/2012 Reviewiusexases
EmailTwithlViikeiJacobs.renusexasesxind.i
workshops

12/2/2012 0,40

12/3/2012 ICWiVlikeTiacobsTeiiiworkshopxtrategy

Energyi>torage"«/orkshopi{1.3Tfonlunch"M/ithi
ClearrCoalitiorrandiA123Tepresentative)

12/3/2012 6,50

Post Workshopxiiscussiom/vithiCESAiawyer12/3/2012 0.40

EnergyStorageiworkshcpi(1.3'for1unchiwithi 
Da vi dIVi i 11 erpCE ERT)

12/4/2012 4.30

12/4/2012 Postworkshcpxliscussions 0.40
ReviewiMikelacobsremai/emaihwithlViatti
Vespa;text"with"1Vlike""iiacobs;TeviewTnotes"i
fromiA/orkshop

12/4/2012 0,50

ReviewiCESAiandistateiagencyxIociimentsi
relateditcrworkshopitopicspdevleopiapproacfn
toxorn merits

12/5/2012 2.00 2.00

EmaihAloleiGuptaTe:xost 'effectiveness.sub
group

12/5/2012 0,10

12/5 ail 0,10

■roach.i
12/1: 0.60

12/1:
issueiAreasi F H

TotalHours.for.WVilhRostov,iAttorneyim2012

1/7/2013

2
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HoursTofiWilliam'RostovpiAttomeyin.2Q12xn€h2Q13

Date Description A B C D E F G H 1
Prepareiformtg.i/vith1ViikeTiacobs;t)CWi

1/8/2013 0,30
a AAa\io,\(o~ra "nctaff-nanor

1, 0,50

1/

Di
1/ 5,00 5.00

1/17/2013 TCWiDeputy'AGireiistoragelssues 0.40
ReviewilViikelacobs.write kippreview.filings-!
fromiointtTPP/storagei«orkshop;t3CWi
A.AdeyeyeTe:iapproachitoxomments;Teview.i
presentationsiandTstaffTeportjioutlinei
comments

1/22/2013 0,80 0,80 0,80 0,80 0,80

0,50

3.50
1 rn

1.00 1.50

A CA A CA
Z./ Z./ ZUJC

comments
2/4/2013 Finalizexomments

CompileTepliesiand'brieflyTeviewiselecti
replies

2/5/2013 0,40

2/7/2013 Reviewreplies
Reviewimaterials.rereost 'effectiveness.i
workshop

2/8/2013 0,50
J

3
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Hours.ofWi 11 i am-Rostov,“Attorneyi n.2012-Bnd-i2013

Date Description A B C D E F G H 1
Prepareifor.Energyxtoragexost 'effectiveness.i
workshop

2/11/2013 2.00

2/11/2013 TCWIVfVe s p axe :i€E SAxo m m e n t 0.10
2/11/2013 E ma i hcl ie ntsxe :iCE5Axom me nts

2/11/2013 TCWiRo be rtf ree h I i ngxe rp u m pe disto rage 0.30

Attendxost teffeciveness.workshop;^ rriveilSi
mins.iEarly.jtalkitcrpthergsarties

2/12/2013 4.80

I y x o m rn e n tx e c t i o n s ;
0.30

andiDRireply
nstoragexeplyi

2/19/2013 0,80 1.40 0.60 0.60 0.60

2/20/2013 0.40 0.40

and.i
2/20/2013 0,80 0,70

2/20/2013

2/21/2013 0.60 1,10 0.60 0.60 0.60 3.50ei

2/28/2013
2/28/2013

3/11/2013 1,00

3/15/2013 0,70

3/15/2013 0,30
Ba rsi rn an tovxndiemaihthe rrntoih i rn

ReviewienergyTstorage-briefsTand~prepareTfon
meeting.withiRachehPeterson;iO€Wi
A.AdeyeyeTerpreparaticmfcrmeeting

3/20/2013 2.00

TCWiRobertiF reehling.iand""A,.AdeyeyeTe:nmtg:
withiRaehehPeterson

3/20/2013 0,50

fVltg.TS/itlrftachehPetersomrextoragei
proceeding

3/20/2013 0,80

3/20/2013 Postrntg.idiscussiomA/ithiA.Adeyeye )

3/21/2013 OCWik.AdeyeyeTenmtg.iRachel-peterson o, „h, 0

3/21/2013 TCWiR.Freehlingirenrntg.iRachel'f eterson 0,60

T"CWTlarnes"iBarismantovTe:xnergyxtoragei
w

3/22/2013 0,20

3/22/2013 Prepareifonenergy.storagexvorkshop 2.00
EnergyTStorageiworkshop^arrriveil5Tninutes.i
early)

3/25/2013 5,00
J

4
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HoursxfiWillianrRostov,TAttorneyin.2Q12xnd"2Q13

Date Description A B € D E F G H
TCWiR.FreehlingTerenergyxtoragexconcsmiesi
andfoIlQWTjpxrriailtoliini

3/29/2013 0,30

Reviewnslidesifromxost 'effectiveness-! 
workshop;"prepareiforealhwitlnexpertpRiemail' 
fronmRobertf reehlingTencostrmmbersp 
fo rwa rditoi) a m s esll arismontav

4/1/2013 0,30

ReviewiR.Freehlingireixomparativexostsi
4/2/2013 0,10

4/2/2013 0,50 0,40

5/15/2013

6/4/2013 u.zo
status

1
6/10/2013 TCWiCBEiattorneysTe:xolloboratiomwithTCEJA 0.60

Review.energyistoragendecisionpOCWi
A.AdeyeyeTendecisionpemaihtaiclientspithinki
about-

6/10/2013 0,50 0,50 0,50 0,50 0,50 0,50

TCWiEvan.Gillespie,"MattVespaiandn
A.AdeyeyeTenrulingxnd'istrategy

6/11/2013 0.30

6/11/2013 TCWiRobertnFreehlingxndik.AdeyeyeTe "ruling 0.30 0.30 0.20

6/11/2013 TCWdamesiBarsmantovire "ruling
ReviewiDecision;take.notes.pnlssuesiformi
comments;-!

6/11/2013 0,30 0,30 0,30 0,30 0,30 0,50

6/11/2013 'ICWiDoniLiddellpCESAirerstorageTuling
6/12/2013 QCW'A.AdeyeyeTe:xommentsT»utline

EmaihwitlrRogertiniandlVIayaiGolden ‘Krasner 
re:xomments

6/12/2013 0.20

6/13/2013 DraftxutlinexfxommentspernaillxrA.Adeyeye 0.80

0,30ie

T"CWilViatti/espaTe:xornments;Teviewi
commentsTfrorrnlamesiBarismantovpreviewi
cost ‘effectiveness'Btudyprevisexutline;l)CWi
A.AdeyeyeTercomrnents.andxtrategy preview.i
ruling'and'xlividexp-yvorkiforxomments

6/18/2013 0,50 1,00 1,50 3.00

sxIividingTipxutline 0.40
JjnxndxxehangeA/M 0,20

CallxvitWamesiBarsimanto\rre:xtoragei 
conimentsnrost teffectivenessxndirnarketi 
transformation;i3repareiforxallxvitlmiames

6/19/2013 0,50 0,50

6/20/2013 'TCWiDoniLiddellpCESAirerstorageTuling 0.20

6/21/2013 'TCWsR.FreehlingTerenergyxtoragexlecision 0,70

6/24/2013 P re pa reifo rA 11 A a rtypIVl e et i ng 3,50

5
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HoursxfiWillianrRostov,TAttorneyin.2012x1104*013

Date Description A B C D E F G H T
Emaili«ithTlame$"iBari$manfQ¥Te:ifiisTiQtesT3m 
ACR;Te¥iew"f»isnotes;iTCWTiamesiBarisrriantov 
a n d tA , A d e y e y eir e: xo rrt rn e n tx n d xt 11 p a rtyi 
strategy

8/24/2013 0,50 0,50

8/24/2013 0,40

8/24/2013 2,50

1.00
h
artyimeeting;touchl3aser

igrdiscussions.«/ i t h to t h e ri

lundnrneeting.iwithiCBEpNikexnd'Tjamesi
Barismantov

8/25/2013 0,50

Editprocrementitargetsectiomfrormlamess.i
Barismantov;idraftT3artTif'section.

8/25/2013 2.00

8
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HoursiofiWilliam'RostovpAttomeyin.2Q12xndCQ13

Date Description A B C D G H

8/26/2013 0,20

6/26/2013 3,00

8/27/2013 2,00
JOlilCA :UQI iiliiaiuv 1C, PCOtlUi

ReviseiprocurmentT,ections""Bncl'^ections"fromi
RogerUn

8/27/2013 2,00 1.00

RevisenRAM/RFOisectionpiemaihwithiRogenLin.i
re:isame;iICW7togenLinTe:isame

8/28/2013 2,00

U/ Zi.O / £..\J .
e ffe ct i v e n e s sise et i o n

8/28/2013 D raftre s p on seitoiot h e r.q u e st i o n s
Re viseid raftxfxorn m ents;ie ma i Intend ie rrtsp
emaihtoiCBE

8/29/2013 0,30 0,50 0,30 0,30 0,30 0,30

ReviewnRobertf reehlingiComentsiandi
ineorporateThisTeditspernailxo tounsehandi 
James.Barismantovireixame

7/1/2013 0,50 0,70 0,30 0,20 0,20 0,10 2.00

DraftTemaining""sectionsiof"f3rief"Bnd1ntro;i 
multipleiTCWAAAdeyeyeTe coordination

7/1/2013 0,50 1,50 0,50 1.00 3.50

TCWiMattVespaTenCommentjincoporate'his.i
editstotheintro

7/2/2013 0,30 0.30

Revisexommentletterpernaili/yith.Roger.Liny
emaihandirCW"A.AdeyeyeTensame

7/2/2013 0,50 2.00 1.00

FinalizeiCcmments.pm3CR;irCWiR, Freeh ling;'
OCWiA.AdeyeyeTeHastTninuteieditsiandi7/3/2013 0,20 0,70 0.40 n /ml n /ml n /in

Comments 0,50

mesiBarismantovTerquestions.i
mtsiandTeviewiiis.notes

0,30

i e n tsia n did raftre plyiorief 0,60 1.00 0.
urarc reply roeusingToniproeurernenttargetsi 
andxost ‘effectiveness

7/11/2013 1.50 2.50

Draftxectionxrrprocuremer»ttargets;Teview.i
relatedipleadings

7/12/2013 1.50 1.00

Review.pleadingsjnDRisectionion'procurementi
targets

7/13/2013 2.00

7/14/2013 Draftrectionion'procurementtargets 1.50
7/16/2013 TCWiCESA’andiFOEirerreplyxorn mentis

EdiCandirevisellPS.xostxappRAIVi/RFOxndi
7/16/2013 0.50 0.50 0,50 2.00

pumpedliydroi
Draftxost teffivenessxection7/16/2013 3,50

Finali zei i rstid raftiCo m rn e ntsx rrACRge m a i h 
withiRogenli ma ndxl i entsre ncorrt me nts

7/17/2013 0,30 0,30 0,30 0,30 0,30

7
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HoursxfiWillianrRostov,TAttorneyin.2012“Bnd“2013

Date Description A B C D E F G H
7/18/2013 shling 0.30

7/18/2013 imlVloglenTDffOETe "coordination 0,30

7/18/2013 f 0,10 0,20 0,10 0,10 0,10 0,10

7/18/2013 Emaihwith.RogenLirrpumpediiydroTargument 0.20

0,60

ReviseTandiinalizeidocumentpincorporatei
edits;iemailTwith"Rogerlin,multi iDCWi 
A.Adeyeye

7/19/2013 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60 0,50 0.60 3.50

8/7/2013 T C W“C E $ Ana n d iF O E
8/15/2013

8/19/2013

8/20/2013 ReviewiEnerg
Prepare.for.nr
readingreplies

:s;ifinishi
8/21/2013 2.00

Pre lmeetingTe:iexparteiwith1\/lelicia“Charles8/26/2013 0,90
I

Preparepfor.ex“parte.;Teviewiourtesimony.and"
someTepliespmeetildeyeyeTsndiRogenLin

8/28/2013 2.00

0.30

energystor
IReviewiP Debased.DnxonversatiorrwithiCLEENi

Coalition ;iD r a f txo m rn e n t sio rnP D9/13/2013 0,50 1,00

9/16/2013 ReviewiP, D;Tlraftxomrnents'ioniPD 1.00 3.00
Revisenenergyistorageicommentpemaihtcn9/19/2013 0,10 0,20

:rgy.storages
9/19/2013 0,30

evisexommentp
0,30 0,70

nmentpemaihwith'
xrnentsp9/30/2013 0,30 0,30 0.40 1.00

Total+ioursiforiA/ orney1n~2013

RequestiforCompensaticm

/"i f i n t~% '"i 1t l I —.til 4'a12/17/2013

12/17/2013

12/19/2013 1.50Review hours, allocate by isse and reduce time

12/19/2013 2.00Review hours, allocate by j reduce time

8
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HoursxfiWillianrRostov,TAttorneyin.2012mndR*013

Date Description B C D
12/19/2013 Draft request for compensation

Revise request for compensation, review and 
finalize all other documents12/20/2013

Totalq

9
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Hours of James Barslrnarrtov, 'Expert in 2013

Total lDescription iDate ; A B C D E F G R
James]

Barsimantov
3/12/2013 Reviewing case 'material (use cases, staff proposal) 1,00 1,00

Reviewing case material, initial fiteraturexearchespn cost" 
effectivness of energy storage, discussions with Sierra Club i3/12/2013 2,00 2,00
lawyers
Literature search and review: energy storagexost Effectiveness, i
economic optimization of storage coupled with renewables, i 
limits of renewables deployment with and without energy i

3/15/2013 0,50 0,50

storage'
Literature-search and review: energy storagexost "effectiveness, i
economic optimization of storage coupled with renewables, i 
IimitsofrenewabIesdepIoymenfwifhandwifhout energy:

3/18/2013 0,50 0,50

storage
Literature 'search and review: energy storage cost ’effectiveness, i
economic optimization of storage coupled with renewables, i 
limits of renewables 'deployment with and without energy i 
storage']__________________________________________

3/21/2013 0,50 0,50

Discussion with Sierra 'Club lawyers; literature "search and review: 
energy storagexost ’effectiveness, economic optimization of i 
storagemoupled with renewables, limits"of renewables i 
deployment with and without energy storage i

3/22/2013 2,00 2,00

3/ 5,50

4 2,10 0,40
sit ■ 1 i 1 r Liuuiowyeii

Reviewing material from KEfViA and'EPRI studies, Literature'] 
review, Outlining initial Sierra Club's rguments___________

4/9/2013 3,00 3,00

4/15/2013 Outlining initial Sierra Club arguments 1,00 1,00
Writing background section; titerature"search and review: energy 
storagexost "effectiveness, economic optimization of storage : 
coupled with renewables, limits of renewables'deploymenf with :
and without energy storage"]______________________________

4/16/2013 2,00 2,00

Comparing cost "effectiveness'valuesin KEfViA and £PR! studies to 
published 'literature

4/18/2013 4,00 4,00

Lit. 'Review: monetary value of energy storage; Matching benefits
4/23/2013 3,00 3,00

in published literature to CPUC use cases
Storage

4/26/2013 2,00 2,00
benefits

Estimates of'GHG emissions based on published literature,: 
writing discussion of monetary benefits of energy 'storage

4/28/2013 0,50 0,50

5/1/2013 Writing discussion of monetary benefits of energy storage 2,00 2,00

5/3/2013 Editing discussion of monetary benefits of energy storage 1,00 1,00

6/11/2013 Call withf arthjustice 0,30 0,30

6/14/2013 Reviewing proposed ruling, revising Sierra Club arguments 3,00 3,00

Revision of draft testimony based on proposed ruling, discussion, \
literature'search & review

6/17/2013 3,00 3,00

Dr market transformation, discussion with Sierra
6/19/2013 2,00 2,00

Club lawyers
Writing, calci

6/20/2013 2,00 2,00
proposed ruling
Reviewingxrpdated EPRI study, Writing Introduction and i

6/21/2013 4,00 4,00
concluding sections, Adding In citations
Calculations of energy storage benefits '{GHSs and monetary), i

6/22/2013 3,00 3,00
Writing
Discussing draft with Sierra Club lawyers, writing, Reviewing \

6/23/2013 4,00 4,00
updated KEM A study

■timony,
6/24/2013 0,50 2,50 3,00

compiling articlesto 'send l:o Sierra Club
CPUC all part meeting af ia Club \

6/25/2013 3,00 3,00
lawyers
Adding!n Cable'2. on monetary benefits not included in tisexases,

6/26/2013 1,00 1,00
editing draft report

6/27/2013 Adding in summary pf f PRI/KEMA studies, formatting document 3,50 3,50

1
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Hours of James Barsirnarrtov, 'Expert in 2013

Total ]Description iDate; A B C D E F G H
6/28/201.3 Completing final 'draft of cost effectiveness report 1,00 1,00

Reviewing Sierra 'Club environmental justice comments, providing 
additional citations, discussing with Sierra Club lawyers

7/1/2013 0,50 0,50

7/2/2013 Editing final report 1,00 1,00

7/10/2013 Reviewingxomments from lotherparties; email Rostov notes 2,00 2,00

Issue Areasi
Total Hours for James Barsimantov, 'Expert jn 2013

2
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Hours nf Dustin iMulvarsey, Expert in 2013

Total iDate Description i A B C D E F G H

User: ilVIuivaney i

Reviewing case mate rial, initial literature 'searches ion cost 
effectivnesspf energy storage, 'discussions with Sierra i 
Quh lawyers

3/13/2013 1.00 1.00

Literature search and review: energy storage cost1 
effectiveness,"economic optimization of storage coupled 
with renewables, limits pf renewables deployment with:
and without energy storage i

3/18/2013 2.00

Literature search end review: energy storage tost * 
effective ness, "Economic optimization of storage coupled 
with renewables, limits pf renewables deployment with i
and withoutTBnergy storage i

3/21/2013 1.00

Reviewing material fromiKEMA and lEPRl studies,"i 
Literature review,"Outlininginitial iSierra Club-arguments

4/9/2013 1.00 1.00

Writing-background (section; literature search Bind review: ■ 
energy storage cost 'effectiveness, "economic loptlmization i 
of storage "coupled with renewables,"limits pf renewables i
deploymentwith and withoutenergy storage i

4/16/2013 2.00

4/20/2013 Literatue review & search: values for incidental benefits 1.00

4/22/2013 Literatue review i&. search: "lvalues for Incidental benefits 0.50

4/27/2013 Estimates of GHG emissions based on published literature 1.00

Estimates cf GHG "emissions based pn published literature, 
writingidiscussion pf "monetary be nefitspf Energy storage

4/28/2013 2.00

5/3/2013 Editin g discussion of monetary be nefits pf energy storage 1.00

6/14/2013 Reviewing proposed ruling, revisingSierra Club arguments 1.00

Writing, calculations on storage benefits, relating! 
literature to proposed ruling

6/20/2013 2.00

Answeringquestionsfrom Sierra "Club ion draft,"editing i 
testimony,"compilingarticles to send to Sierra Club

6/24/2013 3.00

Reviewing-Sierra Club Environmental justice "comments, i 
providing additional citations, "discussing with Sierra Club 
lawyers

6/28/2013 1.50 1.50

7/11/2013 Fina I review pf tests mony
Issue Areas i A IB

Total Hours pf Dustin ilVIuivaney, Expert In 2013 20.50

1
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HoursxrfiRobertl1 reeh!ing,iE Xpert 1tr2012T3nth2013

DescriptioniDate A B C D E F G H

Freeh lingi

PhoneTaHiwithiRostoyiantDAcleyeyeTen
storageiaspreferrediresources

11/30/2012

Issue-Ares! C D H
TotaIHoursior(FirstnName)iFreehIingpExpertin.2012

2/11/2013 PhonexaliiwithlRostovirerpumpedistorage 0,30

2/20/2013 Galhwith-Rostcvrerreply-pcmments 0.40 0.40

2/20/2013 Reviewnandiedititerations-pfreplyicomments 0,50 0,50 0,50

Phone-pa ll-yvithiRostov-and-Adeyeye-re :-rntg.-
withiRachehPeterson

3/20/2013 0,50

IPhoned.intoxxpartemrtgiA/ithllacheh
Peterson,iRostoviandTAdeyeye

3/20/2013 0,80

Calhwith-RostoviandiAdeyeyeTerrntg.iRacheh
Petersoni

3/21/2013 0,60

p—

3/21/2013 2,00 2.00
ah

3/29/2013 0,30 0.30

4/2/2013 0.50 0.40

ei
6/11/2013 0.30 0.30 0.10

ruling

6/11/2013 Phone-palhvith- 0,30 0,30 0,20
I

ReviewCESA-pc
w/questions-fonallpartyrneeting

6/24/2013

Phonexalliwith.Rostovireiienergyptoragei
decision6/21/2013 0.70

6/28/2013 Phoneacalb/vithiRostovTencomments 0 '•(}

Review34 ‘pagedSierraaClubidraft-ppening!
commentS'Bnd.editidocument

7/1/2013 0,50 0,90 O, j0 0,30 0,30 0,

Replyito-pmaihrequestifondatabase-with!
pu m pptoragei mCA

7/3/2013 0,20

Reyiewpnd""editil51page.draft-reply!
comments

7/18/2013 0,30 0,50

7/18/2013 0,30

8/15/2013

8/26/2013

8/28/2013
CharlespRostovpAdeyeyepndiJn J

1
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HoursxrfiRobertl1 reeh!ing,iE Xpert 1tr2012T3nth2013

9/5/2013

9/10/2013 ,20
I

9/19/2013
comment
Review.draft/berraiiOukncommentSToniphasei

9/19/2013 0,20 « ...t KJ
2
ReviewTevised-gierraiClubicommentsiom
phasei2

9/23/2013 0.20

IssueiAreasi C
TotalHours'for|FirstnName}"iFreehling;iExpert:in""2013

2
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Hours iof AdenikeAdeyeye, Advccate/Expert in 2012and 2013

Date Description A B C D E F G H
User: Adenikei 

Adeyeye
8/20/2012 Energy storage workshop. 5.40
8/30/2012 Talk with Rostov about energy storage workshop 0,30
8/30/2012 Review-energy storage 'workshop notes. 1.00
9/4/2012 Ta 0,10

Research ion energy storage policies, proceedings, and i 
projects.

11/29/2012 0,40

Call with Jacobs and Rostov laboutienergy storage : 
proceeding.

11/29/2012 1.10 1.10

Talk wlthtlacobs arid iRostovabout next'storage i 
workshop.

11/30/2012 0,20 t )

Ca II-jwith Robert Freeh ting-arid iRostovreistorage'iasi
11/"'...

12
12
12/4/2012 Listening to storage workshop ion~]WebEx,

Cali with 'Jacobsand iRostovabout upcoming-energy! 
storage wori targets.

12/11/2012 )
ReadingiKEMA scientist's research ion storage and air i 
emission'-;.

12/11/2012 0,60 0.60

12/18/2012 Re sea
Readii
energy storage.

12/19/2012 H,UU “+.t

12/21/2012 Researching factors involved in valuing energy storage i 3,50 3.50

Issue Areas i H
Total Hours for Adenike Adeyeye, Research Analyst in 2012

1/7/2013 taff report.
1/7/2013 Talk with iRostoviaboutstorage staff report.

1/8/2013 Talking; with Rostov about staff report ion energy storage. 0,20

Talking with Rostov and -Jacobs about icommerits-pn staff i 
report pn energy storage.

1/8/2013 0,50

1/14/2013 Energy storage workshop ion procurement-targets. 5,00
Reviewing'energystorage 'documents, "particularly use i 
cases rand -comments by Freehling,

1/17/2013 0,50 0.50

Locating and reviewinglSDG&E's-general rate case i 
application and testimony,"writing-notes on their i 
trt

1/17/2013 2.20 2.20

1/22/2013 Talk to iRostovabout storage-staff report comments. 0.10
Notes pn Jacobs'sidraft comments pn CPUC interim staff i

1/22/2013 2,40
report.
Reviewingtlacobs's comments, talkingwlth Rostov about i 
comments.

1/23/2013 0,70

Call with Jacobs arid Rostov about Energystorage i1/24/2013 0,50

1/24/2013

1/25/2013
opening comments draft.

1/28/2013 Workin n Staff Report.
Draft rig response to CPUC staff report pn Track 2 iof 
en "oceeding.

1/29/2013 5.30

1/30/2013 Drafting-comments ion Track 2 inter!m staff report. 3,70
1/30/2013 Dr i staff report. 0,80
1/30/2013 Draft ng comments cm Track 2 interim staff report. 2,40
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Hours iof AdenikeAdeyeye, Advocate/Expert in 2012and 2013

Date Description A B C D E F G H To'
Reading draft of comments on Phase 2 Interim Staff11 
Report,

2/1/2013 0,20 0,20 0.20 0,20

Reviewing and cite 'checking'energy storage comments.2/4/2013 0,70 0.70 0.70 0.70 0,70

2/7/2013 Revie wing'd 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0,20
Reviewing pther parties' commentson Phase 2 Interim i 
Staff iReport, i

2/7/2013 0,40 0,40 0,40 0,40 0,40 0,30

Reviewing other parties' comments pn Phase 2 Interim i 
Staff Report,']

2/7/2013 0,20 0,20 0,20 0,20 0,20 0.20

Reviewing other parties' comments pn Phase s2 'Interim i 
Staff Report, i

2/7/2013 0,20 0.20 0.20 0,20 0,20 0.10 0,20

2/8/2013 Talk with Rostov laboutienergy storage reply comments. 0,10 n r a o 10 0,10 0,10

2/11/2013 Reviewing energy storage workshop documents.
Reviewing energy storage workshop documents, writing] 
up notes, sendingTiotE

2/11/2013 0.60

2/12/2013 Energy storage cost Effectiveness workshop.
Talk with Rostov about storage cost Effectiveness i 
workshop.

2/12/2013

2/12/2013 Energy storage cost Effectiveness workshop. 2,20
Reviewing pther parties cornments'cm Phase'2 Interim] 
Staff-Report, drafting repty comments pn Phase 2 Interim ] 
Staff 'Report,

2/12/2013 0,40 0,30 0,40 0,30 0,30 0,30 0,30

2/13/2013 Revisingxeply comments pn Phase 2 'Interim staff' report. 0,20 0.20

2/13/2013 Revising reply comments pn Phase 2 Interim staff' report. 0,50 0.50

2/13/2013 Drafting replycomments pn phase 2 Interim staff report. (
2/20/2013 Talk with Rostov about storage reply comments. (
2/20/2013 Reviewing land editing-energy storage replycomments. 0,30 0,40 0.30 1.00

Cite checking-end editingdraft reply comments to Interim i
Staff'Report,

2/21/2013 1.10 1.10 1.10 3.30

Cite checking end editingdraft reply commentsto jnterim i
Staff Report,

2/21/2013

2/28/2013 Reading-energy storage reply commenl 
Reading-energy storage reply comments.3/1/2013

3/1/2013 Readingenergystorage replycomments.
Talk with Rostov about energy storage meeting with i 
Com it3/19/2013 0,101 0.101 0.201

3/20/2013 Calf w
3/20/2013 Meeti
3/25/2013 Energ"
3/25/2013 Energ1

Reviewing "presentations from 3/25 workshopon i 
modeling end notes from workshop in advance pf calf ] 
with expert.

4/2/2013 1,20 1.20

TCW 'James Barsimantov, Robert free filing and Rostov re: i 
cost 'effective and procurement-targets

4/2/2013 0.50 0,40 0.90

6/10/2013 Cali with CEJA about et
6/10/2013 Readinganergystorage ACR.
6/10/2013 ReadingenergystoraeeACR.
6/10/2013 Talk with Rostov iaboi
6/11/2013 Research plannediem
6/11/2013 T CW R o b e r t iF r e e h I i n (
6/11/2013 Ca llwithenergystorageExpert.
6/12/2013 Reading BPS procurement plans.
6/12/2013 Talk with Rostov about putline.
6/14/2013 Revising Energy storage comment putline.
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Hours iof AdenikeAdeyeye, Advocate/Expert in 2012and 2013

Date Description
Research intoamoun 
committed In each JOU service area.

6/18/2013

Read Barsimantov’sputline and comments pn i
storage -proceeding.

6/18/2013

6/18/2013 Talk with Rostov b bout energy storage-comment put I ine. 0,10 0,10 0,20 0,10 0,10 0,10

6/19/2013 Prep for meeting with Barsimantoy, 0,10
6/19/2013 Meetingwith Barsimantov, 0,90

Outlining Brief organizing research for sections pf the i
commentspn the Commissioner's ruling.

6/19/2013 1.00 1.00

6/20/2013 Reviewing docu ments and rfraftingxomments pn ACR. 2,00 0,50 1.00

Working pn Energy-storage comments; reading) 
documents pn demand response-end energy storage.

6/21/2013 2,00 2,00 0,90 4.90

6/24/2013 R e a d i n g ~e n e r g y s t o r a g e id o c u m i
6/24/2013 Preparation for ell partyrneetin

Working pn energy storage ton 
pr

6/24/2013

6/24/2013 Cali with Barsimantov,

6/24/2013 Reading energy storage documents from Barsimantov, 1.00

6/25/2013 Meetingtefore all partyrneetingto"discuss comments. 1,00 i.UU

6/25/2013 All partymeeting. 2,50

6/25/2013 Meeti ngwith CEJA Bind iEcoShift to discuss -.comments. 0,60

6/26/2013 ecking iEcoShift cost-effectiveness'document.
6/27/2013 Reading-drafts pf Energy storage comments.
6/27/2013 Cii 1,00 0,50 0,50 0,50 0,50
6/28/2013 Cost Effectiveness workshop. 4,80

Editing iEcoShift report, writing a summary pf iEcoShift i 
comments.

7/1/2013 3,50

Checking-citations, fistingxited reports for inclusion In i 
serviceito service list.

7/1/2013 2,50 1.00 0,30

7/2/2013 Incorporatingnsdits end cite checking-comment 'letter. 2,50 2,00 0,50 0,30

Compiling attacbmentsto comment-fetter end 
incorporating edits into’comment letter.

7/2/2013 3,00 1,00

7/3/2013 Final )0 d t ts a n cl' :c o r re c ts i o C P U C if o c s 20
7/3/2013 Cite xheckingand proofing" ACR opening com ments. 60 0,60 0,60 0,60

Readingnenergystorage Emails end printing opening) 
commentspn the pc -',7/8/2013 10 0,10 0,10 0.10

7/8/2013 Reading ppenin; 10 0,10 0,10 0
7/8/2013 Reading-ppenin; 40 0.30 0.30 0,
7/8/2013 Readingiopenin;
7/9/2013 Readingiopenin;

Readingiopenin; 
compiling notes.

7/10/2013
1Readingpperiing commentspn storage ACR and! 

co
7/11/2013 0,90

Writing draff pf section pf reply comments pn Storage i 
ACR.

7/12/2013 1.00 ,i ,uu ,i,UO

Review ipiypommentsf BPS section7/15/2013
7/16/2013 Talk with -Rostov,

■! ) .'/ 013 [Reading-storage draft. I | 0,30[ 0,30[ | 0,20[ J__ L
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Hours iof Adenikeiftdeyeye, lAdvocate/Expert in 2012and 2013

Date Description A B C D E F G H
Reviewingiotherparties1 commentietters to'iaddto cites i 
in reply commentifetter

7/18/2013 0,40 0,40 0,30 0,30 0,30 0,3,

Researchingpther parties’ assessment pf cost
e ff e c ti v e n e ss istu d i e s,

7/18/2013 0,40

7/18/2013 Editing and cite checking-reply comments. 1.20 1,30 1,20
7/19/2013 Citecheckingreplypomments. 1,40 1,50 1,40
7/31/2013 ReadingBiiergyistorageTeply comments. 0.60 0.60 0,60 0,60 0,50

8/1/2013 Talk with Rostov about energy-storage reply comments. 0,10 0.10

8/1/2013 nergy storage reply comments. 0,60 0,60 0,60 0,60 0,50 0,40
8/2/2013 Reviewing energy storage reply comments. 0,30 0,40 0,30 0,20 0,20 0,20

Writing'iip ex ’parte meet ngrequest.8/5/2013 0.30
Reviewing energy storage comments end writing notes in i 
preparation for ex parte meeting

8/22/2013 3.70

8/23/2013 Prep for energy-storage ex parte -meeting 1.00

Call to discuss energy-storage ex parte meeting with CEJA,8/26/2013 1.00

Reviewing notes from energy storage prep call and writi ng- 
up notes-and ex parte meetingputline.

8/27/2013 0,50

8/28/2013
8/ Talk wi! sex parte
9/5/2013 Reading energy-storage proposed decision
9/9/2013
9/10/2013 Reviewingproposed)
9/10/2013 Call to-freehiing aboi.

Issuer
Total Hours for Adenike sftdeyeye, Research iftnaiystiin 2013 ,40 7,90 197.30

Requestfor C o mpensati o n \
Talking to ftostovpbout energy-storage request for i 
compensation /phase 2), i12/17/2013

Revie win gaif phase i2 comments and briefs to compiie i 
showing of substantial contribution for request fori 
compensation, i

12/17/2013

Edits to the showing ef substantial contribution fori 
requestfor compensation In Phase 2, i12/18/2013

Editingshowing-pf substantial compensation for request 
for compensation i

12/19/2013

Writing-Explanation pf cost ’effectiveness work completed 
by EcoShift for compensation request in phase 21

12/19/2013

Categorizing my time records for compensation request in 
Phase 2 i

12/19/2013

Inserting additions to requestfor compensation,
proofreeadingi

12/20/2013

Total i
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Total Hours ;

Total tYeart Rate ] A B € D E F G H

2012 $360,00Will Rostov i 7,50 32,60 3,20 0.80 0,00 0.70 0,00 0,00 44,80

$2/700,00 $11/736,00 $1,152,00 $288,00 $0,00 $252,00 $0,00 $0,00Total 2012

3,00Will Rostov; 32,20 2,50 50,70 67,80 14,90 11,70 14.60 11,30 205,70

$12,558,00 $19,773,00 $5,811,00Total 2013

201.2 $1.30,00Adenike Adeyeye 6.80 7,00 6,70 0,00 0,70 0,00 0,00 24,70

$871,00 $0,00 $91,00 $0,00 $0,00 $3,211,00Total 2012

2013 $135,00Adenike Adeyeye 65,80 35.20 12,50 20.00 15,40 7,90 197,30

$1,687,50 $2,700,00 $2,079,00 $1,066,50Total 2013 J

<:Janies Barsimantov 2013 56,90 .5,40 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 69,30

$1,134,00 $0,00 $0,00 $0,00 $0,00 $14,553,00Total '2013

201.3 $190,00Dustin JViuivaney 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 20,50

201.2 $165,00

$0,00 $0,00 $0,00 $0,00 $115,50 $0,00 $0,00 $115,50Total 2012

201.3 $1.80,00Freehling 4,10 0,00 r W 4,00 2,70 0,60 0,60 s i a

Total 2013 0.00 720.00

Allocation: 
Percentage:.?

14%
12%
32%
23%

5%
5%
5%
4%

100%

Total 2012 i 
Category A 
Category 8 
Category C 
Category D 
Category £ 
Category F 
Category G 
Category H 
Total 2012 i

Total 2013 
Category A 
Category 6 
Category C 
Category D 
Category £> 
Category F 
Category 13 
Category H 
Total 2013 <

$3,584.00

$12,646,00
$1,607,00
$1,159,00

$0,00
$458.50

$0,00

$16,774.50
$4,434.00

$45,508,00
$33,048.00

$7,984.50
$7,371.00
$7,881.00
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