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FORM B: BLANK INTERVENOR COMPENSATION CLAIM

Decision

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Urdor Instititine Rulemaking Pursuant to Assembly Bill Ruh}maﬁamg 10-12-007
2514 to Consider the Adoption of Procurement Targets for | (Filed December 16, 2010)
Viable and Cost-Effective Energy Storage Systems.

INTERVENOR COMPENSATION CLAIM OF SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA

AND DECISION ON INTERVENCER COMPENSATION CLAIM OF BIERRA
CLUB CALIFORMIA

Eor contribution to D.13-10-040
CAwarded: $

Assigned ALJ:
- Kersten

A@mgmﬁ C ommissioner: Carla
Peterman

Amy C. Yip-Kikugawa, Colette

[ hereby certify that the information | have set forth i Parts §, 1, and 11 of this Clain is true to my best
knowledge, information and behiel. 1 further certify that, in umfmmmnm with the Rules of Practice and
Procedure, this Claim has been served this day upon all required persons (as set Torth in the Certificate of
Service attached as Attachment 1),

Signature: | /s/

a0 Printed Name: | Willlam Rostov

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

A. Brief Description of Decision: | Adopted energy storage procurement framework and design
program.

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

Timely filing of notice of intent to @Emm mmpm

1. Date of Prehearing Conference: April 21, 2011
September 4
2012 (Phase 2
PHC)

2. Other Specified Date for NOIL

SB GT&S 0117099



Revised December 2013

3. Date NOI Filed: May 20, 2011,
Amended NI
for Phase 2
submitted
October 4,
2012

4. Was the NOI timely filed?

5. Based on ALJ ruling issued in proceeding
number: R.10-12-007

6. Date of ALJ ruling: . t
by 2011

7. Based on another CPUC determination (specify):

8. Has the Claimant demonstrated customer or customer-related status?

R 10 12—007

9. Based on ALJ ruling issued in proceeding number:

10. Date of ALJ ruling; Julz 5,2011 |

11, Based on another CPUC determination (specify):

I? Has the Claimant demonstrated significant financial hardship?

Identify Final Decision: D.13-10-040 J
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. Additional Comments on Part I (use line reference # as appropriate):

?f WWW Q J_?w!m?“t _CPUC B — Comment
| Sietra Sierra Club California ( Club or Sierra Club | is 4 grasstoots
 Club environmental organization interested in implementing measures to

| California |

reduee greenhouse gas emissions and increase reliance on renewable
energy sources. The Club’s interest in this proceeding is not related to

any business interest. The Club receives funding for environmental
advoeacy 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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PART Il: SUBSTANTIAL CONTRIBUTION (to be completed by Claimant except
where indicated)

A, In the fields below, deseribe in a concise manner Claimant’s contribution to the
final decision (see § 1802(i), § 1803(a) & 12.98-04-059). (For each contribution,
support with specific reference to the record.)

Contribution

Specific References to Claimant’s | Showing Accepted
Presentations and to Decision by CPUC

Sterra Club achicved its maim
goal of having the proceeding
establish procurement targets.
Throughout the proceeding
Sierra Club was a main
advocated for targets.
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 D.13-10-040 and the
Assigned Commissioner’s
Ruling Proposing Storage
Procurement Targets and
Mechanisms and Noticing All- |
Party Meeting, which was the
basis for the decision, below:

. geirement tars

o e

Report Into Record and | D 13-10-040 (Oct 17, 2013}
Secking Comments (Feb.4, =~ ,
2013) | AB 2514 is silent on any requitenient

“To pick effective procurement | t0 conduct or apply a system need |
| determination as a basis for procurement

RE .
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| targets. As such, we are not prevented
 from establishing procurement targets,
based on our expertise and authority, in
| the absence of a system needs

| determination. Based on AB 2514, as

- well as our overall energy policy, we

. find that it is reasonable to establish

| procurement targets to encourage the

. development and deployment of new
and of itself. Sicrra Club agrees
23)

targets, the Commission should
construct targets based on AB
2514 policy goals and
California’s clean energy
mandates. In its opposition to
procurement targets, SDG&E
argued, inter alia, that storage
is a means to end and should
not be considered as an end in

that a procurement target
should not established for its
own sake, and that is why a
procurement target should be
tied to concrete state policy
goals and mandates.” (p. 4)

..
recommend that the

Commission stay the course on
proposing procurement targets
for energy storage. These
targets should be made
mandatory, demonstrating that
there is no question that

energy storage technologies.” (pp. 22-

 Meeting (Jun. 10, 2013)

| "I propose that the Commission adopt
cnergy storage procurement targets
expressed in megawatt (MW) amounts
 for each investor-owned utility.

| Building on the storage use cases
identified and defined by Commission
. staff earlier in this proceeding, each

. utility would be given a target allocated
| among the three sets of storage use

| cases: transmission-connected,

| distribution-connected, and customer-
| side applications...” (p. 7)

| We remind the 10Us that while we
. may grant a request to defer a portion of
| their procurement targets, we expect that
the overall procurement goal of 1,325

| MW will be installed by 2024 .7 (p. 43)

| CLSA and Sieera/C LA favor retaining
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( alitornia will procure enough
energy storage to transform the
energy storage market.” (p. 1)

" Ihe proeurenicnt should be
designed to promote the most
cost-effective solutions and as
such should only be subject to
a narrowly tailored off-ramp,
which allows some flexibility
without undermining the
overall goals.” (p. 8)

Similarly the ( ommiission
should retain the requirements
that targets are based on MW
mstalled and that any
adjustments to procurement
targets for a project identified

| existing tatoels or even increasing
| them.” (p. 20)

As explained below, ve Ting that the

- Proposed Plan are appropriate.” (p. 22)

| ‘Section 3.d of the Storage Framework
sets forth the requirements for the

| procurement application. The

| procurement targets set for 2014, 2016,
| 2018 and 2020 represent the number of
| MW pending contract, under contract,

| or installed after the end of those

| procurement cycles. However, by no

. later than the end 0f 2024, the IOUs

}(p.zé)

in the decision or authorized in |
other Commission proceedings

should be counted after
operating for one year. (p. 2)

&@ymlggggﬁalﬁgﬁgﬁgﬁﬁgﬁﬁiL;

Seeking Comments (Feb. 4,
2013)

 1he leaislature set out the
relevant benchmarks for

| “Consistent with AB 2514 the
. Commission’s energy storage

procurement policy should be guided by

| three purposes:
. 1) The optimization of the grid,

-5 .

| procurement target levels set forth in the |

| must have the full 1,325 MW installed.”
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creating procureiment taroels
based on policy goals. In AB
2514, the legislature found that
the expansion of encrgy
storage systems could assist
load-serving entities in
“integrating increased amounts
of renewable energy resources
mto the electrical transmission
and distribution grid in a
manner that minimizes
emissions of greenhouse
gases,” “optimize the use of the
significant additional amounts
of variable, intermittent, and
off peak electrical generation
from wind and solar energy.”

reduce ‘the need lor new fossil

fuel-powered peaking pewer
plants,” avoid or reduce peak
load from “high carbon-
emitting clectrical generating
facilities,” and provide
"ancillary services otherwise
provided by fossil-fucled
generating facilities” reducing
the emissions of carbon
dioxide and criteria pollutants.
These functions of energy
storage should provide the
context for establishing
procurement targets.” (p. 4)

Mote tundamentally, the
energy storage procurement
targets should be consistent
with and back calculated from
the State’s long-term target of
reducing emissions to 80%
below 1990 levels by 2050
which likely requires the
transition to a zero carbon

energy supply. In some parts of
the state such as the LA Basin, ‘
replacing fossil fuel generation

with energy storage will be an

meluding peak reduction, contribugon
to reliability needs, or deferment of
transmission and distribution upgrade
mvestments:

2) The mtegration of renewable energy:
and

3) The reduction of greenhouse gas
emissions to 80 percent below 1990
levels by 2050, per California’s goals.
While energy storage may serve
additional purposes within California’s

| encrgy supply, 1 propose that the
| Commission use these three overarching |
purposes in setting procurement targets,
designing procurement, and measuring

| progress.” (pp. 6-7)

D 13-10-040 (Oct. 17, 2013)

| "The Proposed Plan set forth the

| following guiding principles, consistent
. with AB 2514, for the Commission’s ‘
| energy storage procurement policy... We |
. find these guiding principles to be

| reasonable. The guiding principles are
| contained in Section 1 of the Storage

| Framework.” (pp. 8-9)

-6 -
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unpottant comnponent to
reducing persistent, unhealthy
air. According to the South ‘
Coast Air Quality Management
District, 'a transition to zero- |
and near-zero emission
technologies is necessary to
meet 2023 and 2032 air quality
standards and 2050 climate 3
goals.” (p. 5)

Reply (ominents of Sierra

"lociiectively develop
procurement targets, Staff
needs to establish the
objectives for the targets.
Sierra Club urges the
Commission to adopt storage
procurement objectives that |
focus on integrating the current |
33% RPS mandate as well as |
looking forward to integrating
the much higher level of
rencwables that will be |
necessary to mect to the State’s
goal of 80% GHG reduction by

0 A S AN ; i O L A

| Proposing Storage Procurement Targets

Reply Comments of Sierra. | =18 S

%ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ”ﬁw | and Mechanisms and Noticing All-Party

Administrative Law Judge’s | Meeting (Jun. 10, 2013)

January 18, 2013 Ruling | Lhis ACR suggests procurement

Entering Interim Staff Report | targets for energy storage with the goal

Into Record and Secking of market transformation.” (p. 3)

Comments (Feb. 21, 2013) |

‘Hm wmmmimg Shm;zf,@ D.13:10-040 (Oct 17, 2013)

dismiss the notion that, since | -

California has made a bit of | With the goal ol markel lrans formation,

progress in valuing these . the Proposed Plan set procurement
-7
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resolices nothine more is
required to allow energy ‘
storage to enter the market on a
level playing field. Energy
storage provides unique
benefits to the system. Even
accounting for the progress
California has made in this
arena, not all of these benetits
are valued adequately in the
market. Energy storage
provides unique benefits to the |
system.. The Commission |
should continue its efforts to . |
accurately value all the benefits
energy storage contributes.
Furthermore, cost-effectiveness |
analysis, and existing
procurement mechanisms, will
tend to rely on current storage |
technology costs, and therefore .
fail to incorporate the longer |
term benefits of market
transformation and the

potential for reducing future
costs through current
mvestments.” (pp. 9-10)

Mechanisms (Jul. 3, 2013)

“Ihe ACR s focus on
‘procurement targets for

energy storage with the goal of |
market transformation’ is ‘
exactly what is needed for the
energy storage market.
Procurement target mandates

of sufficient magnitude can
create market transformation.
Clear and firm policy support

in the form of strict

| investor-owned utilities — Southern

| Pacifie Gas and Electric Company

| (PG&E) and San Diego Gas & Electric
' Company (SDG&E) — equaling 1,325

. megawatts (MW) to be procured by
12020 (p. 7)

A5 caplamed below we find that the
| procurement target levels set forth in the
| Proposed Plan are appropriate.” (p. 22)

California Edison Company (SCE),
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procurcment taroets will (1)
establish a market, (2) promote
mnovation, and (3) potentially
create numerous benefits from
learning-induced cost
reductions. As envisioned by
the ACR, market
transformation can ‘bring
down market barriers, reduce
costs, and increase scale of

market penetration over time.”” |

2013)

sierma Club once aoam
reiterates its position that a
cost-cffectiveness
methodology and the adoption

two essential outcomes of this
proceeding and both should be
the focus of the remaining
time.” (p. 3)

Mechanisms (Jul. 3, 2013)

Hneroy storace has a slew of
benefits, most of which - but
not all - have been at least
mentioned during this
proceeding, and a smaller
subset were included in the
EPRI and KEMA cost-

'AB 25 14 requires fhat cnetoy siorace
targets and procurements must be 'viable |
| and cost-etfective.' To that end, we have |
| devoted a great deal of attention and ‘
of a procurement target are the | cffort mto formulating a cost-

| effectiveness approach that would be
| sufficient to meet Section 2836.2(d)."

(. 62)

| Morcover, based on parties’ comments. |
 we find that the EPRI and DNV KEMA |
- models should not be required by the
Commission as the sele methodologies

| for assessing cost effectiveness at this
 point.” (p. 63)

Arsuch veshallallow e 108 1o

| propose their own methodology to
 evaluate the cost and benefits of bids.

| However, the 10Us shall assess the full
 range of benefits and costs identified in
| the use-case framework and the EPRI

- and DNV KEMA reports submitted in

_ this proceeding. In addition, while we

-9
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demonstrate below, a more
comprehensive view of cost-
effectiveness would show
much higher benefit-to-cost
ratios. This has important
implications: (1) The total
procurement target proposed
by the Commission could be
considerably higher without
causing burden on the [OUs.
(2) If IOU’s are allowed an
‘offramp’ by demonstrating
unrcasonableness, they should
be required to do so using a
comprehensive calculation of
cost-cffectivencss, rather than
the narrow view taken in the
EPRI and KEMA studies.” (p.
34)

Comments (Feb. 21, 2013)

" While Biera Clib suppotls
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
1ssues 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

| allow ditferent evaluation protocols by
| utility, the IOUs shall confer with
 Energy Division Staff to develop a
 consistent evaluation protocel to be used |
. for benchmarking and general reporting
purposes.” (p. 63)

| “When identifying market barriers and

| presenting procurement targets for

| consideration, [ am referring to the

| barriers faced by those storage

. applications and technologies that have
 not yet achieved widespread commercial |

operation. More well-cstablished

| 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.” (pp. 4-5) |

- 10 -
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different set of procurement
issues compared to other forms
of storage.” (p. 6)

"As noted above there was considerable
 discussion over the Proposed Plan’s
exclusion of large-scale pumped storage |
 projects towards meeting the |
| procurement targets. We are

| sympathetic to parties’ arguments that

| pumped storage complies with storage
definitions under AB 2514. However,
 the sheer size of pumped storage
projects would dwarf other smaller,

| emerging technologies; and as such,

- would inhibit the fulfillment of market
| transformation goals. The majority of

| pumped storage projects are 500 MW

. and over, which means a single project
 could be used to reach each target

| within a utility territory. Therefore, we
 find it is appropriate to exclude large-

| scale pumped storage projects from the
| procurement mechanism outlined in this |
| decision. Accordingly, large-scale

| pumped storage projects greater than 50
MW will not be cligible to bid into

. solicitations offered under the Storage
 Framework." (pp. 34-35)

Sieme Cluband L BEIA aoree
with the ACR’s exclusion of
pumped hydrological storage
from the definition of energy
storage for the purpose of
setting these procurement
targets, because those
technologies are already into
the California grid and face a
different set of market
barriers.” (p. 26)

flerey Storaoe

b

in the Loading Order

T i e

Meeting (Jun. 10, 2013)

2013)
Spending limited resources and | « At present 1 do not believe it is
time on this issuc would necessary to formally revise the
become an unnecessary ' California Loading Order identified as
distraction from the core issue | part of the Energy Action Plan to

th?,t need to be determined by | jnclude energy storage.” (p. 20)
this proceeding: How much 1
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cosl-cifcetive encrpy storage
should be targeted for
implementation in the
California electric grid? (p. 13)

.
ommission Proceedings

2013)

“Sierra Clyb uroes Stall 1o
change its determination that
LTPP and Resource Adequacy
“represent the best forums for
dealing with issues related to
energy storage within their
context. For example,
determinations of market need
for new resources, which may
mclude energy storage, is best
left to the LTPP proceeding.”
This statement is contrary to
the statements in LCR PD in
LTPP. After setting a “modest”

50 MW procurement target for |

energy storage resourees, the
PD explains that the
procurement proceedings will
not be able to do more with
energy storage resources until
there are further decisions in
the energy storage proceeding.
The PD states that in the
energy storage proceeding no
decisions have been made
concerning the viability, cost-
effectiveness or public interest
nature of energy storage

| “Consistent with D.13-05-015, we agree |
 that the Loading Order should not be
 tevised.” (p. 11)

| Ihe procurement fargeis and the
schedule for solicitations proposed here

| are not presently tied to need

| determinations within the LTPP

| proceeding. Instead, in the near term, we
. view the Storage Framework adopted
 herein as moving in parallel with the

- ongoing LTPP cvaluations of need —

. system and local, and with the new ‘
| consideration of the outage at SONGS.” |

(pp. 33-34)

L his proposal brings tooether aspects
| of suggestions from various parties
 during the course of this proceeding, as
well as actions by the Commission in
 other venues such as the Long Term

. Procurement Planning (LTPP)
proceeding, and the aforementioned

| SGIP. Ultimately, there are decisions

. being made in multiple arenas that

| impact storage, and this proposal is

| designed to supplement those activities,
| while moving forward with storage

SB GT&S 0117110



Revised December 2013

and when such action 1s taken,
the role of energy storage
technologies in the
procurement process can be
considered ” LTPP neceds
decision-making to oceur in
this proceeding in order to
make additional decisions

about energy storage. As Sierra

Club has argued in this
proceeding, procurement
targets established in this
proceeding can feed mto the

e

Proposing Storage
Procurement Targets an

“1he ACR proposos an enieray
storage auction protocol
modeled on the auction
mechanism used for the
Renewables Auction
Mechanism (RAM). The
proposed auction mechanism is
neither suited to overcome
market barriers, nor to the
dynamic nature of energy
storage. Consequently, the

RAM-based mechanism and
mstead utilize a series of REOs
for larger scale projects and
standardized contracts and/or
incentives for small-scale
storage.” (p. 22)

analysis in the LTPP.” (pp. 18- |

| “We agree with parties that the RAM is
| not the appropriate mechanism for the
procurement of energy storage. Energy
 storage has multiple attributes and
 functions that cross the spectrum of
wholesale and retail markets and

| transmission & distribution grid

| services. As such, a RAM-type

| solicitation, which seeks to obtain the

| lowest cost for ratepayers, may not be

| able to properly evaluate projects due to
Commission should not adopt a |
served. Rather, we are persuaded by
 parties’ comments that competitive |
| solicitations mvolving REOs are the best ;
- mechanism to meet the varying 5
definitions and usc cases of storage in a

| changing technology environment.” (p.
5455

California.” (p. 6)

the variety of functions and markets
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1.

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

CPUC Verified

Was the Office of Ratepaver Advocates (ORA) a party to | Yes
the proceeding?’

b.

b

C.

similar to yours?

Were there other parties to the proceeding with positions | Yes

1l s0, provide name ol other parties:

.. ... . .. . . .
California Enerey Storape Alliance. and some eneroy storage companies,

Describe how vou coordinated with URA and other parties to avold
duplication or how your participation supplemented, complemented, or
contributed to that of another party:

Sicra (lub brouoht a unigue perspective o e proceedino tepresenting
environmental and ratepayer interests rather than an industry perspective. ‘
Moreover, the Club was a tenacious advocate for procurement targets despite |
opposition from the utilities and ORA, among others. At the beginning of
Phase 2, Sierra Club was the main environmental group advocating on this |
topic and was onc of the very few voices for procurement tarecis before they |
were proposed in the ACR. During the middle of Phase 2, the California ‘
Environmental Justice Alliance ("CEJA”) entered the proceeding. Sierra
Club and CEJA joined forces because our interests were very similar. Sierra
filed joint briefs with CEJA: the Club took the lcad on briefing, because it
was already immersed in the proceeding. Sierra Club and CEJA also
attended a joint ex parte meeting.

Sierra L lub did nol coordinate with UEA because UIRA consistently aroued
against procurement target in Phase | and into Phase 2. Given the different
position that Sierra Club and ORA had with respect to procurement targets
coordination would have been futile.

lhe Califomia bneroy stotaoe Alliance | ( B ) had similar bul not
always consistent positions with the Club. Even so, Sierra Club coordinated
with CESA throughout Phase 2. Although Sierra Club discussed certain
positions with CLEAN Coalition, another advocacy group involved in the
proceeding, Sierra Club filed independent comments. The perspeetive of
both groups was complementary and added to the fullness of the record.

Additional Comuments on Part 11 (use line reference # or letter as appropriate)s

# | Claimant | CPUC Comment

' The Division of Ratepayer Advocates was renamed the Office of Ratepayer Advocates effective
September 26, 2013, pursuant to Senate Bill No. 96 (Budget Act of 20153 public resources), which was
approved by the Governor on September 26, 2013,

- 14 -
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PARTIli: REASONABLENESS OF REQUESTED COMPENSATION (to be
completed by Claimant except where indicated)

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

a Loncise explanation as 1o how the cost of Claimant s mmmmmm
bears a reasonable relationship with benefits realized through
participation (include references to record, where appropriate)

CPUC Verified

Sietra Club s miain obiective for the proceeding was the adoption ol sionilicant
procurement targets that would facilitate a clean energy future for California. Not
only did the Commission adopt a significant procurement target that will double
the current capacity of energy storage in the United States, the Commission also
based its decision on policy guidance for which Sierra Club advocated, including
integration of renewables. reduction of peak power and using the state’s
greenhouse gas emission goals as reasons for adopting energy storage targets.
Sicrra Club also contributed to the discussions of whether energy storage should
be part of the loading order, the applicability of energy storage to the loading
order and whether pumped hydro should be included in the procurement targets.
Additionally, Sierra Club provided extensive input on valuing the attributes of
cnergy storage and how a cost-cffectiveness methodology should be developed
and addressed in the proceeding, which was a primary part of the initial stages of
Phase 2 before the ACR was issued.

1he ( lub s participation 10 this proceedine will tesult (n benelits (o ratcpayers that
exceed the cost of participation. Although these benefits arc not quantifiable, the
adoption of procurement targets will help facilitate a clean energy future and will
better effectuate California’s other clean energy law and policies. The Club’s
advocacy on behalf of aggressive implementation of the State’s clean energy and
environmental goals will benefit the ratepayers over the long-term because
Californians will reap the environmental and health benefits intended by these
laws. Moreover, the Club’s fee request is miniscule in comparison to the cost of
the procurement of energy storage that this proceeding authorizes,

b Reasonableness of Hours Claimed.

AsinDhase | Siera (lub Calilornia participated actively 1n all aspects ol Phase
2 of this proceeding by attending all workshops and commenting on the
Administrative Law Judge’s January 18, 2013 Ruling Entering Interim Staff
Report into Record and Seeking Comments, on the Assigned Commissioner’s
Ruling Proposing Storage Procurement Targets and Mechanisms (“ACR”), and
the Proposed Decision.

Sierta U Ulub was one ol gmmmy advocales in the proceeding lor procirc menl
tareets, often like a lone voice in the wind. But with the issuance of the ACR, the
procecding turned dramatically and adopted many of the positions that Sierra
Club had been advocating. Sicrra Club filed a thirty-five page comment letter in
addition to scores of supporting documentation to ensure that the record supported |
the decision. Sicrra Club provided record support to many of the positions of the
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ACR such as procurement targets promoting market transformation and support |
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Tor the policy suidance articulated in the ACR, Once the Proposed Decision.
affirmed much of the ACR and many of the positions for which Sierra Club
advocated, Sierra Club submitted relatively abbreviated comments.

|

|

|

!

|
In addiion Sierea Club exdensively commenied on the valialion ol eneroy slorace
and cost-effectiveness and participated in the workshops held on the topie. The E
Commission held 5 workshops evaluating the use cases and cost-effectiveness in !
from September 2012 to March 2013. The use cases fed into analyses conducted |
by two consultant groups: EPR] and KEMA. To evaluate these cost-effectiveness i
|

1

|

|

|

§

|

=

analyses, Sierra Club engaged a consultant, EcoShift Consulting. EcoShift
Consulting produced a report, attached to Sierra Club’s July 3, 2013 Opening
Comments on the Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling, that reviewed the EPRI and
KEMA studies and contributed additional information to the record to fully
capture the benefits of energy storage. While other parties argued that EPRI and
KEMA's studies should be disrcgarded, Sierra Club drew on EcoShift’s reportto
argue that the EPRI and KEMA studies be used to determine cost-effectiveness of
energy storage projects, with the understanding that additional data must be added
to ensure that the full benefits of energy storage are captured. The final decision
required that the IOUs evaluate programs using EPRI and KEMA''s studies, in
addition to whatever methodology they develop in-house (D.13-10-040, p. 63).
EcoShift’s work also provided Sierra Club with substantial evidence for justifying
procurement targets as the correct policy choice.

Sicrra L lub (alilornia is claiming a reasonable amouni ol howrs lor the work ol o
one attorney, oene in-house advocate and outside experts. The work was
coordinated by William Rostov to avoid duplication and to ensurc that the
relevant people worked on issues appropriate to their experience. Additionally,
Sierra Club successfully collaborated with CEJA on briefing. The limited overlap
in the work involved internal review of filings, and ensuring the accuracy of the |
filings. Sierra Club worked with EcoShilt, which produced an independent ‘
analysis on cost-cflcctive issues and contributed to various sections of our |
comments on the ACR. The Club also judiciously used the expertise of Robert |
Frechling. He is an energy expert who provides important insight and nuance to E
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. §
|
|
|
!
|

¢ Alloeation ol Bous by 15510

A il vorkshop prehearing conlerence all party meeting teview ol
scoping ruling/coordination with other parties/ex-partec meetings. (14%)

. Cotellecieness/valuation ol siaraoe (00 )

-

{
|
|
t
%
|
B Use case developmient (1010 |
1
|
|
L Miicumomien bonls polied olidanice (0 0 i

|

I Pumped hydio (070
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F bneroy stomaoe nol included 10 loading order (000}

(1 Belutionship (o other proceedings (5°0)

|
|
1
H Pocnrementnicchanism (40, g
i
1
|

B. Specific Claim:

WLMM@MH

CRUCHA waRrD

e

Rate $

Total $

ol 360 D 13-12-027 16,128
Rostov

80, 223

ol 390 See Comment 1
Rostov

e

210 See Comment 2
Barsimantov

L
Mulvaney

Freehhng

Hoberl See Comment 4 3,258.00
Freehhng

.
Adeyeye

i
Adeyeve

Subtotal:§ 148,019

Subtota

i %

OTHER FEES

Describe here what OTHER HOURLY BEES vou are Claiming [(paralegal, travel ™, ete )

rotal $ Hours Rate Total $
Subtotal:$ Subtotal: $
INTERVENOR COMPENSATION CLAIM PREPARATION **
tem T Hours Rate Total $
. e e
/A’xdév;:;}%% o el o n
Adeyeye
Subtotal: $
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Detail Amount Amount

TOTAL AWARD: $
When entering itemns, type over bracketed text; add additional rows as necessary.
“if hourly rate based on CPUC decision, provide decision number; otherwise, attach rationale.
“Travel and Reasonable Claim preparation time are compensated at ¥4 of preparer's normal hourly rate.

Atlorney t Date Admitted to CA BAR? Member Number : Actions Affecting
‘ | Eligibility (Yes/No?)
if “Yes”, attach
explanation
Wi ooy ‘ December 3 1996 ! 184528 No

C. Attachments Documenting Specific Claim and Comments on Part HI {(Claimant
comipletes; attachments not attached to final Decision):

Attachment or Description/Comment
Cormment #

Common | ' Rostov’s 2013 rate 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 |

Comment @ | Barsimantov was awarded a rate of $195 for work in 2010 in D.12-05-032. Barsimantov’s |
| 2013 rate includes a requested 5% step increase pursuant to D.08-04-110 and a 2%
| COLA pursunant to Resolution ALJ-287. (195 x 5% rounded to nearest 5$ = 205, 205 x
' 2% rounded to nearest 58 = 210). This would be Barsimantov’s first 5% step increase.

Comment 3 | Mulvaney was awarded a rate of $175 for work in 2010 in D.12-05-032. Mulvaney’s 2013 |
rate 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 58 = 185, 185 x 2% ‘

| rounded to nearest 58 = 190). This would be Mulvaney’s first 5% step increase.

Comment 4 | Freehling’s 2013 rate includes a requested 5% step increase pursuant to D.08-04-110 and
| 22% COLA pursuant to Resolution ALJ-287. (165 x 5% rounded to nearest 58 = 175,
175 x 2% rounded to nearest 58 = 180). This would be Ereehling’s second 5% step
| increase.

Commeni 5 Adenike Adeyeye works as a Research and Policy Analyst in Earthjustice’s California

| Regional Office, a non-profit public interest law firm dedicated to protecting the

. magnificent places, natural resources, and wildlife of this earth, and to defending the

| right of all people to a healthy environment. Earthjustice receives no compensation for

| its representation and will only receive compensation for its services based on the award
of intervenor compensation.

Adeveve hoids a BA 1n Environmental Studies from Yale University in 2007 and a
| Masters in Environmental Management from the Yale School of Forestry and

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

- 18 .
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| Environmental Stndies in 2011 (resume attached). She has worked on PUC proceedings

| including the 2012 Long Term Procurement Planning and Energy Storage proceedings

| since March 2012. She falls within the 0-6 year range for experts. Sierra Club requests
| theminimumin the range for both 2012and203. =

Lonien o | This is one-half of calculated 2013 rate for William Rostov (See Comment 1). Note,
| Sierra Club is only requesting compensation for the request for compensation and not the |
| amended NOL.

Comment 7 | This is one-half of the proposed 2013 rate for Adenike Adeyeye (See Comment 5).

Attachment 2 | Adenike Adeyeye Resume

e Timesheets

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

ltem ‘ Reason

PARTIV: 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?

e _ ,
Party ] Reason for Opposition CPUC Disposition

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

Comment & CPUC Disposition

FINDINGS OF FACT

-19-
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1. Claimant [has/has not] made a substantial contribution to D.
2. 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.

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

4. The total of reasonable contribution is $

CONCLUSION OF LAW

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

ORDER
I, Claimant is awarded $
2. Within 30 days of the effective date of this decision, shall pay Claimant the

total award. [for multiple utilities: “Within 30 days of the effective date of this
decision, ~, ~, and » shall pay Claimant their respective shares of the award, based
on their California-jurisdictional [industry type, for example, electric] revenues for
the ~ 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 H.15, beginning [date], the 75" day after the filing of
Claimant’s request, and continuing until full payment 1s made.

3. The comment period for today’s decision [is/is not] watved.
4. This decision is effective today.

Dated , at San Francisco, California.

- 20 -
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Attachment 1:
Certificate of Service by Customer

[ hereby certify that I have this day served a copy of the foregoing INTERVENOR
COMPENSATION CLAIM OFSIERRA CLUB AND DECISION ON

INTERVE

| | hand delivery;
[ 1 first-class mail; and/or
[X] eleetronic mail

-NOR COMPENSATION CLAIM by (check as appropriate):

to the following persons appearing on the official Service List:

Parties
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ADENIKE S. ADEYEYE

EDUCATION

Yale University, School of Forestry & Environmental Studies, New Haven, CT

Mester of Envirormental Maregerent, Social Ecology of Conservation & Development, May 2011.

ffi  Awards: U.S. Department of Education Foreign Language and Area Studies Fellow, Teresa Heinz Scholar for
Environmental Fessarch, Lindssy Fellow for Research in Africa, Yale Tropical Resourcss Institute Fellow

Yale University, New Haven, CT

Bachelor of Arts, Environmental Studies, May 2007,

ffi  Awards: Gaylord Donnelley Prize for Excellence in Environmental Studies, Yale Mellon Undergraduate Research
Grant

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

Earthjustios, San Francisco, CA

Fessanch and Folky Arahst (Jenuary 2012 — Present)

ffi  Conduct research and client outreach to support litigation in the air, environmental health, and climate change practice
groups.

The World Bank, Washington, DC
Cersuliant (Decarmber 2011 — January 2012)

fft  Analyzed the Bank portfolio of over 600 municipal solid waste management projects globally, with a foous on
anvironmental and social co-benefits that solid waste management provides.

Yale Hixon Center for Urban Ecology, New Haven, CT
Ressarch Assistant for Progssor Amily Dadlittle (September 2011 — December 2011)
fft  Transcribed and coded stakeholder interviews about netural resourcs mansgement and use in New Haven.

Waterfid Nigeria, Abujaand Ado-Ekitl, Nigeria

Irnoker Rearder (June 2010 - August 2010)

fft  Designed a resesrch project fooussd on gender roles and decision-makdng in community-led total sanitation projects in
Ekiti State, Nigeria. Conducted interviews in three rural communities and local government offices. Drafted report
evaluating the sanitation projects’ progress on achieving gender equity.

Ervvirormental Law Institute, Weshington, DC

Ressarch Associate (July 2007 - June 2009); Intem Coordinetor (May 2008 - June 2009)

ffi Conducted research and planned workshops for topics such as climate justice, brownfields revitalization,
environmental laws and alternative dispute resolution, gender and natural resouroe management, and sustainable
fisheries managsment.

fft  Hired and managed undergracuats interns for the Research & Policy Division,

Independent Researcher, Batey Libertad, Dominican Republic (April — June 2006, December 2008 — January 2007)

fft  Fessarched access to waste disposal and patterns of latring access and use in a peri-urban Haitian rmigrant farmworker
community in the Dominican Republic. Produced a water and sanitation map of the community using ArcGIS.

PUBLICATIONS

Adeveve, A. (2011). Gender and Community-L.ed Total Sanitation: A Case Study of Eki
Bulktin, 30, 15-24.

ti State, Nigeria, Tropical Resoures

Adsyveve, A, Barrett, J, Diamond, J., Goldman, L., Pendergrass, J., and Schramm, D, (2009). Estimetig US Goen
Subsicles to Erergy Soursss: 2002-2008, Washington, DC: Environmental Law Institute.

SKILLS AND LANGUAGES

ffi  Microsoft Office suite, Macromedia Diresrmwesaver, Adobe Contribute, Adobe Soundbooth, ArcGIS,
ffi  Spanish: Professionsl working proficiency. Yoruba: Elermentary oral proficiency; Intermediate written proficiency.
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HoursofwilliamRostov, AttorneyinR0L2andR013

Date Description A B C it H Total
User-williarm~
Rostov
Reviewworkshopmaterials;gmallwith-Matty
8/15/2012 |Vespa,emailmaterialstoRonDickersonandy 0.60 0.60
RobertFreehling
8/16/2012 [TCW-MattVespaterenergystorage workshop 0.20 0.20
8/16/2012 “‘i‘“CW“Rm”@ickc‘%r&%m“m TEnergyStoragen 0.50 0.50
workshopmaterials
8/16/2012 €i>ra‘§t‘r¥@‘tﬁe&a for-Matt-Vespaforworkshop,emaili 1.00 1.00
tohim
TCWD Liddell, CESA, Terenergystorage
8/30/2012 1G0T, RS, Te EneTgy Brorege 0.40 0.40
proceeding
8/30/2012 |OCWA.Adeveyererenergystorageworkshop 0.30 0.30
8/30/2012 Review A Adeyeyenotesonenergystorage 0.30 0.30
workshop
8/31/2012 TCW-RonDickersonrestorageworkshop 0.40 0.40
8/31/2012  [TCWellyFoley, votesolar, rerenergystorage 0.20 0.20
8/31/2012  |PrepareforPrehearingLonf. 0.50 .50
9/3/2012  |Prepareforprehearingcont. 1.30 1.30
9/4/2012 ﬁrﬂrivw@‘mnﬁzrg%“ﬁmag&“?%C‘mrly;'«éimum PHC 0.50 0.50
withotherparties
9/4/2012  |PHC 0.50 0.50
9/4/2042 Posthearingdiscussionswithparties 0.50 0.50
9/4/2012 |OCWAAdeyeyeTe PHC, 0.10 .10
10/1/2012  [Skimmewscopingmemo 0.20 .20
10/12/2012 [jOCW-MattVespaendMikejacobsterstrategy 0.90 .90
EmailMatt-Vespaend-Mikedacobsrten
10/15/2012 |workshopmaterialsterusecases; briefyreview 0.30 0.30
them
Energystorageworkshop;funchwith-Mike
10/16/2012 acobsendidiHellman?; postworkshop 6.70 6.70
discussionwithMikejacobs
11/14/2012 |[CPUCworkshoponstoragemodelingtoolEVST 3.00 3.00
11/27/2012 Review ’»z%mai!frc:fm“Ew”&;w‘?f;‘wwi@wwu‘er' 0.60 0.60
comments; Bmalltoexpert
i Review EDstaffmaterialsandourcommentsing
28/2012 ) 0.70 0.70
proceeding
11/29/2012 |ReviewESA'stesponsetostaffissuepaper 0.20 0.20
TCW-MikeJacobsandd Adeyveyerestaff's
11/29/2012 ikejacobsand.Adeyeyeye:sta 1.10 1.10
proposalforDec.dworkshop
11/29/2012 ““l‘“‘(iW:F?ay'ﬁ*riﬁglﬂ@\‘r&z“ anergystorageproceeding 0.30 0.30
andTESAsposition
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HoursofwilliamRostov, AttorneyinR0L2and2013

Date Description A B C D f F it H Total
Prepareforstorage-workshops; veviewour
briefs statuteandstatereports. TDevelopy
11/30/2012 |responsetoissuesguestions;emailwith-Rom 4.50 4.50
Dickersonybrieflyreviewusecasefiling,email
Mikelacobsend-Matt-Vespa
TCW RobertFreehlingrestoragepspreferred;
11/30/2012 eminer gemsprete 0.70 0.70
rESOUrces
12/1/2012  [Reviewuseases 2.50 2.50
12/2/2012 Emailwith-Mikedacobsrerusetasesandy 0.40 0.40
workshops
12/3/2012  TCW-MikeJacobsrerworkshopgtrategy 0.30 0.30
. EnergyStorageworkshop{1.3Forfunchwithy
12/3/2012 5.50 6.50
/31 CleanCoalitionandAal23representative)
12/3/2012  |Post workshopdiscussionwith CESAtawyer 0.40 .40
12/4/2012 Eﬁln@f’wﬁj:wragfz'w?rkf;mmiﬁﬂ{«vr'}umhwi‘tﬁh‘ 430 4.30
DavidMiller, CEERT)
12/472012 |Postworkshoptliscussions 0.40 .40
Review MikeJacobsemallemallwith-Matty
12/4/2012  |Vespa;textwith-MikeJacobs;reviewnotes) 0.50 0.50
fromrworkshop
ReviewCESAandstatemgencytlocuments
12/5/2012  |relatedtoworkshoptopics;deviecpapproachy 2.00 2.00
toromments
EmaibAlole-Guptarecost effectivenesssub -
12/5/2012 0.10 0.10
group
12/5/2012  |reviewAllokeGuptaresponsetomyemail 0.10 0.10
12/11/2012 ”‘I@W‘A.&@yw&"and*Mim-jamm—r@:"awpr«vac:h ; 0.60 0.60
towaluationandprocurementtargets
12/1 OCWA AdeyeyeTe:researchissues 0.20 0.20
Issuepreasy B E G Total
Total*HoursforWill-Rostov, Attorneyin012 7.50] 32,60 3.20| 0.80 0.70 44,80
1/7/2013  Reviewenergystoragestaffreport 1.00 1.00
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HoursofwilliamRostov, AttorneyinR0L2andR013

Date Description A &1 C D E F it H Totalh

1/8/2013 Prepareformig with-Miketacobs;DCW 0.30 0.30
AAdeyeyerterstatfpaper

1/8/2013 TCOW-Mikedacobsand A Adeyeyerestaft 0.50 0.50
reportsendcommentstrategy

1/14/2013  [Reviewdocumentsforworkshop 0.30 0.30

1/14/2013 W‘c&rkﬁhc}gmn*prc»(:ur‘r‘fwrm‘iz‘faarg@‘tsx farrive 20y 5.00 5.00
minutesearlyanddOminutesofunch)

1/17/2013  [TCWDeputy AGrerstorageissues 0.40 0.40

ReviewMiketacobswrite up;reviewfilings
fromointLTPP/storageworkshop; OCW

1/22/2013  |AAdevevererapproachiocomments;Teview 0.80] 0.80] 0.80 0.80] 0.80 4.00
presentationsendstatfreport;outlines

comments
1/23/2013  [Draftromments 2.50 2.50
1/24/2013 TCW M Jacobsanda Adeyeyerestorage 0.50 0.50
comments
172472013 |Draftcommentspnprocurementtargets 3.50 3.50
1/25/2013  [Drafrcommentsonprocurementtargets 1.50 1.50
1/25/2013%  [Draftrommentsonrost effectiveness 2.00 2.00
1/28/2013  [Drafrcommentsonprocurementtargets 3.00 3.00
1/28/2013  [Drafrcommentspnprocurmenttargets 1.00 1.00
1/30/2013  |Draftprocurementsection 0.80 .80
1/31/2013 RVrost effecivernethodologysectionand- 1.00 1.50 250

draftrelatedproceedingssection

2/1/2013 Revisecomments;email Nikere same 0.201 0.201 0.20 0.200 0.20 1.00

Revisexomments;Teviewpurprevious,

2/2/2013 0.60, 060 060 0.60, 0.60 3.00
comments

2/4/2013  [Finalizecomments 0301 030 030 0300 0.30 1.50

2/5/2013 Cm‘hpilwr&plim andprieflyreviewselect o040l oaol o020l oa4ol 0.0 .00
replies

2/7/2013  |Reviewveplies 0.60; 060 060 0.60] 0.60 3.00

2/8/2013 Reviewmaterialsrecost effectiveness 0.50 0.50
workshop

&
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HoursofwilliamRostov, AttorneyinR0L2and 2013

Date Description A 31 C D E F G H Total

2/11/2013 PrepareforEnergystoragecost effectiveness” 5 00 .00
workshop

2/11/2013  |TCW-M.Vespare: CESAcomment 0.10 0.10

1/2013  |Emailclientste Shromments 0.20 0.20
2/11/2013  |[TCW-Robert¥reehlingre:pumpedstorage 0.30 .30
. (Attendrcost Bffecivenessworkshop;errive 5,

2/12/2013 L ) 4.80 4.80
mins. Early.,talktootherparties

2/13/2013 F%e&eyi@w*&.ﬁd@yw@'mply‘rxwmr‘n@n‘tﬁ“ﬁ;mtiwm;‘ 0.30 0.30
OCWherresame

2/14/2013  |ReviewNike'ssectionandDRreply 1.001 0.50 1.50

2/14/2013 TCW-FRonDickersonrerstoragereply 0.50 0.50
comments

2/15/2013  |Draftreply 2000 1.000 1.000 1.00 5.00

2/18/2013  [Reviseteply 0.50 .50

2/19/2013  |Revisingreplyandreviewingotherreplies 0.80] 1.40f 0601 0.60] 060 4.00

2/20/2013  [TCW-RobertFreehlingrereplycomments 0.40] 0.40 .80

2/20/2013 ﬁ%wimﬁ‘r&plgf basedonRobert'sFreehling'sand asol 070 1.50
RonDickersoncomments

2/20/2013  |Revisereplyandemailtoxlients 0.201 0.200 0.200 0.20 0.80
Reviewreplybriefincorporategdits;multl L
OCW-A Adeyeye; reviewsometites; finalizen 0.60] 1.10; 0.60, 0.60] 060 3.50
briefskimreplybriefsfromotherparties

2/28/2013  [Reviewwltonpnergyreplybrief 0.50 0.50

2/28/2013  |RALlorderpnevidentiaryhearings 0.10 .10
Reviewworkshopnotice;emalltodames:
Barismantovre:cost effectiveness; review 1.00 1.00
relateddocumentsforemall

3/15/2013 TCWHames ’Bavsimm‘fﬁw-w& sworkingonenergy 0.70 0.70
storageproceedig

3/15/2013 fﬁ&‘t?@r'r&l@‘\/aﬁf f:imur\rmntﬁrfar;&aj’nm* 0.30 0.30
Barsimantovandemailthemtohim
Reviewenergystoragebriefsandpreparefor

3/20/2013  |meetingwith-RachelPeterson; DCW, 2.00 2.00
Absdeyeyeterpreparationformeeting

3/20/2013 ”‘i‘“{?W“F{c‘)bwt Freehlingand¥ Adeyeyere:mtg 0.50 0.50
with-RachelPeterson

3/20/2013 Miﬁg,with"Razzml"%‘t‘,@mcm‘r& storagen 0.80 0.80
proceeding

3/20/2013  |Postmtg. discussionwithA. Adeyeye 0.20 0.20

3/21/2013  (OCWA.Adeyeyeremtg. RachelPeterson 0.10 .10

3/21/2013  |TCW-R.Freehlingre:mig. RachelPeterson 0.60 0.60

3/22/2013 TCWamesBarismantovrerenergystorage 0.20 0.20
workshop

3/22/2013  |Prepareforenergystorageworkshop 2.00 2.00

3/25/2013 EnergyStorageworkshoparrrive i S minutes: 5 00 5.00
garlyl

4
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HoursofwilllamRostov, AttorneyinR0L2and2013

Date Description A B C D E F it H Total
3/29/2013 I W"R.Frwhlimg"r&j::%;m@xﬁ“gy'&;mrag@@emm&mim‘ 0.30 0.30
andfollowupemailtohim
Reviewslidesfromrost effectiveness
4/1/2013 wmkshmpfmwar@jfc}r’"z;a[1wi“th“mpmtfR‘famail 0.30 0.30
fromRobertFreehlingrercostnumbers;
forwardtolamsesBarismontay
. Review R Freehlingrecomparativetosts
4/2/2013 0.10 0.10
betweenstoragesndpapeaker
TCWamesBarismantov, RobertFreehlingandy
47272013 |AAdeyeyerecost effectivesndprocurment 0.50] 0.40 0.90
targets
5/15/2013  [TCW-Donliddelrestatuspfproceeding 0.40 0.40
6/4/2013 TCWArthurODonnelrecasescheduleand 0.20 0.20
status
6/10/2013  [TCW-CBEwttorneysterolloborationrwith CEIA ] 0.60 0.60
Reviewenergystorageecision; DCW
6/10/2013  |AAdeyeveredecision;emailtoclhients; think, 0.501 050 0.50] 0.50] 050 050 3.00
aboutresponse
TCWEvanGillespie, MattWVespaandT
6/11/2013 vanGillespie, MattVesparn 0.30 0.30
Abdevevererulingendstrategy
6/11/2013  TCW-RobertFreehlingend-h.Adeyeyereruling 0300 030, 0.20 .80
6/11/2013  |TCWrlamesBarsmantovre:ruling 0.30 0.30
6/11/2013 | EWPeCsionrakenotesoissuestorm 0.30] 0.30| 030 030 030] 050 2.00
comimnents;
6/11/2013  [TCWDonLiddell CESArestorageruling 0.50 0.50
6/12/2013  JOCWA.Adeyeyerecommentsoutline 0.50 0.50
6/12/2013 EmailwithRogerlinendMayaGolden Krasner 0.20 0.20
rercomments
6/13/2013  Drafrputlineofcomments;emailtop.Adeyeye| 0.80 0.80
6/17/2013  Reviewexpertdraft TCOW-Matt-Vesparersame 0.30 0.20
6/17/2013 [TCW-MattVespaterexpertsandstrategy 0.20 0.20
6/17/2013  [Reviseoutline;emalltoTRE 0.20 .20
TCW-MattVespare comments; Teview
commentsfromiamesBarismantov;review:
cost effectivenessstudy;reviseputline, DCW 0.50 1.00] 150 3.00
Abdeyeyetecommentsandstrategy;review,
rulinganddivideupworkforcomments
6/18/2013  |CallwithCBEye dividingupoutline 0.40 .40
6/19/2013  [EmailtolancieLlinmandexchange VM 0.20 .20
CallwithlamesBarsimantovrestorage-
6/19/2013  lcomments:Teost effectivenessand-markets 0.501 0.50 1.00
transformation; prepareforcallwithjames
6/20/2013  |TCW-DonLiddell CESATe storageTuling 0.20 0.20
6/21/2013  [TCW-R.Freehlingrergnergystoragedecision 0.70 0.70
6/24/2013  |Prepareforall PartyMeeting 3.50 3.50
5
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HoursofwilliamRostov, AttorneyinR012andR013

Date escription A 5] C D it H Total
Emailwith-ames-Barismantovrehisnoteson,
_ACRrreview hisnotes; TCWHamesBarismanto

6/24/2013 0.50, 0.50 1.00
andA.Adeveyerercommentandalipartyy
strategy

6/24/2013 Meetingwith-A Adeyeyere:all @arw—mw‘tﬁing‘ 0.40 0.40
commentsendanswertoguestions
Prepareforallpartymeeting; draftand,

6/24/2013  |practice B minutesspeech. Workomanswers) 2.50 2.50
toguestions

6/25/2013 Pr@zmhmﬂfm‘a1I“mr‘?’;y‘mw‘ﬁimg‘;“mw‘tzvﬁmd@ww 1.00 1.00
anddiscussapproach

6/25/2013 ffm"riw&‘fzar{y forall partymeeting;touchbase 0.50 0.50
withCESA

6/25/2013  All parymeeting; 2.50 2.50

6/25/2013 pmstﬂ%!! parymeetingdiscussionswithother 0.30 0.30
parties

6/25/2013 %u@:%‘wwwtimg withTUBE, Nikegndjames 0.50 0.50
Barismantov

. (Editprocrementtargetsectionfrom-jamess) .

6/25/2018 | ; 2.00 2.00

Barismantov;draftpartofsection.
6
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HoursofwilliamRostov, AttorneyinR0L2andR013

Date »

escription A B C 0 E F G H Total

6/26/2013  [TCW-lamesBarsmantovre:cost effectiveness 0.20 0.20

Incorporateplecesfromexpertson,
6/26/2013  |procurmenttargets;draftprocurementiarget) 3.00 3.00
section

Reviewrost effectivenesssection;emailwithy

6/27/2013 . . 2.00 2.00
James-Barismatovresection

6/27/2013 wvim*@?mwrm@n‘fi‘mmiﬁiwm andsectionsfrom: 500 1.00 3.00
Rogertin

|Revise RAM/RFOsectionemailwith-Rogeriing ‘

6/28/2015 . . 2.00 2.00
re:rsame;TCW-Rogertinre:same

6/28/2013 [ TCW-RobertFreehlingre:comments 0.20 .20

6/28/2013  |Webcastpfrost effectivenewworkshop 2.00 2.00

6/28/2013 &%]Ir‘nait'hwith jarrw@%aris;mm‘f?mfm:"wst - 0.30 0.30
effectivenesssection

6/28/2013  |Draftresponsetoptherguestions 2.00 1.00 3.00
Reviserraftofcomments;emailtoclients

6/29/2013 | SEEIETLOTLOMMENTS EMANTOTNENTS; 0.30] o50| 030 030 030] 030 2.00
emailtoCBE
ReviewRobertFreehlingTomentsand

7/8/2015 incorporate-histedits; emailco ‘counseland 0.501 0.701 0.30] 0.20] 0207 0.10 2.00
JamesBarismantovre same

. Draftremainingsectionsofbriefandintro;

7112015 e . 0.50] 1.50 0.50] 1.00 3.50
multiple TCW-A Adeyeyete toordination

7/2/2013 “‘i“‘CW‘Ma‘t‘ﬁ‘ﬁ/fmpa?@::“(Zm‘m‘ﬂ@n‘tﬁ;‘inmpmraw%i&a i 0.30 0.30
editstotheintro
Reviseo entietter;emailwith-Rog i

7722013  |ReViserommentietter;emaifwithRogertin; 050] 2.00] 100 100 100 1.00 6.50

emalland TCW-A AdeyeyeTe same

Finalize CommentsonACR TCWR Freehling;

7/3/2043 OCWA Adeyeyereastminuterditsand 0.201 0.701 0.40] 0.40] 040 040 2.50
changes

7/8/2013  [ReviewrommentsonACR 0.80{ 0.50] 0.30] 0.30] 0.30] 030 2.00

7/8f2013 Reviewtommentietters 0.501 0.50] 0.50] 050 0507 050 3.00

7/9/2013  [TCW-Rogerlinretomments 0.30 .30

7/10/2013  |TCWDonlbiddellre:OpeningComments 0.50 0.50

7/10/2013 EiiiimzfziI"With‘ikzem*am'ﬁiﬁmismémw'hmr'awmtimm ; 0.30 0.30
aboutrtommentsandreviewhisnotes

7/10/2013  Reviewcommentsanddraftreplybrief 0.601 1.001 0.60] 0.60] 0.601 0.0 4.00

7/11/2013 Draftreply fc:mfﬁaimg‘wﬁ‘"mmuramwﬂargam‘ 150l 250 4.00
androst vffectiveness

7/12/2013 éﬁi)ra‘f‘mmtim“@r@raaur&mwnﬂarg&mﬁmiww ; 150 1.00 250
relatedpleadings

7/13/2013 Reviewpleadings, DRsectionpnprocurement 500 2.00
targets

7/14/2013  |Drafisectiononprocurementtargets 1.50 1.50

7/16/2013 [TCWCESARndFOETe Teplytomments 0.90 0.90
Editandrevise RPS, vostrap, RAM/RFOand

7/16/2013 |FtRNdTeViseRPS, costap, RAM/RFORN 0.50| 050 050 2.00| 250
pumpedhydrosection

7/16/2013  |Draftreost effivenesssection 3.50 3.50
Finalize-firstdraft-CommentsonACR email

7/17/2013 || nalizefirstdraftCommentspnACR; emai 030 0.30] 0.30 030 030 1.50

with-RogerLinendclientsrecomments
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HoursofwilliamRostov, AttorneyinR0L2and2013

Date A B C 1y E F G H Total
7/18/2013 0.30 0.30
7/18/2013  [TCWDamonMoglenof FOETecoordination 0.30 0.30
7/18/2013 |Revisebrief 0.10) 0200 0,100 010, 010 0.10 0.70
7/18/2013  [Emailwith-RogerLinpumpedhydroargument 0.20 .20

Revisetdraft;incorporateR. Freehling's
7/18/2013 | SETATLINCOTPOTATER. Freenting 0.60| 0.60| 0.60| 0.60 0.60| 3.00
comments
Revisepndfinalizetlocument;incorporate
7/19/2013  ledits;emallwith-Rogertin, multi OCWH 0.601 0.60, 0.60] 0.60] 050 060 3.50
Abdeyeye
8/7/2013  TCWLCESAandFOE 0.70 0.70
8/15/2013 |TCWR.Freehlingrerexparte 0.20 .20
8/19/2013 mewwur commentandotherpartiesteply 150l 150 3.00
briefs
8/20/2013  |ReviewEnergyStoragereplybriefs 0.50; 0.50 1.00
Prepareformig. with-MeliciaCharles; finish, o
8/21/2013 ) ) 2.00 2.00
readingreplies
8/26/2013  |Pre meetingrepxpartewithMeliciaCharles 0.90 0.90
. (Prepareforegxparte. reviewourtesimonyand ‘
8/28/2013 ) 2.00 2.00
someTeplies;meetAdeyeyeandRogertin
8/28/2013  |Expartewith-MeliciaCharles? 0.50 .50
9/3/2013  |Skimenergystoragedecision 0.20] 0.30 0.50
9/13/2013 “‘i“‘&W@t@%g)hami@‘Wang‘ﬂlwrt‘ﬁmalitimn"m&e:‘ 0.30 0.30
energystorage PD
9/13/2013 E‘mvi@%‘m&mmd m‘"mm@r&aaticﬁ@’twith'&f{EN‘ o050 1.00 1.50
Coslition;DraftcommentsonPD
9/16/2013  [ReviewP.D;draftcommentsonPD 1.000 3.00 4.00
9/19/2013 Re%wim“mz@rgy*ﬁ;‘mrag@‘mm rment;emailton 010l 020 0.30
clients
9/19/2013 TCWRobertFreehlingrerenergystorage” 0.30 0.30
comment
9/20/2013 Eiiiim.ai[‘r&z::'&:mre:«zg@‘mmr“n@n‘t;'ravi&aw;mmm@m‘fﬁ;‘ 030l 070 1.00
recirculate; makechanges
9/27/2013  |DraftreplycommentsonPD 2.00 2.00
9/28/2013  |Draftreplycomments 1.001 1.00 2.00
9/29/2013  |Revisereplytomments 0.40] 040 050 1.30
ReviewandstorageTeplycomment;emailwith
9/30/2013  |RogertLin;incorporatehiscomments; 0.30) 030 0.40 1.00
incorporatef Adeyeyeedits
Issuefireas” & B (. b E F G H Total
TotalHoursforWillRostov, Attorneyin 2013 32.200 2.50) 50.70) 67.80| 14.90] 11.70) 14.60) 11.30, 208.70
RequestforCompensation”
12/17/2013 |Drafting compensation request, calculating rate 2.00
and reviewing relevant compensation guidelines
12/17/2013 |Review hours and reduce time 1.00
12/19/2013 Review hours, allocate by isse and reduce time 1.50
12/19/2013 Review hours, allocate by isse and reduce time 2.00
&
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HoursofwilliamRostov, AttorneyinR0L2andR013

Date scription A B G H Total
12/19/2013 [Draft request for compensation 1.70
Hevise request for compensation, review and )
12/20/2013 finalize all other documents 2.00
Total 10.20
9
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Hoursoflames Barsimantov, Expertin 2013

Date Description’ B C D E F G H Totah
fames
Barsimantov
3/12/2013 Reviewingrasematerial{useTases, ptaffproposal) 1.00 1.00
Reviewing casematerial jnitialiteraturesearchesprrost
371242013 effectivnesspienergystorage, thscussionswith BlerraTlub, 2.00 2.00
lawyers )
Literaturepearchandreview energy storagecost effectiveness,)
e econamicpptimizationpfstoragecoupledwithrenewables, _
3/15/2013 L R . 050 0.50
limits pfrenewablesdeploymentwithandwithoutenergy?
storages .
Literaturesearchandyeview energy storagevost mffectiveness,)
e seonomicnotimizationofstoragetoupledwithrenewables s _
3/18/2013 L " . 0.50 0.50
mitspfrenewablesteploymentwithrandwithoutenergy
storages .
Literaturesearchandreview energy storagetost vifectiveness,)
o seonomicpotimizationpfstorageroupledwithvenewables,” .
3/21/2013 L . . 050 0.50
imitsofrenewablesdeploymentwithandwithoutenergy
storage
Discussionwith Sierra Clubriawyers; Literature searchand veview:
o .. energy storagetost effectiveness, economicpptimizationof: )
3/22/2013 . L 2.00 2.00
storagetoupledwithyenewables, Timitsofrenewablesy
deploymentwithandwithoutenergy storage?
3/25/2013 CPUCWorkshop? Temoteparticipation 5.50
o Reviewing material from KEM A Bnd EPRIstudies, tiscussing
41212013 Sng e rerel 7o ’ e 2.10 0.40 2.50
studiaswith Blerra Clubriawyers
N Reviewingraterial from KEM A and EPRIstudles, Literature? .
4/9/2013 : i 3.00 3.00
review, Dutlininginitiat Sierra Clulyarguments
471542013 Outlininginitial BlerraClubarguments 1.00 1.00
Writing backgroundsection; Literature searchandyeview energy
o storage'cost effectiveness, rconomicpptimizationof storage’ )
4/16/2013 . o . 2.00 2.00
coupledwithrenewables, fimitsofrenewablesdeploymentwith?
andwithoutenergy storage?
o ) ComparingTost effectivenesswalues inKEMA Bnd EPRIstudies to .
4718/2013 ! ) 4.00 4.00
publishediterature
. . Lit-Review: monetary walue nfenergystorage; Matching benefits )
4/23/2013 | e monetary FRETBY RLOragEViatching 2.00 3.00
inpublishedlitersture To CPUC Use Tases
LitReview rmonetarywalue pfenergystorage -Writing orstorage
4/26/2013 § v BYe & grne & 2.00 2.00
benefits
e Estimates pf GHG emissionsbased prpublishedHiterature N
4/28/2013 . i . . . 0.50 0.50
writing tiscussionofmonetary benefits pfenergystorage
5/1/2013 Writing discussionpfmonetarybenefitspfenergy storage 2.00 2.00
5/3/2013 Editingdiscussiornrpfmonetary benefitspfenergystorage 1.00 1.00
6/11/2013 Callwithbarthjustice 0.30 0.30
6/14/2013 Reviewing proposedyuling, vevising Slerra Clulyarguments 300 3.00
s o Revisionpfdrafttestimonybasedpnproposedyuling, discussion,) .
6/17/2013 . . . 3.00 3.00
literaturesearch freview
o » Draftingsectionpnnarkettransformation, discussionwith-bierra )
6/19/2013 N 2.00 2.00
Clublawyers
. Writing, talculationspnstoragebenefits, relating fiterature o
6/20/2013 ey At roragement A 2.00 2.00
proposedyuling
. Reviewingupdated EPRIstudy, Writingintroductionand
6/21/2013 newpes Shey e 4.00 4.00
concluding sections, Addingintitations
Calculationspfenergy storage benefits (GHSs andmonetary),”
6/22/2013 culationsof energy storagebenefits (GHSs stary) 3.00 3.00
Writing
Discussingdraft-with-SierraClubtawyers, writing, Reviewing:
6/23/2013 & ’ a B s 4.00 4.00
updated KEMAstudy
AnsweringnuestionsfrombierraClubprrdraft,editing testimony, ~ ~
6/24/3013 Erng U slerrad g v 0,50, 250 3.00
compiting ariiclestosend toSlerra Liub
. . CPUCalpartyneeting pttendance, meetingwith-blerraLlub? .
6/25/2013 3.00 3.00
lawyers
. AddinginTable 2 prmonetary benefits notincludedinusetases,
6/26/2013 anenT 4 1.00 1.00
editingdraftreport
6/27/2013 Addinginsummary pfEPRI/KEM Acstudies, formatting document 3,50 3.50
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Hoursoflames Barsimantov, Expertin 2013

Date Description’ A C D E F G H Total
6/28/2013 Completing finaldraftofrosteffectivenessteport 1.00 1.00
e Reviewing bierraTlubenvironmentaljustice commaents, providing ~
7/1f2013 " o . N, 0.50 0.50
additionalritations, discussingwith Slerra Clulylaveyers
Fi/200E Editing finalyeport 1.00 1.00
7/10/2013 Reviewingrommaentsfromptherpartiesrgmall Rostovnotes 2.00 2.00
lssuereas: 2y C o] E F ¢} H Total
TotalHoursforjamesBarsimantoy, Expertin2o13 3.00 4.00; 56.90 5.40 69.30
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Hoursof DustinMulvaney, Expertin 013
Date Description, B C D E F G H Totaly
Userriulvaney:
Reviewingraseymaterial initialiiterature searchespn rost !
3/13/2013 effectivnessofenergystorage, discussionswithBierras 1.00 1.00
Clubriawyers
Literaturesearchandreview energy storagetost
U effectiveness, economicoptimizationpfstorage coupled; .
3/18/2013 ) 2.00 2.00
withrrenewable EWJ, fimitsofrenewablesteploymentwithy
andwithoutenergy storage
Literaturesearch and review energy storage rost '
effectiveness, economicoptimizationofstorage coupled »
3/21/2013 ‘ : geroup 1.00 1.00
withrenewables, fimits pfrenewablestleploymentwithy
andwithoutenergy storage:
o ReviewingymaterialfromKEMAand £PRIstudies, .
47972013 ) ) T, - 1.0 1.00
Literaturereview, Cutlininginitial Sierra Clubarguments
Writingbackgroundsection, Literaturesearchand veview:
energystoragecost effectiveness, economicoptimizatio "
4/16/2013 /Rtorag nomicol 2.00 2.00
of storageroupledwith renewables, limitsof mmwabtm
deploymentwith-andwithoutenergystorage:
4720/2013 Literatuereview 8search:waluesforincidental-benefits 1.00 1.00
472272013 Litergtuereview &searchvaluesforincidentalbenefits .50 0.50
472772013 Estimatespf GHG emissionshased onpublishedfiterature 1.00 1.00
. EstimatespfGHGBmMissions basedonpublishediiterature, . .
4/28/2013 SRS PR P 2.00 2,00
writingdiscussionofrmonetary benefitspfenergystorage
5/3/2013 Editingdiscussionofmonetary benefitsofenergy storage 1.00 1.00
6/14/2013 Reviewingproposedruling, revising SlerraClubarguments 1.00 1.00
N Writing, calculationsprrstorage-benefits, velating » .
6/20/2013 2.00 2.00
literatureto ps’mpmw‘i vuling
) . AnsweringruestionsfronrflerraClubonraft, editing » .
6/24/2013 i ) 3.00 3,00
testimony, compiling ;xrtwlmsm sendtobierraCliub
Reviewing SlerraClubenvironmentalbjustice comments,
6/28/2013 providingadditionalcitations, discussingwith SierraCluby 1.50 150
lawyers
7/11/2013 Finalreview oftestimony .50 0.50
IssueAreas’ B C D E F G H Totaly
TotalHoursof DustinMulvaney, Expertin 2013 20.50 20.50

SB GT&S 0117155



HourspfRobertFreehling, Expertin2012and2013

Date Description D G H Total
Freehling
, PhonecallwithrRostovand-ideyeyeren
11/30/2012 ey 0.70 0.70
storageaspreferredresources
issueAres, o G 2 Total
TotalHoursfor{First-Name)Freehling, Expertin2012 0.70 0.70
2/11/2013  |PhonexallwithRostovrerpumpedstorage 0.30 .30
2/20/2013  |CallwithRostovre:replycomments 0400 0.40 .80
2/20/2013  |Reviewandedititerationsofreplycomments 0.501 0.50] 0.50 1.50
Phonecatlwith-Rostovaend-Adeyeverer-mtga
3/20/2013 | 008 Adeyey &1l os0 0.50
with-RachelPeterson
Phoned-intoexpartemtgwith-Rachel
3/20/2013 | P © 0.80 0.80
Peterson, RostovandAdeyeye
Callwith-Rostovand-Adeyeyerermtg. Racheh
a/2a/a0is 0.60 0.60
Peterson
Review-lackElistommentstemeedfor
storagewithreplytosierraClub,andhisslider
oresertation;reviewslidepresentationsony
3/21/2013 [P e R 2.00 2.00
GEDurathonbattery,andEPRI/E3prfinancial
factorsofstorage, snd ormarket
development;verifyrostanalysisand
PhonecallwithRostovrerenergystorage
3/29/2013 A [BVPROTEE 0.30 0.30
economicsandfollowupemailtohim
Phonecallwith-Barismantov, Rostovand,
4/2/2013 | Adeveyerercost effectiveandprocurment 0.50, 0.40 .90
targets
review gssignedrommissioner'sdraftstorage
6/11/2013 . 0.301 0.30] 0.10 0.70
ruling
6/11/2013  PhonecallwithRostovand-Adeyeyereruling 0300 0300 0.20 0.80
Review CESApositiomandagendan )
6/24/2013 . 0.40 0.40
w/questionsforallparty-meeting
Phonecallwith-Rostovrerenergystorage
6/21/2013 . 0.70 0. 70
decision
6/28/2013  [PhonecallwithRostovretomments 0.20 0.20
Review 34 pagetlerratliubdraftopeningy
7/1/2013 PageIe pening 0.50] 090| 0.30] 0.30| 030 0.20] 250
commentsaendeditdocument
Replytoemallrequest-fordatabasewithy
7/3/2013 PO red 0.20 0.20
pumpstorageinTA
Revie deditls pagedraftreplyy
7/18/2013 | CVIEWRNAECITLS pageirattreply 030 o050 o0.10| o020 o020 o020 150
comments
7/48/2013  [PhonecallwithRostovretommentsomACR. 0.30 .30
8/15/2013  PhonecallwithRostovrergxparte 0.20 0.20
‘ Pre meetingre-expartewith-MeliclaCharles
8/26/2013 . . 0.90 0.80
with-Rostov,Adeyeve,andiin
o Phoned-mtoexpartemigwith-Meliciar
8/28/2013 . 0.50 0.50
Charles,Rostov, Adeyeyepndlin
1
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HourspfRobertFreehling, Expertin2012and2013

9/5/2013 Reviewproposedrdecision 0.101 0.0 0101 0.10] 0.107 050
Phonecalbwith-Adeyeveaboutenergystorage
9/10/2013 rhaevey BYRIOTAgRl 520 0.20
ex partemeetings.
Phonecallbwith-Rostovrerenergystorage
9/19/2013 ¢ gypiorag 0.30 0.30
comment
Review-draft-Sierra-Clubcommentsonphaser
9/19/2013 5 0.201 0.10 0.30
Reviewrevised-SierraClubcommentson .
9/23/2013 0.20 0.20
phase?
issueAreas H Totah
TotalHoursfor-{FirstName)Freehling, Expertin2013 4.10 560 4.00 270 060 060 050 18.10
2
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Hoursoffdenikeddeyeye,hdvocate/Expertin201 2and 2013

Date Description B o 3 [ H Total
Userradenike
Adeyeye
8/20/2012  |Energystorageworkshop. 5.40 5.40
8/30/2012  [Talkwith-Rostoveboutenergystorageworkshop .30 0.30
8/30/2012  |Reviewenergysiorageworkshopnotes. 1.00 1.00
9/4/2012 Talkwith Rostovrerstorage PHC .10 0.10
Researchonenergystorage policies, proceedings, andy .
11/29/2012 | oo CTPIENCIEY BIOTage s v &® 0.40 0.40
projects.
Calbwithacobsand Rostoveboutenergystorage;
11/29/2012 , i i BYRHOTaE 1.10 1.10
proceading,
o Talkwithilacobsand Rostovaboutnextstorage? ] )
11/30/2012 .20 .20
workshop,
o |CalhwithRobertFreehlingand Rostovrerstorage s, .
11/30/2012 .70 0.7
preferredrasources
12/3/2012  |Energystorageworkshop. .70 0.70
12/472012  |Energystorageworkshop. 3.00 3.00
12/4/2012  |ListeningtostorageworkshoponiwWebEx, 1.00 1.00
Callwithacobsand Rostoveboutupcoming energyy . .
12/11/2012 ! f sEnersy 0.60 0.60
storageworkshopsandprocurementiargets.
_ |Reading KEMAscientist'svesearchprrstorage pnd air o
12/11/2012 o .60 0.60
emissions.
12/18/2012 Researchingenergystorageprocurementiargets. 2,40 210
y . Reading CPUCreport, £PRIveport, and Sandiareporton .
12/19/2012 4,00 4,00
energystorage.
12/21/2012  |Researchingfactorsinvolvedinvaluingenergystorager 3.50 3.50
Issuefreas? B ] F G H Total
TotalHoursforadenikehdeyeye, Researchdinalystin 2012 6,800 7000 3500 670 0.70 24.70
1/7/2043 Readingstoragestaffreport, 1.00 1.00
1/7/2013 Talk-with-Rostovaboutstoragestaffraport. .10 0.10
1/8/2013 Talkingwith-Rostovaboutstaffreportonenergystorage. .20 0.20
o Talkingwith-Rostovandacobsaboutcommentsonstaff .
1/8/2013 .50 050
reportonenergystorage.
1/14/2013  |Energystorageworkshoppnprocurementfargets, 500 by, (30
Reviewingenergystoragedocuments, particularlyuse o
1/17/2013 SWImEEnergy storage Hocu P Y 0.50 0.50
casesandeommentsbyFreehling,
Locatingendreviewing SDGEE sgeneralratecase,
1/17/2013  |applicationandtestimony, writingnotesontheir 2.28 2.20
treatmentpfstorageinthe GRC.
1/22/2013 lalktoRostovaeboutstoragestatfreporttomments, (A 0,16
o INotesoniacobs'sdrafrrommentson CPUCInterinystafh
1/22/2013 2.40 2.40
report.
_|Reviewingiacobs'stomments, talkingwith-Rostovabouts o e
1/23/2013 070 [IN41]
comments.
CallwithjacobsandRostovaeboutenergystorage:
1/24/2013 allwithvacobsand Rostovaboutenergystorage 050 0.50
comments.
1/24/2013 lalkwith-Rostoveboutenergystoragecomments. .40 .40
. . |Readinguserasesandiacobstommentstoprepfor ‘ y
1/25/2013 ., .50 0.8
openingrommentsdraft,
1/28/2013  \Workingoncommentsoninterim staff-Report. 2.50 2.90
o DraftingresponsetoCPUCstaffreportonirack2 oty .
1/29/2013 ‘ 530
energystorage proceeding.
1/30/2013  |DraftingcommentspnilrackZinterimsiatfreport. 3.70 3.70
1/30/2013 | DraftingrommentsonirackZinterirnstaffreport. .80 0.80
1/30/2013 | DraftingcommentsonilrackZinterinrstatfreport. 2,40 2.40
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Hoursoffdenikefdeyeye, Advocate/Expertin201 2and 2013

Date Description A B C 0 E F = i Total
ek rattr ents Phas erimstath
2/1/2013 ReadingdraftpfrommentsprrPhase2interim btaff os0l 020 620 0.90 0.80
Report
27412013 Reviewingandite srheﬂ:dwmg BRergy storage romments. 07 070 070 70 070 350
27772013 |Reviewingptherpartiesenergystoragecomments. (L2010 0.200 0200 0200 0.20 (1,20 1.20
Reviewingotherparties"commentsonPhaseinterim . . ! . \ \ - p
2/7/2013 QA 40 0400 0400 40 .30 2.5%0
StaffReport,
§ Reviewingptherparties vommentsonPhase @ interim, ] i ] o .
27772013 . 0,200 0.200 Q.20 0.200 0.20 0.20 1.20
StaffReport
. Rev @wmwzthwm tles commentsonPhase 2 intering . . L . o . o
2/7/2013 0,200 0200 0200 0207 0200 0.10] 0.20 1.50
StaffFReport
2/8/2013 lalkwith-Rostovaboutenergystoragereply comments. 10 040 0o 10 010 0.50
2/11/2013  [Reviewingenergystorageworkshopdocuments. 1.00 1.00
Reviewingenergystorageworkshopdocuments, writing o
2/11/2013 sEnereyprorag : 8 0.60 0.60
upnotes, sendingnotestoRostov.]
2/12/2013  |Energystorage vosteffectivenessworkshop. 1.60 1.60
o Tallkwith-Rostovebout storagecosteffectiveness: o
271272013 .10 0,10
workshop,
2/12/2013  |Energystoragecosteffectivenessmworkshop. 2.20 2.20
Reviewing otherpartiestommentsonPhase 2 interimg
271272013  [StaffReportdraftingreplycommentsonPhase 2 interin 0401 030 0400 030 030 030 030 2.50
StaffReport.
2/13/2013  [RevisingreplycommentsonPhasedinterimstatfreport. .20 .20 0.40
2/13/2013  [RevisingreplyrommentsonPhasedinterirmmstatfreport. 50 .50 1.00
2/13/2013  [DraftingreplycommentsprPhase2interimstaffreport, 0801 0400 (.80 2.00
272072013 [TalkwithRostovaboutstoragereplyromments. .10 010 0.20
2/20/2013  [Reviewingundeditingenergystorage veplycomments. 030 04 030 1.00
. |Citecheckingendeditingdraftreply commentstointerinm ] ]
2/21/2013 . A0 LA 10 3.30
StaffReport.
o Citecheckingandeditingdraftreply commentstointerim L o o )
2/21/2013 : 0,300 030, 0.30 0.90
StaffReport.
2/28/2013  [Readingenergystorageveplycomments, G0 0300 0301 030 0300 030 020 2.00
3/1/2013 Readingenergystoragereplycomments. 0200 0200 G100 0200 0200 10 010 1.10
3/1/2013 Readingenergystoragereplycomments, .30 oAn 040 040 040 040 0.30 2.60
Talkwith Rostovaboutenergystorage meeting with,
3/19/2013 BYBIOTEE g 0.10] 0.10 0.20
CommissionerPeterman’sstaff,
3/20/2013  [CalbhwithFreehlingandRostov. 0,300 0.30 0.60
3/20/2013  [Meetingwith CPUCCommissionerPeterman'sstaff. 0400 0.50 0.80
3/25/2013  |EnergystoragemodelingresultsworkshopetPUC. 3.30
3/25/2013  [Energystorageworkshop. 1.20
ReviewingpresentationsfromB/25workshopon
41272013 modeling pndnotesfromworkshopinadvance pfrall; 1.20 1.20
withexpert.
o TCWHames Barsimantov, RobertFreehlingand Rostovre: ] ]
4/2/2013 L ‘ 050 (1L40 0.80
cost effectivenndprocurementtargets
6/10/2013  |Callwith CEJAsboutenergystorage ACR, .60
6/10/2013  |Readingenergystorage ACR. 1.00
6/10/2013  |Readingenergystorage ACR. .50
6/10/2013  [Talkwith-RostoveboutihCR, .30
6/11/2013  |Researchplannedenergy storageprojects: 1.50
6/11/2013  [TCW RobertfreehlingandRostovreryuling 0301 0300 .20
6/11/2013  [Calhwithenergystorageexpert, .30
6/12/2013  |Reading RPSprocurementplans. 2.70
6/12/2013  |TalkwithRostoveboutoutline. 100 010 0100 10 .10
6/14/2013  [Revisingenergysioragecommentoutlin 10 010 010] 010 .10
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Hoursoffdenikeddeyeye,Advocate/Expertin201 2and 2013

Date Description B E F 5 H Total
6/18/2013 E%mmr:d“r m}tc: amountof sEkle pfenergystorageelready 270 2.70
committedineachiOUservicegrea.
o ReadBarsimantov'soutlinepndcommentsomenergy o
6/18/2013 . .80 .80
storageproceeding.
6/18/2013  [TalkwithrRostoveboutenergystoragecommentoutline. 100 0400 0200 0100 0.10] 010 070
6/19/2013  [Prepformeetingwith-Barsimantov. .10 0.10
6/19/2013  [Meetingwith-Barsimantov. (1.90 0.90
e Cutliningandorganizingresearchforsectionspithe ] ) »
6/19/2013 - ot \ . 1.6 100 2.00
commentsontheCommissioner'syuling.
6/20/2013  |Reviewingdocumentsanddraftingcommentson ACR. 2.00 501 1.00 3.50
. ... |Workingomenergystoragecomments; reading? . .
6/21/2013 2.00 200 080 4,90
documentspndemandresponseandenergy storage.
6/24/2013  [ReadingenergystoragedocumentsfromCESA .20
6/24/2013  [PreparationforallpartymeetingptCPUC. .20
o Working pnenergy storage commentsonComimissionar's ] . o o
6/24/2013 R 0.50] 1.00 .50 1.00] 0.50
proposedyuling.
6/24/2013  [Callwith-Barsimantov. .50 0.50
6/24/2013  |ReadingenergystoragedocumentsfromBarsimantov. 100 1.00
6/25/2013  |Meeting beforesllpartymeetingtodiscusscomments. 1,00 1.00
6/25/2013  [Allpartymeeting. 2.50 2.50
6/25/2013  [Meetingwith CEIAmnd EcoShifttodiscusstomments. .60 0.60
6/26/2013  [CitecheckingFcoShiftcosteffectivenessdocument, 4.50
6/27/2013  |Readingdrafisofenergystoragecomments, G100 0400 010 0,100 010
6/27/2013  [Citecheckingromments 1000 0500 0500 0500 .50
6/28/2013  |Costeffectivenessworkshop. 4.80
Editing FcoShiftreport, writingasummary o EcoShift ] o
7/1/2013 & ReOsnIT e g 4 ’ 3.50 3.50
comments.
Checkingritations, fisting citedreportsforinclusioning ] ] . .
7/1/2013 ) L 250 1.00 .30 3.80
servicetoservicefist.
7/2/2013 Incorporating editsendritecheckingrommentietter. 2,500 2,000 050, .30 5,30
Compilingattachmentstocommentietterand, ] =
7/2/2013 ) . o 3000 100 4,00
incorporatingeditsintotommentietter.
7/3/2013 FinalbeditspndrorrectstoCPUCHoes 1000 1.20
7/3/2013 Citecheckingandproofing/ACRopeningromments. 60 0600 060 060 060 060
Readingenergystorage emailsandprinting opening:
7/8/2013 OB ENErsy prorage printng ppening 0.10] o0.10] o010] o010 010 050
commentsontheaCR.
7/8/2013 ReadingopeningrommentsonaCR, 0200 g 010 010 04 040 070
7/8/2013 ReadingopeningtommentspnaCR, A A0 0300 0300 0300 030 200
7/8/2013 ReadingopeningcommentsonACR. o.e0 050 0500 040 0500 0.40 2.90
7/9/2013 Readingopening commentsonaCh, gat 080 060 0600 060 050 4,00
e Readingopening commentsonstorage ACRand; » e . \
7/10/2013 . 1.00 100 080 0.80f 090 0.90
compilingnotes.
ReadingopeningcommentsonstoragedCRandy e Y e e \
7/41/2013 . 080 080 080 0S0] 0.90] 0.90 5. 40
compilingnotes.
. Writingdrafrofsectionofreply rommentsontorage . . . .
7/12/2013 . 1.00]  1.00 1.00 3,00
ACH,
7/15/2013  |Reviewtrafrofreplyrommentsy RPSsection .30 0.50
7/46/201%  [TalkwithRostov. .20 0.20
7/16/2013  |CalbwithCESA 0300 0800 030 .90
7/16/2013  [Writesectionpfrommentsprcostrontainment, 0100 0,200 0100 0401 010 0.60
7/16/2013  |read CESAdraftreplycomments G100 000 040 010] 010 010 0.60
7/17/2013  [Readingstoragedraft. .30]  0.30 .20 0.80
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HoursoffdenikeAdeyeye, Advocate/Expertin201 2and 2013

Date Description B Iy E 3 G H Total
Reviewingotherparties' commentietterstoaddiorites:
7/18/2013 | & F b TRAEEC] o400 o400 0200 0200 030 0200 200
ivreplycommentietter
. Researchingptherparties assessmentoftost o
7/18/2013 o ) .40 .40
effectivenessstudies.
7/18/2013  |Editingendritecheckingreplyromments. 1,200 1.30 1.20 3.70
7/19/2013  |Citecheckingreplytomments. 1400 150 1.40 4.30
7/31/2013  |Readingenergystoragereplyromments. 0600 B0 060 060 050 010 300
8/1/2013 lalkwith Rostovaboutenergystorageveplycomments. o400 010 0.20
8/1/2013 Reviewingenergystoragereplyromments, .60 060 060 080 050 040 EX
8/2/2013 Reviewingenergystoragereplyromments, 030 A0 030 0200 0200 020 1.60
8/5/2013 Writing-upex partemeatingrequest, .30 0.30
. |Reviewingenergystorage commentsandwriting notesing N oy
8/22/2013 ‘ , . 370 370
preparationforex partemeeting
8/23/2013  |Prepforenergystorageexpartemeeting 1.00 1.00
8/26/2013  |Calltodiscussenergystorageex partemeetingwith CEIA. | 1.00 1.00
Reviewingnotesfromenergy storageprepallandwriting o
8/27/2013 Enotes Bywtorage prey 0.50 0.50
upnotesendex partemeetingoutline.
8/28/2013 |Expartemeeting .50
8/28/2013  |Tallkwith-Rostovaboutenergystorage pxparte .50
9/5/2013 Readingenergystorage proposeddecision 1,00
89/9/2013 TalkwithRostoveboutenergy storage .20
9/10/2013  [Reviewingproposed-decision 2.50
9/10/2013  |CalltoFreehlingsboutenergy storageex partes €20
Issuefreas’ % B 3] E F G H
TotalHoursforfdenike-Adeyeye, Researchnalystin 2013 21400 19.40] 65800 35.20] 12.50 20.00) 1540] 7.90
RequestforCompensation
TalkingtoRostoveboutenergystoragerequestfor .
12/17/2013 sron Frergysioresered 0.20
compensation{phase?).
ReviewingalPhaseZcommentsandbriefstocompiles
12/17/2013  |showingofsubstantialcontributionforrequestfors 6.50
compensation.’
o Editstotheshowing ofsubstantialcontributionfor
12/18/2013 o . 050
requestforcompensationinPhase 2.
. . |Editingshowingofsubstantislcompensationforrequest:
12/19/2013 i .50
forcompensation
o Writingexplanation ofrost effectiveness worktompleteds
12/19/2013 . } ‘ 050
by EcoShiftforcompensationrequestinPhase
Categorizingyaytime recordsforcompensationreguestin
12/19/2013 sorams Ty Fom l 1.20
Phase
e Insertingmdditionstorequestforcompensation,
12/20/2013 . 150
proofreeading:
Totah 10.850
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Totaltours:

BMame Yeari Rater A B D E F G H Totaly

WwillRostovy 2012 $360.00 7.50 32.60 3.20 0.80 0.00 0.70 0.00 0.00 44 .80

Total 2012 $2,700.00  $11,736.00 $1,152.00 288,00 0,00 $252.00 $0.00 $0.00 $16,128.00

Will Rostovt 2013 $390.00 32.20 2.50 50.70 67.80 14.30 1170 14.60 11.30 205,70

Total 2013 975,00 $19,773.00 $26,442.00 %5,811.00 $4 45,694.00 $4,407.00 &

Sdenilefdeyeye 2012 $130.00 6.80 7.00 3.50 6.70 0.00 0.70 0.00 0.00 24,70

Total B012 5884.00 5910.00 445500 871,00 %0.00 591.00 40,00 %0.00  $3,211.00

Sdenikefdeyeye 2013 $135,00 21.10 19.40 65.80 35.20 12.50 20.00 15.40 7.90 197.30

Total 013 %2,848.50 %2,619.00 58,883.00 41,687.50 $2,700.00 $2,079.00 $1,0

famesBarsimantoy 2013 $210.00 3.00 4,00 56.90 5.40 .00 0.00 0.00 0.00 69.30

Total 013 5630.00 840,00  $11,949.00 %1,134.00 %0.00 %0.00 %0.00 %0.00 $14,553.00

Dustindulvaney 2013 $190.00 0.00 0.00 20.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00 0.00 20.50

Total 2013 %0.00 %0.00 %3,895.00 40.00 %0.00 %0.00 %000 %0.00  $3,895.00

Freehling 2012 $165.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.70 0.00 0.00 0.70

TotalROLE %0.00 50,00 %0.00 %0.00 %0.00 50,00 40.00 %115.50

Freehiing 2013 $180.00 4.10 0.00 5.60 4.00 2.70 0.60 0.60 0.50 18.10

Total 2013 738.00 0.00 1008.00 720.00 486.00 108.00 108.00 90,00 $3,258.00
Allocation

Total 20127 Total2013 Totaly Percentages

Category $3,584,00 Category A $16,774.50 %20,358.50 149%

Category B $12,646.00 Category B $4,434,00 %17,080.00 12%

Categoryt $1,607.00 Categoryt  S$45,508.00 %47,115,00 32%

CategoryD $1,159.00 Category Dy $33,048.00 %34,207.00 2%

CategoryE 50,00 CategoryEr $7,984.50 57,984,50 5%

Category ¥ SABR B0 CategoryF $7,371.00 GF,820.50 5%

Categoryis S0.00 Category1s 87 B8 00 GF,881.00 5%

CategoryH $0.00 CategoryH 55,563.50 BE BE3E 4%,

Total UL 419,454.50 TotalRO13  $128,564.50 %148,019.00 100%
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