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2. Other Specified Date forNOl

3. Date NOI Filed: May 20. 2011.

for Phase 2 
submitted 
October 4. 
2012

4. Was the NOI ti

5. Based on ALJ ru...,e . 
number: R.10-12-007

6. Date of ALJ ruling

7. Based on another CPUC determination (specify)

8. F

R.10-12-0079. B

10. Date of AI.J ruling: Jul\ 5. 201 I

1 1. Based on another CPUC determination (specify)

12. Has the Claimant demon

13. Identify Final Decision ID. 13-] 0-040

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?

Cl. I(

Claimant CPUC Comment

Club
California

environmental organization interested in implementing measures to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions and increase reliance on renewable 
energy sources. The Club's interest in ibis proceeding is not related to 
any business interest. The Club receives funding for cm ironmental 
adxocacy 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. Iknve\er. the Club's invobement in 
the present proceeding is completely independent and unrelated to those
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"

where ii

A.

T Specific References to Claimant’s 
Presentations and to Decision

Showing Accepted 
by CPUC

uoal of havinu ihc proceeding 
otiihlish procuremcm taruets. 
Throudiout the proceeding 
Sierra Club u as a main 
ad\ocated lor taruets.
Althotiuh Sierra Club did noi 
achieve everythinu lor which it 
advocated. Sierra Club's 
participation made a 
substantial contribution to 
Phase 2 of this proceedinu 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 
Ruling Proposing Storaue 
Procurement Taruets and 
Mechanisms and Xoticinu All
Part) Meelinu. which was the 
basis for the decision, below :

California on Administrative 
Law Judue's Januarv IS. 2013 
Rulinu Lnterinu Interim Staff 
Report Into Record and 
Seekinu Comments (I'eb. 4. 
2013)

- 3 -
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targets. the Commission should 
construct turrets based on A15 
2514 policy goals and 
California's clean energy 
mandates. In its opposition to 
procurement targets. SIXi&l- 
argued. inter alia, that storage 
is a means to end and should 
not he 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 why a 
procurement target should be 
lied to concrete state policy 
goals and mandates.” (p. 4)

determination as a basis for procurement 
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 A15 2514. as 
well as our overall energy policy, we 
llnd that it is reasonable to establish 
procurement targets to encourage the 
development and deployment of new 
energy storage technologies." (pp. 22
23)"' " "

Proposing Storage Procurement Taruets 
and Mechanisms and Noticin'! A11-Part\ 
Meetinu (Jim. 10. 2015)

energy storage procurement targets 
expressed in megawatt (MW) amounts 
for each imcstor-owned utility. 
Building on the storage use cases 
identified and delated 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)

Club California and the 
California Im\ ironmental 
Justice Alliance on Assimied 
Commissioner's Rulinu 
Proposin'! Storage 
Procurement Taruets and 
Mechanisms (Jul. I0. 2015)

recommend that the 
Commission stay the course on 
proposing procurement targets 
for energy storage. These 
targets should be made 
mandatory, demonstrating that

may grant a request to defer a portion of 
their procurement targets, we expect that 
the overall procurement goal of 1.525 
MW will be installed by 2024.” (p. 45)

-4 -
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C'nliloniici will procure enough 
energy storage to t mils form the 
energy storage market.” (p. 1)

existing targets or even increasing 
them." (p. 20)

procurement target le\ els set forth in the 
Proposed Plan are appropriate.” (p. 22)

designed to promote the most 
cost-effective solutions and as 
such should only he subject to 
a narrowly tailored off-ramp, 
which allows some flexibility 
w ithoul undermining the 
overall goals.” (p. S)

sets forth the requirements for the 
procurement application. The 
procurement targets set for 2014. 2010. 
20IS ;md 2020 represent the number of 
MW pending contract, under contract, 
or installed alter the end of those 
procurement cycles. 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 Imv- iron mental 
Just ice Alliance on Proposed 
Decision Adopting 1-neruv 
Stora.ee Procurement 
fra mew oils And Desiun 
Pro era m (Sept. 30. 2013)

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

Proposing Storaue Procurement Taructs 
and Mechanisms and Noticing All-Party 
Meetinu (Jim. 10. 2013)

California on Administrative 
I.aw Judue’s Januarv IS. 2013 
Ruling I Altering Interim Staff 
Report Into Record and 
Seekinu Comments (l eh. 4. 
2013) ’

Commission's energy storage 
procurement policy should he guided by 
three purposes:

L

- 5 -
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including peak reduction, contribution 
to reliability needs, or deferment of

creating proeurement tit rue is 
bused on policy you Is. In AH 
2514. the legislature found tluit transmission and distribution upgrade
the expansion of energy 
storage systems could assist 
load-ser\ ing entities in 
"integrating increased amounts 3) The reduction of greenhouse gas 
of renewable eneruy resources emissions to SO percent below I WO 
into the electrical transmission lev els by 2050. per California's goals.

While energy storage may serve 
additional purposes within California’s 
energy supply, I propose that the

investments:
2) The integration of renew able energy: 
and

and distribution grid in a 
manner that minimizes
emissions of greenhouse 
gases." "optimize the use of the Commission use these three ov erarching 
significant additional amounts 
of v ariable, intermittent, and

purposes m setting proeurement targets, 
designing proeurement. and measuring 
progress." (pp. 0-7)off peak electrical generation 

from vv ind and solar energy.” 
reduce "the need for new fossil 
fuel-powered peaking power 
plants." avoid or reduce peak 
load from "high carbon- 
emitting electrical generating 
facilities.” and prov ide 
"ancillary services otherwise 
provided by Ibssil-fueled 
generating facilities” reducing 
the emissions of carbon 
dioxide and criteria pollutants. 
These functions of energy 
storage should prov ide the 
context for establishing 
proeurement targets.” (p. 4)

following guiding principles, consistent 
with AB 2514. for the Commission's 
energy storage proeurement policy...We 
llnd these guiding principles to be 
reasonable. The guiding principles are 
contained in Section I of the Storage 
framework." (pp. 8-0)

energy storage procurement 
targets should be consistent 
with and back calculated from 
the State's long-term target of 
reducing emissions to 80% 
below I WO lev els by 2050 
which likely requires the 
transition to a zero carbon 
energy supply. In some parts of 
the state such as the I.A Basin, 
replacing fossil fuel generation

-6-
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imporuiiu component to 
reducinu persistent. nnhealth> 
itir. According to the South 
Const Air Duality Management 
District, 'it transition to /em
it i id nettr-zero emission 
technologies is necessitry to 
meet 2023 and 2032 air quality 
standards mid 2050 climme 
uoals."' (p. 5)

Club California on 
Administrate''e I.ttw .Indue s 
Jmitiiirv IS. 2013 Rulinu 
Lnierinu Interim StaffReport 
Into Record mid Seekinu 
Coinmenis (l;eb. 21. 2013)

procnremeiH taruets. Staff 
needs to establish the 
objectives for the taruets.
Sierra Club urues the 
Com miss ion to adopt storaue 
procurement objectives that 
focus on inteuratinu the current 
33"o RPS mandate as well as 
lookinu forward to inieuratinu 
the much hiulier level of 
renewables that will he 
necessiirv to meet to the State's 
you I of SO".) CillCi reduction by 
2050." (p. 4)

Proposinu Storaue Procurement I aruels 
and Mechanisms and Noticinu All-Party 
Meeiinu (Jim. 10. 2013)

Club ('alifornia oil 
Administrative Law Judue's 
.Imiuarv 1S. 2013 Rulinu 
Lnterinu Interim Staff Report 
Into Record and Seekinu 
Comments (Leb. 21.2013)

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

Jdismiss the notion that, since 
California has made a hit of
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resources, nothinu more is 
required to nI low eneruy 
storage to enter the market on a 
lex el playinu field. fneruy 
storage pro\ ides unique 
benefits to the system. fven 
accountinu for the progress 
California has made in this 
arena, not all of these benelils 
are valued adequately in the 
market. fneruy storaue 
provides unique benefits to the 
system...The Commission 
should continue its efforts to 
accurately \ alne all the benefits 
eneruy storage contributes, 
furthermore. cost-effecti\ eness 
analysis, and existinu 
procurement mechanisms, will 
tend to rely on current storaue 
teclmolouy costs, and therefore 
fail to incorporate the lonuer 
term benelits of market 
transformation and the 
potential for reducinu future 
costs throuuh current 
investments." (pp. 0-10)

tarueis for eneruy storaue for the three 
investor-owned utilities Southern 
California fdison Company (SCI-!). 
Pacific (ias and flectric Compain 
(P(j&f) and San Dieuo Cias & flectric 
Company (SlXi&l!) equalinu 1.325 
megawatts (MW) to he procured by 
2020." (p. 7) ’

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

Club California and the 
California I !n\iron mental 
Justice Alliance on Assigned 
Commissioner’s Rulinu 
Proposinu Storaue 
Procurement Tarueis and 
Mechanisms (Jul. 3. 2013)

'procurement tarueis for 
eneruy storaue with the uoal of 
market transformation’ is 
exactly what is needed for the 
eneruy storaue market. 
Procurement taruet mandates 
ofsiifllcient maunitude can 
create market transformation. 
Clear and 11 rm policy support

- 8 -
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procurement taruets will (1) 
establish a market. (2) promote 
innovation, and (3) potentially 
create numerous henelits from 
Icarninu-induccd cost 
reductions. As envisioned by 
the ACR. market 
transformation can 'briny 
down market barriers, reduce 
costs, and increase scale of 
market penetration overtime.'” 
(p. 14)

California on Administrative 
I.avv Judye'sJanuarv IS. 2013 
Rulinu Lnteriny Interim Staff 
Report Into Record and 
Seekinu Comments (l eb. 4. 
2013) ’

taruets and procurements must be ’viable 
and cost-effective.’ To that end. we have 
devoted a ureat deal of attention and 
effort into formulatinu a cost- 
effeetiveness approach that would be 
sufficient to meet Section 2830.2(d)."
Ip. 02)

reiterates its position that a 
cost-e fleet iveness 
meihodolouv and the adoption 
of a procurement laruet are the 
two essential outcomes of this 
proceediny and both should be 
the locus ol'lhe remaininy 
time." (p. 3)

Club California and the 
California bnv ironmental 
Justice Alliance on Assigned 
Commissioner’s Rulinu 
Rroposiny Storaye 
Procurement Taruets and 
Mechanisms (.ltd. 3. 2013)

we find that the LPRI and DM Kl-.MA 
models should not be required by the 
Commission as the sole methodoloyies 
for assessiny cost effectiveness at this 
point.” (p. (>3)

propose their own methodoloyy to 
ev aluate the cost and benefits of bids. 
However, the lOCs shall assess the full 
ranye of benefits and costs identified in 
the use-case framework and the LPRI 
and I)NY KLMA reports submitted in

benefits, most ol’vv liich - but 
not all - hav e been at least 
mentioned duriny this 
proceediny. and a smaller 
subset were included in the

- 9 -
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effectiveness studies. As we 
demonstrate below, tt more 
comprehensive \ iew ol’cost- 
efleetiveness would show 
much higher henellt-to-cost 
ratios. 1'his litis important 
implications: (1) The total 
procurement target proposed 
by the Commission could he 
considerably liiuher without 
causing burden on the l()l s. 
(2) ll'lOl "s are allowed an 
'offramp' by demonstrating 
unreasonableness, they should 
be required to do so using a 
comprehensive calculation of 
cost-effectiveness, rather than 
the narrow view taken in the 
1 IPRI and KI Al.A studies.” (p.

allow different evaluation protocols In
utility. the l()l s shall confer w ith 
Lnergy Division Staff to dev elop a 
consistent evaluation protocol to be used 
for benchmarking and general reporting 
purposes.” (p. 03)

34)

Club California on 
Administrative I.avv Judge's 
Januarv I <S. 2013 Rulinu 
Lntering Interim Staff Report 
Into Record and Seek inti 
Comments (I'eb. 21.2013)

Rroposinu Storaue Procurement Taruels 
and Mechanisms and Noticing All-Party 
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 
wavs that have not been demonstrated or

ambitious targets for storage, 
we also urge the Commission 
to insure that this program is 
not dominated bv 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 vvotdd be subject to

- 10-
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In addition. it raises a 
different set of procurement 
issues com pit red to other form?, 
of storage." (p. 0)

discussion over the Proposed Plan's 
exclusion of large-scale pumped storage 
projects towards meeting the 
procurement targets. We are 
sympathetic to parlies' arguments that 
pumped storaue complies w ith storaue 
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 oxer, which means a single project 
could he 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 w ill not he eligible to hid into 
solicitations offered under the Storage 
f ramework." (pp. 34-35)

Club California and the 
California I in v iron mental 
Justice Alliance on Assigned 
Commissioner’s Rulinu 
Proposing Storage 
Procurement Targets and 
Mechanisms (Jul. 3. 2013)

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. 20)

in the Loading Order

California on Administrative 
Law Judge’s January IS. 2013 
Rulinu Lnterinu Interim Staff 
Report Into Record and 
Seekinu Comments (l eb. 4.
2013)

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

lime on this issue would 
become an unnecessary 
distraction from the core issue 
that need to be determined bv

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

-11-
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cost-effective energy storaue 
should he targeted for 
implementation in the 
California electric urid'.’ (p. 13) that the I.oadinu Order should not he 

revised.” (p. II)

( ommission Proceedings

California on Administrative 
Law Judge's Januarv IS. 2013 
Rulinu Lmcrinu Interim Staff 
Report Into Reeord and 
Seekinu Comments (I eh. 4. 
2013) ’

schedule for solicitations proposed here 
are not presently tied to need 
determinations within the l.'l'PP 
proceeding. Instead, in the near term, we 
view the Storage framework adopted 
herein as movinu in parallel with the 
onuoinu I.TPR e\aluations of need 
system and loeal. and with the new 
consideration of the outage at SONCiS." 
(pp.33-34)

chanue its determination that 
l.'l'PP and Resource Adequacy 
"represent the best forums for 
dealinu w ith issues related to 
enemy storage within their 
context. I or example, 
determinations of market need 
for new resources, which may 
include enemy storage, is best 
left to the l.'l'PP proceeding.” 
This statement is contrary to 
the statements in I.CR PD in 
l.'l'PP. After settinu a "modest" 
50 MW procurement taruet for 
enemy storage resources, the 
PI) explains that the 
procurement proceedings will 
not he able to do more w ith 
enemy storage resources until 
there are further decisions in 
the enemy storaue proeeedinu. 
The PI) states that in the 
enemy storaue proeeedinu "no 
decisions ha\e been made 
concerninu the viability, eost- 
elTectiveness or public interest

Proposinu Storaue Procurement Taruets 
and Mechanisms and Xoticinu .All-Party 
Meetinu (Jim. 10. 2013)

of siiuuestions from \ariotis parties 
dtirinu the course of this proeeedinu. as 
well as actions by the Commission in 
other venues such as the I.onu Term 
Procurement Planninu (l.'l'PP) 
proeeedinu. and the aforementioned 
SCi 1P. l llimatelv. there are decisions 
beinu made in multiple arenas that 
impact storaue. and this proposal is 
desiuned to supplement those aeliv ities,__[

- 12 -
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teclmolouics in that docket. If 
and when such action is taken, 
the role of energy storage 
teclmolouics in the 
procurement process can he 
considered." I.'I'PP needs 
dccision-makinu to occur in 
this proceeding in order to 
make additional decisions 
about eneruy storaue. As Sierra 
Club has aruued in this 
proceeding, procurement 
targets established in this 
proceeding can Iced into the 
analysis in the I.TPP." (pp. 18-

policy and deployment for the benclll of 
California." (p. (>)

l‘>)

Club California and the 
California Imvironmental 
Justice Alliance on Assigned 
Commissioner's Rulinu 
Proposing Storaue 
Procurement Taruets and 
Mechanisms (Jul. 3. 2013)

storaue auction protocol 
modeled on the auction 
mechanism used for the 
Renewables Auction 
Mechanism (RAM). The 
proposed auction mechanism is 
neither suited to overcome 
market harriers, nor to the 
dynamic nature ofeneruy 
storaue. Consequently, the 
Commission should not adopt a 
RAM-based mechanism and 
instead utili/.e a series of RI'Os 
for laruer scale projects and 
standardized contracts and or 
incentives for small-scale 
storaue.” (p. 22)

not the appropriate mechanism for the 
procurement ol eneruy storaue. 1 meruy 
storaue has multiple attributes and 
functions that cross the spectrum of 
wholesale and retail markets and 
transmission & distribution urid 
sen ices. As such, a RAM-type 
solicitation, which seeks to obtain the 
lowest cost for ratepayers, may not he 
able to properly evaluate projects due to 
the \ariety of functions and markets 
served. Rather, we arc persuaded by 
parties' comments that competitive 
solicitations involvinu RI'Os are the best 
mechanism to meet the varyinu 
dellnitions and use cases of storaue in a 
chanuinu teclmolouy environment.” (p. 
54-55) "

- 13 -
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to \ osa.

h. Yes■ns

California 1.11 crus Storage Alliance, and some cncrcv storage companies.

duplication or how your participation supplemented, complemented, or 
contributed to that of another parts:

en\ ironmenial and ratepayer interests rather than an industry perspective. 
Moreover, the Club was a tenacious advocate lor procurement targets despite 
opposition from the utilities and ()R.\. among others. At the beginning of 
Phase 2. Sierra Club was the main env ironmenial croup advocating on this 
topic and was one of the very few voices for procurement targets before they 
were proposed in the ACR. During the middle of Phase 2. the California 
I in v ironmenial Justice Alliance ("CliJA") entered the proceeding. Sierra 
Club and CliJA joined forces because our interests were very similar. Sierra 
filed joint briefs with CliJA: the Club look the lead on briefing. because it 
was already immersed in the proceeding. Sierra Club and CliJA also 
attended a joint ex parte meeting.

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

always consistent positions vv ith the Club, liv en so. Sierra Club coordinated 
with CliSA throughout Phase 2. Although Sierra Club discussed certain 
positions with Cl.liAN Coalition, another advocacy croup involved in the 
proceeding. Sierra Club filed independent comments. The perspective of 
both croups was complementary and added to the fullness ofllie record.

( e line reference # or Setter sis sip prop mite):

Claimant CPUC Comment

1 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 2013: public resources), which was 
approved by the Governor on September 26, 2013.

- 14-
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PART III: RE o be

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

prociircmcni larecls llicil would facilitate a clean enerev future lor California. Noi 
on 1\ did die Commission adopi a significant prociircmcni tarccl dial will double 
die curreni capacity of enemy Morace in die Cniicd Stales, the Commission also 
based its decision on po I icy guidance lor which Sierra Club advocated, including 
iniccralion of renewables. reduction of peak power and usinc the stale's 
creenhouse cas emission coals as reasons lor adoption enemy storace larecls. 
Sierra Club also contributed to the discussions ol'w heilier enerev storace should 
be part of the loading order, the applicabililv of enemy storace to the loadine 
order and w hether pumped Indro should be included in the procurement larecls. 
Additionally. Sierra Club provided extensive input on valuing the attributes of 
enemy storace and how a eost-effeeliveness methodoloev should be developed 
and addressed in the proceeding, which was a primary part of the initial staecs of 
Phase 2 before the ACR was issued.

exceed the cost of participation. Although these benefits are not quantifiable. the 
adoption of procurement tamets vv ill help facilitate a clean enerev future and vv ill 
better effectuate California’s other clean enemy law and policies. The Club's 
advocacv on behalf of aceressivc implementation of the Stale’s clean enemy and 
env ironmenial coals vv ill benefit the ratepayers ov er the lone-term because 
Californians w ill reap the env ironmenial and health benefits intended bv these 
laws. Moreover, the Club’s fee rei|uest is miniscule in comparison to the cost of 
the procurement of enemy storace that this proceeding authorizes.

2 of ill is proceeding by atiendinc all workshops and commentinc on the 
Administrative Law Judec'sJanuary In. 2013 Rulinc I'.uterine Interim Staff 
Report into Record and Seekinc Comments, on the Assigned Commissioner's 
Rulinc Proposing Storace Procurement Tamets and Mechanisms ('ACR"). and 
the Proposed Decision.

larcets. often like a lone voice in the wind. Hut with the issuance of the ACR. the 
proceeding turned dramatically and adopted many ofllie positions that Sierra 
Club had been advocatine. Sierra Club filed a thirty-five pace comment letter in 
addition to scores of supportinc documentation to ensure that the record supported 
the decision. Sierra Club prov ided record support to main ofllie positions of the

- 15-
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for the police guidance articulated in ihc ACR. Once llic imposed Decision 
alTirnied much ol'lhe ACR and many of die positions for which Sierra ( lull 
advocated. Sierra ( lull sulmiiucd relativelv alihrcx iaied comments.

and cost-effectiveness and participated in the workshops held on the topic. The 
Commission held 5 workshops evaluation the use eases and eost-el'feeliveness in 
from September 2012 to March 2ul3. The use eases fed into analyses conducted 
by two consultant croups: liRRI and kl-.MA. To evaluate these eost-effeeliveness 
analyses. Sierra Club cammed a consultant. LeoShift Consulliim. LeoShift 
Consulliim produced a report, attached to Sierra Club's July 3. 2013 ()peniim 
Comments on the Assigned Commissioner's Ruliim. that reviewed the I.RRI and 
kl A1A studies and contributed additional information to the record to fully 
capture the benefits of enercy storage. While other parlies arcued that liRRI and 
kl.MAs studies should be disregarded. Sierra Club drew on bcoShift’s report to 
arc lie that the I! PR 1 and klAlA studies be used to determine eost-el'feeliv eness of 
enerev storace projects, with the undcrsiandiim that additional data must be added 
to ensure that the full benefits ol'enercy storace are captured. The final decision 
rei|uired that the lOls evaluate procrams usiim I! PR I and klAIA's studies, in 
addition to whatever methodolocy they develop in-house (I). 13-1()-()4(). p. h3). 
lieoShil't's work also prov ided Sierra Club w ith substantial ev idenec for jusiilyiim 
proeuremeni tarcels tis 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 CliJA on briefinc. The limited overlap 
in the work involved internal rev iew of filincs. and ensurinc the accuracy of the 
filincs. Sierra Club worked with LcoShift. which produced an independent 
analysis on cost-effective issues and contributed to various sections of our 
comments on the ACR. The Club also judiciously used the expertise of Robert 
ITechliim. I le is an energy expert vv ho prov ides important insmlu and nuance to 
Sierra Club’s position. Sierra Club also hired an expert to help with the initial use 
ease workshops but Sierra Club has not claimed his lime.

hours that appeared excessive, redundant or unnecessary.

seopiim ruliim coordination with other parties ex-parte mecliims. ( 14"■>)

- 16-
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........
Rate $ Total $ Hours Rate $ Total $Year Hours Basis for Rate*

44.80 360 D. 13-12-027 16.128
ItoMi'i

205.7 390 See Comment 1 80.223
UoMov

2013 69.3 210 See Comment 2 14.553
Barsimanlov

20.5 190 See Comment 3 3.895
Mtilvanev

0.7 165 D.13-10-068 115.50
Frcchling

18.1 180 See Comment 4 3.258.00
l rochliii-

24.7 130 See Comment 5 3.211.00
\ile> e> e

197.3 135 See Comment 5 26.635.5
Aileveve

... .......................................... — - ■ — '

**, etc,);

Total $ Hours Total $Rate

I/:$«
■ ~

■ ■
.........................."""" ' ” '

__ ...

Total $

1.989

Hours Total $Rate

2013 10.2 195 See Comment 6

10.9 67.5 See Comment 7 735.75
\iL". e;. e

- 17 -
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Detail Amount Amount# Item

TOTAL AWARD: $

;sary,
attach rationale, 

jparer’s normal hourly rate.

Actions Affecting 
Eligibility (Yes/No?)

Date Admitted to CA BAR2 Member Number

explanation

December3, 1996 184528 No

C. At on Pa Claimant
€01

Attachr™"* —

Rost ox's 2013 rale includes a requested 5% step increase pursiiaiil lo I).08-04-110 and a 
2% COLA pursuant lo Resolution ALJ-287. (360 x 5% rounded to nearest 5S = 380. 380 
x 2% rounded lo nearest 5S = 390). This would he Rostov's first 5% step increase.

Rarsimnnlox was awarded a rate of$195 for work in 2010 in D.12-05-032. Ilnrsimantox‘s 
2013 rale includes a requested 5% step increase pursuant lo D.08-04-110 and a 2%
COLA pursuant lo Resolution ALJ-287. (195 x 5% rounded to nearest 5S = 205. 205 x 
2% rounded lo nearest 5$ = 210). 'I llis would he Barsimanlox's first 5% step increase.

Mills ones was awarded a rate of S175 for work in 2010 in D.12-05-032. Mulxanex‘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 lo nearest 5S = 185. 185 x 2% 
rounded to nearest 5S = 190). This would he Mulxanex's first 5% step increase.

ITeehling's 2013 rale includes a requested 5% step increase pursuant lo D.08-04-110 and 
a 2‘Co COLA pursuant lo Resolution ALJ-287. (165 x 5% rounded lo nearest 5$ = 175.
175 x 2% rounded to nearest 5S = 180). This would he ITeehling's second 5% step 
increase.

Adenike Adcxeyc works as a Research and Policy Analyst in Larllijuslicc'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 lo defending the 
right of all people to a healths environment. Larlh justice rcccixcs no compensation for 
its representation and will only receixe compensation for its services based on the award 
of inters enor compensation.

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

-18-
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I'.nx ironnienl:iI Studies in 2011 (resume nttiichcd). She Inis worked on PI (' proceedings 
including the 2012 Long Term Procurement Phinning nnd Knergx Slorsige proceedings 
since March 2012. She lulls within the 0-6 xear range lor experts. Sierra C lub requests 
the minimum in the rouge lor Imlli 2012 and 2013.

This is one-half of calculated 2013 rule lor William Koslox (See Comment I). Note.
Sierra Club is onlx requesting compensation lor the request lor compensation ;ind not the 
amended NOI.

I'll is is one-half of the proposed 2013 rule for Adcnikc Adexcxc (See Commenl 5). 

Certificate of Serx ice 

Adenike Adexexe Resume 

Timesheets

D. CPUC J€ CO!

Reason

>)or

C

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 f 
requirements of Pub. Util. Code §§ 1

fails to satisfy] all

Claimant is awarded $1.

2.

1

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: 
liiM-elass mail: and or 
eleetronie mail

[ ]
[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

. . FOR: CALIFORNIA HYDROPOWER

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000EMAIL ONLY

SB GT&S 0333090
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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

SB GT&S 0333091
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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

SB GT&S 0333092
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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 @KINGS RIVERENERNOC, INC.

PO BOX 378 4886 EAST JENSEN AVENUE

SB GT&S 0333093
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ADAMS BROADWELL JOSEPH & CARDOZO 
601 GATEWAY BLVD. S'TE 10 00

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 0333094
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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: (l)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 0333095



Kevis ’ember 2013

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.

P.U.D. NO. 1 OF SNOHOMISHIS, INC.

SB GT&S 0333096
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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 Only
MARY C. HEMMINGSEN ALLEN FREIFELD

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY PACIFICORP

EMAIL ONLY NRG WEST & SOLAR

SB GT&S 0333097
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MARIN CLEAN ENERGY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY BROOKFIELD RENEWABLE ENERGY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY

SB GT&S 0333098
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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

SB GT&S 0333099
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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 0333100
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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
20374-5018

STATESIDE ASSOCIATES 
2300 CLARENDON BLVD., STE.WASHINGTON NAVY YARD, DC

407

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

MENOMONEE FALLS, WI 53051 BEVERLY HILLS, CA 60210

SB GT&S 0333101
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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 0333102
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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

SB GT&S 0333103
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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

SB GT&S 0333104
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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., STE 400 BERKELEY, CA 94549

SB GT&S 0333105
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2010 CROW CANYON PLACE, STE.CALPINE CORPORATION

4160 DUBLIN BLVD, 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

SB GT&S 0333106
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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

SB GT&S 0333107
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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

SB GT&S 0333108
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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 0333109
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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

SB GT&S 0333110
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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

SACRAMBNTO. (A 05814-55 12

( iililbniiii.

|Siun;mire|

■

SB GT&S 0333111
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/ "YE

EDUCATION
University, School of Forestry & Environmental Studies, New I lavcn, CI1

A faster of I inrimmenlal A lanagement, Social 1 icologv of Conservation & Development, Mav 2011. 
ffi Awards: 11.5. Department of education Foreign. La.ngua.ge and -Area. Studies Fellow, Teresa

1 leinz Scholar for environmental Research, Findsav Fellow for Research in Africa, Yale Tropical
Resources. Institute I xdlow

Yale University, Nett71 lavcn, CT
Bachelor of Arts, environmental Studies, Slav 2007.
ffi Awards: Gavlord Donnellev Prize for excellence in environmental Studies, Yale Mellon, 

li n d e rgr a d u a t e R e s e a r c h (I r a n. t

CA
j.arv 2012..Present)
ent outreach to support litigation, in the air, environmental health, andv^.hu,luu nonu \...i i tmu

climate change practice groups.

The World Bank, Washington, DC 
Consultant (December 201.1..ja.ii.ua.rv 2012)
ffi Analvzed the Bank portfolio of over 600 municipal solid, waste management projects globallv, 

with a. focus on. environmental and social co.benefits that solid waste management provides.

Yale Hixon Center for Urban Ecology, New7 I lavcn, CT
Research Assistant for Professor Amity 'Doolittle (September 201.1.December 2011.)
ffi Transcribed and coded stakeholder interview's about natural resource management and use in 

New I lavcn.

Wa.terA.id Nigeria, Abuja and Ado.Fkiti, Nigeria
Independent Researcher (June 2010..August 201.0)
ffi Designed a research project focused on gender roles and decision..making in comm.uni.tv.led total

sanitation projects in Find State, Nigeria. Conducted interview's in three rural communities and 
local government offices. Drafted report evaluating the sanitation projects' progress on
achieving gender cquifv. i

Environmental Law Institute, Washington, DC
Research .Associate (julv 2007.June 2009); Intern Coordinator (Mav 2008..June 2009)

Conducted research and planned -workshops for topics such as climate justice, 
brownfields revitalization, environmental law's and alternative dispute resolution, gender and 
natural resource management, and sustainable fisheries management.

1 Fred and managed undergraduate interns for the Research & Police Division.

ffi

ffi

Independent Researcher, Bafev Pibcrtad, Domimon Republic (April..June 2006; December 2006
..Januarv 2007)
ffi Researched access to waste disposal and. patterns of latrine access and use in a

peri..urban Haitian migrant farmworker communifv in the Dominican Republic. Produced a
water and sanitation map of the communin’ using ArcGIS.

Publications

SB GT&S 0333113
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Adcvcvc, A. (2011). Gender and Communirv.1 .ed Total Sanitation: A Case Study of Hkiti State,
Nigeria. Tropica/ Re sources Bulletin, 30, 15.24.

Adevcvc, A., Barrett, j., Diamond, )., Goldman, 1',., Pendergrass,_)., and Schramm, D. (2009).
Iestimating ITS, (ioremmentalSubsidies to i energy Sources: 2002-2000, Washington, DC: 
Finvironmental 1 ,a\v Institute.

Skills and Languages

ffi Microsoft Office suite, Macromedia Dreamweaver, Adobe Contribute, Adobe Soundboofh,
ArcCS IS.

ffi Spanish: Professional working proficiency. Yoruba: Filernentaiw oral proficiency; Intermediate 
writte11 p ro fn: ic 11cv.

SB GT&S 0333114
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3:

for Attorney’s and Experts1
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Hours pf iWiiliarrrRostov, Attorney in 2012 end 2013

Totai'iDate Description A B C D E F 6 H

User: William Rostov

Review workshop-materials; email withiiVIatti 
Vespa, email materials (to-Ron Dickerson and i
Robertfreehling

S/15/2012 0.60 0.60

8/16/2012 TCW iMattiVespare: energy storage workshop 0.20 0.20

TCW Ron Dickerson re: Energy Storage : 
workshop-materials

8/16/2012 0.50 0.50

Draft-notes (for SVlattiVespa for (workshop; 
email to him

8/16/2012 1.00 1.00

TCW P.Liddell, CESA, re: energy storage : 
proceeding

8/30/2012 0.40 0.40

8/30/2012 OCW A.Adeyeye ire: energy storage workshop 0.30 0.30

Review A.Adeyeye notes on energy storage : 
workshop

8/30/2012 0.30 0.30

8/31/2012 TCW Ron Dickerson re: storage workshop 0.40 0.40

9/4/2012

9/4/2012
9/4/2012
9/4/2012
10/1/2012

10/12/2012 OCW iVlattVespa-and fVlike'tJacobsTe: strategy 0.90

Email fylattiVespa and ilVlike Jacobs re:i 
workshop materials re: use casesybriefy review 
them

10/15/2012 0.30 0.30

Energy storage-workshop; lunch witlrJViike i 
Jacobs and lUdi 'Heilman?; postworkshop t 
discussion with JVIike Jacobs

10/16/2012 6.70 6.70

11/14/2012 CPUCworkshop m storage rriodeling tool (EVST 3.00 3.00

Review email frorrnED staff; review pur: 
comments; email to-expert

11/27/2012 0.60 0.60

Review iED staff materials and-pur comments in 
proceeding

11/28/2012 0.70 0.70

11/29/2012 Review CESAR response to staff issue paper 0.20 0.20

TCW (Dike-Jacobs and A.Adeyeyere: staffs 
proposal for Pec. 4 workshop

11/29/2012 1.10 1.10

TCW RayPringieTe: energy storage proceeding!
and’CESA's position

11/29/2012 0.30 0.30

Prepare for storage -workshops; review puri 
briefs, statute-end state reports.'[Develop!

uestions; email with Ron i 
view use case filing; email; 
tt'iVespa

11/30/2012 4.50 4.50

ig re: storage as preferred i
11/30/2012 0.70 0.70

12/1/2012 2.50 2.50

1
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Hours pf iWilliarrrRostov, Attorney in 2012 end 2013

Total [Date Description A B C D E F 6 H
Email with fvfike'Jacobs re: use ic 
workshops

12/2/2012 0.40 0.40

12/3/2012 TCW Mike itacobs ire: workshop c

Energy Storage workshop (1.3 for >uncn with : 
Clean-Coalition end A123 representative)

12/3/2012 6.50 6.50

Post Workshop (discussion with CESA lawyer12/3/2012 0.40 0.40

Energy Storage workshop (1.3 for lunch with : 
David Miller, CEERT)

12/4/2012 4.30 4.30

12/4/2012 Post workshop-discussions 0.40 0.40
Review Mike Jacobs emaii;eniail with (Vlatti 
Vespa; text with Mike ilacobspreview notes;
frormworkshop

12/4/2012 0.50 0.50

Review CESA and state agency documents i 
related to workshop topics; devleop approach ; 
toieomrnents

12/5/2012 2.00 2.00

Email >Alofe Gupta re: cost "effectiveness sub
12/5/2012 0.10 0.10

group

12/5/2012 review Alloke Gupta response to my email 0.10 0.10

TCW A.Adeyeye and Mike Jacobssre: approach : 
to yaluation-and procurement targets

12/11/2012 0.60 0.60

12/11/2012 OCW A.Adeyeye re: research issues
Issue Areas;

Total (Hours for Will 'Rostov, Attorney in ;2012

1/7/2013 Review energy storage staff report 1.00 1.00

2
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Hours pf iWiiliaorRostov, Attorney in 2012 end 2013

TotaliDate Description A B C D E F 6 H
Prepare for rntg, with Mike ilacobsytOCW i 
A.Adeyeye re: staff paper

1/8/2013 0.30 0.30

TCW Mike tJacobs'iand A.Adeyeye re: staffi 
reports'iand comment strategy

1/3/2013 0.50 0.50

1/14/2013 Review documents for workshop 0.30 0.30

Workshop pn procurment targets/arrive 20: 
minutes early end'AQ-rninutes pf lunch)

1/14/2013 5.00 5.00

1/17/2013 TCW 'Deputy AGre: storage issues 0.40
Review Mike Jacobs write 'up; review filings ; 
from ilointATPP/storage workshop; DCW i

1/22/2013 A.Adeyeye re: approach toxomrnents; review ;

presentations end "staff report; outline i 
comments

0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 4.00

1/23/2013 Draftpomments
TCW ilVIJacobs pnd'A.Adeyeye re: storage']1 In A In A1 3 0.50

t\V X.KJ3C CIICLIVC t I ICU I U WH W5g.y pCLUUi I OilU
1/31/2013 1.00 1.50

draftTelated proceedings section
2/1/2013 Revise comments; email Nikeire: same 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 1.00

Revise-comments; review pur previous i 
comments

2/2/2013 0.60 0.60 0.60 3.00

2/4/2013 Finalize comments 0.30 0.30 0.30 1.50
Compile replies'pnd briefly review select i 
replies

2/5/2013 40 0.40 0.40 0.40 2.00

2/7/2013 Review replies 0.6 60 0.60 0.60 3.00
Review materials re: cost 'effectiveness 1

2/3/2013 0.50
workshop

3
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Hours pf WiiliarrrRostov, Attorney in 2012 end 2013

TotalsDate Description A B C D E F 6 H
Prepare for Energy storage post Effectiveness i

2/11/2013 2.00 2.00
workshop

2/11/2013 TCW jVI.Vespaire: CESA comment 0.10 0.10
2/11/2013 Email 'clients re: CESA comments 0.20 0.20

2/11/2013 TCW iRobert'iFreehling ire: pumped storage 0.30 0.30

Attend post ’effeciveness workshop; arrive ;1S:
mins. Early., talk to other parties

2/12/2013 4.30 4.80

Review A.Adeyeye reply comment sections; 
OCW her re: same

2/13/2013 0.30 0.30

2/14/2013 Review (hike's section and DR reply
TCW Ron Dickerson re: storage reply i 
comments

2/14/2013 0.50 0.50

2/15/2013 Draft-reply
2/13/2013 Revise reply

2/19/2013 Revising reply end reviewing other replies 0.30 1.40 0.60 0.60 0.60 4.00

2/20/2013 TCW iRobertf reehling re: reply comments 0.40 0.40 0.80

Revise replybased pn Robert's freezing's end : 
Ron Dickerson comments

2/20/2013 0.30 0.70 1.50

2/20/2013 Revise reply and email itoclients 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.80

Review reply brief; incorporate edits; multi1 
OCW A.Adeyeye; review some cites; finalize i 
brief; skirrnreply briefs frorrrpther parties

2/21/2013 0.60 1.10 0.60 0.60 0.60 3.50

2/23/2013 Review Alton energy reply brief
2/23/2013 R ALJ order pn 'evidentiary bearings 0.10

Review workshop notice; 'email to fames i 
Barismantov re: cost 'effectiveness; review; 
related idocumentsfor email

3/11/2013 1.00 1.00

TCW fames iBarsirnantov re: working pn ;ener;
storage-proceedig

3/15/2013 0.70 0.70

Gather relevant-documents for fames; 
Barsimantov and email thernto him

3/15/2013 0.30 0.30

Review energy storage briefs and prepare for: 
meeting with Rachel Peterson; OCW ; 
A.Adeyeye ire: preparation for meeting

3/20/2013 2.00 2.00

TCW Robert f reehlingwid'A.ftdeyeye ire: mtg. 
with Rachel Peterson

3/20/2013 0.50 0.50

Mtg. with Rachel Peterson re: storage ; 
proceeding

3/20/2013 0.30

3/20/2013 Postrntg. discussion iwith'A.Adeyeye 0.20

3/21/2013 OCW A.ftdeyeye'ye: mtg. Rachel Peterson 0.10 U.1U

3/21/2013 0.60 0.60

3/22/2013

3/22/2013

3/25/2013 5.00 5.00

ICS ;
3/29/2013 0.30 0.30

and follow up email to him

4
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Hours pf jWilliam-Rostov, Attorney in 2012 end 2013

TotalsDate Description A B C D E F 6 H
Review slides from cost ’effectiveness i 
workshop; prepare for call with expertpR email 
from Robert iFreehting ire: cost-numbers;i 
forward to [JarnsessBarismontav

4/1/2013 0.30 0.30

Review iR.FreehlmgTe: comparative costs i 
between-ptorage-pndsa peaker4/2/2013 0.10 0.10

TCW -James Barismantov, Robert iFreehting end ; 
A.Adeyeye ire: cost ’effective end proeurment i4/2/2013 0.50 0.40 0.90

5/15/2013

6/4/2013 0.20 0.20
status

6/10/2013 TCW CBE (attorneys re: colioboration with CEJA 0.60 0.60

Review energy storage-decision; OCW i 
A.Adeyeye ire: decision; email to clients; think
aboutresponse

6/10/2013 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 3.00

TCW lEvan iGillespie, jVlatt f/espa and n 
A.Adeyeye re: ruling-sand strategy

6/11/2013 0.30 0.30

6/11/2013 TCW Robert freehfing pnd-A.Adeyeye-re: ruling 0.80

6/11/2013 TCW James iBarsmantov re: ruling 0.30
Review Decision; takesnotes on issues form :

6/11/2013

6/11/2013
6/12/2013

Email (with Roger Lin and Maya-Golden 'Krasner: 
re: comments

6/12/2013 0.20 0.20

6/13/2013 Draft outline pf comments; email to A.Adeyeye 0.30 0.80

6/17/2013 Review expertidraft; iTCW Mlatt iVespare: same n an n an

6/17/2013 TCW MattiVespaje: experts-jand strategy
6/17/2013 Revise outline; email to'CBE 0.20

TCWJVlattiVespa re: comments; reviews 
comments ]frorrniamesBarismantov;review s
cost ’effectiveness study; revise putlineyPCW s 
A.Adeyeye ire: comments and strategy; (review : 
ruling and divide up work for comments

6/13/2013 0.50 1.00 1.50 3.00

6/13/2013 Cali with CBE re: dividing up putline 0.40
6/19/2013 Email todancie Un end exchange CiVl 0.20

Cai! with'iiames iBarsimantovre: storage i 
comments: icost ’effectiveness sand (market] 
transformation; prepare for call with -James

6/13/2013 0.50 0.50 1.00

6/20/2013 TCW Don iliddetl, CESA ire: storage ruling 0.20 0.20

6/21/2013 TCW R.Freehiing ire: energy storage decision 0.70 0.70

Prepare for All ’Party Meeting6/24/2013 3.50 3.50
Email iwith-iiames-|Barismantovire: liis-potes-piTi 
ACR; review ihis potespiTCW James-fiarismantov 
and A.Adeyeye re: comment end ail party i 
strategy

6/24/2013 0.50 0.50 1.00

Meeting with A.Adeyeye re: ell ’party meeting-] 
comments and answer to (questions

6/24/2013 0.40 0.40

5
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Hours pf [WitliarrrRostov, Attorney in 2012 end 2013

XotaliDate Description A B C D E F 6 H
Prepare for ell party meeting; draft end i 
practice 0 minutes speech, i Work pn answers;
to'questions

6/24/2013 2.50 2.50

Prepare for @11 party meeting t meet A-Adeyeye 
andxiiscuss approach

6/25/2013 1.00 1.00

Arrive parly |for @11 party meeting; touch base i 
with CESA6/25/2013 0.50 0.50

Ail 'pary meeting;6/25/2013 2.50 2.50
postiAli 'pary meeting discussions with other 
parties

6/25/2013 0.30 0.30

Lunch meeting with CBE, Ihike-iand James i
Barismantov

6/25/2013 0.50 0.50

Edit procrementtargetpection fronrjamess i 
Barismantov; (draft part pf section.

6/25/2013 2.00 2.00

6
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Hours pf jWilliarrrRostov, Attorney in 2012 end 2013

Total iDate Description A B C D E F 6 H

TCW tames Barsmantov re: post ’effectiveness6/26/2013 0.20 0.20

Incorporate-pieces frormexperts pn i 
procurment targets;'draft procurement target] 
section

6/26/2013 3.00 3.00

Review cost ’effectiveness section; email with i 
James Barismatov re: section6/27/2013 2.00

Revise procurment sections and sections from; 
Roger iin6/27/2013 2.00 1.00 3.00

Revise RAM/RFO section; email with Roger tin i 
re: same; iTCW Roger tin re: same

6/28/2013 2.00 2.00

6/28/2013 TCW Robertf reehlingre: comments
Webeastiof cost 'effectivenew workshop6/28/2013
Email iwitfrifames Barismantov re: cost 
effectiveness section

6/28/2013 0.30

6/28/2013 Draftresponse tcnotheriquestions
Revise-]draftpf comments; email to clients; 
email to'CBE

6/29/2013

Review iRobertf reehling Comentswnd i 
incorporate his edits; email ico ’counsel and i
James-Barismantov re: same

7/1/2013 0.50 0.70 0.30 0.20 0.20 0.10 2.00

Draftremainingsections pf (brief brid intro; 
multiple iTCW A.Adeyeye re: coordination

7/1/2013 0.50 1.50 0.50 1.00 3.50

TCW fVlattk/espa re: Comment; jncoporate his i 
edits itothe Intro

7/2/2013 0.30 0.30

Revise Kommentietter; email with (Roger iin; 
email end TCW A.Adeyeye re: same

7/2/2013 0.50 2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 6.50

Finalize Comments pn ACR; iTCW R.Freehiing; 
OCW A.Adeyeye re: last minute edits end i7/3/2013 0.20 0.70 0.40 0.40 0.40 0.40 2.50

7
7
7

7, f V V &W w II (LIUUCII ( G . SW|W PS f i I I i g (WiW IlltllCI

Email with James (Barismantov re: (questions j 
aboutpomments end review his-potes

7/10/2013 0.30 0.30

7/10/2013 Review comments end draft-reply brief
Draft-reply focusing pn procurement targets ; 
and'cost ’effectiveness

7/11/2013 4.00

Draft-section pn procurementtargets; review 1 
related pleadings

7/12/2013 1.50 1.00 2.50

Review pleadings; iDR sectiorrpn procurement 1 
targets

7/13/2013 2.00

y,
7,

0 w KJ 0 w KJ Z..C/U S.JU
pumped-(hydro section
Draftpost ‘effiveness-section7/16/2013 3.50 3.50

Finalize firstTdraftComments pn ACR; email 
with Roger din end plientsre: comments

7/17/2013 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 1.50

7/18/2013 TCW (R.Freehiing

7/18/2013 TCW PamonIVloglen pf FOE re: coordination 0.30 0.30

7/18/2013 Revise brief 0.10 0.20 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.70

y
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Hours pf iWiiliarrrRostov, Attorney in 2012 end 2013

Total iDate Description A B C D E F 6 H

7/18/2013 Email with -Roger Lin pumped hydro (argument 0.20 0.20

Revise draft; incorporate iR.Freehlirig's i 
comments

7/13/2013 0.60 3.00

Revise end finalize document; Incorporate ; 
edits; -email with Roger Lin, multi 'QCW; 
A.Adeyeye

7/19/2013 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.50 0.60 3.50

3/7/2013 TCW iCESApnd iFOE
3/15/2013 TCW iR.Freehling ire: px parte

Review pur comment end other parties reply: 
briefs

3/19/2013 1.50 1.50 a nn

3/20/2013 Review Energy (Storage rept
Prepare for rrrtg. with fVlelic 
reading replies

3/21/2013 <C .tJU

Pre (meeting ire: pxparte withliVieficiaCharies3/26/2013 0.30 0.90

Prepare for pxsparte.preview pur tesimony and i 
some replies; meet Adeyeye end Roger Lin

3/23/2013 2.00 2.00

3/23/2013 Ex-parte with tfVleiicia Charles-;
9/3/2013 Skim-(energy storage decision

TCW Stephanie jWangsCleen Coalition ire: 
energy storage iPD

9/13/2013 0.30 0.30

Review iPD based pn-ponversation-with CLEEN 
Coalition; CJraftxommentspn iPD

9/13/2013 1.50

9/16/2013 Review P.D; riraftieommentSTon PD 4.00
Revise energy storage comment; email to ; 
clients

9/19/2013 0.30

TCW Bobertf reehlingre: energy storage ; 
comment

9/19/2013 0.30 0.30

Email re: storage cor 
recirculate; make eh

wise comment;-
9/20/2013 0.30 0.70 1.00

9/27/2013 Draft reply commen . 2.00
9/23/2013 Draft-reply comments 2.00
9/29/2013 Revise reply comments 1.30

Review and storage reply comment; (email with 
Roger Lin; incorporate his comments; ; 
ineorporate'A.Adeyeye-edits

9/30/2013 0.30 0.30 0.40 1.00

Issue Areas i
Total Hours for (Will Rostov, Attorney in (2013

Requestfor Compensation ;

and reviewing relevant compensation 
guidelines

12/17/2013 2.00

Review hours and reduce time12/17/2013 1.00

12/19/2013 1.50

12/19/2013 2.00

12/19/2013 1.70

i nn
12/20/2C

Totals

3
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Hours pf iWiiliarrrRostov, Attorney in 2012 end 2013

Total iDate Description A B C D E F 6 H

h
!

Office pail (with ioc
R Review i
RV Revise ;

Telephone call with iTCW

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

SB GT&S 0333128



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 nf Adenike Adeyeye, Research Analyst in 2012 and 2013

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

Adeyeye

9/4/2012 Talk with Rostov re iistoragerPHC,
Research ion energy storage policies, proceedings, end 
projects.

11/29/2012 0,40

Cali with Jacobs and Rostov about energy storage! 
proceeding.

11/29/2012 1.10 1.10

Talk with Jacobs and Rostov aboutnext storage i 
workshop.

11/30/2012 0,20

Call with iRobertfreehlingand Rostov re: storage es i 
preferred resources

11/30/2012 0,70

12/3/2012 Energy storage workshop.
12/4/2012 Energy storage workshop.
12/4/2012 Listening to ptoraj

Cal I with Jacobs and Rostov about upcoming energy i 
storage workshops land procurement targets.

12/11/2012 0,60

Reading'iKEMAscientist'sresearch on storage-end airy
12/11/2012 0,60

12/18/2012 2,10As,
■eportpm i

12/19/2012 4,00 4.00
energy storage.

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

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

1/7/2013 'age staff-report. 1,00
1/7/2013 Talk with Rostov about storage staff report. 0.10

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

Talkingwith Rostov and Jacobs about 'comments pm staff i
1/8/2013 0,50

1/14/2013 Energy storage workshop ion 'procurement-targets. 5,00
Reviewing lenergy storage documents, particularly use i 
cases end comments by free filing.

1/17/2013 0,50 0.50

Locating and reviewing iSDG&E's general rate rase i 
application and testimony, writing-notes ion their i
treatment of stor

1/17/2013 2.20 2,20

1/22/2013 Talk to Rostov about storage staff report'comments. 0,10
Notes pn Jacobs's draft 'comments pn CPUC interim staff i

1/22/2013 2,40
report.
Reviewing Jacobs's -comments, talking with Rostov about i 
comments.

1/23/2013 0,70

Calf with Jacobs and Rostov about energy storage i

i/Z.O/ZUiU I I I I
1/28/2013

1/29/2013
ding.

1/30/2013 Drafting-comments pn Track i2 interim staff report. 3,70
1/30/2013 Draftingxommen i staff-report. 0,80
1/30/2013 Drafting comments pn Track 2 interim staff report. 2,40
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Hours nf Adenike sftdeyeye, Research Analyst in 2012 and 2013

TotalDate Description A B C D E F G H
Reading draft of comments on Phase i2 Interim Staff'' i 
Report,

2/1/2013 0,20 0,20 0,20 0,20 0.80

Reviewingand cite 'checking-energystorage comments.2/4/2013 0,70 0,70 0,70 0,70 0,70 3.50

2/7/2013 Reviewingiother parties energy storage-comments. 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0,20 0,20 1.20
Reviewingiother parties' 'comments ion Phase'S Interim i 
St;

2/7/2013 0,40 0,40 0,40 0,40 0,40 0,30 2.30

Reviewing pther parties' comments ion Phase'2 Interim ;
Staff Report,‘i

2/7/2013 0,20 0,20 0,20 0,20 0,20 0,20 1.20

Reviewing'Other parties' comments pn Phase‘2 Interim ; 
Staff Report, i2/7/2013 0,20 0.20 0,20 0,20 0,20 0,10 0,20

2/8/2013 Talk with Rostov about-energy storage reply comments. 0,10 n r a 0,10 0,10 0,10

2/11/2013 Revie wing'energy storage workshop documents.
Reviewing-energy storage workshop documents, writing i
up notes, sending mol

2/11/2013

2/12/2013 Ene rgy storage cost ie
Talk with RostovBboi
workshop.

2/12/2013

2/12/2013 Erie rgy storage cost'effectiveness workshop. 2,20
Reviewing pther parties commentsxm Phase 2 Interim i 
Staff Report, drafting reply comments cm Phase 2 Interim i
Staff Report.

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

2/13/2013 Revisingxeply comments ion Phase 2 Interim staff report. 0,20 0,20

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

2/13/2013 Drafting reply-comments ion Phase 2 Interim staff report. 0,80 0.40 0,80

2/20/2013 Talk with Rostov about storage reply comments. 0.10 0.10

2/20/2013 Reviewing Bnd editing energy'Storage reply comments. 0,30 0,40 0.30

Cite checking'iand editing draft reply comments to Interim i 
Staff Report.

2/21/2013 1.10 1.10 1.10 3.30

Cite checkingand leditingiclraft reply commemtsto 'Interim i 
Staff Report,

2/21/2013

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

Talk with Rostov
CommissionenPetemean's staff.

3/19/2013

3/20/2013 Calf
3/20/2013 Me
3/25/2013 Ene
3/25/2013 Energy storage workshop. 1.20

Reviewing presentations from 8/25 workshop on i 
mode ling end notes from workshop in advance of call i 
with expert.

4/2/2013 1.20

TCW fames iBarsimantov, Robert iFreehling and Rostov re: i 
cost 'effective end proa

4/2/2013 0,50 0,40

6/10/2013 Cali with CEJA about pm
6/10/2013 Readingpnergy-ptorage
6/10/2013 rgy storage ACR,
6/10/2013 Talk with Rostov about ACR,
6/11/2013 Research planned energy storage projects!
6/11/2013 TCW 'Robert freeh ling Bind Rostov re: ruling 0,30

ffi/11/'? cm. C.alt nA/ifh pnprprsitnraop P¥nprt

2
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Hours nf Adenike Adeyeye, Research Analyst in 2012 and 2013

TotalDate Description A B C D E F G H
Research into amount of iMWcof Energy 'storage already i 
committed in leadrlOU service area.

6/18/2013 2,70 7 -/a

Read Barsimarttov's put line and comments Bn energy i 
storage -proceeding.

6/18/2013

6/18/2013 Talk with Rostov about energy-storage comment putline. 0,10 0,10 0,20 0,10 0,10 0,10 0.70

6/19/2013 F
6/19/2013 ft

t:
6/19/2013 1,00 i ,uu Z..OO

comments ion the Commissioner's ruling.

6/20/2013 Reviewing idocu rnents a nd idrafting tommertts bn ACR, 2,00 0,50 1.00 3.50

Working ion energy-storage comments; reading-]
documents ion demand response and energy storage.

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

6/24/2013 Readingenergyistorage -documents from CESA 0.200,20
6/24/2013 Preparation fore! 5UC, 0,20 0.20

Working ion Energy storage comments ion Commissioner's 
proposed ruling.

6/24/2013 0,50 1.00 0,50 1.00 0,50 3.50

6/24/2013 Call with iBarsimarrtov, 0,50

6/24/2013 Readingienergystoragedocumentsifrom Barsimantov, 1.00

6/25/2013 Meeting’beforeall party-meeting to'discuss comments. 1,00 1.00

6/26/2013 Cite ‘checking fcoShift icostieffectiveness -document. 4.50
6/27/2013 Reading-drafts pf energy storage comments. 0.10 0,10
6/27/2013 C itecheckingcomments 1,00 0,50 0,50 0,50 0,50
6/28/2013 Cost'Effectiveness-workshop, 4,80

EditingiEcoShift-report/iwriting-ia summaryof EcoShift i 
comments.

7/1/2013 3,50

Checking-citations, ilistingcited reports for inclusion in i 
service to service list.

7/1/2013 2,50 1.00 0,30 3.80

7/2/2013 Incorporatingadits and cite -checking-comment'letter. 2,50 2,00 0,50 0,30 5.30

Compiling attachments tocomment fetter and i
a-comment'letter.

7/2/2013 3,00 1.00 4.00

7/3/2013 Final-adits and corrects to CPUC docs 1.00 1.20
7/3/2013 Cite checking rand proofing ACR loperii nts. 0.60 0.60 0,60 0.

Reading energy storage iemails and printingiopeningr 
comments ion the ACR.

7/8/2013 0.10 0,10 0.10 0.10 0,10

7/8/2013 R e a d i n g io p e n i n g x o m rn e n t s "B n A C R, 0,20 0,10 0,10 0.10 0,
7/8/2013 Readingppeningpommentspn ACR, 0.40 0,40 0,30 0.30 0,
7/8/2013 Reading to p eningcommen ts io n A C R,
7/9/2013 Reading opening com ments-pnACR.

Readingppeningpommentspn storage ACR and i
7/10/2013 1.00 1,00 0,90 0,80 0,90 0.90

Readingppeningpommentspn storage ACR and i
compiling-notes.

7/11/2013 0,90 0.90 0,90 0,90 0,90 0,90

Writing-draft pf section pf reply comments pn Storage i
ACR,

7/12/2013 1.00 1.00 1.00

Review draft pf reply icommentsdiRPS section7/15/2013 0.30
7/16/2013 Talk with Rostov, 0.20

■7 i V 013 [Reading-storage draft. I | 0,30| 0,30| | 0,20| J__ L

3
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Hours nf Adenike Adeyeye, Research Analyst in 2012 and 2013

Date Description
Reviewingiother parties' comment letters to add to 
i n re p 1 y c o m m e n 11 e tt e r7/18/2013

Researchingpther parties' assessment pf cost] 
effectiveness studies.

7/18/2013 0,40

7/18/2013 Editing and cite checking-reply comments. 1,20 1.30 1.20
7/19/2013 Cite checking reply comments. 1,40 1,50 1,40
7/31/2013 Reading energy storage reply‘comments. 0.60 0,60 0,60 0,60 0,50 0,10

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

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

Writing-up ex parte mi8/5/2013 0.30
Reviewing -energy storage comments -end iwriti ng notes in i 
preparation for iex parte rneeti ng

8/22/2013 3.70

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

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

Reviewlrig-inotesfrom energy storage prep call and writing- 
up notes end ex parte meeting-outline.

8/27/2013 0,50

8/28/2013
8/ Talk with iRostoviahouti
9/5/2013 Readingenergystor a g e
9/9/2013 a bout energy storage 0,2(
9/10/2013 Reviewing proposed decision i 2,50

Call tO'iFreehling about "energy storage ex 'partes9/10/2013
Issue Areas] D IE Hi To

Total Hours for Adenike Adeyeye, Research Analystiin 2013 80 35,20 12, ,40 7,90 197.30

Request fori
Talkingto Rostov about Energy storage request for ] 
compensation /phase 2), ]

12/17/2013 0.20

Reviewing bI f Phase 2 comments and briefs to compile ]
showing-pf substantial contribution for request for i 
compel

12/17/2013

Edits to the showing-pf substantial contribution fori 
request for compensation In Phase 2. i

12/18/2013

Editing showing-pf substantial compensation for request]
forcompensation i

12/19/2013

Writingiexpianation pf cost 'effectiveness work -completed 
byiEcoShiftfor 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 request for compensation, 
proofreeadingi

12/20/2013

Total i

4
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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

3
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