BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Develop a Rulemaking 13-11-006
Risk-Based Decision-Making Framework to (Filed November 14, 2013)
Evaluate Safety and Reliability Improvements

and Revise the General Rate Case Plan for
Energy Utilities.

NOTICE OF INTENT TO CLAIM INTERVENOR COMPENSATION
AND, IF REQUESTED (and [x ]' checked), ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S
RULING ON COMMUNITIES FOR A BETTER ENVIRONMENT’S SHOWING
OF SIGNIFICANT FINANCIAL HARDSHIP

Customer (party intending to claim intervenor compensation): Communities for a Better
Environment

Assigned Commissioner: Peevey Assigned ALJ: Wong

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

/s/ Maya Golden-Krasner
Maya Golden-Krasner

PART I: PROCEDURAL ISSUES

(To be completed by the party (“customer”) intending to claim intervenor compensation)

Signature:
Date: 5/13/14 Printed Name:

A. Status as “customer” (see Pub. Util. Code § 1802(b)):

The party claims “customer” status because the party is (check one):

1. A Category 1 customer that is an actual customer whose self-interest in the
proceeding arises primarily from his/her role as a customer of the utility and, at the
same time, the customer must represent the broader interests of at least some other
customers. In addition to describing your own interest in the proceeding you must
show how your participation goes beyond just your own self-interest and will benefit
other customers. See, for example, discussion in D.08-07-019 at 5-10.

"' DO NOT CHECK THIS BOX if a finding of significant financial hardship is not needed (in cases where there is a
valid rebuttable presumption of eligibility (Part 1II(A)(3)) or significant financial hardship showing has been
deferred to the intervenor compensation claim).
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2. A Category 2 customer that is a representative who has been authorized by actual
customers to represent them. Category 2 involves a more formal arrangement where a
customer or a group of customers selects a more skilled person to represent the
customer’s views in a proceeding. A customer or group of customers may also form or
authorize a group to represent them, and the group, in turn, may authorize a
representative such as an attorney to represent the group. A representative authorized
by a customer must identify the residential customer(s) being represented and provide
authorization from at least one customer (D.98-04-059 at 30).

3. A Category 3 customer that is a formally organized group authorized, by its articles X
of incorporation or bylaws to represent the interests of residential customers or small
commercial customers receiving bundled electric service from an electrical

corporation.” Certain environmental groups that represent residential customers with
concerns for the environment may also qualify as Category 3 customers, even if the

above requirement is not specifically met in the articles or bylaws.

4. The party’s explanation of its customer status must include the percentage of the
intervenors members who are residential ratepayers or the percentage of the intervenors
members who are customers receiving bundled electric service from an electrical corporation,
and must include supporting documentation: (i.c., articles of incorporation or bylaws).

Please see Attachment 2 in Part IV
Identify all attached documents in Part V.

Attachment 2

* Do you have any direct economic interest in outcomes of the proceeding?” If so, explain:

CBE is a non-profit organization and as such has no economic interest in this proceeding.
All the members of CBE are focused and committed to representing communities of color
and low-income communtities that are exposed to health and safety risks, pollution and

environmental contamination in much higher capacity than their higher income neighbors.

B. Conflict of Interest (§ 1802.3)

1. Is the customer a representative of a group representing the interests Yes
of small commercial customers who receive bundled electric service
from an electrical corporation?

2. If'the answer to the above question is “Yes”, does the customer have a
conflict arising from prior representation before the commission?

* Intervenors representing either a group of residential customers or small commercial customers who receive
bundled electric service from an electrical corporation, must indicate in Part 1, Section A, Item #4 of this form, the
percentage of their members who are residential customers or the percentage of their members who receive bundled
electric service from an electrical corporation. The NOI may be rejected if this information is omitted.

* See Rule 17.1(e).
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C. Timely Filing of Notice of Intent (NOI) (§ 1804(a)(1)):

. Is the party’s NOI filed within 30 days after a Prehearing
Conference?
Date of Prehearing Conference: April 29, 2014

2. Is the party’s NOI filed at another time (for example, because no
Prehearing Conference was held, the proceeding will take less than

30 days, the schedule did not reasonably allow parties to identify issues
within the timeframe normally permitted, or new issues have emerged)?
2a. The party s description of the reasons for filing its NOI at this other time: N/A

2b. The party’s information on the proceeding number, date, and decision number for any
Commission decision, Commissioner ruling, ALJ ruling, or other document authorizing the
filing of NOI at that other time:

On February 26, 2014, ALJ Wong issued a ruling scheduling a prehearing conference on April 29,
2014, making May 29, 2014 the final deadline for filing an NOI. On the same date, AL] W
approved CBE as a party. Thus, CBE’s NOI is timely filed.
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PART ll: SCOPE OF ANTICIPATED PARTICIPATION

(To be completed by the party (“customer”) intending to claim intervenor compensation)
A. Planned Participation (§ 1804(a)(2)(A)(i)):
* The party’s statement of the issues on which it plans to participate.

CBE will work to ensure that the Commission’s goal of developing a risk-based decision-
making framework and tools for it are included in an updated RCP, and that this framework
encourages utilities to prioritize safety, and takes into account environmental justice community
concerns. CBE supports and intends to advocate for the implementation of inherently safer
systems. CBE also supports the Safety Case regime across all industries and seeks the
Commission’s consideration with regard to utilities.

+ The party’s explanation of how it plans to avoid duplication of effort with other parties.

To the extent possible, CBE will coordinate its responses and participation with other
parties to avoid duplication. CBE has previously worked with other parties including the Office of
atepayer Advocates (ORA) and The Utility Reform Network (TURN) in past proceedings to
oordinate efforts, and expects to be in regular contact with these and other parties that are
overing similar issues and interests. CBE has already begun discussing the proceedings with the
tility Workers Union, ORA and TURN.

+ The party’s description of the nature and extent of the party’s planned participation in this
proceeding (to the extent that it is possible to describe on the date this NOI is filed).

To date, CBE filed its Motion for Party status on March 6, 2014, patticipated in the 3-day
workshop March 19-21, filed redlines on the straw proposal on April 7 and attended the
Prehearing Conference on April 29. CBE will continue to be a participant representing
environmental justice concerns in this proceeding, including drafting opening and reply
comments, participating in any evidentiary hearings, and any other briefing or procedures
requested.

Specifically, the issues from the OIR CBE intends to address include, but are not limited to:
The goals, structure, tools, and methodologies used in the risk/safety assessment process;
Timing and process of the risk assessment vis-a-vis the GRC proceeding;

Metrics used in assessing risk of safety, security, and/or reliability deficiencies and linking
it to the requested funding in a GRC, and in determining whether a utility has produced an
adequate risk-informed filing;

Who should bear the cost of developing safety assessment and review tools that the
Commission might be using;

Process changes that could enhance transparency and participation of stakeholders and the
general public.
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B. The party’s itemized estimate of the compensation that the party expects to request,
based on the anticipated duration of the proceeding (§ 1804(a)(2)(A)(i1)):

| Mtem | Hours | Rate$ | Total$ | # |

ATTORNEY, EXPERT, AND ADVOCATE FEES

Moy ol ke () B0 P00 B24000 .
seaeh - B B0

Tlmothy Malloy, UCLA Law School 56,000

and Faculty Dir.,. UCL A Sustainable

Technology and Policy Program

. _-“-

Subtotal: $51,600

OTHER FEES

- @ @

Subtotal: $
COSTS
Misc expenses (e.g., copying, 5500
telecommunications)

Travel —h. 1,500

Subtotal: $ $2 000

TOTAL ESTIMATE: $53,600
Estimated Budget by Issues:
General administrative, procedure, and case management (15% of time)

Legal and expert research, briefing, drafting comments, preparing testimony (60% of time)
Attending hearings, meetings, workshops, examining witnesses (25% of time)

Comments/Elaboration (use reference # from above): The above time estimates reflect CBE’s
reasonable estimate of the amount of time required for CBE to effectively participate in this
proceeding. The amount of any future Request for Compensation will depend upon the
Commission’s decision in this case, as well as the resources that CBE will be able to dedicate to
this proceeding going forward. The reasonableness of CBE hourly rates will be addressed in our
Request for Compensation.

When entering items, type over bracketed text; add additional rows to table as necessary.
Estimate may (but does not need to) include estimated Claim preparation time. Claim preparation
is compensated at /2 professional hourly rate.
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PART lll: SHOWING OF SIGNIFICANT FINANCIAL HARDSHIP

(To be completed by party (“customer”) intending to claim intervenor compensation;
see Instructions for options for providing this information)

A. The party claims “significant financial hardship” for its Intervenor

Compensation Claim in this proceeding on the following basis:

1. “[T]he customer cannot afford, without undue hardship, to pay the costs of
effective participation, including advocate’s fees, expert witness fees, and other
reasonable costs of participation” (§ 1802(g)); or

2. “[I]n the case of a group or organization, the economic interest of the Individual
members of the group or organization is small in comparison to the costs of
effective participation in the proceeding” (§ 1802(g)).

3. A § 1802(g) finding of significant financial hardship in another proceeding,
made within one year prior to the commencement of this proceeding, created a
rebuttable presumption in this proceeding ( § 1804(b)(1)).

ALJ ruling (or CPUC decision) issued in proceeding number:

Date of ALJ ruling (or CPUC decision):

B. The party’s explanation of the factual basis for its claim of “significant financial
hardship” (§ 1802(g)) (necessary documentation, if warranted, is attached to the NOI):

CBE meets the standard listed in Public Utilities Code Section 1802(g): “in the case of a
group or organization, the economic interest of the individual members of the group or

organization is small in comparison to the costs of effective participation in the proceeding.”
CBE is a non-profit corporation. The majority of its members are members of low-income
communities of color. The comparison between their economic interest in this proceeding and
the scale of the proceeding shows an extreme disparity. CBE therefore respectfully requests a
finding of financial hardship under Public Utilities Code section 1802(g).

PART IV: ATTACHMENTS DOCUMENTING SPECIFIC
ASSERTIONS MADE IN THIS NOTICE
(The party (“customer”) intending to claim intervenor compensation
identifies and attaches documents; add rows as necessary)

Attachment No.

Certificate of Service
CBE’s Response to Part 1, A4

SB GT&S 0091497



ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE RULING*
(ALJ completes)

1. The Notice of Intent (NOI) is rejected for the following reasons:

a. The NOI has not demonstrated the party’s status as a “customer” for the
following reason(s):

b. The NOI has not demonstrated that the NOI was timely filed (Part I(B)) for
the following reason(s):

c. The NOI has not adequately described the scope of anticipated participation
(Part II, above) for the following reason(s):

2. The NOI has demonstrated significant financial hardship for the
reasons set forth in Part 111 of the NOI (above).

3. The NOI has not demonstrated significant financial hardship for the
following reasons.

4. The ALJ provides the following additional guidance (see § 1804(b)(2)):

IT IS RULED that:

1. The Notice of Intent is rejected.

2. Additional guidance is provided to the customer as set forth above.

3. The customer has satisfied the eligibility requirements of Pub. Util. Code
§ 1804(a).

4. The customer has shown significant financial hardship.

5. The customer is preliminarily determined to be eligible for intervenor
compensation in this proceeding. However, a finding of significant
financial hardship in no way ensures compensation.

Dated , at San Francisco, California.

Administrative Law Judge

* An ALJ Ruling needs not be issued unless: (a) the NOI is deficient; (b) the ALJ desires to address specific issues
raised by the NOI (to point out similar positions, areas of potential duplication in showings, unrealistic expectations
for compensation, or other matters that may affect the customer’s Intervenor Compensation Claim); or (¢) the NOI

has included a claim of “significant financial hardship” that requires a finding under § 1802(g).
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Attachment 1:
Certificate of Service by Customer

I hereby certify that I have this day served a copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF INTENT TO
CLAIM INTERVENOR COMPENSATION by (check as appropriate):

[ ] hand delivery:
[x] first-class mail; and/or
[x] electronic mail

to the following persons appearing on the official Service List:

Parties

DIANE CONKLIN

SPOKEPERSON

MUSSEY GRADE ROAD ALLIANCE
EMAIL ONLY

EMATL ONLY, CA 00000

FOR: MUSSEY GRADE ROAD ALLIANCE

STEVE CREENWALD

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

EMATL ONLY

EMATL ONLY, CA 00000

FOR: LIBERTY UTILITPIES (CALPECO
ELECIRIC) L1C

CORPORAT ION

51D NEWSOME

REGULATORY MGR,

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
555 WEST FIFTH STRBEET, GT14D6
108 BNGELES, A 90013-1011
GENERATION

FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY

JANE LEE COLE, ES0.

ATTORNEY

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
ELECIRIC OP.

PO BOX 8O0 / 2244 WAINUT GROVE AVENUDR

ROSEMEAD, CA 51770

FOR: SOUTHERN CALTIFORNIA BEDISON COMPANY

COMPANY
(5CE)

EEITH MELVILLE

JOHN LATHROP

DIRECTIOR

DECISION STRATEGIES, L1C
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

FOR: DECISION STRATEGIES, 11O

CATHERINE M, MAZZEO
ASSOCIATE GEN. COUNSEL
SOUTHWEST GAS CORPORATION
5241 SPRING MOUNTAIN ROAD
1AS VEGAS, NV 89150

FOR: SOUTHWEST GAS

NORMAN A, PEDERSEN

HANNA AND MORTON 11P

444 5 FIOWER ST., SUITE 1500
1L.OS ANCGELES, CA 90071-2916
FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

COALITION (SCGEY

NGUYEN OUAN

MGR - REGULATORY AFBFAIRS
GOLDEN STATE WATER CO., -
630 EAST FOOTHILL BOULEVARD

SAN DIMAS, CA 91773
FOR: GOLDEN STATE WATER

DONALD KELIY
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ATTORNEY

SAN DIEGO GAS §& ELECIRIC COMPANY
NETWOREK

101 ASH STREFT, HO-12B

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIBA GAS COMPANY /
ACTION NETWORK

SAN DIEGO GAS §& ELECIRIC COMPANY

MICHAEL SHAMES

SAN DIEGO CONSUMERS'! ACTION NETWOREK
6975 CAMINO AMERO

SAN DIFEGO, CA 92111

SUITE 1850

FOR: S5AN DIEGO CONSUMERS! ACTION
NETWORK (SDCAN)

USERS

MARC D. JOSEPH

ATTORNEY

COMMISS 10N

ADBME BROADWELL JOSEPH & CORDOZO

601 GATEWAY BIVD., STE., 1000

SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94080

FOR: COALITION OF CALIFORNIA UTILITY
EMPLOYFEFES (CCUE)

HAYIEY GOODSON

STAEE ATTORNEY

LLP

THE UTILITY RBEECORM NETWORK

EL.

185 MARKET s57.,, STE, 1400

SAN ERANCISCO, CA 94103

MARKETING

FOR: THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK (TURN)

RITA WHITTEN

ATTORNEY

MANATT, PHELES & PHILIIES, 11D
FLOOR

ONE EMBARCADERO CENTER, B30TH FIOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

SERVICES,

FOR: EXONMOBIL POWER & GAS SERVICES

BRIAN CHERRY

PACIEIC CAS AND BFELECIRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000, B1OC

ENVIRONMENT

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

EXE. DIR,
UTILITY CONSUMERS' ACTION

3405 KENYON STREET, SUITE 401
SAN DIEGO, €A 92110
FOR: UTILITY CONSUMERS'!

(UCAN)

EVELYN KAHL

COUNSEL

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

>3 NEW MONTGOMERY STREET,

SAN ERANCISCO, CA 94015
FOR: ENERGY PRODUCERS AND

COALITION

LAURA J. TUDISCO
CALLIF PUBLIC UTILITIES

LEGAL DIVISION
ROOM 5037

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA
FOR: ORA

94102-3.14

bavib 1L, HUARD
MANATT, PHELPS & PHILLIPS,

ONE EMBARCADERO CENTER, 30TH

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111
FOR: TESORO REBFINING &

COMPANY LI1C
TARA &, KAUSHIEK
HOLLAND & EKNIGHT, LLP

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, 28TH

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 094111
FOR: EXXONMOBIL, POWER & GAS

INC.
ROGER LIN
STAEE ATTORNEY

COMMUNITIES FOR A BETTER

1904 FRANKLIN ST., STE. 600

SB GT&S 0091500



FOR: PACIEIC GAS & BLECTRIC COMPANY

WILLIAM JULIAN I1

UTILITY WORKERS UNION OF AMERICA
43556 AIMOND LANE

LLP

DAVIS, €A D568

FOR: UTILITY WORKER'S UNION OF AMERICA

(UWUA)
&

JEDEDIAH J. GIBSON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DIV,

ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS L1LP
FEDERATION

2600 CAPITOI AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905

FOR: BEAR VALLEY ELECTRIC SERVICE
FEDERATION

CATHIE ALLEN

REGULATORY AFEFAIRS MGR,
PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH 8T., STE 2000
PORTLAND, OR 97030

FOR: PACIFICORP

Information Only

AMANDA PHILIIPS

PACIFIC GAS AND BLECTRIC COMPANY
COMPANY

EMAIL ONLY

EMATL ONLY, CA 00000

CASE COORDINAT ION

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECIRIC COMPANY
EMALL ONLY

EMATIL ONLY, CA 00000

JaMES BIRKELUND

PRESIDENT

CARDOZO

SMALL BUSINESS UTILITY ADVOCATES
EMATL ONLY

OAKLAND, €A 94617
FOR: COMMUNITIES FOR A BETTER
ENVIRONMENT

RONALD LIEBERT
ATTORNEY AT LAW
ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS

2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, STE. 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816
FOR: CALIFORNIA MANUFACTURERS

TECHNOLOGY ASSOCIATION

KAREN NORENE MILLS
ASS0C, COUNSEL - [LEGAL SVCS,

CALIEORNIA BFEARM BUREAU

2300 RIVER PILAVA DRIVE
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833
FOR: CALIFOBNIA FARM BUREAU

CASE ADMINSTRAT ION
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON

EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, €A 00000

ELIZABETH KELLY
LEGAL DIRECIOR

MARIN CLEAN ENERGY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

JEMIE L MAULDIN
ADEMS BROADWELL JOSEPH §

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

FOR: SMALL BUSINESS UTILITY ADVOCATES

JEREMY WAEN
REGULATORY ANALYST
MARIN CILEAN ENERGY
EMALIL ONILY

EMAITIL ONLY, CA 00000

KATY ROSENBERG
ALCANTAR & KAHL
EMAIL ONLY

EMALIL ONLy, CA 00000

MCE REGULATORY

MARIN CLEAN ENERGY
EMALIL ONLY

EMATL ONLY, CA 00000

SHALINI SWAROOP
MARIN CLEAN ENERGY
EMAIL ONLY

EMATL ONLY, CA 00000

(CALEECO

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE L1LP
EMAIL ONLY
EMATL ONLY, CA 00000

JUDY PAU

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LILP
EMATL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA (00000-0000

JIM O'REILLY
MCKINSEY & COMPANY
1200 197H s1,, N.W,.
WASHINTON, DC 20036

DOUGLAS B, MILLIER

VP - SIRATECGY & BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT
TESORO COMPANIES, INC,

19100 RIDGEWOOD PRREKWAY

SAN ANTONIO, TX 780959

JOSEPH MITCHELL
EMATIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLy, €A 00000

MARTIN HOMEC
EMATIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

RICHARD 1.0

DIRECTOR

UTILITYCONSULT ING GROUP, L1C
EMALL ONLY

EMATL ONLY, €A 00000

VIDHYA PRABHAKARAN

ATTORNEY

DAVIS WRIGHT & TREMAINE, LLP
EMATL ONLY

EMATL ONLY, CA 00000

FOR: LIBERTY UITLITIES

ELECTRIC) LLC

MRW & ASSOCIATES, 1LLC
EMALL ONLY
EMATL ONLY, CA 00000

KAREN TERRANOVA

ALCANTAR § KAHIL

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLy, CA 00000-0000

PAUL J. WOOD
CONSULTANT

CUYCLA CORP,

211 SOMERVELIE ST.
ALEXANDRIA, VA 20304

EDWARD B. GIESEKING
DIR - PRICING AND TARIFFS
SOUTHWEST GAS CORPORATION
5241 SPRING MOUNTAIN ROAD
1LAS VEGAS, NV 89150
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VALERIE J. ONTIVEROZ
STATE REGULATORY AFFAIRS
COMPANY

SOUTHWEST GAS CORPORATION
5241 SPRING MOUNTAIN ROAD
LAS VEGAS, NV 89150

MIKE ERANCO

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
COMPANY

555 W, FIFTH STRERT, GT14D6

108 ANGEIFS, CA 90013

SHARON TOMKINS

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
COMPANY

555 W. FIFTH ST., GP14FR]

1400

LO5 ANGELES, CA 90013

HUBERT SHEN

MANAGER

ENVIRONMENT

BAIN & COMPANY

1901 AVENUE OF THE STARS, S7E, 200
LOS ANGEILES, CA 90067

FRED YANNEY

YANNEY [ AW OFFICKE

17409 MARQUARDT AVE., UNIT 4-C
COMPAANY

CERRITOS, CA 90703

MIKE MARELLI

DIRECTIOR

COMPLIANCE

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA BEDISON COMPANY
COMPANY

2244 WAINUT GROVE AVE. /PO BOX 800
GROVE AVENUE

ROASEMEAD, CA 81770

EEITH SWITZER

vP - REGULATORY AFBFAIRGS
DIRECTOR

GOLDEN STATE WATER COMPANY
AMERICA

630 EAST FOOTHILI BOULEVARD

JEFEREY SALAZAR
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS

555 WEST FIRTH STREET, GT14D6
1.0s ANGEIES, CA 90013

RASHA PRINCE
SAN DIEGO GAS & BLECTRIC

555 WEST BTH STREET, GT14D6
108 ANCFIES, CA 90013
JOHNNY J. PONG

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS

555 W. BTH 8T, GT14F/, SUITE
1L.0S ANCELES, CA 90013-1034
MAYA GOLDEN-KRASNER

COMMUNITIES FOR A BETTRER

6325 PACIFIC BIVD.,, STE. 300
HUNTINGTON PARK, CA 80255

DANIEL A. DELL'OSA

DIR - RATES & REVENUE

SAN GABRIEL VALLEY WATER
111472 GARVEY AVENUE

FL MONTE, CA 091733-2405
MILISSA MARONA

PINCIPAL ADV.-REG AFFAIRS &
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
PO BOX 800 / 27244 WALNUT
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

CARL WOOD

NATIONAL REGULATORY AFFAIRS

UTILITY WORKERS UNION OF

2021 5. NFEVADA ST
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SAN DIMAS, €A 91773 9016

JOHN W, T1ESLIE

ATTORNE Y

MCEKENNA LONG & ALDRIDGE LLP
CP31-F

600 WEST BROADWAY, STE. 2600
SAN DIEGO, ¢A 92 01

PETE GIRARD

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC
REOQUIREMENTS

53530 CENTURY PARK CT., CP 39C
COMPAN Y

SAN DIEGO, CA 92105

SUE MARA

PRINCIPAL

CARDOZO

RIO ADVISORS, LIC

164 SPRINGDAIE WAY
94080

REDWOOD CITY, CA 94060

ROBERT FINKELSTEIN

GENERAL COUNSEL

THE UTILITY REFORBM NETWORK
/85 MARKET stT., STE, 1400
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

JOHN MCINTYRE
ALCANTAR & KAHL

33 NEW MONTGOMERY STRERET, SUITE 1850

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

STEVEN W, FRANK

ATTORNEY

LLP

PACIFEIC GAS AND BELECIRIC CO
L

7/ BEALE STREET, B30A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

CALIFORNTA ENERGY MARKETS
425 DIVISADERO, STE, 303

COMPANY

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117

BYA

OCEANSIDE, CA 052054

CENTRAL FILES
SDG&E/SOCALGRS
8530 CENTURY DPARK COURT,

SAN DIFEGO, CA 92103

CHUCK MANZUK
DIR. - RATES & REVENUE

SAN DIEGO GAS & RLECIRIC
6330 CENTURY PARK CT, CPRP39D
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1530
MARC D, JOSEPH

ADRMS BROADWELL JOSEPH &

601 GATEWAY BIVD, STE 1000
SOUTH SAN ERANCISCO, CA

THOMAS LONG

LEGAL DIR,

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
785 MARKFET 57., STE, 1400
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

PAT LY COOK

ICE INTERNATIONAL

620 FOLEOM 8., STR. 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

b, JARCKSON STODDARD
MANATT, FHEIPRPS & PHILIL RS,
ONE FMBARCADFRO CENTER, S0THE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

SHELLY SHARP
PACIEIC GAS AND BLECIRIC

77 BEALF STREET, MAIL CODE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA §4177
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AMRIT SINGH

SATVICE

INC,

526 WYCOMBE COURT
SAN RAMON, CA 94583

CARMELITA [, MILLER

LEGAL FELLOW

THE CGREENLINING INSTITUTE
141

1918 UNIVERSITY AVENUE,
BERKELEY, CA 054704

2ND FLOOR

SCOTT BLAISING

ATTORNEY

AUTHORITY

BRAUN BIAISING MCLAUGHIIN & SMITH, R.C.
915 1, STREET, STFE. 1270

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

ANDREW BROWN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

L.L.P.

ELLISON & SCHNRETDER

400

2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816 59085

ANN L. TROWBRIDGE

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DAY CARIER & MURPHY [L1.C

3620 AMERICAN RIVER DRIVE, SUITE 205
SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

MIKE CADE

ALCANTAR & KAHIL

1300 sW 5TH AVENUF, STE. 1750
PORTLAND, OR 97201

ETTA LOCKEY

ATTORNEY

PACIEICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH sT., STE., 1800
SUITE 18040

PORTIAND, OR 97030

JOYCE STEINCASS
GAS TRANSMIBSION SYSTEMS,

575 LENNON I[N, SUITE 250
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94508

C. SUSIE BERLIN
LAW OFEICES OF oUSIE BERLIN
1346 THE AILAMEDA, STE, 7, NO,
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Attachment 2:
CBE’s Response to Part 1, A.4

Communities for a Better Environment (“CBE”) is an environmental justice organization
with members throughout the state of California. CBE is a non-profit public interest
organization. CBE’s mission is to achieve environmental health and justice in California’s low-
income communities of color by preventing and reducing pollution, and building green, healthy
and sustainable communities and environments.

CBE qualifies as a Category 3 customer under Section 1802(b)(1)(C) of the Public
Utilities Code. In D.98-04-059 at 29, n. 14 (Intervenor Compensation Order), the Commission
reaffirmed its “previously articulated interpretation that compensation be proffered only to
customers whose participation arises directly from their interests as customers.” In that Order,
the Commission further explained what qualifies as customer interests for environmental groups:

[w]ith respect to environmental groups, we have concluded they were

eligible in the past with the understanding that they represent customers

whose environmental interests include the concern that, e.g., regulatory

policies encourage the adoption of all cost-effective conservation measures

and discourage unnecessary new generating resources that are expensive and
environmentally damaging. (D.88-04-066, mimeo at 3.) They represent

customers who have a concern for the environment which distinguishes their interests
from the interests represented by Commission staff, for example.’

The Commission has given further guidance for the specificity required in the bylaws and/or
articles of incorporation in D.09-09-045. The Commission stated:

there are numerous other participants in our proceedings that have been found
eligible as Category 3 customers whose bylaws do not contain an explicit
reference to representation of residential or small commercial customers. For the
most part, the organizations whose bylaws are less explicit with respect to
ratepayer representation have a broader purpose than just appearing before the
California Public Utilities Commission.”

As described herein, CBE’s members live in environmental justice communities and are
customers that share a concern for the environment. The concerns of these members distinguish
their interests from Commission staff and other California ratepayers participating in this matter.

CBE’s mission “is to achieve environmental health and justice by building grassroots
power in and with communities of color and working-class communities.”” CBE is a member of
the California Environmental Justice Alliance (CEJA), which has and currently participates in
proceedings at the Commission. CBE has participated independently from CEJA in proceedings
before the Commission on previous occasions, including: A.09-04-001, A.09-09-021, and R.10-

*D.98-04-059 at p. 29 n. 14.
°D.09-09-045 at p. 8.
7 Communities for a Better Environment, Mission, http://www .cbecal.org/about/mission.html.
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05-006. CBE was determined preliminarily eligible to receive intervenor compensation in A.09-
04-001.* CBE’s bylaws, which were provided with the NOI filed in A.09-04-001, provide that:

the mission of the organization is to conduct ‘education, research,
litigation, fundraising and advocacy . . . promoting the protection of the
environment and public health .. ..

.. . the organization and its members have engaged in research, advocacy and litigation
specifically directed at securing “cost effective conservation measures and discourag[ing]
unnecessary new generating resources that are expensive and environmentally
damaging.’

CBE has thousands of members throughout the state of California. More than 2,700 of
CBE’s members live, work, or engage with environmental justice issues in urban communities in
Northern and Southern California. CBE is a category 3 customer due to its representation of
ratepayers with environmental concerns in low-income communities of color in California.

Relevant to this proceeding, CBE’s members also live, work, breath and play in close
proximity to industrial facilities, and are therefore also on the front lines of potential catastrophic
industrial disasters. The concerns of these members distinguish their interests from Commission
staff and other California ratepayers participating in this matter.

For example, CBE is pushing for policies at the federal, state, regional, and local levels
that protect the health and safety of workers and community. Following the August 6, 2012 fire
at the Chevron Richmond Refinery, CBE engaged multiple agencies, including the federal
Chemical Safety Board. CBE drew on its past experience in successfully advocating for greater
worker and community protections, for instance, in amendments to the Contra Costa County
Industrial Safety Ordinance and the adoption of the City of Richmond Industrial Safety
Ordinance. CBE was also a driving partner in establishing the Refinery Action Collaborative in
Northern California, a partnership of labor and community groups that provides critical input to
the Governor’s Interagency Working Group on Refinery Safety.

CBE’s concerns for industrial safety are not limited to refineries, but all industrial
infrastructure and operations that endanger the health and safety of workers and communities in
and around low-income communities of color. CBE supports the use of inherently safer systems
in risk-based decision making. Moreover, CBE is also actively pursuing adoption of the Safety
Case Regulatory Regime at industrial facilities, including power plants (and related
infrastructure, such as pipelines). CBE has promoted this Safety Case regime at federal agency
public hearings, workshops, listening sessions, and now hopes to bring the same protections of
worker and community health and safety to the attention of the Commission. CBE offers
organizing, legal, and research resources to the communities most at risk from harmful incidents
that occur at these facilities in the absence of such policies.

¥ See December 1, 2011 ALJ Ruling in A.09-04-001.
? A.09-04-001, CBE Notice of Intent to Claim Intervenor Compensation (Nov. 10, 2011)
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Given these interests, CBE anticipates addressing the following issues related to risk-
based decision-making and safety procedures identified by the Commission in the Order
Instituting Rulemaking (“OIR”) on this matter:

. Would developing a review process similar to the Current CEQA review process,
where internal review by the Commission staff is supplemented by technical review
conducted by consultants, be effective, adequate, and desirable? (OIR section 4.1.)

. How should the Commission develop a new RCP for energy utilities in a way that
will link strategy and goals to resource allocation? What kind of reporting
requirements are needed in order to identify the framework, method, practices and
activities used in assessing risk of safety, security, and/or reliability deficiencies and
linking it to the requested funding in a GRC? (OIR section 4.2.)

. What criteria should be used by the Commission to evaluate whether a utility has
produced an adequate risk-informed GRC filing? (OIR section 4.2.)

. Who should bear the cost of developing safety assessment and review tools that the
Commission might be using? (OIR section 4.2.)

. How much variation (if any) should be allowed between different utilities, between
the gas and electric industries, or on any other basis? (OIR section 4.5.)

CBE may also address questions regarding the complexity of the General Rate Case
application process in order to allow for increased transparency and meaningful public
participation in these matters. As a result, CBE may also address the following questions:

*  What kind of process changes might be helpful for stakeholders to enable them to
review the application in an expedited manner? For example, would a presentation
by the utility filing the application right after the submittal be helpful to familiarize
the stakeholders with the application early in the process? (OIR section 4.6.)

*  What kind of process changes would be helpful for the general public to better
understand the impact of rate case and participate in the proceeding? (OIR section
4.6.)

At this time, CBE anticipates participating actively in the remaining aspects of this
proceeding which address the questions above, by representing the environmental, public health,
and ratepayers’ interests as described above. CBE may elect not to participate in issues that have
no clear effect on its members or the environment.

CBE is already working with members of the legal, technical, labor groups, and affected
ratepayer and environmental justice communities throughout the state to discuss the safety issues
to be considered in this proceeding. CBE intends to ensure environmental, public health, and
ratepayer interests are protected, by participating in all related conferences and hearings, offering
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testimony, and briefing legal issues. To the extent possible, CBE will coordinate its participation
with other parties in the proceeding to avoid duplication.

At a minimum, CBE intends to participate in any opportunities for commenting and
briefing on these topics. Should the Commission determine that evidentiary hearings are
appropriate, CBE will likely participate in the hearings and may present expert testimony.

As a non-profit organization that works to improve public health and safety and advocate
for environmental justice across California, CBE qualifies as a Category 3 customer. As an
organization that advocates for safe and renewable energy, and an organization that works on
developing and implementing risk-based decision-making safety frameworks at facilities, and
overall policies promoting industrial safety, CBE brings an important and unique perspective,
and thereby intends to claim intervenor compensation.
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