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Decision 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Order Institutine Rulemaking to Integrate and Reline Rulemakine 13-12-010 
Procurement Policies and Consider Lone-Term (Tiled December 19. 2013 
Procurement Plans. 

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

Intervenor: 1.. Jan Keid Tor contribution to May 14. 2014 Ruling of AI.J damson 

Claimed: S 15.032.14 Awarded: S 

Assigned Commissioner: Michael Picker Assigned AM: David damson 

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

Signature: /s/1.. Jan Reid 

Date: August 13. 
2014 " 

Printed Name: 1.. Jan Reid 

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

A. Brief description of Decision The AI..I adopled technical updates recommended b\ the 
Lucres Division, on Planning Assumptions and Scenarios 
for use in the 2014 Lone Term Procurement Plan (LTPP) 
and the 2014-15 California Independent System Operator 
(CAISO) Transmission Planninu Process (TPP). 

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

Intervenor CPUC Verified 
Timely filing of notice of intent to claim compensation (NOI) (§ 1804(a)): 

1. Date of Prehearing Conference (PRC): Tebruarv 25. 2014 

2. Other specified date for NOI: 

3. Date NOI filed: 
i March 27. 2014 
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4. Was the NOI timely filed? Yes 
Showing of customer or customcr-rclnlcd status (§ 1802(b)): 

5. Based on ALJ ruling issued in proceeding 
number: 

R.I 2-03-014 

6. Date of ALJ ruling: March 25. 2013 

7. Based on another CPUC determination (specify): 

8. Has the Intervenor demonstrated customer or customer-related status? Yes 
Showing of "significant financial hardship'" (§ 1802(g) J 

9. Based on ALJ ruling issued in proceeding number: R.12-03-014 

10. Date of ALJ ruling: March 25. 2013 

11. Based on another CPUC determination (specify): 

12. Has the Intervenor demonstrated significant financial hardship? Yes 
Timely request for compensation (§ 1804(e)): 

13. Identify Final Decision: Max 14. 2014 Ruling 
of ALJ (iamson 

14. Date of issuance of Final Order or Decision: Max 14. 2014 Rilling 
of ALJ (iamson 

15. File date of compensation request: August 13. 2014 

16. Was the request for compensation timely? Yes 

C. Additional Comments on Part I (use line reference # as appropriate): 

# Intervenor's Comment(s) CPUC Discussion 

16 A final decision closing proceeding 
R. 13-12-010 lias not been issued. 
Therefore, the request is timelx 
pursuant to Public Utilities Code 
§ 1804(e). 
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PART II: SUBSTANTIAL CONTRIBUTION (to be completed by Intervenor 
except where indicated) 

A. Did the Intervenor substantially contribute to the final decision (see § 1802(i), § 
1803(a), and D.98-04-059). (For each contribution, support with specific reference to the 
record.) 

Intervenor's Claimed 
Contribution(s) 

Specific References to Intervenor's 
Claimed Contribution(s) 

CPUC Discussion 

1. Nuclear Retirement Scenario 
(See Section II.C) 

Reid argued that "An harly Nuclear 
Retirement scenario or sensiliv ilv would 
provide valuable information to both the 
Commission anil the parlies and would 
assist in the Commission's resolution of 
the nuclear retirement issue. Therefore. 
1 recommend that an hark Nuclear 
Retirement scenario or sensitiv ity be 
per-formed for the planning period 
2014-2024. The hark Nuclear 
Retirement scenario or sensitivity 
should assume that the Diablo Canyon 
facilitv will be retired in 2015." 
(Comments of I.. Jan Reid on Planning 
Assumptions. January S. 2014 |Reid 
Comments |. p. 7 

The Commission has slated that "Diablo 
Canvon Power Plant (DCPP) is assumed 
to have obtained renewal of licenses to 
continue operation bevond 2025 bv 
default. The alternative assumption is 
retirement in 2023. in order to explore 
the impact of a loss of DCPP within the 
first 10 v ear planning hori/on 12014­
20241." (Ruling Attachment, p. 27) 

Since the alternative assumption is 
similar to Reid's recommendation. Reid 
made a substantial contribution to the 
Commission's resolution oflhe Nuclear 
Scenario Retirement issue. 
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2. Low Load Scenario 
(See Seel ion II.C) 

Reid ad\ ised thai a low load scenario be 
modeled and explained that "The 
Commission has an obligation under 
Public I tililies Code Section (PCC £) 
451 to protect ratepayers and to ensure 
that rates are jlist and reasonable. 
('(insistent w ith I'l :C' 45 1. the 
Commission must protect ratepayers 
from resource o\ er-procnrement associ­
ated with uncertainties such as a decline 
in load faced by the lOl.'s." (Reid 
Comments, p. 5) 

The Commission apparently intends to 
use the ( PC's low load scenario to 
account for possible declines in IOC 
load. The Commission stales thai "The 
low incremental projection is created by 
subtracting the self-generation PV 
projection embedded in the CCD 'Mid' 
load case (mid PV projection) from the 
self-generation PY projection embedded 
in the CCD "Low ' load case (high PY 
projection)." (Rnlinn Attachment, 
p. 12) ^ 

Thus. Reid made a substantial 
contribution to the Commission's 
resolution ol'lhe Low Load Scenario 
issue. 

3. Scenario Tool 
(See Section II.C) 

Reid pointed mil that "In the CLC Siting 
Cases lab of the Scenario Tools docu­
ment. "Cnder Re\iew Total" should 
include the Sim Valley peaker project 
(cell LI 05). because the Sim V alley 
peaker project will be renuwed from 
suspended stains in 2014." (Reid 
Comments, p. 5) 

Thus. Reid made a substantial 
contribution to the Commission's 
resolution ol'lhe Scenario Tool issue. 
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4. RI'S ( alculalor Reid identified eight separate errors in 
(See Seel ion II.C) the RRS ealeulator. (See Keitl 

C ommenls. p. h) 

Thus. Reid made a substantial contribu­
tion lo the Commission's resolution of 
the RRS Calculator issue. 

5. Cnergy Storage Reid made four recommendations con­
(See Seelion II.C ) cerning energy storage. Reid recom­

mended that: 

(1) "lmergy storage capacity should 
be counted in both zonal produc­
tion cost simulations and in 
power How studies." (Reid 
Comments, pp. 7-N) 

(2) The Imerg\ l)i\ision should 
"use the information from the 
K)l:s' first energy-storage RIO 
lo estimate the location and 
characteristics of future energy 
storage projects." (Reid 
Comments, p. 0) 

(.1) There are three categories of 
energy storage: transmission. 
distribution, and customer-sited. 
Transmission energy storage and 
distribution energy storage 
should be modeled as 
dispatchable resources. 
Customer-sited energy storage 
should be modeled as a fixed 
profile. (Reid Comments, p. 10) 

(4) The Commission should not 
adopt Southern California Iali-
son Company's (S(T.'s) recom­
mendation that Cnergy Storage 
be removed from the base fore­
cast. (Reid Reply Comments. 
p. b) 
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Reid argued lliat "Il is nol reasonable to 
assume that all energy storage should 
not be counted just because 200 
megawatts |M\V| of energy storage may 
be used to store customer-side genera-
lion." (Reid Comments, p. N) 

The Commission admitted that "the 
assumption that half of distribulion-
connected storage and all of customer-
side storage does nol provide capacity or 
Ilexibilitx probably uiulereounts their 
value." (Ruling Attachment, p. 10) 

SCR opposed the inclusion of energy 
storage in the 2014 RIPP modeling 
effort. SCR argued that "If energy 
storage is included in the base forecast, 
it may be difficult to identify whether 
that energv storage is being ulili/.ed in 
an efficient manner." (SCI! Comments, 
p. 4) 

Reiil opposed SCI As recommendation 
and argued that: (Reid Reply Com­
ments. p. 0) 

"SCR. does nol discuss w hclher other 
resources are being used in an efficient 
manner only energv storage. If the 
Commission adopts NCR's proposal, it 
will leail to the unnecessary procure­
ment of expensive fossil fuel resources. 
Consistent w ith PI C 451. the 
Commission must protect ratepayers 
from resource over-procurement." 

The Commission did nol adopt NCR's 
recommendation concerning the model­
ing of energy storage. 

Thus. Reid made a substantial contri­
bution to the Commission's resolution 
ofthe Rnergy Storage issue. 
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ft. Incremental Small (IIP and 
Small PY (See Section ll.(') 

Reid argued that "Both small P\' and 
small CI IP should he treated as a 
supply-side resource and not as a simple 
reduction in demand. In resource 
modeling, there is a mathematical 
difference between a supply-side 
resource and a reduction in demand. 
.Almost any resource could he treated as 
a reduction in demand, for example, a 
must-run fossil fuel plant could he 
treated as a reduction in demand." 
(Reid Comments, pp. 10-1 1) 

Thus. Reid made a substantial 
contribution to the Commission's 
resolution of the Incremental Small 
CI IP and Small PY issues. 

7. forecast Assumptions Reid argued that "The CliC's forecast 
assumptions will ha\c a material impact 
on the CPCC's scenario results. Neither 
the parties nor the general public ha\e 
had a fair opportunity to participate in 
the development of important forecast 
assumptions. Therefore. 1 recommend 
that theCPCC allow parties to litigate 
all forecast assumptions during the 
instant rulemaking." (Reid Comments, 
pp. 11-12) ' 

Although the Commission did not agree 
w ith Reid on this issue. Reid made a 
substantial contribution to the Commis­
sion's resolution ol'the forecast 
Assumptions issue. 
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N. Demand Response Reid reeommended that "StalTnse the 
historical growth rate ordemand 
response in order to estimate more 
accurately the future magnitude of 
demand response." (Reid Comments, 
p. 12) 

The Commission stated that "The 
default planning assumptions account­
ing for DR capacitv arc admitted!) con­
servative given (PLC expectations to 
restructure programs and expand 
eapaeil) in the recently opened I)R 
Rulemaking R. 13-00-01 1." (Ruling 
Attachment, p. 22) 

Thus. Reiil made a substantial 
contribution to the Commission's 
resolution ol'lhe Demand Response 
issue. 

0. Modeling Priorities The Office of Ralcpavcr Advocates 
(ORA) reeommended that the Commis­
sion adopt the Trajeclorv scenario, the 
High Load scenario, and the Lxpanded 
Preferred Resources scenario for use in 
the Operating 1 lexibilitv modeling: 
(ORA Comments, p. 1) 

In his workshop rcplv comments. Reid 
opposed the ORA's recommendations. 
(See Rcplv Comments oi l.. Jan Reid on 
Planning Assumptions. Januarv 15. 
2014. (Reid Rcplv Comments), pp. 2-b) 

I'he Commission did not adopt ORA's 
reeommendatio. Thus. Reid made a 
substantial contribution to the Commis­
sion's resolution of the Modeling 
Priorities issue. 



Revised May 2014 

10. Modification of Planning 
Assumptions 

San Diego (ias & Tleclric Company 
(SlXicSch) proposed that "The Commis­
sion should permit resource planners to 
apply their expert judgment in order to 
make necessary determination and then 
document the basis lor such determina­
tions in the study results." (SIXicCT 
Workshop Comments, p. 2) 

Reid opposed SI)(i«SeICs proposal and 
argued that: (Reid Workshop Reply 
Comments, p. 7) 

"The l.TPP studies are not simply a 
planning exercise, nor do they consti­
tute an academic stud}. The planning 
assumptions will a fleet the modeling 
results. 11'planning assumptions change, 
the modeling results will change." 

"Parlies will refer to the modeling 
results in order to increase the credibil­
ity of their testimony and comments. 
Thus, the planning assumptions will 
ha\e real consequences in the 2014 
l.TPP cycle." 

"II"the Commission adopts SIXi&T's 
proposal, it will ha\c effecti\el\ trans­
ferred regulatory authority from the 
Commission to 'resource planners.' to 
the possible detriment of ratepayers." 

The Commission did not adopt 
SlXitCf's proposal concerning the 
modification of planning assumptions. 

Thus. Reid made a substantial contribu­
tion to the Commission's resolution of 
the Modification of Planning Assump­
tions Issue. 
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B. Duplication of Effort (§ 1801.3(f) and § 1802.5): 

Intervener's 
Assertion 

CPUC 
Discussion 

a. Was the Office of Ratepayer Advocates (ORA) a party to 
the proceeding?1 

Yes. 

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

No. 

c. If so. provide name of oilier parlies: N/A. 

d. Infers enor's claim of non-duplication: 

Reid met w illi the ORA and II RN throughout the course of the proceed­
ing to understand the nature of their comments and pleadings, and thus to 
a\oid duplication. Reid does not seels compensation for most of these 
meetings. As a matter of personal policy. Reid does not participate in 
Commission proceedings uhere his showing is likely to duplicate the 
show ings of other consumer representatives such as the ORA and TERN, 
for example. Reid did not serve testimony in Phase 2 of A. 12-04-01S 
because his show ing would likely have duplicated the showings of the 
ORA and TERN. " " 

Reid had no positions similar to either ORA or TERN in any ofthe issues 
identified by Reid in Section II.A above. Therefore. Reid's compensation 
in this proceeding should not be reduced for any duplication with respect 
to the show ings of other parties. In a proceeding w ilh subject matter as 
complex as in this one and with multiple parlies, it is virtually impossible 
for Reiil or any party to fully anticipate where showings of other parties 
may duplicate some of Reid's showing, especially in view ofthe need to 
make a coherent and sufficient showing on the issues Reid emphasi/es 
and on the ultimate issues. 

(iiven these circumstances, no reduction to Reid's requested compen­
sation due to duplication is warranted, pursuant to the standards adopted 
bv the Commission in I).()3-().V031. 

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

# Intervenor's Comment CPUC Discussion 

1-0 On December 19. 2013. Administrative Law Judge (AI..1) David 
(iamson issued an email ruling (Ruling) concerning parties' 
comments on the planning assumptions and scenarios proposed 
at the December IS. 2013 workshop in the Long Term Procure­
ment Plan (I.'fPP) proceeding. 

The Ruling requested that parlies comment on the Key Technical 
Questions provided by Lncrgy Division Staff(Staff) in a sepa­
rate attachment. As part of my January S. 2014 Workshop 
Comments. 1 provided answers to the Aid's questions. (See 
Reid Workshop Comments. Section V) 

Due to the fact that some of Reid's comments were in response 
to the Aid's questions. Reid should be compensated in full for 
time reasonably spent answering the Aid's questions. 

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

A. General Claim of Reasonableness (§ 1801 and § 1806): 
a. Intervenor's claim of cost reasonableness: 

Reid contributed to the proceeding in a manner that was productive and 
will result in henelils to ratepayers that exceed the costs of participation. 

In consolidated Rulemaking 07-0l-OOO and ln\estimation 07-01-010. the 
Commission required inters enors seeking compensation to show that they 
represent interests that would otherwise be underrepresenied and to present 
information sufficient lo justify a finding that the overall benefits of a 
customer's participation will exceed the customer's costs. (I).08-04-050. 70 
CPl;( 2d 62N. binding of fact 13 at 074. finding of l-'acl 42 at 070) The 
Commission noted that assigning a dollar value to intangible benefits may 
be difficult. 

As mentioned prev iously. Reid made a substantial contribution to the pro­
ceeding on a number of issues. It is reasonable to assume that the 
resolution of the issues raised in this proceeding will benefit ratepayers in 
the future. 

The Commission can safely find that the participation of Reid in this 
proceeding was productive. Overall, the benefits of Reid's contributions to 
R. 13-12-010 justil\ compensation in the amount requested. 

CPUC Discussion 
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b. Reasonableness of hours claimed: 

All of Reid's work in this proceeding vva> performed by I.. Jan Reid. 
Thus, no unnecessary internal duplication took place. 

In this pleading. Reid requests compensation in the total amount of 
SI 5.012.14 for time reasonably devoted to this proceeding. A more 
detailed breakdown of the lime devoted to this proceeding by Reid is 
provided in Attachment A to this pleading. 

Reid's work was performed efficiently. I.. Jan Reid is a former Commis­
sion employee who has testified on many occasions on issues such as long 
term procurement plans, renewables procurement, cost-ol-capiial. utility 
finance, and electricity and natural gas procurement issues. 

Reid has allocated his professional time to major subjects, except for 
general activities that cannot reasonably be assigned to substantive issues. 
See Section III.A.c below for more detail. 

c. Allocation of hours by issue: 

CHP and PV 5.53% 
Demand Response 2.69% 
Energy Storage 9.79% 
Forecast Assumptions 1.90% 
Low Load Scenario 2.05% 
Modeling Priorities 13.74% 
Modification of Planning 
Assumptions 3.00% 
Nuclear Retirement Scenario 5.53% 
RPS Calculator 3.63% 
Scenario Tool 1.90% 
General 50.24% 

- 12 -

SB GT&S 0347480 



Revised May 2014 

B. Specific Claim:* 

CLAIMED | CPUC AWARD 

ATTORNEY, EXPERT, AND ADVOCATE FEES 

Item Year Hours Rate $ 
Basis for 

Rate* Total $ Hours Rate $ Total $ 

[Attorney 1] 

[Attorney 2] 

L. Jan Reid, 
Expert and 
Advocate 

2014 63.3 215 D.13-12-018. 
Part lll.B. slip 
op. at 14. 

13.609.50 

[Expert 2] 

[Advocate 1] 

[Advocate 2] 

Subtotal: % 13,609.50 Subtotal: $ 

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

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

I.. Jan Reid 2014 5.3 
\\ role an N( )l 

107.50 D.13-12-018. 569.75 
Part lll.B. slip op. 
at 14. Half of 
adopted rate of 
$215.00/hr. which 
is $107.50/hr. 

[Person 2) 

Subtotal: $569.75 Subtotal: $ 

INTERVENOR COMPENSATION CLAIM PREPARATION ** 

Item Year Hours Rate $ Basis for Rate* Total $ Hours Rate Total $ 
I . Jail IE-id 2014 7.7 107.50 D.13-12-018. 827.75 

Part lll.B. slip op. 
at 14. . Half of 
adopted rate of 
$215.00/hr. which 
is $107.50/hr. 

[Preparer 21 

Subtotal: $827.75 Subtotal: $ 

COSTS 

if Item Detail Amount Amount 

l I'oslime I'oslime lor 2014 (See Attachment A) S9.30 

C opies t'opvina costs lor 2014 (See S15.84 
Attachment A) 
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TOTAL REQUEST: $ | TOTAL AWARD: $ 

**We remind all interveners that Commission staff may audit their records related to the award and that 
intervenors must make and retain adequate accounting and other documentation to support all claims for 
intervenor compensation. Intervener's records should identify specific issues for which it seeks compensation, 
the actual time spent by each employee or consultant, the applicable hourly rates, fees paid to consultants and 
any other costs for which compensation was claimed. The records pertaining to an award of compensation shall 
be retained for at least three years from the date of the final decision making the award. 
"Travel and Reasonable Claim preparation time typically compensated at 1A of preparer's normal hourly rate 

ATTORNEY INFORMATION 

Attorney Date Admitted to CA 
BAR2 

Member Number Actions Affecting 
Eligibility (Yes/No?) 

If "Yes", attach 
explanation 

C. Attachments Documenting Specific Claim and Comments on Part III (Intervenor 
completes; attachments not attached to final Decision): 

Attachment or 
Comment # 

Description/Comment 

l ( ertifieale of Service 

Attachment A. A daily listing of (lie work performed l>\ Kcid. -> 
( ertifieale of Service 

Attachment A. A daily listing of (lie work performed l>\ Kcid. 

D. CPUC Disallowances and Adjustments (CPUC completes): 

Item Reason 

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

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

(CPUC completes the remainder of this form) 

A. Opposition: Did any party oppose the Claim? 

If so: 

2 This information may be obtained through the State Bar of California's website at 
Jit a.itov/fal/MemberSearch/QuickSearch . 
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Party Reason for Opposition CPUC Discussion 

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

If not: 

Party Comment CPUC Discussion 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. Intervenor [has/has not] made a substantial contribution to D. . 

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

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

4. The total of reasonable compensation is $ . 

CONCLUSION OF LAW 

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

ORDER 

1. Intervenor is awarded $ . 

- 15 -

SB GT&S 0347483 



Revised May 2014 

2. Within 30 days of the effective date of this decision, shall pay Intervenor the 
total award, [for multiple utilities: "Within 30 days of the effective date of this 
decision, A, A, and A shall pay Intervenor their respective shares of the award, based 
on their California-jurisdictional [industry type, for example, electric] revenues for 
the A calendar year, to reflect the year in which the proceeding was primarily 
litigated."] Payment of the award shall include compound interest at the rate earned 
on prime, three-month non-financial commercial paper as reported in Federal 
Reserve Statistical Release H. 15, beginning [date], the 75th day after the filing of 
Intervener's request, and continuing until full payment is made. 

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

4. This decision is effective today. 

Dated , at San Francisco, California. 
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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 INTERVENOR 
COMPENSATION CLAIM OF L. JAN REID AND DECISION ON INTERVENOR 
COMPENSATION CLAIM by (check as appropriate): 

[ ] hand dcli\eiy: 
[ ] lirsi-class mail: and or 
[ x] electronic mail 

to the following persons appearing on the official Service List: 

OCEA 
. MON OA r; (A-.:?-; 

RE CALIFORNIA EI 

MARKETS (AREM)/ I 

.scoNO. 

POWER TRAI 
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2MAIL ONLY 

HEW BARMACK 

INE CORPORA! 
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hxecuted this 13 1 da\ of August. 2014. al Santa C'ru/.. 
California. 

s L. Jan Rcid 
1.. Jan Reiil 
31 S3 (iross Koinl 
Santa C'ru/.. ( A 95002 

SB GT&S 0347494 


