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Data Request No: PGE A0503016-5
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Phone: (415) 703-2140
Please provide the following information as it becomes available but no later than July 20, 2005.  If you have any questions regarding this data request, please call the originator immediately at the above phone number.

SUBJECT:  Exhibit 2 Chapter 2, and file “Exhibit 2 Chapter 2_Workpapers_Confidential” (“E2 Workpapers”).
Request No. 1:  Please confirm that the source data for the data in Table 2-1 on page 2-3 of Exhibit 2 is found in the E2 Workpapers.  If the E2 Workpapers are not the source for Table 2-1, please identify and provide in Excel format the source data for Table 2-1.  Please provide, in Excel format, the spreadsheet used to produce Table 2-1.  Please ensure that the formulas in the cells in Table 2-1 refer back to the source spreadsheet (whether the E2 Workpapers, or some other file).
Request No. 2:  Please provide a version of Table 2-1 that separately identifies the $21.2 Million in revenues that PG&E sought recovery for in it’s AMI Pre-Deployment filing (Exhibit 2 Chapter 2 page 2-3 lines 5-9).

Request No. 3:  Please answer for Table 2-2 the same requests as made for Table 2-1 in Request No. 1.
Request No. 4:  On page 2-3 line 17-18, PG&E references “a number of new and existing operational systems”.  Please list the operational systems referred to here, stating for each system whether it is new or existing.  For new systems, also state whether the system is useful only in connection with an AMI system, or would have value independent of an AMI system.
Request No. 5:  On line 3 of page 2-4, PG&E references “ significant savings” achieved through the competitive nature of the vendor selection process.  Please quantify the savings, and how they were identified.  What would the extra cost have been had a competitive process not been used?
Request No. 6:  For each of the three packages of work listed on pages 2-5 and 2-6 (Expansion of Existing IT Infrastructure, Software Installation and Customization, and Data Integration Through EAI), identify the cost for the package, along with a breakdown of the cost of each package by type of equipment, software, or labor cost.
Request No. 7:  On page 2-6 line 9, PG&E mentions that PG&E is proposing “at least” two AMI systems.  What would be the maximum number of AMI systems that PG&E might propose?  What is the benefit of having several AMI systems serving “differing needs”, rather than one system that can serve all needs?
Request No. 8:  Please confirm that PG&E proposes that the costs of the 5,000 customer meter reading validation exercise (per page 2-7 line 23) be covered by the pre-deployment funding.

Request No. 9:  Referring to Table 2-2 on page 2-8, how would the costs therein change as the definition of Year 0 were set at 2005, 2006, or 2007?

Request No. 10:  For each of the bullet points on page 2-8, break down the cost shown by equipment type, software type, or labor cost.  Identify each item and state its cost.
Request No. 11:  On page 2-9 line 15, PG&E references negotiations that “are not complete”.  When does PG&E plan/anticipate that negotiations will be complete?  What are the range of outcomes PG&E anticipates?  What are PG&E’s best case and worst case outcomes?

Request No. 12:  On page 2-9 line 29, PG&E references “a well established European engineering firm”.  Please name the firm.
Request No. 13:  On page 2-10 line 1, PG&E redacts the name of a “utility that had already installed an AMI interface system”.  Why does PG&E consider the name of this utility confidential.

Request No. 14:  On page 2-10 lines 13 and 14, PG&E references 43 responses to PG&E’s RFI on AMI systems.  Please provide those responses.
Request No. 15:  On page 2-10 lines 21 and 22, PG&E references 10 responses to PG&E’s RFP on AMI systems.  Please provide those responses.

Request No. 16:  On page 2-10 line 22 and 23, PG&E references evaluation of the responses to the RFP.  Please list the criteria used to evaluate the responses.

Request No. 17:  Referring to page 2-11 line 27, please confirm that the equipment used for development and testing in the opening phases of AMI deployment will be more or less the same equipment used after AMI deployment for disaster recovery.

Request No. 18:  On page 2-12 line 13, PG&E references storage of “energy consumption data”.  How many months of energy data does PG&E intend to store?  How many months of energy consumption data does PG&E currently store online?  Why does PG&E intend to keep 7 years of tape storage archived, instead of another period of time?  How many years of tape storage does PG&E currently keep archived?
Request No. 19:  On page 2-13 line 31, PG&E notes that the “technology used within this system is more proven than the alternatives available to PG&E”.  In what way is the chosen technology more proven?  What alternative technologies were available to PG&E?  Is there a technology that is unavailable to PG&E but is even more proven than the selected technology?

Request No. 20:  On page 2-14 line 6 through 15, PG&E references software licenses, specifically line 11 stating “the length of time for which these licenses will be required”.  How long will the licenses be needed?  What kind of licenses are they?  Is PG&E licensing or purchasing the software?  Won’t the licenses be needed as long as PG&E has the AMI system?

Request No. 21:  Why is Appendix A of Exhibit 2 not confidential?

Request No. 22:  On page 2-16 line 23, PG&E references “uncertainty in estimating the cost of labor”.  What are high and low estimates of the labor costs of constructing the AMI Interface System?
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