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PETITION TO INTERVENE OF PLURIMI, INC.

Pursuant to Rules 46 and 54 of the California Public Utilities Commission’s    


(“Commission”) Rules of Practice and Procedure, Plurimi, Inc. hereby petitions to intervene in the above-captioned proceeding.

Plurimi, Inc. is an Internet start-up company serving the energy industry.  Based in San Francisco. Plurimi provides a real-time web-based interactive Demand Management Platform that allows electricity suppliers and their customers to automate voluntary demand curtailment programs.  Its two-way communication platform makes it possible for ESPs and utilities to publish curtailment offers.  End-use customers then use Plurimi’s platform to value and implement energy-shifting opportunities and respond to the supplier's offer. 


The Commission has established the Summer Initiative, which allocates a portion of energy efficiency funding to target cutting-edge solutions that can be implemented on a fast-track schedule.  Internet-based load curtailment products that are geared toward larger-volume energy users have the greatest potential to quickly achieve real and increasing reductions in peak demand usage.  Plurimi is one of several suppliers of on-line load curtailment services.  Other suppliers who are party to this proceeding have suggested that they be given preferential treatment under the Summer Initiative to build out a statewide load curtailment system that they will exclusively operate.  We have concerns that such a program, if adopted, would adversely affect other supplier’s access to the California market.  Alternative approaches to load curtailment could achieve substantial reductions in peak load and benefit end-use customers without prejudging which vendor should dominate in the load curtailment market.   Plurimi is also interested in insuring that any funding allocations are tied to performance and that the CPUC establish funding criteria that are transparent and allow all parties who have solutions to reduce peak load in California to participate in the Summer Initiative.

For these reasons, Plurimi seeks to participate in this proceeding.  Plurimi believes it possesses unique experience and expertise that could assist the Commission in insuring that the Summer Initiative funds are put to their best use and deliver the highest peak reductions possible.  

Service to Plurimi may be made to the following address:
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Director of Business Development
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BACKGROUND

On July 6, the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC or Commission) approved D.00-07-017, a modified decision that makes energy efficiency funding available under the newly created Summer 2000 Energy Efficiency Initiative (Summer Initiative).  The Commission directed applicants and other interested parties to file proposals outlining specific program options under the Summer Initiative.  These proposals were filed on July 21st.  Plurimi respectfully submits these comments in response to the July filings and has filed for intervenor status in this proceeding.    

We applaud the CPUC’s efforts to target a portion of state energy efficiency funding toward cutting-edge solutions that can be implemented on a fast-track schedule.  The events of this summer have underlined the gap in electricity supply and demand during peak periods.  The need for additional generation capacity has received substantial public attention.  Less recognized have been the rapid changes in technology that now allow for demand-side curtailment to play an increasingly important role in relieving energy capacity shortages.  

We believe that internet-based load curtailment products targeted toward larger-volume energy users have the greatest potential to quickly achieve real and increasing reductions in peak demand usage.  Before the widespread use of the Internet, communication and information gaps have prevented efficient curtailment to take place in real-time.  The technology that enables customers to react to real-time price signals and respond by curtailing or shifting load is new and promising.  Introducing load curtailment products offers customers substantial savings to introduce flexibility in their production processes, with minimal transaction costs.  Forward-thinking customers are increasingly interested in taking advantage of wholesale market volatility.  

In response, suppliers are emerging to provide a variety of curtailment options.  Plurimi, Inc. is an Internet start-up company serving the electricity industry.  Based in San Francisco, Plurimi is dedicated to helping businesses react to price changes in the goods used in their production cycle.  Its Internet-based software systems allow companies to adjust their usage of key inputs as market conditions change on a real-time basis.  Specifically, Plurimi's PRISEM for Electricity enables ESPs, utilities, and their customers to automate voluntary curtailment programs by using the communications and work process abilities of the Internet.  PRISEM is a two-way communication platform that makes it possible for ESPs and utilities to publish curtailment offers.  End-use customers use PRISEM to value the ESP’s offer (in terms of its own costs and benefits of shifting load), respond to the ESP’s offer and subsequently implement energy reductions or shifting.  Plurimi has the technology to achieve significant and verifiable demand reductions in California in the near-term.  

Plurimi regrets not learning of the Summer Initiative before the filing deadline.  We would have welcomed the opportunity to submit a specific plan and budget with verifiable targets.  Barring this opportunity, we are pleased to participate in the comment process, and we hope that our insights will be given the same weight and consideration accorded to participants who had the information necessary to respond by July 21st with a proposal.  These comments summarize our position, discuss in detail Plurimi’s product and philosophy, and provide our thoughts on how the CPUC can best select viable energy efficiency remedies and allocate funding under the Summer Initiative.

SUMMARY OF PLURIMI POSITION

Plurimi is concerned that the methodology and process the Commission uses to allocate Summer Initiative funds is objective, transparent, and equally open to all suppliers of energy efficiency technologies.  Specifically:      

· How will the merits of competing technologies and/or products and services within technology categories be evaluated?

· How will funding be allocated?  Will only those entities who filed proposals in July be eligible to receive Summer Initiative funds?

· For those energy efficiency technologies identified as priority by the Commission, will bidding criteria (e.g., akin to an RFP process) be established?  This would allow all interested companies to compete for funding based on the merits of their products and their abilities to deliver verifiable reductions in load.  

How these questions are resolved is critical to Plurimi and to other emerging technology companies that are developing products and services for newly competitive electricity markets.  Depending on the route that the CPUC takes, proposals made as part of the filings could have a direct and material affect on the market penetration Plurimi can expect to achieve in California.  Because of the ability of Summer Initiative funding to potentially bestow on one or few entities the role of “market maker,” we encourage the Commission to consider how it can provide incentives to stimulate energy efficiency efforts while still maintaining a neutral role that does not “pre-select” the products and services that ultimately dominate.  

Plurimi also has concerns related to the costs, viability and prudency of some of the other proposals.  Several of the parties have asked the CPUC to use Summer Initiative funding to create a centralized statewide load management system that is exclusively managed by a single technology company in conjunction with a consulting firm.  As a competing provider of load curtailment services, we believe that any energy efficiency solution is best developed in an open marketplace that allows all entrants to compete on the merits of their products and services.  Anointing a single provider to have the exclusive lock on a statewide curtailment system is not the right approach.  Not only could such an outcome erect a barrier to entry for rival firms, it would stifle innovation and expose California customers to product, price and technology risks.  

Plurimi would also like to point out that it is especially important to prejudge which automated load curtailment systems will be best suited to customers in the early stages of software development.  Software development is traditionally a highly iterative, and the true benefits of a particular product generally emerge after version 1.0.  Our technology differs from that of our competitors and has features not found in other products.   Caution must be used when choosing amongst nascent automated load curtailment systems that utilize diffent optimization methodologies, and it is premature to have the Commission select and promote a single load curtailment package. 

WHO IS PLURIMI?

PLURIMI provides a real-time Web-based interactive Demand Management Platform that allows electricity suppliers and their customers in the electric industry to automate voluntary demand curtailment programs.  PRISEM is a two-way communication platform that makes it possible for ESPs and utilities to publish curtailment offers.  End-use customers use PRISEM to value and implement energy-shifting opportunities and respond to the supplier's offer. 

They key differentiator in Plurimi’s PRISEM system is the enterprise workflow component of the product, which equips the customer with the information on their business processes to change or shift their demand based on price.  Energy consumers can, for the first time, get the best of both worlds - they can maintain an existing relationship with a supplier, and they can leverage the most competitive real-time pricing to actively manage their energy costs by adjusting demand.
This ability to put the locus of control for the curtailment in the hands of the energy consumer is the most essential part of any technology-based demand curtailment system.   Market inefficiencies will continue even after competition is introduced unless customers truly have the ability to control their energy costs through making real-time decisions about their energy consumption.  Historically, customers have learned to treat their energy bills as a given and to treat their loads as completely inelastic.  Real-time Internet systems make load curtailment possible for many customers, allowing them to react to pricing signals generated in the market rather than be a passive recipient of high-energy costs.  By giving larger-volume customers a measure of control over when and how they consume, peak requirements are reduced, and the need for regulators to resort to direct intervention in the market to control wholesale prices is lessened.  

Over time, customers will gravitate toward tweaking their production decisions to avoid high prices because of the advantages that this type of price-sensitive management will make the most sense for their businesses.  While load management is best suited to customers who have flexibility in their production processes, we believe it is also the case that forward-thinking customers will look for ways to increase load curtailment participation.  

For these reasons, load curtailment has the potential to deliver significant reductions in demand during peak periods and merits the consideration of the CPUC as a significant focus of the energy efficiency funding.  We believe we have the technology to achieve significant and verifiable demand reductions in California in the near-term.  Evolution to some real-time pricing is the essence of wholesale and retail electricity competition.  As this transition takes place in newly deregulated markets, we see demand curtailment as a vital component that the market needs to control price volatility.  

PLURIMI’S SUGGESTED GUIDELINES FOR STRUCTURING THE SUMMER INITIATIVE

Our concerns and questions give rise to some guidelines that Plurimi respectfully requests that the Commission consider as it evaluates the proposals and establishes funding criteria under the Summer Initiative.  

GUIDELINE 1:  
CPUC funding should strive to avoid preferential treatment of individual vendors and their products and instead seek to broadly stimulate customer adoption of load curtailment products and services.  

The CPUC is in a unique position in that it has the power to preferentially fund individual energy efficiency businesses, to the detriment of other providers.  This is particularly problematic if the Commission approves proposals that elevate one provider to the status of being a sole or preferred source of curtailment services in the state.  The Commission has a long history of insuring that its decisions do not determine which firms will prevail in an open market.  Despite the critical need for new capacity in the market to address supply-side shortages during peak periods the CPUC would never consider funding an individual generating company in its efforts to be first to market with its new power plant in California.  Equally, it is important that on the demand side the same sort of standards apply.  

In fact, in other areas of retail market design, the Commission has repeatedly refrained from prejudicing market outcomes by giving specific vendors preferential treatment.  For example, in selecting metering standards, the CPUC took care to insure that all competitors had equal opportunity to offer competitive metering services.  In D. 97-12-048, the Commission adopted an interim open architecture standard for unbundled metering services.  In so doing, the Commissioners concurred with the findings of the Meter and Data Workshop Report that “maximum interoperability will be achieved when meter manufacturers employ multiple vendor and non-proprietary standard interfaces and communications systems” (D. 97-12-048, page 12).  

In adopting permanent metering standards in D. 98-12-080, the Commission noted that “wehave tried to avoid adopting standards which are too narrow in scope, and which limit technology choices” (page 2).  These and other precedents established by the Commission for retail energy services are based on the belief that in a deregulated environment, it is the role of the consumer and not the regulator to determine which products and services should prevail in the marketplace.  

In the specific case of load curtailment solutions that rely on Internet technologies, the general application of technology to provide solutions to common business problems has generally dictated that the best approach is to adopt a common industry standard (Java, XML, HTML, etc.) to ensure interoperability and competition.  

The Commission should not dictate to utilities and energy service providers (ESPs) the curtailment products to use with its customers.  Instead, the role of the Summer Initiative should be to lower the barriers of experimenting with these new programs.  This can be achieved by providing utilities, ESPS and their customers with economic incentives to select among competing companies that offer curtailment services.  Possible subsidy options include waiving or reducing the set-up fees usually charged for such on-line services of this sort.  Alternatively, the per-kilowatt hour costs to participate in load curtailment programs could be partially subsidized.  Such an approach is analogous to the Renewable Customer Credits program that is administered by the California Energy Commission and provides a per-kilowatt hour subsidy to eligible consumers of renewable power. 

GUIDELINE 2:  
The Summer Initiative should avoid creating an infrastructure that locks customers into a single load curtailment product.    

A funding system that is not neutral to providers of energy efficiency products harms more than those vendors who are excluded.  Creating a single, statewide system would not give consumers a choice of their provider of load curtailment services.  The CPUC should be cautious of committing utilities, ESPs, and end-use customers to technology solutions that may not match their individual needs.

Moreover, a single portal model creates a quasi-monopoly of one vendor, not just for load curtailment, but also for the applications and services surrounding load curtailment. For example, a company that is effectively the sole provider of a statewide service can easily stifle competition in other offerings by giving their own suite of products an unfair advantage.  

An excellent example of this is the fact that several companies that build automated load curtailment systems provide many additional services to end-use customers.  These include, but are not limited to, selling electricity and other commodities, energy consulting services, and energy management systems.  A centralized curtailment provider can hard-code automated controls (such as thermostat or air conditioning controls) into their systems and, over time, require customers to purchase both services.  Thus, the vendor could use its single-provider status to exclude competition not only in the load curtailment space, but also in other related products and services.

Inhibiting competition will be directly visible in the price that customers will pay for these services.  By granting a preferential position to a specific suite of technology solutions, the CPUC removes competitive pressure that would otherwise be brought to bear on the pricing of these solutions.  As with any other market, the value-added services energy market will benefit from having the market discipline that is imposed on suppliers that must compete for their customer’s business.  

GUIDELINE 3:  
The notion that a company must receive state funding in order to take on the role of the sanctioned state provider of load curtailment services is illogical.  

The opportunity to be a centralized, single portal for load management and curtailment is a significant entitlement.  Any entity that is given an exclusive or preferential franchise to provide curtailment services for the state of California should pay for this right.  

Plurimi feels so strongly about the value of this opportunity that it would be willing to commit its own funding in development and infrastructure costs to provide such a curtailment solution at no cost to the Initiative’s budget.  

But rather than confer a quasi-franchise status on a single provider, we urge the CPUC to adopt an open architecture approach and encourage Summer Initiative programs that are vendor neutral and invite participation from competing curtailment suppliers.  

GUIDELINE 4:  
Recipients of Summer Initiative funding should have this funding tied to actual (not expected) performance.  

Any funding given to any parties under the Summer Initiative should be tied to performance. The goal of the Summer Initiative is not to create energy efficiency systems.  It is to provide incentives to the marketplace to deliver actual reductions in peak load on an expedited basis.  Summer Initiative funding should reward only those programs that are able to deliver on their promises of energy usage reductions, irrespective of who the funding recipient is and what technology they propose to implement under the program.  

With respect to load curtailment programs in specific, any recipient of funding should be able to achieve minimum (versus projected) levels of tradable demand.  We believe we can do this better than any other company in the business, and we welcome the opportunity to prove this.  

PLURIMI RECOMMENDATIONS 

We offer the following specific recommendations for how to structure and fund the Summer Initiative.  

· Ensure that all participants in the energy efficiency marketplace can be part of the  Summer Initiative, not just the subset of entities who submitted proposals.

· If there are instances in which Summer Initiative funding must be directed to a subset of energy efficiency firms, establish a transparent RFP process clearly articulates requirements and critically evaluates vendors under a common set of standards.  

· Consider funding pilot programs that are carefully structured to test load curtailment interest and adoption rates.  These programs should be open to all suppliers of new technology.

· Refrain from funding a statewide demand curtailment service that would be developed and run by a single entity. 

· Maintain an open architecture protocol for load curtailment platforms.  

· Increase the probability of achieving demand reductions by insuring that any load curtailment funding is not directed solely to the suppliers of these technologies.  Providing economic incentives to consumers (utilities, ESPs and customers) in the form of discounts on access fees or per kilowatt-hour subsidies promises to inspire greater adoption of new curtailment technologies than simply subsidizing the start-up costs to the providers of these products.  Reducing the transaction costs and risks for customers to try curtailment products will go far in achieving demand reductions through these applications.  

· Tie any subsidy provided to vendors to the amount of load reductions they actually deliver in peak periods.  

· Hold hearings to insure that all parties have an opportunity to be heard on these issues.  

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, ANNE SELTING, CERTIFY THAT I HAVE, ON THIS DAY SERVED A TRUE COPY OF THE ORIGINAL ATTACHED “REPLY COMMENTS OF PLURIMI ON THE SUMMER INITIATIVE” 
To be served by electronic mail and U.S. mail, to all parties listed on the Service List for the proceeding in California Public Utilities Commission Docket No. A.99-09-049 et al.

I declare under penalty of perjury, pursuant to the laws of the State of California, that the foregoing is true and correct.


Executed on August 4, 2000 in San Francisco, California.





_____________________________________________






Anne Selting

Anne Selting, 

Director of Business Development






Plurimi, Inc.






2211 Mission Street, Suite B

                                                
San Francisco, CA 94110






415 550-2533

415 970-9617 fax

anne@plurimi.com

www.plurimi.com

SERVICE LIST

Appearance

LAURA A. LARKS                            RICHARD SPERBERG                        

ATTORNEY AT LAW                           PRESIDENT                               

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY        ONSITE/SYCOM                            

POST OFFICE BOX 800                       701 PALOMAR AIRPORT ROAD RM 200         

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE                  CARLSBAD, CA  92009                     

ROSEMEAD, CA  91770                                                               

STEVEN C. NELSON                          BRUCE FOSTER                            

ATTORNEY AT LAW                           REGULATORY AFFAIRS                      

SEMPRA ENERGY                             SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY      

101 ASH STREET                            601 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 2040         

SAN DIEGO, CA  92101-3017                 SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102                

MARCEL HAWIGER                            PATRICK L. GILEAU                       

ATTORNEY AT LAW                           CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION       

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK                ROOM 5000                               

711 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 350            505 VAN NESS AVENUE                     

SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102                  SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102-3214           

SUSAN E. BROWN                            BETH DUNLOP                             

ATTORNEY AT LAW                           GRUENEICH RESOURCE ADVOCATES            

LATINO ISSUES FORUM                       582 MARKET STREET, SUITE 1020           

785 MARKET STREET, 3RD FLOOR              SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94104-5305           

SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94103-2003                                                     

JULIA CURTIS                              ROBERT B. MCLENNAN                      

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL         ATTORNEY AT LAW                         

71 STEVENSON STREET, STE 1825             PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY        

SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94105                  POST OFFICE BOX 7442                    

                                          SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94120                

STAN WALERCZYK`                           WILLIAM L. NELSON                       

ALAMO LIGHTING                            REECH, INC.                             

149 CAMINO POSADA                         PUBLIC POLICY DIVISION                  

WALNUT CREEK, CA  94595                   PO BOX 7530                             

                                          STOCKTON, CA  95267-7530                

DICK ELY                                  DANIEL W. MEEK                          

DIRECTOR MARKETING                        ATTORNEY AT LAW                         

ADM ASSOCIATES INC.                       RESIDENTIAL ENERGY SVCS COMPANIES....   

3239 RAMOS CIRCLE                         10949 S.W. 4TH AVENUE                   

SACRAMENTO, CA  95827-2501                PORTLAND, OR  97219                     

Information Only 

LAUREN KOLB                               SARAH MCKINLEY                          

MANAGER,MARKETING/BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT    DISTRIBUTED POWER COALITION OF AMERICA  

CARRIER CORPORATION                       10 G STREET, NE SUITE 700               

ONE CARRIER PLACE                         WASHINGTON, DC  20002                   

FARMINGTON, CT  06034                                                             

BOB FICKES                                ANTHONY V. ARCHER                       

CALIFORNIA OIL PRODUCERS ELECTRIC CORP.   SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY      

301 EAST OCEAN BLVD, SUITE 300            2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE, SUITE 315     

LONG BEACH, CA  90801                     ROSEMEAD, CA  91770                     

GREG BERLIN                               ISMAEL PENA                             

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON                ECOS CONSULTING                         

2131 WALNUT GROVE AVE.                    580 E. ARROW HIGHWAY, SUITE E           

ROSEMEAD, CA  91770                       SAN DIMAS, CA  91773                    

STEPHEN F. MCKENERY                       CHARLES R. TOCA                         

POWER LIGHT CORPORATION                   UTILITY SAVINGS AND REFUND SERVICES     

7872 VIA ADELFA                           31878 DEL OBISPO, M1  118  325          

CARLSBAD, CA  92009                       SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO, CA  92675          

LISA HUBBARD                              DIAN M. GRUENEICH                       

SEMPRA ENERGY                             ATTORNEY AT LAW                         

601 VAN NESS AVE. STE 2060                GRUENEICH RESOURCE ADVOCATES            

SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102                  582 MARKET STREET, SUITE 1020           

                                          SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94104                

ARTHUR V. O'DONNELL                       JASON MIHOS                             

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS                 CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS               

9 ROSCOE STREET                           9 ROSCOE STREET                         

SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94110-5921             SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94110-5921           

SARA STECK MYERS                          MARIC S. MUNN, P.E.                     

ATTORNEY AT LAW                           ENERGY MANAGER                          

122 - 28TH AVENUE                         THE PRESIDIO TRUST                      

SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94121                  34 GRAHAM STREET                        

                                          SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94129-0052           

MUKESH KHATTAR                            ERIC L. MILLER                          

ELECTRIC POWER RESEARCH INSTITUTE         VP,PRODUCT STATEGY                      

3412 HILLVIEW AVENUE                      SILICON ENERGY                          

PALO ALTO, CA  94304                      1010 ATLANTIC AVENUE                    

                                          ALAMEDA, CA  94501                      

SCOTT WENTWORTH                           CHARLES GOLDMAN                         

ENERGY ENGINEER                           LAWRENCE BERKELEY NATIONAL LABORATORY   

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT,CITY OF OAKLAND   MS 90-4000                              

7101 EDGEWATER DRIVE                      ONE CYCLOTRON ROAD                      

OAKLAND, CA  94621-3001                   BERKELEY, CA  94720                     

MIKE CALLAHAN                             ANDY BROWN                              

HUMBOLDT CREAMERY ASSOCIATION             ELLISON & SCHNEIDER                     

572 HIGHWAY ONE                           2015 H STREET                           

FORTUNA, CA  95540                        SACRAMENTO, CA  95814                   

PETE PRICE                                LYNN M. HAUG                            

PRICE CONSULTING                          ATTORNEY AT LAW                         

1029 K STREET, SUITE 38                   ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP        

SACRAMENTO, CA  95814                     2015 H STREET                           

                                          SACRAMENTO, CA  95814-3109              

MARTY KATZ                                THOMAS ECKHART                          

SMUD                                      CAL-UCONS                               

6301 S STREET, MS A204                    1400 112TH AVE, SE SUITE 100            

SACRAMENTO, CA  95817                     BELLEVUE, WA  98004                     

State Service 

BARBARA ORTEGA                            MARK THAYER                             

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION         C/O ALISON SAUNDERS, CBEE COORDINATOR   

EXECUTIVE DIVISION                        CALIFORNIA BOARD OF ENERGY EFFICIENCY   

320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500             DEPT. OF ECONOMICS-SAN DIEGO STATE UNIV.

LOS ANGELES, CA  90013                    SAN DIEGO, CA  92182                    

ORTENSIA LOPEZ                            ANNE W. PREMO                           

GREENLINING INSTITUTE                     CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION       

2542 BELMONT CANYON ROAD                  DECISION-MAKING SUPPORT BRANCH          

BELMONT, CA  94002                        AREA 4-A                                

                                          505 VAN NESS AVENUE                     

                                          SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102-3214           

BILLIE C BLANCHARD                        JULIE A FITCH                           

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION         CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION       

INVESTIGATION, MONITORING & COMPLIANCE B  ANALYSIS BRANCH                         

AREA 4-A                                  AREA 4-A                                

505 VAN NESS AVENUE                       505 VAN NESS AVENUE                     

SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102-3214             SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102-3214           

LINDA R BYTOF                             OURANIA M. VLAHOS                       

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION         CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION       

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES     ROOM 5125                               

ROOM 5007                                 505 VAN NESS AVENUE                     

505 VAN NESS AVENUE                       SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102-3214           

SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102-3214                                                     

ROSALINA WHITE                            SCOTT LOGAN                             

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION         CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION       

PUBLIC ADVISOR OFFICE                     CONSUMER ISSUES BRANCH                  

ROOM 5303                                 ROOM 4102                               

505 VAN NESS AVENUE                       505 VAN NESS AVENUE                     

SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102-3214             SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102-3214           

ZAIDA AMAYA-PINEDA                        PETER DRAGOVICH                         

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION         ASSISTANT TO THE CITY MANAGER           

ANALYSIS BRANCH                           CITY OF CONCORD                         

AREA 4-A                                  1950 PARKSIDE DRIVE, MS 01/A            

505 VAN NESS AVENUE                       CONCORD, CA  94519                      

SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102-3214                                                     

DON SCHULTZ                               MIKE MESSENGER                          

CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION    CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION            

OFFICE OF RATEPAYER ADVOCATES             1516 9TH STREET                         

770 L STREET SUITE 1050                   SACRAMENTO, CA  95814                   

SACRAMENTO, CA  95814                                                             

JONATHAN M. TEAGUE                      

DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES          

OFFICE OF ENERGY ASSESSMENTS            

717 K STREET, SUITE 409                 

SACRAMENTO, CA  95814-3406              

� EMBED PBrush  ���





� EMBED PBrush  ���





� EMBED PBrush  ���








PAGE  

- 4 -



_1026887377

