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Comments of the California League of Food Processors

The California League of Food Processors OPPOSES:

01. Public purpose program expense.  They simply keep rates higher than they should be.

02. Time of use meters and pricing.  The market is taking care of such issues.

03. Any non-bypassable gas surcharge for public purpose programs.  The gas industry should not be given special treatment, let the market decide.

04. Establish an Independent System Operator – NO!  We don’t need more red tape.

05. Establish an Independent Procurement Agent.  No more expense for go-betweens.

06. Subsidizing low-emission vehicles.  Why keep rates high and uncompetitive?

The California League of Food Processors SUPPORTS:


S1.
“…and to ensure that customers pay only for the services they use.” (Ch II, Page 14)

Many seasonal fruit and vegetable food processors operate 30-90 days per year.  They pay monthly customer charges for 9-11 months when no gas is delivered.

They should be allowed to “lock out” their meters and stop being charged when they are not customers and no service is provided.


S2.
Unbundling revenue cycle services and putting such services at risk and competition.  Provide choices and let the market serve customers.


S3.
Removing limits to transportation service.  Let the market decide.


S4.
Cogeneraters no longer need special treatment.  Let them compete.


S5.
Greater rate stability.  The PG&E Gas Accord is one example.


S6.
Maintaining utilities as default provider, and such service should be available to anyone.
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