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	Pacific Gas and Electric Company ("PG&E"), San Diego Gas and Electric Company ("SDG&E"), the California Department of General Services ("DGS"), the University of California ("UC"), the California State University ("CSU"), the School Project for Utility Rate Reduction ("SPURR") and the Regional Energy Management Coalition ("REMAC"), the California Farm Bureau ("Farm Bureau") and the California Retailers Association ("CRA") ("Joint Commenters") appreciate the opportunity to submit these joint comments to the Report on July 16, 1997 Workshop on Load Profile Eligibility ("Workshop Report").�  As ordered in the Commission’s decision on Direct Access (D.  97-05-040), the July 16, 1997 workshop was convened to "consider whether load profiles for certain customers whose maximum demand is equal to or greater than 20 kW, but less than 50 kW should be permitted."


	During the July 16, 1997 workshop, several proposals for exemptions were presented, including a proposal by PG&E and SDG&E ("PG&E/SDG&E proposal"), and one by DGS, SPURR/REMAC, CRA , the Farm Bureau and the Office of Ratepayer Advocates ("DGS et.  al.  proposal").  These proposals are summarized in the Workshop Report.  As noted in the Workshop Report, supporters of the DGS et.  al proposal were generally amenable to the PG&E/SDG&E proposal -- although there was some disagreement as to the conditions PG&E and SDG&E attached to their offer.  These joint comments are offered to highlight the points of agreement between the Joint Commenters in order to assist the Commission in making a determination regarding exemptions for customers with loads between 20 and 50 kW.


	The Joint Commenters all support a blanket exemption for customers with loads between 20 and 50 kW during an interim period until the issue of exemptions is revisited by the Commission during a proceeding in 1998.  In PG&E’s service territory, eligibility for the exemptions would be determined as follows: 1) loads without demand meters would be deemed to be under 20 kW consistent with PG&E’s position on eligibility for load profiles; and 2) loads with a demand meter having a demand under 50 kW nine out of the twelve months of the year would be deemed under 50 kW.   In SDG&E’s service territory, eligibility for exemptions would be determined as follows:  loads with demand meters having a demand under 50 kW nine out of the twelve months of the year would be deemed under 50 kW.� 


	The Joint Commenters support including the issue of exemptions for customers between 20 and 50 kW in the 1998 proceeding on load profiles that was proposed to the Commission in the June 16, 1997 Report on the June 5, 1997 Workshop on Load Profiles.   Many parties support holding a proceeding in 1998 to address controversial issues related to load profiles that while of critical importance can be deferred in light of other more time sensitive issues related to the implementation of direct access.


	In addition, the Joint Commenters agree with PG&E and SDG&E that the current PG&E and SDG&E proposals for segmentation and load profile methodologies, as set forth in the June 16, 1997 Report, should be used during the interim period until the issues are revisited by the Commission in the proposed proceeding in 1998.  This agreement does not include any agreement on the appropriate segmentation or methodologies for load profiles in the long term; Joint Commenters believe these issues should be deferred without prejudice to the 1998 proceeding.  Moreover, outstanding issues related to the eligibility of street lights for use of load profiles are outside the scope of this agreement; parties to this agreement may separately address those issues in the appropriate forum.


	Joint Commenters offer several rationale for our position.  First, Joint Commenters agree, as is set forth in the Workshop Report, that there is a group of customers with loads between 20 to 50 kW for whom the installation of an hourly meter may be uneconomic.  The requirement for installation of an hourly meter for these customers could present a significant barrier to direct access for these customers.  The development of such a barrier would contravene Legislative and Commission policy that direct access should be available on an equitable basis to all classes of customers.  Section 365(b).


	Second, allowing an interim exemption from hourly meters for customers between 20 and 50 kW would reduce the potential for direct access implementation backlogs related to the availability of hourly meters and their installation.  Moreover, by mid 1998 there is likely to be more accurate information on the availability and cost of meters and metering services, particularly for medium sized customers.  Thus, the Commission could make a much better informed decision on the extent to which the requirement of an hourly meter will likely deter medium sized customers from availing themselves of direct access.


	Finally, Joint Commenters believe that given the magnitude of resources that must be devoted to time sensitive tasks, it would be more practical to defer until 1998 the determination of which customers between 20 and 50 kW would not be deterred from direct access by the required installation of an hourly meter.   In contrast, providing no exemption for customers between 20 and 50 kW could create an insurmountable barrier to direct access for a significant number of customers and could exacerbate meter related delays.  Accordingly, the Joint Commenters urge the Commission to adopt the proposed interim exemption.
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�	PG&E, SDG&E, SPURR/REMAC, CRA and the Farm Bureau have authorized Jeanne M. Solé from Grueneich Resource Advocates to submit these joint comments on their behalf.  Some of the Joint Commenters are submitting individual comments on the workshop today in addition to these joint comments. 


�	There may be a limited number of larger accounts without demand meters in SDG&E’s service territory.   Investigation of the number and treatment of these accounts is ongoing and should be resolved in the near future.  





