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From: Wong, John S. FIlL E D
Sent:  Wednesday, January 11, 2012 12:54 PM 01-20-12
To: 'jleslie@luce.com’; 'rdc_law@swbell.net’; 'RVanderleeden@SempraUltilities.com’; 01:18 PM

'jcorralejo@lbcgla.org’; 'DGilmore@SempraUtilities.com’; 'npedersen@hanmor.com’,
'douglass@energyattorney.com’; 'francis.mcnulty@sce.com’; 'djOconklin@earthlink.net';
'KMelville@SempraUtilities.com'; 'JPacheco@SempraUtilities.com’; 'liddell@EnergyAttorney.com’;
'mshames@ucan.org’; 'dbyers@landuselaw.com’; 'Faith.Mabuhayalliance@gmail.com’;
'Tkoss@adamsbroadwell.com’; jab@cpuc.ca.gov’; 'nms@cpuc.ca.gov’; 'norman.furuta@navy.mil’;
'nsuetake@turn.org’; 'sls@a-klaw.com'; 'swfs@pge.com'’; 'lencanty @BlackEconomicCouncil.org';
'service@cforat.org’; 'stephaniec@greenlining.org’; 'rwilliford@dralegal.org'; 'jweil@aglet.org’;
'billjulian@sbcglobal.net'’; 'kmills@cfbf.com'; ‘cadowney@cadowneylaw.com’; 'j4Ir@pge.com’;
'jlessica@ongrid.net’; 'IXYR@pge.com'; ‘jwmitchell@mbartek.com’; 'naaz.khumawala@baml.com’,
'ppatterson2@nyc.rr.com’; 'dwtcpucdockets@dwt.com’; ‘regrelcpuccases@pge.com’;
'mrw@mrwassoc.com’; 'alison@bartlewells.com’; 'noah.hauser@barclayscapital.com’;
'ted@PointState.com’; 'jheckler@levincap.com'; 'khojasteh.davoodi@navy.mil’;
'makda.solomon@navy.mil'; 'ralphdennis@insightbb.com’; 'rsmithla@aol.com’;
'daniel.j.brink@exxonmobil.com’; 'kirby.bosley@jpmorgan.com’; 'paul.gendron@JPMorgan.com’;
'Paul. Tramonte@jpmorgan.com’; 'randy.e.parker@exxonmobil.com’; '"AChavez@ecotality.com’,
'robert.pettinato@ladwp.com’; 'RPrince@SempraUltilities.com’; 'JPong@SempraUtilities.com’;
'ASteinberg@SempraUltilities.com’; 'rothenergy @sbcglobal.net’; 'sendo@cityofpasadena.net’;
'eklinkner@cityofpasadena.net’; 'VPuffer@ci.glendale.ca.us'; 'slins@ci.glendale.ca.us’;
'bjeider@ci.burbank.ca.us’; 'rmorillo@ci.burbank.ca.us’, 'case.admin@sce.com’;
'learl@SempraUltilities.com’; 'mseverson@amslawyers.com'; 'art@ucan.org’;
'onell.soto@uniontrib.com'; 'marcie.milner@shell.com'; 'CManzuk@SempraUtilities.com’;
'ngirard@sempradutilities.com’; 'CentralFiles@SempraUtilities.com'; 'carl. wood@verizon.net';
'sikeene@iid.com’; 'cguss@anaheim.net’; 'ssciortino@anaheim.net’; 'ek@a-klaw.com’;
'sue.mara@RTOadvisors.com'; 'sswaroop@naacoalition.org'’; 'mdjoseph@adamsbroadwell.com’;
'marcel@turn.org'; 'bfinkelstein@turn.org'; 'tlong@turn.org’; 'Fassil.t.Fenikile@att.com’; filings@a-
klaw.com'; 'aaron.joseph.lewis@gmail.com’; '‘cem@newsdata.com’; 'RobertGnaizda@gmail.com’;
'ssm3@pge.com’; 'ceyap@earthlink.net’; 'dmarcus2@sbcglobal.net’; 'rschmidt@bartlewells.com’;
'garrick@jbsenergy.com'; 'john@jbsenergy.com’; 'kdw@woodruff-expert-services.com’,
'ri@eslawfirm.com’; 'Imh@eslawfirm.com’; 'CaliforniaDockets@pacificorp.com’; '‘beg@cpuc.ca.gov'
'dif@cpuc.ca.gov'; 'dfb@cpuc.ca.gov’; 'ec2@cpuc.ca.gov'; jrw@cpuc.ca.gov'; 'jsw@cpuc.ca.gov’,
'zaf@cpuc.ca.gov'; 'me3@cpuc.ca.gov’; ram@cpuc.ca.gov’; rmp@cpuc.ca.gov’; 'srt@cpuc.ca.gov’
'sgm@cpuc.ca.gov'’; 'sni@cpuc.ca.gov’; 'sjg@cpuc.ca.gov'; 'txb@cpuc.ca.gov’;
'maguirre@amslawyers.com’; 'mseverson@amslawyers.com'

Subject: E-Mail Ruling Concerning Two Motions Filed by Ruth Henricks in A.10-12-005 and A.10-12-006
To the Service List in A.10-12-005 and A.10-12-006:

This e-mail ruling addresses two motions that were filed on January 4, 2012 by Ruth Henricks in the
consolidated proceedings listed above. The first motion seeks party status in these consolidated
proceedings. The second motion seeks authorization to file a protest to the applications. This e-mail
ruling denies both motions for the reasons listed below.

First, the applications of San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E) and Southern California Gas
Company (SoCalGas) were filed on December 15, 2010, more than one year ago. A prehearing
conference was held on January 31, 2011, and the procedural schedule for this proceeding was set forth
in the March 2, 2011 scoping memo and ruling. That procedural schedule set forth the dates for parties to
the proceeding to submit their testimony, as well as setting the dates for evidentiary hearings. Evidentiary
hearings in these proceedings began on November 30, 2011, and to date more than 25 witnesses have
testified on behalf of SDG&E and SoCalGas. The two motions of Ruth Henricks were not filed until
January 4, 2012, over one year from the time the applications were first filed, and more than 10 months
after the procedural schedule was established, and more than two months after the concurrent rebuttal
testimony was due. At no time prior to January 4, 2012 did Henricks seek to become a party to these
proceedings.
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Second, the insurance witness for SDG&E and SoCalGas (Maury DeBont) testified at the evidentiary hearings on
December 19, 2011, and was subject to cross examination by all the parties to this proceeding. To allow Henricks
to become a party at this late date, after the witness for SDG&E and SoCalGas has already completed his
testimony would be prejudicial. In addition, the parties that cross-examined the insurance witness have already
raised insurance expense issues that are similar to what Henricks seeks to raise if she is granted party status at
this late stage. -

Third, protests to an application “must be filed within within 30 days of the date the notice of the filing of the
application first appears in the Daily Calendar,” unless “otherwise provided by rule, decision, or General
Order...." (Rule 2.6(a).) There is no rule, decision or General Order, nor has Henricks cited any, that permits a
protest to be filed more than one year after the application has been filed. The motion of Henricks to allow her to
file a protest more than one year after the application has been filed is therefore untimely.

Fourth, Henricks is already participating in A.09-08-020. Both motions state that “it may serve the interest of
efficiency to consolidate the A0908020 with this proceeding ... and the only remaining issues with A 0908020 deal
with SDG&E’s insurance costs and should and would be better served by being folded into these GRC
proceedings.” Henricks’ motion fail to point out that the issues in A.09-08-020 are currently the subject of
evidentiary hearings that began today, January 11, 2012, and are scheduled to continue through January 13,
2012.

Accordingly, based on the above reasons, the January 4, 2012 motion of Ruth Henricks for party status, and the
January 4, 2012 motion of Petitioner Ruth Henricks to file protest, are denied.

A written ruling confirming the above e-mail ruling will be issued in the next couple of weeks.
John S. Wong

"Administrative Law Judge
CPUC
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