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5 

requests its recommendations also be incorporated within the Energy Division Roadmap. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
/s/  LISA-MARIE SALVACION  

Lisa-Marie Salvacion 
Attorney for the Office of Ratepayer 
Advocates 

 
California Public Utilities Commission 
505 Van Ness Ave. 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Phone: (415) 703-2069 

October 21, 2013    Email: lms@cpuc.ca.gov 
 



 

ATTACHMENT - REDLINES 

 

PROPOSED Findings of Fact 
 

 8.  Each utility must support up to 500 eligible submetering participants in each 

pilot phase.  Each enrolled customers will be able to participate in the pilot for at least 12 

months. The 500 submetering participants should be allocated the ratio of existing 

customers by customer category within the individual IOU’s service territory, based upon 

the utilities’ respective most recent general rate case. 

  

 9.  The Single Customer of Record phase will begin enrollment 150 days after this 

Decision is finalized.  The utilities should inform potential customers about the 

availability of submetering pilots.  Customers may enroll to receive submetering service 

for up to six months or until the enrollment cap is reached.  

 

 10.  The Multiple Customers of Record phase will begin enrollment on December 

1, 2014. The utilities should inform potential customers about the availability of 

submetering pilots.  Customers may enroll to receive submetering service for up to 6 

months or until the enrollment cap is reached. 

PROPOSED Conclusions of Law 

4.  A two phase pilot, testing Single Customer of Record submetering and then 

Multiple Customers of Record submetering, is a reasonable approach for implementing 

the pilot program.  It is reasonable to allocate 500 submetering participants by the ratio of 

existing customers by customer category within the individual IOU’s service territory, 

based upon the utilities’ respective most recent general rate case. 

 
PROPOSED Ordering Paragraph 

 6.  Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Southern California Edison Company, and 

San Diego Gas & Electric Company shall jointly file a petition to modify this decision an 



 

application to establish a Memorandum Account to track utility costs incurred from 

planning and implementing the Submetering Pilots and proposes an alternative funding 

source if the EPIC Investment Plans are not scheduled for Commission consideration 

within 90 days after the date of this decision.  The spending on pilot programs should 

remain within the EPIC budget for each utility. 


