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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Consider Smart

Grid Technologies Pursuant to Federal R.08-12-009
Legislation and on the Commission’s Own (Filed December 18, 2008)
Motion to Actively Guide Policy in California’s

Development of a Smart Grid System

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY'S (U 338-E) REPLY COMMENTS TO
THE ASSIGNED COMMISSIONER'S MAY 29, 2009 RULING AMENDING THE
SCOPE AND SCHEDULE OF PROCEEDING TO ADDRESS POLICY ISSUES
PERTAINING TO SMART GRID FUNDING APPROPRIATED IN THE AMERICAN
RECOVERY AND REINVESTMENT ACT OF 2009

I
INTRODUCTION

In accordance with the Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling Amending the Scope and
Schedule of Proceeding to Address Policy Issues Pertaining to Smart Grid Funding Appropriated
in the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Ruling), Southern California Edison
Company (SCE) submits the following reply to various parties’ comments on the Ruling. SCE’s

reply addresses three primary issues:

(1) The Ruling appropriately proposes to grant a rebuttable presumption of
reasonableness to Investor-Owned Utility (IOU) Smart Grid projects that receive
Department of Energy (DOE) matching funds. The proposed rebuttable
presumption is not unlawful (as some parties claim in their opening comments), but
rather is a permissible exercise of the California Public Utilities Commission’s
(Commission’s) discretion under California Public Utilities Code § 454(b). The
rebuttable presumption is particularly appropriate because of the close alignment of
state and federal policies concerning the Smart Grid, as recognized in the Ruling.

(2) The Tier-3 advice letter process proposed by the Ruling for contingent pre-approval
of co-funding offers a sufficient opportunity for public participation in the



Commission’s review of IOU Smart Grid projects that seek DOE matching funds
(and that do not require CEQA review or the issuance of a CPCN). To the extent an
10U seeks, prior to DOE action, Commission approval of the expenditures
associated with a Smart Grid project — and such approval is contingent upon the
DOE selecting the project for federal matching funds — the standard Tier-3 advice
letter process will give interested parties an appropriate chance to review and
comment upon the IOU’s submission. Certain parties have proposed extensions to
the advice letter comment period and dollar caps on the funding that IOUs may
request via an advice letter, with no support for these additional requirements.
These arbitrary proposed modifications to the Ruling should be rejected.

(3) The Division of Ratepayer Advocates (DRA) inappropriately requests that the
Ruling’s proposed reporting requirements for projects seeking DOE matching funds
be extended to require that the IOUs submit to DRA a copy of all information
provided to the Commission, including confidential information. SCE does not
object to providing public information to parties on the service list in this
proceeding (including DRA) as required by the Ruling. However, DRA provides
no justification for requiring IOUs to submit such confidential information to
parties other than the Commission (assuming the IOU has not yet requested
Commission approval for project co-funding). The Commission should not obligate
the IOUs to release such confidential information simply because DRA has some
unspecified interest in seeing the data.

For these reasons, as discussed further below, SCE requests that the Commission issue a
Proposed Decision that: (a) adopts the Ruling’s proposed rebuttable presumption of
reasonableness for Smart Grid projects approved for DOE matching funds; (b) retains the Tier-3
advice letter process for contingent pre-approval of Smart Grid expenditures without arbitrary
comment period extensions or financial limitations; and (c) does not obligate the IOUs to
unnecessarily disclose confidential information to DRA.

II.
A REBUTTABLE PRESUMPTION OF REASONABLENESS FOR SMART GRID

PROJECTS AWARDED MATCHING FUNDS BY THE DOE IS APPROPRIATE

The Consumer Federation of California (CFC), DRA, and The Utility Reform Network
(TURN) oppose the Ruling’s proposal to adopt a rebuttable presumption of reasonableness for

IOU Smart Grid projects that receive DOE matching funds, on the grounds that such a



presumption violates California law.! CFC and DRA further assert that the proposed rebuttable
presumption is improper by claiming that state and federal policies concerning the Smart Grid
are not sufficiently aligned.2 These contentions are incorrect and should be rejected by the
Commission. As discussed below, the California Public Utilities Code expressly vests the
Commission with the discretion to adopt reasonable and proper rules related to the showing
required to support proposed rate changes. The Ruling’s proposed rebuttable presumption is an
appropriate exercise of this discretion. Moreover, the Smart Grid policies that Commission and
the DOE are seeking to implement are closely aligned in their support of cost-effective projects
that are initiated consistent with the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 (EISA).

Thus, the Ruling’s proposed rebuttable presumption should be adopted by the Commission.

A. The Ruling’s Proposed Rebuttable Presumption is Consistent with California Law

CFC, DRA, and TURN claim that the Ruling’s proposed rebuttable presumption of
reasonableness for projects awarded DOE matching funds would violate California law by
shifting the burden of proof regarding reasonableness from the utilities to intervenors or
consumers. In support of their arguments, CFC, DRA, and TURN assert that California Public
Utilities Code § 454(a) prohibits any shift in the burden of proof with respect to rates because the
code states: “no utility shall change any rate . . . except upon a showing before the commission
and a finding by the commission that the new rate is justified.”® This position, however, ignores
the next subsection of the code, which expressly grants the Commission flexibility in

determining how the showing that supports a new rate will be made.

+  Comments Addressing Policy Issues Pertaining to Smart Grid Funding Appropriated in the American Recovery
and Reinvestment Act (CFC Comments), at 3-4; The Division of Ratepayer Advocates’ Amended Comments
on the May 29, 2009 Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling Amending the Scope and Schedule of Proceeding to
Address Policy Issues Pertaining to Smart Grid Funding Appropriated in the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act of 2009 (DRA Comments), at 4-7; Comments of The Utility Reform Network on Assigned
Commissioner Ruling Amending the Scope and Schedule of Proceeding to Address Policy Issues Pertaining to
Smart Grid Funding Appropriated in the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (TURN
Comments), at 6-7.

CFC Comments, at 4-5; DRA Comments, at 5.

CFC Comments, at 3; DRA Comments, at 5-6; TURN Comments, at 7.
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Contrary to the assertions of CFC, DRA, and TURN, Public Utilities Code § 454 did not
contemplate that the burden of proof could never be adjusted, regardless of how compelling the

circumstances were. Section 454(b) grants the Commission important discretion in this area:

The commission may adopt rules it considers reasonable and
proper for each class of public utility providing for the nature of
the showing required to be made in support of proposed rate
changes, the form and manner of the presentation of the showing,
with or without a hearing, and the procedure to be followed in the
consideration thereof.

Accordingly, the Ruling’s proposed rebuttable presumption falls squarely within the
authority granted to the Commission by Section 454(b).

CFC and DRA further claim that by implementing a rebuttable presumption of
reasonableness based on DOE approval of a Smart Grid project, the Commission would abdicate
its regulatory authority to determine that new rates are just and reasonable.2 This contention is
simply wrong. The Ruling’s approach does not cause the Commission to grant total deference to
the DOE’s decisions, as CFC and DRA suggest. Rather, the Commission will still evaluate
Smart Grid projects using its traditional criteria, but place the burden on parties challenging the
costs of the projects to show them to be unreasonable. The Ruling makes clear that IOUs will be
required to provide details of each project for Commission scrutiny, including costs and
benefits.. Importantly, the presumption is rebuttable -- if an opposing party provides appropriate
evidence to demonstrate that the costs of a project are unreasonable, the Commission can deny
co-funding. The rebuttable presumption simply enables the Commission to strike an appropriate

balance: maintaining its oversight role over the IOUs while also permitting the IOUs an

Cal. Pub. Util. Code § 454(b) (emphasis added).

CFC Comments, at 4; DRA Comments, at 6-7. CFC and DRA not only oppose total deference to DOE
decisions to award funds to Smart Grid projects, but they appear to resist the Commission granting any weight
to the DOE’s funding decisions. To the extent these parties are implying that the IOUs would propose wasteful
Smart Grid projects simply to obtain federal funding, or that the DOE would award funds to such projects, such
an implication is unwarranted and should be disregarded by the Commission

6 Ruling, at 10-11.
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opportunity to demonstrate a level of match funding in seeking federal stimulus dollars for
California in a highly-competitive process.

CFC also incorrectly asserts that the proposed rebuttal presumption is inconsistent with
“unique role” that EISA creates for the states to evaluate Smart Grid projects.” The EISA
provision that CFC cites addresses nonadvanced grid technologies and simply asks States to
consider whether they should implement a requirement that a utility show it considered an
investment in a “qualified smart grid system” before proceeding with an investment in a
nonadvanced technology.? EISA does not dictate what a state should decide and it certainly does
not require a state to perform a particular evaluation of proposed Smart Grid projects.

CFC’s, DRA’s, and TURN’s arguments hinge in large part on the Commission’s
procedures in a “typical” proceeding or rate case. However, we are not in a typical situation.
The availability of federal matching funds in the energy sector has created a unique opportunity
for California (and for the nation). The Governor, the Commission, and the California Energy
Commission have pledged to take all reasonable measures to obtain stimulus funds for California
and its economy. Thus, it is reasonable for the Commission to exercise its discretion and

implement the appropriate rebuttable presumption of reasonableness proposed in the Ruling.

B. The DOE Grant Program and the Commission’s Smart Grid Rulemaking in

Advancing the Goals of EISA

CFC and DRA attempt to undermine the Ruling’s proposed rebuttable presumption by
isolating certain passages in the DOE’s Smart Grid Funding Opportunity Announcements (FOA)
and concluding that the DOE’s policies are inconsistent with California’s interests. These claims
should be rejected.

CFC claims that when the DOE evaluates Smart Grid projects, it will not be investigating

factors that the Commission must consider to assess the reasonableness of expenditures,

CFC Comments, at 4.
16 U.S.C. § 2621(d)(16).
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including “cost-effectiveness, societal benefits, reliability, performance, [and] security.”® CFC
reaches this conclusion by quoting one section of the DOE’s Notice of Intent (NOI) to Issue a
Funding Opportunity Announcement for the Smart Grid Investment Program, regarding
“Program Policy Factors” that the DOE may consider in selecting projects. However, CFC fails
to recognize that the immediately preceding section of the NOI (describing potential “Merit
Review Criteria”) states that the DOE may also consider the following factors when evaluating
“public benefits” associated with a project: reduced emissions; lower costs; enhanced cost-
effectiveness; increased reliability; greater energy security; flexibility to accommodate new
energy technologies, including renewable, intermittent, and distributed sources; and other public
benefits derived from the project.!? These criteria address the very issues that CFC contends
would not be evaluated by the DOE.

Moreover, the DOE issued the final FOA for the Smart Grid Investment Grant Program
on June 25, 2009.11 The FOA makes clear that the DOE intends to conduct a thorough cost-
benefit analysis of proposed projects. Among other things, applicants are required to describe
“all of the relevant costs that should be included in the analysis of costs [of the project],
including the un-depreciated costs of existing (to-be-replaced) equipment,” and include
quantitative estimates of the expected benefits of the project in areas such as: lower electricity
costs, lower peak demand, lower T&D losses, lower O&M costs, reduced transmission
congestion costs, reduced costs of power interruptions, lower emissions of greenhouse gases, and
lower consumption of oil.!2 The DOE will also consider the benefit of “economic opportunities

for businesses and new jobs for workers” resulting from a project.!> Consideration of these costs

o

CFC Comments, at 5.

U.S. Department of Energy Notice of Intent to Issue a Funding Opportunity Announcement for the Smart Grid
Investment Grant Program (DE-FOA-0000058), April 16, 2009, at 13.

U.S. Department of Energy Financial Assistance Funding Opportunity Announcement: Smart Grid Investment
Grant Program (DE-FOA-0000058), June 25, 2009.

Id., at 25.

Id.,at7.
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and benefits is consistent with the Commission’s traditional reasonableness review for IOUs’
expenditures.

DRA argues (citing the DOE’s Draft FOA for Smart Grid Demonstration Grants) that the
“DOE does not indicate a preference for projects that build upon an individual state’s activities,
or that are cost-beneficial to ratepayers of a particular state,” and thus the DOE’s stated purposes
are not consistent with the Commission’s interest in supporting efforts to obtain stimulus funding
that specifically promotes the interests of Californians.!# This argument is unreasonable. The
DOE cannot and should not expressly grant a preference for an individual state or its ratepayers.
To do so would not only be illegal, but would completely undermine the credibility of the DOE
and our federal government. But the absence of such a preference does not mean that when the
DOE awards funds to a California project, the awarded project will not promote California’s
interest. Just the opposite is the case. Stimulus funds will be disbursed as a result of a highly-
competitive process where each of the 50 states has an equal chance to apply. As a result,
ratepayers of an individual state will know that not only did the DOE consider the state’s project
to be a worthy one, with substantial benefits and deserving of federal funds, but that the project
was even more worthy than many other projects from other states.

The Ruling correctly observes that state and federal policies concerning the Smart Grid
are closely aligned because the Commission’s Smart Grid OIR and the DOE grant programs both
“seek to provide support for projects initiated consistent with EISA.” The isolated examples of
alleged policy differences identified by CFC and DRA are erroneous, and do not undermine the
Ruling’s conclusion. Given this alignment of policies, and the statutory authority discussed
above, SCE supports the Ruling’s proposal for a rebuttable presumption of reasonableness

applicable to Smart Grid projects awarded DOE matching funds.

14 DRA Comments, at 5.



I11.
THE TIER-3 ADVICE LETTER PROCESS PROPOSED IN THE RULING SHOULD

NOT BE MODIFIED TO EXTEND RESPONSE PERIOD OR IMPOSE DOLLAR CAPS

In their respective comments, DRA and TURN recommend that the Tier-3 advice letter
process proposed in the Ruling for contingent pre-approval of co-funding for IOU Smart Grid
projects be modified to extend the response period on the advice filing (DRA) and/or to impose
financial caps on the projects that may obtain pre-approval through this process.l> SCE suggests
that the Commission reject these proposed modifications.

DRA states that it would support the Tier-3 advice letter process if the period to respond
to the advice letter is extended from 20 days to 60 days, and: (1) the Smart Grid project costs no
more than $15 million in total, and (2) the IOU obtains DOE matching funds for at least 25% of
the project’s costs.1® Projects that do not meet this threshold would obtain co-funding pre-
approval only through an application to the Commission. TURN recommends that Smart Grid
demonstration projects that are “relatively small scale” be permitted to obtain pre-approval
through the Tier-3 process, but any “large scale expenditures” should undergo a formal review
process (presumably via an application).l”

DRA and TURN fail to offer a clear justification or explanation for these proposed
modifications. The proposed modifications to the Ruling should be rejected. Not only are they
unsupported, but if adopted, the modifications would effectively thwart the purpose of the
Ruling’s proposed Tier-3 advice letter process: to allow the IOUs to bring their projects before
the Commission and obtain a decision in sufficient time for the IOU to communicate to the DOE
that co-funding for the project has been confirmed, prior to the DOE’s decision of whether to
award matching funds. The Ruling’s proposal to utilize a standard Tier-3 advice letter process

would afford interested parties a sufficient opportunity to review and comment on an IOU’s

W

DRA Comments, at 8-9; TURN Comments, at 11.
DRA Comments, at 8.
TURN Comments, at 11.
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proposed project -- regardless of the cost of the project or the percentage of DOE matching funds
sought -- before the Commission grants or denies approval of the project.

DRA also requests that the Ruling be modified to require an additional regulatory process
to revisit approval of the funding for Smart Grid projects that were pre-approved by the
Commission but ultimately do not receive DOE funding.!® It appears that DRA misunderstands
the Ruling’s proposed Tier-3 advice letter process. The Ruling does not propose that the
Commission issue blanket approval of the costs of a Smart Grid project in the Tier-3 advice letter
process, irrespective of the DOE’s decision. Rather, Commission approval is contingent upon
the award of DOE matching funds.’? If the DOE ultimately does not award matching funds, then
the Tier-3 pre-approval would not bind ratepayer funds. Thus, it appears that the Ruling already
accounts for DRA’s concern.

IV.
THE 10Us SHOULD NOT BE OBLIGATED TO SUBMIT CONFIDENTIAL SMART

GRID APPLICATION DATA TO DRA

Without providing any justification for its request, DRA recommends that the Ruling’s
proposed reporting requirements for [OU Smart Grid projects submitted to the DOE be extended
to require the IOUs to submit to DRA a copy of all information provided to the Commission,
including confidential information.2* SCE does not object to providing public information
related to its DOE filings to parties in this proceeding (including DRA), in accordance with the
Ruling.2! However, to the extent an IOU includes confidential data in its application to the DOE,
the Commission should not require the IOU to automatically provide that data to DRA, simply
because it will also be submitted to the Commission. SCE could understand a requirement to
provide appropriate parties with confidential Smart Grid project information at the time we file

an advice letter or application seeking Commission approval for co-funding. However, the

[
[oe}

DRA Comments, at 10.
Ruling, at 11-12.

DRA Comments, at 2.
Ruling, at 6-8.
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Commission should not obligate the IOUs to release such confidential information to DRA prior
to seeking Commission co-funding approval, based solely on DRA’s unspecified interest in the
data.
V.
CONCLUSION

For the reasons discussed above, SCE supports implementation of the processes
described in the Ruling for IOUs to seek co-funding approval for Smart Grid projects that

receive DOE matching funds.

Respectfully submitted,

KRIS G. VYAS
MICHAEL A. BACKSTROM

/s/ Michael A. Backstrom/KGV
By:  Michael A. Backstrom

Attorneys for
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Post Office Box 800

Rosemead, California 91770

Telephone:  (626) 302-3990

Facsimile: (626) 302-3990

E-mail: michael.backstrom@sce.com

June 29, 2009
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LAW OFFICES OF WILLIAM H. BOOTH
67 CARR DRIVE

MORAGA, CA 94556

FOR: COUNSEL FOR CALIFORNIA LARGE
ENERGY CONSUMERS ASSOCIATION

MIKE TIERNEY

ATTORNEY AT LAW

NRG ENERGY & PADOMA WIND POWER
829 ARLINGTON BLVD.

EL CERRITO, CA 94830

FOR: NRG ENERGY

MARTIN HOMEC

ATTORNEY AT LAW

LAW OFFICE OF MARTIN HOMEC
PO BOX 4471

DAVIS, CA 95617

FOR: CARE

DENNIS DE CUIR

DENNIS W. DE CUIR, A LAW CORPORATION
2999 DOUGLAS BOULEVARD, SUITE 325
ROSEVILLE, CA 95661

FOR: GOLDEN STATE WATER COMPANY AND
BEAR VALLEY ELECTRIC SERVICE

JIM HAWLEY

CALIFORNIA DIRECTOR AND GENERAL COUNSEL
TECHNOLOGY NETWORK

1215 K STREET, STE.1900

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: TECHNOLOGY NETWORK

JORDAN WHITE

SENIOR ATTORNEY
PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH STREET,
PORTLAND, OR 97232

FOR: PACIFIC POWER

SUITE 1800

Information Only
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GREGG MORRIS
GREEN POWER INSTITUTE
2039 SHATTUCK AVE., SUITE 402

BERKELEY, CA 94704
FOR: GREEN POWER INSTITUTE

STEVE BOYD

TURLOCK IRRIGATION DISTRICT

333 EAST CANAL DRIVE

TURLOCK, CA 95381-0949

FOR: TURLOCK IRRGIATION DISTRICT

DAVID ZLOTLOW

CALIFORNIA INDEPENDENT SYSTEM OPR
151 BLUE RAVINE RD

FOLSOM, CA 95630

FOR: CALIFORNIA INDEPENDENT SYSTE
OPERATOR CORPORATION

SCOTT TOMASHEEFSKY

REGULATORY AFFAIRS MANAGER
NORTHERN CALIFORNIA POWER AGENCY
651 COMMERCE DRIVE

ROSEVILLE, CA 95678

FOR: NORTHERN CALIFORNIA POWER AG

CHASE B. KAPPEL

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS LLP
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905
FOR: SIERRA PACIFIC POWER CO.
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JOHN QUEALY
CANACCORD ADAMS
99 HIGH STREET
BOSTON, MA 02110

BARBARA R. ALEXANDER
CONSUMER AFFATIRS CONSULTANT
83 WEDGEWOOD DRIVE
WINTHROP, ME 04364

KEVIN ANDERSON

UBS INVESTMENT RESEARCH
1285 AVENUE OF THE AMERICAS
NEW YORK, NY 10019

JAY BIRNBAUM
GENERAL COUNSEL
CURRENT GROUP, LLC
20420 CENTURY BLVD
GEMANTOWN, MD 20874

GREY STAPLES

THE MENDOTA GROUP, LLC
1830 FARO LANE

MENDOTA HEIGHTS, MN 55118

MONICA MERINO

COMMONWEATLH EDISON COMPANY

440 S. LASALLE STREET, SUITE 3300
CHICAGO, IL 60605

ED MAY

ITRON INC.

6501 WILDWOOD DRIVE
MCKINNEY, TX 75070

JIM SUEUGA

VALLEY ELECTRIC ASSOCIATION
PO BOX 237

PAHRUMP, NV 89041

LETLANI JOHNSON KOWAL

LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF WATER & POWER
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MARK SIGAL
CANACCORD ADAMS
99 HIGH STREET
BOSTON, MA 02110

JULIEN DUMOULIN-SMITH

UBS INVESTMENT RESEARCH
1285 AVENUE OF THE AMERICAS
NEW YORK, NY 10019

BRIAN C. PRUSNEK

VP-US MARKET DEVELOPMEMT
CLIMATE CHANGE CAPITAL

900 17TH STREET, NW, SUITE 900
WASHINGTON, DC 20006

BEN BOYD

ACLARA TECHNOLOGIES

3001 RIVER TOWNE WAY, SUITE 403
KNOXVILLE, TN 37920

ROBERT C. ROWE

NORTH WESTERN ENERGY
40 EAST BROADWAY
BUTTE, MT 59701

STEPHEN THIEL

IBM

1856 LANTANA LANE
FRISCO, TX 75034

CAMERON BROOKS

TOLERABLE PLANET ENTERPRISES
729 WALNUT STREET, SUITE 5D
BOULDER, CO 80302

PHIL JACKSON

SYSTEM ENGINEER

VALLEY ELECTRIC ASSOCIATION
800 E. HWY 372, PO BOX 237
PAHRUMP, NV 89041

DAVID SCHNEIDER
LUMESOURCE
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111 N. HOPE STREET
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

DAVID NEMTZOW

NEMTZOW & ASSOCIATES
1254 9TH STREET, NO. 6
SANTA MONICA, CA 90401

FREEMAN S. HALL

SOLAR ELECTRIC SOLUTIONS, LLC
5353 TOPANGA CANYON BLVD, STE 300

WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91364

CASE ADMINISTRATION
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

NGUYEN QUAN

GOLDEN STATE WATER COMPANY
630 EAST FOOTHILL BOULEVARD
SAN DIMAS, CA 91773

ESTHER NORTHRUP

COX CALIFORNIA TELECOM II, LLC

350 10TH AVENUE, SUITE 600
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

THEODORE E. ROBERTS
SENIOR REGULATORY COUNSEL
SEMPRA GENERATION

101 ASH STREET, HQ 12B
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-3017

YVONNE GROSS
LEGISLATIVE ANALYSIS MANGER

SEMPRA ENERGY FEDERAL & STATE AFFAIRS

101 ASH STREET, HQOS8
SAN DIEGO, CA 92118

CENTRAL FILES
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC CO.

8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP31-E
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8419 LOYOLA BLVD
LOS ANGELES, CA 90045

CRAIG KUENNEN

GLENDALE WATER AND POWER LEVEL 4
141 N. GLENDALE AVENUE

GLENDALE, CA 91206

MARK S. MARTINEZ

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
6060 IRWINDALE AVE., SUITE J
IRWINDALE, CA 91702

MICHAEL A. BACKSTROM

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPAN
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

JEFF COX

FUELCELL ENERGY

1557 MANDEVILLE PLACE
ESCONDIDO, CA 92029

KELLY M. FOLEY

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
101 ASH STREET, HQ1l2

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-3017

KIM KIENER
504 CATALINA BLVD
SAN DIEGO, CA 92106

REID A. WINTHROP

CORPORATE COUNSEL

PILOT POWER GROUP, INC.

8910 UNIVERSITY CENTER LANE, SUIT
SAN DIEGO, CA 92122

CAROL MANSON
REGULATORY AFFAIRS
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC CO.
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SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

TODD CAHILL

REGULATORY AFFAIRS

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP 32 D
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1530

PETER T. PEARSON

ENERGY SUPPLY SPECIALIST
BEAR VALLEY ELECTRIC SERVICE
42020 GARSTIN ROAD

BIG BEAR LAKE, CA 92315

DAVID X. KOLK

COMPLETE ENERGY SERVICES INC
41422 MAGNOLIA STREET
MURRIETA, CA 92562

JACK ELLIS

PRINCIPAL CONSULTANT
RESERO CONSULTING
490 RAQUEL COURT

LOS ALTOS, CA 94022

SUE MARA

RTO ADVISORS, LLC.

164 SPRINGDALE WAY
REDWOOD CITY, CA 94062

MOZHI HABIBIT

SR. DIRECTOR STRATEGIC MARKETING
VENTYX

1035 DRAKE COURT

SAN CARLOS, CA 94070

DIANE FELLMAN

NEXTERA ENERGY RESOURCES LLC
234 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

NINA SUETAKE
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8330 CENTURY PARK COURT CP32D
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1530

JERRY MELCHER

ENERNEX

4623 TORREY CIRCLE, APT Q303
SAN DIEGO, CA 92130

TRACEY L. DRABANT

ENERGY RESOURCE MANAGER
BEAR VALLEY ELECTRIC SERVICE
PO BOX 1547

BIG BEAR LAKE, CA 92315

EVELYN KAHL

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

33 NEW MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 1
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94015

RICK BOLAND

E-RADIO USA, INC.
1062 RAY AVENUE

LOS ALTOS, CA 94022

JUAN OTERO

ATTORNEY AT LAW
TRILLIANT NETWORKS, INC.
1100 ISLAND DRIVE
REDWOOD CITY, CA 94065

FARAMARZ MAGHSOODLOU
PRESIDENT

MITRA POWER

PO BOX 60549
SUNNYVALE, CA 94088

ELAINE M. DUNCAN

VERIZON

711 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 300
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

ROBERT FINKELSTEIN
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ATTORNEY AT LAW

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
711 VAN NESS AVE., STE. 350
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

AMANDA WALLACE
10 MINT PLAZA NO. 4
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

AUDREY CHANG

DIRECTOR-CALIFORNIA CLIMATE PROGRAM
NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
111 SUTTER STREET, 20TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

MICHAEL E. CARBOY

MANAGING DIRECTOR-EQUITY RESEARCH
SIGNAL HILL CAPITAL LLC

343 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 950

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

ANDREW METIMAN

SENIOR PROGRAM MANAGER
NEWCOMB ANDERSON MCCORMICK

201 MISSION STREET, SUITE 2000
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

KAREN TERRANOVA

ALCANTAR & KAHL

33 NEW MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 1850
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

RICHARD H. COUNIHAN

SR. DIRECTOR CORPORATE DEVELOPMENT
ENERNOC, INC.

500 HOWARD ST., SUITE 400

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

STEPHEN J. CALLAHAN

IBM

425 MARKET STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
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LEGAL DIRECTOR

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
711 VAN NESS AVE., SUITE 350
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

NORMAN J. FURUTA

FEDERAL EXECUTIVE AGENCIES
1455 MARKET ST., SUITE 1744
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103-1399

KRISTIN GRENFELL

PROJECT ATTORNEY, CALIF. ENERGY P
NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
111 SUTTER STREET, 20TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

SEAN HAZLETT

MORGAN STANLEY

555 CALIFORNIA ST., SUITE 2200
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

ANNABELLE LOUIE

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
245 MARKET STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

KIMBERLY C. JONES

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MC BSA, ROOM 904
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

RONALD HELGENS

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST., MC B10OA., ROOM 1009
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

TERRY FRY

SR. VP, ENERGY & CARBON MANAGEMEN
NEXANT INC

101 SECOND ST. 10TH FLR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
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BRIAN CRAGG
ATTORNEY AT LAW

GOODIN, MACBRIDE, SQUERI, DAY & LAMPREY

505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

JEFFREY SINSHEIMER

COBLENTZ, PATCH, DUFFY & BASS, LLP
ONE FERRY BUILDING, STE. 200

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

STEVE HILTON

STOEL RIVES LLP

555 MONTGOMERY ST., SUITE 1288
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS
425 DIVISADERO ST STE 303
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117-2242

ANGELA CHUANG

ELECTRIC POWER RESEARCH INSTITUTE
PO BOX 10412

PALO ALTO, CA 94303

MEGAN KUIZE

DEWEY & LEBOUF

1950 UNIVERSITY CIRCLE, SUITE 500
EAST PALO ALTO, CA 94303

ALT IPAKCHI

VP SMART GRID AND GREEN POWER
OPEN ACCESS TECHNOLOGY, INC
1875 SOUTH GRANT, SUITE 910
SAN MATEO, CA 94402

SHARON TALBOTT
EMETER CORPORATION

2215 BRIDGEPOINTE PARKWAY, SUITE 300

SAN MATEO, CA 94404
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CASSANDRA SWEET

DOW JONES NEWSWIRES

201 CALIFORNIA ST., 13TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

NORENE LEW

COBLEUTZ PATCH DUFFY & BASS, LLP
ONE FERRY BUILDING, STE.200

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

VIDHYA PRABHAKARAN

GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMP
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

LYNNE BROWN

VICE PRESIDENT

CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY
24 HARBOR ROAD

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94124

CARYN LAT

ATTORNEY AT LAW

BINGHAM MCCUTCHEN, LLP
1900 UNIVERSITY AVENUE
EAST PALO ALTO, CA 94303

ELLEN PETRILL

DIRECTOR, PUBLIC/PRIVATE PARTNERS
ELECTRIC POWER RESEARCH INSTITUTE
3420 HILLVIEW AVENUE

PALO ALTO, CA 94304

CHRIS KING

PRESIDENT

EMETER CORPORATION

2215 BRIDGEPOINTE PARKWAY, SUITE
SAN MATEO, CA 94404

JENNIFER CHAMBERLIN
DIRECT ENERGY

2633 WELLINGTON CT
CLYDE, CA 94520
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MICHAEL ROCHMAN

MANAGING DIRECTOR

SPURR

1430 WILLOW PASS ROAD, SUITE 240
CONCORD, CA 94520

THOMAS W. LEWIS
116 GALISTEO CT.
SAN RAMON, CA 94583

VALERIE RICHARDSON
KEMA, INC.

492 NINTH STREET
OAKLAND, CA 94605

DOUG GARRETT

COX CALIFORNIA TELCOM LLC

2200 POWELL STREET, SUITE 1035
EMERYVILLE, CA 94608

DOCKET COORDINATOR
5727 KEITH ST.
OAKLAND, CA 94618

REED V. SCHMIDT

BARTLE WELLS ASSOCIATES
1889 ALCATRAZ AVENUE
BERKELEY, CA 94703-2714

SEAN P. BEATTY

SR. MGR. EXTERNAL & REGULATORY AFFAIRS
MIRANT CALIFORNIA, LIC

PO BOX 192

PITTSBURG, CA 94707

PHILLIP MULLER

SCD ENERGY SOLUTIONS
436 NOVA ALBION WAY
SAN RAFAEL, CA 94903

RICH QUATTRINI
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JOHN GUTIERREZ

DIRECTOR OF GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS
COMCAST PHONE OF CALIFORNIA LLC
12647 ALCOSTA BLVD., SUITE 200
SAN RAMON, CA 94583

DR. ERIC C. WOYCHIK

VICE PRESIDENT REGULATORY AFFAIRS
COMVERGE, INC.

9901 CALODEN LANE

OAKLAND, CA 94605

NELLIE TONG

SENIOR ANALYST

KEMA, INC.

492 NINTH STREET, SUITE 220
OAKLAND, CA 94607

BOB STUART
BRIGHT SOURCE ENERGY, INC.
1999 HARRISON STREET, SUITE 2150

OAKLAND, CA 94612
DAVID MARCUS

PO BOX 1287
BERKELEY, CA 94701

JANICE LIN

MANAGING PARTNER

STRATEGEN CONSULTING LLC

2855 TELEPGRAPH AVENUE SUITE 310
BERKELEY, CA 94705

KINGSTON COLE

KINGSTON COLE & ASSOCIATES
1537 FOURTH STREET, SUITE 169
SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901

JANET PETERSON

OUR HOME SPACES

20 PIMENTEL COURT, BS8
NOVATO, CA 94949

JOSEPH WEISS
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VICE PRESIDENT - WESTERN REGION
ENERGYCONNECT, INC.
51 E. CAMPBELL AVENUE, SUITE 145
CAMPBELL, CA 95008

MICHAEL E. BOYD
PRESIDENT

CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY, INC.

5439 SOQUEL DRIVE
SOQUEL, CA 95073

C. SUSIE BERLIN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

MCCARTHY & BERLIN LLP

100 W. SAN FERNANDO ST., SUITE 501
SAN JOSE, CA 95113

MICHAEL G. NELSON

MCCARTHY & BERLIN, LLP

100 W. SAN FERNANDO STREET, SUITE 501
SAN JOSE, CA 95113

JOY A. WARREN

REGULATORY ADMINISTRATOR
MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
1231 11TH STREET

MODESTO, CA 95354

DAVID KATES

DAVID MARK & COMPANY

3510 UNOCAL PLACE, SUITE 200
SANTA ROSA, CA 95403

DOUGLAS M. GRANDY, P.E.
DG TECHNOLOGIES

1220 MACAULAY CIRCLE
CARMICHAEL, CA 95608

E-RECIPIENT
CALIFORNIA ISO

151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD
FOLSOM, CA 95630

BRIAN THEAKER
DYNEGY, INC.
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APPLIED CONTROL SOLUTIONS, LLC
10029 OAKLEAD PLACE
CUPERTINO, CA 95014

BARRY F. MCCARTHY

ATTORNEY AT LAW

MCCARTHY & BERLIN LLP

100 W. SAN FERNANDO ST., SUITE 50
SAN JOSE, CA 95113

MICHAEL G. NELSON

MACCARTHY & BERLIN, LLP

100 W. SAN FERNANDO STREET, SUITE
SAN JOSE, CA 95113

MARY TUCKER

CITY OF SAN JOSE

200 EAST SANTA CLARA ST., 10TH FL
SAN JOSE, CA 95113-1905

TOM KIMBALL

MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
1231 11TH STREET

MODESTO, CA 95354

BARBARA R. BARKOVICH
BARKOVICH & YAP, INC.
44810 ROSEWOOD TERRACE
MENDOCINO, CA 95460

DAVID MORSE
1411 w, COVELL BLVD., SUITE 106-2
DAVIS, CA 95616-5934

JOHN GOODIN
CALIFORNIA ISO

151 BLUE RAVINE RD.
FOLSOM, CA 95630

TOM POMALES
CALTFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD
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3161 KEN DEREK LANE
PLACERVILLE, CA 95667

BRIAN GORBAN

SENIOR FINANCIAL ANALYST
CAEATFA

915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 468
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

DAVID L. MODISETTE

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

CALIFORNIA ELECTRIC TRANSP. COALITION
1015 K STREET, SUITE 200

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

JOHN SHEARS

CEERT

1100 11TH STREET, SUITE 311
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: THE CENTER FOR ENERGY EFFICIENCY
AND RENEWABLE TECHNOLOGIES

LINDA KELLY

ELECTRICITY ANALYSIS OFFICE
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET, MS 20
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

THOMAS FLYNN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

770 L STREET, SUITE 1050
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

BRIAN S. BIERING

ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905

JEDEDIAH J. GIBSON
ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS LLP
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1001 I STREET
SACRAMENTO, CA 95812

DANIELLE OSBORN-MILLS
REGULATORY AFFAIRS COORDINATOR
CEERT

1100 11TH STREET, SUITE 311
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

JAN MCFARLAND

CAEATFA

915 CAPITOL MALL, RM. 468
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

KELLIE SMITH

SENATE ENERGY/UTILITIES & COMMUNI
STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 2195
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

MICHELLE GARCIA

CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD
1001 I STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

ANDREW B. BROWN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905

FOR: CONSTELLATION COMMODITY GROU
CONSTELLATION NEW ENERGY INC./ SI
PACIFIC

GREGGORY L. WHEATLAND

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS L.L.P.
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905

FOR: SIERRA PACIFIC POWER CORP.

JIM PARKS
SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DIST
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2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905
FOR: SIERRA PACIFIC POWER CORP.

LOURDES JIMENEZ-PRICE

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL
SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
6201 S STREET, MS B406

SACRAMENTO, CA 95817-1899

VIKKI WOOD

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
6301 S STREET, MS A204

SACRAMENTO, CA 95817-1899

KAREN NORENE MILLS

ATTORNEY AT LAW

CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION
2300 RIVER PLAZA DRIVE
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833

JESSICA NELSON

ENERGY SERVICES MANAGER

PLUMAS SIERRA RURAL ELECTRIC COOP.
73233 STATE RT 70

PORTOLA, CA 96122-7069

MIKE CADE

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP
1300 SE 5TH AVE., 1750
PORTLAND, OR 97201

SHARON K. NOELL

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
121 SW SALMONT ST.

PORTLAND, OR 97204

State Service

ALOKE GUPTA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
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6301 S STREET, A204
SACRAMENTO, CA 95817-1899

VICKY ZAVATTERO

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DIST
6301 S STREET, MS A204
SACRAMENTO, CA 95817-1899

DAN MOOY

VENTYX

2379 OATEWAY OAKS DRIVE
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833

ROGER LEVY

LEVY ASSOCIATES

2805 HUNTINGTON ROAD
SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

MICHAEL JUNG

POLICY DIRECTOR

SILVER SPRING NETWORKS
555 BROADWAY STREET
REDWOOD CITY, CA 97063

BENJAMIN SCHUMAN

PACIFIC CREST SECURITIES
111 Sw 5TH AVE, 42ND FLR
PORTLAND, OR 97204

MARK TUCKER

PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH, SUITE 2000
PORTLAND, OR 97232

ANDREW CAMPBELL

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5203

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ANTHONY MAZY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DAMON A. FRANZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

EDWARD HOWARD

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
POLICY & PLANNING DIVISION

ROOM 5119

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

GRETCHEN T. DUMAS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4300

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JOYCE DE ROSSETT

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
UTILITY AUDIT, FINANCE & COMPLIANCE BRAN
AREA 3-C

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

KARIN M. HIETA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENERGY PRICING AND CUSTOMER PROGRAMS BRA
ROOM 4102

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA
FOR: DRA

94102-3214

LAURENCE CHASET
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHRISTOPHER R VILLARREAL

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
POLICY & PLANNING DIVISION

ROOM 5119

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DAVID PECK

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRA
ROOM 4103

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

FARZAD GHAZZAGH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRA
ROOM 4102

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JAKE WISE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JULIE HALLIGAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CONSUMER PROTECTION AND SAFETY DI
ROOM 2203

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

KEVIN R. DUDNEY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MARZIA ZAFAR

6/29/2009
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CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5131

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MATTHEW DEAL

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5215

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MICHAEL COLVIN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
POLICY & PLANNING DIVISION

ROOM 5119

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

RISA HERNANDEZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENERGY PRICING AND CUSTOMER PROGRAMS BRA
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

STEVE ROSCOW

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

VALERIE BECK

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRIC GENERATION PERFORMANCE BRANCH
AREA 2-D

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ALLEN BENITEZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CONSUMER PROTECTION AND SAFETY DIVISION
515 L STREET, SUITE 1119

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
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CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
PUBLIC ADVISOR OFFICE

ROOM 2-B

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MERIDETH STERKEL

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

REBECCA TSAI-WEI LEE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY PRICING AND CUSTOMER PROGR
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA
FOR: DRA

94102-3214

SARAH R. THOMAS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5033

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

TIMOTHY J. SULLIVAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JU
ROOM 2106

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

BRYAN LEE

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 NINTH STREET - MS 43
SACRAMENTO, CA 95678

ERIN E. GRIZARD

CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMI
SUITE 1050

770 L STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

6/29/2009
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