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Pacific Gas and Electric Company (“PG&E”), Southern California Edison Company 

(“SCE”), and San Diego Gas & Electric Company (“SDG&E”) (collectively, the “Joint 

Utilities”) submit these opening comments in response to Commissioner Grueneich’s Proposed 

Decision Clarifying that Certain Information Is Not Market Sensitive If Released in a Specified 

Manner (the “Proposed Decision”), filed November 13, 2009.  The Proposed Decision errs in 

concluding that the California Public Utilities Commission’s (the “Commission”) past 

confidentiality decisions allow information about renewable power purchase agreements 

(“PPA”) under negotiation to be released in a way that shows the technology type, bus bar 

location, and contract capacity of each separate bid or bilateral offer.  Such project-specific 

information is not “aggregated” and therefore remains market sensitive and confidential pursuant 

to Decision (“D.”) 06-06-066 and Public Utility Code Section 454.5(g).  The Joint Utilities 

provide in these comments an alternative and practical methodology to aggregate bid and offer 

information so that the data would no longer be market sensitive.  Second, the Proposed Decision 
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appears to single out investor-owned utility (“IOU”) data for publication, and should be 

corrected to make clear that it applies equally to all retail seller data, including energy service 

provider (“ESP”) data.  Third, the Joint Utilities seek clarification regarding the source of 

information about the terms of bilateral PPAs under negotiation to ensure the use of the highest 

quality information for renewable planning efforts and to ensure that the confidentiality of 

Procurement Review Group (“PRG”) meetings is preserved.  Finally, the Joint Utilities seek to 

correct an erroneous use of the term “market sensitive” in the Proposed Decision. 

I. PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

A. The Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling and the Draft Proposed Decision 

 On October 14, 2009, Commissioner Grueneich filed an Assigned Commissioner’s 

Ruling (the “Ruling”) in this proceeding.  In response to a request by the Commission’s Energy 

Division Staff (“ED”), the Ruling provided a Draft Proposed Decision (the “Draft PD”) that 

would allow ED to disclose “the capacity, technology, and location of all short-listed Renewable 

Portfolio Standard projects from the [three IOUs’] 2003-2009 solicitations.”1/  The Draft PD 

would have further ordered that “[s]uch disclosure shall be in aggregate, and shall not identify 

the price, solicitation year or sponsoring utility.”2/  

PG&E filed comments on the Ruling on October 26, 2009 in which it stated that while it 

does not oppose ED’s request, the method of aggregation of the data should be more carefully 

defined and the proposed decision should address how the decision should be applied in future 

releases of similar information.  PG&E emphasized that the detailed method of aggregation 

adopted should ensure that the information cannot be traced back to individual short-listed bids 

                                                 
1/ Draft PD at p. 8 (draft proposed Order). 

2/ Ibid. 
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that may still be under negotiation.  PG&E’s comments discussed in detail how the requested 

data could be aggregated to be made public consistent with the Commission’s confidentiality 

decisions, including recommended findings that would ensure that only aggregations of four or 

more individual bids would be released, that minimum geographic aggregation units would be 

used to ensure that the confidentiality of negotiations would be preserved, and that the total 

capacity under negotiation would be aggregated by basic types of renewable technologies.3/ 

On October 30, 2009, SCE and SDG&E filed reply comments substantially supporting 

PG&E’s opening comments.  The Division of Ratepayer Advocates (“DRA”) also filed reply 

comments that shared PG&E’s concern that the release of information identifying specific 

projects under negotiation could lead to market manipulation or higher energy costs.  DRA 

suggested that the Commission strike a balance by ensuring that information regarding specific 

projects under negotiation would not be disclosed.4/  DRA also suggested that the aggregated 

information to be released include bilateral contracts under negotiation.5/  DRA agreed with 

PG&E that the release of properly aggregated bid information may aid renewable planning 

efforts.6/   

B. The Proposed Decision 

The Proposed Decision clarifies the methodology that ED proposes to use in releasing 

data, and does not adopt the methodology proposed by PG&E and supported by SDG&E and 

SCE.  Based on the example provided in the Proposed Decision, the confidential information 

                                                 
3/ See PG&E’s Opening Comments Regarding Proposed Determination that Certain Information Is Not 

Market Sensitive if Released in a Specified Manner, Attachment A, at p. 1. 

4/ DRA Reply Comments on the Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling Seeking Comment on Proposed 
Determination that Certain Information is not Market Sensitive if Released in a Specific Manner, at pp. 1-2. 

5/ Id. at p. 3. 

6/ Id. at pp. 2-3. 
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proposed to be released by ED is not in an aggregated form at all.  As currently drafted, the 

Proposed Decision would allow the release of the information in a tabular format where each line 

would apparently represent an individual RPS solicitation bid or bilateral offer.7/  For each such 

contract, the technology type, contract capacity, bus bar location, and Competitive Renewable 

Energy Zone (“CREZ”) (or larger geographic area) would be identified.8/  The information 

released would include all “proposed renewable generation projects that have been short-listed in 

utility [Renewable Portfolio Standard (“RPS”)] solicitations between 2003 and 2009, or 

identified for bi-lateral negotiations for the same period.”9/  The Proposed Decision dismisses 

PG&E’s concern, shared by SCE, SDG&E, and DRA, that bid information released individually 

could lead to market manipulation and increased energy cost.10/  The Proposed Decision does 

limit its applicability to information derived from the 2003-2009 period, however, and expressly 

reserves any decision on the release of other RPS data.11/ 

II. DISCUSSION 

A. The Proposed Decision Errs in Finding that Its Proposed Methodology for 
Releasing Information Is Aggregation. 

The Proposed Decision erroneously and repeatedly states that it is authorizing the release 

of appropriately “aggregated” RPS information.12/  The Proposed Decision correctly implies that 

so long as otherwise confidential data can be masked or aggregated in a way that removes its 

                                                 
7/ Proposed Decision at p. 6. 

8/ Id. 

9/ Id. at pp. 9-10 (Finding of Fact 2 and Conclusion of Law). 

10/ Id. at p. 8. 

11/ Id. at p. 2. 

12/ See, e.g., Proposed Decision at p. 10 (Ordering Paragraph) (“Such disclosure shall be in aggregate . . . .”); 
p. 9 (Finding of Fact 2) (“[RPS bid information] when released in aggregate . . . is not market sensitive.”). 
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market sensitivity, the information may be made public.13/  The methodology that the Proposed 

Decision adopts, however, is merely a compilation of information and is not an aggregation.  An 

“aggregate” is “the total sum, quantity, or number of anything.”14/  Based on the form provided 

in the Proposed Decision, it appears that no data would be totaled or summed, but rather each 

contract under negotiation would be listed as a separate row in the table.15/  This approach is not 

only inconsistent with the Proposed Decision’s assertion that the data is to be aggregated, but is 

also inconsistent with the Confidentiality Matrix’s prior determination that only the “total 

number of projects [bid into a solicitation] and megawatts bid by resource type” should be made 

public.16/ 

All parties commenting on the original Ruling, including DRA, stressed that the release 

of information should not identify specific projects under negotiation since that information 

could lead to market manipulation.17/  Nevertheless, the Proposed Decision appears to allow 

precisely this release of contract-specific information.  The release of information in the manner 

proposed could lead to an increase in the cost of procured energy in a number of ways.  First, if a 

developer in negotiations with a utility for sale of its power is able to determine that it is the only 

potential seller of energy in an area with a local need, that seller is likely to use such information 

to demand a higher price for its power.  Requiring the release of contract-specific information by 

                                                 
13/ See D.06-06-066, as modified by 07-05-032, at p. 78 (Conclusion of Law 6). 

14/ Webster’s New Twentieth Century Dictionary of the English Language (Unabridged) (1965), at p. 34 
(emphasis added). 

15/ Proposed Decision at p. 6. 

16/ D.06-06-066, Appendix 1, at p. 18. 

17/ DRA Reply Comments on the Ruling at pp. 1-2; PG&E Opening Comments on the Ruling at p. 3; SCE 
Reply Comments on the Ruling at pp. 1-2 (supporting PG&E’s comments); SDG&E Reply Comments on 
the Ruling at p. 1. 
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bus bar location could cultivate exactly this type of gaming.  Although there may be rare 

exceptions, the bus bar location, as defined in the Transmission Expansion Planning Policy 

Committee (“TEPPC”) production simulation database, will generally be facility-specific, 

thereby revealing precisely the location of each generator under negotiation.18/ 

Second, a developer could use individual contract information by bus bar location to 

game the interconnection process so that its generation facility benefits from transmission 

upgrades made by a facility in negotiation with an IOU for a PPA.  If a developer has knowledge 

that a neighboring project is on an IOU shortlist, that developer could enter the California 

Independent System Operator (“CAISO”) queue as an “Energy Only” delivery project that 

pushes the requirements to finance such upgrades onto the short-listed facility.19/ 

Third, as noted by PG&E in its opening comments on the Ruling, developers need to 

have strategic control over when and how their development plans are made public since this 

could have a direct impact on project cost and viability.  A developer may negotiate a PPA with 

a utility prior to initiating the permitting process or site acquisition.  In that case, the premature 

release of information that pinpoints the geographical location, the capacity, and the technology 

                                                 
18/ See Proposed Decision at p. 6 (indicating that in the data release, the “Bus ID” will correspond to the 

specific bus bar location, as defined by TEPPC, and noting that information about TEPPC may be found at 
http://www.wecc.biz/Planning/TransmissionExpansion/Pages/default.aspx). 

19/ The CAISO requires projects to specify their requested deliverability status in the interconnection request 
that the generator submits to the CAISO.  An “Energy Only” project will be subject to CAISO dispatch 
commands, meaning that when there is congestion on the transmission system, the generator will be 
dropped.  Conversely, “Full Capacity” projects will not be subject to CAISO dispatch commands.  Only 
“Full Capacity” projects qualify for utility Resource Adequacy (“RA”) requirements.  Because of this 
restriction, the majority of utility counterparties must be “Full Capacity” projects.  To determine the 
upgrades required to accommodate all generators in a study cluster, the Transmission Owners include all 
projects in the study cluster, regardless of whether they are “Full Capacity” or “Energy Only.”  To 
determine the cost responsibility for network (or shared system) upgrades, however, the CAISO only 
studies those projects that are “Full Capacity,” since “Energy Only” projects can be dropped when there is 
congestion on the system.  Under this system, the projects that are “Energy Only” could use the information 
they glean from the Commission’s proposed data release to strategically site their facilities near the bus bar 
for a short-listed “Full Capacity” project and essentially get a free ride at the expense of the utilities’ 
customers.   



 

- 7 - 

type of the facility could alert landowners to the increased demand for their land in the vicinity 

of the bus bar.  Using this information, landowners may increase their selling or leasing prices, 

and these costs would be passed on to utility customers in the form of higher energy prices, 

unless the prices rise so high that an otherwise desirable power purchase becomes prohibitively 

expensive.  Similarly, premature release of the location of facilities could foster local opposition 

against the siting of the facility before the developer has an opportunity to present its plans 

publicly and to meet with local regulators.  Again, this could result in an otherwise desirable 

project becoming unviable politically and/or economically and increase the cost of energy by 

forcing the utilities to fill the lost procurement opportunity with more expensive bids.20/ 

Disclosing the confidential information at issue in the manner detailed in the Proposed 

Decision has the “potential to materially affect the market price for electricity.”21/  As the 

Commission has acknowledged, it is required by law to ensure the confidentiality of such market 

sensitive information.22/  Accordingly, the Commission would err in adopting the Proposed 

Decision because it would release market sensitive information without sufficiently masking or 

otherwise aggregating it. 

Potential market manipulation and increases in the cost of energy can be avoided by 

aggregating the 2003-2009 bids and bilateral offers in the manner originally suggested by PG&E 

in its comments on the Ruling.  For each CREZ, ED could provide a single, aggregated number 

of megawatts or estimated gigawatt-hours for each of the three basic types of renewable 

                                                 
20/ The Joint Utilities are also concerned about the use of such aggregated information.  Given that the data 

addressed in the Proposed Decision does not distinguish between new and existing generation, or between 
projects at varying stages, there is the potential that the information may be used for an apples-and-oranges 
comparison. 

21/ D.06-06-066, as modified by D.07-05-032 at pp. 78-79 (Conclusion of Law 12). 

22/ Id. at p. 80 (Conclusion of Law 24). 
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technologies (i.e., as-available/peaking, as-available/non-peaking, baseload).  Each aggregated 

number would include all short-listed bids for the three IOUs in the 2003-2009 solicitations and 

any bilateral offer information included in the Project Development Status Reports or other data 

submitted by retail sellers in their RPS Semi-Annual Compliance Reports.  However, in no case 

should ED be able to disclose any capacity number for a specific technology type and/or CREZ 

where the number would represent the aggregated capacity of less than three short-listed bids.  

Allowing only two bids to be aggregated increases the risk that sophisticated parties could derive 

market sensitive information from the aggregated data.  Additionally, the following types of 

projects should be separately aggregated (if sufficient numbers of projects exist in each 

category):  (1) all out-of-state generation; (2) all distributed, in-state generation not within a 

CREZ; and (3) all utility-scale, in-state generation not within a CREZ. 

This method of aggregation would facilitate the use of the data in the Renewable Energy 

Transmission Initiative (“RETI”), the 33% RPS Implementation Analysis23/, and the CAISO’s 

renewable transmission planning processes since these all build upon the CREZ concept.  

Accordingly, this method would meet ED’s desire to “support ongoing renewable generation, 

transmission and integration planning efforts.”24/ 

In sum, the Proposed Decision does not aggregate the market sensitive information it 

intends to release and therefore errs in concluding that it is consistent with past confidentiality 

decisions and state law.  The Commission’s goals can be met by appropriately aggregating the 

bid and offer information as outlined above and in the proposed findings, conclusion, and order 

                                                 
23/ For example, the 33% RPS Reference Case Timeline Overview, prepared as part of the Commission’s 33% 

RPS Implementation Analysis, lists anticipated generation projects in a 33% RPS Reference Case by CREZ 
at Table 7, p. 23 (ED and Aspen, July 2009) (available at www.cpuc.ca.gov/NR/rdonlyres/A852C58D-
F7DC-4719-8D08-FC90D3003308/0/TimelinesWhitePaper.pdf). 

24/ Ruling at p. 1. 
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included as Attachment A to this pleading. 

B. The Proposed Decision Should Apply Equally to All Retail Sellers 

The Proposed Decision’s treatment of information should be applied uniformly to all 

retail sellers subject to the RPS statute, including all ESPs.  To single out the IOUs would run 

afoul of Public Utilities Code Sections 380 and 399.12, which mandate the non-discriminatory 

application of the State’s RPS requirements.  Accordingly, the Proposed Decision’s finding that 

certain RPS-related information is not “market sensitive” should apply equally to such 

information generated by both IOUs and ESPs, consistent with D.06-06-066. 

C. The Proposed Decision Should Specify the Source of Bilateral Contract 
Information to Be Released. 

In addition to bid information from RPS solicitations, the Proposed Decision also 

concludes that the release of “the capacity, location by bus bar and zone, and technology type of 

proposed renewable generation projects . . . identified for bi-lateral negotiations for [2003-

2009]” is not market sensitive.25/  Such information would be aggregated with the short-list bids 

for release and would include “contracts from bi-lateral negotiations, as well as all other . . . bi-

lateral negotiations that Energy Division staff is aware of.”26/ 

While the Joint Utilities generally agree that the data released for use in renewable 

planning efforts should be as comprehensive as possible, it is important that the information be 

accurate, up-to-date, and of a like quality with the data resulting from solicitations.  When a 

bilateral negotiation reaches the point at which execution appears likely and the terms are as 

stable as solicitation bids under negotiation, the Joint Utilities include the information regarding 

that bilateral transaction in each IOUs’ RPS Semi-Annual Compliance Report (the “RPS 

                                                 
25/ Proposed Decision at p. 10 (Conclusion of Law). 

26/ Id. at 6. 
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Compliance Report”).  Accordingly, the Proposed Decision should be modified to specify that 

only bilateral negotiation information from RPS Compliance Reports shall be aggregated for 

release to the public. 

The current standard adopted by the Proposed Decision would allow any information – 

even information not submitted by the utilities themselves – to be included in the aggregated 

data.  The Joint Utilities oppose the inclusion of data on bilateral contract negotiations gleaned 

from meetings of their respective PRGs to be made public in even an aggregated form.  To 

ensure that the utility PRGs continue to obtain unrestricted access to the IOUs’ internal 

information and deliberative processes, the Commission must not deviate from the past practice 

of ensuring that information shared in that forum is not subject to release or use in any other 

forum.27/  Additionally, the information currently provided to the PRGs often includes 

preliminary term sheets for use in bilateral negotiations, and this information may be inconsistent 

with more developed information on the same PPA subsequently provided in an RPS 

Compliance Report. 

Finally, a specific order that the RPS Compliance Report information be used as the sole 

source of bilateral negotiation information will eliminate the need to clarify when a bilateral 

offer should be defined as “under negotiation” or how to project the likely outcome of early 

negotiations that have not yet resulted in a term sheet.  It may be difficult, if not impossible, to 

craft such a definition that could be uniformly applied by all retail sellers. 

D. The Proposed Decision Errs in Defining “Market Sensitive.” 

The Proposed Decision dismisses as speculative PG&E’s concern, shared by SCE, 

SDG&E, and DRA and detailed in Subsection II.A. above, that the release of information from 

                                                 
27/ See, e.g., D.07-12-052 at 123-24 (stressing that information contained in PRG meeting summaries “is in no 

way admissible in hearings as evidence or able to be cited in testimony.”). 
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individual short-listed bids under negotiation could lead to negotiating leverage against the utility 

or other market manipulation.28/  In finding this concern “speculative,” the Proposed Decision 

fails to note that the standard adopted by the Commission for whether information is market 

sensitive is whether it has the “potential to materially affect the market price for electricity.”29/  

The inclusion of the word “potential” necessarily requires the Commission to consider whether a 

reasonable basis exists to believe that release of the information could increase the cost of 

energy.  Indeed, a standard that required proof that a disclosure had already caused a change in 

the price of energy would be useless since the protection of the information would always come 

too late. 

Additionally, the Proposed Decision’s statement that PG&E’s concerns regarding the 

potential for increased costs to IOU-customers does not comport with the Commission’s 

definition of market sensitive misses the mark.  The Proposed Decision correctly notes that 

market sensitive information is information that has “the potential, if released to market 

participants, to materially affect a buyer’s market price for electricity.”30/  The Proposed 

Decision misses the point, however, in stating that “potential land owners and government 

permitting agencies do not appear to be the type of market participants D.06-06-066 was 

concerned with.”31/  Regardless of whether landowners and government agencies are the types of 

market participants that D.06-06-066 was concerned with, the public release of market sensitive 

project-specific information for projects that are in their infancy will potentially drive up the 

costs of developing those new projects, which would inevitably cause the project developers (i.e. 
                                                 
28/ See Proposed Decision at p. 8. 

29/ D.06-06-066, as modified by D.07-05-032 at pp. 78-79 (Conclusion of Law 12) (emphasis added). 

30/ See Proposed Decision at 8 (quoting D.06-06-066 as modified by D.07-05-032 at 44). 

31/ Id. 
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market participants specifically contemplated in D.06-06-066) to raise their bids. 

III. CONCLUSION 

With the changes recommended above and in Attachment 1, the Joint Utilities support a 

determination that the specified, aggregated data is not market sensitive and should be disclosed 

to support ongoing RPS planning initiatives, and that such disclosure should be applied in a non-

discriminatory fashion to all retail sellers as required by the Public Utilities Code.  If the Joint 

Utilities determine in the future that the data is being used in a way to manipulate the market or 

increase the price of energy, the Joint Utilities reserve the ability to seek a modification to the 

decision. 
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Respectfully submitted on behalf of the Joint Utilities 
under Rule 1.8(d). 

Respectfully Submitted, 

CHARLES R. MIDDLEKAUFF 
M. GRADY MATHAI-JACKSON 

By:                             /s/ 
M. GRADY MATHAI-JACKSON 

Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
77 Beale Street, B30A 
San Francisco, CA  94105 
Telephone: (415) 973-3744 
Facsimile:  (415) 972-5952 
E-Mail:  MGML@pge.com 

Attorneys for 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 

 
 



 

 - 1 -  

Attachment A 
 

Proposed Revisions to Findings of Fact, Conclusion of Law, and Order 

Findings of Fact 

1.  Data identifying proposed renewable generation projects that have been short-listed in 

utility solicitations or identified for bi-lateral negotiations is market sensitive and properly 

protected as confidential pursuant to D.06-06-066.  

2.  The capacity, location by bus bar and zone, and technology type of proposed 

renewable generation projects that have been short-listed in utility solicitations between 2003 

and 2009, or identified during the same period in any retail seller’s RPS Semi-Annual 

Compliance Report as a bi-lateral contract under negotiation for bi-lateral negotiations for the 

same period, when released in aggregate according to the methodology described below, and 

without identifying the bid prices, counter party names, solicitation year or sponsoring utility is 

not market sensitive. 

3.  “Aggregation” as used in this decision means the calculation of a single, aggregated 

number of megawatts and/or estimated gigawatt-hours for each Competitive Renewable Energy 

Zone (“CREZ”) identified in the Commission’s 33% RPS Implementation Analysis, for each of 

the three basic types of renewable technologies (i.e. as-available/peaking, as-available/non-

peaking, baseload).  Each aggregated number should include all short-listed bids from the annual 

RPS solicitations for all three IOUs in the 2003-2009 period and any information regarding bi-

lateral contracts under negotiation identified in any retail seller’s RPS Semi-Annual Compliance 

Report during the same period.  Additionally, the following types of projects should be 

separately aggregated (if sufficient numbers of projects exist in each category):  (1) all out-of-

state generation; (2) all distributed, in-state generation not within a CREZ; and (3) all utility-
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scale, in-state generation not within a CREZ. 

4.  Data is not sufficiently “aggregated” for purposes of this decision where any capacity 

number for a specific technology type and CREZ or other geographic area would represent the 

aggregated capacity of less than three short-listed bids or bilateral contracts.  Allowing only a 

small number of bids to be aggregated increases the risk that parties could derive market 

sensitive information from the aggregate.  

5.  Data is not sufficiently “aggregated” for purposes of this decision where the data may 

be compared against past disclosures of aggregated data to determine the total capacity of bids in 

a specific CREZ and for a specific technology type in a single solicitation year.  For example, the 

release of aggregated data using the methodology outlined in this decision for the solicitation 

years 2003-2010 after the disclosure of data for 2003-2009 would effectively disclose the 

market-sensitive bid information for 2010.  

 

Conclusion of Law 

The capacity, location by bus bar and zone, and technology type of proposed renewable 

generation projects that have been short-listed in utility solicitations between 2003 and 2009, or 

identified during the same period in any retail seller’s RPS Semi-Annual Compliance Report as a 

bi-lateral contract under negotiation for bi-lateral negotiations for the same period, when released 

in aggregate according to the methodology described below, and without identifying the bid 

prices, counter party names, solicitation year or sponsoring utility is not market sensitive. 

 

O R D E R 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
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1.  The Commission’s Energy Division Staff is hereby authorized to disclose the 

capacity, technology, and location by bus bar and zone of all short-listed bids resulting from an 

RPS Solicitation and bi-laterally offers included in any retail seller’s RPS Semi-Annual 

Compliance Report negotiated Renewable Portfolio Standard projects from the Southern 

California Edison Company, Pacific Gas and Electric Company and San Diego Gas & Electric 

Company for the period covering the 2003-2009 solicitations. Such disclosure shall be 

aggregated according to the method provided in the Findings of Fact abovein aggregate, shall be 

done as soon as the 2009 solicitation information is available to include in the data release, and 

shall not identify the bid prices, counter party names, solicitation year or sponsoring utilityretail 

seller. 

2.  Rulemaking 05-06-040 is closed. 

This order is effective today.



 

{00092029.DOC;1}    

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ELECTRONIC MAIL OR U.S. MAIL 

I, the undersigned, state that I am a citizen of the United States and am employed in the 
City and County of San Francisco; that I am over the age of eighteen (18) years and not a party 
to the within cause; and that my business address is Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Law 
Department B30A, 77 Beale Street, San Francisco, California 94105. 

I am readily familiar with the business practice of Pacific Gas and Electric Company for 
collection and processing of correspondence for mailing with the United States Postal Service.  
In the ordinary course of business, correspondence is deposited with the United States Postal 
Service the same day it is submitted for mailing. 

On December 3, 2009, I served a true copy of: 

JOINT OPENING COMMENTS OF PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC 
COMPANY (U 39-E), SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 

COMPANY (U 338-E), AND SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC 
COMPANY (U 902-E) REGARDING PROPOSED DECISION 

CLARIFYING THAT CERTAIN INFORMATION IS NOT MARKET 
SENSITIVE IF RELEASED IN A SPECIFIED MANNER 

[XX] By Electronic Mail – serving the enclosed via e-mail transmission to each of the parties 
listed on the official service list for R.05-06-040 with an e-mail address. 

[XX] By U.S. Mail – by placing the enclosed for collection and mailing, in the course of 
ordinary business practice, with other correspondence of Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 
enclosed in a sealed envelope, with postage fully prepaid, addressed to those parties listed on the 
official service list for R.05-06-040 without an e-mail address. 

I certify and declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that 
the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on this 3rd day of December 2009 at San Francisco, California. 

 

 

   /s/    
       Amy S. Yu 
 
 



 
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA SERVICE LIST 

Last Updated: December 2, 2009 

CPUC DOCKET NO.  R0506040 
Total number of addressees:  133 

 

Page 1 of 10 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC FILE ROOM 
77 BEALE ST., B30A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105    
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  LawCpucCases@pge.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION  

CASE COORDINATION 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
PO BOX 770000 MC B9A 
77 BEALE ST 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94177       
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  RegRelCPUCCases@pge.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

SEBASTIEN CSAPO 
PG&E PROJECT MGR. 
MAIL CODE B9A 
PO BOX 770000 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94177       
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  sscb@pge.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

LESLIE DANIELSON 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST, B10A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105       
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  lad1@pge.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

KAREN FORSGARD 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST, B10A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105       
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  kaf4@pge.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

SHAUN HALVERSON 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
PG&E MAIL CODE B9A 
PO BOX 770000 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94177       
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  SEHC@pge.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

THOMAS A. JARMAN 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC 
77 BEALE ST; MC B9A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105       
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  TAJ8@pge.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

GRACE LINGSTON-NUNLEY 
PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY 
PO BOX 770000, MAIL CODE B9A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94177       
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  gxl2@pge.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

ED LUCHA 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
PO BOX 770000, MAIL CODE B9A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94177       
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  ELL5@pge.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

M. GRADY MATHAI-JACKSON LAW DEPARTMENT 
PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST, (B30A) 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105       
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  mgml@pge.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

LAUREN ROHDE 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST, MC B9A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105       
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  LDRi@pge.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

VALERIE J. WINN 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
PO BOX 770000, PG&E MAIL CODE N12G 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94177-0001       
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  vjw3@pge.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

SHIRLEY WOO ATTORNEY 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
PO BOX 7442 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94120       
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  saw0@pge.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

DEBORAH S. SHEFLER LAW DEPARTMENT B30A 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST., RM 3105 , PO BOX 7442 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94120       
  FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  dss8@pge.com 
  Status:  PARTY 



 
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA SERVICE LIST 

Last Updated: December 2, 2009 

CPUC DOCKET NO.  R0506040 
Total number of addressees:  133 

 

Page 2 of 10 

Nilgun Atamturk 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
POLICY & PLANNING DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5119 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214    
  Email:  nil@cpuc.ca.gov 
  Status:  STATE-SERVICE  

Charlyn A. Hook 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
LEGAL DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4107 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       
  Email:  chh@cpuc.ca.gov 
  Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

Sepideh Khosrowjah 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
DRA - ADMINISTRATIVE BRANCH 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4205 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       
  Email:  skh@cpuc.ca.gov 
  Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

Scott Logan 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4209 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       
  Email:  sjl@cpuc.ca.gov 
  Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

Karen P. Paull 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
LEGAL DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4300 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       
  Email:  kpp@cpuc.ca.gov 
  Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

David Peck 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4103 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       
  Email:  dbp@cpuc.ca.gov 
  Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

F. Jackson Stoddard 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
EXECUTIVE DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5125 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       
  Email:  fjs@cpuc.ca.gov 
  Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

Elizabeth Stoltzfus 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ENERGY DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE AREA 4-A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       
  Email:  eks@cpuc.ca.gov 
  Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

Jeorge S. Tagnipes 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ENERGY DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE AREA 4-A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       
  Email:  jst@cpuc.ca.gov 
  Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

Hallie Yacknin 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5003 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       
  Email:  hsy@cpuc.ca.gov 
  Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

Noel Obiora 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
LEGAL DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4107 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       
  FOR: ORA 
  Email:  nao@cpuc.ca.gov 
  Status:  PARTY 

MICHAEL MAZUR 
3 PHASES RENEWABLES, LLC 
2100 SEPULVEDA BLVD, STE 37 
MANHATTAN BEACH CA  90266       
  Email:  mmazur@3PhasesRenewables.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

MICHELLE K. CHOO 
A T & T CALIFORNIA 
525 MARKET ST., 20TH FLR NO.2 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105       
  Email:  michelle.choo@att.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

NELSONYA CAUSBY GENERAL ATTORNEY-
REGULATORY 
AT&T CALIFORNIA 
525 MARKET ST., STE 2025 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105       
  FOR: A T & T California 
  Email:  nelsonya.causby@att.com 
  Status:  PARTY 
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KAREN TERRANOVA 
ALCANTAR  & KAHL, LLP 
33 NEW MONTGOMERY ST, STE 1850 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105    
  Email:  filings@a-klaw.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION  

DANIEL W. DOUGLASS ATTORNEY 
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL 
21700 OXNARD ST, STE 1030 
WOODLAND HILLS CA  91367       
  FOR: Alliance for Retail Energy Markets/ APS Energy 

Services Co Inc./ Commerce Energy/ Strategic 
Energy/3 Phases Renewables/Western Power 
Trading Forum 

  Email:  douglass@energyattorney.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

GREGORY KLATT ATTORNEY 
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL 
21700 OXNARD ST, STE 1030 
WOODLAND HILLS CA  91367-8102       
  FOR: Alliance for Retail Energy Markets/Commerce 

Energy, Inc. 
  Email:  klatt@energyattorney.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

FRANK ANNUNZIATO PRESIDENT 
AMERICAN UTILITY NETWORK INC. 
10705 DEER CANYON DR. 
ALTA LOMA CA  91737-2483       
  Email:  allwazeready@aol.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

THOMAS SELHORST 
AT&T CALIFORNIA 
525 MARKET ST, 2023 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105       
  Email:  thomas.selhorst@att.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

BARBARA R. BARKOVICH 
BARKOVICH & YAP, INC. 
44810 ROSEWOOD TERRACE 
MENDOCINO CA  95460       
  Email:  brbarkovich@earthlink.net 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

BP ENERGY COMPANY 
501 WESTLAKE PARK BLVD 
HOUSTON TX  77079       
  Status:  INFORMATION 

VICKI FERGUSON 
BRAUN & BLAISING, PC 
915 L ST, STE 1270 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814       
  Email:  ferguson@braunlegal.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

BRUNO JEIDER 
BURBANK WATER AND POWER 
164 WEST MAGNOLIA BLVD 
BURBANK CA  91502       
  FOR: BURBANK WATER AND POWER 
  Email:  bjeider@ci.burbank.ca.us 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

LESLA LEHTONEN VP LEGAL AND REGULATORY 
AFFAIRS 
CALIFORNIA CABLE & TELECOM ASSOCIATION 
360 22ND ST, STE 750 
OAKLAND CA  94612       
  Email:  ll@calcable.org 
  Status:  PARTY 

REED V. SCHMIDT 
BARTLE WELLS ASSOCIATES 
1889 ALCATRAZ AVE 
BERKELEY CA  94703-2714       
  FOR: California City-County Street Light Association(CAL-

SLA) 
  Email:  rschmidt@bartlewells.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS 
425 DIVISADERO ST STE 303 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94117-2242       
  Email:  shaunao@newsdata.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

CONNIE LENI 
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
1516 9TH ST MS-20 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814-5512       
  Email:  cleni@energy.state.ca.us 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

DENNIS L. BECK, JR. SENIOR STAFF COUNSEL 
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
1516 NINTH ST, MS 14 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814-5512       
  Email:  dbeck@energy.state.ca.us 
  Status:  STATE-SERVICE 
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DEBORAH DYER 
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
1516 NINTH ST, MS 14 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814-5512    
  Email:  ddyer@energy.state.ca.us 
  Status:  STATE-SERVICE  

MIKE JASKE 
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
1516 NINTH ST, MS-20 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814       
  Email:  mjaske@energy.state.ca.us 
  Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

LISA WEINZIMER ASSOCIATE EDITOR 
PLATTS MCGRAW-HILL 
695 NINTH AVE, NO. 2 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94118       
  FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY CIRCUIT 
  Email:  lisa_weinzimer@platts.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

J.A. SAVAGE 
CALIFORNIA ENERGY CIRCUIT 
3006 SHEFFIELD AVE 
OAKLAND CA  94602       
  FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS 
  Email:  editorial@californiaenergycircuit.net 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

STACIE FORD COUNSEL 
CALIFORNIA ISO 
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD 
FOLSOM CA  95630       
  FOR: California ISO 
  Email:  sford@caiso.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

CALIFORNIA ISO 
LEGAL & REGULATORY DEPARMENT 
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD 
FOLSOM CA  95630       
  Email:  e-recipient@caiso.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

BETH ANN BURNS SR. COUNSEL/LEGAL & 
REGULATORY DEPT 
CALIFORNIA ISO 
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD 
FOLSOM CA  95630       
  Email:  bburns@caiso.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

EDWARD W. O'NEILL ATTORNEY 
DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP 
505 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 800 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111-6533       
  FOR: California Large Energy Consumers Association 
  Email:  edwardoneill@dwt.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

WILLIAM H. BOOTH ATTORNEY 
LAW OFFICES OF WILLIAM H. BOOTH 
67 CARR DRIVE 
MORAGA CA  94596       
  FOR: California Large Energy Consumers Association 
  Email:  wbooth@booth-law.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

KAREN LINDH 
CALIFORNIA ONSITE GENERATION 
7909 WALERGA ROAD,  NO. 112, PMB 119 
ANTELOPE CA  95843       
  FOR: California Manufacturers & Technology Association 
  Email:  karen@klindh.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

KEITH R. MCCREA ATTORNEY 
SUTHERLAND ASBILL & BRENNAN LLP 
1275 PENNSYLVANIA AVE, NW 
WASHINGTON DC  20004-2415       
  FOR: CALIFORNIA MANUFACTURERS AND 

TECHNOLOGY ASSN. 
  Email:  keith.mccrea@sutherland.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

MARTIN HOMEC 
PO  BOX 4471 
DAVIS CA  95617       
  FOR: Californians for Renewable Energy (CARE) 
  Email:  martinhomec@gmail.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

LYNNE BROWN 
CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY, INC. 
24 HARBOR ROAD 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94124       
  FOR: CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY, INC. 
  Email:  l_brown369@yahoo.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

MARGIE OXSEN PARALEGAL 
CALPINE CORPORATION-WESTERN REGION 
4160 DUBLIN BLVD, STE 100 
DUBLIN CA  94568       
  Email:  moxsen@calpine.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 
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AVIS KOWALEWSKI 
CALPINE CORPORATION 
4160 DUBLIN BLVD., STE 100 
DUBLIN CA  94568    
  FOR: Calpine Corporation 
  Email:  kowalewskia@calpine.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION  

KEVIN BOUDREAUX 
CALPINE POWER AMERICA-CA, LLC 
717 TEXAS AVE, STE 1000 
HOUSTON TX  77002       
  Status:  INFORMATION 

STEVE F. GREENWALD 
DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP 
505 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 800 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111-6533       
  FOR: CALPINE POWER AMERICA LLC/CALPINE 

CORPORATION 
  Email:  stevegreenwald@dwt.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

JEFFREY P. GRAY ATTORNEY 
DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP 
505 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 800 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111-6533       
  FOR: Calpine Power America-CA/Calpine Corporation 
  Email:  jeffgray@dwt.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

MICHAEL E. BOYD PRESIDENT 
CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY, INC. 
5439 SOQUEL DRIVE 
SOQUEL CA  95073       
  FOR: CARE 
  Email:  michaelboyd@sbcglobal.net 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

JACQUELINE MINOR 
OFFICE OF CITY ATTORNEY 
K1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE 
CITY HALL, RM 234 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102       
  FOR: City and County of San Fracisco 
  Email:  Jacqueline.Minor@sfgov.org 
  Status:  PARTY 

KERRY EDEN ASST. GENERAL MGR. 
CITY OF CORONA DEPT. OF WATER & POWER 
730 CORPORATION YARD WAY 
CORONA CA  92880       
  FOR: City of Corona Dept. 
  Email:  kerry.eden@ci.corona.ca.us 
  Status:  PARTY 

STEVEN G. LINS GENERAL COUNSEL 
GLENDALE WATER AND POWER 
141 N. GLENDALE AVE, LEVEL 4 
GLENDALE CA  91206-4394       
  FOR: CITY OF GLENDALE 
  Email:  slins@ci.glendale.ca.us 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

MARC D. JOSEPH ATTORNEY 
ADAMS, BROADWELL, JOSEPH & CARDOZO 
601 GATEWAY BLVD. STE 1000 
SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO CA  94080       
  FOR: Coalition of California Utility Employees 
  Email:  mdjoseph@adamsbroadwell.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

MICHAEL ALCANTAR ATTORNEY 
ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP 
1300 SW FIFTH AVE, STE 1750 
PORTLAND OR  97201       
  FOR: COGENERATION ASSOCIATION OF CALIFORNIA 
  Email:  mpa@a-klaw.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

ROD AOKI 
ALCANTAR & KAHL LLP 
1300 SW FIFTH AVE, STE 1750 
PORTLAND OR  97201       
  FOR: Cogenration Association of California 
  Email:  rsa@a-klaw.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

COMMERCE ENERGY, INC. 
600 ANTON BLVD., STE 2000 
COSTA MESA CA  92626       
  Status:  INFORMATION 

CYNTHIA A. FONNER SENIOR COUNSEL 
CONSTELLATION ENERGY GROUP INC 
50 EAST WASHINGTON ST., STE. 300 
CHICAGO IL  60661       
  Email:  Cynthia.A.Fonner@constellation.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

ANDREW B. BROWN ATTORNEY 
ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP (1359) 
2600 CAPITOL AVE, STE 400 
SACRAMENTO CA  95816-5905       
  FOR: Constellation New Energy, Inc./ Praxair Plainfield Inc.
  Email:  abb@eslawfirm.com 
  Status:  PARTY 
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R. THOMAS BEACH 
CROSSBORDER ENERGY 
2560 NINTH ST, STE 213A 
BERKELEY CA  94710-2557    
  FOR: CROSSBORDER ENERGY 
  Email:  tomb@crossborderenergy.com 
  Status:  PARTY  

SUZANNE TOLLER 
DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE 
505 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 800 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111-6533       
  Email:  suzannetoller@dwt.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

ANDREA MORRISON 
DIRECT ENERGY SERVICES, LLC 
415 DIXON ST 
ARROYO GRANDE CA  93420       
  Email:  andrea.morrison@directenergy.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

DONALD C. LIDDELL ATTORNEY 
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL 
2928 2ND AVE 
SAN DIEGO CA  92103       
  Email:  liddell@energyattorney.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

Lisa-Marie Salvacion 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
LEGAL DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4107 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       
  FOR: DRA 
  Email:  lms@cpuc.ca.gov 
  Status:  PARTY 

DOUGLAS K. KERNER ATTORNEY 
ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP 
2600 CAPITOL AVE, STE 400 
SACRAMENTO CA  95816-5905       
  Email:  dkk@eslawfirm.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

CAROLYN KEHREIN 
ENERGY MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
2602 CELEBRATION WAY 
WOODLAND CA  95776       
  Email:  cmkehrein@ems-ca.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

NORA SHERIFF ATTORNEY 
ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP 
33 NEW MONTGOMERY ST, STE 1850 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94015       
  FOR: Energy Producers and Users Coalition 
  Email:  nes@a-klaw.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

EVELYN KAHL ATTORNEY 
ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP 
33 NEW MONTGOMERY ST, STE 1850 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94015       
  FOR: ENERGY PRODUCERS AND USERS COALITION 
  Email:  ek@a-klaw.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

MARCIE MILNER 
4445 EASTGATE MALL, STE 100 
SAN DIEGO CA  92121       
  Email:  marcie.milner@shell.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

ROBERT SARVEY 
501 W. GRANTLINE RD 
TRACY CA  95376       
  Email:  sarveybob@aol.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

JOHN C. GABRIELLI 
GABRIELLI LAW OFFICE 
430 D ST 
DAVIS CA  95616       
  Email:  gabriellilaw@sbcglobal.net 
  Status:  PARTY 

RONALD MOORE SR. REGULATORY ANALYST 
GOLDEN STATE WATER CO/BEAR VALLEY 
630 EAST FOOTHILL BLVD. 
SAN DIMAS CA  91773       
  Email:  rkmoore@gswater.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

TARA KAUSHIK 
MANATT, PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP 
ONE EMBARCADERO CENTER, 30TH FLR 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111       
  FOR: Hydrogen Energy International LLC 
  Email:  TKaushik@manatt.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 
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DAVID L. HUARD 
MANATT PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP 
ONE EMBARCADERO CENTER, 30TH FLR 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111    
  FOR: Hydrogen Energy International LLC 
  Email:  DHuard@manatt.com 
  Status:  PARTY  

STEVEN KELLY POLICY DIRECTOR 
INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS 
1215 K ST, STE 900 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814       
  FOR: INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS ASSN. 
  Email:  steven@iepa.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

BRIAN T. CRAGG ATTORNEY 
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI RITCHIE & DAY 
505 SANSOME ST, STE 900 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111       
  FOR: INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS ASSN. 
  Email:  bcragg@gmssr.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

ROBERT L. PETTINATO 
LOS ANGELES DEPT. OF WATER & POWER 
111 NORTH HOPE ST, RM. 1150 
LOS ANGELES CA  90012       
  FOR: LOS ANGELES DEPT. OF WATER & POWER 
  Email:  robert.pettinato@ladwp.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

TRAVIS RITCHIE 
MANATT, PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLC 
ONE EMBARCADERO CENTER, 30TH FLR 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111       
  Email:  tritchie@manatt.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

SUSIE BERLIN ATTORNEY 
MC CARTHY & BERLIN, LLP 
100 W SAN FERNANDO ST., STE 501 
SAN JOSE CA  95113       
  Email:  sberlin@mccarthylaw.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

BARRY F. MCCARTHY ATTORNEY 
MCCARTHY & BERLIN, LLP 
100 W. SAN FERNANDO ST., STE 501 
SAN JOSE CA  95113       
  Email:  bmcc@mccarthylaw.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

SEAN BEATTY SR. MGR. EXTERNAL & REGULATORY 
AFFAIRS 
MIRANT CALIFORNIA, LLC 
696 WEST 10TH ST 
PITTSBURG CA  94565       
  Email:  Sean.Beatty@mirant.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

THOMAS S. KIMBALL 
MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 4060-95352 
1231 ELEVENTH ST 
MODESTO CA  95352       
  Email:  tomk@mid.org 
  Status:  PARTY 

JOY A. WARREN REGULATORY ADMINISTRATOR 
MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
1231 11TH ST 
MODESTO CA  95354       
  FOR: Modesto Irrigation District 
  Email:  joyw@mid.org 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

JOHN DUTCHER VICE PRESIDENT - REGULATORY 
AFFAIRS 
MOUNTAIN UTILITIES 
3210 CORTE VALENCIA 
FAIRFIELD CA  94534-7875       
  Email:  ralf1241a@cs.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC. 
1814 FRANKLIN ST, STE 720 
OAKLAND CA  94612       
  Email:  mrw@mrwassoc.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

MARTIN A. MATTES ATTORNEY 
NOSSAMAN, LLC 
50 CALIFORNIA ST, 34TH FLR 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111-4799       
  Email:  mmattes@nossaman.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

JORDAN WHITE SENIOR ATTORNEY 
PACIFICORP 
825 NE MULTNOMAH ST, STE 1800 
PORTLAND OR  97232       
  FOR: PacifiCorp 
  Email:  jordan.white@pacificorp.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 
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MICHAEL B. DAY ATTORNEY 
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP 
505 SANSOME ST, STE 900 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111    
  FOR: PacifiCorp 
  Email:  mday@goodinmacbride.com 
  Status:  PARTY  

MARK TUCKER 
PACIFICORP 
825 NE MULTNOMAH, STE 2000 
PORTLAND OR  97232       
  Email:  californiadockets@pacificorp.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

STEVE ENDO 
PASADENA DEPARTMENT OF WATER & POWER 
150 S. LOS ROBLES AVE., STE. 200 
PASADENA CA  91101       
  FOR: PASADENA DEPARTMENT OF WATER & POWER 
  Email:  sendo@ci.pasadena.ca.us 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

PILOT POWER GROUP 
8910 UNIVERSITY CENTER LANE, STE 520 
SAN DIEGO CA  92122       
  Status:  PARTY 

RICK NOGER 
PRAXAIR, INC. 
2430 CAMINO RAMON DRIVE, STE. 300 
SAN RAMON CA  94583       
  Email:  rick_noger@praxair.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

QUIET LLC/QUIET ENERGY 
3311 VAN ALLEN PLACE 
TOPANGA CA  90290       
  Status:  INFORMATION 

MARJORIE HERLTH REGIONAL DIRECTOR - POLICY & 
LAW 
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, LLC 
1801 CALIFORNIA ST, 10TH FL 
DENVER CO  80202       
  Email:  marjorie.herlth@qwest.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

DONALD SCHOENBECK 
RCS, INC. 
900 WASHINGTON ST, STE 780 
VANCOUVER WA  98660       
  Email:  dws@r-c-s-inc.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

GARY HINNERS 
RRI ENERGY, INC. 
PO BOX 148 
HOUSTON TX  77001-0148       
  FOR: RELIANT ENERGY, INC. 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

WILLIAM W. WESTERFIELD III SR. ATTORNEY 
SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 
6201 S ST, M.S. B406, PO BOX 15830 
SACRAMENTO CA  95852-1830       
  FOR: SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 
  Email:  wwester@smud.org 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

WENDY KEILANI REGULATORY CASE MANAGER 
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC 
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP32B 
SAN DIEGO CA  92123       
  FOR: San Diego Gas & Electric 
  Email:  wkeilani@semprautilities.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

CENTRAL FILES 
SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
101 ASH ST, CP31E 
SAN DIEGO CA  92101       
  Email:  CentralFiles@semprautilities.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

JOHN A. PACHECO ATTORNEY 
SEMPRA ENERGY 
101 ASH ST, HQ-12 
SAN DIEGO CA  92101-3017       
  FOR: San Diego Gas and Electric Company 
  Email:  jpacheco@sempra.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

GREG BASS 
SEMPRA ENERGY SOLUTIONS LLC 
401 WEST A ST, STE 500 
SAN DIEGO CA  92101       
  FOR: Sempra Energy Solutions LLC 
  Email:  GBass@SempraSolutions.com 
  Status:  PARTY 
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YVONNE GROSS REGULATORY POLICY MANAGER 
SEMPRA ENERGY 
101 ASH ST, HQ08C 
SAN DIEGO CA  92101    
  Email:  ygross@sempraglobal.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION  

THOMAS CORR MANAGER, REGULATORY POLICY 
SEMPRA GLOBAL 
101 ASH ST, HQ 08 C 
SAN DIEGO CA  92101-3017       
  Email:  tcorr@sempraglobal.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

JOHN  W. LESLIE ATTORNEY 
LUCE, FORWARD, HAMILTON & SCRIPPS, LLP 
11988 EL CAMINO REAL, STE 200 
SAN DIEGO CA  92130-2592       
  FOR: Shell Energy North America 
  Email:  jleslie@luce.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

TREVOR DILLARD 
SIERRA PACIFIC POWER COMPANY 
PO BOX 10100 
6100 NEIL ROAD, MS S4A50 
RENO NV  89520-0024       
  Email:  tdillard@sppc.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

CHRISTOPHER HILEN ASSISTANT GENERAL COUNSEL 
SIERRA PACIFIC POWER COMPANY 
6100 NEIL ROAD, PO BOX 10100 
RENO NV  89520       
  Email:  chilen@sppc.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

ELENA MELLO 
SIERRA PACIFIC POWER COMPANY 
6100 NEIL ROAD 
RENO NV  89520       
  Email:  emello@sppc.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

PATRICK M. ROSVALL ATTORNEY 
COOPER, WHITE & COOPER, LLP 
201 CALIFORNIA ST, 17TH FLR 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111       
  FOR: Small LECs 
  Email:  smalllecs@cwclaw.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

CASE ADMINISTRATION 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 
LAW DEPARTMENT, ROOM 370 
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE 
ROSEMEAD CA  91770       
  Email:  Case.Admin@sce.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

DEANA MICHELLE NG SENIOR ATTORNEY 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE. 
ROSEMEAD CA  91770       
  FOR: Southern California Edison 
  Email:  deana.ng@sce.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

NORMAN A. PEDERSEN ATTORNEY 
HANNA AND MORTON, LLP 
444 SOUTH FLOWER ST,  STE 1500 
LOS ANGELES CA  90071       
  FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GENERATION 

COALITION 
  Email:  npedersen@hanmor.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

MERIDITH J. STRAND SENIOR COUNSEL 
SOUTHWEST GAS CORPORATION 
PO BOX 98510 
LAS VEGAS NV  89193-8510       
  Email:  meridith.strand@swgas.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

EDWARD B. GIESEKING DIRECTOR/PRICING AND 
TARIFFS 
SOUTHWEST GAS CORPORATION 
5241 SPRING MOUNTAIN ROAD 
LAS VEGAS NV  89150       
  FOR: SOUTHWEST GAS CORPORATION 
  Email:  ed.gieseking@swgas.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

VALERIE J. ONTIVEROZ SPECIALIST/ STATE 
REGULATORY AFFAIRS 
SOUTHWEST GAS CORPORATION 
5241 SPRING MOUNTAIN ROAD 
LAS VEGAS NV  89193-8510       
  FOR: SOUTHWEST GAS CORPORATION 
  Email:  valerie.ontiveroz@swgas.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

MARK P. SCHREIBER ATTORNEY 
COOPER, WHITE & COOPER, LLP 
201 CALIFORNIA ST, 17TH FLR 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111       
  FOR: Sure West Telephone 
  Email:  mschreiber@cwclaw.com 
  Status:  PARTY 
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GREGG MORRIS DIRECTOR 
GREEN POWER INSTITUTE 
2039 SHATTUCK AVE, STE 402 
BERKELEY CA  94704    
  FOR: The Green Power Institute 
  Email:  gmorris@emf.net 
  Status:  PARTY  

ROBERT FINKELSTEIN LEGAL DIRECTOR 
THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK 
115 SANSOME ST, STE 900 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94104       
  Email:  bfinkelstein@turn.org 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

MICHEL PETER FLORIO ATTORNEY 
THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK 
115 SANSOME ST, STE 900 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94104       
  FOR: TURN 
  Email:  mflorio@turn.org 
  Status:  PARTY 

CARL C. LOWER 
UTILITY SPECIALISTS 
717 LAW ST 
SAN DIEGO CA  92109-2436       
  Email:  clower@earthlink.net 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

JACQUE LOPEZ 
VERIZON CALIFORNIA INC. 
CA501LB 
112  LAKEVIEW CANYON ROAD 
THOUSAND OAKS CA  91362-3811       
  Email:  jacque.lopez@verizon.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

JESUS G. ROMAN 
MCIMETRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES 
112 LAKEVIEW CANYON ROAD, CA501LB 
THOUSAND OAKS CA  91362       
  FOR: Verizon California Inc. 
  Email:  jesus.g.roman@verizon.com 
  Status:  PARTY 

KEVIN WOODRUFF 
WOODRUFF EXPERT SERVICES, INC. 
1100 K ST, STE 204 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814       
  Email:  kdw@woodruff-expert-services.com 
  Status:  INFORMATION 

 

  

  

  


