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COMMENTS OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY (U-338-E) IN
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON TRACK I PLANNING STANDARDS AND
ASSUMPTIONS

Pursuant to Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Victoria Kolakowski’s May 28 Ruling on
Procurement Planning Standards and Setting Schedule for Comments and Workshops (May 28
Ruling), Southern California Edison Company (SCE) submits the following comments in
response to other parties’ June 21, 2010 comments on Planning Standards and the Planning

Standards workshop held on June 11, 2010.

I.
INTRODUCTION

In its June 21, 2010 comments on resource planning assumptions, the Alliance for Retail
Energy Markets (AReM) makes recommendations that are inconsistent with the California
Public Utility Commission’s (the Commission) statutory obligation under Senate Bill (SB) 695
to ensure that all benefiting customers share equally the costs of developing new system
resources needed to maintain system reliability. In the comments below, SCE urges the
Commission to deny those recommendations. SCE also addresses comments raised by the

Division of Ratepayer Advocates (DRA), Sierra Club California (Sierra Club), Pacific



Environment, Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) and the Natural Resource Defense
Council and Union of Concerned Scientists (NRDC/UCS). In the interest of brevity, SCE does
not address more general comments or factual statements (or misstatements) by parties that do
not directly include specific recommendations for revised planning standards or assumptions, as

those are beyond the scope of this particular set of comments.

I1.
DISCUSSION

A. Resource Needs Identified in the System Planning Process Must Be Addressed in a

Manner that Does Not Discriminate Against Bundled Customers.

In its comments, AReM suggests that resources serving the investor-owned utilities’
(IOU) bundled customers, including IOU-owned resources and projected bilateral contracts,

should be deducted from the System Plans. Specifically, AReM states:

The resources needed to meet the IOUs’ forecast bundled load are,
therefore, not required to meet “System” need and should be
deducted from the System Plan. This objective can be easily
accomplished by adding a row or rows to the “System Resources”
section of the System Table that lists the IOU-owned resource
additions and projected bilateral contracting separately from
resources owned or planned by Publicly-Owned Utilities (“POUs”)
and by independent power producers. Making this change would
clearly identify the proportion of System Resources needed to
satisfy the Bundled Plans.1

AReM obfuscates the distinction between a “system resource plan,” which is a tabulation
of physical resources available in the electrical system including any forecast retirements and
additions, and a “bundled customer procurement plan,” which represents a framework for how
the IOUs contractually procure capacity, energy and natural gas from the competitive wholesale

markets on behalf of their bundled customers. The IOUs’ Commission-approved procurement

1 Comments of AReM on Resource Planning Assumptions — Part 1 and Procurement Planning Assumptions, June
21,2010 (AReM Comments), at 3. (citations omitted)



authority allows the IOUs to sign contracts shorter than five years in duration. In previous
proceedings, the Commission determined that long-term contracts are needed to solicit
investment in new generation.2 In addition, it is generally known that new capacity additions
cost significantly more than capacity and energy purchased from existing resources. By law,
I0Us’ bundled customers may not be subjected to any unique or different obligations than any
other customers of the electrical system to add or support new capacity additions to the system.3
Therefore, it would be unlawful for bundled customers to be forced to shoulder the cost of new
capacity additions while other load serving entities (LSE), such as energy service providers
(ESP) and their customers, are permitted to purchase all capacity and energy to meet their
customers’ contractual needs from existing resources at a discount.

AReM’s attempt to make new capacity additions purely a bundled customer issue is
unfounded. The system resource plan must look only at the projected physical load and resource
balance in the electrical system, and should not focus on the contractual commitments between
LSEs and resource owners. AReM’s proposal regarding new capacity is contrary to law and
should be rejected.

The Commission should reaffirm in this proceeding that maintaining system reliability in

light of competitive wholesale and retail markets is not an IOU responsibility. I0Us’ bundled

NS

See, e.g., Decision (D.) 06-07-029 at FOF 6 (“We find that long-term contracts are necessary to solicit
investment in new generation in California.”)

See SB 695, codified at Pub. Util. Code § 365.1(c)(“Once the commission has authorized additional direct
transactions pursuant to subdivision (b), it shall do both of the following: (1) Ensure that other providers are
subject to the same requirements that are applicable to the state’s three largest electrical corporations under any
programs or rules adopted by the commission to implement the resource adequacy provisions of Section 380,
the renewables portfolio standard provisions of Article 16 (commencing with Section 399.11), and the
requirements for the electricity sector adopted by the State Air Resources Board pursuant to the California
Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (Division 25.5 (commencing with Section 38500) of the Health and
Safety Code). This requirement applies notwithstanding any prior decision of the commission to the contrary.
(2) Ensure that, in the event that the commission authorizes, in the situation of a contract with a third party, or
orders, in the situation of utility-owned generation, an electrical corporation to obtain generation resources that
the commission determines are needed to meet system or local area reliability needs for the benefit of all
customers in the electrical corporation’s distribution service territory, the net capacity costs of those generation
resources are allocated on a fully nonbypassable basis consistent with departing load provisions as determined
by the commission, to all of the following: (i) Bundled service customers of the electrical corporation. (ii)
Customers that purchase electricity through a direct transaction with other providers. (iii) Customers of
community choice aggregators.”) See also Pub. Util.Code §§ 399.11(g)(2)-(3) and 380(e).
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customers shoulder no different responsibility than the customers of any other LSE to ensure that
there are adequate resources to operate a reliable electric system and that new resource additions
meet the State’s policy objectives. Pacific Environment admits confusion regarding the
distinction between system and bundled need, and states, “Here, the absence of a specific
definition of system and bundled loads also raises concerns because it is unclear how the OTC
[once-through-cooling] and RPS [renewables portfolio standard] considerations will be
integrated into both phases consistently and how need determinations can be done to ensure
integration of renewable and OTC requirements.”* Sierra Club argues that “[t]he inputs for the
system resource plans and the bundled plans must incorporate targets that meet state
requirements and policy goals, and clearly compare these to the annual amount of each resource
in the plan.”3 These statements indicate that there is a flawed perception of the IOUs’
procurement activities to serve their bundled customers, including their compliance with the
loading order, and whether, and if so how, such comparatively shorter-term procurement activity
impacts the physical resource mix in the electrical system and contributes toward the
achievement of State resource policy objectives. SCE urges the Commission to clarify that while
the IOUs are being asked to prepare system-wide resource planning analyses for this proceeding,
and indeed, if deemed necessary, may be authorized to procure new resources on behalf of the
entire system, responsibility for ensuring the availability of new resources to meet the State’s
system reliability and environmental policy goals does not rest with IOU customers and is not

addressed through bundled customer procurement activity.

Comments of Pacific Environment on Draft Planning Assumptions, June 21, 2010, at 10.

Comments of Sierra Club California on Initial Ruling on Procurement Planning Standards, June 21, 2010, at 4.
(emphasis added)
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B. AReM is Wrong to Suggest that Implementation of the State’s Once-Through-

Cooling Policy is Solely the Responsibility of Bundled Customers.

In its June 21 comments, AReM suggests that any system resource retirements to phase
out resources that rely on once-through-cooling (OTC), or for any other reason, must be
addressed in bundled customer procurement plans, stating:

However, “retirements,” including those retired to comply with the
state’s OTC policies, are only reflected in the System Tables when,
in fact, the units affected by OTC are used today primarily to meet
bundled load. Therefore, retirements for OTC or any other reason
must be addressed in the Bundled Plans and the IOUs must plan to
replace the retiring capacity and energy for their Bundled Load.
The Scoping Memo should direct that the Bundled Plans and
associated Tables be modified to include retirements of generating
facilities used to meet bundled load.¢

AReM’s arguments are fundamentally flawed for several reasons. First, the
implementation of the State Water Resources Control Board’s (Water Board) OTC policy is a
system-wide resource issue that impacts the reliability of the entire electrical system in the State
of California, including facilities within and outside of the California Independent System
Operator (CAISO) footprint. In fact, the Water Board’s policy impacts 19 existing power plants
representing over 21,000 megawatts of installed electricity generation capacity in California.
Retirement of this much capacity, without a suitable resource plan to mitigate the impact, would
render California’s electrical system inoperable. Furthermore, other than the two nuclear plants
and the Humboldt Bay Power Plant in California, all OTC plants are owned by either
independent power producers or publicly owned utilities and not the IOUs.Z Therefore, AReM
misses the mark when it suggests that the IOUs must plan to replace retiring OTC capacity and
that the phase-out of OTC should be addressed in the IOUs’ bundled customer procurement

plans.

AReM Comments at 4. (citations omitted)
A map of the 19 power plants in California that utilize OTC (and their respective plant operators) is available at:
http://www.cacoastkeeper.org/programs/healthy-marine-habitats/power-plants-otc.
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Indeed, the Commission should reaffirm in its Scoping Memo that implementation of the
State’s OTC policy is a system-wide resource issue, and that the cost of any infrastructure
necessary to mitigate the impact of OTC plants’ retirements should be borne equally by all
customers in the electrical system, including the IOUs’ bundled customers, Direct Access (DA)
customers, Community Choice Aggregation (CCA) customers, Publicly-Owned-Ultility (POU)
customers, municipal departing load customers, and self-generation customers.

Second, the obligation to comply with the Water Board’s OTC policy rests with the
generator facility owner and is not in any way linked to whether a particular LSE happens to
have a contract with that generator at the time the 2010 LTPP proceeding was initiated. Since
none of the fossil OTC generators interconnected in SCE’s service territory are owned by SCE,
any assumptions about the willingness of the owners to comply with OTC requirements or the
retirement of OTC plants are not governed by SCE or its bundled customers. SCE cannot dictate
the retirement or repower decisions of the private owners of fossil OTC generation.

Finally, SB 695 expressly requires that all direct access providers are subject to the same
resource adequacy requirements as IOUs, including their share of costs associated with meeting
the state’s OTC policy goals.8 For all of these reasons, SCE urges the Commission to continue

to address the implementation of the State’s OTC policy in Track I as a system issue.

8  See Pub. Util. Code § footnote 3 Pub. Util. Code § 365.1(c)(2) (“Once the commission has authorized additional
direct transactions pursuant to subdivision (b), it shall. . . [e]nsure that, in the event that the commission
authorizes, in the situation of a contract with a third party, or orders, in the situation of utility-owned generation,
an electrical corporation to obtain generation resources that the commission determines are needed to meet
system or local area reliability needs for the benefit of all customers in the electrical corporation’s distribution
service territory, the net capacity costs of those generation resources are allocated on a fully nonbypassable
basis consistent with departing load provisions as determined by the commission, to all of the following: (i)
Bundled service customers of the electrical corporation. (ii) Customers that purchase electricity through a direct
transaction with other providers. (iii) Customers of community choice aggregators.”) (emphasis added).




C. Bundled Service Customers Should Not Bear All of the Costs Associated with the

Integration of All New Renewable Generation Resources Needed to Meet the State’s

Renewable Resource and Greenhouse Gas Goals.

AReM recommends that the Commission direct the IOUs to include in their Bundled
Plans all transmission and distribution (T&D) costs associated with the integration of renewable
resources needed to meet their portion of the State’s Renewables Portfolio Standard (RPS) and
greenhouse gas (GHG) goals.2 In making this argument, however, AReM incorrectly assumes
that there will be LSE-specific T&D costs associated with LSE-specific procurement
requirements. The assumption that T&D infrastructure requirements can be traced to each
individual LSE’s procurement requirements is simply flawed. The costs of T&D infrastructure,
whether to achieve RPS, GHG or other goals, are allocated equally to all similarly-situated
bundled and DA customers. Without knowing which specific T&D facilities are needed to meet
the Commission’s various policy objectives, the only reasonable alternative for the Commission
is to embed T&D costs in the calculation of the Net Present Value Revenue Requirement, as
proposed by Commission Staff. Accordingly, the Commission should reject AReM’s
recommendation to require inclusion of T&D costs for renewable resources needed to meet RPS

and GHG targets in the IOUs’ Bundled Plans.

D. Net Qualifying Capacity Values Should Be Used for All Resources.

In comments regarding the assumptions for capacity values of RPS resources, DRA
recommends that, for consistency, the parties use the renewable capacity valuation methodology
employed by Energy and Environmental Economics (E3) in the Commission’s Resource
Ranking and Selection Methodology for the 33% RPS Implementation Analysis, instead of the
NQC values adopted by the Commission in its Resource Adequacy (RA) Rulemaking (R.05-12-

9 AReM Comments at 4.



013), as recommended by Commission Staff.1® While DRA’s “consistency” goal is valid, the E3
analysis cited by DRA does not reflect the Commission’s adopted rules for determining the value
of RPS capacity. Through resource adequacy (RA) rulemakings, the Commission determines the
counting rules for resource capacity, including RPS resources. Those counting rules are used by
LSEs to comply with the Commission’s RA requirements. For intermittent wind and solar
resources, the Commission adopted the exceedance methodology for determining NQC in
2009.11 While DRA did not support that determination, it has already been adopted by the
Commission and should not be relitigated here. SCE therefore supports Staff’s recommendation
that NQC values be used for the capacity values of resources in the LTPP, including RPS

resources.

E. Responses to Additional Comments on Staff’s Proposed Planning Standards and

Assumptions.

DRA, Sierra Club and Pacific Environment recommend that the Commission use a 1-in-2
load forecast for the system resource analyses.l2 These parties express the concern that using a
1-in-10 metric will lead to overprocurement of new fossil fuel generation resources. SCE does
not support these recommendations. CAISO’s local capacity requirements (LCR) studies, which
form the basis for the Commission’s current local resource adequacy requirements governing the
I0Us’ procurement plans, are based on a 1-in-10 load forecast. In addition, the May 28 Ruling
suggests that the CAISO’s “Enhanced” 10-yr LCR study will be a key component of generation

planning in the Commission’s process.13 SCE believes that it is imperative that the LTPP

10 Comments of the DRA on Resource Planning Assumptions, Part 1: Procurement planning assumptions and
“Rulebook,” June 21, 2010 (DRA Comments) at 4.

See D.09-06-028 at COL 4.

Comments of the DRA on Resource Planning Assumptions, Part 1: Procurement planning assumptions and
“Rulebook,” June 21, 2010 (DRA Comments) at 7; Comments of Pacific Environment on Draft Planning
Assumptions, June 21, 2010, at 8-9; Comments of Sierra Club California on Initial Ruling on Procurement
Planning Standards, June 21, 2010, at 5-6.

13 May 28 Ruling at 8.
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planning assumptions properly reflect the assumptions of the studies that the planning process is
relying upon.

Furthermore, the CAISO’s LCR study assumptions and methodology are vetted in the
various Resource Adequacy (RA) proceedings and have formed the basis of the Commission-
approved LCR requirements every year since such requirements have existed. To the extent the
Commission sees any merit in revisiting the load forecasting conventions used in the CAISO
studies that currently drive local RA requirements, which in the future will greatly influence
local reliability studies in light of renewable resource integration and phase-out of OTC, this
topic must be discussed and resolved in the RA proceedings, not here.

DRA recommends updating the market price referent (MPR) proxy value for CO2 as part
of this proceeding.l4 In addition, DRA proposes to perform multiple CO2 price scenarios.l3 It is
not appropriate to burden this proceeding with the task of updating values for use in a future
MPR proceeding. Should the Commission update its current assumptions concerning future
CO2 compliance costs in the MPR Proceeding or another proceeding, SCE would not object to
reflecting the new assumptions, assuming there is adequate time to do so. Based on the June 18,
2010 workshop, it appears that Commission Staff intends to limit resource plan scenario analyses
to different variations of renewable power build outs, and does not plan to directly consider
different approaches to GHG compliance. While SCE has concerns with Staff’s proposed
prioritization, it is impractical to add additional scenarios to those already planned, given the
amount of work required to perform scenario development.

PG&E suggests performing high and low gas price sensitivities based on the California
Energy Commission’s (CEC) most recent high and low California gas price scenarios.1¢ It is not

clear to SCE how this recommendation can be made consistent with use of a base case natural

14 DRA Comments at 6. (“Given the quick evolution of GHG regulation and GHG compliance costs, the MPR
methodology for GHG compliance costs may need to be revisited and updated. DRA recommends that Staff
consider updating the MPR proxy using the CO2 allowance price forecasts modeled in the recent CARB report,
‘Updated Economic Analysis of California’s Climate Change Scoping Plan’ (2010)”.)

1d.

PG&E’s Comments on Resource Planning Assumptions (Part 1) and Rulebook, June 21, 2010, at 5.
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gas price forecast tied to the MPR methodology, as proposed in the May 28 Ruling, or with
PG&E’s recommendation to use sensitivity values based on 90% confidence range.
NRDC/UCS recommend using a 3% real discount rate, since this is a value used by the
CEC for evaluating energy efficiency standards.l? While the choice of discount rate has been
controversial, the Commission declined to adopt this recommendation in other forums for cost
effectiveness evaluations and should not do so here.l8 In addition to the theoretical problems
with a “social” discount rate, there is the obvious practical concern that using a 3% discount rate
would result in making resource investments as if the cost to ratepayers were only 3%
(equivalent to about 5% in nominal dollars), yet actually charging ratepayers for these
investments based on either a utility cost of capital around 10%, or the potentially higher rate of

return demanded by independent power producers.

17 Comments of NRDC/UCS on Resource Planning Assumptions—Part 1, Procurement Planning Assumptions
and Rulebook, June 21, 2010, at 2-3.
See, e.g, D.06-11-018 at 37 (regarding transmission); D.05-04-051 at 6 (regarding energy efficiency).

-10 -



I1I.
CONCLUSION

SCE appreciates the opportunity to review Staff’s proposed planning standards and
assumptions prior to the issuance of a scoping ruling in this proceeding. In preparing that
scoping ruling, SCE urges the assigned administrative law judge and assigned commissioner not
to incorporate the recommended changes to Staff’s proposed planning standards and assumptions

addressed herein.

Respectfully submitted,

MICHAEL D. MONTOYA
DEANA MICHELLE NG

/ssIDEANA MICHELLE NG
By: Deana Michelle Ng

Attorneys for
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Post Office Box 800

Rosemead, California 91770
Telephone:  (626) 302-1936
Facsimile: (626) 302-1935
E-mail: deana.ng@sce.com

June 28, 2010
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UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS

2397 SHATTUCK AVE., SUITE 203
BERKELEY, CA 94704

FOR: UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS

R. THOMAS BEACH

CALIFORNIA COGENERATION COUNCIL

2560 NINTH STREET, SUITE 213A
BERKELEY, CA 94710-2557

FOR: CALIFORNIA COGENERATION COUNCIL
(Cce)

L. JAN REID

3185 GROSS ROAD
SANTA CRUZ, CA
FOR: L. JAN REID

95062

MARTIN HOMEC
PO BOX 4471

DAVIS, CA 95617

FOR: WOMEN'S ENERGY MATTERS

ANDREW B. BROWN

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

FOR: CONSTELLATION NEWENERGY, INC.

DONALD E. BROOKHYSER

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ALCANTAR & KAHL

1300 S.W. FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE 1750
PORTLAND, OR 97201

FOR: COGENERATION ASSN. OF CALIFORNIA

MRW & ASSOCIATES, LLC
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000
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STEVEN HUHMAN

MORGAN STANLEY CAPITAL GROUP INC.
2000 WESTCHESTER AVENUE

PURCHASE, NY 10577

MICHAEL A. YUFFEE

MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP
600 THIRTEENTH STREET, N.W.
WASHINGTON, DC 20005-3096

CYNTHIA BRADY

CONSTELLATION ENERGY RESOURCES, LLC
550 WEST WASHINGTON STREET, SUITE 300
CHICAGO, IL 60661

CYNTHIA K. MITCHELL
ENERGY ECONOMICS, INC.
530 COLGATE COURT
RENO, NV 89503

CASE ADMINISTRATION

LAW DEPARTMENT

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE., ROOM 370
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

JOHN A. PACHECO

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
101 ASH STREET, HQ12B

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-3017

EVELYN KAHL

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

33 NEW MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 1850
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94015

SUE MARA

RTO ADVISORS, LLC

164 SPRINGDALE WAY
REDWOOD CITY, CA 94062
FOR: RTO ADVISORS, LLC

MARCEL HAWIGER

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
115 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

MATTHEW FREEDMAN

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
115 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

ALEX BECK

COMPETITIVE POWER VENTURES, INC.
55 2ND STREET, SUITE 525

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

ANTHEA LEE

REGULATORY CASE COORDINATOR
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MC B9A, ROOM 904
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VICTORIA LAUTERBACH
MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP
600 13TH STREET, NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20005

DONALD GILLIGAN

NATIONAL ASSC. OF ENERGY SVC. COMPANIES
1615 M STREET, NW

WASHINGTON, DC 20036

FOR: NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF ENERGY
SERVICE COMPANIES

KEVIN J. SIMONSEN

ENERGY MANAGEMENT SERVICES
646 E. THIRD AVE.

DURANGO, CA 81301

AMBER WYATT

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

GREG BASS

SEMPRA ENERGY SOLUTIONS LLC
401 WEST A STREET, SUITE 500
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

WENDY KEILANI

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT-CP32D
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

TAM HUNT

16 PALM CT.

MENLO PARK, CA 94025
FOR: FIT COALITION

RORY COX

RATEPAYERS FOR AFFORDABLE CLEAN ENERGY
251 KEARNY STREET, 2ND FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

FOR: PACIFIC ENVIRONMENT

MARYBELLE C. ANG

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
115 SANSOME STREET, STE. 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

NOAH LONG

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
111 SUTTER STREET, 20TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

ALICE GONG

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST. MC B9A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

GEORGE ZAHARIUDAKIS

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, RM. 904, MC B9A
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

GLORIA D. SMITH

SIERRA CLUB ENVIRONMENTAL LAW PROGRAM
85 SECOND STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

LUCAS WILLIAMS

GOLDEN GATE UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF LAW
536 MISSION STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

FOR: PACIFIC ENVIRONMENT

MICHAEL P. ALCANTAR

ALCANTAR & KAHL LLP

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

FOR: COGENERATION ASSOCIATION OF
CALIFORNIA

WILLIAM MITCHELL

COMPETITIVE POWER VENTURES, INC.
55 2ND STREET, SUITE 525

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

JAMES L. FILIPPI

NEXTLIGHT RENEWABLE POWER, LLC
353 SACRAMENTO STREET, SUITE 2100
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

ROBERT GEX

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

VIDHYA PRABHAKARAN

DAVIS WRIGHT & TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

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

CASE COORDINATION

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST., PO BOX 770000 MC BO9A
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

SEAN P. BEATTY

MIRANT CALIFORNIA, LLC
696 WEST 10TH STREET
PITTSBURG, CA 94565

MATTHEW BARMACK

DIR

CALPINE CORPORATION

4360 DUBLIN BLVD., SUITE 100
DUBLIN, CA 94568

JESSIE BAIRD
EARTHJUSTICE
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KAREN TERRANOVA
ALCANTAR & KAHL
33 NEW MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 1850
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
MARK W. ZIMMERMANN
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MC B9A
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
REGULATORY FILE ROOM
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, B30A / PO BOX 7442
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
DEVIN MCDONELL
BINGHAM MCCUTHCHEN
THREE EMBARCADERO CENTER
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111
RAFI HASSAN
SUSQUEHANNA FINANCIAL GROUP, LLLP
101 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 3250
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111
TODD EDMISTER
BINGHAM MCCUTCHEN
THREE EMBARCADERO CENTER
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111
DIANE I. FELLMAN
NRG WEST
73 DOWNEY STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117
ARTHUR O'DONNELL
CENTER FOR RESOURCE SOLUTIONS
1012 TORNEY STREET, 2ND FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94129
BRAD WETSTONE
ALAMEDA MUNICIPAL POWER
2000 GRAND STREET, PO BOX H
ALAMEDA, CA 94501-0263
AVIS KOWALEWSKI
CALPINE CORPORATION
4160 DUBLIN BLVD., SUITE 100
DUBLIN, CA 94568
DOCKET COORDINATOR
KEYES & FOX LLP
436 14TH STREET, SUITE 1305
OAKLAND, CA 94612
DAVID MARCUS
ADAMS BROADWELL & JOSEPH
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426 17TH STREET, 5TH FLOOR
OAKLAND, CA 94612

REED V. SCHMIDT

BARTLE WELLS ASSOCIATES

1889 ALCATRAZ AVENUE

BERKELEY, CA 94703-2714

FOR: CALIFORNIA CITY-COUNTY STREET
LIGHT ASSOCIATION (CAL-SLA)

PHILLIP MULLER

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

JOHN NIMMONS

JOHN NIMMONS & ASSOCIATES, INC.
175 ELINOR AVENUE, SUITE G
MILL VALLEY, CA 94941

DEVRA WANG

STAFF SCIENTIST

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
111 SUTTER STREET, 20TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 95104

MICHAEL G. NELSON, ESQ.
MACCARTHY & BERLIN, LLP
100 W. SAN FERNANDO STREET,
SAN JOSE, CA 95113

SUITE 501

WILLIAM B. MARCUS
CONSULTING ECONOMIST
JBS ENERGY, INC.

311 D STREET, SUITE A

WEST SACRAMENTO, CA 95605

MARY LYNCH
VP - REGULATORY AND LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS
CONSTELLATION ENERGY COMMODITIES GRP

2377 GOLD MEADOW WAY, STE 100
GOLD RIVER, CA 95670
DANIELLE OSBORN MILLS

POLICY DIRECTOR

CEERT

1100 11TH STREET, SUITE 311

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
FOR: CENTER FOR ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND
RENEWABLE TECHNOLOGIES (CEERT)

GENE VARANINI

SPECIAL COUNSEL

DEMAND RESERVES PARTNERSHIP
717 K ST. SUITE 217
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

KEVIN WOODRUFF

WOODRUFF EXPERT SERVICES
1100 K STREET, SUITE 204
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

STEVEN KELLY
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PO BOX 1287

BERKELEY, CA 94701-1287

PATRICK G. MCGUIRE
CROSSBORDER ENERGY
2560 NINTH STREET, SUITE 213A
BERKELEY, CA 94710

BRUCE PERLSTEIN, PH.D

MANAGING DIRECTOR

STRATEGY, FINANCE & ECONOMICS, LLC
366 EDGEWOOD AVENUE

MILL VALLEY, CA 94941

BARBARA GEORGE
WOMEN'S ENERGY MATTERS
PO BOX 548

FAIRFAX, CA 94978-0548

BARRY F. MCCARTHY

MCCARTHY & BERLIN, LLP

100 WEST SAN FERNANDO ST., STE. 501
SAN JOSE, CA 95113

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

BRIAN THEAKER

DYNEGY, LLC

3161 KEN DEREK LANE
PLACERVILLE, CA 95667

RAY PINGLE
7140 STEEPLE CHASE DR.
SHINGLE SPRINGS, CA 95682

DOUGLAS DAVIE

WELLHEAD ELECTRIC COMPANY
650 BERCUT DRIVE, SUITE C
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

JIM METROPULOS

SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA
801 K STREET, SUITE 2700
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

SCOTT BLAISING

BRAUN BLAISING MCLAUGHLIN, P.C.
915 L STREET, SUITE 1270
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

SHANNON EDDY
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INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION
1215 K STREET, SUITE 900
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

ANN L. TROWBRIDGE
ATTORNEY AT LAW
DAY CARTER MURPHY LLC

3620 AMERICAN RIVER DRIVE, SUITE 205
SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

ANNIE STANGE

ALCANTAR & KAHL LLP

1300 SW FIFTH AVE., SUITE 1750

PORTLAND, OR 97201

State Service

ANNE GILLETTE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DAVID PECK

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4103

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA
FOR: DRA

94102-3214

KAREN P. PAULL

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4300

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

LILY CHOW

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NIKA ROGERS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4101

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

REBECCA TSAI-WEI LEE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

LARGE SCALE SOLAR ASSOCIATION

2501 PORTOLA WAY

SACRAMENTO, CA 95818

FOR: LARGE-SCALE SOLAR ASSOCIATION

DIANA SANCHEZ

DAY CARTER & MURPHY LLP
3620 AMERICAN RIVER DRIVE,
SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

STE. 205

CHLOE LUKINS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4101

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JORDAN PARRILLO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4104

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

KARL MEEUSEN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NATHANIEL SKINNER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

RAHMON MOMOH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4102

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

FOR: DIVISION OF RATEPAYER ADVOCATES

ROBERT L. STRAUSS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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RONALD R. BEALL SEAN A. SIMON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
INFORMATION SERVICES BRANCH ENERGY DIVISION

ROOM 3003 AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

VICTORIA S KOLAKOWSKI YULIYA SHMIDT

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES ENERGY PRICING AND CUSTOMER PROGRAMS BRA
ROOM 5117 ROOM 4104

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CLARE LAUFENBER GALLARDO JIM WOODWARD

STRATEGIC TRANSMISSION INVESTMNT PROGRAM CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 1516 NINTH STREET, MS 20

1516 NINTH STREET, MS 17 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

LISA DECARLO MICHAEL JASKE

STAFF COUNSEL CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 1516 9TH STREET, MS-39

1516 9TH STREET MS-14 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

IVIN RHYNE

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION

1516 9TH STREET, MS 20

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-5512
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