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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF 
CALIFORNIA 

 

 

Order Instituting Rulemaking on the 
Commission’s Own Motion to Consider 
Alternative-fueled Vehicle Tariffs, Infrastructure 
and Policies to Support California’s Greenhouse 
Gas Emissions Reduction Goals. 

 

Rulemaking 09-08-009 
(Filed August 20, 2009) 

 

REPLY COMMENTS OF THE CONSUMER FEDERATION OF CALIFORNIA IN 
RESPONSE TO ADMINISTRITATIVE LAW JUDGE’S REQUEST FOR 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
 

 Administrative Law Judge Regina DeAngelis (“ALJ DeAngelis”) issued a Ruling 

dated October 27, 2010 (“Ruling”) seeking additional information and setting a comment 

schedule.  The Ruling addressed cost of separate meters, how a customer should pay for 

separate meters, whether there should be a submetering protocol, customer education and 

outreach, electrical vehicle applicable rate schedules, and Smart Grid overlap issues. 

Opening comments in response to the ALJ DeAngelis’ request were filed November 12, 

2010.  Consumer Federation of California (“CFC”) hereby submits these reply comments 

in response to ALJ DeAngelis’requests. 

I. COST OF SEPARATE METER 

Many parties agreed that PEV customers who choose to use a separate meter should 

bear the cost of that meter.  DRA pointed to Commission precedents supporting the notion 

that “relevant customer class[es] should bear the cost incremental cost.”  1Parties such as 

Clean Energy Fuels “recommended assignment of cost responsibility” so as to preclude 
                                            
1 DRA Opening Comments in response to ALJ DeAngelis’ Ruling at 2.  
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cross-subsidization by non-participating customers.2  Finally there were parties that felt 

that separate meters should be borne by the general body of ratepayers.  

As mentioned earlier, CFC recognizes the long-term benefits of plug in electric 

vehicles.  However, these goals can still be achieved without unnecessary costs to the 

average ratepayer.  Plug-in Electric vehicles are expensive and those who purchase these 

vehicles will most likely be those who are more economically inclined.  It makes sense that 

if a customer is able to afford a plug-in vehicle, the same customer will also be able to 

afford one’s own separate meter/meter installation.  However, other options are available, 

such as submetering and whole house metering so as to maintain flexibility and encourage 

access to electric vehicles.    

With regards to financing a separate meter, it is important to weigh the benefit of 

flexibility of payment options for a particular customer purchasing a separate meter against 

the potential cost to non-participating customers.  As mentioned earlier, charges paid by 

the customer upfront is the best option to ensure that other ratepayers aren’t carry the cost. 

With meter charges, the question becomes whether the utilities’ initial financing of the 

separate meter is paid with ratepayer funds.  Under meter charges or on-bill financing 

options, the utility may ratebase the initial investment using general ratepayer funds and 

then collect the cost from the individual customers.  Consequently, general ratepayers 

would still be paying for the separate meter without any benefit to them.  In the alternative, 

if the utility initially finances the meter using shareholder funds instead of ratepayer funds, 

then meter charges would be the next best option as the utility would pay for the upfront 

cost  and the cost would be recovered through meter charges on the PEV customer class 

only.  
                                            
2 Clean Energy Fuels Corporation Opening Comments in response to ALJ DeAngelis’ Ruling at 2.  
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I. SUBMETERING PROTOCOL 

SDG & E recommended a wait-and-see approach with regards to the PEV market 

before developing submeters, while other parties agreed that submeters should be an option 

and that there should be minimum standards in place for submeters.  CFC urges the 

Commission to adopt a submetering protocol so that customers faced with a choice 

between different metering options, will be able to choose meters with minimum standards 

in place to ensure safety, quality and accuracy of such meters.  CFC also believes that there 

should be minimum standards in place, if applicable, for separate PEV meters.  

There was general consensus concerning the adoption of metering requirements similar 

to the requirements developed in Decision 98-12-080 for direct access meters.  Many 

parties agreed, including CFC, that each requirement developed for direct access cannot be 

applied exactly to PEV submeters, however, the requirements developed for direct access 

meters can be tailored appropriately to fit PEV meters.  

 

A. SUBMETERING STANDARDS SHOULD BE 
CONSISTENT ON A  WHOLESALE AND 
RETAIL LEVEL 

 

Although this may be outside the scope of this particular question, when it comes time 

for the Commission to adopt a submetering protocol, the Commission should take 

measures to ensure that standards are consistent on both a wholesale and retail level.  For 

example, submetering working groups can divided into wholesale and retail teams.  These 

teams can hold joint sessions to ensure the two sets of metering standards are as consistent 

as possible.    
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II. UTILITY CUSTOMER EDUCATION AND OUTREACH 

As mentioned earlier, CFC is hesitant to support Education and Outreach programs 

designed by utilities, and is more supportive of outreach programs developed by entities 

that are more likely to be impartial to private business interests, like the Commission or 

community based organizations.  However, CFC does believe that there is room for 

educating PEV owners as a branch of the utilities customer service.  

In addition, CFC cautions the Commission to adopt PG & E’s recommendation 

regarding notification and exchange of a customer’s information without further scrutiny. 

PG & E’s recommendation reads as follows3: 

 [T]here is a strong need for notification and exchange of information among auto 
dealers, EV customers and utilities regarding the timing and planning of new utility 
services required to support EV charging and manage electric grid impacts. PG & E is 
working together with the other California investor owned and publicly-owned utilities to 
explore the creation of a data clearinghouse that would provide for the secure and 
confidential notification of customer-specific data to utilities when a customer purchases or 
registers an EV in California. The California utilities are in discussion with various 
stakeholders, including automakers, electric vehicle service providers, cities, counties, 
municipalities, and the Department of Motor Vehicles on how such data clearinghouse 
should be structured. PG & E recommends that the Commission encourage and approve 
initial feasibility and development funding from ratepayers and other funding sources to 
support the evaluation of this approach.  

 
CFC urges the Commission to consider the privacy implications with regards to 

exchange of customer-specific information to develop this data clearinghouse.  Currently, 

the Commission is addressing privacy issues in the Smart Grid proceeding and in the 

process of promulgating regulations to protect customer privacy.  

 

 

                                            
3 PG & E reply comments in response to ALJ’s Ruling at 5. 
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 This data clearinghouse would also involve third party exchange of customer 

information and therefore similar safeguards would need to be implemented.  

 

Dated December 3, 2010 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

________//s//_________, 

Nicole A. Blake 
Consumer Federation of California 
520 S. El Camino Real, Suite 340 
San Mateo, CA 94402 
Phone: (650) 375-7845 
Fax: (650) 343-1238 
Email: blake@consumercal.org 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF 
CALIFORNIA 

 

 

Order Instituting Rulemaking on the 
Commission’s Own Motion to Consider 
Alternative-fueled Vehicle Tariffs, Infrastructure 
and Policies to Support California’s Greenhouse 
Gas Emissions Reduction Goals. 

 
Rulemaking 09-08-009 
(Filed August 20, 2009) 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I, Nicole A. Blake, hereby certify that I have this day served a true and original copy ofthis 

REPLY COMMENTS OF THE CONSUMER FEDERATION OF CALIFORNIA IN 

RESPONSE TO ADMINISTRITATIVE LAW JUDGE’S REQUEST FOR 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION on all known parties of record in proceeding R.09-08-

009 by delivering a copy via email to the current service list or by delivering a copy via 

U.S. First Class mail to those parties of the current service list with undeliverable email 

addresses. 

Executed on December 3, 2010, in San Mateo, CA. 

             By:  ___________//s//__________ 

         

                                                                                    Nicole A. Blake 
       520 S. El Camino Real, Ste. 340  
       San Mateo, CA 94402 
       Phone: (650) 375-7840 
       Fax: (650) 343-1238 
       Email blake@consumercal.org  
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Service List R. 09-08-009 
 
fdms@electradrive.net 
andrew.mcallister@energycenter.org 
Bob@EV-ChargeAmerica.com 
kwalsh@fiskerautomotive.com 
pierojd@udel.edu 
angie_doan@plugsmart.net 
kevin.webber@tema.toyota.com 
cread@ecotality.com 
syndi.driscoll@ladwp.com 
SDPatrick@SempraUtilities.com 
npedersen@hanmor.com 
david.patterson@na.mitsubishi-
motors.com 
helsel@avinc.com 
Janet.Combs@sce.com 
liddell@energyattorney.com 
ek@a-klaw.com 
rpopple@teslamotors.com 
lms@cpuc.ca.gov 
Yulee@theICCT.org 
nsuetake@turn.org 
jay@pluginamerica.org 
ssmyers@att.net 
cjw5@pge.com 
Ann.Bordetsky@betterplace.com 
Jason.Wolf@betterplace.com 
epetrill@epri.com 
blake@consumercal.org 
jody_london_consulting@earthlink.net 
jwiedman@keyesandfox.com 
jharris@volkerlaw.com 
svolker@volkerlaw.com 
gmorris@emf.net 
enriqueg@greenlining.org 
richard.lowenthal@coulombtech.com 
bchang@svlg.org 
 
david.tulauskas@gm.com 
shears@ceert.org 
toconnor@edf.org 
dlazier@cdfa.ca.gov 
wwester@smud.org 
aconway@dmv.ca.gov 
Bob@EV-ChargeAmerica.com 
cassandra.sweet@dowjones.com 
david@dwassociates.us 
WoychikEC@bv.com 
kleacock@dmcgreen.com 
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krose@dmv.ca.gov 
mlaherty@cisco.com 
mschreim@core.com 
nealroche@gridtest.net 
roberto.bocca@weforum.org 
ttutt@smud.org 
mrw@mrwassoc.com 
brian_tinkler@ahm.honda.com 
EGrizard@deweysquare.com 
hugh.mcdermott@betterplace.com 
mike.ferry@energycenter.org 
sephra.ninow@energycenter.org 
tam@communityrenewables.biz 
than.aung@ladwp.com 
GO'neill@energy.state.ca.us 
colleenquin@gmail.com 
mpieniazek@drenergyconsulting.com 
wchen@ecsgrid.com 
kldavis@midamerican.com 
AYergin@gridpoint.com 
martin.liptrot@ge.com 
jung.zoltan@epa.gov 
jviera@ford.com 
mkarwa@leviton.com 
hillary.dayton@fluor.com 
cbrooks@tendrilinc.com 
Douglas.Marx@PacifiCorp.com 
kmorrow@etecevs.com 
AChavez@ecotality.com 
Adrene.Briones@ladwp.com 
Leila.Barker@ladwp.com 
Marcelo.DiPaolo@ladwp.com 
Oscar.Alvarez@ladwp.com 
Oscar.Herrera2@ladwp.com 
Priscila.Castillo@ladwp.com 
Scott.Briasco@ladwp.com 
Vaughn.Minassian@ladwp.com 
david.eaglefan@gmail.com 
leilani.johnson@ladwp.com 
jellman@winnr.com 
lmitchell@hanmor.com 
tatsuaki.yokoyama@tema.toyota.com 
bock@avinc.com 
dickinson@avin.com 
klynch@cityofpasadena.net 
ckuennen@ci.glendale.us 
dave.barthmuss@gm.com 
mbaumhefner@nrdc.org 
ffletcher@ci.burbank.ca.us 
flangit@ci.azusa.ca.us 
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andrea.moreno@sce.com 
Case.Admin@sce.com 
case.admin@sce.com 
sfr@sandag.org 
mpsweeney@earthlink.net 
julian.durand@qualcomm.com 
vsmith@qualcomm.com 
DNiehaus@SempraUtilities.com 
david.almeida@energycenter.org 
RGiles@SempraUtilities.com 
howard@cpe-services.com 
sbadgett@riversideca.gov 
vic@theprossergroup.com 
jlehman@anaheim.net 
coutwater@libertyplugins.com 
forest.williams@mindspring.com 
chappellla@co.monterey.ca.us 
trae@kpcb.com 
lburrows@vpvp.com 
diarmuid@teslamotors.com 
mdjoseph@adamsbroadwell.com 
edwin.lee@sfgov.com 
johanna.partin@sfgov.com 
eric@ethree.com 
smui@nrdc.org 
bfinkelstein@turn.org 
 
BWT4@pge.com 
ELL5@pge.com 
filings@a-klaw.com 
tjl@a-klaw.com 
bcragg@goodinmacbride.com 
mgo@goodinmacbride.com 
mmattes@nossaman.com 
robertgex@dwt.com 
Diane.Fellman@nrgenergy.com 
cem@newsdata.com 
axtw@pge.com 
regrelcpuccases@pge.com 
l1hg@pge.com 
SAZ1@pge.com 
sfr2@pge.com 
aaron.singer@bmw.com 
saluja@capricornllc.com 
a.vogel@sap.com 
Sven.Thesen@betterplace.com 
xingxin.liu@sap.com 
 
Sean.Beatty@mirant.com 
dietrichlaw2@earthlink.net 
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michael.schmitz@iclei.org 
Karin.Corfee@kema.com 
kfox@keyesandfox.com 
jhall@calstart.org 
philm@scdenergy.com 
slsarris@greenfuseenergy.com 
dgrandy@caonsitegen.com 
jamie@jknappcommunications.com 
jme@pge.com 
bdicapo@caiso.com 
e-recipient@caiso.com 
cchilder@arb.ca.gov 
ekeddie@arb.ca.gov 
marcreheis@wspa.org 
dmodisette@cmua.org 
gina@wspa.org 
jluckhardt@downeybrand.com 
Julee@ppallc.com 
Ralph.Moran@bp.com 
lmh@eslawfirm.com 
abb@eslawfirm.com 
atrowbridge@daycartermurphy.com 
sas@a-klaw.com 
californiadockets@pacificorp.com 
michelle.mishoe@pacificorp.com 
carmine.marcello@hydroone.com 
MWT@cpuc.ca.gov 
SMK@cpuc.ca.gov 
ahl@cpuc.ca.gov 
agc@cpuc.ca.gov 
clu@cpuc.ca.gov 
ctd@cpuc.ca.gov 
crv@cpuc.ca.gov 
cwl@cpuc.ca.gov 
bsl@cpuc.ca.gov 
eks@cpuc.ca.gov 
fxg@cpuc.ca.gov 
fcc@cpuc.ca.gov 
gtd@cpuc.ca.gov 
jw2@cpuc.ca.gov 
jzr@cpuc.ca.gov 
lau@cpuc.ca.gov 
lwt@cpuc.ca.gov 
mc4@cpuc.ca.gov 
mc3@cpuc.ca.gov 
ska@cpuc.ca.gov 
pva@cpuc.ca.gov 
rmd@cpuc.ca.gov 
rl4@cpuc.ca.gov 
scr@cpuc.ca.gov 
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ahuang@arb.ca.gov 
 


