
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of Pacific Gas and Electric Company (U 39 E) 
to Recover Pumped Storage Study Costs 

Application No. 10-08-011 
(Filed August 20, 2010) 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO CLAIM INTERVENOR COMPENSATION 
AND ALJ RULING ON SHOWING OF SIGNIFICANT FINANCIAL HARDSHIP

Customer: 

California Sportfishing Protection Alliance 

Assigned Commissioner:  Nancy Ryan Assigned ALJ: Bruce DeBerry 

I hereby certify that the information I have set forth in Parts I, II, III and IV of this Notice of 
Intent (NOI) is true to my best knowledge, information and belief. I further certify that, in 
conformance with the Rules of Practice and Procedure, this NOI and has been served this day 
upon all required persons (as set forth in the Certificate of Service attached as Attachment 1). 

Signature:

Date: 12/15/2010 Printed Name: Richard Roos-Collins 

Natural Heritage Institute 

Counsel to California Sportfishing Protection 
Alliance

PART I:  PROCEDURAL ISSUES 
(To be completed by the party (“customer”) intending to claim intervenor compensation) 

A. Status as “customer” (see Pub. Util. Code § 1802(b)): The parties claim 
“customer” status because they (check one): 

Applies 
(check)

1. Category 1: Represents consumers, customers, or subscribers of any 
electrical, gas, telephone, telegraph, or water corporation that is subject to 
the jurisdiction of the Commission (§ 1802(b)(1)(A)) 

2. Category 2: Is a representative who has been authorized by a “customer” (§ 
1802(b)(1)(B)).   

3. Category 3: Represents a group or organization authorized pursuant to its 
articles of incorporation or bylaws to represent the interests of residential 
customers, to represent “small commercial customers” (§ 1802(h)) who 
receive bundled electric service from an electrical corporation (§ 
1802(b)(1)(C)), or to represent another eligible group. 

X

4. The party’s explanation of its customer status, economic interest (if any), with any 
documentation (such as articles of incorporation or bylaws) that supports the party’s 
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“customer” status. Any attached documents should be identified in Part IV. 

Pursuant to Public Utilities Code section 1802(b), the California Sportfishing Protection 
Alliance (CSPA) is a “. . . group or organization authorized pursuant to its articles of 
incorporation or bylaws to represent the interests of residential customers . . ..”  CSPA is 
a Section 501(c)(3) California nonprofit organization based in San Joaquin County, 
California.  It has members who are customers of PG&E and who reside and recreate in 
the Mokelumne River watershed.  CSPA’s mission is to protect, restore and enhance the 
state’s fishery resources and the aquatic ecosystems they depend on to ensure these 
renewable public resources are conserved for the public’s use and enjoyment  See
California Sportfishing Protection Alliance Bylaws (Dec. 1991), Articles I, II 
(Attachment 2). 

In this proceeding CSPA will represent the interests of its members who are residential 
customers of PG&E in California.  It has several members who live in Calaveras County, 
and many others who recreate in Amador and Calaveras counties where PG&E 
Corporation provides electrical service.  While it has not polled its members to determine 
customer class, all of these members are likely residential customers.  CSPA and its 
members have little to no economic interest in the proceeding. 

The Foothill Conservancy, a party to this proceeding, represents a similar group of 
ratepayers and shares the same interests in this proceeding as CSPA.  So, while each 
group has different expertise and unique obligations to its respective members, CSPA and 
the Foothill Conservancy have agreed to joint legal representation given their similar 
interests in PG&E’s application.  Both parties will be represented legally by the Natural 
Heritage Institute (NHI), a public interest law firm, as counsel. 

B. Timely Filing of NOI (§ 1804(a)(1)): Check 

1. Is the party’s NOI filed within 30 days after a Prehearing Conference?   
 Date of Prehearing Conference: November 16, 2010 

Yes _X_

No __

2. Is the party’s NOI filed at another time (for example, because no 
Prehearing Conference was held, the proceeding will take less than 30 
days, the schedule did not reasonably allow parties to identify issues within 
the timeframe normally permitted, or new issues have emerged)? 

Yes __

No _X_

2a. The party’s description of the reasons for filing its NOI at this other time: 

2b. The party’s information on the proceeding number, date, and decision number for 
any Commission decision, Commissioner ruling, or ALJ ruling, or other document 
authorizing the filing of its NOI at that other time:  
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PART II:  SCOPE OF ANTICIPATED PARTICIPATION 
(To be completed by the party (“customer”) intending to claim intervenor compensation) 

A. Planned Participation (§ 1804(a)(2)(A)(i)): 

The party’s description of the nature and extent of the party’s planned 
participation in this proceeding (as far as it is possible to describe on the date this 
NOI is filed).  

As stated above, the California Sportfishing Protection Alliance and Foothill 
Conservancy have agreed to joint legal representation for this proceeding.  Both groups 
will actively participate in this proceeding on the limited issue stated below.  CSPA 
entered an appearance at the Prehearing Conference and participated in the discussion of 
procedures and further schedule.  CSPA and the Foothill Conservancy expect to prepare 
joint testimony, jointly participate in hearings, and file joint briefs. 

Pursuant to Section 1801.3(f), CSPA represents that it will coordinate with other parties 
to avoid duplication of effort where appropriate.  As stated, it already has sought to avoid 
duplication of effort by agreeing to a joint litigation strategy with the Foothill 
Conservancy.   

The party’s statement of the issues on which it plans to participate. 

CSPA plans on participating in this proceeding on the issue whether PG&E should 
include water balance and temperature modeling in its Feasibility Study, to be completed 
before the preparation of a license application.  

B.  The party’s itemized estimate of the compensation that the party expects to 
request, based on the anticipated duration of the proceeding (§ 1804(a)(2)(A)(ii)): 

Item Hours Rate $ Total $ #
ATTORNEY FEES

Richard Roos-Collins, NHI Legal 
Director

20 $380/hour $7,600

Julie Gantenbein, NHI Staff 
Attorney    

5 $200/hour $1,000

Subtotal: $8,600
EXPERT FEES

Chris Shutes   40 $150  $6,000 
Subtotal:  $6,000 

OTHER FEES

Paralegal   10 $75/hour  $750 
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Subtotal:  $750 
COSTS

 Copying, mailing   $125 
Travel expenses   $125 

Subtotal:   $250 
TOTAL ESTIMATE $: 15,600

Comments/Elaboration (use reference # from above): 

The California Sportfishing Protection Alliance proposes attorneys’ rates based on a 
Commission award of compensation to these attorneys  in a prior proceeding (see 
Decision 06-06-031 (June 6, 2006), “Decision Granting Intervenor Compensation to 
American Rivers, California Trout, and Trout Unlimited for Substantial Contributions to 
Decision 06-02-033.”)), adjusted by the Commission’s approved inflation rate of 3% per 
year, and reserve the opportunity to seek a higher rate for work performed in 2010 and 
beyond.  The reasonableness of the hourly rates requested for CSPA’s representatives 
will be addressed in its Request for Compensation.  The amount of any request for 
compensation will depend upon the Commission’s ultimate decision in this case, as well 
as the resources CSPA devotes to the case.   

As stated above, NHI will jointly represent CSPA and Foothill Conservancy in this 
matter.  The table above includes one-half of the total fees and expenses estimated for 
this joint representation in this matter.  The other one-half is included in Foothill 
Conservancy’s separate notice.

PART III:  SHOWING OF SIGNIFICANT FINANCIAL HARDSHIP 
(To be completed by party (“customer”) intending to claim intervenor 

compensation; see Instructions for options for providing this information) 

A.  The party claims “significant financial hardship” for its claim for 
intervenor compensation in this proceeding on the following basis: 

Applies
(check) 

1. “[T]he customer cannot afford, without undue hardship, to pay the costs 
of effective participation, including advocate’s fees, expert witness 
fees, and other reasonable costs of participation” (§ 1802(g)); or 

X

2. “[I]n the case of a group or organization, the economic interest of the 
individual members of the group or organization is small in comparison 
to the costs of effective participation in the proceeding” (§ 1802(g)). 

X

3. A § 1802(g) finding of significant financial hardship in another 
proceeding, made within one year prior to the commencement of this 
proceeding, created a rebuttable presumption of eligibility for 
compensation in this proceeding (§ 1804(b)(1)). 
ALJ ruling (or CPUC decision) issued in proceeding number: 

Date of ALJ ruling (or CPUC decision):  
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B.  The party’s explanation of the factual basis for its claim of “significant financial 
hardship” (§ 1802(g)) (necessary documentation, if warranted, is attached  to the 
NOI):   
Pursuant to Section 1804(a)(2)(B), participation in the proceeding will create a significant 
financial hardship for the California Sportfishing Protection Alliance.  CSPA is 
dependent on charitable donations for its budget.  Active participation in this proceeding 
will require it to make an additional call on funds raised and budgeted for other purposes, 
seek funds for this specific participation, or both.  Given the current economic climate, 
general funds are not readily available for the purpose of participation in this proceeding.  
Further, because of the schedule anticipated in the pre-hearing conference, CSPA faces 
difficulty in raising new funds sufficient for effective participation.  

Further, the economic interest of CSPA’s members in this transaction “…is small in 
comparison to the costs of the effective participation in the proceeding.”  Pub. Utilities 
Code § 1802(g).  In this instance, its members have little to no economic interest in the 
proceeding.  That interest is particularly small in comparison to the estimated costs of 
effective participation – $15,600.   

In a prior, unrelated Commission proceeding involving Mid American Energy Holdings 
Company’s application to acquire PacifiCorp, including the Klamath hydroelectric 
project, American Rivers, California Trout, and Trout Unlimited filed a Notice of Intent 
to claim compensation.  On October 28, 2005, the ALJ accepted such NOI.  See
“Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling On Notice of Intent to Claim Intervenor 
Compensation of Conservation Groups” (Oct. 28, 2005).  On June 6, 2006, the 
Commission awarded such compensation in that proceeding.  See Decision 06-06-031 
(June 6, 2006), “Decision Granting Intervenor Compensation to American Rivers, 
California Trout, and Trout Unlimited for Substantial Contributions to Decision 06-02-
033.”
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PART IV:  THE PARTY’S ATTACHMENTS DOCUMENTING SPECIFIC  
ASSERTIONS MADE IN THIS NOTICE 

(The party (“customer”) intending to claim intervenor compensation 
identifies and attaches documents (add rows as necessary.) Documents are 

not attached to final ALJ ruling.) 

Attachment No. 
Description 

1 Certificate of Service  
2 California Sportfishing Protection Alliance Bylaws (Dec. 1991) 

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE RULING1

(ALJ completes) 
Check 
all that 
apply

1. The Notice of Intent (NOI) is rejected for the following reasons: 
a. The NOI has not demonstrated status as a “customer” for the following 

reason(s): 

b. The NOI has not demonstrated that the NOI was timely filed (Part I(B)) for 
the following reason(s): 

c. The NOI has not adequately described the scope of anticipated participation 
(Part II, above) for the following reason(s): 

2. The NOI has demonstrated significant financial hardship for the reasons 
set forth in Part III of the NOI (above). 
3. The NOI has not demonstrated significant financial hardship for the 
following reason(s): 

4. The ALJ provides the following additional guidance (see § 1804(b)(2)): 

                                                
1 An ALJ Ruling will not be issued unless: (a) the NOI is deficient; (b) the ALJ desires to address specific 
issues raised by the NOI (to point out similar positions, areas of potential duplication in showings, 
unrealistic expectations for compensation, or other matters that may affect the customer’s claim for 
compensation); or (c) the NOI has included a claim of “significant financial hardship” that requires a 
finding under § 1802(g). 
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IT IS RULED that: 

Check 
all that 
apply 

1. The Notice of Intent is rejected. 

2. Additional guidance is provided to the customer as set forth above. 

3. The customer has satisfied the eligibility requirements of Pub. Util. Code § 
1804(a). 

4. The customer has shown significant financial hardship.   

5. The customer is preliminarily determined to be eligible for intervenor 
compensation in this proceeding.  However, a finding of significant financial 
hardship in no way ensures compensation. 

Dated _____________, at San Francisco, California. 

 ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE 
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Attachment 1: 
Certificate of Service by Customer 

I hereby certify that I have this day served a copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF 
INTENT TO CLAIM INTERVENOR COMPENSATION by (check as appropriate):  

[  ] hand delivery;
[  ] first-class mail; and/or 
[X] electronic mail 

to the following persons appearing on the official Service List: 

Bruce DeBerry 
Administrative Law Judge Division 
RM. 5043 
505 VAN NESS AVENUE 
San Francisco CA 94102 3298 
(415) 703-1279 
bmd@cpuc.ca.gov 

Daniel W. Douglass 
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL 
21700 OXNARD STREET, SUITE 1030 
WOODLAND HILLS CA 91367-8102 
(818) 593-3939 
douglass@energyattorney.com
For: Western Power Trading Forum 

Brian T. Cragg 
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI, DAY & LAMPREY 
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111 
(415) 765-8413 
bcragg@goodinmacbride.com
For: Independent Energy Producers Association 

Gregory Heiden 
Legal Division 
RM. 5039 
505 VAN NESS AVENUE 
San Francisco CA 94102 3298 
(415) 355-5539 
gxh@cpuc.ca.gov
For: Division or Ratepayer Advocates 

Richard Roos-Collins 
NATURAL HERITAGE INSTITUTE 
100 PINE STREET, SUITE 1550 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111-1210 
(415) 693-3000 X 103 
rrcollins@n-h-i.org
For: Foothills Conservancy California Sportfishing Protection Alliance 
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Matthew A. Fogelson 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
PO BOX 7442, B30A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105 
(415) 973-7475 
mafv@pge.com
For: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 

Kelly M. Foley 
Attorney 
THE VOTE SOLAR INITIATIVE 
2089 TRACY COURT 
FOLSOM CA 95630 
(916) 367-2017 
kelly@votesolar.org
For: The Vote Solar Initiative 

Anthony Mazy 
Division of Ratepayer Advocates 
RM. 4209 
505 VAN NESS AVENUE 
San Francisco CA 94102 3298 
(415) 703-3036 
am1@cpuc.ca.gov

Rahmon Momoh 
Division of Ratepayer Advocates 
RM. 4102 
505 VAN NESS AVENUE 
San Francisco CA 94102 3298 
(415) 703-1725 
rmm@cpuc.ca.gov

Jeffrey P. O'Donnell 
Administrative Law Judge Division 
RM. 5111 
505 VAN NESS AVENUE 
San Francisco CA 94102 3298 
(415) 703-3134 
jpo@cpuc.ca.gov

David Peck 
Division of Ratepayer Advocates 
RM. 4103 
505 VAN NESS AVENUE 
San Francisco CA 94102 3298 
(415) 703-1213 
dbp@cpuc.ca.gov

Jonathan J. Reiger 
Executive Division 
RM. 5035 
505 VAN NESS AVENUE 
San Francisco CA 94102 3298 
(415) 355-5596 
jzr@cpuc.ca.gov
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James Weil 
Director
AGLET CONSUMER ALLIANCE 
PO BOX 1916 
SEBASTOPOL CA 95473 
(707) 824-5656 
jweil@aglet.org

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS 
425 DIVISADERO STREET, SUITE 303 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94117 
(415) 963-4439 
cem@newsdata.com

Chris Shutes 
CALIFORNIA FISHING PROTECTION ALLIANCE 
1608 FRANCISCO ST. 
BERKELEY CA 94703 
(510) 421-2405 
blancapaloma@msn.com
For: Sportfishing Protection Alliance 

David Peck 
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
EMAIL ONLY 
EMAIL ONLY CA 00000 
(415) 703-1213 
DBP@cpuc.ca.gov

David Kates 
DAVID MARK AND COMPANY 
3510 UNOCAL PLACE, SUITE 200 
SANTA ROSA CA 95403-5571 
(707) 570-1866 
dkates@sonic.net
For: The Nevada Hydro Company 

Don Liddell 
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL 
2928 2ND AVENUE 
SAN DIEGO CA 92103 
(619) 993-9096 
liddell@energyattorney.com

R. Winston Bell, Jr. 
FOOTHILL CONSERVANCY 
PO BOX 1255 
PINE GROVE CA 95665 
(209) 296-5734 
pete@mokeriver.com
For: Foothill Conservancy 

Steven Kelly 
INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS ASSN 
1215 K STREET, SUITE 900 
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SACRAMENTO CA 95814-3947 
(916) 448-9499 
steven@iepa.com

Sean P. Beatty 
MIRANT CALIFORNIA, LLC 
PO BOX 192 
PITTSBURGH CA 94565 
(925) 427-3483 
sean.beatty@mirant.com

MRW & ASSOCIATES, LLC 
EMAIL ONLY 
EMAIL ONLY CA 00000 
(510) 834-1999 
mrw@mrwassoc.com

Case Administration 
PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE STREET, MC B9A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94177 
RegRelCPUCCases@pge.com

Dionne Adams 
Operation Revenue Requirements Dept 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST., MAIL CODE B9A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105 
(415) 973-6157 
DNG6@pge.com

Nicolas Klein 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE STREET, MC B9A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105 
NXKI@pge.com

Ron Dickerson 
SAVE THE FOOTHILLS COALITION 
EMAIL ONLY 
EMAIL ONLY CA 00000-0000 
(559) 392-7850 
dickerson.ron@gmail.com

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
PO BOX 7442 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94120-7442 
cpuccases@pge.com 
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Executed this 30th day of December, 2010, at San Francisco, 
California.

[Signature] 

Julie Gantenbein 
100 Pine Street, Suite 1550 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
(707) 931-0034 
jgantenbein@n-h-i.org 
























