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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Application of Southern California Edison )
Company (U 338-E) for Authority to Implement ) ' A.08-03-015
and Recover in Rates the Cost of its Proposed ) (Filed March 27, 2008)
Solar Photovoltaic (PV) Program. )
)
(NOT CONSOLIDATED)
Order Instituting Rulemaking to Continue )
Implementation and Administration of California ) _ R.08-08-009
'Renewables Portfolio Standard Program. ) (Filed August 21, 2008)
)

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY'’S (U 338-E) AMENDMENT TO ITS

ANNUAL COMPLIANCE REPORT ON THE SOLAR PHOTOVOLTAIC PROGRAM

Pursuant to Decision (“D.”) 09-06-049 and Resolution E-4299, Southern California
‘Edison Company (“SCE”) submitted its Annual Compliance Report on the Solar Photovoltaic
Program (“SPVP Report”) on July 1, 2010. SCE files this Amendment to its SPVP Report
(“Amendment to the SPVP Report”) at the request of Energy Division Staff to include
information pertaining to the independent power producer (“IPP”) portion of the program,
including, among other things, documentation of all solicitations issued for power purchase

agreements (“PPAs™) and a description of all bids received from the PPA solicitations. In

accordance with Resolution E-4299, SCE is filing this Amendment to the SPVP Report




consistent with the California Public Utilities Commission’s (“CPUC” or “Commission”)

confidentiality rules.

L
DISCUSSION OF SOLICITATION

SCE launched the first Solar Photovoltaic Program (“SPVP”) Request for Offers
(“RFO”) on March 18, 2010 and followed the schedule shown in Table 1. There were no
deviations from the published schedule and no changes to the RFO Instructions during the four-
month period from RFO launch through exécution of 36 PPAs on July 26, 2010.

SCE’s objective was to procure about one-fifth of the five-year, 250 MW DC program
goal (with guidance from the Commission to accelerate procurement in the program’s earlier:
years). Over the five-year program, a maximum of 25 MW DC could be ground-mounted. In
light of this guidance, 31 PPAs for rooftop generating systems totaling 37.2 MW DC were
executed, along with five PPAs for ground mount systems totaling 22.4 MW DC, for a grand
total of 59.6 MW DC.?

The schedule adopted by SCE for this program is set forth below.

Table 1. RFO Schedule

Date Event
Thursday, March 18 RFO Launch.
Friday, April 1 RFO Conference.

By Monday, April 19 (by Offerors submit Non-Binding Offers.
11:00 a.m. Los Angeles time)

Monday, May 10 SCE advises all Offerors as to the status of their Non-
Binding Offers relative to SCE’s short-list.

! Resolution E-4299 at 24.
% Seven PPAs for rooftop generating systems (8.8 MW) were terminated on September 8, 2010. The MW values
indicated include these seven PPAs.




By Monday, May 24 Offerors with short-listed Offers submit proof that
interconnection applications have been submitted.

Monday, July 12 Offerors with short-listed Offers (i) submit proof that
interconnection screens have been passed or studies
completed, and (ii) deliver a fully completed, executable
form of the PPA.

Monday, July 19 (by 11:00 | Offerors with short-listed Offers submit Binding Offers.
a.m. Los Angeles time)

Monday, July 26 SCE executes Final Agreements.

By Friday, September 24 SCE submits Tier 2 Advice Letter’ seeking CPUC Approval
for Final Agreements.

IL

ISSUES/LESSONS LEARNED

Overall, the solicitation was successful and achieved its goals. SCE will schedule a
program forum to collect feedback from market participants later this year. Three key areas in
which SCE will collect feedback will include PPA terms, interconnection requirements and
confidentiality provisions. Given the small generator interconnection reform currently in process
at the California Independent System Operator (“CAISO”), changes to the existing
interconnection requirefnents may be warranted. This section addresses the issues and lessons
learned during the solicitation process, which fall into two general categories: (a) the screening

process and (b) interconnection.

A. Screening Process

In order to identify the pool of eligible offerors from those who submitted non-binding
offers on April 19, SCE established a set of screens and evaluated each offer against those

screening criteria using a “pass/fail” system. The screens consisted of posted criteria such as site

* SCE will submit 28 PPAs under the Tier 2 advice letter process and 1 PPA (10 MW) under the Tier 3 advice letter
process.




control, location in SCE territory, developer experience, California Solar Initiative (“CSI”)
acknowledgement letter, proposed equipment and facility design.

Many of the initial submittals on April 19 contained incomplete documentation. SCE
reached out to the offerors and most of them were able to cure the problems by providing the
correct documentation. This effort took place over a period of three weeks, || GTcIEzN
|

SCE revised the documentation required from the offerors in order to more effectively
evaluate one of the screens — proof of site control. Initially, offerors were required to submit
copies of documents such as executed leases, options or deeds. Many of these documents were
found to be overly complex and potentially inconclusive when reviewed by SCE, and finding a
timely cure was proving difficult. Accordingly, SCE developed a Site Control Attestation Letter
by which the offeror attested to having firm site control. Nearly all of the offerors signed this
document.

The documentation required for passing the screens was sp.eciﬁed by SCE in the RFO
Participant Instructions. Although the initial responses from the market participants had
deficiencies, the three-week period allotted in the schedule was sufficient to resolve most issues.
SCE put forth significant effort to quickly identify the documentation problems and to work with

the offerors to cure them.

B. Interconnection

To be eligible to submit a binding offer, offerors had to have either completed a Phase 1
Study or System Impact Study signifying that no transmission level upgrades are necessary to
interconnect the generating facility, or qualify for the Fast Track and pass the first nine screens

as described in the Wholesale Distribution Access Tariff and Small Generator Interconnection




Procedures (“WDAT SGIP”) by a specified date. (A list of the first nine Fast Track screens is
located in Attachment J.) The WDAT Fast Track process is available for proposed generators
under 2 MW AC.

The SPVP RFO schedule was designed to accommodate projects that could qualify for
the WDAT Fast Track interconnection process. If interconnection applications were submitted
at the beginning of the RFO process, those applicants would have enough time to complete the
WDAT Fast Track evaluation process. Those that did not qualify for the Fast Track in the 2010

SPVP RFO did not qualify because they failed to meet one or more of the first nine screens in

the Fast Track process. | N EEEEEE.
B occts () i< onc of the following

interconnection screens:

1) Interconnection application deemed not complete —
2) Failed Fast Track and was unable to obtain System Impact Study (“SIS™) by July 12
I

3) Received SIS but triggered network upgrades _

Throughout the SPVP RFO, SCE communicated to prospective offerors that in order to
complete the RFO process and be eligible to submit ﬁnal binding offers on July 19, 2010, it was
essential to submit interconnection applications as early as possible, ideally before the launch of
the RFO. These communications began before the launch of the RFO and continued through the
launch and course of the RFO. Communications included comments filed during the CPUC

proceeding and workshop, postings on the web site, e-mail announcements, and discussion at the




RFO Conference. The consistent message was to start early with interconnection applications.
SCE pointed out that the RFO schedule was designed for projects that qualified for the WDAT
Fast Track process, and was not designed to accommodate offers that would require system
impact studies or facilities studies in order to determine the network upgrades that were
triggered, unless applications had been filed well in advance of the start of the RFO.

As aresult of SCE's renewables procurement programs, including SPVP, California
Renewable Energy Small Tariff (“CREST”), Renewables Standard Contracts (“RSC”), and the
annual solicitation, as well as an overall increase in commercial interest in generation sized 20
MW and under, SCE has seen a dramatic increase in the number of interconnection requests
sized 20 MW and under in the past eighteen months. This increase is depicted on the chart in
Attachment I. The greatly increased volume of interconnection applications combined with the
interaction to and interdependencies with the large generator interconnection process (“LGIP*)
has led to a backlogged study process and delays in study timelines beyond those outlined in the
SGIP. The difficulties of interconnecting large quantities of small generators has been
recognized by market participantsl and is the subject of the current CAISO SGIP reform initiative
and other parallel efforts. Despite these challenges, all SPVP offers that qualified for the Fast

Track were able to complete the process in time to submit final binding offers on July 19, 2010.

I1I.
SELECTION OF BINDING OFFERS FOR EXECUTION OF PPAS

SCE received binding offers by July 19 and placed their levelized prices on a price curve
for rooftop projects and a price curve for ground mount projects (see charts in Attachment D).
Each price curve starts with the lowest-priced offer first, and then plots the successively higher

prices as a function of cumulative generating capacity; All of the binding offers were below the




price cap of $192.5 O/MWh. SCE identified several offer selection options (represented by
circled offers) based on inflection points in the price curves.

SCE considered the pros and cons of various points along each price curve. These
options were discussed with SCE’s management and SCE’s Procurement Review Group. The

selection of offers was consistent with the Commission’s direction in Decision D.06-09-049 .

IV.
CONCLUSIONS

SCE successfully launched and completed the first SPVP RFO during the period from
March through July 2010, resulting in 36 PPAs with a total generatiné capacity of 59.6 MW DC
of solar PV projects in SCE’s service territory.” SCE applied the screening and selection
processes that were established in D.09-06-049 and Resolution E-4299 with no major issues aﬁd

with a robust response to the solicitation.

4 D.06-09-049 at 39-40:

....[S]eek competitive solicitation for electricity from another 250 MW (50 MW on an annual basis) of one
to two MW solar rooftop projects that are owned, installed, operated and maintained by Independent Power
Producers (“IPPs”). The SPVP remains as a five-year program. However, the 50 MW/year average is not
a cap on annual installations and we encourage SCE to accelerate the development of both Utility-Owned
Generation (“UOG”) and IPP projects if practical and without adversely affecting program costs.

> See supra, note 2.




Dated: September 28, 2010

Respectfully submitted,

" MICHAEL D. MONTOYA
- NANCY C. ALLRED
 MELISSA A. HOVSEPIAN

| /s/ Melissa A. Hovsepian

By: Melissa A. Hovsepian

"Attorneys for : .

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Post Office Box 8§00
Rosemead, California 91770
Telephone:  (626) 302-6054
Facsimile: (626) 302-3990
- E-mail:
Melissa.Hovsepian@SCE.com




VERIFICATION. -

1 am ’a Manager iﬁ the Renewable and Aiternative Povwer Department of Southern -
Californié Edison Compény and am authorized to make this Veriﬂcation on its behalf. I
am informed and believe that the matters stated iﬁ the foregoing i)leading are frue.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.l

Executed this 28th day of 'September, 2010, at Rosemead, California.

/s/ Laura Genao

By:  Laura Genao
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Post Office Box 800
Rosemead, California 91770
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CONFIDENTIAL




[Documentation of All Solicitations Issued for PPAS]

~* This will consist of all attachments to the orlglnal
Compliance Report
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* The first chart in this Attachment shows offers that failed screens, by offeror. Some offerors had multiple offers, some of

which (but not all of which) failed screens. The net result was that no offerors were eliminated due to the screens "Not in

SCE territory" and "Unknown."

Screen

Description (based on the eligibility requirements provided to Offerors)

Site Control

The Offeror must sign an attestation as proof of proof of site control.

Not in SCE's Territory

The Site on which Offeror's Generating Facility is located must be within SCE's
service territory.

Experience

The Offeror's team must have completed two or more projects of similar
technology and developed projects of cumulative capacity equal to one megawatt.

Interconnection Limitations

All Generating Facilities must be interconnected to SCE’s electric system.

Offerors were required to submit interconnection applications and submit proof that
interconnection screens had been passed or studies completed, demonstrating
that projects did not trigger network upgrades.

Technology

The Generating Facility must be a photovoltaic electric energy generating facility
and the Offeror must provide data so that SCE can verify the technology employed
is commercially proven.

Above Price Cut-off

The indicative offer price per MWh was above the SCE RMC approved limit of
$192.50/MWh.
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1. Introduction

A. Overview

Southern California Edison Company (“SCE”) is seeking approval of 29 power purchase
agreements (“PPAs”) for the purchase of approximately 51 MW of 1nstalled capacity
from solar photovoltaic projects under SCE’s Solar Photovoltaic Program.'

On March 18, 2010, SCE issued its 2010 Request for Offers from Independent Power
Producers for the Solar Photovoltaic Program (“2010 SPVP RFO”).> SCE solicited offers
from owners of eligible solar photovoltaic generating facilities to supply the requested
product. The product requested via the solicitation includes all solar photovoltaic electric
energy produced by the generating facility, net of station use, plus all green attributes,
capacity attributes, and resource adequacy benefits. The program is designed largely to
encourage the development of distributed generatlon (“DG”) projects that do not require
transmission upgrades.

SCE’s goal with respect to the Solar PV Program (“SPVP”) is to procure, over a five (5)
year period, the product from solar photovoltaic generating facilities using a standard
Power Purchase and Sale Agreement (“PPA”) with a 20-year contract term. The total of
the gross power ratings of the generating facilities will be 250 MW expressed in units of
direct current (“DC”). The generating facilities will be primarily in the range of 1 to 2
MW DC and built on rooftops. However, SCE will procure the product from ground-
mounted generating facilities as long as the total of the gross power ratings of all such
ground-mounted generating facilities does not exceed ten percent (10%) of the total
SPVP goal of 250 MW DC, or 25 MW.

Subject to the restrictions set forth in the RFO Instructions, SCE will also procure the
product from generating facilities with gross power ratings of less than 1 MW DC and
greater than 2 MW DC, provided that in no instance will SCE accept any offers for
generating facilities with gross power ratings of less than 500 kW DC or greater than 10
MW DC.

Pursuant to regulatory requirements of the California Public Utilities Commission
(“CPUC” or “Commission”), SCE retained Merrimack Energy Group, Inc. (“Merrimack
Energy”) as the Independent Evaluator (“IE”) for the IPP portion of the SPVP program
procurement process.3

! SCE initially reported to have contracted with a total of 31 rooftop solar PV projects with a total capacity
of approximately 37.2 MW and 5 ground-mounted projects with a total capacity of22.4 MW. However 7
contracts with one seller for a total of 8.58 MW in the roof-top solar category were terminated.

2 SCE’s Solar PV Program consists of two components: (1) 250 MW DC owned and maintained by SCE
(“U0G”) and (2) 250 MW DC owned and maintained by Independent Power Producers (“IPPs™).

* The CPUC authorized that the program include both a utility-owned generation (UOG) component and an
independent power producer component that will be administered by SCE through a competitive
procurement process. There is no IE associated with the UOG portion of the program.
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This IE report is submitted in conformance to the requirements of the CPUC and is
designed to be consistent with the requirements outlined in the CPUC’s IE Report
Template, subject to adjustments in requirements to reflect the unique nature of this
solicitation.

B. Program Background

SCE filed an application with the CPUC on March 27, 2008, seeking authorization of its
Solar Photovoltaic Program (“SPVP”) and associated cost recovery. The proposed
program would be a five-year program to install up to 250 MW of one to two MW solar
PV facilities within SCE’s service territory. SCE proposed to lease commercial rooftops
for the program and to install, own, operate and maintain these facilities. SCE also
provided estimated cost information for the projects. In its application, SCE stated that
the SPVP complements the existing California Solar Energy Initiative (“CSI”) and the
Renewable Portfolio Standard (“RPS”), will contribute to both program goals, and will
assist in meeting California’s million solar rooftop goal.

C. Regulatory Decisions

On June 18, 2009, the Commission approved SCE’s SPVP, with modifications, in
Decision (“D.”) 09-06-049. The Commission determined that SCE’s SPVP would
complement current programs and initiatives, “to advance the state’s renewable energy
goals and help lower the cost of solar energy.” In D.09-06-049, the Commission
authorized SCE to build, own, and operate 250 MW of one to two MW solar PV facilities
on commercial rooftops in its service territory (the Utility-Owned Generation or “U0G”
program). The decision also ordered SCE to execute contracts for 250 MW of generation
from similar facilities owned and maintained by IPPs through a competitive solicitation
process (the IPP program). D.09-06-049 ordered SCE to file an advice letter, “delineating
" the criteria for selection of the bids, and containing a draft standard 20-year PPA
contract” for the IPP Program.

In D.09-06-049, the Commission modified SCE’s original proposal in several areas,
including:

1. The program will consist of two components. One component (250 MW) will be
utility-owned generation (about 50 MW annually). For this component of the
program, SCE will own, install, operate, and maintain distributed solar projects
primarily in the one to two megawatt range, located in SCE’s service territory on
existing commercial rooftops. The project cost target is $3.50/watt with a 10%
contingency. The second component of the program will be 250 MW of
distributed generation owned by independent power producers (about 50 MW
annually) to be solicited at least once per year. The allowable bid prices will be
capped at SCE’s levelized cost of electricity;
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. An Independent Evaluator should be secured to oversee the solicitation for the
first two years of the program and thereafter if a utility affiliate participates in
that process;

. Contracts will be based on standard 20-year power purchase agreement contracts;
. The program will be a five-year program;
. Utility-owned generation projects will be subject to cost of service treatment;

. Within 30 days of the effective date of this decision, SCE shall file an Advice
Letter with the Energy Division delineating the criteria and process for evaluating
offers received and containing a draft standard 20-year power purchase
agreement contract for use in the request for offer.

On July 20, 2009 SCE filed AL 2365-E. In AL 2364-E, SCE requested that the
Commission issue a resolution approving the process and criteria for evaluating offers
received pursuant to competitive solicitations and a standard 20-year power purchase
agreement (PPA). On July 31, 2009, Energy Division staff held a workshop where SCE
presented a description of the proposed competitive solicitation process and draft
standard PPA outlined in AL 2365-E.

On January 21, 2010, the CPUC through Resolution E-4299 initiated the implementation
of SCE’s Solar Photovoltaic Program (“SPVP” or “Program”). The SPVP is a five-year
program adopted by the CPUC in D.09-06-049 to spur the development of distributed
solar photovoltaic (PV) projects in SCE’s service territory, primarily commercial rooftop
projects in the one to two megawatt (MW) range. While the Resolution indicated that it
primarily addressed the competitively bid or IPP portion of the program, it also addressed
some aspects of the UOG portion of the program as well. The Resolution adopts a
competitive solicitation process, eligibility criteria, administration protocols and a
standard power purchase agreement for the IPP Program. This resolution also establishes
a process to facilitate Program refinements throughout the Program period.

D. Procurement Protocol

On March 18, 2010, SCE launched the RFO and posted the RFO Participation
Instructions document on its website. In the RFO Participation Instructions (i.e.
“Procurement Protocol””), SCE listed a number of requirements and preferences to inform
prospective Offerors of the requirements for competing in the procurement process.
These included:

o The generating facility must be a photovoltaic electric energy generating facility;

o The site on which the Offeror’s generating facility is located must be within
SCE’s service territory;
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A single offer may be comprised of the aggregation of multiple generating
facilities delivering the products to the same PNode provided that each generating
facility has a gross power rating of at least 500 kW DC;

The Offeror of a generating facility with a gross power rating of more than 5 MW
DC must execute the >5 MW DC PPA;

The generating facility must be scheduled to commence operation on the term
sheet start date, which must occur within 18 months of CPUC approval;

All generating facilities must be interconnected to SCE’s electric system. The
delivery point for a generating facility will be the PNode for the generating
facility. In no instance will SCE accept any offer that proposes a generating
facility whose interconnection would require any network upgrades;

SCE is using a two-step evaluation process:
o In Step 1, SCE will receive indicative or non-binding offers, evaluate
indicative offers and create a short-list;
o In Step 2, SCE will receive binding price offers from eligible Offerors;

Short-listed Offerors must meet the following conditions to continue to participate
in the RFO:

o Within ten (10) business days after short-list selection, the Offeror must
file an interconnection application and a distribution service application
with SCE or file an interconnection application with the California
Independent System Operator (“CAISO”) if applicable; '

On or before July 12, 2010 (i.e. one week before the due date for
submission of the binding offer), an Offeror that has had its offer short-
listed must submit documentation to SCE and the Independent Evaluator
(“IE”) evidencing that it has passed the first nine (9) screens in the Fast
Track process, or received a completed system impact study or phase one
interconnection study identifying that no network upgrades are required to
interconnect the generating facility;

On or before July 12, 2010 (i.e. one week before the due date for
submission of the binding offer), an Offeror that has had its offer short-
listed must submit a fully completed, executable final form of the PPA to
SCE and the IE;

The Offeror must include the IE in all email communications with SCE related to
the RFO;

The Offeror must demonstrate site control at the time it submits its non-binding
offer. According to the RFO, site control can be demonstrated by owning the site,
leasing the site under a lease, or holding a right-of-way grant or similar instrument
with respect to the site, and must adhere to the site control requirements under
Offeror’s interconnection application;
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Neither the Offeror nor the owner of the site may participate in the California
Solar Initiative Program (“CSI”) or net energy metering tariff (“NEM”), and the
owner of the site will be required to sign the letter acknowledging familiarity with
CSI and NEM, and a commitment not to apply for either program;

The Offeror must have a “minimum level of developer experience” with large
commercial and industrial roof-mounted solar photovoltaic installations;

The generating facility must be a commercially proven solar photovoltaic
generating facility and use Underwriters Laboratory rated components;

The indicative and binding product price shall not be greater than $192.50/MWh
AC;

The Offeror is required to post development security equal to $20/kW DC of the
gross power rating.

In addition to the above information, Offerors were required to submit an Offer
Template, which contained information about the offer, including the proposed prlce
with both the non-binding and binding offer.

In addition, the RFO document provides a reference to SCE’s SPVP website that
provides a list of areas within SCE’s service territory where generating capacity appears
to be available. The list of areas is intended to assist Offerors in identifying sites that may
require minimal upgrades in order to interconnect to SCE’s electric system. The RFO
also includes detailed information on interconnection requirements and references for
tariffs and other documents.

The RFO also includes a description of the confidentiality provisions applied to the SPVP
project team and the Project Development Division.

The schedule identified for the process includes the two stages (i.e. non-binding offer and
binding offer) and encompassed approximately four months from issuance of the RFO to
execution of the final agreements.

E. Issues Addressed in This Report

This report addresses Merrimack Energy’s assessment and conclusions regarding the
following seven issues identified in the CPUC’s IE Report Template:

1. Describe the role of the IE.

2. Evaluate the fairness of the investor-owned utility’s (“IOU’s™) bidding
and selection process (i.e. quantitative and qualitative methodology used

Merrimack Energy Group, Inc.




to evaluate and select offers, consistency of evaluation and selection
methods with criteria specified in bid documents, etc.).

How did the IOU condﬁct outreach to bidders? Was the solicitation
robust?

. Describe the IOU’s Least Cost Best Fit (“LCBF”) methodology (or
provide the IOU’s own description). Evaluate the strengths and
weaknesses of the IOU’s LCBF methodology.*

. Describe project specific negotiations. Highlight any areas of concern
including unique terms and conditions.

If applicablé, describe safeguards and methodologies employed by the
IOU to compare affiliate bids or utility-owned generation ownership
offers.

Do you agree with the IOU that the contract(s) merit CPUC approval?
Explain.

All these issues are addressed in this report.

4 The nature of this process was designed to rank offers based on the levelized price of the offer subject to a
price cap established in the Protocol. The traditional IOU Least Cost Best Fit methodology was therefore
not applicable. However, the IE will draft a description of the methodology used to evaluate and rank offers
as well as the strengths and weaknesses of the methodology.
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II. Description of the Role of the IE

A. Regulatory Requirements For the IE

The requirements for participation by an IE in RPS solicitations are outlined in Decisions
(“D”).04-12-048 (Findings of Fact 94-95, Ordering Paragraph 28), D.06-05-039 (Finding
of Fact 20, Conclusion of Law 3, Ordering Paragraph 8) of the CPUC, and D.09-06-050.

In D.04-12-048 (December 16, 2004), the CPUC required the use of an IE by investor-
owned utilities (IOUs) in resource solicitations where there is an affiliated bidder or
bidders, or where the utility proposed to build a project or where a bidder proposed to sell
a project or build a project under a turnkey contract that would ultimately be owned by a
utility. The CPUC generally endorsed the guidelines issued by the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) for independent evaluation where an affiliate of the
purchaser is a bidder in a competitive solicitation, but stated that the role of the IE would
not be to make binding decisions on behalf of the utilities or administer the entire
process.” Instead, the IE would be consulted by the IOU, along with the Procurement
Review Group (“PRG”) on the design, administration, and evaluation aspects of the
Request for Proposals (“RFP”). The Decision identifies the technical expertise and
experience of the IE with regard to industry contracts, quantitative evaluation
methodologies, power market derivatives, and other aspects of power project
development. From a process standpoint, the IOU could contract directly with the IE, in
consultation with its PRG, but the IE would coordinate with the Energy Division.

In D.06-05-039 (May 25, 2006), the CPUC required each IOU to employ an IE regarding
all RFPs issued pursuant to the RPS, regardless of whether there are any utility-owned or
affiliate-owned projects under consideration. In addition, the CPUC directed the IE for
each RFP to provide separate reports (a preliminary report with the shortlist and final
reports with IOU advice letters to approve contracts) on the entire bid, solicitation,
evaluation and selection process, with the reports submitted to the utility, PRG, and
CPUC and made available to the public (subject to confidential treatment of protected
information). The IE would also make periodic presentations regarding its findings to the
utility and the utility’s PRG consistent with preserving the independence of the IE by
ensuring free and unfettered communication between the IE and the CPUC’s Energy
Division, and an open, fair, and transparent process that the PRG could confirm.

In D.09-06-050 issued on June 18, 2009 in Rulemaking 08-08-009, Order Instituting
Rulemaking to Continue Implementation and Administration of California Renewables
Portfolio Standard Program,® the CPUC required that bilateral contracts should be
reviewed according to the same processes and standards as contracts that come through a
solicitation. This includes review by the utility’s PRG and its IE, including a report filed
by the IE. )

3 Decision 04-12-048 at 129-37. The FERC guidelines are set forth in Ameren Energy Generating
Company, 108 FERC {61,081 (June 29, 2004).

S Decision Establishing Price Benchmarks and Contract Review Processes for Short-Term and Bilateral
Procurement Contracts for Compliance With the California Renewable Portfolio Standard.
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B. Description of Key IE Roles

In compliance with D.09-06-050 issued June 18, 2009, SCE selected Merrimack Energy
to serve as IE for the Solar Photovoltaic Program Request for Offers in June 2009. The
objective of the role of the IE is to ensure that the solicitation process is undertaken in a
fair, consistent, unbiased, and objective manner and that the best resources are selected
and acquired consistent with the solicitation requirements.

In addition to the requirements identified in CPUC Orders, the Purchase Order between
Merrimack Energy and SCE clearly identifies the tasks to be performed by the IE. These
include the following tasks:

Consult with SCE on the design, administration, and evaluation of the competitive
procurement solicitation process and protocols to ensure that no SCE affiliate has
an undue advantage over non-affiliates in the solicitation;

Ensure the solicitation process is open, transparent, and free from anti-competitive
behavior;

Provide recommendations concerning the precise definition of products sought
and price and non-price evaluation criteria, so that all aspects of the products are
clearly understood and all Sellers may effectively respond to the solicitation;

Review the comprehensive quantitative and qualitative bid evaluation criteria and
methodologies and assess whether these are applied to all bids in a fair and non-
discriminatory manner;

Assess whether SCE’s final selection was fair and was not unduly influenced by
its affiliate relationships;

Provide periodic presentations as requested to SCE management and to the PRG
concerning the IE’s findings;

Report on the outcome of the RFP to the CPUC using the appropriate CPUC
Independent Evaluator Report Template.

With regard to the role of the IE, our objective is to ensure that the process is undertaken
in a fair and equitable manner and that the results of the offer evaluation and selection are

_accurate, reasonable and consistent. This role generally involves a detailed review and

assessment of the evaluation process and the results of the quantitative and qualitative
(non-price) analysis. '

This report provides an assessment of SCE’s SPVP procurement process from
development of the process through selection of the projects subject to contract approval.
It is organized based on the template provided by the CPUC’s Energy Division. This
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report addresses Merrimack Energy’s assessment and conclusions with regard to the
following questions:

1. Did SCE do adequate outreach to potential bidders and was the solicitation
robust?

Was SCE’s methodology designed such that all bids were fairly and reasonably
evaluated?’

Was SCE’s bid evaluation and selection process fairly administered?

Did SCE make reasonable and consistent choices regarding which offers were
selected?

C. Description of IE Oversight Activities

In performing its oversight role, the IE participated in and undertook a number of
activities in connection with the solicitation including providing comments on the
protocol documents, organizing and summarizing both the indicative bids or non-binding
bids and binding bids submitted, reviewing evaluation results at each stage in the process,
monitoring the status of short-listed offers, monitoring communications with bidders,
participating in project team meetings, and meetings with the RMC and PRG. Merrimack
Energy was retained by SCE prior to the development of the Procurement Protocol and
therefore had the opportunity to participate in and assess the development and
implementation of the process. A list of the activities of the IE during the procurement
process is described below.

1. Participated in Renewable and Alternative Power (“RAP”) Committee Meetings

SCE’s management team invited the IE to participate in both bi-weekly RAP meetings
and regularly scheduled meetings of the SPVP project team and management during the
solicitation development and implementation phases of the process. This allowed the IE
to monitor the major activities and issues that were being debated and assessed by SCE’s
SPVP project team, including development and implementation of the proposed process,
eligibility requirements, information to provide to Offerors, evaluation criteria, contract
discussions, and communications with prospective bidders.

2. Submitted Comments on Protocol Design

Merrimack Energy participated in several conference calls with SCE regarding
development of the SPVP solicitation process and criteria and submitted comments on

7 While the IE Report Template prepared by the Division generally requests that the IE evaluate whether
the Company’s “Least Cost Best Fit” methodology was appropriately applied, the evaluation methodology
in this solicitation was focused on levelized cost plus basic threshold or minimum requirements that
Offerors were required to meet rather than a “full-blown” least cost best fit assessment.
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the draft solicitation process in early July 2009, prior to SCE’s Advice Letter filing in late
July 2009.

3. Participated in Division Workshop

The California Public Utilities Commission held a workshop on July 31, 2009 to discuss
the provisions and components of the SPVP program. SCE presented its proposal for the
implementation of the SPVP program, including a discussion of contract and
interconnection requirements. The IE was present at and monitored the workshop,
including the comments of prospective Offerors.

4 Follow-up Comments

The IE submitted follow-up comments to SCE on August 10, 2009 after the workshop on
SCE’s Advice Letter filing based on review of the filing and comments submitted by
participants at the workshop. The comments addressed the solicitation process, criteria
applied, and the standard contract. Merrimack Energy also drafted up a more detailed
scope of work for the IE that reflected the fact that the IE function in this solicitation
extended only to the IPP portion of the program. We also suggested that a written
protocol should be developed that would be designed to prevent dissemination of
confidential information between the UOG project team and the IPP project team. SCE
included a section in the RFO Protocol identifying confidentiality requirements. SCE also
established an internal audit function that monitored any information dissemination.

5. Atteml(_mce at the Proposal Conference

The IE attended the 2010 Solar PV RFO Conference held by SCE on April 1, 2010. The
RFO Conference addressed the RFO instructions, pro forma standard PPA, proposal
template and revenue calculator, interconnection service and requirements, and potential
project locations based on specific areas identified within SCE’s distribution system.
Project team members from Renewable Contract Origination, Renewable Project
Financial Analysis, Transmission/Distribution Grid Contracts, Transmission/Distribution
Field Engineering, Legal, and Credit & Risk were present to lead sections of the
presentation and answer questions from prospective bidders.

In addition, SCE offered prospective bidders an opportunity to meet with staff associated
with project interconnection after the conference on a one-on-one basis to get an overall
perspective of the interconnection process and possibly ask questions about their specific
project. The IE attended a few of the sessions with prospective Offerors and SCE staff
and found the sessions to be informative and valuable to Offerors.

One of the clear messages that resulted from the RFO conference was that an Offeror,
who has not already started the interconnection process should do so immediately given
the number of projects in the queue.
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6. Monitored Communication with' Bidders

Prospective Offerors had the opportunity to submit questions to SCE regarding the RFO
via SCE’s SPVP-IPP RFO website and through direct contact with SCE project team
members. The RFO required that the IE should be copied on all correspondence between
SCE and the prospective Offeror. The IE reviewed the substantial amount of email traffic
between SCE and Offerors to assess if any issues were emerging and whether all Offerors
were treated fairly and equitably. Throughout the solicitation process there were hundreds
of emails exchanged between the SCE project team and the Offerors. In addition, SCE
posted 51 questions and answers on its website. In some cases, the IE suggested that SCE
inform all Offerors about specific issues such as filing requirements, schedule, and
application of the levelized cost methodology as well as suggesting clarifying responses
in a few cases.

7. Project Team, RMC and PGR Meetings to Discuss Screening and Eligibility Process

Between the RFO Conference and the receipt of offers, the SPVP project team focused
their attention on developing the offer screening and eligibility process, the scheduling
requirements, documentation process and protocols, and team assignments associated
with review and assessment of offers received. During this period, the SPVP team made
presentations to the RMC and the PRG regarding the above mentioned issues and sought
RMC approval and PRG input on the proposed process to screen initial (non-binding)
offers for eligibility to submit final (binding) offers to the SPVP. The IE participated in
project team meeting and meetings with the RMC and PRG.

8. Receipt of Offeror’s Proposal Templates and Required Information — Non-Binding

Stage

All indijcative or non-binding offers were submitted by electronic mail to SCE and the IE
on or before April 19, 2010. The IE established a spreadsheet matrix of information
designed to track and summarize the offers received. The matrix also allowed SCE and
the IE to compare “notes” to ensure that all offers were accounted for.® One issue which
emerged during the receipt of offer process was that a few bidders had their offers
rejected due to size constraints on the SCE computer system. Since the IE was able to
receive the offers, we were able to inform SCE that a few of the offers were not originally
submitted to SCE because of the size constraint. In addition to the Offer Template,
Offerors were required to also submit the following information about their projects:

Photograph of the roof or site

Interconnection status (including a copy of the interconnection application and
any studies, if available)

Demonstration of site control, in accordance with Section 4.01(b)

8 After review of the offers received, Merrimack Energy had a record of a few offers that SCE had not
accounted for. After comparing the list of offers received, SCE and Merrimack Energy were able to
confirm all offers received.
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e An acknowledgement letter executed by the owner of the site, regarding the CSI
program and NEM tariff

e Summary of developer experience

e Redline of the PPA

9, Bid Deficiency and Clarification Process

After the receipt and summary of offers received, the next step in the process was a
review of the offers to ensure the Offerors provided complete and consistent information.
SCE project team members were each provided with a list of offers to review. The IE
reviewed SCE’s assessment of the eligibility of the Offerors relative to the requirements
identified in the RFO protocol. '

The primary area of deficiency was the requirement for site control. A number of offers
did not specifically conform to the requirements of site control as listed in the RFO and
interpreted by SCE. Because of the issues and uncertainties associated with site control,
SCE requested that an outside counsel review the information provided by the Offerors to
meet site control and assess whether the information was adequate. Based on a sample of
offers reviewed, the outside counsel concluded that a minority of the offers reviewed
technically met the site control requirement.

Rather than classify the offers as non-conforming, SCE and the IE discussed the response
of Offerors in light of the information requested and sought to achieve a solution that
would be more inclusive for Offerors and not involve classifying a large number of offers
as non-conforming. SCE suggested requiring Offerors to submit an attestation letter
indicating that they had site control. The IE was in agreement with this suggestion. A
large majority of the Offerors provided an attestation letter (site control
acknowledgement letter) confirming they had site control.

SCE also made some revisions to the experience requirements by allowing Offerors to
meet requirements if a member of the project team possessed the necessary experience
requested.

Overall, the IE found SCE to be flexible in applying the eligibility criteria for this first

solicitation and attempting to be more inclusive of offers and working with Offerors to
allow such Offerors to meet solicitation requirements. The IE agreed with this approach.

10. Short List Selection

The majority of the offers submitted were selected for the short list once the site control
issue was resolved.” The reasons for failure of offers to be included on the short list
included the following:

? SCE did establish a provisional short list for ground-mount offers to provide the opportunity for offers
that had some deficiencies the opportunity to cure the deficiency. Many Offerors were able to cure the
deficiencies and were included on the short list.
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The project was not located in SCE’s service territory;
The offer was withdrawn by the Offeror because it did not meet the site control
requirements;
The Offeror had no prior PV experience;
e The technology of the offer did not meet the technology requirements.

In this stage, the offers that failed the screens or were withdrawn were obvious and did
not involve any exceptions from the Offerors.

11. Monitor Offer Status

After selection of the short list, the IE met with SCE’s project team to discuss “lessons
learned” through the indicative offer stage and to discuss the next phase of the process,
with a focus on the status of interconnection requests. Based on the information provided
by the interconnection group about the uncertainty of their ability to evaluate the large
number of projects in the queue, the IE suggested that SCE’s project team establish a
mechanism to track the progress of eligible offers. The IE also attempted to track offer
status through the process by monitoring email traffic between the Offeror and SCE.

12.Renewable and Alternative Power (“RAP”) Meeting with the PRG June 16, 2010

On June 16, 2010, SCE’s RAP team provided an update to the PRG on all renewable
procurement activities, including providing a status report on the SPVP program. The
information presented included a summary of eligibility to date based on the status of the
interconnection screens. Information was provided on specific offers as well as a
summary of the offers.

13. Participate in Contract Negotiations

Two offers that were expected to qualify for submission of a binding offer were larger
than 5 MW and must execute the greater than 5 MW DC PPA, which contains additional
terms and conditions, including additional credit and collateral obligations of the Offeror.
The IE monitored contract negotiations with the two Offerors.”® One issue which
emerged was that SCE somewhat delayed in posting the >5 MW contract on its website.
However, to the best of our knowledge, the delay in posting the contract did not appear to
limit the number of offers.

14, Submission of Binding Offers

The IE received all the binding offers as required and developed a summary of the offers
submitted to ensure that SCE and the IE had accurately accounted for all pertinent
information about each offer.

0One Offeror successfully negotiated the contract while the second Offeror decided to withdraw its offer
and did not submit a binding offer.
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15. Selection of the Preferred Offers

SCE prepared an assessment of the offers received in the roof-top and ground-mount
categories and grouped the offers into three portfolio “options™ for resource selection.
SCE’s approach involved a ranking of the offers based on the levelized price and the
development of options or offer groupings based on price “break points” or price spreads.
During the initial meeting between the SCE project team and the IE, the IE suggested a
fourth “option” for the ground-mount category. On July 22, 2010 the SCE project team
made a presentation to the RMC based on the proposed “options”, including adding a
fourth “option” as recommended by the IE. After significant review and discussion, the
RMC agreed on a portfolio which consisted of 31 roof-top contracts and 5 ground-mount
contracts. Also, on July 22, 2010 SCE presented the proposed portfolio of offers for final
contract execution to the PRG.
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IT1. Did SCE Do Adequate Outreach to Bidders and Was the Solicitation
Robust? -

A. Were the Solicitation Materials Clear and Concise to Ensure that the
Information Required by the Utility to Conduct its Evaluation Was Provided by the
Bidders?

The IE had the opportunity to review the solicitation documents and materials prior to
completion and provided comments. Our comments were designed to ensure the
information was consistent and clear to Offerors. While there appeared to be a few areas
that may have proven to be somewhat unclear to some Offerors (i.e. site control
requirements, interconnection requirements, the timing to secure a decision or resolution
on interconnection, the role of RFO team and the interconnection group in the
interconnection process, and contract requirements), all issues were addressed in the
RFO. Also, Offerors had the opportunity to ask follow-up questions to seek clarification
and participate in the RFO Conference at which the above issues were addressed.
Overall, however, the IE was of the opinion that the documents and follow-up
information were reasonably clear and concise for Offerors.

In addition, SCE established a website for the program and provided a significant base of
information which described the program and allowed the Offerors the opportunity to
craft an effective and conforming proposal. The website contained the following
documents:

RFO Participation Instructions

Pro Forma Agreements

Offer Template

Site Owner’s Acknowledgement Letter

Summary of Developers Experience Form

TOU Periods and Energy Allocation Factors

SCE’s Transmission Ranking Cost Report

Interconnection Information via SCE’s Wholesale Distribution Access Tariff
Revenue Calculator

Access to CPUC Website with access to all filings and CPUC Decisions,
workshop information, and protests/responses of parties to Advice Letter 2364-E
Questions and Answers

Google Maps or Google Earth with information on specific areas within the
SCE’s distribution system

In addition, SCE held a 2010 Solar PV RFO Conference on April 1, 2010 which was very
well attended. As previously noted, SCE also provided the opportunity for Offerors who
were interested to meet with representatives from the interconnection group. However,
Offerors were not notified of this option until just prior to the conference and may not
have had the opportunity to plan a meeting into their schedule. Also, the limited time
established for such meetings may have also served to restrict participation:
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The IE also found that SCE’s project team was particularly responsive to the needs of
prospective bidders throughout the process and also responded very quickly and
thoroughly to bidder questions. The performance of the team in the communication
function with Offerors was exemplary.

B. Identify Guidelines Used to Determine Whether the IOU Did Adequate
Outreach. Did the IOU Do Adequate Outreach? If Not, Explain How it Was
Deficient '

There are several criteria generally applied for assessing the performance of the utility in
its outreach and marketing activities:

¢ Did the utility contact a large number of prospective bidders?
Were the utility’s outreach efforts active or passive?
Did the utility adequately market the solicitation?
Could prospective bidderé easily access information about the RFP?
¢ Did any prospective bidders complain about the process or access to information?

Outreach activities are important to the success of a competitive solicitation process.
SCE’s outreach efforts targeted a large number of potential Offerors based on contacts
from previous renewable solicitations and business relationships developed since then.
These efforts likely played a substantial role in the very robust response in terms of
number of Offerors and specific offers or projects. SCE prepared a detailed list of
potential Offerors with over 1,100 contacts that serves as the database for Seller contact
and outreach. SCE sent emails to all potential Offerors on this list informing them of the
RFO process and the issuance of the Procurement Protocol.

Prospective Offerors were informed of the RFO through the public nature of the process
via CPUC decisions, SCE Advice Letter filings, and comments of Offerors. SCE also
distributed a press release in March 2010 announcing the 2010 SPVP solicitation and the
RFO Conference.

As noted above, SCE also established a section on its website for distribution of
information to prospective Offerors. The website contained all the pertinent solicitation
documents, time tables, and a list of questions and answers related to the solicitation. A
total of 51 questions and answers were posted on the website. The IE found the website
easy to access and navigate. All documents associated with the SPVP RFO were included
on the website and were easy to identify, access, and download.

In addition, SCE also held two Conferences for prospective Offerors. The first was the
. CPUC Workshop on July 31, 2010 at which SCE provided a presentation on the SPVP
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program. The second was the 2010 Solar PV RFO Conference held on April 1, 2010,
during which SCE provided a detailed explanation on the background of the program and
RFO protocol, RFO instructions, as well as a description of the Pro Forma Standard PPA
and interconnection requirements. Both conferences were extremely well attended.

As previously noted, a few Offerors inquired about the timing for posting the >5 MW
contract. Also, there were several emails from Offerors raising issues about the status of
their interconnection applications, although to the best of our knowledge there were no
complaints about access to information specifically associated with the performance of
the RFO project team or the information dissemination process. As will be described later
in this report, there were a few formal and several general complaints raised about the
interconnection process.

C. Identify Guidelines Used to Determine Adequate Robustness of a Solicitation.
Was the Solicitation Adequately Robust?

With regard to assessing whether the response to the solicitation was adequately robust,
there are several criteria to consider:

Was the response to the solicitation commensurate with the level of outreach?

Did the solicitation encourage a diverse response from Offerors in terms of
products requested, project structure, pricing options, etc?

Was the response large with respect to the number of proposals, megawatts
(“MW?”) offered and amount of megawatt-hours (“MWh”) bid?

The overall result of this outreach activity was a very robust response from Offerors for
both roof-top and ground-mount options. Indicative offers were also received from a
diverse set of Sellers (i.e. experienced well-financed Sellers as well as new market
entrants) involving several photovoltaic technology options. Information regarding the
offers, MW and MWh quantities offered, project location, and pricing results (for binding
offers only) is contained in the Confidential Appendix A to this IE Report.

In conclusion, the outstanding response of the market to SCE’s SPVP protocol is
evidence that the outreach activities of SCE were effective and Sellers felt they had an
adequate opportunity to receive a contract from the process.

D. Did the IOUs Seek Adequate Feedback About the Bidding/Bid Evaluation
Process From All Bidders After the Solicitation Was Complete?

SCE project team members were involved in continual communications with projective
Offerors to assist the Offeror prepare a complete offer for the program. Based on the
volume of email traffic between SCE and prospective Offerors, much of SCE staff time
during the conduct of the process from the indicative offer stage to the binding offer stage
was associated with direct involvement with bidders. Based on review of the emails, it is
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safe to say that virtually every Offeror was involved in active communication with SCE
about the process. In addition, SCE sent out regular reminders to eligible Offerors at
different stages of the process reminding bidders of scheduled timeframes and filing
requirements. As a result, both SCE staff, the IE and prospective Offerors were actively
engaged throughout the process.

SCE also issues a survey to participants at the RFO conference requesting that they
respond with their views regarding the Conference.

Lastly, and most importantly, CPUC Resolution E-4299 requires SCE to convene a
Program Forum within 60 days of each solicitation’s closing date to identify Program
components that may need refinement as experience is gained with the program. The IE
views this Forum as an important vehicle to solicit feedback from Offerors on their
experiences with the positive and negative aspects of the program in an attempt to
improve program components for the next solicitation. ‘

E. Any Other Relevant Information or Observations

The SPVP solicitation was the first of its kind undertaken in California and elsewhere. As
a first initiative, the process drew a range of sophisticated project developers and new
firms looking to get into the industry. As a result, we found that several bidders were
unsure of the requirements of the protocol, the requirements of the interconnection
process, and what they needed to do to compete. The IE found SCE staff to be unbiased
and fair to all bidders, whether the bidder was a well-known and successful project
developer or a start-up. All bidders had equal access to information as well as SCE staff
to seek or clarify information about their projects.
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IV. Fairness and Appropriateness of SPVP RFO Bid Evaluation and
Selection Methodology and Design

A. Framework and Principles for Evaluating SCE’s Methodology

This section of the report addresses the principles and framework underlying Merrimack
Energy’s review of SCE’s methodology for the SPVP offer evaluation and selection. Key
areas of inquiry by the IE and the underlying principles used by the IE to evaluate the
methodology include the following:

Were the procurement targets, products solicited, principles and objectives
clearly defined in SCE’s RFO and other materials?

Were the bid evaluation and selection process and criteria reasonably
transparent such that bidders would have a reasonable indication as to how
they would be evaluated and selected?

Was SCE’s bid evaluation based on and consistent with the information
requested in the RFO to be submitted by bidders in their proposal documents?

Did the evaluation methodology reasonably identify the quantitative and
qualitative criteria and describe how they would be used to qualify and rank
offers?

Were the bid evaluation criteria consistently applied to all offers?

Does the price evaluation methodology allow for consistent evaluation of bids
of different sizes and in-service dates?

Did the bid evaluation criteria and evaluation process contain any undue or
unreasonable bias that might influence project ranking and selection results or
in any way favor affiliate bids?

Was the RFO clear and concise to ensure that the information required by
SCE to conduct its evaluation was provided by project sponsors?

B. Description of SCE’s Evaluation Methodology"'
This section of the report provides an overall description of SCE’s evaluation

methodology and criteria applicable to the 2010 SPVP RFO. Based on the nature of the
program, SCE has used a levelized cost methodology to evaluate and rank all offers in

! As previously noted, the traditional least cost best fit methodology used by SCE for other renewable
solicitations was not applicable to the SPVP process, which was designed largely to facilitate the
development of small-scale roof-top solar PV projects.
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bothA the non-binding and binding offer stages. SCE identified the offer selection process
in the RFO and at the Bidders conference.

As stated in the RFO, the solicitation process will be comprised of two stages. In the first
stage Offerors are required to submit non-binding offers. The requirements to submit a
non-binding offer are listed in the RFO and are described earlier in this report. From a
price standpoint, all offers are required to be for the same term (20 years) and for the
same technology (solar photovoltaic project). In addition, Offerors are required to submit
a single non-binding indicative product price per MWh alternating current (“AC”) before
application of the Energy Payment Allocation Factor multiplier, to be applied to the
Product over the full 20-year term of the PPA. The levelized indicative product price
must not be greater than $192.50/MWh AC.

In the second stage, Offerors selected as eligible Offerors (included on short list) are
eligible to submit a binding offer. SCE indicates that it will evaluate and select binding
offers from eligible offers based on the following factors:

1. The five-year 250 MW DC capacity goal,

2. The limitation that no more than 10% of the overall program capacity will be
ground-mount; and

3. Binding Product Price (i.e. Binding Offers will be ranked and selected based on
the Binding Product Price ($/MWh AC). Binding Offers with a lower Binding
Product Price will be accepted before Binding Offers with a higher Binding
Product Price. Under no circumstances will SCE accept a Binding Offer with a
Binding Product Price greater than $192.50/MWh AC.

Offerors are allowed to submit a fixed product price for the full 20-year contract term or
offer a base price and fixed escalation. However, in no case can the levelized price
exceed the cap of $192.50/MWh. Offerors were required in both stages to complete and
submit the 2010 Solar PV Program RFO Offer Template which served as a basic source
of information for each offer.'

Offerors were also informed in the RFO that the indicative product price and binding
product price submitted by the Offeror to SCE in each Offer must include:

1. All awards, subsidies, tax credits (including production tax credits and investment
tax credits) with respect to the generating facility;
All other benefits that the Offeror reasonably expects to apply to either the
indicative product price or the binding product price;
Direct assignment costs;
The assumption that:

12 The Template for the non-binding offer stage did not include a cell for the bidder to offer a fixed
escalation option. Instead offerors were required to describe any such escalation in a separate section of the
Template. This issue was rectified for the Binding Offer process. Offerors were also encouraged by SCE to
complete a Revenue Calculator so that they could estimate expected revenues over the term of the proposed
contract for purposes of assessing their offer prices.
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a. Offeror is required to post Development Security equal to $20.00 per kW
DC of the Gross Power Rating;"?

b. Each of the indicative product price and the binding product price will be
adjusted in each hour of delivery by the Energy Payment Allocation
Factor set forth in Appendix E to the PPA.

All Offerors, with one exception in the indicative offer stage, submitted a price below the
cap. However, once informed that the price exceeded the cap, the Offeror reduced its
. price to conform to the pricing cap. '

Also, several eligible Offerors submitted questions to SCE about the levelized pricing
tool used by SCE to evaluate escalating pricing offers. Since there were multiple requests
for such information, the IE suggested that SCE issue a response to all eligible Offerors
with regard to the levelized pricing methodology. In response, SCE issued a general
email with a copy of the levelized pricing tool for the Offerors to use in developing their
binding price. In its email, SCE reminded the Offerors that the price must not exceed the
$192.50/MWh cap, that a 10% discount rate is used for the evaluation, and also described
the input requirements.

As previously noted, while SCE did not strictly apply project viability criteria  in
assessing offers, Offerors had to meet certain criteria to be considered eligible at each
stage of the process. Such factors as site control, developer experience, and
interconnection status qualify as project viability criteria and do encourage Offerors to
move forward with somewhat mature offers.

C. Evaluation of the Strengths and Weaknesses of SCE’s Methodology in This
Solicitation

Strengths of Evaluation and Ranking Methodology

As described, if an offer meets the eligibility criteria at each stage of the process, the key
selection criterion is price. SCE’s price ranking and evaluation methodology is designed
to be relatively simple and straightforward. Offers are ranked in both the non-binding and
binding offer stages based on the levelized price of the offer. Offerors are provided the
flexibility to offer a fixed price over 20 years or a price which escalates by a fixed
escalation factor. SCE also provided the Offerors on the short list with their levelized-
price tool which allowed the Offeror the ability to ensure it could assess the implications
of fixed versus escalating pricing. In combination with the simple ranking and evaluation
methodology (which are appropriate for this type of solicitation with a specific term and
technology and the presence of a price cap) the Template provided by SCE (after
corrections for escalated pricing) was fairly simple to follow and complete. Offerors
appeared to have little or no difficulty with this process.

1 Offers greater than 5 MW are required to utilize a separate PPA which contains additional terms and
conditions than the under 5 MW standard contract including additional credit and collateral obligations of
the Offeror.
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With regard to the other evaluation criteria and minimum requirements, SCE has
included reasonable criteria to ensure the offers submitted are not merely “concepts” but
at least are relatively mature projects with identified sites proposed by Offerors who have
a development team with experience to complete such projects. Identification of
interconnection status is also an important criterion for such a process.

The minimal requirements and straightforward price evaluation is designed to ease the
financial and time requirements normally placed on larger projects competing through the
RPS solicitations. The more limited requirements should therefore encourage a larger
number of smaller projects to compete in a solicitation designed to encourage such
projects.

Weaknesses of the Evaluation and Ranking Methodology

While we feel the quantitative evaluation and ranking methodology was reasonable for
such a solicitation process designed to encourage smaller solar PV projects, particularly
roof-top solar projects, by reducing the cost and time required to develop and construct
the project, there are a few criteria and requirements that may have limited the level of
final competition or led to a costly process for some Offerors. First, Merrimack Energy
had expressed some concerns about the level of site control required at the time of
submission of the non-binding offer. Merrimack Energy felt that at the time of
submission of the non-binding offer, Offerors should, at a minimum, be required to
submit a Letter of Intent for the site rather than demonstrate firm site control. Our
concern was that the level of expenditure required to secure firm site control without a
guarantee of securing a contract for small project developers may be a hindrance for
competition. While it can be argued that the requirement of firm site control did not
discourage smaller project developers based on the response to this RFO, we do have
concerns that such an experience could limit competition in future solicitations. We do
agree that requiring firm site control at the time of contract execution should be a
requirement for contract execution.

The uncertainty associated with interconnection status was another major weakness of the
process. While there were a number of reasons why projects were not able to meet the
interconnection requirements, there was a level of frustration expressed by several
Offerors. In some cases, smaller and less experience developers did not understand the
interconnection process. While SCE attempted to describe the requirements for
interconnection and who to contact, this process appeared to be problematic for some.
Others had difficulty meeting interconnection requirements due their inability to provide
all the information required to complete their studies. Still others did not submit their
applications early enough to secure a priority place in the interconnection queue and were
therefore not in a position to have their studies completed. There were also a few cases
where Offerors interpreted the feedback they received from the interconnection group at
SCE that they would be able to meet the RFO requirements on time to submit a binding
offer only to find out later that SCE was not able to complete the analysis on time.
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D. Recommended Future Improvements in the Evaluation and Ranking Process

The IE questions whether the two-stage non-binding and binding bid process is the most
workable and efficient process for this type of solicitation. First, there may be little value
associated with an indicative or non-binding bid stage in a solicitation where there is a
price cap in any case. Also, if the process is based only on a binding offer, Offerors could
have more time to secure site control and assess the status of their interconnection’
application and requirements prior to submitting a binding offer. While more Offerors
may fall out in the project development phase under a binding offer only process, the
Offeror would be in a more preferable position to assess its financial situation than to be
required to meet certain criteria at different points in the process as included in the two-
stage process.

If SCE maintains a two-stage process, we would recommend that Offerors should be
required to only provide a Lettér of Intent for the site when they submit their non-binding
offer and then be required to meet firm site control requirements upon or just before
contract execution. We also believe that a more informative interconnection process
should be established. One option may be to encourage the interconnection group at SCE
to provide progress reports and a non-binding probability assessment at key intervals
whether a specific project would likely qualify on time to submit a binding offer.

E. Additional Information or Observations Regarding SCE’s Evaluation
Methodology '

No additional information or observations are provided.
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V. Did SCE Fairly Administer the Evaluation Process?
A. Principles and Guidelines Used to Determine Fairness of Process

In evaluating SCE’s performance in implementing the 2010 SPVP solicitation process,
Merrimack Energy has applied a number of principles and factors, which incorporate
those suggested by the Commission’s Energy Division as well as additional principles
that Merrimack Energy has used in its oversight of other competitive bidding processes.
These include:

Were all Offerors treated the same regardless of the identity of the Offeror?

Were Offerors questions answered fairly and consistently and the answers made
available to all?

Was the economic evaluation of the bids fair and consistent?

Were the requirements listed in the Procurement Protocol applied in the same
manner to all proposals?

- Was there evidence of any undue bias regarding the evaluation and selection of
different type of product, project structures, or bid sizes, that cannot be reasonably
explained?

Did SCE ask for “clarifications” in a manner that provided the bidder an unfair
advantage over others?

Did all bidders have access to the same information?

B. Description of IE Methodology Used to Evaluate Administration of SCE’s SPVP
Process '

As previously discussed, the IE was actively involved in all phases of the process. The IE
was copied on all emails exchanged between SCE and Offerors including receiving
copies of all offers, supporting documents, and contracts. The IE was also included in
project team meetings to discuss the status of the process and issues which were raised.
The IE also compiled summaries of non-binding and binding offers and was able to
follow the progress of the process throughout.

Based on our involvement, we conclude that SCE reasonably followed the criteria
outlined in the Procurement Protocol. In addition, the evaluation was consistent and
equitable across different types of products. SCE’s overall approach for this initial
solicitation was to be more inclusive and attempt to work with Offerors to ensure they
could conform, if reasonably possible.
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Based on our assessment of the evaluation process relative to the above criteria, it is our
opinion that all Offerors were treated fairly and consistently and all generally had access
to the same amount and quality of information. The IE did make a few suggestions to
provide specific information to Offerors such as a reminder of the schedule and
requirements for submitting information at various stages in the process and a copy and
description of the levelized price methodology, which SCE did provide to all eligible
Offerors. .

SCE maintained a website dedicated to the 2010 SPVP and posted all documents and a
number of Offeror questions and answers on the website. While individual Offerors
submitted questions directly to SCE and received quick responses, many of the questions
pertained specifically to an Offeror’s project. As previously noted, the RFO Conference
held by SCE provided detailed information to all bidders with regard to the evaluation
methodology and the requirements for Offerors to provide the information requested. We
also observed no difference in the treatment of Offerors regarding clarification questions
for Offerors, correspondence and communications with Offerors, and follow-up contacts.
Finally, SCE generally implemented the evaluation criteria and methodologies as
outlined in the Procurement Protocol. We noted as one exception the resolution of the site
control issue mentioned previously in this report.

In addition to including the Confidentiality provision in the RFO, SCE also provided the
IE a document entitled “Policies and Procedures Concerning Affiliate Participation in
SCE Request for Offers and Request for Proposals,” dated March 14, 2010. The
document establishes the internal policies and procedures to be followed in connection
with SCE solicitations. SCE also established an internal Audit function for the SPVP
RFO designed to conduct an independent assessment of SCE compliance with CPUC
Orders. The audit function is also involved in ensuring the process is fair and the
confidentiality requirements are adhered to.

During the course of the solicitation, the IE received a call from SCE legal staff
identifying a situation where the confidentiality procedures had been affected. In this
case, a document from the IPP portion of the program had inadvertently made its way to
a UOG team member. The staff person alerted the appropriate personnel, closed the
document and deleted it. The UOG staff member did not know who the bidder was and
had no information on pricing. This issue was brought to the attention of the internal
auditor and was reported and discussed with the IE.

C. Results Analysis
Identify instances where the IE and the IOU disagreed in the evaluation process

As previously noted, the IE and SCE disagreed on a few issues. First, the IE had
questions about the requirement that Offerors demonstrate firm site control at the time
they submit their non-binding offer. The IE was of the opinion that a letter of intent
would be adequate at the time the non-binding offer was submitted and that
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demonstration of firm site control should not be required until the binding offer was
submitted.

The IE also disagreed with the SPVP project team with regard to the Options identified
for the binding offers and initial selection of the preferred option. The IE suggested
adding an additional project to one of the option categories. The SPVP project team
created a different Option (i.e. Option 1.1) which contained the IE’s recommendation.

The IE and SCE had minor differences with regard to the initial list of offers in the non-
binding offer stage. This was more of a bid compilation issue and the IE and SCE
compared their lists and developed a consistent list of offers.

D. Administration of the Bid Evaluation Process

The IE has concluded that the proposal evaluation process was fairly administered with
respect to all proposals. Since there were no affiliate offers, issues associated with
affiliate offers were not a factor in the assessment. The IE felt that the SPVP project team
perfomed their function in communicating with Offerors in an exemplary manner.
Responses from SCE to the Offerors were generally thorough and informative and were
very timely for the Offeror.

E. Any Other Relevant Information

During the process, while the emails from a few Offerors illustrated frustration in
understanding the interconnection process, only two complaints were submitted and both
via email. One Offeror submitted an email to the SPVP project team arguing that its
projects would not require system upgrades and would qualify for the RFO in
contradiction to the response to the Offeror from the SCE interconnection group notifying
the Offeror that it will not be able to complete system upgrade studies for the offers. The
IE reviewed the RFO and concluded that it would not be fair to other Offerors if this
Offeror was allowed to submit a binding offer based on its own view that its projects
would not require system upgrades.

A second Offeror complained because Transmission Planning had informed the Offeror
that it anticipated there would be no network upgrades required for the project and the
System Impact Study would be delivered by July 12, 2010. The Offeror was subsequently
informed that the System Impact Study had been delayed and will not be delivered on
time.
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V1. Project Specific Contract Negotiations

All but one of the contracts submitted by SCE for approval in the SPVP process was
based on the less than 5 MW Standard Contract. One contract submitted was based on the
negotiated contract (i.e. > 5 MW). The IE monitored the contract negotiations between
SCE and the Offeror and found the negotiations to be fair and reasonable. The
negotiation process was open and competitive and the parties reached agreement within a
reasonable timeframe given the schedule time limits included in the RFO.

V1. Conclusions and Recommendations

A. Conclusions

For the reasons stated herein, Merrimack Energy concludes that the offer selection
decisions by SCE in the 2010 SPVP process were reasonable and based on the
requirements, evaluation criteria and stated preferences set forth in the Procurement
Protocol. Furthermore, the offers and contracts were selected through a competitive
solicitation process with a robust response. In implementing the process, SCE was fair
and reasonable to all Offerors, provided consistent and thorough information to Offerors,
and was unbiased in the treatment of any Offeror. Furthermore, SCE’s project team was
very responsive to the requirements of Offerors and treated all Offerors equally.
Merrimack Energy therefore recommends approval of the contracts.

B. Recommendations

However, we recommend that in the next renewable solicitation that SCE consider
changes to improve the procurement process, including the following:

1. SCE should reconsider the use of a two stage (i.e. non-binding offer stage and
binding offer stage) solicitation and evaluation process for future SPVP
solicitations. In our view, the two-stage process may not have provided value
commensurate with the additional requirements placed on SCE staff and the
Offerors. The indicative pricing information provided by Offerors provided very
limited value, particularly in a process where all offers that meet specified
minimum requirements are eligible to submit a binding offer and a price cap
exists. The non-binding pricing requirements along with the requirement that
Offerors provide demonstration of a firm site commitment, adds a financial
burden to Offerors. A single-stage binding offer process in combination with a
requirement that Offerors demonstrate firm site control and interconnection status
at the time they submit their binding offer or execute their contract may be more
palatable without negatively affecting participation in the process. In our view,
such a process provides a more informed decision making process for the Offeror
who can decide prior to submitting an offer whether it has a reasonable chance to
compete. This initial process encouraged Offerors to keep their projects alive for
longer in the hope that they could possibly meet RFO requirements;
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2. Should SCE continue to apply a two-stage process, we would recommend
revising the site control requirements in any case. For the non-binding offer stage,
a letter of intent for the site should be sufficient as is common in many other
solicitation processes. We feel demonstration of firm site control in this process
should be provided either at the time of submission of the binding offer or at the
time of contract execution. This would serve to limit the cost exposure to
Offerors. Based on the current requirement it is challenging for Offerors to secure
firm site control before they are actually awarded a contract. The cost of securing
firm site control with no certainty of getting a contract could discourage some
Offerors who may not have the financial wherewithal to secure sites;

The inclusion of larger ground-mounted projects in this first solicitation added
complexities in the process and additional time pressures that may have
negatively affected the success of more roof-top projects. For example, these
projects also applied for positions in the interconnection queue. Also, since the >5
MW contract was utilized, additional contract development, review, and
negotiation time was required. Since the majority of the ground-mounted
requirements have been contracted for, the IE suggests that future SPVP
solicitations should be limited to smaller roof-top projects secured via the
standard under 5 MW contract;

. The uncertainty associated with the interconnection process, including the Offeror
knowledge of the status of their applications, proved to be a very challenging
process and raised concerns for a number of Offerors. As a result, we would
recommend a more structured process for providing feedback to Offerors.
Merrimack Energy would suggest the following process for the interconnection
group to keep Offerors informed on their status:

a. Within one week of receipt of the interconnection apphcatlon the
interconnection group would inform the Offeror of its expectation of the
probability (non-binding) for the Offerors’ projects to meet the
interconnection requirements based on other projects in the queue and the
location of the project;

The interconnection group should provide regular monthly updates to
Offerors on the probability of their projects meeting RFO requirements,
including the reasons for any change in the probability;

Offerors would then have at least a reasonable expectation if their
application would meet RFO requirements prior to submitting an offer;
Based on the nature of generation interconnection, the probability
assessment would be based on the interconnection group’s best assessment
at any point in time but would not be legally binding. The intent would be
to provide up-to-date information to allow Offerors to decide to go
forward with their offers or decide to withdraw.

5. Opportunities for meetings between Offerors and representatives from the
interconnection group at the time of the RFO conference should be expanded. The
IE found these meetings to be informative and such meetings could be structured

Merrimack Energy Group, Inc.




to provide valuable exchange of information between Offerors and SCE’s
interconnection group and greater insight to Offerors;

. The internal audit function utilized by SCE was an important step toward ensuring
that confidential information was not exchanged between the SPVP project team
and the UOG team. The IE recommends that the audit function should be
maintained for future SPVP solicitations where projects are secured through both
the UOG program and the PPA program;

. Assess whether the existing process of responding to Offeror questions is the most
effective mechanism for use of SCE internal resources. As noted, the IE found
SCE’s SPVP project team to be very responsive to Offerors and to “hold
Offerors’ hands” through the process. While this role was important for the first
RFO, the IE is concerned that Offerors may become too complacent and in effect
rely on SCE staff to “develop their proposal.” In addition, Offerors generally
begin to ask frivolous questions if access to a key decision-maker is easy. While it
is essential for SCE staff to communicate with Offerors about project-specific
issues, we feel more of the communications should be handled via Q&A on the
RFO website, particularly before offers are received;

8. ‘Revise Offer experience requirements in the RFO in the following manner:

a. State in the RFO that Offerors can meet the experience requirements
through the experiences of members of its project team rather than just the
experience of the Offeror;

. Broaden the experience requirements to include three renewable projects
of any technology, not just solar PV;
Consider pre-qualifying Offerors who clearly meet the experience
requirements in a previous RFO. This could be done through a “check the
box” response by the Offeror indicating it has met the experience
requirements in previous RFOs or REFPs.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that, pursuant to the Commission’s Rules of Practice and - -
Procedure, I have this day _serVé_d a true _é_opy of SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
COMPANY’S (U 338-E) AMENDMENT TO ITS ANNUAL COMPLIANCE
REPORT ON THE SOLAR PHOTOVOLTAIC PROGRAM on all parties identified

on thé attached service list(s). Serviée was effected by one or more means indicated

below:
Transmitting the copies via e-mail to all parties who have provided an e-mail

“address. First class mail will be used if electronic service cannot be effectuated.

Exectited this 28th day of September, 2010, at Rosemead, California.

/s/ Melissa Schary

Melissa Schary
Project Analyst .
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Post Office Box 800
Rosemead, California 91770
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STEPHANIE C. CHEN

THE GREENLINING INSTITUTE
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

FOR: GREENLINING INSTITUTE

MARTIN HOMEC

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

FOR: CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY

ANGELICA M. MORALES

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE., PO BOX 800
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

MARC D. JOSEPH

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ADAMS BROADWELL JOSEPH & CARDOZO

601 GATEWAY BLVD. STE 1000

SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94080

FOR: COALITION OF CA UTILITY EMPLOYEES

http://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service lists/A0803015 76316.htm

JOHN NIMMONS

JOHN NIMMONS & ASSOCIATES, INC.
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

FOR: RECURRENT ENERGY

JORDAN A. WHITE

SENIOR ATTORNEY

PACIFICORP

1407 W. NORTH TEMPLE, SUITE 320
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84116

FOR: PACIFICORP

CAROL SCHMID-FRAZEE

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE.

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

PAUL F. FOLEY

ADAMS BROADWELL JOSEPH & CARDOZO

601 GATEWAY BOULEVARD, STE 1000

SO. SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94080

FOR: COALITION OF CALIFORNIA UTILITY
EMPLOYEES
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CHRISTOPHER CLAY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4300

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA
FOR: DRA

94102-3214

ARNO HARRIS

RECURRENT ENERGY, INC.

300 CALIFORNIA ST., 8TH FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104-141e6
FOR: RECURRENT ENERGY

BRIAN T. CRAGG

GOODIN, MACBRIDE, SQUERI, DAY & LAMPREY
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR:

EVELYN C. LEE

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 7442, MC-B30A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120-7442
FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC

SUE KATELEY

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

CALIF. SOLAR ENERGY INDUSTRIES ASSN.

PO BOX 782

RIO VISTA, CA 94571

FOR: CALIFORNIA SOLAR ENERGY INDUSTRIES
ASSOCIATION

MICHAEL E. BOYD

PRESIDENT

CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY, INC.
5439 SOQUEL DRIVE

SOQUEL, CA 95073-2659

FOR: CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY,
INC. (CARE)

SCOTT BLAISING

BRAUN BLAISING MCLAUGHLIN P.C.

915 L STREET, STE. 1270

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: CITY OF VICTORVILLE/SAN JOAQUIN
VALLEY POWER AUTHORITY

Information Only

HUGH YAO

http://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service lists/A0803015 76316.htm

INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS ASSOC.
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MARCEL HAWIGER

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

115 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

FOR: THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

NORA SHERIFF

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

33 NEW MONTGOMERY STREET,
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
FOR: FIRST SOLAR

SUITE 1850

MICHAEL B. DAY
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111
FOR: FOR: SOLAR ALLIANCE

WILLIAM H. BOOTH

LAW OFFICES OF WILLIAM H. BOOTH

67 CARR DRIVE

MORAGA, CA 94556

FOR: LAW OFFICE OF WILLIAM H. BOOTH

DANIEL M. PELLEGRINI

COOPERATIVE COMMUNITY ENERGY CORP.
534 FOURTH STREET, STE C

SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901

FOR: COOPERATIVE COMMUNITY ENERGY CORP.

JUSTIN C. WYNNE

ATTORNEY AT LAW

BRAUN BLAISING MCLAUGHLIN, P.C.

915 L STREET, SUITE 1270

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY POWER AUTHORITY

KAREN NORENE MILLS

9/28/2010
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY ATTORNEY AT LAW
EMAIL ONLY CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

MRW & ASSOCIATES, LLC MARK STOUT
EMAIL ONLY MERIDIAN ENERGY USA, INC
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

MARTIN HOMEC KEVIN PORTER

CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY, INC. SENIOR ANALYST

EMAIL ONLY EXETER ASSOCIATES, INC.

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000 10480 LITTLE PATUXENT PARKWAY, SUITE 300
FOR: CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY, COLUMBIA, MD 21044

INC. (CARE)

RASHA PRINCE STEVEN D. PATRICK

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC CO SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
555 WEST 5TH STREET, GT14D6 555 WEST FIFTH STREET, GT14Gl

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013 LOS ANGELES, CA 90013-1011

EDRIC GUISE FREEMAN S. HALL

NATIONAL ENERGY SOLUTIONS, LLC SOLAR ELECTRIC SOLUTIONS, LLC

100 wW. BROADWAY, SUITE 220 5353 TOPANGA CANYON BLVD, STE 300
LONG BEACH, CA 90802 WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91364

FOR: SOLAR ELECTRIC SOLUTIONS, LLC

MATTHEW M. GORMAN CASE ADMINISTRATION
ALVAREZ-GLASMAN & COLVIN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
13181 CROSSROADS PKWY., NORTH, SUITE 400 LAW DEPARTMENT, ROOM 370

CITY OF INDUSTRY, CA 91746 2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE, ROOM 370

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770
FOR: SOUTHERN CALFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

ROBERT J. GILLESKIE MARY C. HOFFMAN

LIGHTPOINT CONSULTING SERVICES PRESIDENT

2570 PINEWOOD STREET SOLUTIONS FOR UTILITIES, INC.
DEL MAR, CA 92014 1192 SUNSET DRIVE

VISTA, CA 92081

DONALD C. LIDDELL BRIAN COWAN

DOUGLASS & LIDDELL KYOCERA SOLAR INC

2928 2ND AVENUE 8611 BALBOA AVE

SAN DIEGO, CA 92103 SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

JENNIFER WRIGHT SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC CO. 8330 CENTURY PARK COURT

8330 CENTURY PARK CT SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

DESPINA NIEHAUS HOWARD GREEN
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY SUN EDISON

http://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service lists/A0803015 76316.htm 9/28/2010
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8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP32D
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1530
FOR: SDG&E

MICHAEL WILLIAM LATHAM
COMMERCIAL SOLAR SOLUTIONS, LLC
5707 ROCKING HORSE WAY

ORANGE, CA 92869

COMMUNITY RENEWABLE SOLUTIONS LLC
124 w. ALAMAR AVENUE, NO. 3
SANTA BARBARA, CA 93105

ELTIZABETH KLEBANER

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ADAMS BROADWELL JOSEPH & CARDOZO
601 GATEWAY BOULEVARD, SUITE 1000
SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94080

ANDRE DEVILBISS

ASSOCIATE, DEVELOPMENT

RECURRENT ENERGY

300 CALIFORNIA STREET, 8TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

JIM HOWELL

RECURRENT ENERGY

300 CALIFORNIA ST., 8TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

MICHAEL E. CARBOY

SIGNAL HILL CAPITAL LLC

343 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 950
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

EILEEN COTRONEO

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MC BO9A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

KAREN TERRANOVA

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

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

STACY W. WALTER
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MC B30A
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1130 CALLE CORDILLERA
SAN CLEMENTE, CA 92673
FOR: SUN EDISON
DAVID SAUL
PACIFIC VALLEY LLC
115 WEST CANON PERDIDO STREET
SANTA BARBARA, CA 93101
EVELYN KAHL
ATTORNEY AT LAW
ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP
33 NEW MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 1850
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94015
FOR: FIRST SOLAR
BRUCE FOSTER
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
601 VAN NESS AVENUE, STE. 2040
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102
DAVID KENNY
FOTOWATIO RENEWABLE VENTURES, INC.
44 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 2200
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104
LUKE DUNNINGTON
ASSOCIATE, DEVELOPMENT
RECURRENT ENERGY
300 CALIFORNIA STREET, 8TH FL
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104
RECURRENT ENERGY
300 CALIFORNIA ST., 8TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104-1416
JOMO THORNE
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, ROOM 956
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
RANDY LITTENEKER
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 7442
77 BEALE STREET, MC B30A
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
TIM LINDL
ALCANTAR & KAHL
33 NEW MONTGOMERY ST., STE. 1850
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

VALERIE WINN

PROJECT MANAGER

PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC

245 MARKET STREET, MC N12G
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

JEANNE B. ARMSTRONG

GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP

505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

RICHARD MRLIK

INTERTIE

2130 FILLMORE STREET, 211
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94115

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

425 DIVISADERO ST., SUITE 303
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117

FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

SARA STECK MYERS
ATTORNEY AT LAW

122 28TH AVE.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94121

CASE COORDINATION

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000; MC B9A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

JOE HENRI

DIR. WEST COAST REG AFFAIRS
SUN EDISON

31 MIRAMONTE RD.

WALNUT CREEK, CA 94597
FOR: SUNEDISON

DOCKET COORDINATOR
5727 KEITH ST.
OAKLAND, CA 94618

DAVID MARCUS

ADAMS BROADWELL & JOSEPH
PO BOX 1287

BERKELEY, CA 94701

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

ADAM BROWNING

THE VOTE SOLAR INITIATIVE

300 BRANNAN STREET, SUITE 609
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107

FOR: SOLAR ALLIANCE

RAFI HASSAN

SUSQUEHANNA FINANCIAL GROUP, LLLP
101 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 3250
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

DIANE I. FELLMAN

NRG WEST

73 DOWNEY STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117

FOR: FPL ENERGY PROJECT MANAGEMENT,

HILARY CORRIGAN

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

425 DIVISADERO ST. SUITE 303
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117-2242
FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

ARTHUR O'DONNELL

CENTER FOR RESOURCE SOLUTIONS
1012 TORNEY STREET, 2ND FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94129

PETER MATHEWS
SOLYNDRA

47700 KATO ROAD
FREMONT, CA 94538

JODY S. LONDON

JODY LONDON CONSULTING
PO BOX 3629

OAKLAND, CA 94609

KEVIN FOX

KEYES & FOX LLP
5727 KEITH AVENUE
OAKLAND, CA 94618

SAMUEL KANG

MANAGING ATTORNEY

THE GREENLINING INSTITUTE

1918 UNIVERSITY AVE., 2ND FLOOR
BERKELEY, CA 94704

FOR: THE GREENLINING INSTITUTE
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PATRICK G. MCGUIRE SARA BIRMINGHAM
CROSSBORDER ENERGY DIRECTOR, WESTERN POLICY
2560 NINTH STREET, NO. 213A SOLAR ALLIANCE

BERKELEY, CA 94710 11 LYNN COURT

SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901

JULIETTE ANTHONY PHILLIP MULLER

CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY SCD ENERGY SOLUTIONS

678 BLACKBERRY LANE 436 NOVA ALBION WAY

SAN RAFAEL, CA 94903 SAN RAFAEL, CA 94903

GENEVIEVE NOWICKI SOLAR POWER PARTNERS, INC.

SOLAR POWER PARTNERS, INC. 100 SHORELINE HIGHWAY SUITE 210 BLDG B
100 SHORELINE HIGHWAY SUITE 210 BLDG B MILL VALLEY, CA 94941

MILL VALLEY, CA 94941

JOELENE MONASTIER BARBARA R. BARKOVICH

SPG SOLAR, INC. BARKOVICH & YAP, INC.

20 LEVERONI COURT 44810 ROSEWOOD TERRACE

NOVATO, CA 94949 MENDOCINO, CA 95460

JAMES WEIL DOUGLAS M. GRANDY, P.E.
DIRECTOR CALIFORNIA ONSITE GENERATION
AGLET CONSUMER ALLIANCE DG TECHNOLOGIES

PO BOX 1916 1220 MACAULAY CIRCLE
SEBASTOPOL, CA 95473 CARMICHAEL, CA 95608

EMILIO E. VARANINI, IITI RYAN BERNARDO

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP BRAUN BLAISING MCLAUGHLIN, P.C.
1201 K STREET, SUITE 1100 915 L STREET, SUITE 1270
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

STEVEN KELLY ANDREW B. BROWN

INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS ASSN ATTORNEY AT LAW

1215 K STREET, SUITE 900 ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP (1359)
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-3947 2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400

SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905

CHRISTOPHER T. ELLISON LYNN HAUG

ATTORNEY AT LAW ATTORNEY AT LAW

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

ANNIE STANGE MARK W. BACHMAN

ALCANTAR & KAHL LLP SENIOR EQUITY ANALYST

1300 Sw FIFTH AVE., SUITE 1750 PACIFIC CREST SECURITIES
PORTLAND, OR 97201 111 SW FIFTH AVENUE, 42ND FL

PORTLAND, OR 97204

CATHIE ALLEN
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DIR., REGULATORY AFFAIRS

PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH STREET, SUITE 2000
PORTLAND, OR 97232

State Service

MERI LEVY
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

BURTON MATTSON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5104

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 94102-3214

FOR: DIVISION OF RATEPAYER ADVOCATES

JACLYN MARKS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MERIDETH STERKEL

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

RAHMON MOMOH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4102

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SEAN A. SIMON
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION
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AMY C. BAKER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DAMON A. FRANZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ELIZABETH STOLTZFUS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MARYAM EBKE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5101

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MICHAEL COLVIN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
POLICY & PLANNING DIVISION

ROOM 5119

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SARAH R. THOMAS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5033

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

KELLIE SMITH
SENATE ENERGY/UTILITIES & COMMUNICATION
STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 2195
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AREA 4-A SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

TOP OF PAGE
BACK TO INDEX OF SERVICE LISTS
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CHRIS LEVERIZA JESSICA NELSON
GLACIAL ENERGY PLUMAS-SIERRA RURAL ELECTRIC CO-OP
EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY
EMATL ONLY, CA 00000 EMATL ONLY, CA 00000
FOR: GLACTIAL ENERGY
TAM HUNT THOMAS R. DARTON
HUNT CONSULTING PILOT POWER GROUP, INC. (1365)
EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY
EMATL ONLY, CA 00000 EMATL ONLY, CA 00000
FOR: COMMUNITY ENVIRONMENTAL COUNCIL FOR: PILOT POWER GROUP, INC.
WILL PLAXICO AIMEE M. SMITH
PROJECT DEVELOPMENT MGR SEMPRA ENERGY
AXIO POWER, INC. EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY EMATIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 FOR: SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC CO.
FOR: AXIO POWER, INC.
JANICE G. HAMRIN LAURA WISLAND
CENTER FOR RESOURCE SOLUTIONS UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS
EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000 EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000
FOR: CENTER FOR RESOURCE SOLUTIONS FOR: UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS
MARTIN HOMEC NANCY RADER
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REDWOOD RENEWABLES/CARE

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

FOR: CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE
ENERGY/REDWOOD RENEWABLES

RANDALL W. HARDY

HARDY ENERGY CONSULTING
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, WA 00000-0000
FOR: RANDALL W. HARDY

DANIEL V. GULINO

RIDGEWOOD POWER MANAGEMENT, LLC

947 LINWOOD AVENUE

RIDGEWOOD, NJ 07450

FOR: RIDGEWOOD POWER MANAGEMENT, LLC

KEITH MCCREA

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SUTHERLAND, ASBILL & BRENNAN
1275 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20004-2415

FOR: CA MANUFACTURERS & TECHNOLOGY ASSN.

GARSON KNAPP

FPL ENERGY, LLC

770 UNIVERSE BLVD.
JUNO BEACH, FL 33408

COMMERCE ENERGY, INC.
5251 WESTHEIMER RD., STE.
HOUSTON, TX 77056-5414

1000

DAVID SAUL

PACIFIC SOLAR & POWER CORPORATION
2850 W. HORIZON RIDGE PKWY, SUITE 200
HENDERSON, NV 89052

FOR: SOLEL, INC.

KELLY CAUVEL

BUILD-LACCD

915 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD

LOS ANGELES, CA 90017

FOR: LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE
DISTRICT

http://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service lists/ROS08009 76892 .htm
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

CALIFORNIA WIND ENERGY ASSOCIATION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

FOR: CALIFORNIA WIND ENERGY ASSOCIATION

TED KO

ASSOCIATE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
FIT COALITION

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000
FOR: FIT COALITION

RHONE RESCH

SOLAR ENERGY INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION
575 7TH ST., NW, STE. 400
WASHINGTON, DC 20004-1612

JAMES P. WHITE

TRANSCANADA CORPORATION

4547 RINCON PLACE

MONTCLAIR, VA 22025

FOR: CHINOOK POWER TRANSMISSION,
LLC/ZEPHYR POWER TRANSMISSION, LLC

KEVIN BOUDREAUX
MANAGER-RETAIL OPERATIONS
CALPINE POWERAMERICA CA, LLC
717 TEXAS AVENUE, SUITE 1000
HOUSTON, TX 77002

FOR: CALPINE

JORDAN A. WHITE

SENIOR ATTORNEY

PACIFICORP

1407 W. NORTH TEMPLE, SUITE 320
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84116

FOR: PACIFICORP

CAMILLE A. GOULET

GENERAL COUNSEL

LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
770 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD

LOS ANGELES, CA 90017

FOR: LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE
DISTRICT

LARRY EISENBERG

EXEC. DIR.-FACILITIES PLANNING

LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
770 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD

LOS ANGELES, CA 90017

FOR: LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE
DISTRICT
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RANDALL W. KEEN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

MANATT PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP
11355 WEST OLYMPIC BLVD.

LOS ANGELES, CA 90064

FOR: MANATT PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP

MICHAEL MAZUR

3 PHASES RENEWABLES, LLC

2100 SEPULVEDA BLVD, SUITE 37
MANHATTAN BEACH, CA 90266
FOR: 3 PHASES RENEWABLES

SUSAN MUNVES

ENERGY AND GREEN BLDG. PROG. ADMIN.
CITY OF SANTA MONICA

1212 5TH STREET, FIRST FLOOR

SANTA MONICA, CA 90401

GREGORY S.G. KLATT
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL
411 E. HUNTINGTON DRIVE,
ARCADIA, CA 91006-8102
FOR: ALLIANCE FOR RETAIL ENERGY MARKETS

SUITE 107-356

PAUL DELANEY

AMERICAN UTILITY NETWORK
10705 DEER CANYON DRIVE
ALTA LOMA, CA 91737
FOR: AMERICAN UTILITY NETWORK

(A.U.N.)

MICHAEL D. MONTOYA

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE, PO BOX 800
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

SOCAL WATER/BEAR VALLEY ELECTRIC
630 EAST FOOTHILL BLVD.
SAN DIMAS, CA 91773

MICHAEL MEACHAM

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE MANAGER
CITY OF CHULA VISTA

276 FOURTH AVENUE

CHULA VISTA, CA 91910
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NORMAN A. PEDERSEN

HANNA AND MORTON LLP

444 S FLOWER ST., SUITE 1500

LOS ANGELES, CA 90071-2916

FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GENERATION
COALITION

3 PHASES RENEWABLES LLC
2100 SEPULVEDA BLVD, SUITE 37
MANHATTAN BEACH, CA 90266

ELIZABETH WRIGHT

OCCIDENTAL POWER SERVICES, INC.
111 WEST OCEAN BOULEVARD

LONG BEACH, CA 90802

DANIEL DOUGLASS

ATTORNEY

DOUGLASS & LIDDELL

21700 OXNARD STREET, SUITE 1030
WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91367

FOR: ALLICANCE FOR RETAIL ENERGY
MARKETS/DIRECT ACCESS/WWESTERN POWER
TRADING FORUM/DIRECT ACCESS CUSTOMER
COALITION/ENXCO, INC.

CATHY A. KARLSTAD

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE.

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

RONALD MOORE

GOLDEN STATE WATER/BEAR VALLEY ELECTRIC
630 EAST FOOTHILL BOULEVARD

SAN DIMAS, CA 91773

CHERYL PONDS

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY
276 FOURTH AVENUE

CHULA VISTA, CA 91910

FOR: THE CITY OF CHULA VISTA

MARY C. HOFEFMAN

PRESIDENT

SOLUTIONS FOR UTILITIES, INC.

1192 SUNSET DRIVE

VISTA, CA 92081

FOR: SOLUTIONS FOR UTILITIES, INC.
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DANIEL A. KING
SEMPRA GENERATION

101 ASH STREET, HQ 14
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101
FOR: SEMPRA GENERATION

GREG BASS

SEMPRA ENERGY SOLUTIONS LLC

401 WEST A STREET, SUITE 500

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

FOR: SEMPRA ENERGY SOLUTIONS LLC

KIM F. HASSAN

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
101 ASH STREET, HQ-12

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

FOR: SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC

SEMPRA ENERGY SOLUTIONS
101 ASH STREET, HQO09
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-3017

CARRIE DOWNEY

LAW OFFICES OF CARRIE ANNE DOWNEY
1313 YNEZ PLACE

CORONADO, CA 92118

FOR: IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT

GLORIA BRITTON

ANZA ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC.
PO BOX 391909 / 58470 HWY 371
ANZA, CA 92539

FOR: ANZA ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE

(909)

PHILLIP REESE

C/0O REESE-CHAMBERS SYSTEMS CONSULTANTS,
PO BOX 8

3379 SOMIS ROAD

SOMIS, CA 93066

FOR: THE CALIFORNIA BIOMASS ENERGY
ALLIANCE

DAVID ORTH

SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY POWER AUTHORITY
ADMIN OFF @KINGS RIVER CONSERV DISTRICT
4886 EAST JENSEN AVENUE

FRESNO, CA 93725

FOR: SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY POWER
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FREDERICK M. ORTLIEB

OFFICE OF CITY ATTORNEY

CITY OF SAN DIEGO

1200 THIRD AVENUE, SUITE 1200
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

FOR: CITY OF SAN DIEGO

JOHN W. LESLIE, ESQ.

ATTORNEY AT LAW

LUCE, FORWARD, HAMILTON & SCRIPPS, LLP
600 WEST BROADWAY, STE. 2600

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

FOR: SHELL ENERGY NORTH AMERICA (US),
L.P.

THEODORE E. ROBERTS

SEMPRA GENERATION / SEMPRA BROADBAND
101 ASH STREET, HQ 12B

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-3017

FOR: SEMPRA ENERGY

DON LIDDELL

DOUGLASS & LIDDELL

2928 2ND AVENUE

SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY STORAGE ALLIANCE

MARCIE MILNER

SHELL ENERGY NORTH AMERICA
4445 EASTGATE MALL, SUITE 100
SAN DIEGO, CA 92121

KERRY EDEN

ASST. GENERAL MGR.

CITY OF CORONA DEPT. OF WATER & POWER
730 CORPORATION YARD WAY

CORONA, CA 92880

JOSEPH LANGENBERG

CENTRAL CALIFORNIA POWER

5125 NORTH MARTY AVENUE, NO.324
FRESNO, CA 93711

EVELYN KAHL

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

33 NEW MONTGOMERY STREET,
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94015
FOR: OCCIDENTAL POWER SERVICES,

SUITE 1850
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AUTHORITY/KING'S RIVER CONSERVATION
DISTRICT

JANIS C. PEPPER
CLEAN POWER MARKETS,
PO BOX 3206

LOS ALTOS, CA

INC.

94024

FOR: CLEAN POWER MARKETS, INC.
ELAINE M. DUNCAN

VERIZON CALIFORNIA, INC.

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

FOR: VERIZON CALIFORNIA, INC.

NOEL OBIORA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4107

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA
FOR: DRA

94102-3214

MARCEL HAWIGER

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

115 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

FOR: THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

ARNO HARRIS

RECURRENT ENERGY, INC.

300 CALIFORNIA ST., 8TH FL.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104-1416

NORA SHERIFF

ALCANTAR & KAHL

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

FOR: FIRST SOLAR, ENERGY PRODUCERS AND
USERS COALITION.

BRIAN T. CRAGG

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

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS
ASSOCIATION (IEPA)/CAITHNESS CORPORATION

JEANNE B. ARMSTRONG
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP
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PRODUCERS AND USERS COALITION.
BRUCE FOSTER
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
601 VAN NESS AVENUE, STE. 2040
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102
CHRISTOPHER CLAY
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION
ROOM 4300
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
FOR: DRA
JEANNE M. SOLE
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, RM. 375

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-4682
FOR: CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

MATTHEW FREEDMAN

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

115 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

FOR: THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

EVELYN C. LEE

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

77 BEALE STREET, MC B30A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

ADAM BROWNING

THE VOTE SOLAR INITIATIVE

300 BRANNAN STREET, SUITE 609
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107

FOR: THE VOTE SOLAR INITIATIVE

JAMES D. SQUERI

ATTORNEY AT LAW

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

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: CALIFORNIA RETAILERS ASSOCIATION

MICHAEL DAY
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP
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505 SANSOME STREET,
SAN FRANCISCO, CA
FOR: SOLAR ALLIANCE

SUITE 900
94111

STEVEN F. GREENWALD

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: NEWBERRY GEOTHERMAL LLC

TODD EDMISTER

BINGHAM MCCUTCHEN

THREE EMBARCADERO CENTER
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: STIRLING ENERGY SYSTEMS, INC. (SES)
JOSEPH M. KARP

ATTORNEY AT LAW

WINSTON & STRAWN LLP

101 CALIFORNIA STREET, 39TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-5894

FOR: CALIFORNIA WIND ENERGY
ASSN./ABENGOA SOLAR INC./AUSRA INC AND
BRIGHTSOURCE ENERGY INC.

JEFFREY P. GRAY
ATTORNEY AT LAW

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP
505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

FOR: CALPINE POWER AMERICA-CA, LLC

SARA STECK MYERS

ATTORNEY AT LAW

122 28TH AVE.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94121

FOR: CENTER FOR ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND
RENEWABLE TECHNOLOGIES

MARK HUFEMAN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

MC B30A PO BOX 770000

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

JOHN DUTCHER

MOUNTAIN UTILITIES

3210 CORTE VALENCIA
FAIRFIELD, CA 94534-7875
FOR: MOUNTAIN UTILITIES
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505 SANSOME STREET,
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

FOR: THE VOTE SOLAR
INITIATIVE/RECURRENT ENERGY,

STE. 900

94111

INC.

SUZY HONG

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

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: TERRA-GEN POWER, LLC

DAVID L. HUARD

MANATT, PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP
ONE EMBARCADERO CENTER, STE 2900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-3736

FOR: MANATT, PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP

EDWARD W. O'NEILL

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

FOR: CALIFORNIA LARGE ENERGY CONSUMERS
ASSOCIATION

CHARLES R. MIDDLEKAUFF

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

PO BOX 7442

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120

FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

GABE PETLIN

3DEGREES

PRESIDIO OF SAN FRANCISCO
6 FUNSTON AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94129
WILLIAM S. KAMMERER

FIT COALITION

2092 MOHAWK DRIVE
PLEASANT HILL, CA 94523

FOR: FIT COALITION

WILLIAM H. BOOTH

ATTORNEY AT LAW

LAW OFFICES OF WILLIAM H. BOOTH

67 CARR DRIVE

MORAGA, CA 94556

FOR: RIDGEWOOD RENEWABLE POWER, LLC AND
RIDGEWOOD OLINDA, LLC
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AVIS KOWALEWSKI

CALPINE CORPORATION

4160 DUBLIN BLVD., SUITE 100
DUBLIN, CA 94568

FOR: CALPINEPOWERAMERICA-CA,LLC

RICK C. NOGER

PRAXAIR, INC. (1370)

2430 CAMINO RAMON DRIVE, STE. 300
SAN RAMON, CA 94583

JODY LONDON

JODY LONDON CONSULTING

PO BOX 3629

OAKLAND, CA 94609

FOR: SUSTAINABLE CONSERVATION AND RCM
INTERNATIONAL

GREGG MORRIS

DIRECTOR

GREEN POWER INSTITUTE

2039 SHATTUCK AVE., SUITE 402
BERKELEY, CA 94704

FOR: GREEN POWER INSTITUTE

CLYDE MURLEY

CONSULTANT TO NRDC

1031 ORDWAY STREET

ALBANY, CA 94706

FOR: THE COMMUNITY COLLEGE LEAGUE OF
CALIFORNIA

DAWN WEISZ

INTERIM DIR.

MARIN ENERGY AUTHORITY

781 LINCOLN AVENUE, SUITE 320
SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901

FOR: MARIN ENERGY AUTHORITY

L. JAN REID

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

95062

JOHN R. REDDING

SUE KATELEY
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
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CALIF. SOLAR ENERGY INDUSTRIES ASSN.

PO BOX 782

RIO VISTA, CA 94571

FOR: CALIFORNIA SOLAR ENERGY INDUSTRIES

ASSOCIATION

JP ROSS

VP STRATEGOC RELATIONSHIPS
SUNGEVITY

66 FRANKLIN ST., STE 310
OAKLAND, CA 94607-3734

FOR: THE VOTE SOLAR INITIATIVE

LAURIE MAZER

BP WIND ENERGY NORTH AMERICA, INC.
360 22ND STREET, SUITE 850
OAKLAND, CA 94612

FOR: BP WIND ENERGY NORTH AMERICA,

NEAL DE SNOO

CITY OF BERKELEY

2180 MILVIA STREET, 2ND FLOOR
BERKELEY, CA 94704

INC.

FOR: EAST BAY POWER AUTHORITY/CITY OF

BERKELEY

R. THOMAS BEACH

PRINCIPAL CONSULTANT

CROSSBORDER ENERGY

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

FOR: THE CALIFORNIA COGENERATION
COUNCIL/SOLAR ALLIANCE

ANDERS GLADER

SVP, ORIGINATION
IBERDROLA RENEWABLES
114 MORNING SUN AVENUE
MILL VALLEY, CA 94941
FOR: ELEMENT POWER

MICHAEL E. BOYD

PRESIDENT

CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY,
5439 SOQUEL DRIVE

SOQUEL, CA 95073

FOR: CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE
ENERGY, INC.

JAMES WEIL
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ARCTURUS ENERGY CONSULTING
44810 ROSEWOOD TERRACE
MENDOCINO, CA 95460

FOR:

JUDITH SANDERS
CALIFORNIA ISO

151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD
FOLSOM, CA 95630

KIRBY DUSEL

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, SUITE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670

CAROLYN KEHREIN

ENERGY MANAGEMENT SERVICES
2602 CELEBRATION WAY
WOODLAND, CA 95776

FOR: ENERGY USERS FORUM

DAN L. CARROLL

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DOWNEY BRAND, LLP

621 CAPITOL MALL, 18TH FLOOR
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: MOUNTAIN UTILITIES

JAN MCFARLAND
CAEATFA

915 CAPITOL MALL, RM.
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
FOR: AMERICANS FOR SOLAR POWER

468

SCOTT BLAISING

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

FOR: CITY OF CERRITOS

ANDREW B. BROWN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

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

FOR: SIERRA PACIFIC POWER
COMPANY/CONSTELLATION NEWENERGY,

CHRISTINE HENNING

SILICON VALLEY MANUFACTURERS GROUP

(1359)

INC.
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DIRECTOR

AGLET CONSUMER ALLIANCE

PO BOX 1916

SEBASTOPOL, CA 95473

FOR: AGLET CONSUMER ALLIANCE

MOUNTAIN UTILITIES
PO BOX 1

KIRKWOOD, CA 95646

JOHN DALESST
DIRECTOR

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, SUITE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670-6078

FOR: SOUTH SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY/KINGS
RIVER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

DAN GEIS

THE DOLPHIN GROUP

925 L STREET, SUITE 800

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY

DAVID A. BISCHEL

PRESIDENT

CALIFORNIA FORESTRY ASSOCIATION
1215 K STREET, SUITE 1830
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: CALIFORNIA FORESTRY ASSOCIATION

JIM METROPULOS

SR. ADVOCATE

SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA

801 K STREET, SUITE 2700
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA

SAMANTHA G. POTTENGER

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER AND HARRIS L.L.P.
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816

FOR: FORTISTAR METHANE GROUP

DOUGLAS K. KERNER

ATTORNEY AT LAW

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

FOR: FORTISTAR METHANE GROUP/SIERRA
PACIFIC INDUSTRIES

KAREN NORENE MILLS
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LARGE SCALE SOLAR ASSOCIATION

3572 HUNTSMAN DRIVE

SACRAMENTO, CA 95826

FOR: LARGE-SCALE SOLAR ASSOCIATION

WILLIAM W. WESTERFIELD ITII

SR. ATTORNEY - OFF. OF GEN. COUNSEL
SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
6201 S STREET, M.S. B406, PO BOX 15830
SACRAMENTO, CA 95852-1830

FOR: SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY
DISTRICT

THOMAS ELGIE

POWEREX CORPORATION
1400, 666 BURRAND ST
VANCOUVER, BC V6C 2X8
CANADA

FOR: POWEREX CORPORATION

Information Only

AMY FREES
THIRD PLANET WINDPOWER, LLC
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

ARI CITRIN
PROSOLIA SOLAR, CFO NORTH AMERICA
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

DAVID TOWNLEY

US SALES & MARKETING
INFINIA CORPORATION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, WA 00000

HUGH YAO
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

JUSTIN FELT
CARBON PROJECT MANAGER NORTH AMERICA
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, DC 00000

LESLIE E. SHERMAN
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ATTORNEY AT LAW

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

J. COURTNEY OLIVE

ATTORNEY-ADVISOR

BONNEVILLE POWE ADMINISTRATION

905 NE 11TH AVE

PORTLAND, OR 97217

FOR: BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION
(BPA)

ANDREW LUCSCZ
GLACIAL ENERGY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

BILLY BLATTNER

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

FOR: SDG&E/SOCAL GAS

EDWARD VINE
LAWRENCE BERKELEY NATIONAL LABORATORY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

JANICE LIN

MANAGING PARTNER
STRATEGEN CONSULTING LLC
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

KAREN NORENE MILLS

ATTORNEY AT LAW

CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

MARJORIE OXSEN
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ORRICK, HERRINGTON & SUTCLIFFE LLP
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

MELISSA P. MARTIN
STATESIDE ASSOCIATES
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

TIMOTHY N. TUTT
SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITIES DISTRICT
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

ART RIVERA
RENEWABLE TECHCOM
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

CYNTHIA A. BRADY

SENIOR COUNSEL

CONSTELLATION ENERGY GROUP INC
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, IL 00000-0000
DEREK DENNISTON

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

G. PATRICK STONER

PROGRAM DIRECTOR

LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMISSION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

IAN MCGOWAN

UTILITY PARTNERSHIP MANAGER
3DEGREES

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

JIM STACK, PH.D.

RESOURCE PLANNER

CITY OF PALO ALTO UTILITIES
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000
JUDY PAU

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

CALPINE CORPORATION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

STEPHANIE C. CHEN
THE GREENLINING INSTITUTE
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

MRW & ASSOCIATES, LLC
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

CURTIS KEBLER
SEMPRA GENERATION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

CYNTHIA FONNER BRADY

SENIOR COUNSEL

CONSTELLATION NEW ENERGY, INC.
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, IL 00000-0000

ERIN GRIZARD
THE DEWEY SQUARE GROUP
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000
HANS ISERN

RECURRENT ENERGY

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

JENNIFER BARNES
NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

JOHN NIMMONS

JOHN NIMMONS & ASSOCIATES, INC.

EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000
FOR: RECURRENT ENERGY

LILY M. MITCHELL
HANNA AND MORTON LLP
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000
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MARK STOUT
MERIDIAN ENERGY USA, INC
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

MOHAN NIROULA
CALIF DEPT OF WATER RESOURCES
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

PETER BLOOD
COLUMBIA ENERGY PARTNERS, LLC
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, WA 00000-0000

RICHARD F. CHANDLER
BP SOLAR
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, MA 00000-0000

RYAN PLETKA

RENEWABLE ENERGY PROJECT MANAGER
BLACK & VEATCH

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

FOR: BLACK & VEATCH

STEPHEN HESS
DIRECTOR, MARKET POLICY & REG. AFFAIRS

EDISON MISSION MARKETING & TRADING INC.

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

THOMAS P. CORR
SEMPRA ENERGY GLOBAL ENTERPRISES
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

HARRY SINGH

RBS SEMPRA COMMODITIES
600 WASHINGTON BLVD
STAMFORD, CT 06901

KAREN KOCHONIES

MORGAN STANLEY

2000 WESTCHESTER AVE., 1ST FLOOR
PURCHASE, NY 10577

NICHOLE FABRI ZANDOLI
PRESIDENT

CLEAR ENERGY BROKERAGE & CONSULTING LLC
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MELISSA SCHARY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

NICK CHASET
TESSERA SOLAR NORTH AMERICA
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, AZ 00000-0000
POLLY SHAW

SUNTECH AMERICA, INC.
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

FOR: SUNTECH AMERICA, INC.

RICHARD W. RAUSHENBUSH
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

SHAUN HALVERSON

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

THOMAS HOBSON

GE ENERGY

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000
COOL EARTH SOLAR

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

FOR: COOL EARTH SOLAR

JOE GORBERG

LS POWER

1700 BROADWAY 35TH FLOOR
NEW YORK, NY 10019

MORGAN HANSEN

MORGAN STANLEY - COMMODITIES
2000 WESTCHESTER AVE., 1ST FLOOR
PURCHASE, NY 10577

RONALD M. CERNIGLIA
DIRECTOR- NATIONAL ADVOCACY
DIRECT ENERGY SERVICES, LLC
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403 PARKSIDE AVENUE

BROOKLYN, NY 11226

FOR: CLEAR ENERGY BROKERAGE &
CONSULTING LLC

VENKAT SURAVARAPU

ASSOCIATES DIRECTOR

CAMBRIDGE ENERGY RESEARCH ASSOCIATES
1150 CONNECTICUT AVE., NW STE 400
WASHINGTON, DC 20036-4133

FOR: CAMBRIDGE ENERGY RESEARCH
ASSOCIATES

SAMARA M. RASSI

REGULATORY AFFAIRS ANALYST
FELLON-MCCORD & ASSOCIATES

9960 CORPORATE CAMPUS DR., SUITE 2500
LOUISVILLE, KY 40223

JASON ABIECUNAS

BLACK & BEATCH GLOBAL RENEWABLE ENERGY
RENEWABLE ENERGY CONSULTANT

11401 LAMAR

OVERLAND PARK, KS 66211

FOR: RENEWABLE ENERGY CONSULTANT

TRENT A. CARLSON
RRI ENERGY, INC.
1000 MAIN STREET

HOUSTON, TX 77001
JOHN PITTS

3112 WINDSOR RD, A318
AUSTIN, TX 78703

KEVIN J. SIMONSEN

ENERGY MANAGEMENT SERVICES
646 EAST THIRD AVENUE
DURANGO, CO 81301

ELENA MELLO

SIERRA PACIFIC POWER COMPANY
6100 NEIL ROAD

RENO, NV 89520

JOE GRECO
TERRA-GEN POWER LLC

9590 PROTOTYPE COURT, SUITE 200
RENO, NV 89521

FOR: TERRA-GEN POWER, LLC
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40 COLUMBINE DRIVE
GLENMONT, NY 12077-2966
FOR: DIRECT ENERGY SERVICES, LLC

TODD JAFFE

ENERGY BUSINESS BROKERS AND CONSULTANTS
3420 KEYSER ROAD

BALTIMORE, MD 21208

CATHY S. WOOLLUMS

MIDAMERICAN ENERGY HOLDINGS COMPANY
106 EAST SECOND STREET

DAVENPORT, IA 52801

ROSS BUCKENHAM

CALIFORNIA BIOENERGY LLC
2828 ROUTH STREET, SUITE 500
DALLAS, TX 75201

ED CHIANG

ELEMENT MARKETS, LLC

3555 TIMMONS LANE, STE. 900
HOUSTON, TX 77027-6453

JONATHAN JACOBS

PA CONSULTING GROUP

1700 LINCOLN ST STE 4600
DENVER, CO 80203-4509

JENINE SCHENK

APS ENERGY SERVICES

400 E. VAN BUREN STREET, SUITE 750
PHOENIX, AZ 85004

TREVOR DILLARD

RAE REGULATORY RELATIONS

SIERRA PACIFIC POWER COMPANY

6100 NEAL ROAD, MS S4A50 / PO BOX 10100
RENO, NV 89520-0024

JEFF NEWMAN

TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY
7080 HOLLYWOOD BLVD., SUITE 900
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028
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CLAIRE E. TORCHIA

CHADBOURNE & PARKE LLP

350 SOUTH GRAND AVE., STE 3300
LOS ANGELES, CA 90071

DOUGLAS MCPHERSON
130 W. UNION STREET
PASADENA, CA 91103

FREEMAN S. HALL

SOLAR ELECTRIC SOLUTIONS, LLC

5353 TOPANGA CANYON BLVD, STE 300
WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91364

FOR: SOLAR ELECTRIC SOLUTIONS, LLC

CASE ADMINISTRATION

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

GEORGE WILTSEE

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

KEITH SWITZER

VP REGULATORY AFFAIRS
GOLDEN STATE WATER COMPANY
630 EAST FOOTHILL BLVD.
SAN DIMAS, CA 91773-9016

ROBERT J. GILLESKIE

LIGHTPOINT CONSULTING SERVICES
2570 PINEWOOD STREET

DEL MAR, CA 92014

STEVEN C. NELSON

SEMPRA ENERGY

101 ASH STREET HQ-12

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-3017

HANNON RASOOL

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC
8330 CENTURY PARK CT.
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

DESPINA NIEHAUS
SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
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FRED G. YANNEY

FULBRIGHT & JAWORSKI L.L.P.

555 SOUTH FLOWER STREET, 41ST FLOOR
LOS ANGELES, CA 90071-2571

VALERIE J. WINN

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
245 MARKET STREET, MC N12G

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 91105

JACK MCNAMARA

ATTORNEY AT LAW

MACK ENERGY COMPANY

PO BOX 1380

AGOURA HILLS, CA 91376-1380

GARY L. ALLEN

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

JONI A. TEMPLETON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE, PO BOX 800
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

CHAD CHAHBAZI

BAP POWER CORPORATION D/B/A CENERGY
2784 GATEWAY ROAD, SUITE 102
CARLSBAD, CA 92009

JEFF COX

FUELCELL ENERGY INC.

1557 MANDEVILLE PLACE
ESCONDIDO, CA 92029

TERRY FARRELLY
269 G AVENUE
CORONADO, CA 92118

JENNIFER WRIGHT

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC CO.

8330 CENTURY PARK CT

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

FOR: SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

CENTRAL FILES
SDG&E AND SOCALGAS
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8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP32H
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1530

PETER T. PEARSON

ENERGY SUPPLY SPECIALIST

BEAR VALLEY ELECTRIC SERVICE
42020 GARSTIN DRIVE, PO BOX 1547
BIG BEAR LAKE, CA 92315-1547

ROGER LEE

BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP

600 ANTON BLVD., SUITE 900
COSTA MESA, CA 92626

FOR: BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP

JOHN DEWEY

THE DEWEY GROUP

3700 CAMPUS DRIVE, SUITE 207
NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92660

MICHAEL J. GILMORE
INLAND ENERGY

SOUTH TOWER SUITE 606
3501 JAMBOREE RD

NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92660

PETER MORITZBURKE
3 ECHO AVENUE
CORTE MADERA, CA 92925

JEFF HIRSCH

JAMES J. HIRSCH & ASSOCIATES
12185 PRESILLA ROAD
CAMARILLO, CA 93012-9243

SUE MARA

RTO ADVISORS, LLC

164 SPRINGDALE WAY
REDWOOD CITY, CA 94062

WILLIAM

SOLAR SEMICONDUCTOR INC.
1292 KIFER ROAD, SUITE 808
SUNNYVALE, CA 94086

DAN ADLER
DIRECTOR, TECH AND POLICY DEVELOPMENT
CALIFORNIA CLEAN ENERGY FUND
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8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP31-E
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1550
FOR: SAN DIEGO GAS & ELELCTRIC

CARL STEEN

BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP

600 ANTON BLVD., SUITE 900
COSTA MESA, CA 92626

FOR: BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP

MICHAEL CHESTONE

SHARP ELECTRONICS CORPORATION
5901 BOLSA AVENUE

HUNTINGTON BEACH, CA 92647

LEONARD LEICHNITZ

LUMOS POWER LP

1280 BISON B9-37

NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92660

KELLIE M. HANIGAN

ENCO UTILITY SERVICES

8141 E. KAISER BLVD., STE. 212
ANAHEIM, CA 92808

JANET M. GAGNON
SOLARWORLD CALIFORNIA
4650 ADOHR LANE
CAMARILLO, CA 93012

HAROLD M. ROMANOWITZ

OAK CREEK ENERGY SYSTEMS, INC.
14633 WILLOW SPRINGS ROAD

MOJAVE, CA 93501

FOR: OAK CREEK ENERGY SYSTEMS, INC.

MARC D. JOSEPH

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ADAMS, BROADWELL, JOSEPH & CARDOZO
601 GATEWAY BLVD., STE. 1000

SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94080

FOR: ADAMS BROADWELL JOSEPH & CARDOZO

PAUL FENN

LOCAL POWER

35 GROVE STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

MANUEL RAMIREZ
SAN FRANCISCO PUC - POWER ENTERPRISE
1155 MARKET STREET, 4TH FLOOR
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5 THIRD STREET, SUITE 1125
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103
FOR: CALIFORNIA CLEAN ENERGY FUND

SANDRA ROVETTI

REGULATORY AFFAIRS MANAGER
SAN FRANCISCO PUC

1155 MARKET STREET, 4TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

NORMAN J. FURUTA

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

DOUGLAS E. COVER

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATES
225 BUSH STREET, SUITE 1700

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

LUKE DUNNINGTON

ASSOCIATE, DEVELOPMENT
RECURRENT ENERGY

300 CALIFORNIA STREET, 8TH FL
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

NINA SUETAKE

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

SNULLER PRICE

ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ECONOMICS
101 MONTGOMERY, SUITE 1600

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

FOR: ENERGY AND ENBIRONMENTAL ECONOMICS

CASE COORDINATION

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST., PO BOX 770000 MC BO9A
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

GRADY MATHAI-JACKSON

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, B30A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

JOHN PAPPAS
UTILITY ELECTRIC PORTFOLIO MANAGEMENT
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

THERESA BURKE

SAN FRANCISCO PUC

1155 MARKET STREET, 4TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

FOR: SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES
COMMISSION

ANDRE DEVILBISS

ASSOCIATE, DEVELOPMENT

RECURRENT ENERGY

300 CALIFORNIA STREET, 8TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

JIM HOWELL

RECURRENT ENERGY

300 CALIFORNIA ST., 8TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

MICHAEL E. CARBOY

SIGNAL HILL CAPITAL LLC

343 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 950
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

SAM MASLIN

RECURRENT ENERGY

300 CALIFORNIA STREET, 8TH FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

ANUPAMA VEGE

FIRST WIND

2 SHAW ALLEY, SUITE 500
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

ED LUCHA

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MC BY9A, ROOM 991
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

JASON YAN

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

77 BEALE STREET, MAIL CODE B13L

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

KAREN TERRANOVA
ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP
33 NEW MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 1850
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245 MARKET STREET, MC N12G
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

MICHAEL P. GINSBURG

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ORRICK, HERRINGTON & SUTCLIFFE LLP
405 HOWARD STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

SHERIDAN J. PAUKER

WILSON SONSINI GOODRICH & ROSATI
SPEAR TOWER, SUITE 3300

ONE MARKET STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

CORY M. MASON

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

77 BEALE STREET, MC B30A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105-1814

FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

ERIK STUEBE

ECOPLEXUS LLC

1733 20TH STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107

FRANK DE ROSA

NEXTLIGHT RENEWABLE POWER, LLC
353 SACRAMENTO STREET, 21ST FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

JANINE L. SCANCARELLT

ATTORNEY AT LAW

CROWELL & MORING LLP

275 BATTERY STREET, 23RD FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

RAFI HASSAN

SUSQUEHANNA FINANCIAL GROUP, LLLP
101 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 3250
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

VIDHYA PRABHAKARAN

DAVIS WRIGHT & TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

ROBERT B. GEX
ATTORNEY AT LAW,
DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
FOR: COGENERATION ASSOCIATION OF
CALIFORIA

REGULATORY FILE ROOM

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

77 BEALE STREET, B30A / PO BOX 7442
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

TIM LINDL

ALCANTAR & KAHL

33 NEW MONTGOMERY ST., STE. 1850
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

NIELS KJELLUND

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MAIL CODE BO9A
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105-1814

ALEX MARTIN

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

JAMES B. WOODRUFF

ATTORNEY AT LAW

NEXTLIGHT RENEWABLE POWER, LLC
353 SACRAMENTO STREET, 21ST FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

MARK CHEDIAK

BLOOMBERG NEWS

3 PIER 101

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

SETH D. HILTON

STOEL RIVES, LLP

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

THOMAS W. SOLOMON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

WINSTON & STRAWN LLP

101 CALIFORNIA STREET, 39TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-5894

DIANE I. FELLMAN
DIRECTOR, REGULATORY & MARKET AFFAIRS
NRG WEST
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505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

HILARY CORRIGAN

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

425 DIVISADERO ST. SUITE 303
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117-2242
FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

ALYSSA T. KOO

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

77 BEALE STREET, B30A / PO BOX 7442
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120

GRACE LIVINGSTON-NUNLEY
ASSISTANT PROJECT MANAGER
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000 MAIL CODE B9A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

SUNCHETH BHAT

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

KENNETH SAHM WHITE

FIT COALITION

2 PALO ALTO SQUARE

3000 EL CAMINO REAL, SUITE 500
PALO ALTO, CA 94306

BRAD WETSTONE

ALAMEDA MUNICIPAL POWER

2000 GRAND STREET, PO BOX H
ALAMEDA, CA 94501-0263

FOR: ALAMEDA POWER AND TELECOM

KERRY HATTEVIK

DIRECTOR OF REG. AND MARKET AFFAIRS
NEXTERA ENERGY

829 ARLINGTON BLVD.

EL CERRITO, CA 94530

ANDREW J. VAN HORN
VAN HORN CONSULTING
12 LIND COURT
ORINDA, CA 94563

MATTHEW BARMACK
CALPINE CORPORATION
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73 DOWNEY STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117

STANDISH O'GRADY

FRIENDS OF KIRKWOOD ASSOCIATION
31 PARKER AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94118

BETH SCHOSHINSKI

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

MAGGIE CHAN

PG&E

MAILCODE BO9A

PO BOX 770000

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

ROBIN J. WALTHER
1380 OAK CREEK DRIVE, NO. 316
PALO ALTO, CA 94304-2016

RYAN HEIDARIT

ENDIMENSIONS LLC

1670 SOUTH AMPHLETT BLVD., SUITE 105
SAN MATEO, CA 94402

BETH VAUGHAN

CALIFORNIA COGENERATION COUNCIL
4391 NORTH MARSH ELDER CT.
CONCORD, CA 94521

TONY CHEN

SR. MANGER, BUSINESS DEVEL.

COOL EARTH SOLAR

4659 LAS POSITAS RD., STE. 94551
LIVERMORE, CA 94551

FOR: COOL EARTH SOLAR

SEAN P. BEATTY

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

696 WEST 10TH ST., PO BOX 192
PITTSBURG, CA 94565

JENNIFER CHAMBERLIN
LS POWER DEVELOPMENT, LLC
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4160 DUBLIN BLVD., STE. 100
DUBLIN, CA 94568

SARAH BESERRA
CALIFORNIA REPORTS.COM
39 CASTLE HILL COURT
VALLEJO, CA 94591

TIMEA ZENTATI

NAVIGANT CONSULTING

1990 NORTH CALIFORNIA AVE., SUITE 700
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94596

WILLIAM F. DIETRICH

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DIETRICH LAW

2977 YGNACIO VALLEY ROAD, NO. 613
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94598-3535

RAMONA GONZALEZ

EAST BAY MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
375 ELEVENTH STREET, M/S NO. 205
OAKLAND, CA 94607

KEN ALEX

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
PO BOX 70550

OAKLAND, CA 94612-0550

DOCKET COORDINATOR
5727 KEITH ST.
OAKLAND, CA 94618

CYNTHIA WOOTEN

LUMENX CONSULTING, INC.
1126 DELAWARE STREET
BERKELEY, CA 94702

GEOFF TEIGEN

RCM INTERNATIONAL, LLC
PO BOX 4716

BERKELEY, CA 94704

SEAN GALLAGHER

VP, MARKET STRATEGY & REG. AFFAIRS
STIRLING ENERGY SYSTEMS

2600 10TH STREET, SUITE 635
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5000 HOPYARD ROAD, SUITE 480
PLEASANTON, CA 94588

PETER W. HANSCHEN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

MORRISON & FOERSTER, LLP

101 YGNACIO VALLEY ROAD, SUITE 450
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94596

TIM MASON

BLACK & VEATCH CORP.
2999 OAK ROAD, SUITE 490
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94597

ALEX KANG

ITRON, INC.

1111 BROADWAY, STE. 1800
OAKLAND, CA 94607

BARRY H. EPSTEIN

FITZGERALD,ABBOTT & BEARDSLEY, LLP
1221 BROADWAY, 21ST FLOOR

OAKLAND, CA 94612

FOR: FITZGERLAND, ABBOTT & BEARDSLEY,
LLP

NELLIE TONG

SENIOR ANALYST

KEMA, INC.

155 GRAND AVE., STE. 500
OAKLAND, CA 94612-3747

KEVIN FOX

KEYES & FOX LLP
5727 KEITH AVENUE
OAKLAND, CA 94618

REED V. SCHMIDT

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

RACHEL MCMAHON

DIRECTOR, GOV. AFFAIRS-PROJECT DEV.
SOLAR MILLENNIUM, LLC

1625 SHATTUCK AVE, SUITE 270
BERKELEY, CA 94709-1161

GERALD T. ROBINSON
LAWRENCE BERKLEY NATIONAL LABS
ONE CYCLOTRON ROAD
BERKLEY, CA 94720
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BERKELEY, CA 94710

ED SMELOFF

SENIOR MANAGER
SUNPOWER CORPORATION
1414 HARBOUR WAY SOUTH
RICHMOND, CA 94804

SARA BIRMINGHAM
DIRECTOR, WESTERN POLICY
SOLAR ALLIANCE

11 LYNN COURT

SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901

LYNN M. ALEXANDER

LMA CONSULTING

129 REDWOOD AVENUE
CORTE MADERA, CA 94925

TIM ROSENFELD

MARIN ENERGY MANAGEMENT TEAM
131 CAMINO ALTO, SUITE D
MILL VALLEY, CA 94941

EDWARD A. MAINLAND

CO-CHAIR, ENERGY-CLIMATE COMMITTEE
CNRCC SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA

1017 BEL MARIN KEYS BLVD.

NOVATO, CA 94949

BARBARA GEORGE

WOMEN'S ENERGY MATTERS

PO BOX 548

FAIRFAX, CA 94978-0548
FOR: WOMEN'S ENERGY MATTERS

SHANI KLEINHAUS

SANTA CLARA VALLEY AUDUBON SOCIETY
22221 MCLELLAN ROAD

CUPERTINO, CA 95014

THOMAS J. VICTORINE
SAN JOSE WATER COMPANY
1221 S. BASCOM AVENUE
SAN JOSE, CA 95128

DAVID OLIVARES

ELECTRIC RESOURCE

MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
PO BOX 4060

MODESTO, CA 95352
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ELIZABETH RASMUSSEN

PROJECT MGR.

MARIN ENERGY AUTHORITY

781 LINCOLN AVENUE, SUITE 320
SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901

FOR: MARIN ENERGY AUTHORITY

JULIETTE ANTHONY

CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY
678 BLACKBERRY LANE

SAN RAFAEL, CA 94903

TOM FAUST

REDWOOD RENEWABLES LLC
6 ENDEAVOR DRIVE

CORTE MADERA, CA 94925

JOHN M. SPILMAN

LAW OFFICE OF JOHN M. SPILMAN
22 FAIRWAY DRIVE

MILL VALLEY, CA 94941-1309

KEITH WHITE
312 KELLER ST
PETALUMA, CA 94952

ERIC CHERNISS

SOLARGEN ENERGY

20400 STEVENS CREEK BLVD, SUITE 700
CUPERTINO, CA 95014

RENEE H. GUILD
CEO

GLOBAL ENERGY MARKETS

15400 WINCHESTER BLVD., NO. 32
LOS GATOS, CA 95030

JASON PAYNE
5450 MAYME AVE 23
SAN JOSE, CA 95129

JOY A. WARREN

REGULATORY ADMINISTRATOR
MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
1231 11TH STREET

MODESTO, CA 95354
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FOR: ELECTRIC RESOURCE PLANNING AND
DEVELOPMENT MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT

BARBARA R. BARKOVICH
BARKOVICH & YAP, INC.

44810 ROSEWOOD TERRACE
MENDOCINO, CA 95460

FOR: BARKOVICH AND YAP INC.

RICHARD MCCANN

M.CUBED

2655 PORTAGE BAY ROAD, SUITE 3
DAVIS, CA 95616

TOBIN RICHARDSON
RICHARDSON GROUP
1416 VIGO COURT

DAVIS, CA 95618

LEGAL AND REGULATORY DEPARTMENT
CALIFORNIA ISO

151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD

FOLSOM, CA 95630

FOR: CALIFORNIA ISO

RICK A. LIND

SIERRA ECOSYSTEM ASSOCIATES
PO BOX 2260

PLACERVILLE, CA 95667

KENNY SWAIN

NAVIGANT CONSULTING

3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, SUITE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670

LAURIE PARK

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.

3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, SUITE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670-6078

FOR: NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.

TOM POMALES

CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD
1001 I STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95812

BRUCE MCLAUGHLIN
ATTORNEY AT LAW

BRAUN & BLAISING P.C.
915 L STREET, SUITE 1270

DOUGLAS M. GRANDY, P.E.
CALIFORNIA ONSITE GENERATION

DG TECHNOLOGIES

1220 MACAULAY CIRCLE

CARMICHAEL, CA 95608

FOR: CALIFORNIA ONSITE GENERATION

DAVID E. MORSE
1411 W. COVELL BLVD., STE. 106-292
DAVIS, CA 95616-5934

SAEED FARROKHPAY

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
110 BLUE RAVINE RD., SUITE 107
FOLSOM, CA 95630

DENNIS W. DE CUIR

ATTY AT LAW

A LAW CORPORATION

2999 DOUGLAS BLVD., SUITE 325
ROSEVILLE, CA 95661

FOR: GOLDEN STATE WATER COMPANY

DAVID OLIVER

NAVIGANT CONSULTING

3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, SUITE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670

ERIN RANSLOW

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.

3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, SUITE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670-6078

PAUL D. MAXWELL

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.

3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, SUITE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670-6078

AMBER RIESENHUBER

ENERGY ANALYST

INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS ASSOC.
1215 K STREET, SUITE 900
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

DANIELLE OSBORN-MILLS
REGULATORY AFFAIRS COORDINATOR
CEERT

1100 11TH STREET, SUITE 311
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SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
FOR: BRAUN & BLAISING P.C.

EMILIO E. VARANINI, IITI
GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP
1201 K STREET, SUITE 1100
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

RYAN BERNARDO

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

STEVEN KELLY

INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION
1215 K STREET, SUITE 900

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS ASSN

DANIELLE MATTHEWS SEPERAS
CALPINE CORPORATION

1215 K STREET, SUITE 2210
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-3978
CHRISTOPHER T. ELLISON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

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

LYNN M. HAUG

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, L.L.P.
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400

SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5931
FOR: SIERRA PACIFIC POWER

COMPANY/FUELCELL ENERGY, INC.

MICHAEL DEANGELIS

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
6201 S STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95817-1899

FOR: SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY
DISTRICT

CAROL J. HURLOCK

CALIFORNIA DEPT. OF WATER RESOURCES
JOINT OPERATIONS CENTER

3310 EL CAMINO AVE. RM 300
SACRAMENTO, CA 95821
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SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

JANE E. LUCKHARDT
ATTORNEY AT LAW
DOWNEY BRAND LLP
621CAPITOL MALL,
SACRAMENTO, CA

18TH FLOOR
95814

STEVE BRINK

CALIFORNIA FORESTRY ASSOCIATION

1215 K STREET, SUITE 1830
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: CALIFORNIA FORESTRY ASSOCIATION

TIFFANY K. ROBERTS
CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE
LEGISLATIVE ANALYST'S OFFICE
925 L STREET, SUITE 1000
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

BRIAN S. BIERING
ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400

SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905
FOR: LARGE-SCALE SOLAR ASSOCIATION

JEDEDIAH J. GIBSON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

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

FOR: SIERRA PACIFIC POWER COMPANY

ROB ROTH

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
6201 S STREET MS 75

SACRAMENTO, CA 95817

FOR: SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY
DISTRICT

VIKKI WOOD

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
6301 S STREET, MS A204

SACRAMENTO, CA 95817-1899

LEE TERRY

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
3310 EL CAMINO AVENUE

SACRAMENTO, CA 95821

9/28/2010



CPUC - Service Lists - RO808009

RICH LAUCKHART

GLOBAL ENERGY

SUITE 200

2379 GATEWAY OAKS DR.
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833

ANN L. TROWBRIDGE

DAY CARTER & MURPHY LLP

3620 AMERICAN RIVER DRIVE, SUITE 205
SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

JAMES L. BYARD PH.D.
206 SACRAMENTO STREET, SUITE 206
NEVADA CITY, CA 95959

CHRISTIAN MENTZEL
CEM LLC

619 KUPULAU DR
KIHEI, HI 96753

MICHAEL ALCANTAR

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ALCANTAR & KAHL LLP

1300 sSw 5TH AVE., STE 1750
PORTLAND, OR 97201

TASHIANA WANGLER

PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH SREET, SUITE 2000
PORTLAND, OR 97232

TIMOTHY CASTILLE

LANDS ENERGY CONSULTING, INC.
18109 SE 42ND STREET
VANCOUVER, WA 98683

MEREDITH LAMEY
TRANSCANADA CORPORATION
450 1ST STREET S.W.
CALGARY, AB T2P 5HI1
CANADA

OLGA BEZNOSOVA

BC TRANSMISSION CORPORATON
1100-1055 DUNSMUIR STREET
VANCOUVER, BC V77X 1V5
CANADA
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KAREN LINDH

CALIFORNIA ONSITE GENERATION

7909 WALERGA ROAD, NO. 112, PMB 119
ANTELOPE, CA 95843

DIANA SANCHEZ

DAY CARTER & MURPHY LLP

3620 AMERICAN RIVER DRIVE, STE. 205
SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

DAVID R. BRANCHCOMB
SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
PO BOX 496028

REDDING, CA 96049

ANNIE STANGE

ALCANTAR & KAHL LLP

1300 SwW FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE 1750
PORTLAND, OR 97201

CATHIE ALLEN

DIR., REGULATORY AFFAIRS

PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH STREET, SUITE 2000
PORTLAND, OR 97232

DONALD SCHOENBECK

RCS, INC.

900 WASHINGTON STREET, SUITE 780
VANCOUVER, WA 98660

FOR: CAC

JOHN DUNN

TRANSCANADA CORPORATION

450 1ST ST. S.W.

CALGARY, AB T2P 5HI1

CANADA

FOR: CHINOOK POWER TRANSMISSION,
LLC/ZEPHYR POWER TRANSMISSION, LLC

LISA CHERKAS

POWEREX CORP

1400 - 666 BURRARD STREET
VANCOUVER, BC V6C 2X8
CANADA
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State Service

MATTHEW TISDALE
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

ANNE GILLETTE
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

DAVID PECK

CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

NIKI BAWA

CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

JAMES MCMAHON

29 DANBURY ROAD

NASHUA, NH 03064

FOR: CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER
RESOURCES

ANDREW SCHWARTZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5215

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ANNE E. SIMON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5107

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CANDACE MOREY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5119

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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TED HOWARD
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

CHERYL LEE
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

LORRAINE GONZALES

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION

SARA KAMINS
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

AMY C. BAKER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ANIANA M. SCHWANKL

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

BURTON MATTSON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5104

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHLOE LUKINS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4101

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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CHRISTOPHER DANFORTH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENERGY PRICING AND CUSTOMER PROGRAMS BRA
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DOROTHY DUDA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5109

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JACLYN MARKS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

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

JULIE A. FITCH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

ROOM 4004

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

KARIN M. HIETA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENERGY PRICING AND CUSTOMER PROGRAMS BRA
ROOM 4102

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

LAURENCE CHASET

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5131

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MARK R. LOY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENERGY COST OF SERVICE & NATURAL GAS BRA
ROOM 4205

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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CYNTHIA WALKER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DRA - ADMINISTRATIVE BRANCH

ROOM 4102

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

GRETCHEN T. DUMAS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4300

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JONATHAN J. REIGER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5035

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JOSEPH A. ABHULIMEN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JULIE HALLIGAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CONSUMER PROTECTION AND SAFETY DIVISION
ROOM 2203

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

KEITH D WHITE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MARCELO POIRIER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5025

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MARY JO STUEVE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4101

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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MATTHEW DEAL MICHAEL COLVIN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
POLICY & PLANNING DIVISION POLICY & PLANNING DIVISION

ROOM 5119 ROOM 5119

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
MITCHELL SHAPSON NIKA ROGERS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4107 ROOM 4101

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
NILGUN ATAMTURK PAUL DOUGLAS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
POLICY & PLANNING DIVISION ENERGY DIVISION

ROOM 5119 AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
RAHMON MOMOH RAJ NAIDU

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH DIVISION OF WATER AND AUDITS

ROOM 4102 AREA 3-B

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
SEAN A. SIMON SUSANNAH CHURCHILL

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
TRACI BONE YULIYA SHMIDT

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION ENERGY PRICING AND CUSTOMER PROGRAMS BRA
ROOM 5027 ROOM 4104

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
WILLAIM N. BRIEGER CLARE LAUFENBER GALLARDO
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
CALIFORNIA ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE 1516 NINTH STREET, MS-46

1300 I ST., STE. 125/ PO BOX 944255 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

SACRAMENTO, CA 94244-2550
FOR: CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

CONSTANCE LENI HEATHER RAITT

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
MS-20 1516 9TH STREET, MS 45

1516 NINTH STREET SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
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SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

KATE ZOCCHETTI

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET, MS-45
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

PAMELA DOUGHMAN

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS DIVISION
1516 9TH STREET, MS 45
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

DAVID VIDAVER

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 NINTH STREET, MS-20
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-5512

PANAMA BARTHOLOMY

ADVISOR TO COMMISSIONER DOUGLAS
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 NINTH STREET, MS-33
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-5512

ROSS A. MILLER

ELECTRICITY ANALYSIS OFFICE
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET MS 20
SACRAMENTO, CA 96814-5512
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FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION

MARC PRYOR

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH ST, MS 20
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

CONNIE LENI

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET MS-20
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-5512

JIM WOODWARD

ELECTRICITY SUPPLY ANALYSIS DIVISION
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION

1516 NINTH STREET, MS 20

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-5512

HOLLY B. CRONIN

STATE WATER PROJECT OPERATIONS DIV
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
3310 EL CAMINO AVE., LL-90

SACRAMENTO, CA 95821
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