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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company (U 39-E) for Approval of Demand 
Response Programs, Pilots and Budgets for 
2012-2014. 
 

 
Application 11-03-001 
(Filed March 1, 2011) 

 
Application of San Diego Gas & Electric 
Company (U902M) for Approval of 
Demand Response Programs and Budgets 
for Years 2012-2014. 
 

 
 

Application 11-03-002 
(Filed March 1, 2011) 

 
Application of Southern California Edison 
Company (U338E) for Approval of 
Demand Response Programs, Activities 
and Budgets for 2012-2014. 
 

 
 

Application 11-03-003 
(Filed March 1, 2011) 

 
 

RESPONSE OF ICE ENERGY, INC. TO 
APPLICATIONS OF THE CALIFORNIA INVESTOR-OWNED UTILITIES 

FOR APPROVAL OF DEMAND RESPONSE PROGRAMS, 
PILOTS AND BUDGETS FOR 2012-2014 

 
 

In accordance with Rule 2.6 of the California Public Utilities Commission’s 

(“Commission’s) Rules of Practice and Procedure and the Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling 

Consolidating Proceedings and Setting a Prehearing Conference, issued by Administrative Law 

Judge Kelly A. Hymes, on March 30, 2011, (“ALJ’s Ruling”) Ice Energy, Inc. (“Ice Energy”) 

respectfully submits this response to the Applications of Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 

Southern California Edison Company, and San Diego Gas & Electric Company (collectively, the 

“Utilities” or the “IOUs”) for Approval of Demand Response Programs, Pilots and Budgets for 

2012-2014 (“Applications”).  
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I. INTRODUCTION. 

Ice Energy’s response to the Applications solely comments on Permanent Load Shifting 

(“PLS”), a proven form of energy storage.  Ice Energy submits this response, recognizing that a 

Prehearing Conference has been scheduled by the Ruling, and that the substance of this response 

will be the subject of Ice Energy’s detailed intervener testimony to be submitted at the 

appropriate time.  

The Commission has repeatedly, and wisely, worked to expand deployment of PLS 

technology since the heat storm of 2006.1  PLS resources provide numerous benefits for 

California, as has been well documented by Ice Energy and many other parties – as well as the 

Commission itself – over the past several years.  These include peak demand management, cost-

effective resource procurement, taking advantage of all cost-effective demand-side measures, 

renewable energy integration, CO2 and ambient emissions reductions, and energy storage 

deployment in general. 

However, the IOUs’ Applications fall substantially short of the Commission’s goals to 

expand and diversify PLS program offerings, and of the appropriate and cost-effective 

contribution that PLS can and should make to the California grid.  For the reasons explained 

below, the Commission should therefore direct the Utilities to submit revised Applications that 

make several essential changes to the PLS proposals, including offering more valuable incentives 

($ per kW), larger total budget allocations (millions of $), and various related activities (such as 

greater outreach regarding PLS availability). 

The Commission should also direct the Utilities to expand and diversify the potential 

benefit of PLS to ratepayers by issuing technology neutral, but application-specific Requests for 

Offers (“RFOs”) that call for deployment of PLS technology on the customer and the utility sides 

of the meter.  

 

                                                 
1 See, D.06-11-049 Order Adopting Changes to 2007 Utility Demand Response Programs, issued November 30, 
2006: “We are interested in pursuing permanent load shifting opportunities in time for the summer of 2007.  These 
types of programs may reduce energy use during critical periods and in some cases conserve energy overall.  While 
we defer the issue of how this or other permanent load shifting technologies should count toward demand response 
goals, we do recognize that new installations of permanent load shifting technologies will accomplish our goal of 
reducing peak demand for summer 2007 and so wish to encourage the IOUs to pursue permanent load shifting by 
allowing the use of TA/TI funds toward offsetting the initial costs of installation.”  (p. 46). 
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II. THE COMMISSION SHOULD DIRECT THE UTILITIES TO SUBMIT 
REVISED APPLICATIONS THAT INCREASE THE SCOPE AND FUNDING 
REQUESTED FOR PERMANENT LOAD SHIFTING PROPOSALS. 

For several years the Commission has consistently worked to promote PLS in California 

to recognize and capture its value to the electric grid2, but the PLS program budgets fall 

substantially short of making this important goal a reality.  

“The utilities’ 2012-2014 Applications shall contain proposals to expand 
the use of permanent load shifting that are informed by the December 
2010 study, and should include discussion of the most effective ways to 
encourage an increase in cost effective permanent load shifting, for 
example through dynamic rates, future RFPs, or standard offer contracts.  
[Emphasis added]” (p. 17). 

The Commission has stated that “we consider the permanent load shifting activities 

discussed in this section to be programs, not pilots.  [Emphasis added]”.3  Yet, the budgets 

proposed in the IOUs’ Applications are roughly the same size as the current PLS program 

budgets.  It is appropriate at this time to greatly increase the size of these programs so as to 

advance the Commission’s goals for PLS. 

By way of comparison, investment in small thermal systems by publicly owned utilities 

in California is an order of magnitude greater when considering PLS reduction goals as a 

percent of utility system peak.4  

III. THE COMMISSION SHOULD DIRECT THE UTILITIES TO SUBMIT 
REVISED APPLICATIONS THAT INCREASE THE (PER KILOWATT) 
INCENTIVE LEVELS FOR PERMANENT LOAD SHIFTING RESOURCES. 

Ice Energy recommends that the Utilities do not at this time set a specific limit for the 

incentive funding budget (and certainly not at the inadequate levels proposed in their 

Applications).  The incentive levels should be set at a level that is advantageous (or at least not 

disadvantageous) to ratepayers in the long-term and not needlessly, prematurely constrained.  In                                                  
2 See, ALJ’s Ruling Providing Guidance for 2012-2014 DR Applications, issued August 27, 2008. 
3 Op cit, footnote 13: “In various filings and discussions, the utilities refer to their permanent load shifting programs 
as pilots.  Pilot programs are generally designed to test technologies or answer questions about the uses and 
applications of those technologies.  In the case of the permanent load shifting activities, however, it is not clear what 
aspects of the technologies are being tested or what questions are being explored.  For this reason, we consider the 
permanent load shifting activities discussed in this section to be programs, not pilots.”  (p. 149). 
4 For example, Burbank Water and Power has committed to and is currently engaged in deploying small-scale 
distributed thermal storage that represents 3% of its peak demand; Imperial Irrigation District, 1%; Azusa Light and 
Water, 2%; and Glendale Water and Power, ½%. 
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fact, unless the PLS incentive levels and budget allocations are sufficiently robust it will not be 

possible to attract adequate investments in cost-effective PLS, nor to maintain a PLS industry for 

– and in – California. 

It is being proposed to divide the PLS program into two categories:  mature PLS 

resources and emerging PLS technologies.  Ice Energy appreciates the logic of that approach, as 

well as its limitations, and recommends that such a bifurcation be closely examined and 

considered in the course of this proceeding.  We do note at this time that if such a distinction is 

made then it must be clear how to determine which category a given technology or application 

would participate in.  

Ice Energy also encourages the Commission to direct the utilities to encourage incentives 

that are appropriate for smaller, distributed thermal energy storage technologies with an 

aggressive incentive level and an adequate total budget allocation.  Such investment will not only 

achieve greater deployment of PLS technology, but also provide additional performance and 

other field data that will be critical to many California policy objectives, including the nascent 

implementation of AB 2514.5  PLS technologies are easily installed, can be distributed 

throughout California and can be aggregated and controlled to improve the system load factor 

and help integrate greater penetration of renewables.  Although the full benefits of such systems 

have not been quantified, such a deployment is worthwhile for the learning benefit alone.  

A greatly expanded PLS program will be an enormously useful and timely experience 

with energy storage in the California power grid and marketplace, and with energy end users.  As 

the PLS Study notes, “To encourage these technologies, a ‘market transformation’ program 

could be developed, geared toward creating manufacturing scale in the industry, as well as local 

capability for PLS implementation; this includes design, construction, and maintenance, which 

will lead to lower costs and higher performance over time.”6 

                                                 
5 In addition to the IOU’s PLS programs in the CPUC DR proceeding, there have been policy initiatives by the CEC 
and CPUC to study energy storage and enhancements to demand response that involve PLS.  The CEC’s “Energy 
Storage and Automated Demand Response Technologies to Support Renewable Energy Integration” initiative aims 
to establish a technology baseline for its 2011 Integrated Energy Policy Report (2011 IEPR) and develop policies to 
accelerate the deployment of energy storage and automated demand response technologies.  The CEC is also leading 
the development of a 2020 Energy Storage Strategic Vision that will feed into the 2011 IEPR.  The CPUC is 
required to initiate a storage focused rulemaking pursuant to AB2514.  That proceeding will, by 2013, determine 
whether cost effective and technologically feasible energy storage procurement targets should be established for 
2015 and 2020.  PLS technologies are covered under both the CEC and CPUC initiatives.  PLS Study, Section 2.1.2 
6 PLS Study, page 108. 
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But without a meaningful incentive budget, the program will have insufficient ability to 

market the program to end users and not attain a critical mass that would lead to widespread 

adoption of PLS.  Moreover, vendor and engineering education programs will not be adequate to 

empower industry with the necessary tools to design and build out a robust PLS market in 

California. 

IV. THE COMMISSION SHOULD PROVIDE THE GUIDANCE TO THE UTILITIES 
REGARDING PERMANENT LOAD SHIFTING, INCLUDING ITS COST-
EFFECTIVENESS. 

In its Decision adopting D.09-08-027, the Commission unambiguously stated: “Further 

guidance on calculations of cost effectiveness for Permanent Load Shifting Activities shall be 

issued after the completion of the ongoing Permanent Load Shifting study . . .  [Emphasis 

added]” (p. 39).  Several parties, including SCE, PG&E, DRA, CESA and Ice Energy have 

expressly asked the Commission for guidance to clarify the measurement of cost-effectiveness 

for PLS.  We repeat that recommendation and strongly and respectfully urge the Commission to, 

at the earliest opportunity, provide further guidance to the IOUs that is specifically focused on 

the measurement of cost-effectiveness for PLS.7  

V. THE COMMISSION SHOULD AUTHORIZE AND STRONGLY ENCOURAGE 
UTILITY OWNERSHIP OF COST-EFFECTIVE PERMANENT LOAD 
SHIFTING RESOURCES. 

The budgets and incentive levels proposed by the Utilities are insufficient to achieve 

economies of scale for emerging PLS Technologies identified in the PLS Study.  The PLS Study 

notes that utility-ownership reduces costs through increased purchase volume and deployment 

efficiency.  Ice Energy can readily verify this assumption based upon our utility-ownership 

deployment in California and elsewhere. 

It is also acknowledged that focused customer targeting, marketing, and capture can be 

more efficient and cost-effective given a utility’s knowledge base of its own customers.  In the 

future, utility ownership of PLS (and distributed energy storage) could also greatly reduce if not 

eliminate the capital investment hurdle and TOU rate change risks compared with customer-

owned business models.  While the utilities do not propose utility ownership programs at this 
                                                 
7 Ice Energy, for example, provided detailed recommendations for the Commission’s consideration on the topic of 
PLS cost-effectiveness; see Ice Energy Comments on PLS Study, March 7, 2011, pp. 5-12. 
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time, an expanded emerging technology program that includes a market transformation 

component would help achieve economies of scale.  Such programs, a customer side of the meter 

program and a PLS owned by utilities on either the customer or the utility side of the meter could 

readily co-exist.  The key to building any healthy market is diversity, not only in 

technologies/solutions but also in approach to market – including diversity in ownership model.  

A healthy PLS market in California will help to ensure greater system efficiency, reliability and 

lower rates for consumers.  

VI. CONCLUSION. 

Ice Energy thanks the Commission for the opportunity to provide this response to the 

Applications, and looks forward to continued active participation in this proceeding.  

Respectfully submitted, 
 

 
      
Donald C. Liddell 
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL 
Email:  liddell@energyattorney.com 
 
Counsel for  
ICE ENERGY, INC. 

 
April 4, 2011 
 



  

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
I hereby certify that I have this day served a copy of the foregoing Response of Ice 

Energy, Inc. to Applications of the California Investor-Owned Utilities for Approval of 
Demand Response Programs, Pilots and Budgets for 2012-2014 on all parties of record in 
A.11-03-001, A.11-03-002, A.11-03-003, R.06-04-010, R.07-01-041 and A.08-06-001 by serving 
an electronic copy on their email addresses of record and, for those parties without an email 
address of record, by mailing a properly addressed copy by first-class mail with postage prepaid 
to each party on the Commission’s official service list for this proceeding.  

 
This Certificate of Service is executed on April 4, 2011, at Woodland Hills, California.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



  

SERVICE LISTS A.11-03-001, A.11-03-002, A.11-03-003, 
R.06-04-010, R.07-01-041 and A.08-06-001 

 
 

9watts@gmail.com bsk@cpuc.ca.gov dil@cpuc.ca.gov 
abb@eslawfirm.com burtt@macnexus.org dmahone@h-m-g.com 
abesa@semprautilities.com cadickerson@cadconsulting.biz dmg@cpuc.ca.gov 
achang@efficiencycouncil.org carl.silsbee@sce.com dnemtzow@ice-energy.com 
aecaonline@gmail.com case.admin@sce.com dnl@cpuc.ca.gov 
aeo@cpuc.ca.gov cassandra.sweet@dowjones.com don.arambula@sce.com 
afaustino@semprautilities.com cbaskette@enernoc.com douglass@energyattorney.com 
afreifeld@viridityenergy.com cdamore@icfi.com dpape@icfi.com 
ag2@cpuc.ca.gov cem@newsdata.com drebello@quest-world.com 
agarcia@energy.state.ca.us centralfiles@semprautilities.com dwood8@cox.net 
ahmad.faruqui@brattle.com cf1@cpuc.ca.gov dwtcpucdockets@dwt.com 
alex.kang@itron.com cheryl.collart@ventura.org dwylie@aswengineering.com 
aliddell@icfi.com chinman@caiso.com edd@cpuc.ca.gov 
alyssa.cherry@sce.com chris@cuwcc.org edf@cpuc.ca.gov 
ameliag@ensave.com chris@emeter.com edwardoneill@dwt.com 
ames_doug@yahoo.com cjn3@pge.com efm2@pge.com 
andrea.horwatt@sce.com clamasbabbini@comverge.com elaine.s.kwei@pjc.com 
andrew.wood3@honeywell.com clark.bernier@rlw.com elee@davisenergy.com 
andrew_meiman@newcomb.cc clark.pierce@us.landisgyr.com elvine@lbl.gov 
ann.kelly@sfgov.org claufenb@energy.state.ca.us emahlon@ecoact.org 
ann.peterson@itron.com cln@cpuc.ca.gov emello@sppc.com 
ann_mccormick@newcomb.cc cmkehrein@ems-ca.com epetrill@epri.com 
annette.beitel@gmail.com cneedham@edisonmission.com epoole@adplaw.com 
apetersen@rhoads-sinon.com cpjoe@gepllc.com e-recipient@caiso.com 
ashish.goel@intergycorp.com cpuc@certichron.com eric@ethree.com 
ashley.watkins@energycenter.org cpuccases@pge.com eric@strategyi.com 
asloan@rs-e.com cpucdockets@keyesandfox.com erik@erikpage.com 
atencate@rsgrp.com craigtyler@comcast.net ewoychik@comverge.com 
atr@cpuc.ca.gov crmd@pge.com fadia.khoury@sce.com 
awatson@quest-world.com crogers@energy.state.ca.us filings@a-klaw.com 
barrettlarry@comcast.net crv@cpuc.ca.gov fred.coito@kema.com 
bbarkett@summitblue.com cscruton@energy.state.ca.us gandhi.nikhil@verizon.net 
bboice02@yahoo.com cxc@cpuc.ca.gov garwacrd@sce.com 
bcragg@goodinmacbride.com cyin@yinsight.net gayatri@jbsenergy.com 
bdicapo@caiso.com cynthiakmitchell@gmail.com gesmith@ecsny.com 
bdille@jmpsecurities.com dadams@viridityenergy.com gesusa@gmail.com 
bernardo@braunlegal.com dale@betterbuildings.com ghamilton@gepllc.com 
bfinkelstein@turn.org dan.violette@navigantconsulting.com glbarbose@lbl.gov 
bhines@svlg.net dara@ecsgrid.com glw@eslawfirm.com 
bill@jbsenergy.com darmanino@co.marin.ca.us grant.cooke@intergycorp.com 
bkb@cpuc.ca.gov dave.hanna@itron.com gstaples@mendotagroup.net 
bkc7@pge.com david.gordon@efm-solutions.com gthomas@ecoact.org 
bmcdonnell@mwdh2o.com david.reed@sce.com gtropsa@ice-energy.com 
bmfinkelor@ucdavis.edu david.reynolds@ncpa.com hankryan2003@yahoo.com 
bob.ramirez@itron.com david@nemtzow.com hcf@cpuc.ca.gov 
bobbi.sterrett@swgas.com davidmorse9@gmail.com hgilpeach@scanamerica.net 
bobho@mid.org dbarker@semprautilities.com hhuerta@rhainc.com 
brad.bergman@intergycorp.com dbp@cpuc.ca.gov higgins@newbuildings.org 
brbarkovich@earthlink.net dbr@cpuc.ca.gov hoerner@redefiningprogress.org 



 

brian.hedman@cadmusgroup.com dcengel@fscgroup.com hvidstenj@kindermorgan.com 
bruce.foster@sce.com dgeis@dolphingroup.org hxag@pge.com 
bruce@builditgreen.org dgrandy@caonsitegen.com irene.stillings@energycenter.org 
bschuman@pacific-crest.com dhungerf@energy.state.ca.us irene@igc.org 
ja_boothe@yahoo.com julien.dumoulin-smith@ubs.com m1ke@pge.com 
jak@gepllc.com jw2@cpuc.ca.gov magq@pge.com 
janders@caiso.com jweil@aglet.org magq@pge.com 
janderson@viridityenergy.com jws@cpuc.ca.gov mainspan@ecsgrid.com 
janep@researchintoaction.com jwwd@pge.com marcel@turn.org 
janet.combs@sce.com jyamagata@semprautilities.com marian.brown@sce.com 
janreid@coastecon.com jym@cpuc.ca.gov marilyn@sbesc.com 
jay.bhalla@intergycorp.com karen@klindh.com mark.s.martinez@sce.com 
jbazemore@emi1.com kathleen.gaffney@kema.com martinhomec@gmail.com 
jc8@cpuc.ca.gov ka-wing.poon@sce.com mary.lynch@constellation.com 
jcastleberry@rs-e.com kcooney@summitblue.com mary.tucker@sanjoseca.gov 
jcelona@sbcglobal.net kdusel@navigantconsulting.com matt_sullivan@newcomb.cc 
jci@cpuc.ca.gov kea3@pge.com mbaker@sbwconsulting.com 
jeanne.sole@sfgov.org keh@cpuc.ca.gov mbhunt@ucdavis.edu 
jeff.hirsch@doe2.com keith.mccrea@sablaw.com mclaughlin@braunlegal.com 
jeff@jbsenergy.com kenneth.swain@navigantconsulting.com mgb@cpuc.ca.gov 
jeffgray@dwt.com kho@cpuc.ca.gov mgillette@enernoc.com 
jeffreyh@hellermanus.com khy@cpuc.ca.gov mgm@cpuc.ca.gov 
jellis@resero.com kjk@kjkammerer.com mgo@goodinmacbride.com 
jennifer.barnes@navigantconsulting.com kjsimonsen@ems-ca.com mharcos@rs-e.com 
jennifer.fagan@itron.com kkm@cpuc.ca.gov mharrigan@ase.org 
jennifer.green@energycenter.org klatt@energyattorney.com michael.cheng@paconsulting.com 
jennifer.porter@energycenter.org klaughlin@viridityenergy.com michelle.d.grant@dynegy.com 
jennifer.shigekawa@sce.com klewis@energy.state.ca.us miino@rhoads-sinon.com 
jerry@enernex.com kmb@cpuc.ca.gov mike@calcerts.com 
jerryl@abag.ca.gov kmills@cfbf.com mistib@comcast.net 
jgoodin@caiso.com kmills@cfbf.com mjd@cpuc.ca.gov 
jhe@cpuc.ca.gov kowalewskia@calpine.com mkh@cpuc.ca.gov 
jheckler@levincap.com kshore@semprautilities.com mking@staplesmarketing.com 
jholmes@emi1.com ksmith2@semprautilities.com mlewis@ctg-net.com 
jimflanagan4@mac.com kwong@semprautilities.com mlong@anaheim.net 
jimross@r-c-s-inc.com kwz@cpuc.ca.gov mmcguire@summitblue.com 
jjg@eslawfirm.com larry.allen@navy.mil mmoore@newportpartnersllc.com 
jkz1@pge.com larry.cope@sce.com mmw@cpuc.ca.gov 
jl2@cpuc.ca.gov laura.genao@sce.com mmyers@vandelaw.com 
joc@cpuc.ca.gov lcasentini@rsgrp.com mpa@a-klaw.com 
jody_london_consulting@earthlink.net ldavidson@semprautilities.com mpa@a-klaw.com 
john.cavalli@itron.com lettenson@nrdc.org mparsons@mwdh2o.com 
john@enactenergy.com lgk2@pge.com mpieniazek@drenergyconsulting.com 
john@proctoreng.com lhj2@pge.com mrh2@pge.com 
john_newcomb@newcomb.cc liddell@energyattorney.com mrw@mrwassoc.com 
joshbode@fscgroup.com lisa_weinzimer@platts.com msherida@energy.state.ca.us 
joyce.leung@sce.com ljimene@smud.org mtierney-lloyd@enernoc.com 
joyw@mid.org lmanz@viridityenergy.com mwbeck@lbl.gov 
jparks@smud.org lmh@eslawfirm.com mwt@cpuc.ca.gov 
jpn@cpuc.ca.gov lms@cpuc.ca.gov mwu@caiso.com 
js@clearedgepower.com lnavarro@edf.org nancykrod@consol.ws 
jshields@ssjid.com lob@cpuc.ca.gov nes@a-klaw.com 
jskromer@qmail.com lp1@cpuc.ca.gov nfugate@energy.state.ca.us 
jsqueri@goodinmacbride.com lpark@navigantconsulting.com nfw@cpuc.ca.gov 



 

jst@cpuc.ca.gov lwhouse@innercite.com nhernandez@isd.co.la.ca.us 
jtiffany@ase.org lwilloughby@semprautilities.com nkh3@pge.com 
judi.schweitzer@post.harvard.edu lwrazen@semprautilities.com nlong@nrdc.org 
judypau@dwt.com lwrazen@semprautilities.com norman.furuta@navy.mil 
nphall@tecmarket.net rogerv@mid.org staples@staplesmarketing.com 
nplanson@consumerpowerline.com rquattrini@energyconnectinc.com stephaniec@greenlining.org 
nprivitt@semprautilities.com rsapudar@energy.state.ca.us stephen.baker@constellation.com 
nquan@gswater.com rschmidt@bartlewells.com steve@greenplumbersusa.com 
olivia.samad@sce.com rsperberg@onsitenergy.com steven@sfpower.org 
paul.karr@trilliantinc.com rwalther@pacbell.net sthompson@ci.irvine.ca.us 
paul.notti@honeywell.com saeed.farrokhpay@ferc.gov sue.mara@rtoadvisors.com 
pbarthol@energy.state.ca.us salleyoo@dwt.com susan.munves@smgov.net 
pcanessa@charter.net sami.khawaja@cadmusgroup.com swentworth@oaklandnet.com 
pcf@cpuc.ca.gov samsirkin@cs.com tam.hunt@gmail.com 
peter.pearson@bves.com sas@a-klaw.com tburke@sfwater.org 
philha@astound.net saw0@pge.com tconlon@geopraxis.com 
pjacobs@buildingmetrics.biz sbarata@opiniondynamics.com tcr@cpuc.ca.gov 
pk@utilitycostmanagement.com sbender@energy.state.ca.us tcrooks@mcr-group.com 
pmcleod@finsch.com scl@cpuc.ca.gov ted@energy-solution.com 
pmschwartz@sbcglobal.net scott.tomashefsky@ncpa.com tflanigan@ecomotion.us 
policy.solutions@comcast.net sculbertson@icfi.com tglassey@certichron.com 
ppl@cpuc.ca.gov sdebroff@rhoads-sinon.com thamilton@icfi.com 
pstoner@lgc.org sdhilton@stoel.com theresa.mueller@sfgov.org 
ptyno@ecsny.com sdpatrick@semprautilities.com tim@marinemt.org 
pvillegas@semprautilities.com sean.beatty@mirant.com timea.zentai@navigantconsulting.com
pwuebben@aqmd.gov sephra.ninow@energycenter.org tjs@cpuc.ca.gov 
r.raushenbush@comcast.net service@spurr.org tlmurray@earthlink.net 
rachel.harcharik@itron.com sesco@optonline.net tmfry@nexant.com 
rafi.hassan@sig.com shawn_cox@kindermorgan.com tom@ucons.com 
rafi@pge.com shong@goodinmacbride.com tomk@mid.org 
rbremault@comcast.net skg@cpuc.ca.gov tory.weber@sce.com 
rcounihan@enernoc.com skihm@ecw.org trh@cpuc.ca.gov 
regrelcpuccases@pge.com slda@pge.com ttutt@smud.org 
rekl@pge.com sls@a-klaw.com tylerb@poweritsolutions.com 
remit@hellermanus.com smartinez@nrdc.org vwood@smud.org 
remmert@caiso.com smaye@nappartners.com wblattner@semprautilities.com 
rfox@intergycorp.com smithmj@calpine.com wbooth@booth-law.com 
rita@ritanortonconsulting.com snr@cpuc.ca.gov wchen@ecsgrid.com 
rknight@bki.com snuller@ethree.com wem@igc.org 
rmccann@umich.edu southlandreports@earthlink.net wilkinson@es.ucsb.edu 
rmettling@bluepointenergy.com srh1@pge.com wmcguire@fypower.org 
rmowris@earthlink.net srm@cpuc.ca.gov wtr@cpuc.ca.gov 
rob@clfp.com srovetti@sfwater.org wwester@smud.org 
rob@consol.ws srrd@pge.com wynne@braunlegal.com 
robertg@greenlining.org sschare@summitblue.com yxg4@pge.com 
robertgex@dwt.com sschiller@efficiencycouncil.org zap@cpuc.ca.gov 
rogerl47@aol.com ssmyers@att.net ztc@cpuc.ca.gov 

 
 


