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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of San Diego Gas & Electric Company (U 902-E) for Authority to Provide Customers with Real-Time Energy Meters.


Application 00-07-055

(Filed July 31, 2000)

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING

REQUIRING THAT PARTIES MEET AND CONFER

AND SCHEDULING PREHEARING CONFERENCE

FOR  JANUARY 26, 2001, IN SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

On July 31, 2000, San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E) filed the above referenced Application for authority to provide customers with real-time energy meters (RTEMs).  SDG&E seeks to install the RTEMs to all of its customers who do not already have such meters.  RTEMs will provide customers with hourly consumption information so customers will be empowered to take control of their electricity bills by reducing usage during times of peak prices.  SDG&E is pursuing the Application in two phases.  In Phase I, SDG&E is seeking to procure, install, and operate the RTEMs for their 22,000 customers
 with average peak demand of 20 kW or more (Large Customers), at an approximate cost of $25 million.  SDG&E requested that the Commission process Phase I in an expedited manner so the RTEMs could be in place before summer, 2001.    In Phase II of the Application, SDG&E proposes the implementation of RTEMs for its approximately 1.2 million customers with average peak demand of up to 20 kW (Small Customers).

On September 7, 2000, The California Farm Bureau Federation (Farm Bureau), The Office of Ratepayer Advocates (ORA), and The Utility Reform Network (TURN) filed protests to SDG&E’s Application.  In summary, the Farm Bureau objected on the grounds that the Application is premature since there is insufficient information available regarding the ability of customers with loads less than 50 kW to sufficiently respond to price signals, and it is concerned with the cost to the ratepayers for the RTEMs.  ORA protested on the grounds that SDG&E already has a tariff authorizing the procurement and installation of RTEMS for any customer who wants one, and granting the Application would make RTEMs mandatory for Large Customers, with SDG&E recovering the cost through ratemaking.  ORA alleges that this cost recovery would violate the just and reasonable rate doctrine of Public Utilities Code Section 451.  In addition, ORA does not believe that Phase II should be part of the Commission proceeding, but rather, since RTEMs for Small Customers presents a major statewide infrastructure and investment issue, it should be part of a Commission investigation.  TURN’s protest to the Application focused on the cost of the meters, who will provide them, and whether the entire cost should be assigned to the general body of ratepayers.  TURN is not opposed to RTEMs, but advocates that customers can and should be encouraged to install them at their own expense, and not at the expense of all ratepayers.  In addition, TURN, like the Farm Bureau, raised the concern that there is presently insufficient information available to determine if the RTEMs provide any benefit to Small Customers since they might not be able to effectively respond to price signals even if they have RTEMs.   Both ORA and TURN also challenged the sufficiency of  SDG&E’s Application and requested that more detail be provided before the Application is processed.

Pursuant to Rule 49, I direct the parties to meet and confer.  Consistent with Rule 49, parties should file a joint case management statement (JCMS), or a proposed settlement agreement, within 10 days of such a meeting, but no later than on January 19, 2001.
  In particular, the parties should use this opportunity to see if they can reach agreement on 1) whether the Commission should process Phase I of the Application without further investigation into whether RTEMs benefit customers with loads less than 50 kW; 2) should RTEMs be mandatory for Large Customers; 3) if RTEMs are made mandatory for Large Customers, should SDG&E be able to recover the cost as part of the just and reasonable rate doctrine of Public Utilities Code Section 451; 4) is it proper for the Commission to consider mandatory RTEMs for Small Customers before a Commission investigation is completed into the efficacy of such a program; 5)  is it proper to have the costs of RTEM installation bourne by all ratepayers, or should customers who want a RTEM obtain one at the customer’s own expense; and 6) does SDG&E’s Application need more detail before it is proper for Commission consideration.

In addition to the above requirements, the parties should use this opportunity to identify the issues to be considered and to determine whether the issues can be narrowed or amended.   If the parties can not reach a consensus, they should fulfill the requirements of Rule 49, and draft the JCMS as a prehearing conference (PHC) statement.  The JCMS should also include a proposed schedule that is agreeable to both UCAN and SDG&E.  A PHC is scheduled for Friday, January 26, 2001, at 10:00 a.m.  The PHC will be held at the San Diego State Office Building, 1350 Front Street, Room B-107, San Diego, California.  If the parties submit a proposed settlement by the close of business on January 19, 2001, the PHC will be taken off-calendar.

Service

It is Commission practice that all appearances must serve all parties and state service participants on the service list.  Rule 2.3(b) provides that the ALJ may direct that service be made by electronic means.  I will require all appearances that can provide the Commission with an electronic mail address to serve documents in this proceeding by electronic mail, and in turn, to accept service by electronic mail.  Service by electronic mail will be used in lieu of paper mail where an electronic address has been provided.  Any appearance, or state service participant, who has not provided an electronic mail address shall serve and take service by paper mail.  Service by mail is described in Rule 2.3(a).

This ruling does not change the rules regarding the tendering of documents for filing.  Documents for filing must be tendered in paper form, as described in Rule 2, et seq.  Service on the Commission, including the assigned ALJ and Commissioner, may be by electronic mail.  My e-mail address is cab@cpuc.ca.gov.

Electronic Service Protocols

A sender may serve a document by electronic mail by attaching the document to a note.  The subject of the note accompanying the document should include the proceeding number and identify the party sending the document.  Within the note, the word processing program used for the document should be noted.  If the electronic mail is returned to the sender, or the recipient indicates to the sender that it can not open the document, the sender shall immediately serve that party by paper mail.  Documents saved and sent in Microsoft Word 6.0 are readily opened by most recipients.

Accessing Up-to-Date Electronic Mail Addresses

The current service lists for active proceedings are available on the Commission’s web page, www.cpuc.ca.gov.  Choose “Service Lists” on the “Quick Links” bar.  The service list for this proceeding can be located in the “Index of Service Lists” by scrolling to the application number.  To view and copy the electronic addresses for a service list, download the comma-delimited file, and copy the column containing the electronic addresses.  The Commission’s Process Office periodically updates service lists to correct errors or to make changes at the request of parties and non-parties on the list.  Appearances should copy the current service list from the web page (or obtain paper copy from the Process Office) before serving a document.

Therefore, IT IS RULED that:

1. Parties shall meet and confer informally and shall file a joint case management statement, or proposed settlement agreement, within 10 days of such a meeting, but no later than the close of business on January 19, 2001.

2. A prehearing conference (PHC) in this proceeding will be held at 10:00 a.m. on January 26, 2001, in the San Diego State Office Building, 1350 Front Street, Room B-107, San Diego, California.

3. All appearances that have provided the Commission with an electronic mail address shall serve documents in this proceeding by electronic mail, and in turn, shall accept service by electronic mail.  Service by electronic mail will be used in lieu of paper mail where an electronic address has been provided.  The electronic service protocols described in this ruling shall be observed.

4. Any appearance that has not provided an electronic mail address shall serve and take service by paper mail.

Dated November 28, 2000, at San Francisco, California.



/s/ CAROL A. BROWN



Carol A. Brown

Administrative Law Judge

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I have by mail this day served a true copy of the original attached Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling Requiring That Parties Meet and Confer and Scheduling Prehearing Conference for January 26, 2001, in San Diego, California on all parties of record in this proceeding or their attorneys of record.

Dated November 28, 2000, at San Francisco, California.

/s/ ANN B. WHITE

Ann B. White

NOTICE

Parties should notify the Process Office, Public Utilities Commission, 505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 2000, San Francisco, CA  94102, of any change of address to insure that they continue to receive documents.  You must indicate the proceeding number on the service list on which your name appears.

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

The Commission’s policy is to schedule hearings (meetings, workshops, etc.) in locations that are accessible to people with disabilities.  To verify that a particular location is accessible, call:  Calendar Clerk (415) 703-1203.

If specialized accommodations for the disabled are needed, e.g., sign language interpreters, those making the arrangements must call the Public Advisor at (415) 703‑2074 or TDD# (415) 703-2032 five working days in advance of the event.

�  These 22,000 users of 20 kW or more constitute less than two percent of SDG&E’s customers, yet they account for almost 46% of the peak demand on SDG&E’s system.


�  ALJ Brown must receive the JCMS electronically, at � HYPERLINK mailto:CAB@cpuc.ca.gov ��cab@cpuc.ca.gov� by 12:00 noon on Friday, January 19, 2001.
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