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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of Pacific Gas and Electric Company 

Submitting Electric Rate Proposal for Direct Access Services Described in Decision 97-10-087.


Application 99-06-033

Application of Southern California Edison Company for Authority to Establish Direct Access Service Fees for Competitive and Regulated Services.


Application 99-06-040

Application of San Diego Gas & Electric Company for Authority to Implement Discretionary, Non-Discretionary, and Exception Service Fees.


Application 99-06-041

Application of Pacific Gas and Electric Company Submitting Electric Revenue Cycle Services Cost and Rate Proposals in Compliance with Decision 98-09-070.


Application 99-03-013



Application for Commission Consideration of Post-Transition Proposals for Long-Run Marginal Cost Pricing and Geographic De-Averaging of Revenue Cycle Services.


Application 99-03-019



Application of Southern California Edison Company (U 338-E) Relating to Long-Run Marginal Costs for Unbundled Metering and Billing Services.


Application 99-03-024



ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING 

Summary

This ruling addresses the schedule, briefing, and related matters in the consolidated Revenue Cycle Services (RCS) and Direct Access Service Fees (DASF) proceeding.

Schedule

At the conclusion of hearings on May 10, 2000, there was a discussion of the proposal of Southern California Edison Company (Edison) that the date for filing opening briefs be changed.  (Tr. 12, p. 1418.)  By an electronic mail message (e-mail) sent on May 17, 2000, Edison withdrew its proposal after receiving some opposition to it.  No party has addressed Edison’s withdrawal of its proposal.  Accordingly, the June 12, 2000 date for opening briefs stands.  The other dates established in the February 28, 2000 ruling remain in effect as well.

Common Briefing Outline

In accordance with my request, several parties have developed a common briefing outline through the coordination efforts of Edison.  (Tr. 12, p. 1418.)  After circulating a draft proposal, and incorporating parties’ various suggestions, on May 18, 2000, Edison sent an e-mail to the undersigned and to the parties with a final proposal for a common briefing outline.  The proposed outline is attached to this ruling.  

I am persuaded that parties have had a reasonable opportunity to participate in the development of this outline.  There are no known objections to it.  All parties filing briefs should use this outline.  Any party who finds it necessary to deviate from the outline should so state at the beginning of its brief, and explain the organization it has used in lieu of the common outline.

The definition of long-run marginal cost (LRMC) is identified in the outline as one of the major issues to be resolved in this proceeding.  However, it appears that several other definitions of economic and costing terms may be at issue or, at a minimum, a source of confusion.  Clarity of the record may be enhanced if it is clear what a party means when it uses a particular term.  Thus, it may be helpful for parties to include with their briefs, as an appendix, a glossary of key economic terms used therein.  I have made one change to the proposed briefing outline by including provision for such a glossary.

Treatment of Confidential Material in Briefs

Parties are encouraged to prepare their briefs in a manner that does not require the direct use of confidential information.  If such use is necessary, separate unredacted sections of briefs and reply briefs that address only confidential portions of the record are to be filed under seal.
  Unredacted documents shall be accompanied by a transmittal letter that alerts the Docket Office to the fact that confidential documents are being tendered for filing under seal pursuant to this ruling.  Such documents should be placed in unsealed envelopes; the Docket Office Examiners will seal the envelopes after review of the documents.

Expedited Service, Electronic Copies of Briefs

The extensive use of e-mail to serve copies of documents and to provide advance notice of pending filings appears to have been quite successful over the course of this proceeding.  I expect that the parties will continue to make such use for briefs and other documents.  I do not find it necessary to direct the expedited service of documents by traditional means such as Federal Express.

I request that in addition to the usual paper copy, parties furnish me with electronic copies of their briefs and reply briefs in Microsoft Word or compatible format.  Parties may use e-mail transmittal at the time of filing or, within one week thereafter, furnish a diskette.  Of course, confidential material should not be e-mailed.

Future Release of Confidential Material

The general practice of this Commission to limit the period during which confidential material remains under seal will be observed in this proceeding.  The sealed material in this record will remain under seal for a period of one year from the date of this ruling, after which the material will be removed from seal in the absence of further ruling.  Parties will be given an opportunity to request further protection of the sealed material by motion filed not later than 30 days prior to the expiration of this protective order.

IT IS RULED that:

1. The schedule adopted in the February 28, 2000 ruling is affirmed and will be observed.

2. Parties should observe the briefing outline and procedures set forth in the foregoing discussion.

3. The sealed material in this record will remain under seal for a period of one year from the date of this ruling, after which such material will be removed from seal in the absence of further ruling.

Dated May 23, 2000, at San Francisco, California.







Mark S. Wetzell

Administrative Law Judge

ATTACHMENT

(Page 1)

BRIEFING OUTLINE - RCS/DASF PROCEEDING

I. SCOPE, PURPOSE, AND GENERAL POLICY ISSUES TO BE ADDRESSED IN THIS PROCEEDING

A. Revenue Cycle Services

B. Direct Access Service Fees

C. Line Extension Issues
II. REVENUE CYCLE SERVICES

A. Economic Principles

1. Short run vs. long run measures

2.
LRMC Definition

3.
Treatment of volume-sensitive and volume-insensitive costs

4.
Treatment of joint, shared and common costs

5.
Incorporation of new technologies/outsourcing options

6.
Other pricing issues
B. Rate design and other general ratemaking issues

1. Geographic Deaveraging

2. Credits v. Charges

3. Cost recovery and ratemaking issues

4. Other pricing issues and additional general issues
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(Page 2)
C. Specific Revenue Cycle Services Values

1. Meter Ownership

2. Meter Services
3. Meter Reading

4. Billing and Payments
D.
Other
III. DIRECT ACCESS SERVICE FEES

A. Policy Issues

B. General Principles
1. Recovery of Costs for Direct Access Services 

2. Categorization and Definition of Direct Access Service Fees 

3. Costing Methodologies and Pricing Policies
C. Specific Direct Access Service Fees

D. Other

IV. LINE EXTENSION ISSUES

A.
General Principles

B.
Specific Recommendations

C. Other

APPENDIX: GLOSSARY OF ECONOMIC TERMS

(End of Attachment)

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 on all parties of record in this proceeding or their attorneys of record.

Dated May 23, 2000, at San Francisco, California.



Erlinda A. Pulmano

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.

� In other words, to avoid the addition of extensive amounts of duplicated material to the record, parties should not file redacted and unredacted versions of their entire brief.


� Parties should make such arrangements among themselves as appropriate.
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