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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
 
Application of Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company to Revise its Electric 
Marginal Costs, Revenue Allocation 
and Rate Design. (U39M) 
 

 
 

Application 19-11-019 
 

 
E-MAIL RULING POSTPONING PUBLIC PARTICIPATION HEARINGS  

AND CLARIFYING NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 
 
 

 

 

 

Dated March 18, 2020, at San Francisco, California. 

 
 
 

  /s/  PATRICK DOHERTY 

  Patrick Doherty 
Administrative Law Judge 

 
  

FILED
03/18/20
11:32 AM

                               1 / 5



A.19-11-019  ALJ/PD1/kz1 
 
 

 - 2 - 

 

 

From: Doherty, Patrick <Patrick.Doherty@cpuc.ca.gov>  

Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2020 9:04 AM 

To: Douglass@EnergyAttorney.com; William.K.Briggs@sce.com; 

KernTax@KernTaxPayers.org; O'Hara, Rosanne <Rosanne.O'Hara@cpuc.ca.gov>; 

Matthew@TURN.org; Rita.Liotta@navy.mil; jennifer@utilityadvocates.org; 

TLindl@KeyesFox.com; EKahl@Buchalter.com; NSheriff@Buchalter.com; 

john@ohmconnect.com; EPoole@adplaw.com; 

JArmstrong@GoodinMacBride.com; GLSg@pge.com; Dan@CalSLA.org; 

service@cforat.org; CESA_Regulatory@StorageAlliance.org; scott@calssa.org; 

RL@esLawFirm.com; KMills@cfbf.com; atrowbridge@daycartermurphy.com; 

atrowbridge@daycartermurphy.com; ATrowbridge@DayCarterMurphy.com; 

Walwyn, Christine <Christine.Walwyn@cpuc.ca.gov>; 

Paul@BarkovichAndYap.com; MRW@MRWassoc.com; 

khojasteh.davoodi@navy.mil; Larry.R.Allen@Navy.mil; CPUCdockets@EQ-

research.com; JSchlesinger@KeyesFox.com; Case.Admin@sce.com; 

case.admin@sce.com; priscilla.medrano@sce.com; 

CentralFiles@SempraUtilities.com; CentralFiles@SempraUtilities.com; 

JWaen@PeninsulaCleanEnergy.com; sue.mara@rtoadvisors.com; 

Poonum.Agrawal@SVCleanEnergy.org; Siebuhr, Alan 

<Alan.Siebuhr@cpuc.ca.gov>; Gutierrez, Benjamin 

<Benjamin.Gutierrez@cpuc.ca.gov>; Hogan, Christopher 

<Christopher.Hogan@cpuc.ca.gov>; Peck, David B. <david.peck@cpuc.ca.gov>; 

McKinney, Jeanne <jeanne.mckinney@cpuc.ca.gov>; Feng, Jieli 

<Jieli.Feng@cpuc.ca.gov>; Brown, Mary Claire <MaryClaire.Brown@cpuc.ca.gov>; 

Young, Megan <Megan.Young@cpuc.ca.gov>; Chau, Nathan 

<Nathan.Chau@cpuc.ca.gov>; Doherty, Patrick <Patrick.Doherty@cpuc.ca.gov>; 

Saraie, Ryan <Ryan.Saraie@cpuc.ca.gov>; JKantor@KeyesFox.com; 

AYG3@pge.com; YXT5@pge.com; karen.alcantara@pge.com; 

LRafii@Buchalter.com; Maria@OhmConnect.com; VidhyaPrabhakaran@dwt.com; 

RegRelcpucCases@pge.com; CPUCcases@pge.com; proceedings@mail.com; 

TEdmister@ebce.org; Alison@LTMuniConsultants.com; ASlipski@cforat.org; 

SChen@mceCleanEnergy.org; philm@scdenergy.com; 

lisa.harrison@cco.sccgov.org; Luisa.Elkins@SanJoseCa.gov; 

NReardon@SonomaCleanPower.org; ARetalla@Placer.ca.gov; mccann@mcubed-
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econ.net; cmkehrein@ems-ca.com; MBoccadoro@WestCoastAdvisors.com; 

Steven@Moss.net 

Cc: ALJ_Support ID <alj_supportid@cpuc.ca.gov>; ALJ Docket Office 

<ALJ_Docket_Office@cpuc.ca.gov>; ALJ Process <alj_process@cpuc.ca.gov>; 

Daily Calendar <DailyCalendar2@cpuc.ca.gov>; ALJ Hearing Reporters 

<aljhearingreporters@cpuc.ca.gov>; ALJ_Hearing Requests 

<ALJ_HearingRequests@cpuc.ca.gov>; Gonzalez, Ana M. 

<ana.gonzalez@cpuc.ca.gov> 

Subject: A.19-11-019: Email Ruling Postponing Public Participation Hearings and 

Clarifying Notification Requirements 

 

Dear members of the A.19-11-019 service list: 

 

This email ruling clarifies the notification responsibilities of Pacific Gas and 

Electric Company (PG&E) in light of the postponement of the public 

participation hearings (PPHs) in this proceeding that were due to take place in 

May and June of 2020.  This email ruling therefore modifies my original ruling 

setting and noticing PPHs in this proceeding filed on February 28, 2020. 

 

All PPHs set by the February 28, 2020 ruling are postponed indefinitely.  The 

Commission intends to reschedule the PPHs for some time before the end of 

2020. 

 

The February 28, 2020 ruling mandated that PG&E shall, to the extent feasible, 

include a customer notice concerning the PPHs in the monthly bills of all its 

customers not less than five days before the date of the first scheduled PPH.  The 

February 28, 2020 ruling also specified that to the extent that any customers are 

billed electronically, notice to those customers may be given 

electronically.  Where customer e-mail addresses are available, PG&E was to 

provide the notice through direct e-mail communication. 

 

Because there are no currently scheduled PPHs in this proceeding, this email 

ruling clarifies that PG&E is not obligated to notify its customers of the 

previously scheduled PPHs. 
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The February 28, 2020 ruling mandated that PG&E shall cause the approved 

customer notice to be published in one or more newspapers of general 

circulation in PG&E’s general service area where a PPH will be held at least 

seven consecutive days prior to, and including, the date of the PPH.   

 

Because there are no currently scheduled PPHs in this proceeding, this email 

ruling clarifies that PG&E is not obligated to publish in a newspaper a notice of 

the previously scheduled PPHs. 

 

The February 28, 2020 ruling mandated that PG&E shall provide the 

Commission’s Public Advisor’s Office, not later than five days prior to the 

scheduled PPH, a letter verifying that it has complied with the customer notice 

requirement.  The compliance letter was to state the date(s) notices were sent to 

customers, the method used, and the approximate number of customers 

notified.  One copy of the actual notice was to be attached.  The compliance letter 

was also to provide the dates and locations of publication and posting.   

 

Because there are no currently scheduled PPHs in this proceeding, this email 

ruling clarifies that PG&E is not obligated to provide this verification letter to the 

Commission’s Public Advisor’s Office with respect to the previously scheduled 

PPHs. 

 

A formal ruling resetting the schedule for PPHs and PG&E’s notification 

requirements will be served and filed once the PPHs are rescheduled. 

 

Parties should note that the Commission will be advising customers that they can 

make public comments on-line on the docket card for this proceeding.  In 

addition, Commission staff are preparing a fact sheet to better inform the public 

about how this proceeding affects them, with electronic links to material to 

provide them additional information on what PG&E is requesting.  This will be 

posted on the Commission’s omnibus PPH webpage when available. 

 

IT IS SO RULED. 

 

The Docket Office shall formally file this ruling. 
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Patrick Doherty 
Administrative Law Judge 
California Public Utilities Commission 
pd1@cpuc.ca.gov  
 
Notice: This communication may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information for the use of the intended 
recipient(s). Unauthorized use or disclosure is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the 
sender and destroy all copies of the communication. 
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