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VIRTUAL PROCEEDING

SEPTEMBER 18, 2026 - 9:31 A.M.

*  *  *  *  *

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE MELVIN:  We are on the 

record.  The Commission will come to order.  

Good morning.  My name is Margery Melvin.  I'm 

the assigned Administrative Law Judge for this 

proceeding.  

Today is September 18th, 2026.  The time is 

9:31 a.m.  And this is the time and place for the 

prehearing conference, or PHC, pertaining to Application 

26-06-025, Application of Pacific Gas and Electric 

Company regarding Year 30, 2022, 2023 of its Core 

Procurement Incentive Mechanism; and I will refer to 

that as CPIM.  

Commissioner Christine Harada is the assigned 

commissioner to this proceeding.  Commissioner Harada's 

advisor on the proceeding is David Fermino.  We are 

joined by Commission staff, both industry and support.  

The basic purpose of this morning's PHC is to 

hear directly from the parties about this application.  

At this PHC, we will identify the parties, discuss the 

scope of the issues, the schedule, anything else 

necessary for the upcoming assigned commissioner's 

scoping memo and ruling and any other procedural issues 
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that may arise in this proceeding. 

Before we get started, I would like to remind 

everyone to please speak slowly and clearly and -- and 

to not speak over anyone.  The first time you speak, 

please state and spell your last name.  Each subsequent 

time you speak, please just state your name.  Also, when 

not speaking, please make sure to have yourself muted.  

At times, it might be necessary for the reporter to 

interrupt speakers when there are inaudible statements.  

Additionally, the reporter will be inserting the word 

"inaudible" in the transcript when there is dropped, 

garbled, or otherwise indecipherable audio.  

At this time, I would like to note the 

appearances of the parties.  And so we'll start with the 

Pacific Gas and Electric Company. 

MR. ELLIS:  Hi, good morning, your Honor.  This 

is Ben Ellis.  I am representing Pacific Gas and 

Electric Company.  Thank you. 

ALJ MELVIN:  Thank you.  And we'll now go to 

the Commission's Public Advocates Office. 

MR. VAN GEFFEN:  Thank you, your Honor.  

John Van Geffen for the Public Advocates Office.  Van 

Geffen is two words.  First word "Van," like the 

vehicle.  Second word "Geffen," G-e-f-f, as in French 

Fry, e-n.  
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ALJ MELVIN:  Thank you, Mr. Van Geffen.  

Thank you, Mr. Ellis. 

Is there anyone on here who would like to 

become a party to this proceeding -- anyone else?  

(No response.)

ALJ MELVIN:  Hearing none, we'll move on to the 

next phase of the hearing.  On June 30th, 2026, PG&E 

filed its application regarding Year 30, 2022, 2023 of 

its CPIM which first appeared on the Commission's Daily 

Calendar on July 3rd, 2026.  The application was filed 

pursuant to, one, Ordering Paragraph 10 of Decision 

26-02-058 under the core procurement incentive mechanism 

and, two, Rule 2.1 of the Commission's Rules of Practice 

and Procedure.  

PG&E filed its application as required by 

June 30th, 2026.  To address its performance under the 

CPIM for the November 1st, 2022, through October 31st, 

2023 period.  Pursuant to its application, PG&E requests 

that the Commission award its shareholders 26,629,445 

for CPIM Year 30.  

On August 3, 2026, Cal Advocates filed a 

protest to the application.  On August 13th, 2026, PG&E 

filed a reply to Cal Advocates' protest.  On July -- 

excuse me -- on August 31st, 2026, PG&E filed its 

compliance filing pursuant to Rule 3.2(e) of the 
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Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure.  On 

September 2nd, 2026, this ALJ issued a ruling setting 

the PHC in this proceeding for September 18th, 2016, at 

9:30 a.m. via Webex, and here we are. 

The next phase of the hearing is 

categorization, need for hearing, hearing, and scope of 

issues. 

On August 17th, 2026, ALJ Resolution 176-3585 

was issued and found this proceeding to be ratesetting.  

Both parties have indicated that there is no need for 

evidentiary hearings.  The Commission has preliminarily 

identified this proceeding as a ratesetting.  The 

Commission has preliminarily determined that there is no 

need for evidentiary hearings, but the assigned 

commissioner may determine otherwise in the scoping memo 

and ruling.  

A question that I have for the parties is:  

One, does either party disagree with the categorization 

of this proceeding as ratesetting?   

We'll start with PG&E and then go to Cal 

Advocates.  

MR. ELLIS:  Ben Ellis for PG&E.  No, we do not 

disagree with what the Commission has found. 

MR. VAN GEFFEN:  John Van Geffen for Cal 

Advocates.  We agree, your Honor. 
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ALJ MELVIN:  Thank you.  Next question for the 

parties, does either party disagree that there are -- 

there is no need for evidentiary hearings?  

MR. ELLIS:  We agree -- Ben Ellis for PG&E.  We 

agree that there is no need for evidentiary hearings at 

this time.  Thank you. 

ALJ MELVIN:  Thank you. 

MR. VAN GEFFEN:  John Van Geffen for Cal 

Advocates.  Similar response.  But the opportune wording 

is "at this time."  You know, as discovery and the 

proceeding continues, there may be a need.  But we will 

advise your Honor as soon as possible, should things 

change.  But as of right now, we don't see a need for 

hearing. 

ALJ MELVIN:  Thank you both.  Now, on to the 

scope of issues.  The issues to be determined or 

otherwise considered are:

Number one, has PG&E calculated its requested 

shareholder reward of $26,629,448 in accordance with 

applicable Commission decisions and PG&E's CPIM tariff; 

Number two, should the Commission approve the 

requested shareholder reward as previously mentioned for 

CPIM Year 30;

And then, finally, I want to rule out the need 

to address any environmental and/or social justice 
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issues pursuant to the Commission's ESJ Action Plan.

And so, with that, I would like each party to 

speak on the primarily-determined scope of issues.

MR. ELLIS:  Ben Ellis for PG&E.  We agree that 

those are the appropriate issues to be scoped within 

this proceeding.  We appreciate that.  Thank you.

ALJ MELVIN:  Thank you.

Cal Advocates?

MR. VAN GEFFEN:  John Van Geffen for Cal 

Advocates.  We agree, your Honor.

ALJ MELVIN:  Okay.  Thank you, both.

We will now move on to the proceeding schedule.  

And so, we are having the PHC today, September 18, 2026.  

And, generally speaking, there should be a scoping memo 

issued approximately 45 days -- or within 45 days of 

today's date.  According to Cal Advocates' protest, Cal 

Advocates anticipates having its monitoring report on or 

about September 21st, 2026, and is -- and then proposes 

having comments on its report due -- or proposes that 

comments on the report should be due October 5th, 2026; 

and then the reply comments on the report being due 

October 9th, 2026.

And so, I'm going to first pose this question 

to Cal Advocates:  What is your position on your 

proposed schedule for the report, the comments on the 
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report, and reply comments on the report?

MR. VAN GEFFEN:  John Van Geffen for Cal 

Advocates.  Your Honor, our position is the schedule as 

proposed is still accurate.  And I would like to draw 

your attention to PG&E's reply to protests where they 

acknowledge our month extension request and agree it's 

reasonable.

ALJ MELVIN:  Thank you very much.

And it's obvious we've missed the 

August 21st, 2026, requested date for your report.  So 

that makes that request, on PG&E's part, pretty much 

moot.  And so, I would just ask PG&E any questions or 

concerns regarding Cal Advocates' proposed schedule for 

having its report published, served September 21st, 

having comments due on October 5th, and reply comments 

on October 9th. 

MR. ELLIS:  Yes.  Ben Ellis for PG&E.  We take 

no issue with the schedule as presented and are willing 

to be flexible with that in order to accommodate.  We 

understand this is a little accelerated, so thank you.

ALJ MELVIN:  Thank you both very much.  And 

then, the next thing on the schedule would be a proposed 

decision, which typically is submitted within 90 days of 

the submission date.  In this case, the submission date 

would be October 9th, 2026, with the filing of the reply 
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comments to the report, which means that the proposed 

decision would typically be published by sometime in -- 

or by January 2027.  If any elements of the application 

are missing, or if I had additional questions, I would 

send out a ruling requesting additional information from 

the parties, and that would possibly trigger a different 

submission day.  The applicant and/or the parties would 

be required to submit a response to my request for 

information with a certain number of days.

When I determine whether the application is 

complete, the matter will be submitted.  From that 

point, the proposed decision, as I previously indicated, 

will generally be issued within 90 days.

I would like to ask the parties before -- 

because I don't have, really, anything else to ask.  I 

would want to know if either party has any questions, 

concerns or issues they want to bring up at this time.  

And we'll start with -- okay.

We can start with you, Cal Advocates.

MR. VAN GEFFEN:  John Van Geffen for Cal 

Advocates.  Your Honor, with the matter submitted on 

October 9th, what do you foresee in terms of a motion to 

admit testimony, exhibits into the record; when would 

you like to see that?

ALJ MELVIN:  If there are no additional 
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documents, then my thought is that the exhibits would be 

admitted right away.  And so, I think -- is that what 

you're asking:  How long after?

MR. VAN GEFFEN:  Well, I -- I assume that you 

have the ability just to issue an order moving all the 

items into the record, versus I know some judges prefer 

that we file a motion and then label all the things we 

want admitted and provide the exhibit numbers and all 

that good stuff.

ALJ MELVIN:  Thank you for clarifying.  So, 

yes, I can do that.  I can admit them on my own motion.  

And there would be no need for the parties to file a 

motion requesting that exhibits be admitted into 

evidence.

MR. VAN GEFFEN:  Thank you, your Honor.

ALJ MELVIN:  Mr. Ellis, do you have any 

questions, concerns, or issues you want to present or 

bring up at this time?

MR. ELLIS:  Ben Ellis for PG&E.  No.  We have 

nothing additional to add or ask at this time.

Thank you.

ALJ MELVIN:  Thank you both very much.

After today's PHC, working with 

Commissioner Harada's office, I will prepare the 

commissioner's scoping memo and ruling, which will 
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provide more information on the schedule for this 

proceeding, the scope of issues for the proceeding, and 

the calendar.

This concludes this morning's PHC.  We are 

adjourned.  And we are off the record.  The time is 

9:46 a.m.

(At the hour of 9:46 a.m. this matter having 

been concluded, the Commission then 

adjourned.)

*  *  *  *  *
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