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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 1 

(Witness: Stephen Castello) 2 

I. INTRODUCTION & RECOMMENDATIONS 3 
The Public Advocates Office at the California Public Utilities Commission (Cal 4 

Advocates) submits this opening testimony in the Application of Pacific Gas and Electric 5 

Company (U39E) for Approval of its Demand Response Programs, Pilots and Budgets 6 

for Program Years 2023-2027 (PG&E Application), filed May 2, 2022.  Pursuant to the 7 

Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Ruling issued on May 25, 2022, by ALJ Garrett Toy, 8 

PG&E’s Application was consolidated with Application of San Diego Gas & Electric 9 

Company (U902E) Requesting Approval and Funding of its Demand Response Portfolio 10 

for Bridge Year 2023 and Program Years 2024-2027 (SDG&E Application), and the 11 

Application of Southern California Edison Company (U338E) for Approval of Demand 12 

Response Programs and Budgets for 2023-2027 (SCE Application). Per the Assigned 13 

Commissioner’s Scoping Memo and Ruling (Scoping Memo), this proceeding will be 14 

addressed in two phases. Phase 1 is limited to the consideration of the 2023 Bridge Year 15 

Funding as proposed by the Investor-Owned Utilities’ (IOUs).  The Scoping Memo also 16 

creates a separate track within Phase 1 to consider if the IOUs should be directed to 17 

conduct Demand Response Auction Mechanism (DRAM) solicitations in 2023 as a 18 

continued pilot without further technical refinements and, if so, what budget should be 19 

authorized.1 20 

This testimony presents Cal Advocates’ analysis and recommendations regarding 21 

the continuation of the DRAM pilot in 2023.  Based on the results of the DRAM pilot, 22 

the Commission should not approve any additional DRAM auctions and the DRAM pilot 23 

should conclude. 24 

  25 

 
1 Scoping Memo, p. 4. 
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CHAPTER 1 : THE DEMAND RESPONSE AUCTION MECHANISM PILOT 1 

I. INTRODUCTION 2 
This chapter addresses Cal Advocates’ position on the future of the Demand 3 

Response Auction Mechanism (DRAM).  The Commission, through Decision (D.) 14-12-4 

024, required the IOUs to design and implement the DRAM pilot for 2016 and 2017.  5 

The DRAM Pilot is a pay-as-bid solicitation through which these IOUs seek monthly 6 

demand response system capacity, local capacity, and flexible capacity, which 7 

contributes to their resource adequacy obligation.2  The objective of the DRAM pilot is to 8 

investigate whether a competitive procurement mechanism for supply side resources 9 

outside of traditional utility programs is viable while also providing experience in the 10 

California Independent System Operator (CAISO) markets.3  The Commission extended 11 

the DRAM pilot to 2018 through deliveries in 2023.4   12 

Given the results of the DRAM Pilot, the Commission should conclude the 13 

DRAM program and not authorize additional DRAM auctions.  14 

II. DISCUSSION 15 
Cal Advocates recommends the DRAM pilot be concluded based on the results of 16 

the most recent DRAM evaluation, Cal Advocates’ analysis of DRAM invoices, and 17 

changed DR market conditions. 18 

A. No additional Demand Response Auction Mechanism (DRAM) 19 
pilot auctions should be approved, and the DRAM pilot should 20 
be concluded. 21 

In D.16-09-056, the Commission directed the Commission’s Energy Division to 22 

conduct an evaluation of the 2016 and 2017 DRAM Pilot auctions and subsequent 23 

 
2 D.19-12-040, p. 3.  
3 D.14-12-024, p. 12 and D.16-06-029, p. 43.  
4 D.16-06-029, Ordering Paragraphs 19 and 21, pp. 91-92; D.17-10-017, Ordering Paragraphs 7 and 8,  
p. 89; D.19-07-009, later modified by D.19-09-041, p. 31 and Ordering Paragraphs 1-2, pp. 106-107.  



 

1-2 

deliveries.5  The Commission required that evaluation of the DRAM pilot base its 1 

assessment of success on the following criteria:  2 

1. Were new, viable third-party providers engaged;  3 
2. Were new customers engaged;  4 
3. Were bid prices competitive;  5 
4. Were offer prices competitive in the wholesale markets;  6 
5. Did Demand Response Providers (DRPs) aggregate the capacity 7 

they contracted, or replace it with demand response from another 8 
source in a timely manner; and  9 

6. Were resources reliable when dispatched.6   10 

The Energy Division issued its Evaluation of Demand Response Auction 11 

Mechanism Final Report on January 4, 2019.  In its examination of DRAM auctions and 12 

deliveries between 2015 and 2017, Commission Staff found that DRAM failed to achieve 13 

three of the six evaluation criteria7 necessary8 to be deemed successful.9 14 

In D.19-07-009, the Commission authorized the IOUs to contract with a consultant 15 

to evaluate the continuation of DRAM.  The evaluation was to include performance of 16 

delivery years 2018 through 2021, and the solicitation process for years 2019, 2020, and 17 

2021.10  The DRAM Evaluation (Nexant Evaluation) was noticed to parties of the 18 

proceeding on June 24, 2022.  Despite changes and improvements made in the pilot since 19 

the release of the first evaluation report, DRAM continued to fail to satisfy the same three 20 

criteria11 that it previously failed to satisfy in the first evaluation.  DRAM has not met the 21 

criteria the Commission set to determine success of the pilot and, after 8 years of 22 

 
5 D.16-09-056, Ordering Paragraph 10, p. 98. 
6 D.16-09-056, Ordering Paragraph 10, p. 98. 
7 Criteria 4, 5, and 6 were not met. 
8 “We [the Commission] will treat these criteria as objectives that the demand response auction 
mechanism must meet in order to expand its role in the resource adequacy market,” D.16-09-056, p. 66. 
9 Energy Division’s Evaluation of Demand Response Auction Mechanism, January 4, 2019, p. 12. 
10 D.19-07-009 Ordering Paragraph 16, p. 112. 
11 Demand Response Auction Mechanism Evaluation Submitted by Nexant in Partnership with Gridwell 
Consulting (Nexant Evaluation), p. 2. 
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auctions, it is unreasonable to assume there will be improvement.  Therefore, the 1 

Commission should not authorize further DRAM auctions and allow the DRAM pilot to 2 

end with the deliveries already contracted for 2023. 3 

High performing DRPs who previously participated in DRAM will still have 4 

ample opportunities to participate in DR.  In D.21-12-025, the Commission ordered the 5 

IOUs to procure DR for 2022 and 2023 through bilateral contracts.12 Pacific Gas and 6 

Electric Company (PG&E)13 and Southern California Edison Company (SCE)14 both 7 

procured DR contracts for deliveries starting in 2022 with DRPs that have participated in 8 

DRAM.  Additionally, DRPs can and do sell their Resource Adequacy (RA) products to 9 

Community Choice Aggregators (CCAs).15  As such, DRPs are able to sell IOUs their 10 

products outside of the DRAM carveout.16  Based on the lessons learned in the DRAM 11 

pilot, DRPs can and should compete in IOU “all-resource” solicitations or other 12 

procurements.  This is preferable to DRAM since it will foster greater competition among 13 

resource types.   14 

Moreover, it will ensure that IOUs are procuring to their forecast needs instead of 15 

to a budget target.  Under DRAM, IOUs are required to spend as much of their allocated 16 

budget as possible to buy DRAM bids whether the IOUs requires that resource for 17 

reliability or not.17  Eliminating DRAM will allow IOUs to conduct solicitations for the 18 

DR the system needs and will create a healthier marketplace for sellers by allowing the 19 

IOUs to send accurate signals about actual resource need.  DRPs are able to compete on 20 

the open market and no longer require the DRAM carve-out.  For these reasons, the 21 

Commission should decline to authorize further DRAM auctions and allow DRAM to 22 

conclude with the deliveries in 2023. 23 

 
12 D.21-12-025 Ordering Paragraph 13, p. 164. 
13 PG&E Advice Letter 6619-E. 
14 SCE Advice Letter 4797-E. 
15 Nexant Evaluation, p. 29. 
16 In D.19-12-040 OP 11, p. 81 the Commission found that DRAM is a carve-out procurement 
mechanism. 
17 D.19-12-040 OP 11, p. 81. 
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65% in 2019, 67% in 2020, and 57% in 2021).21  This pattern shows the manifest risk of 1 

DRAM sellers being unsuccessful in aggregating contracted capacity in a timely manner.  2 

Currently, ratepayers shoulder this risk, because IOUs must replace that capacity through 3 

other means, and the DRAM provider is not required to make the IOU whole as if it were 4 

a standard energy supply contract.  This may result in significantly higher costs due to the 5 

short procurement timeline for replacement resources.  6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

C. DRAM resources have failed to meet their contractual 13 
obligations. 14 

The problems with DRAM Proxy Demand Resource (PDR) reliability were 15 

evident when examining the same DRAM resources’ invoices across different months.  16 

Historically, most invoices were settled through the Must Offer Obligation (MOO) 17 

method.22  For MOO Demonstrated Capacity (DC) invoices, sellers demonstrate capacity 18 

by bidding their resource during the required hours without any dispatch of the resource.   19 

There is no requirement to bid at a particular price, which creates an opportunity for 20 

gaming. Bidding at or near the market price cap greatly decreases the likelihood of a 21 

resource being dispatched. In its analysis of Day Ahead Market (DAM) scheduling 22 

rates23, Energy Division staff found that DRAM resources were the least likely resource 23 

group to win DAM awards.24   The Nexant Evaluation found the same trend continued in 24 

 
21 P. 110. 
22 2021 is an expectation in that MOO was the second most used DC invoice settlement method with 44% 
of DC invoices being MOO based, Nexant Evaluation, p. 134. 
23 Defined as the aggregate energy awarded divided by the aggregate energy offered. This can be used as 
a proxy for bid price. 
24 Energy Division’s Evaluation of Demand Response Auction Mechanism, January 4, 2019, p.82. 
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invoices must be substantiated by actual performance31 and a dispatch or test must be 1 

sustained for at least two hours.  The analysis below further supports the conclusions that 2 

DRAM DRPs are not all meeting their contractual capacity obligations and are not 3 

reliably providing energy reductions when dispatched.32   4 

Table 3 compares 1-hour interval settlement quality meter data from the CAISO to 5 

the Demonstrated Capacity claimed by DRAM sellers.  Column F shows how much 6 

larger the capacity claimed on the DRAM invoice is compared to the maximum MW 7 

value according to CAISO settlement data.  Seventy resource IDs were identified 8 

invoicing over 100% of the performance reported to CAISO.  The 20 resource IDs with 9 

the greatest percentage discrepancy are included. 10 

  11 

 
31 DRPs cannot calculate invoices using its Must Offer Obligation (MOO) for the month of August. 
32 See Nexant Evaluation’s summary of evaluation criteria, Nexant Evaluation, p. 2. 
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Table 3 – Comparison of CAISO 1-hour Interval Settlement Data to 1 
August 2020 DRAM Invoices 2 

A B C D E F 

IOU DRAM 
Seller 

CAISO Resource 
ID 

DRAM 
Demonstrated 
Capacity 
Claimed  
(MW)33 

MAX MW 
Available to 
be Claimed 
(CAISO Data 
Item 5)34 

Discrepancy 
Between 
DRAM Invoice 
and CAISO 
Settlement 
(Column D / 
Column E (%)) 

 3 
Table 4 compares 5-minute interval settlement data from the CAISO to the 4 

Demonstrated Capacity claimed by DRAM sellers.  Column F shows how much larger 5 

the capacity claimed on the DRAM invoice is compared to the maximum MW value 6 

 
33 Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) Confidential Response to CalAdvocates-SC-PGE-2020-03, 
Question 2; Southern California Edison Company (SCE) Confidential Response to CalAdvocates-SC-
SCE-2020-03, Question 2; San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E) Confidential Response to 
CalAdvocates-SC-SDGE-2020-03, Question 2. 
34 CAISO Response to Combined Subpoena for General RA information necessary for the CPUC to 
evaluate Resource Adequacy program and policies, Item 5, Settlement Quality Meter Data. 
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according to CAISO settlement data.  Ninety-six resource IDs were identified invoicing 1 

over 100% of the performance reported to CAISO.  The 20 resource IDs with the greatest 2 

percentage discrepancy are included. 3 

Table 4 – Comparison of CAISO 5-min Interval Settlement Data to 4 
August 2020 DRAM Invoices 5 

A B C D E F

IOU DRAM 
Seller 

CAISO Resource 
ID 

DRAM 
Demonstrated 
Capacity 
Claimed  
(MW)35 

MAX MW 
Available to 
be Claimed 
(CAISO 
Data Item 
13)36 

Discrepancy 
Between DRAM 
Invoice and CAISO 
Settlement 
(Column D / 
Column E (%)) 

 
35 Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) Confidential Response to CalAdvocates-SC-PGE-2020-03, 
Question 2; Southern California Edison Company (SCE) Confidential Response to CalAdvocates-SC-
SCE-2020-03, Question 2; San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E) Confidential Response to 
CalAdvocates-SC-SDGE-2020-03, Question 2. 
36 CAISO Response to Combined Subpoena for General RA information necessary for the CPUC to 
evaluate Resource Adequacy program and policies, Item 13, Demand Response (PDR/RDRR) and Non-
generating (NGR) Settlement Data Files. 
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WITNESS QUALIFICATIONS 1 
OF 2 

STEPHEN CASTELLO 3 
Q.1 Please state your name and business address. 4 
A.1 My name is Stephen Castello.  My business address is 505 Van Ness Avenue, 5 

San Francisco, California. 6 
Q.2 By whom are you employed and in what capacity? 7 
A.2 I am employed by the Public Advocates Office at the California Public Utilities 8 

Commission as a Senior Public Utilities Regulatory Analyst in the Electricity 9 
Pricing and Customer Programs Branch. 10 

Q.3 Briefly state your educational background and experience. 11 
A.3 I hold a Master of Science in Economics from California State University, East 12 

Bay (2018). I also received a Bachelor of Arts in Political Science from the 13 
University of California, Berkeley (2014). I joined the Commission on May 1, 14 
2019 in the Public Advocates Office, Electricity Pricing and Customer Programs 15 
Branch. I have previously provided testimony in the Rulemaking to Ensure 16 
Reliable Electric Service in California in the Event of an Extreme Weather Event 17 
in 2021 (R.20-11-003), the Integrated Distributed Energy Resources Rulemaking 18 
(R.14-10-003) and the Rulemaking Concerning Energy Efficiency Rolling 19 
Portfolios, Policies, Programs, Evaluation, and Related Issues (R.13-11-005). 20 

Q.4 Does this complete your testimony at this time? 21 
A.4 Yes, it does.  22 
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Cal Advocates’ Data Request to SCE

8
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SCE’s Response to Cal Advocates’ Data Request 
Question 2

9
CONFIDENTIAL 2020-07 
July 2020 DRAM Invoice - 

Leap - 10112.pdf 

SCE’s Response to Cal Advocates’ Data Request 
Question 2, Leap Invoice July (1)

Contains confidential information.

10
CONFIDENTIAL 2020-07 
July 2020 DRAM Invoice - 

Leap - 10118.pdf 

SCE’s Response to Cal Advocates’ Data Request 
Question 2, Leap Invoice July (2) 

Contains confidential information.
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August 2020 DRAM Invoice 
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Question 2, Leap Invoice August (1)

Contains confidential information.
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September 2020 DRAM 
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SCE’s Response to Cal Advocates’ Data Request 
Question 2, Leap Invoice September (1)

Contains confidential information.

14
CONFIDENTIAL SCE - 
September 2020 DRAM 

Invoice - Leap - 10118.pdf 

SCE’s Response to Cal Advocates’ Data Request 
Question 2, Leap Invoice September (2)

Contains confidential information.

15
Confidentiality Declaration 
David Iversen 20201230 Q. 

002.pdf 

SCE’s Response to Cal Advocates’ Data Request 
Confidentiality Declaration

Other Documents

16
Data Request -

CalAdvocates-SC-SDGE-
2020-03.pdf 

Cal Advocates’ Data Request to SDG&E

17
Master-2020-21-CPUC-RA-

Subpoena.pdf 

The Public Advocates Office Master Resource 
Adequacy Subpoena to the California Independent 
System Operator
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PG&E Data Request No.: CalAdvocates_019-Q01
PG&E File Name: DemandResponseOIR-2013_DR_CalAdvocates_019-Q01    
Request Date: December 14, 2020 Requester DR No.: CalAdvocates-SC-

PGE-2020-03
Date Sent: December 30, 2020 Requesting Party: Public Advocates Office
PG&E Witness: Neda Oreizy Requester: Stephen Castello

Please provide all Demand Response Auction Mechanism (DRAM) monthly 
Demonstrated Capacity (DC) Invoices for deliveries in 2019.

PG&E sought additional clarification on this question, but was unable to receive a 
response in time for the due date of this request. PG&E believes that this request was 
intended to seek the data behind the invoices, not the voluminous set of invoice 
documentation, which includes invoice cover sheets, Demonstrated Capacity forms 
(Exhibit C), and supporting documentation. If this assumption is incorrect, PG&E will 
seek to provide an expedited response with the full set of documentation. 

The Demonstrated Capacity data can be found in the following attachment to this 
response:

DemandResponseOIR-2013_DR_CalAdvocates_019-Q01Atch01CONF.xlsx





DemandResponseOIR-2013_DR_CalAdvocates_019-Q01Atch01CONF

This attachment to this response contains PG&E’s Confidential information described in the declaration of Neda Oreizy, dated December 30, 2020–Do Not Disclose.

DRAM Contract DRAM Seller
Res/ 
NonRes

PDR/ 
RDRR Product Type

Delivery 
Month

Contract 
Year

Contracted 
Quantity (CQ)

Supply Plan 
MW DC MW DC Type Notes

Autogrid 1 Autogrid N PDR System Jan-19 2018-19
Enernoc 1 Enel X N RDRR System Jan-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect N PDR System Jan-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR System Jan-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 3 OhmConnect N PDR Greater Bay Jan-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 4 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Jan-19 2018-19
Sunrun 1 Sunrun R PDR Fresno Jan-19 2018-19
Tesla 1 Tesla N PDR System Jan-19 2018-19
Tesla 2 Tesla N PDR Greater Bay Jan-19 2018-19
Tesla 3 Tesla N PDR North Coast Jan-19 2018-19
Autogrid 1 Autogrid N PDR System Feb-19 2018-19
Enernoc 1 Enel X N RDRR System Feb-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect N PDR System Feb-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR System Feb-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 3 OhmConnect N PDR Greater Bay Feb-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 4 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Feb-19 2018-19
Sunrun 1 Sunrun R PDR Fresno Feb-19 2018-19
Tesla 1 Tesla N PDR System Feb-19 2018-19
Tesla 2 Tesla N PDR Greater Bay Feb-19 2018-19
Tesla 3 Tesla N PDR North Coast Feb-19 2018-19
Autogrid 1 Autogrid N PDR System Mar-19 2018-19
Enernoc 1 Enel X N RDRR System Mar-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect N PDR System Mar-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR System Mar-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 3 OhmConnect N PDR Greater Bay Mar-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 4 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Mar-19 2018-19
Sunrun 1 Sunrun R PDR Fresno Mar-19 2018-19
Tesla 1 Tesla N PDR System Mar-19 2018-19
Tesla 2 Tesla N PDR Greater Bay Mar-19 2018-19
Tesla 3 Tesla N PDR North Coast Mar-19 2018-19
Autogrid 1 Autogrid N PDR System Apr-19 2018-19
Enernoc 1 Enel X N RDRR System Apr-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect N PDR System Apr-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR System Apr-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 3 OhmConnect N PDR Greater Bay Apr-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 4 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Apr-19 2018-19
Sunrun 1 Sunrun R PDR Fresno Apr-19 2018-19
Tesla 1 Tesla N PDR System Apr-19 2018-19
Tesla 2 Tesla N PDR Greater Bay Apr-19 2018-19
Tesla 3 Tesla N PDR North Coast Apr-19 2018-19
Autogrid 1 Autogrid N PDR System May-19 2018-19
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OhmConnect 4 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Sep-19 2018-19
Sunrun 1 Sunrun R PDR Fresno Sep-19 2018-19
Tesla 1 Tesla N PDR System Sep-19 2018-19
Tesla 2 Tesla N PDR Greater Bay Sep-19 2018-19
Tesla 3 Tesla N PDR North Coast Sep-19 2018-19
Autogrid 1 Autogrid N PDR System Oct-19 2018-19
Enernoc 1 Enel X N RDRR System Oct-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect N PDR System Oct-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR System Oct-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 3 OhmConnect N PDR Greater Bay Oct-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 4 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Oct-19 2018-19
Sunrun 1 Sunrun R PDR Fresno Oct-19 2018-19
Tesla 1 Tesla N PDR System Oct-19 2018-19
Tesla 2 Tesla N PDR Greater Bay Oct-19 2018-19
Tesla 3 Tesla N PDR North Coast Oct-19 2018-19
Autogrid 1 Autogrid N PDR System Nov-19 2018-19
Enernoc 1 Enel X N RDRR System Nov-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect N PDR System Nov-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR System Nov-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 3 OhmConnect N PDR Greater Bay Nov-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 4 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Nov-19 2018-19
Sunrun 1 Sunrun R PDR Fresno Nov-19 2018-19
Tesla 1 Tesla N PDR System Nov-19 2018-19
Tesla 2 Tesla N PDR Greater Bay Nov-19 2018-19
Tesla 3 Tesla N PDR North Coast Nov-19 2018-19
Autogrid 1 Autogrid N PDR System Dec-19 2018-19
Enernoc 1 Enel X N RDRR System Dec-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect N PDR System Dec-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR System Dec-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 3 OhmConnect N PDR Greater Bay Dec-19 2018-19
OhmConnect 4 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Dec-19 2018-19
Sunrun 1 Sunrun R PDR Fresno Dec-19 2018-19
Tesla 1 Tesla N PDR System Dec-19 2018-19
Tesla 2 Tesla N PDR Greater Bay Dec-19 2018-19
Tesla 3 Tesla N PDR North Coast Dec-19 2018-19
Enernoc 1 Enel X N PDR System Jan-19 2019
Leapfrog 1 Leap N PDR System Jan-19 2019
Leapfrog 2 Leap N PDR Greater Bay Jan-19 2019
Leapfrog 3 Leap N PDR Fresno Jan-19 2019
Leapfrog 4 Leap N PDR Flex 2 - System Jan-19 2019
Leapfrog 5 Leap N PDR Flex 3- System Jan-19 2019
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect R PDR System Jan-19 2019
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Jan-19 2019
Stem 1 Stem N PDR System Jan-19 2019
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Enernoc 1 Enel X N PDR System Feb-19 2019
Leapfrog 1 Leap N PDR System Feb-19 2019
Leapfrog 2 Leap N PDR Greater Bay Feb-19 2019
Leapfrog 3 Leap N PDR Fresno Feb-19 2019
Leapfrog 4 Leap N PDR Flex 2 - System Feb-19 2019
Leapfrog 5 Leap N PDR Flex 3- System Feb-19 2019
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect R PDR System Feb-19 2019
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Feb-19 2019
Stem 1 Stem N PDR System Feb-19 2019
Enernoc 1 Enel X N PDR System Mar-19 2019
Leapfrog 1 Leap N PDR System Mar-19 2019
Leapfrog 2 Leap N PDR Greater Bay Mar-19 2019
Leapfrog 3 Leap N PDR Fresno Mar-19 2019
Leapfrog 4 Leap N PDR Flex 2 - System Mar-19 2019
Leapfrog 5 Leap N PDR Flex 3- System Mar-19 2019
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect R PDR System Mar-19 2019
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Mar-19 2019
Stem 1 Stem N PDR System Mar-19 2019
Enernoc 1 Enel X N PDR System Apr-19 2019
Leapfrog 1 Leap N PDR System Apr-19 2019
Leapfrog 2 Leap N PDR Greater Bay Apr-19 2019
Leapfrog 3 Leap N PDR Fresno Apr-19 2019
Leapfrog 4 Leap N PDR Flex 2 - System Apr-19 2019
Leapfrog 5 Leap N PDR Flex 3- System Apr-19 2019
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect R PDR System Apr-19 2019
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Apr-19 2019
Stem 1 Stem N PDR System Apr-19 2019
Enernoc 1 Enel X N PDR System May-19 2019
Leapfrog 1 Leap N PDR System May-19 2019
Leapfrog 2 Leap N PDR Greater Bay May-19 2019
Leapfrog 3 Leap N PDR Fresno May-19 2019
Leapfrog 4 Leap N PDR Flex 2 - System May-19 2019
Leapfrog 5 Leap N PDR Flex 3- System May-19 2019
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect R PDR System May-19 2019
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay May-19 2019
Stem 1 Stem N PDR System May-19 2019
Enernoc 1 Enel X N PDR System Jun-19 2019
Leapfrog 1 Leap N PDR System Jun-19 2019
Leapfrog 2 Leap N PDR Greater Bay Jun-19 2019
Leapfrog 3 Leap N PDR Fresno Jun-19 2019
Leapfrog 4 Leap N PDR Flex 2 - System Jun-19 2019
Leapfrog 5 Leap N PDR Flex 3- System Jun-19 2019
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect R PDR System Jun-19 2019
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Jun-19 2019
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OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Nov-19 2019
Stem 1 Stem N PDR System Nov-19 2019
Enernoc 1 Enel X N PDR System Dec-19 2019
Leapfrog 1 Leap N PDR System Dec-19 2019
Leapfrog 2 Leap N PDR Greater Bay Dec-19 2019
Leapfrog 3 Leap N PDR Fresno Dec-19 2019
Leapfrog 4 Leap N PDR Flex 2 - System Dec-19 2019
Leapfrog 5 Leap N PDR Flex 3- System Dec-19 2019
OhmConnect 1 OhmConnect R PDR System Dec-19 2019
OhmConnect 2 OhmConnect R PDR Greater Bay Dec-19 2019
Stem 1 Stem N PDR System Dec-19 2019
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PG&E Data Request No.: CalAdvocates_019-Q02
PG&E File Name: DemandResponseOIR-2013_DR_CalAdvocates_019-Q02    
Request Date: December 14, 2020 Requester DR No.: CalAdvocates-SC-

PGE-2020-03
Date Sent: December 30, 2020 Requesting Party: Public Advocates Office
PG&E Witness: Neda Oreizy Requester: Stephen Castello

Please provide all Demand Response Auction Mechanism (DRAM) monthly 
Demonstrated Capacity (DC) Invoices for deliveries in 2020.

PG&E sought additional clarification on this question, but was unable to receive a 
response in time for the due date of this request. PG&E believes that this request was 
intended to seek the data behind the invoices, not the voluminous set of invoice 
documentation, which includes invoice cover sheets, Demonstrated Capacity forms 
(Exhibit C), and supporting documentation. If this assumption is incorrect, PG&E will 
seek to provide an expedited response with the full set of documentation. 

The Demonstrated Capacity data can be found in the following attachment to this 
response:

DemandResponseOIR-2013_DR_CalAdvocates_019-Q02Atch01CONF.xlsx
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/S/ David Iversen
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Generator and Demand Response (PDR/RDRR) –

Imported energy –



















Notice of Generating Unit 
Retirement or Mothball Including Rescission of Retirement or Mothball)

a)
b)
c)
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Notice of Generating 
Unit Retirement or Mothball Including Rescission of Retirement 
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