


July 20, 2007 
 
 
Advice 3090-E   
 (Pacific Gas and Electric Company ID U39 E) 
 
Public Utilities Commission of the State of California 
 
Subject:  Contract for Procurement of Renewable Energy Resources 

Resulting from PG&E’s 2006 Renewables Portfolio Standard 
Solicitation 

 
I. INTRODUCTION 
 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) requests the California Public Utilities 
Commission (Commission or CPUC) to approve a power purchase agreement 
(PPA) that PG&E has executed with Klondike III Wind Power LLC (Klondike), 
including an associated shaping and firming agreement (Firming Agreement) with 
PPM Energy, Inc. (PPM) (collectively, the Agreements) resulting from PG&E’s 
2006 Renewables Portfolio Standard (RPS) Solicitation.  PG&E submits the 
Agreements for CPUC review and approval to establish PG&E’s ability to recover 
the cost of power purchase payments through its Energy Resource Recovery 
Account (ERRA). 
 
With the approval of the PPA, PG&E will have procured or contracted for deliveries 
of up to 491 GWh as a result of its 2006 RPS Solicitation, including  PG&E’s first 
tranche of 2006 RPS contracts filed via Advice Letter 3074-E1. 
 
PG&E selected the Klondike project in accordance with the least-cost and best-fit 
criteria defined in D.04-07-029.  The PPA includes the standard representation 
and warranty that the project constitutes an eligible renewable energy resource 
certified by the California Energy Commission (CEC).  The PPA incorporates the 
standard terms and conditions for RPS contracts adopted by D.07-02-011, as 
modified by D.07-05-057, except for certain permissible non-substantive changes 
to reflect specific defined terms in the PPA.  

                                            
 
1 PG&E submitted its agreements with CalRENEW-1, LLC, Western Geopower, Inc., and Green 
Volts, Inc. in its first tranche of 2006 RPS contracts via Advice Letter 3074-E, filed June 27, 2007 
for deliveries of approximately 226 GWh. 

 
Brian K. Cherry 
Vice President 
Regulatory Relations 

77 Beale Street, Room 1087             
San Francisco, CA  94105 
 
Mailing Address 
Mail Code B10C 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
P.O. Box 770000 
San Francisco, CA  94177 
 
Fax:  415.973.7226 



Advice 3090-E - 2 - July 20, 2007
 
 
 
PG&E submits these Agreements for CPUC review and approval as provided in 
D.06-05-039.  The Agreements work in tandem.  Under the Firming Agreement, 
PPM provides for the shaping and transmission of the energy produced under the 
Klondike PPA to the delivery point at the California-Oregon Border (COB).  As the 
Agreements are part of an integrated package that cannot be approved in 
isolation, the PPA and the associated Firming Agreement must both be approved 
by the Commission for either one of them to become effective.  The PPA and the 
Firming Agreement are provided in Confidential Appendix G. 
 
PG&E has previously submitted one advice letter for approval of agreements 
reached as a result of its 2006 RPS Solicitation.  The Agreements constitute the 
second advice letter submitted from PG&E’s 2006 RPS contracts.  Negotiations 
with Klondike began as part of the 2005 RPS Solicitation2.  Because Klondike also 
bid into the 2006 RPS Solicitation with an increase in the size of the project offered 
in 2005, the 2005 and 2006 offers were combined into one project.   
 
The actual contract price under the PPA is priced below the 2006 market price 
referent (MPR) and will not require any Public Goods Charge (PGC) funds, which 
are administered by the CEC as supplemental energy payments (SEPs).3   
 
Compliance with CEC Eligibility Criteria for Out of State Deliveries  
Klondike is a new wind facility located in Sherman County, Oregon from which 
PG&E will procure an expected energy output of 265 GWh per year for a 15-year 
delivery term.  The intermittent output of this wind project will be firmed and 
shaped by PPM into monthly pre-scheduled blocks of energy to be delivered to 
PG&E at COB.    
 
Both the Klondike project and its first point of interconnection with the Western 
Electricity Coordinating Council (WECC) are located out of state.  Only deliveries 
from “in-state” renewable energy resources are eligible to meet RPS goals.  An 
out-of-state facility may qualify as an “in-state facility” if it satisfies the Delivery 
Requirements enumerated in the CEC’s RPS Eligibility Guidebook.                                                   
 
Klondike qualifies as an in-state renewable facility because it satisfies all of the 
CEC’s conditions for RPS eligibility, that is:      
 

• It is interconnected to the WECC transmission system;   
• It will begin initial commercial operation after January 1, 2005; 
• It will participate in the CEC’s approved tracking and verification system;  

                                            
 
2 PG&E’s August 4, 2005 Solicitation for renewable bids was authorized by D. 05-07-039. 
3 Deliveries from the PPA are also priced below the 2005 market price referent (MPR). 
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• It will not cause or contribute to any violation of a California environmental 
standard; 

• It will demonstrate delivery of its generation to an in-state market hub or in-
state location; and 

• It will satisfy the following CEC delivery requirements:  
 

To count generation from an eligible out-of-state facility such as Klondike 
toward RPS compliance, the facility developer must execute a power 
purchase agreement with a retail seller and electricity must be delivered to 
an in-state market hub or in-state point of delivery located within California. 
The Agreements between PG&E and Klondike provide for firmed and 
shaped energy delivered to COB, which PG&E will then import into 
California.    

 
Subject to the criteria adopted by the CEC, electricity generated by an 
eligible renewable energy resource is considered ‘delivered’ if it is either 
generated at a location within the state or is scheduled for consumption by 
California end-use retail customers.   
 
In each calendar year, the Energy Commission will compare the metered 
volume of energy Klondike generates with the amount of shaped energy 
delivered into California which is attributed to Klondike, and the lesser of the 
two will count as the RPS-eligible delivery from Klondike.  The NERC E-
Tags used to schedule the energy delivered into California will reference 
the Klondike facility in the comment field. The CEC has several other 
documentation requirements that Klondike and PG&E will accommodate.                  

 
Klondike is currently seeking CEC pre-certification of its status as an eligible 
renewable energy resource because the project has not yet received its 
environmental permits, which are required to complete Klondike’s application for 
certification.  In its application for pre-certification, Klondike certifies that it satisfies 
the "Delivery Requirements" in the RPS Eligibility Guidebook, that it will comply 
with the CEC’s "Delivery Requirements", and that Klondike will not cause or 
contribute to a violation of any CEC-identified California environmental standards 
in California. 
 
Compliance with the Greenhouse Gas Emissions Performance Standard 
The Commission has adopted an Emissions Performance Standard (EPS) that 
limits covered procurement of baseload generation of 50 MW or more to an 
emissions rate of no more than 1,100 tons of CO2 per MWh. (D.07-02-039).   As a 
wind generating facility, the Klondike project is categorically exempt from the EPS.   
Because Klondike’s generation is intermittent and located outside the CAISO, 
energy deliveries will be accomplished through the Firming Agreement.  As 
described above, generation from Klondike will enter the local grid whenever it is 
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generated, but energy will be delivered to PG&E’s customers via COB in 
accordance with a fixed monthly schedule (“firmed”) and aggregated into the 
expected amount of generated energy over a month (“shaped”) by PPM.  
 
The system power used for firming and shaping does not violate SB 1368 [or 
D.07-02-039], because total purchases under the Firming Agreement (whether 
from the intermittent renewable resource or from substitute unspecified resources) 
are not expected to exceed the total expected output of Klondike in the PPA over 
the term of the Firming Agreement.  
 
Notification of Klondike’s compliance with D.07-02-039 is provided through this 
Advice Letter filing, which has been served on the service list in the RPS 
rulemaking, R.06-05-027. 
 
PG&E requests that the Commission issue a resolution no later than December 6, 
2007, containing the findings required by the definition of “CPUC Approval” in 
Appendix A of D.04-06-014 and incorporated in the PPA, so that PG&E’s contract 
for the renewable resource will remain in effect.4  The requested approval is 
described in more detail under the heading, “Request for Commission Approval,” 
below. 
 
The Advice Letter is supported by information, which, except for the “Independent 
Evaluator Report, Public Version,” is confidential under either the terms of the IOU 
Matrix, Attachment 1, of D.06-06-066 or General Order 66-C.  The public and 
confidential versions of the Independent Evaluator Report, denoted as Appendix C 
and I below, will be filed separately from this Advice Letter at a later date.  PG&E 
submits the confidential information in the manner directed by the Administrative 
Law Judge’s Ruling Clarifying Interim Procedures for Complying with Decision 06-
06-066, issued August 22, 2006, to demonstrate the confidentiality of the material 
and to invoke the protection of confidential utility information provided by section 
583 of the Public Utilities Code.   A separate Declaration of Confidential Treatment 
is being filed concurrently with this Advice Letter. 
 
Confidential Attachments: 
 
Appendix A – Overview of 2004 – 2006 Solicitation Bids 
 
Appendix B – 2006 Bid Evaluations 
                                            
 
4 As provided by D.04-06-014, the Commission must approve the Agreements and payments to be 
made thereunder, and find that the procurement will count toward PG&E’s RPS procurement 
obligations, in order for an executed RPS PPA to be binding on the parties.  Furthermore, the PPA 
between Klondike and PG&E is subject to no-fault termination if final, non-appealable CPUC 
approval is not received within 210 days of PPA execution. 
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Appendix C – Independent Evaluator Report, confidential version  (To be provided 
in a separate filing) 
 
Appendix D – Contract Terms and Conditions Explained and MPR/SEP 
Calculations 
 
Appendix E – Project Viability 
 
Appendix F – Project’s Contribution Toward RPS Goals 
 
Appendix G – Power Purchase Agreement and Shaping and Firming Agreement 
 
Appendix H – Standard Terms and Conditions Comparison 
 
Non-Confidential Attachment: 
 
Appendix I – Independent Evaluator Report, Public Version  (To be provided in a 
separate filing) 
 
 
II. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT 
 
The following table summarizes the substantive features of the PPA: 
 

Generating 
Facility 

Type Term 
Years 

MW 
Capacity 

Annual 
Deliveries 

Commercial 
Operating Date 

Project 
Location 

Klondike III Wind 
Power LLC 

Wind 15 85 MW 265 GWh  December 31, 
2007 

Sherman 
County, 
Oregon 

 
 
Copies of the PPA and associated Firming Agreement are provided in Confidential 
Appendix G and the contract analysis is provided in Confidential Appendix D.   
 
III. CONTRACT ANALYSIS 

 
A. Consistency with PG&E’s Adopted RPS Plan. 
 

California’s RPS statute requires the Commission to review the results of a 
renewable energy resource solicitation submitted for approval by a utility.5  The 

                                            
 
5 Public Utilities Code (Pub. Util. Code) § 399.14(c). 
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Commission will then accept or reject proposed PPAs based on their consistency 
with the utility’s approved renewable procurement plan.6   
 

1. Consistency with PG&E’s Adopted RPS Plan 
 
PG&E’s 2006 RPS plan was approved in D.06-05-039 on May 25, 2006.  As 
required by statute, the plan includes an assessment of supply and demand to 
determine the optimal mix of renewable generation resources, consideration of 
compliance flexibility mechanisms established by the Commission, and a bid 
solicitation protocol setting forth the need for renewable generation of various 
operational characteristics.7   
 
The stated goal of PG&E’s 2006 RPS Solicitation Plan is to procure approximately 
1 to 2 percent of PG&E’s retail sales volume, or between 727 GWh and 1,454 
GWh per year, with delivery terms of 10, 15, or 20 years.  Participants could 
submit offers for four specific products – as available, baseload, peaking, and 
dispatchable resources. 
 
The PPA under consideration falls within criteria identified in PG&E’s 2006 RPS 
Solicitation Plan, and is expected to contribute significantly toward achievement of 
PG&E’s 2010 RPS target.   
 

2. Consistency with RPS Solicitation Protocol 
 

The proposed PPA is consistent with PG&E’s approved RPS Plan because it was 
solicited, negotiated and executed through PG&E’s adherence to its Solicitation 
Protocol, which is the primary component of the 2006 RPS Plan.   
 
PG&E generally followed the RPS Solicitation schedule set forth in its Solicitation 
Protocol, but ultimately, the schedule for concluding negotiations was necessarily 
extended.  The resulting 2006 Solicitation schedule is shown below: 
 
 

                                            
 
6 Public Utilities Code (Pub. Util. Code) § 399.14(c). 
7 Pub. Util. Code § 399.14(a)(3). 
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Date Event 
June 30, 2006 PG&E issues Solicitation 
July 10, 2006 Participants file Notice of Intent to bid 
July 20, 2006  Pre-Bid Conference 
September 8, 2006 Deadline for Participants to submit Offers 
October 26, 2006 PG&E presented preliminary Shortlist to the 

PRG 
November 6, 2006 PG&E distributed a revised and finalized 

Shortlist to the PRG 
December 14, 2006 PG&E updated its PRG on the status of 

negotiations with shortlisted bidders 
January 26, 2007 PG&E updated its PRG on the status of 

negotiations with shortlisted bidders 
March 30, 2007 PG&E updated its PRG on the status of 

negotiations with shortlisted bidders 
May 30, 2007 PG&E updated its PRG on the status of 

negotiations with shortlisted bidders 
June 15, 2007 PG&E submits first tranche of PPAs for 

Commission approval 
 
Using its CPUC-approved bid solicitation protocol and forms of power purchase 
agreements, PG&E commenced its solicitation on June 30, 2006.  PG&E accepted 
bids until September 8, 2006, consistent with the published schedule.  PG&E 
evaluated and scored the bids in the manner prescribed in the Solicitation 
Protocol.  In particular, evaluation of the offer price took into account PG&E’s 
published Time of Delivery factors and imputed the potential cost of transmission 
adders.  PG&E scored the offers pursuant to a methodology that attributed the 
proper weight to market valuation, portfolio fit, credit and other non-price factors of 
the Solicitation Protocol. 
 
PG&E ranked the bids according to the protocols, placed them on PG&E’s “Short 
List” and presented them to PG&E’s PRG on October 26, 2006.  PG&E notified 
short-listed bidders and commenced negotiations with short-listed bidders once 
they submitted the required bid deposit.  PG&E presented the interim results of 
negotiations to the PRG on several occasions between December 14, 2006, and 
June 15, 2007.  At those meetings, the PRG expressed no objection to PG&E 
proceeding to execute the Agreements presented with this Advice Letter. 
 

3. Consistency with PG&E’s Long-Term Procurement Plan 
 

PG&E’s 2004 long-term procurement plan stated that PG&E would aggressively 
pursue procurement of As-Available, Baseload, Peaking, and Dispatchable 
renewable resources.  This same strategy was reflected in PG&E’s 2006 RPS 
plan.    The renewable technology to be used in the project represented by the 
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PPA is as-available wind technology, shaped and firmed into monthly blocks; the 
power generated through this project will contribute to meeting the RPS 
requirements as reflected in the adopted 2006 RPS Plan.  
 

B. Consistency of bid evaluation process with Least-Cost Best Fit 
(LCBF) decision.   

 
The RPS statute requires procurement of the “least cost, best fit” (LCBF) eligible 
renewable resources.  The LCBF decision directs the utilities to use certain criteria 
in their bid ranking.  It offers guidance regarding the process by which the utility 
ranks bids to select or “shortlist” the bids with which it will commence negotiations.  
The renewables bid evaluation process focuses on four primary areas: 
 

1. Determination of market value of bid, 
2. Calculation of transmission adders and integration costs, 
3. Evaluation of portfolio fit, and 
4. Consideration of non-price factors. 

 
Many of the bid ranking criteria are incorporated in PG&E’s Solicitation Protocol 
and is discussed below. 
 
 

1. Market Valuation 
 
In its “mark-to-market analysis,” the present value of the bidder’s payment stream 
is compared with the present value of the product’s market value to determine the 
benefit (positive or negative) from the procurement of the resource, irrespective of 
PG&E’s portfolio.  PG&E evaluates the bid price and indirect costs, such as the 
costs the utility may incur to interconnect the resource to the transmission grid, or 
to integrate the generation into the system-wide electrical supply.8   
 

2. Portfolio Fit  
 
Portfolio fit is how well the features of an offer, including any variations that may 
be submitted, match PG&E’s portfolio needs.  This analysis includes the 
anticipated transaction costs involved in any energy remarketing (i.e., the bid-ask 
spread) if the contract would add to PG&E’s net long position.   
 

C. Consistency with Adopted Standard Terms and Conditions. 
 

                                            
 
8 PG&E’s RPS Renewable Energy Procurement Plan, June 24, 2004, page (p.)6, lines (ll.) 4-18. 
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The Commission set forth standard terms and conditions to be incorporated into 
RPS agreements in D.04-06-014 and D.07-02-011.  The PPA contains the 
standard terms and conditions for RPS contracts adopted by D.07-02-011, as 
modified by D.07-05-057, except for permissible non-substantive edits, such as 
conforming edits to reflect specific defined terms in the PPA, as set forth in 
confidential Appendix H. 

 
During the course of negotiations, the parties identified a need to modify some of 
the modifiable standard terms to reach agreement.  These terms are all 
designated as subject to modification upon request of the bidder in Appendix A of 
D.04-06-014.   
 
The PPA represents a meeting of the minds between the respective developer and 
PG&E, and each term in the PPA was bargained for in consideration of every 
other term.  Appendix H (confidential) provides a comparison of each standard 
term and condition that has been materially modified from its form in the 2006 
Solicitation filed December 22, 2005.  Each provision is essential to the negotiated 
agreement between the parties and the Commission should therefore not modify 
them.  The Commission should consider the agreement as a whole, in terms of its 
ultimate effect on utility customers.  PG&E submits that the agreement protects the 
interests of its customers while achieving the Commission’s goal of increasing 
procurement from eligible renewable resources.  
 

D. Consistency with the Transmission Ranking Cost decision 
 

Under the RPS program, the potential customer cost to accept energy deliveries 
from a particular project must be considered when determining a project’s value 
for bid ranking purposes.  PG&E’s 2006 transmission ranking cost (TRC) report 
identified the remaining available transmission capacity and upgrade costs for 
PG&E substations at which renewable resources are expected to interconnect. 
 
PG&E determined the TRC cluster at which each shortlisted project would 
interconnect to the transmission grid.  Consistent with Commission decisions, 
PG&E assigned a transmission adder to each offer for evaluation based on the 
potential transmission congestion, the associated proxy transmission network 
upgrades and the associated capital costs that may be need to accommodate 
delivery at this cluster. 
 

E. Terms and conditions of delivery  
 

PPM, or its agent, will be the scheduling coordinator for the project throughout the 
delivery term.  The point of delivery will be at COB.  
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F. Actual Price 
 
The contract price of the PPA is confidential, market sensitive information that 
should not be publicly revealed.  The levelized contract price for Klondike is below 
the 2006 MPR and will not require PGC funding through SEPs.  Confidential 
Appendix D presents a detailed analysis of the contract payments in relation to the 
MPR.  
 

G. Qualitative factors 
 

As part of the short listing process, PG&E considered qualitative factors as 
required by D.04-07-029 and D.06-05-039.   
 

H. Project Milestones  
 

The PPA identifies the commercial operation date as a guaranteed project 
milestone.   
 

I. Project Viability  
 
The likelihood that a PPA will be a source of renewable power as described in the 
PPA is evaluated in Confidential Appendix E, “Project Viability.”  Because project-
specific information needed to demonstrate viability, such as project status and 
financing are commercially sensitive, proprietary business information, only the 
viability criteria are described in the public portion of this Advice letter. 

 
1. Financeability of resource   

 
There is a reasonable likelihood that the selected project will be financed and 
completed as required by the PPA and the project will be available to deliver 
energy by its guaranteed commercial operation date. 
 

2. Sponsor’s creditworthiness and experience 
 
The bidders were required to provide credit-related information as part of their 
bids.  PG&E has reviewed this information and is satisfied that the counterparties 
to the PPA possess the necessary credit and experience to perform as required by 
their respective PPA. 
 

3. Project Status 
 

Klondike is a new wind generator.  The PPA includes a guaranteed commercial 
operation date.  The seller’s obligation to meet this milestone is supported by 
performance assurance securities. 
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IV. PRG Feedback  

 
PG&E provided its PRG with reports on this transaction on several occasions.  
PG&E first presented the PRG with an initial list of offers on September 25, 2006.  
The PRG members were consulted on the shortlist on October 26, 2006, and on 
November 6, 2006.  PG&E updated the PRG on the progress of the negotiations 
on December 14, 2006, January 26, 2007, March 30, 2007, May 30, 2007, and 
finally on June 15, 2007.  The PRG did not object to PG&E’s recommendation to 
move forward with the PPA. 

 
V. Supplemental Energy Payments 

 
The PPA’s contract payments are priced below the 2006 MPR and no 
supplemental energy payments are required. 
 
VI. Request for Commission Approval 
 
The continued effectiveness of the PPA is conditioned on the occurrence of 
“CPUC Approval,” as that term is defined in the PPA, and approval of the 
associated Firming Agreement.  Time is of the essence in the Commission’s 
consideration and approval of this advice letter.   
 
Therefore, PG&E requests that the Commission issue a resolution no later than 
December 6, 2007, that:  
 

1. Approves the Agreements in their entirety, finds that PG&E’s 
execution of the Agreements are reasonable and in the public 
interest, and finds the PG&E’s payments under the Agreements 
are reasonable and are fully recoverable in rates over the life of 
the contract, subject to CPUC review of PG&E’s administration of 
the Agreements. 

 
2. Finds that any procurement pursuant to the Agreements is 

procurement from an eligible renewable energy resource for 
purposes of determining PG&E’s compliance with any obligation 
that it may have to procure eligible renewable energy resources 
pursuant to the California Renewables Portfolio Standard (Public 
Utilities Code Section 399.11 et seq.), Decision 03-06-071 and 
Decision 06-10-050, or other applicable law; 

 
3. Finds that there is a risk that deliveries will not occur as described 

by the Agreements due to factors that are beyond PG&E’s 
control; that PG&E has made reasonable attempts to reduce the 
risk of non-performance associated with the PPA without unduly 
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increasing its cost of procurement under the PPA; and that PG&E 
shall not be subject to penalties for RPS delivery shortfalls due to 
non-performance of a seller under the PPA, consistent with 
previous decisions.   

 
4. Finds that the payments made under the Agreements and any 

indirect cost of renewables procurement identified in Section 
399.15(d) shall be fully recoverable in rates over the life of the 
Agreements. 

 
5. Finds that any cost of bringing generation from the delivery point 

to PG&E’s load center shall be fully recoverable in rates over the 
life of the Agreements.   

 
6.     Finds that any stranded costs that may arise from the 

Agreements are subject to the provisions of D.04-12-048 that 
authorize stranded cost recovery over the life of the contract.  
Implementation of these provisions will be addressed in 
Rulemaking 06-02-013.   

 
Protests  
 
Anyone wishing to protest this filing may do so by sending a letter by August 9, 
2007, which is 20 days from the date of this filing. The protest must state the 
grounds upon which it is based, including such items as financial and service 
impact, and should be submitted expeditiously.  Protests should be mailed to: 
 

CPUC Energy Division 
Attention:  Tariff Unit, 4th Floor 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, California 94102 
 
Facsimile: (415) 703-2200 
E-mail: mas@cpuc.ca.gov and jnj@cpuc.ca.gov 
 

Copies should also be mailed to the attention of the Director, Energy Division, 
Room 4005 and Honesto Gatchalian, Energy Division, at the address shown 
above.   
 
The protest also should be sent via U.S. mail (and by facsimile and electronically, 
if possible) to PG&E at the address shown below on the same date it is mailed or 
delivered to the Commission. 
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   Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
   Attention: Brian Cherry 
   Vice President, Regulatory Relations 
   77 Beale Street, Mail Code B10C 
   P.O. Box 770000 
   San Francisco, California 94177 
 
   Facsimile: (415) 973-7226 
   E-Mail: PGETariffs@pge.com  

 
 

Effective Date: 
 
PG&E requests that this advice filing become effective on December 6, 2007.  
PG&E submits this as a Tier 3 filing. 
 
Notice: 
 
In accordance with General Order 96-B, Section IV, a copy of this advice letter 
excluding the confidential appendices is being sent electronically and via U.S. mail 
to parties shown on the attached list and the service lists for R.01-10-024 and 
R.06-05-027.  Non-market participants who are members of PG&E’s Procurement 
Review Group and have signed appropriate Non-Disclosure Certificates will also 
receive the advice letter and accompanying confidential attachments by overnight 
mail.  Address changes should be directed to Rose De La Torre (415) 973-4716.  
Advice letter filings can also be accessed electronically at: 
 
http://www.pge.com/tariffs 
 

 
Brian K. Cherry 
Vice President - Regulatory Relations 
 
 
cc: Service List for R.06-05-027 
 Service List for R.01-10-024 
 Paul Douglass - Energy Division 
 
 
Attachments 
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Limited Access to Confidential Material: 
 
The portions of this advice letter so marked Confidential Protected Material are 
submitted under the confidentiality protection of Section 583 of the Public Utilities 
Code and General Order 66-C.  This material is protected from public disclosure 
because it consists of the contract agreement itself, price information, and analysis 
of the proposed RPS contract which may be protected pursuant to the affected 
utility’s declaration pursuant to D.06-06-066.  A separate Declaration for 
Confidential Treatment regarding the confidential information is filed concurrently 
herewith.  
 
Attachments: 
 
Confidential Appendix A – Overview of 2004 – 2006 Solicitation Bids 
 
Confidential Appendix B – 2006 Bid Evaluations 
 
Confidential Appendix C – Independent Evaluator Report (To be provided in a 
separate filing) 
 
Confidential Appendix D – Contract Terms and Conditions Explained and 
MPR/SEP Calculations 
 
Confidential Appendix E – Project Viability 
 
Confidential Appendix F – Project’s Contribution Toward RPS Goals 
 
Confidential Appendix G – Power Purchase Agreement and Shaping and Firming 
Agreement 
 
Confidential Appendix H – Standard Terms and Conditions Comparison 
 
Appendix I – Independent Evaluator Report, Public Version (To be provided in a 
supplemental filing) 
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filing, unless otherwise authorized by the Commission, and shall be sent to: 
CPUC, Energy Division  Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
Tariff Files, Room 4005 
DMS Branch 
505 Van Ness Ave., San Francisco, CA 94102 
jnj@cpuc.ca.gov and mas@cpuc.ca.gov 

Attn: Brian K. Cherry, Vice President, Regulatory Relations 
77 Beale Street, Mail Code B10C 
P.O. Box 770000 
San Francisco, CA 94177 
E-mail: PGETariffs@pge.com 
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