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Subject:  Request for Authorization to Shift Prior Years’ Unspent, Uncommitted 
                Gas and Electric Energy Efficiency Funds to Ensure Adequate Funding 
                for the 2009 Energy Efficiency Transition Programs 
 
 
Dear Ms. Yura: 

 
   Advice Letter 3030-G/3487-E is effective September 10, 2009 per Resolution G-3439. 
 
 

Sincerely, 

 
Julie A. Fitch, Director 
Energy Division 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



July 1, 2009    
 
 
Advice 3030-G/3487-E 
(Pacific Gas and Electric Company ID U 39 M) 
 
 
Public Utilities Commission of the State of California 
 
Subject: Request For Authorization to Shift Prior Years’ Unspent, 

Uncommitted Gas and Electric Energy Efficiency Funds to 
Ensure Adequate Funding for the 2009 Energy Efficiency 
Transition Programs 

 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) hereby requests authorization to utilize 
unspent, uncommitted electric and gas Energy Efficiency (EE) program funds from 
prior years to augment the authorized EE program funding adopted in Decision 
(D.) 08-10-027 for the 2009 bridge period.  This is to ensure adequate funding for 
PG&E’s EE programs until the Commission approves PG&E’s 2009 – 2011 EE 
Portfolio Application 08-07-031.  Since these funds have already been recovered 
from customers, this request will not result in a rate increase. 
 
Purpose 
 
This advice letter requests authorization to shift $40.9 million in unspent, 
uncommitted funds from 1998-2008 EE program years (PY) to augment the 2009 
bridge period funding.  This augmentation will assure that customer energy 
efficiency projects and activities, including those delivered by third parties and 
local government partnerships will continue to be funded until the Commission 
approves PG&E’s 2009-2011 EE Portfolio.     
 
The bridge funding adopted in D.08-10-027 for PG&E’s 2009 EE transition 
programs was $32 million per month, or $395 million on an annualized basis.  This 
level is significantly less (amounting to 26% less) than the $498 million PG&E 
spent in 2008.  The reduction in funding during the bridge period has led PG&E to 
slow down programs, reduce marketing efforts and not make commitments to 
customers for near- and long- term projects.  At the same time, the demand for 
PG&E’s energy education and training programs has dramatically increased due 
to the downturn in the economy, high unemployment rate and interest in green job 
training.  Third party and government partnerships are reducing marketing and 
outreach efforts and in some cases laying off staff due to the limited funding. 
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Therefore, timely action by the Commission is requested to ensure that energy 
efficiency program funds will be available to continue delivering energy savings in 
2009 in PG&E’s service area.  
 
Background 
 
On July 21, 2008, PG&E, and the other investor-owned utilities (IOUs) filed their 
2009-2011 EE applications including a request for bridge funding if the 
Commission was unable to issue a decision in time for the new program cycle to 
begin January 1, 2009.  Due to a number of factors, a decision on the 2009-2011 
EE portfolios was not able to be issued by the end of 2008.  On October 16, 2008, 
the Commission issued Decision 08-10-027 that provided funding to allow PG&E’s 
2008 EE programs to continue during the 2009 bridge funding period that began 
January 1, 2009.  The bridge period continues until the Commission issues a 
decision adopting PG&E’s 2009-2011 EE Portfolio Application 08-07-031, but no 
later than December 31, 2009. 
 
Following the review of the IOU portfolio applications by the Energy Division, and 
as directed through a series of Commission rulings, PG&E and the other IOUs 
amended their applications on March 2, 2009.  Then as a result of the Interim 
Policy Decision 09-05-037, issued May 21, 2009, PG&E and the other IOUs will 
supplement their portfolio requests on July 2, 2009, with comments completed by 
parties on July 27, 2009.  
 
In addition, there has been a series of workshops held by the Energy Division to 
address issues raised by parties regarding the IOU portfolio applications.  On June 
9, 2009 the ALJ issued a Ruling seeking written comments on workshop questions 
and PG&E provided responses to the Commission on June 29.  Reply comments 
are due on July 10, 2009. As a result, the timing of a Commission decision 
adopting the new program cycle portfolio is uncertain. 
 
On June 29, 2009, PG&E notified its program advisory (PAG) group and peer 
review group (PRG) and solicited feedback in advance of filing this advice letter.  
The communication is attached (see Attachment B).  PG&E received support from 
members regarding PG&E’s request for augmenting the 2009 bridge period 
funding until the Commission approves PG&E’s the 2009-2011 EE Portfolio 
application. 
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Rationale for Seeking Additional Funding for the Bridge Period 
 
Amidst this uncertainty, PG&E has continued its energy efficiency efforts 
commensurate with a funding level well below the 2008 level and below what was 
initially requested to continue the programs at the level achieved at the end of 
2008. 
 
PG&E has a number of concerns prompting this request to augment its 2009 
bridge funding.  
 
1)  While the current economic downturn seems to negatively impact new 
construction programs, PG&E has seen activity in many areas that is expected to 
exceed the authorized bridge funding budget.  The education and training centers 
are experiencing a dramatic increase in activity.  The Energy Training Center in 
Stockton has seen a 40% increase in participation over the same period last year, 
and the Pacific Energy Center reports 27% higher enrollment in San Francisco 
training classes for the first quarter of 2009.  Bridge funding levels did not 
anticipate this amount of participation and the energy centers may not have funds 
necessary to support this level of interest in its education and training programs. 
 
2)  PG&E is having difficulty building a pipeline for long lead-time projects due to 
the lack of assured funding.  This will impact the ability to achieve savings in later 
years.  Thus far bridge funding does not appear to have had an effect on the 
delivery of existing core calculated projects, however, many of these calculated 
projects are long lead-time projects that were planned years ago.  Current bridge 
funding levels may not allow for future projects unless there is more certainty that 
funding will be available. 
 
3)  PG&E has received inquiries from the third party programs and government 
partnerships requesting additional funding during the bridge period.  Some have 
laid off personnel and slowed down or halted marketing and outreach efforts due 
to limited funding. (See letters discussing the impact of the bridge budget in 
Attachment C). 
 
4)  The cost of each unit of electric and gas savings (kW, kWh, therm) has 
increased in 2009, compared to 2006-2008, since the per measure savings has 
decreased as a result of DEER updates.  This change is making it more difficult to 
meet savings targets without an associated increase in program marketing and 
outreach that are being hampered by limited funding. 
 
PG&E is requesting that additional funds augment mass market, targeted market, 
third-party and LGP program budgets as specified in Attachment A.  This will 
enable continued delivery on the Commission’s directive to accomplish all cost 
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effective energy efficiency and prevent any further ramping down or curtailment of 
program activity caused by budgetary concerns.  
 
Source of Augmented Funds 
 
PG&E has $40.9 million including interest, in electric and gas unspent, 
uncommitted funds from PY 2006-2008 and remaining funds from 1998-2005.  
This consists of a balance of $38.5 million in the electric EE balancing accounts 
and a balance of $2.4 million in the gas EE balancing accounts as shown in Table 
1 below.  These amounts are consistent with PG&E’s Monthly Accounting Report 
for the period ending May 31, 2009, submitted to the CPUC on June 22, 2009.  
 

Table 1 – Source of Augmented Funds 
 

Program Year Electric Gas Total 
Balancing 
Account 

PY 06 – 08    
Public Goods Charge (PGC) - 
EE $ 5,197,697  

Electric 
PPPEEBA 

Procurement $7,056,815  Electric PEEBA 
Gas Surcharge $2,032,170  Gas PPPEEBA 
Total PY 06-08  $12,254,512 $2,032,170 $14,286,682  
PY 98-05   

PGC – EE $26,189,495  
Electric 
PPPEEBA 

Procurement $22,908  Electric PEEBA 
Gas Surcharge $396,321  Gas PPPEEBA 
Total PY 98-05  $26,212,403 $396,321 $26,608,724  
Total $38,466,915 $2,428,491 $40,895,406   

 
In accordance with AL 2967-G/3356-E that implemented Bridge Funding Decision 
08-10-027, PG&E allocates the authorized bridge funding between electric and 
gas based on the expense ratio of 83%/17%, respectively.  Similar to its request 
approved by the Commission in AL 2985-G/3393-E, PG&E proposes to transfer 
$4.5 million in total from the electric balancing accounts to the gas account in 
order to maintain the same 83%/17% split for the augmented funds.  As shown in 
Table 2, without the re-allocation, the total carry over funds from prior periods 
result in an electric and gas split of 94%/6%, respectively.  Approval of this request 
will allow all PY 2009 expenses to be recorded consistent with the bridge funding 
creating an easier audit trail for amounts recorded in the balancing accounts.   
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Table 2 
Reallocation to Match Bridge Funding Split Between Electric and Gas 

 
 Electric Gas Total 
Total Carry-forward 
Funds 

$38,466,915    (94%) $2,428,491     (6%) $40,895,406 

Proposed 
Reallocation 

$(4,523,728) $4,523,728  

Proposed Adjusted  
Carry-forward Funds 
 

$33,943,187    (83%) 
 

$6,952,219    (17%) $40,895,406 

 
Upon approval of this advice letter, PG&E will transfer the $40.9 million which 
includes accrued interest through May 31, 2009, from the appropriate electric and 
gas balancing account sub-ledgers to allocate the augmented funds to match the 
83%/17% electric/gas allocation of the 2009 EE bridge funding, and to maintain 
the 36%/64% split between adopted electric PGC and procurement funding. 
 
Approval of this advice letter will not result in an increase in customer rates.  
PG&E’s 2009-2011 EE Application, as amended on March 2, 2009, assumed that 
the pre-2008 carryover funds of $26 M would reduce the amount to be recovered 
in rates in 2010.  PG&E’s supplemental testimony to be submitted on July 2, 2009, 
will reflect the remaining available funds including funds from 2006-2008 as a 
reduction to the EE funding recovered in customer rates in 2010.    
 
Reporting and Energy Savings for the Augmented Programs 
 
For the purposes of reporting energy savings, the augmented program funds will 
be treated consistent with Decision 09-05-037 that allows energy savings from 
mid-cycle funding enhancements in the 2009-2011 period to count towards the 
Performance Earnings Basis (PEB) and towards achievement of the Minimum 
Performance Standard (MPS).   
 
Protests 
 
Anyone wishing to protest this filing may do so by letter sent via U.S. mail, by 
facsimile or electronically, any of which must be received no later than July 21, 
2009, which is 20 days after the date of this filing.  Protests should be mailed to: 
 

CPUC Energy Division 
Tariff Files, Room 4005 
DMS Branch 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, California  94102 
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Facsimile: (415) 703-2200 
E-mail: jnj@cpuc.ca.gov and mas@cpuc.ca.gov 

 
Copies of protests also should be mailed to the attention of the Director, Energy 
Division, Room 4004, 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:  
 

Brian K. Cherry 
Vice President, Regulatory Relations 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
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 regular notice, July 31, 
2009, which is 30 calendar days after the date of filing. 
 
Notice 
 
In accordance with General Order 96-B, Section IV, a copy of this advice letter is 
being sent electronically and via U.S. mail to parties shown on the attached list 
and to parties on the service list for R.06-04-010 and A.08-07-021.  Address 
changes to the General Order 96-B service list should be directed to San Heng at 
(415) 973-2640.  Advice letter filings can also be accessed electronically at: 

 
http://www.pge.com/tariffs 

 
 

 
 
Vice President, Regulatory Relations 
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Attachments: 
Attachment A – PG&E’s Supplemental Funding Request Spreadsheet 
Attachment B – PG&E’s Communication to PAG 
Attachment C – Letters Regarding Impact of Bridge Funding 
 
cc:  Service List for R.06-04-010, A.08-07-021 
 



 

CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ADVICE LETTER FILING SUMMARY 

ENERGY UTILITY  

MUST BE COMPLETED BY UTILITY (Attach additional pages as needed) 

Company name/CPUC Utility No. Pacific Gas and Electric Company (ID U39 M) 

Utility type:   Contact Person:  Olivia M. Brown 

⌧ ELC ⌧ GAS      Phone #: 415.973.9312 

� PLC � HEAT � WATER E-mail: oxb4@pge.com 

EXPLANATION OF UTILITY TYPE 

ELC = Electric              GAS = Gas � 
PLC = Pipeline              HEAT = Heat     WATER = Water 

(Date Filed/ Received Stamp by CPUC) 

Advice Letter (AL) #: 3030-G/3487-E Tier: 2 
Subject of AL:  Request For Authorization to Shift Prior Years’ Unspent, Uncommitted Gas and Electric Energy Efficiency 

Funds to Ensure Adequate Funding for the 2009 Energy Efficiency Transition Programs 
Keywords (choose from CPUC listing): Energy Efficiency 
AL filing type: � Monthly � Quarterly  � Annual  ⌧ One-Time  � Other _____________________________ 
If AL filed in compliance with a Commission order, indicate relevant Decision/Resolution #: N/A 
Does AL replace a withdrawn or rejected AL?  If so, identify the prior AL: No 
Summarize differences between the AL and the prior withdrawn or rejected AL: N/A 
Is AL requesting confidential treatment?  If so, what information is the utility seeking confidential treatment for: 
No 
Confidential information will be made available to those who have executed a nondisclosure agreement: N/A 
Name(s) and contact information of the person(s) who will provide the nondisclosure agreement and access to 
the confidential information: N/A 
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Resolution Required? � Yes   ⌧No   
Requested effective date:  July 31, 2009 No. of tariff sheets: N/A 
Estimated system annual revenue effect (%):  N/A 
Estimated system average rate effect (%): N/A 
When rates are affected by AL, include attachment in AL showing average rate effects on customer classes 
(residential, small commercial, large C/I, agricultural, lighting). N/A 
Tariff schedules affected:  N/A 
Service affected and changes proposed: N/A 
Protests, dispositions,  and all other correspondence regarding this AL are due no later than 20 days after the 
date of this 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 

 



Advice 3030-G/3487-E
ATTACHMENT A

PG&E SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDING REQUEST

Authorized 
Annual 
Budget

Forecasted 
Expenditure 
assuming 
additional 

funding given 
(Jan - Dec 

2009)

Additional 
Dollars 

Requested

Additional 
MW     

(gross)

Additional 
GWh    

(gross)

Additional 
MMTherm 

(gross)
Description of How Additional Funds 

will be Used
Mass Market
PGE 2080 Mass Market (Residential) $112,121,088
PGE 2000 Mass Market (Nonresidential) $71,697,780
(program element) Upstream incl. lighting $71,266,404 $71,266,404
(program element) HVAC (RCA, DTS, others) $39,929,484 $39,929,484
(program element) Appliance Recycling $6,741,348 $6,741,348
(program element) Downstream Residential Rebates $14,718,324 $14,718,324
(program element) Downstream Nonresidential Rebates $16,350,996 $16,350,996
(program element) Multifamily Rebates $4,715,700 $4,715,700

(program element) Mass Market Partnership (1) $29,321,316 $31,517,734 $2,196,418            1.33           6.27 
To achieve additional energy savings 
through partnerships.

(program element) Mass Market Competitively Bid Programs $775,296 $775,296

Targeted Market

PGE2001-2008

Targeted Market: Ag & Food Processing; 
Schools & Colleges; Retail Stores; Fabrication, 
Process & Heavy Industrial Mfg; Hi-Tech 
Facilities; Medical Facilities; Large 
Commercial; and Hospitality Facilities. $60,450,096 $82,863,327 $22,413,231 16.26 166.64 3.69

To achieve additional energy savings for Ag
& Food Processing; Schools & Colleges; 
Fabrication, Process & Heavy Industrial 
Mfg; Hi-Tech Facilities; and Large 
Commercial, and support long-term 
projects.

(program element) Target Market Partnerships (2) $17,766,696 $17,766,696

(program element) Target Market Competitively Bid Programs $70,700,076 $85,783,433 $15,083,357 6.87 43.58 0.59
To achieve additional energy savings 
through third-party activities.

Residential Programs 
PGE2009 Residential New Construction $5,430,876 $5,432,870 $1,994 0.19 0.64 0.1 To achieve additional energy savings.

Res. Program in Targeted Market Category
(program element) Competitively Bid Programs $2,223,000 $2,223,000

Non-Resource 
Programs

PGE2010 Education & Training $11,520,000 $11,995,000 $475,000

Additional resources necessary to satisfy 
and support 40% increase in course 
participation at Education and Training 
Center and 27% increase at Pacific Energy 
Center.  Ramp-up of Food Service and 
Technology Center.

(program element) Competitively Bid Programs $998,040 $998,040

Other Fund-Shifting 

PGE2011 Codes & Standards $2,472,000 $3,197,000 $725,000 20.00 90.00 3.80

Develop code enhancement proposals for 
2011 Title 24 and 2009 Title 20 
proceedings and expand education and 
training.

PGE2012 Emerging Technologies $5,748,000 $5,748,000
PGE2013 Statewide Marketing & Info $4,560,000 $4,560,000
(activity included above) DSM Branding Study $1,312,752 $1,312,752

EM&V
Energy Division, PG&E and Web Portal $29,255,016 $29,255,016

(activity included above) Strategic Planning $1,763,988 $1,763,988

Total $394,942,668 $435,837,668 $40,895,000

(1) Mass Market Partnership Programs include non-residential and residential Direct Install and non-resource outreach programs for the following Local Government Partnerships: Association of Bay Area Governments 
(ABAG) Energy Watch, Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG) Energy Watch, Bakersfield and Kern County Energy Watch, East Bay Energy Watch (EBEW), Fresno Energy Watch (FEW), Local 
Government Energy Action Resources (LGEAR), Madera Energy Watch, Marin County Energy Watch, Merced/Atwater Energy Watch, Motherlode Energy Watch, Redwood Coast Energy Watch (RCEW), San Francisco 
Energy Watch (SFEW), South San Joaquin (SSJ) Energy Watch, Santa Barbara County Energy Watch, Sonoma County Energy Watch (SCEW), Silicon Valley Energy Watch (SVEW), City of San Joaquin Energy Watch, 
Mendocino Energy Watch, San Luis Obispo County Energy Watch, and Great Valley Center (GVC)

(2) Targeted Market Partnership Programs include calculated rebates for retrofits and retro-commissioning for Local Government Partnerships and the following Institutional Partnerships: California Community Colleges/IOU 
Energy Efficiency Partnership, California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitations/IOU Energy Partnership, State of California, and UC/CSU/IOU Energy Efficiency Partnership.



ADVICE 3030-G/3487-E 
ATTACHMENT B 

PAG COMMUNICATION 
__________________________________  
From:  Ramaiya, Shilpa R   
Sent: Monday, June 29, 2009 10:45 AM 
To: 'abesa@semprautilities.com'; 'achang@nrdc.org'; 'alyssa.cherry@sce.com'; 'amcguire@icfi.com'; 

'awp@cpuc.ca.gov'; 'barry.hooper@sanjoseca.gov'; 'ckmitchell1@sbcglobal.net'; 
'CMann@ambag.org'; 'cxc@cpuc.ca.gov'; 'd.d.gilligan@att.net'; 'DanielC@energy-solution.com'; 
'davidprice@synergycompanies.org'; Larson, Duane; 'dmahone@h-m-g.com'; 
'don.arambula@sce.com'; 'ejerome@cogentenergy.com'; 'eric@strategyi.com'; 'ERussell@ambag.org'; 
'ewanless@nrdc.org'; 'ewisniewski@cee1.org'; Hicks, Greydon; 'GKatsufrakis@semprautilities.com'; 
'hissa@lincusenergy.com'; 'hryan@smallbusinesscalifornia.org'; Homsher, Ila; 
'jakotowski@gepllc.com'; 'jeff.hirsch@doe2.com'; 'jill@rahinc.com'; Marver, Jill; 'JL2@cpuc.ca.gov'; 
'joe@rhainc.com'; 'jtiffany@ase.org'; 'jyamagata@semprautilities.com'; 
'Kathleen.gaffney@kema.com'; 'kenc@boma.com'; 'kgrenfell@nrdc.org'; 'klewis@energy.state.ca.us'; 
Reed, Keith; 'kurt@proctoreng.com'; 'lcasentini@rsgrp.com'; 'lettenson@nrdc.org'; 
'mapiette@lbl.gov'; 'mbthomas@earthlink.net'; 'mharrigan@ase.org'; 'Mike.rufo@itron.com'; 
'mkh@cpuc.ca.gov'; 'mshames@ucan.org'; 'mthayer@mail.sdsu.edu'; Jung, Mary; 
'nancykrod@consol.ws'; 'nyg@cpuc.ca.gov'; Kesting, Oliver; 'peter.lai@cpuc.ca.gov'; 
'pstoner@lgc.org'; 'pw1@cpuc.ca.gov'; 'robyn.zander@sce.com'; 'sam@energy-solution.com'; 
'sbender@energy.state.ca.us'; 'snadel@aceee.org'; 'Susan.Moseley@honeywell.com'; 
'tcr@cpuc.ca.gov'; 'william.grimm@sce.com'; 'ztc@cpuc.ca.gov' 

Cc: Nwamu, Chonda (Law); Kokason, Patricia; Lawrie, Sandy; Chan, Daren; Larson, Duane; Olsen, 
Jenna; Ramaiya, Shilpa R; Dilts, Barbara 

Subject: PAG Communication Regarding PG&E Advice Letter 
 
PAG and PRG Members- 
 
We are writing to inform you that PG&E would like to file an Advice Letter with the Commission 
requesting use of prior years' unspent, uncommitted funds to augment the authorized EE 
program funding adopted in D.08-10-027 for the 2009 bridge period.  This augmented funding will 
support Targeted Market, Government Partnership, Third-Party Partnership, Education and 
Training, and Codes & Standards programs. 
 
As you may know, PG&E's EE programs were able to deliver significant savings in 2008 while 
spending approximately $498 million.  The CPUC has authorized a bridge budget of $395 million 
for 2009 -- a 26% decrease than the previous' year spend.  While the economy has led to some 
changes in energy efficiency uptake, PG&E still believes the existing bridge budget is not 
sufficient and that it can do more to try to sustain the momentum in energy efficiency.  We have 
received letters from both third-parties and government partnerships about their slowdown in 
outreach and expected/completed reduction in staff due to limited funding.  Furthermore, we have 
seen a 40% increase in our Education and Training classes as a result of the economic 
slowdown, among other factors.   Hence, PG&E is requesting use of $40,895,000 of unspent 
funds to augment the bridge budget. 
 
Given the time-sensitive nature of this issue, PG&E appreciates any comments on this matter by 
Wednesday at 10 AM.  Please send all comments directly to me (SRRd@pge.com).  PG&E's 
preference is to file the Advice Letter Wednesday afternoon or Thursday.  
 
As always, we appreciate your support and comments. 
 
-Shilpa 
 
 << File: 2009 EE BridgeFunding AL.doc >>   << File: SupplementFunding_Filing.xls >>  
 
Shilpa Ramaiya 
PG&E, Customer Energy Efficiency 
415-973-3186 
SRRd@pge.com 
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ATTACHMENT C 
 

LETTERS REGARDING IMPACT OF BRIDGE FUNDING 
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 Day Carter Murphy Norris & Wong Associates  
Aglet  Defense Energy Support Center North Coast SolarResources 
Alcantar & Kahl Department of Water Resources Occidental Energy Marketing, Inc. 
Anderson & Poole Department of the Army  OnGrid Solar 
Arizona Public Service Company Dept of General Services Praxair 
BART Division of Business Advisory Services R. W. Beck & Associates  
BP Energy Company Douglas & Liddell RCS, Inc. 
Barkovich & Yap, Inc. Douglass & Liddell Recon Research 
Bartle Wells Associates Downey & Brand SCD Energy Solutions 
C & H Sugar Co. Duke Energy SCE 
CA Bldg Industry Association Dutcher, John SMUD 
CAISO Ellison Schneider & Harris LLP SPURR 
CLECA Law Office FPL Energy Project Management, Inc. Santa Fe Jets 
CSC Energy Services Foster Farms Seattle City Light  
California Cotton Ginners & Growers Assn G. A. Krause & Assoc. Sempra Utilities 
California Energy Commission GLJ Publications Sierra Pacific Power Company 
California League of Food Processors Goodin, MacBride, Squeri, Schlotz & 

Ritchie 
Silicon Valley Power 

California Public Utilities Commission Green Power Institute Southern California Edison Company 
Calpine Hanna & Morton Sunshine Design 
Cameron McKenna International Power Technology Sutherland, Asbill & Brennan 
Casner, Steve Intestate Gas Services, Inc. Tabors Caramanis & Associates 
Chamberlain, Eric Los Angeles Dept of Water & Power Tecogen, Inc. 
Chevron Company Luce, Forward, Hamilton & Scripps LLP Tiger Natural Gas, Inc. 
Chris, King MBMC, Inc. Tioga Energy 
City of Glendale MRW & Associates TransCanada 
City of Palo Alto Manatt Phelps Phillips Turlock Irrigation District 
City of San Jose Matthew V. Brady & Associates  U S Borax, Inc. 
Clean Energy Fuels McKenzie & Associates United Cogen 
Coast Economic Consulting Merced Irrigation District Utility Cost Management 
Commerce Energy Mirant Utility Specialists 
Commercial Energy Modesto Irrigation District Verizon 
Consumer Federation of California Morgan Stanley Wellhead Electric Company 
Crossborder Energy Morrison & Foerster Western Manufactured Housing 

Communities Association (WMA) 
Davis Wright Tremaine LLP New United Motor Mfg., Inc. eMeter Corporation 

 


