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PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
Economic Development Rate 2013-2017
Application 12-03-001
Data Response

PG&E Data Request No.: DRA _002-05

PG&E File Name: EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_DRA 002-Q05
Request Date: July 11, 2012 Requester DR No.: | 002

Date Sent: July 23, 2012 Requesting Party: DRA
PG&E Witness: Dan Pease Requester: Bob Levin
QUESTION 5

Re PG&E’s July 6, 2012 Economic Development Rate Workshop PowerPoint
presentation, slide 12. Please apply the calculation method used to estimate the
Bundled NPV Analysis for 10 years to a situation in which, a customer requalifies as an
EDR participant for a second 5-year term commencing immediately after the initial 5-
year EDR contract term. Please also apply the calculation method to a situation in
which, a customer is an Enhanced EDR patrticipant for two consecutive 5 year terms.

ANSWER 5

As requested, a 10 year NPV was performed for Schedule E-19S by applying the ED
rate reduction for the full 10 year period, based on an assumption that the customer is
able to meet the Schedule ED eligibility requirements, including satisfying the PG&E
review and executing the affidavit, for a second term. The 10 year NPV is provided for
both the 5 and 10 year rate reduction periods in the table below. Detailed calculations
are provided in the attached file DRA-002-05-01.

Economic Development Rate
DRADR2,Q5

E-19S

5and 10 Year Rate Reduction Period
10 Year NPV ($1000s)

5 Yr Rate Reduction 10 Yr Rate
Period (as filed) Reduction Period

Constrained - 35% S 223 S (48)
Unconstrained - 35% S 469 S 197
Constrained - 12% S 481 S 388
Unconstrained - 12% S 726 S 633
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PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

Economic Development Rate 2013-2017
Application 12-03-001
Data Response

PG&E Data Request No.: | MercedID-ModestolD 001-04c

PG&E File Name: EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017 DR_MercedID-ModestolD 001-Q04c
Request Date: May 9, 2012 Requester DR No.: | 001

Date Sent: June 6, 2012 Requesting Party: Merced ID and Modesto ID
PG&E Witness: Peter Hartman Requester: Ann L. Trowbridge
QUESTION 4C

At page 2-3, lines 3-5, of PG&E’s Testimony, PG&E states that “[s]ince the current
Schedule ED’s inception in 2005, PG&E has executed Schedule ED contracts with

15 customers who were considering out-of-state locations.” With
statement, please answer the following questions:

respect to that

c. Please guantify, annually and in the aggregate, how many jobs have been created
as a result of the current Schedule ED since its inception in 2005. Please provide

all Documents supporting Your answer.

ANSWER 4C

A total of approximately 5,055 jobs have been created and retained by the 15
customers with Schedule ED contracts since its inception in 2005. The following is

a breakdown of the total number of jobs associated with each
by the beginning year of the contract:

Schedule ED contract

Approximate Job Creation/Retention
Associated With Schedule ED
Contracts 2005-2011

Year Jobs
2005 0

2006 730
2007 350

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_MercedID-ModestolD_001-Q04c
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2008 800
2009 25
2010 3,150
2011 0

The job numbers were self-reported to PG&E by each of the 15 customers and
were extracted from the project files. PG&E has no other documentation of the

number of jobs associated with the Schedule ED contracts. As a result the job

numbers are labeled “approximate.”

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_MercedID-ModestolD_001-Q04c
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PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
Economic Development Rate 2013-2017
Application 12-03-001
Data Response

PG&E Data Request No.: MercedID-ModestolD _001-12

PG&E File Name: EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017 DR_MercedID-ModestolD _001-Q12
Request Date: May 9, 2012 Requester DR No.: | 001

Date Sent: May 16, 2012 Requesting Party: Merced ID and Modesto 1D
PG&E Witness: Peter Hartman Requester: Ann L. Trowbridge
QUESTION 12

Has PG&E performed any forecasts, projections, or analyses of the amount of load it
expects to attract if PG&E’s proposed revisions to Schedule ED are adopted?

If so, please provide all Documents reflecting, discussing, evidencing, memorializing or
relating to such forecasts, projections, or analyses.
ANSWER 12

No, PG&E has not performed any forecasts, projections or analysis of the amount of
load it expects to attract if PG&E’s proposed revisions to Schedule ED are adopted.
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PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
Economic Development Rate 2013-2017
Application 12-03-001
Data Response

PG&E Data Request No.: | MercedID-ModestolD 002-02

PG&E File Name: EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017 DR _MercedID-ModestolD 002-Q02
Request Date: July 13, 2012 Requester DR No.: | 002

Date Sent: July 27, 2012 Requesting Party: Merced ID and Modesto ID
PG&E Witness: Peter Hartman Requester: Ann L. Trowbridge
QUESTION 2

What is the aggregate level of demand of the portion of the 15 customers that have
taken service on the existing Schedule ED that were still active ED customers as of
January 1, 20127

ANSWER 2

The aggregate level of demand of the portion of the 15 customers that have taken
service on the existing Schedule ED that were still active ED customers as of January 1,
2012, as measured by the total cumulative electric demand contracted under Schedule
ED, is 34.2 MW.
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PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
Economic Development Rate 2013-2017
Application 12-03-001
Data Response

PG&E Data Request No.: MercedID-ModestolD _001-13

PG&E File Name: EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017 DR_MercedID-ModestolD _001-Q13
Request Date: May 9, 2012 Requester DR No.: | 001

Date Sent: May 16, 2012 Requesting Party: Merced ID and Modesto 1D
PG&E Witness: Peter Hartman Requester: Ann L. Trowbridge
QUESTION 13

Has PG&E performed any forecasts, projections, or analyses of the amount of load it
expects to retain if PG&E’s proposed revisions to Schedule ED are adopted?

If so, please provide all Documents reflecting, discussing, evidencing, memorializing or
relating to such forecasts, projections, or analyses.

ANSWER 13

No, PG&E has not performed any forecasts, projections, or analyses of the amount of
load it expects to retain if PG&E’s proposed revisions to Schedule ED are adopted.

PG&E responded to a similar data request propounded by TURN (TURN_03-3) in
regard to the Enhanced EDR Option, and notes herein this response (provided below) is
equally applicable to the Standard EDR option:

PG&E has not estimated the number of customers or load in its service
territory eligible for the Enhanced EDR Option or the associated annual
rate reduction amount. PG&E only knows the number of customers on
PG&E’s commercial and industrial rate schedules that meet the 200 kW
eligibility threshold in counties that currently qualify for the Enhanced
Option.1 PG&E does not know how many customers in that group would
meet the other eligibility criteria by having a viable non-California location
option or who might otherwise close absent the rate and would be able to
sign the required affidavit regarding the significance of the rate in its
decision. PG&E expects that the group of customers that could meet all
the eligibility requirements in order to fully qualify for the rate would be an
extremely small subset of the number of customers on PG&E'’s
commercial and industrial rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load.

1 see Economic Development Rate, TURN Data Request 002, Question 3.a and Question 6.a.
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Application 12-03-001
Data Response

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
Economic Development Rate 2013-2017

PG&E Data Request No.:

TURN_002-01

PG&E File Name:

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017 DR_TURN_002-Q01

Request Date:

March 26, 2012

Requester DR No.:

002

Date Sent: May 14, 2012 Requesting Party: The Utility Reform Network
PG&E Witness: Peter Hartman Requester: Bob Finklestein
QUESTION 1

Please provide the following data for each month in 2011 and 2012 (up to the latest

available month):

a. The total number of businesses taking service on PG&E’s commercial and industrial
rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load;

b. The total number of businesses taking service on PG&E’s commercial and industrial
rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in PG&E’s service

territory.

ANSWER 1

In all of the answers below, please note that many of the referenced customers may be
schools, governmental agencies, or other types of entities that may not generally be
considered “businesses” and/or would not qualify for Schedule ED.

a. The following is a data table providing the total number of customers taking service
on PG&E’s commercial and industrial rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load
for each month of 2011 and 2012 up to the latest available month:

Total PG&E
Commercial/Industrial
Customers 2200 kW
Year-Month | Customers
2011-01 4,070
2011-02 3,792
2011-03 4,212
2011-04 4,090
2011-05 4,601
2011-06 4,740

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_TURN_002-Q01
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2011-07 4,871
2011-08 4,992
2011-09 5,000
2011-10 5,165
2011-11 4,529
2011-12 4,207
2012-01 4,111
2012-02 3,978
2012-03 3,820

b. Attached is a data table providing the total number of customers taking service on
PG&E’s commercial and industrial rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in
each county in PG&E'’s service territory for each month of 2011 and 2012 up to the

latest available month (labeled EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-

2017 _DR_TURN_002-01Atch01).

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_TURN_002-Q01
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Q1lb

Year-Month*

2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-01
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02

The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

PG&E's service territory.

County
ALAMEDA
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
EL DORADO
FRESNO
GLENN
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE
MADERA
MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY
NAPA
NEVADA
PLACER
PLUMAS

SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SOLANO
SONOMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA
ALAMEDA
AMADOR
BUTTE

Customers

615
9
36
-

8
289
23
240
4
20
203
23
16
34
70
1
16
33
99
71
10
49
3
25
323
239
73
325
43
753
52
11
93
137
11
20
13
13
11
89
22
575

34

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_TURN_002-01Atch01.xlsx

Page 1 of 15



Q1lb

Year-Month*

2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-02
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03

The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

PG&E's service territory.

County
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
EL DORADO
FRESNO

GLENN
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE

MADERA

MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY
NAPA

NEVADA
PLACER
PLUMAS

SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SOLANO
SONOMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TRINITY
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA

ALAMEDA
AMADOR

BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA

Customers

4

7
287
24
221
2
18
172
22
15
34
56
1
15
34
100
74
7
46
1
21
312
219
67
290
44
685
54
10
93
134
8
16
9

1
12
10
86
24
633
11
40
6

8
291

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_TURN_002-01Atch01.xlsx
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Q1lb

Year-Month*

2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-03
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04

The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

PG&E's service territory.

County

EL DORADO
FRESNO
GLENN
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE
MADERA
MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY
NAPA
NEVADA
PLACER
PLUMAS

SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SOLANO
SONOMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TRINITY
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA
ALAMEDA
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
EL DORADO
FRESNO
GLENN

Customers

23
263
6
20
204
23
20
36
77
1
18
36
109
76
14
52
1
20
328
232
70
346
45
784
57
10
102
138
11
20
10

12
11
89
25
612
10
39

309
26
260

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_TURN_002-01Atch01.xlsx
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Q1lb

Year-Month*

2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-04
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05

The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

PG&E's service territory.

County
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE
MADERA
MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY
NAPA
NEVADA
PLACER

SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SOLANO
SONOMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TRINITY
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA
ALAMEDA
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
EL DORADO
FRESNO
GLENN
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE

Customers

19
205
25
18
37
64
1
15
34
104
82
8
58
21
329
222
75
293
46
747
56
8
97
144
10
17
10
1
14
9
88
27
672
12
49
7

5
330
30
311
7
17
256
28
17

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_TURN_002-01Atch01.xlsx
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Q1lb

Year-Month*

2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-05
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06

The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

PG&E's service territory.

County
MADERA
MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY
NAPA
NEVADA
PLACER
PLUMAS

SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SOLANO
SONOMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TRINITY
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA
ALAMEDA
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
EL DORADO
FRESNO
GLENN
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE
MADERA
MARIN
MARIPOSA

Customers
45
73

1
20
39

104
84
10
63
2
23
329
255
80
356
49
861
58

120
143
13
23
12

16
10
104
30
670
12
53

358
34
322

16
274
25
17
a7
77

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_TURN_002-01Atch01.xlsx
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Q1lb

Year-Month*

2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-06
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07

The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

PG&E's service territory.

County
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY
NAPA
NEVADA
PLACER
PLUMAS

SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SOLANO
SONOMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TRINITY
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA
ALAMEDA
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
EL DORADO
FRESNO
GLENN
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE
MADERA
MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY

Customers
20
46
99
80
13
66

2
24
318
260
79
387
44
879
58

125
163
13
25
15
1
13
12
106
28
694
13
60
7

8
357
33
348
7
16
286
29
19
40
68
2
22
44
105

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_TURN_002-01Atch01.xlsx
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Q1lb

Year-Month*

2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-07
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08

The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

PG&E's service territory.

County

NAPA
NEVADA
PLACER
PLUMAS
SACRAMENTO
SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SOLANO
SONOMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TRINITY
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA
ALAMEDA
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
EL DORADO
FRESNO
GLENN
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE
MADERA
MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY
NAPA
NEVADA

Customers

97
8
66
2

1
24
333
276
83
371
50
913
60
10
121
169
10
22
12
1
13
13
107
29
699
16
61
-

9
350
36
369
9
17
305
32
17
43
73
2
21
47
105
95
12

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_TURN_002-01Atch01.xlsx
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Q1lb

Year-Month*

2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-08
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09

The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

PG&E's service territory.

County
PLACER
PLUMAS

SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SOLANO
SONOMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TRINITY
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA
ALAMEDA
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
EL DORADO
FRESNO
GLENN
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE
MADERA
MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY
NAPA
NEVADA
PLACER
PLUMAS
SACRAMENTO

Customers

69
2
25
340
280
88
377
48
924
59
8
124
168
14
32
14

16
11
114
31
693
15
56

11
358
38
370
13
17
297
33
20
50
69

23
46
104
94
14
79

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_TURN_002-01Atch01.xlsx
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Q1lb

Year-Month*

2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-09
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10

The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

PG&E's service territory.

County

SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SOLANO
SONOMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TRINITY
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA

ALAMEDA
AMADOR

BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
EL DORADO
FRESNO

GLENN
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE

MADERA

MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY
NAPA

NEVADA
PLACER
PLUMAS
SACRAMENTO
SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO

Customers

25
344
284

94
365

48
888

57

11
124
167

16

32

19

16
12
123
35
739
15
59

11
352
34
356
15
17
304
33
20
49
73

24
a7
118
100
11
76
2

1
26
357

EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017_DR_TURN_002-01Atch01.xlsx
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Q1lb

Year-Month*

2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-10
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11

The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

PG&E's service territory.

County

SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SOLANO
SONOMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TRINITY
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA

ALAMEDA
AMADOR

BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
EL DORADO
FRESNO

GLENN
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE

MADERA

MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY
NAPA

NEVADA
PLACER
PLUMAS

SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO

Customers

288
96
389
53
941
64
11
131
179
15
28
20
1
16
10
120
31
668
11
40
.

6
315
27
317
12
17
225
25
21
42
63
1
22
37
116
91
10
63
2
23
353
255
86
340
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Q1lb

Year-Month*

2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-11
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12
2011-12

The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

PG&E's service territory.

County

SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SOLANO
SONOMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TRINITY
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA

ALAMEDA
ALPINE
AMADOR

BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
EL DORADO
FRESNO

GLENN
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE

MADERA

MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY
NAPA

NEVADA
PLACER
PLUMAS

SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA

Customers

52
812
55
9
112
151
12
22
15
1
16
10
106
31
634
1
12
38
5

6
288
25
263
-
17
206
25
18
35
64
1
22
36
111
74
9
56
2
24
329
240
79
339
45
774
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The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

Q1lb PG&E's service territory.

Year-Month* County Customers
2011-12 SANTA CRUZ 54
2011-12 SHASTA 8
2011-12 SOLANO 106
2011-12 SONOMA 137
2011-12 STANISLAUS 11
2011-12 SUTTER 23
2011-12 TEHAMA 9
2011-12 TULARE 12
2011-12 TUOLUMNE 10
2011-12 YOLO 97
2011-12 YUBA 24
2012-01 ALAMEDA 624
2012-01 AMADOR 12
2012-01 BUTTE 39
2012-01 CALAVERAS 6
2012-01 COLUSA 7
2012-01 CONTRA COSTA 282
2012-01 EL DORADO 23
2012-01 FRESNO 248
2012-01 GLENN 6
2012-01 HUMBOLDT 18
2012-01 KERN 206
2012-01 KINGS 23
2012-01 LAKE 19
2012-01 MADERA 31
2012-01 MARIN 64
2012-01 MARIPOSA 2
2012-01 MENDOCINO 18
2012-01 MERCED 34
2012-01 MONTEREY 107
2012-01 NAPA 72
2012-01 NEVADA 10
2012-01 PLACER 49
2012-01 PLUMAS 3
2012-01 SAN BENITO 22
2012-01 SAN FRANCISCO 326
2012-01 SAN JOAQUIN 234
2012-01 SAN LUIS OBISPO 73
2012-01 SAN MATEO 340
2012-01 SANTA BARBARA 47
2012-01 SANTA CLARA 760
2012-01 SANTA CRUZ 50
2012-01 SHASTA 8
2012-01 SOLANO 99
2012-01 SONOMA 136
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Q1lb

Year-Month*

2012-01
2012-01
2012-01
2012-01
2012-01
2012-01
2012-01
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-02

The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

PG&E's service territory.

County
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA
ALAMEDA
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
EL DORADO
FRESNO
GLENN
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE
MADERA
MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY
NAPA
NEVADA
PLACER
PLUMAS

SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SOLANO
SONOMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TULARE

Customers
11
17
10
12

8
97
23

612
11
33
5

4
282
25
249

5

19
198
22
16
38
58

1
17
31

105
71

8
51

3
23

324
221
71
322
40
714
51
7
96
134
11
17

9

13
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Q1lb

Year-Month*

2012-02
2012-02
2012-02
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03
2012-03

The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and
industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in

PG&E's service territory.

County
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA
ALAMEDA
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
EL DORADO
FRESNO
GLENN
HUMBOLDT
KERN

KINGS

LAKE
MADERA
MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MONTEREY
NAPA
NEVADA
PLACER
PLUMAS

SAN BENITO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SOLANO
SONOMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TRINITY
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
YOLO

YUBA

Customers
11
90
24

600
9
36
6

5
275
20
237
5
13
183
16
16
26
58
1
14
27
96
66
9
48
3
19
300
203
67
304
36
743
52
6
92
124
8
13
-

1
12
12
82
22
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The total number of customers taking service on PG&E's commercial and

industrical rate schedules with at least 200 kW of load in each county in
Q1lb PG&E's service territory.

Year-Month* County Customers

*A missing period indicates a zero value for that period.
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PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
Economic Development Rate 2013-2017
Application 12-03-001
Data Response

PG&E Data Request No.: TURN_003-09

PG&E File Name: EconomicDevelopmentRate2013-2017 DR_TURN_003-Q09

Request Date: April 17, 2012 Requester DR No.: | 003

Date Sent: May 15, 2012 Requesting Party: The Utility Reform Network
PG&E Witness: Dan Pease Requester: Bob Finkelstein
QUESTION 9

In D.07-09-016, p. 28, the Commission stated that where the discount creates a
negative margin, it has the discretion to allocate all, or some portion, of the shortfall to
shareholders, depending on the facts of the application.

a.

Does PG&E dispute that the Commission has the discretion to allocate all, or some
portion, of the shortfall to shareholders under such circumstances? If the response
is anything other than an unqualified negative, please explain the response in full,
including the basis for PG&E'’s dispute.

Are there any conditions under which PG&E believes it would be appropriate to
allocate all, or some portion, of the shortfall from EDR discounts to shareholders?
If the response is anything other than an unqualified negative, please explain the
response in full, including a description of the conditions under which PG&E
believes that such an allocation to shareholders would be appropriate.

ANSWER 9

a.

It is not clear to PG&E what this question intends to reference when it states “under
such circumstances.” PG&E believes the most important phrase of the above-
guoted portion of D.07-09-016 is not the portion that references “negative margin,”
but rather the portion that says “depending on the facts of the application.” This is
because of Public Utilities Code Section 740.4(h).

Regardless of whether or not a rate creates “negative margin,” Section 740.4(h)
requires that EDR costs and rates should be recovered from ratepayers — not
shareholders — “to the extent the utility. . .demonstrates that the ratepayers of the
public utility will derive a benefit from those programs.” In its discussion of this
issue, D.07-09-016 cites D.06-04-002, which acknowledges this point explicitly.
(D.07-09-016, mimeo, p. 28, citing D.06-04-002, mimeo, p. 10.)

In D.06-04-002, the Commission stated, “Should we decide that we should not
discount the PPPS, we are prepared, in this application, to discount the
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transportation rate below marginal costs. Regardless of our ultimate choice, neither
SoCalGas nor the PPPS will be adversely affected because [Public Utilities Code
Section] 740.4(h) provides that any shortfall of revenue will be recovered from all
ratepayers.” (Mimeo, pp. 9-10 (emphasis added).)

Under circumstances where a utility was not able to demonstrate that ratepayers will
derive a benefit from EDR programs, the Commission may have discretion to
allocate all, or some portion, of a negative margin to shareholders. However, under
such circumstances, the utility should retain the right to reject such an allocation and
decline to offer an EDR altogether. Otherwise, requiring shareholders to bear any
shortfall associated with an EDR would be unlawful. (Duquesne Light Co. v.
Barasch, 488 U.S. 299, 307-308 (1989).)

b. No.
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