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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of San Diego Gas & Electric
Company (U-902-M) for Approval of Application 05-06-___
Electric and Natural Gas Energy Efficiency
Programs and Budgets for Years 2006
through 2008.

APPLICATION OF SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY (U-902-M)

In accordance with Rules 23 and 24 of the California Public Utilities’ Commission’s
(“Commission or CPUC”) Rules of Practice and Procedure and Ordering Paragraph 3 of
Commission Decision (“D.”) 05-01-056, San Diego Gas & Electric Company (“SDG&E”)
submits this Application for approval of a portfolio of energy efficiency (“EE”) programs and
related budgets for years 2006 through 2008 (the “Application”).

As discussed in greater detail below and in the testimony attached hereto, the Application
seeks Commission authority to: 1) implement a variety of gas and electric energy efficiency
programs; 2) expend the associated program budgets necessary to implement those programs;

and, 3) revise how SDG&E allocates its gas and electric EE costs between customer classes.

I.
BACKGROUND

The Energy Action Plan (“EAP”), adopted by the Commission, California Energy
Commission (“CEC”) and the California Consumer Power and Conservation Financing authority

(“CPA”™), identifies six actions that are of critical importance in managing California’s growing



energy consumption. The EAP put energy efficiency at the forefront of energy policy and
resource procurement in California. The Commission, in Decisions 04-09-060 and 05-01-055,
translates EAP’s strong support for energy efficiency into concrete steps for utilities to
implement in order to achieve the EAP’s energy policies. D.04-09-060 mandated specific energy
savings and demand reduction goals for the years 2006 through 2013, which will be updated
every three years for use in subsequent program cycles.

On January 27, 2005, the Commission issued D.05-01-055, the Interim Opinion on the
Administrative Structure for Energy Efficiency: Threshold Issues. Of special significance to this
application, D.05-01-055 returned Investor Owned Utilities (“IOUs”) to the lead role for post-
2005 energy efficiency program choice and portfolio management. The decision directed IOUs to
file applications on June 1, 2005 for Commission approval of energy efficiency program plans
and funding levels for a three-year program implementation and funding cycle beginning January
1, 2006.

SDG&E’s 2006-2008 portfolio proposed in this Application is the product of a
coordinated and collaborative effort between SDG&E, its Program Advisory Group (“PAG”),
regional energy planning groups and members of the public with one main focus: achieving the

 aggressive energy savings and demand reductions mandated in D.04-09-060.

II.
SUMMARY OF APPLICATION

The Application is supported by five SDG&E witnesses: Patricia Wagner, Director,
Customer Programs; Athena Besa, Energy Efﬁciency Administration and Policy Manager; Frank
Spasaro, Marketing Strategy Manager; Lisa Davidson, Principal Regulatory Economic Advisor;

and, Yu Kai Chen, Economic Advisor. The witnesses’ prepared direct testimony are attached



hereto, incorporated in the Application by reference, and summarized below. Also attached to the
Application (at Appendix E) is the Peer Review Group’s (“PRG”) assessment of SDG&E’s

overall portfolio plans including its competitive bidding process.

A. Policy (Chapter I)

SDG&E witness Patricia Wagner describes SDG&E’s underlying policy behind the
company’s proposed Energy Efficiency programs. Ms. Wagner emphasizes SDG&E’s strong
support of the EAP and belief that an integrated approach toward planning for the future energy

needs of its customers will best meet the EAP’s aggressive goals.

B. EE Proposals and Budgets (Chapter II)

The testifnony of witness Athena Besa describes SDG&E’s proposed EE initiatives in
detail including the budgets necessary to accomplish the programs’ goals. Ms. Besa also provides
the technical basis and explanation in support of the energy savings and demand reduction
estimates presented in the portfolio.

C. On-Bill Financing (Chapter III)

SDG&E witness Frank Spasaro addresses SDG&E’s proposal to institute an on-bill

financing option for purchasing and installing energy efficiency measures.

D. Electric Cost Allocation (Chapter IV)

The testimony of witness Lisa Davidson proposes a new cost allocation methodology for
SDG&E to recover electric EE program costs and an updated rate design for the Procurement

Energy Efficiency Surcharge rate.



E. Gas Cost Allocation (Chapter V)

This Chapter, sponsored by witness Yu Kai Chen proposes a new cost allocation

methodology for SDG&E to recover EE gas program costs.

111
RATE AND REVENUE IMPACTS

The proposed electric energy efficiency program budgets in 2006-08 will increase from
the current budget of $57.7 million to $75.5 million; $85.0 million; and $98.2 million,
respectively. The proposed gas energy efficiency program budgets in 2006-08 will increase from
the current budget of $5.5 million to $5.7 million; $6.4 million; and $7.4 million, respectively.
The gas and electric program budgets and funding proposal for years 2006-2008 are described in
further detail in the testimony of witness Athena Besa. Residential gas rates will decrease by
approximately one cent per therm and commercial/industrial rates will increase by 2-3 cents per
therm over the three year program period as rates are set to reflect the targeted program
expenditures by customer class. Class average electric rates will increase from between O'.l and
0.4 cents per kWh over the same period.

Electric and gas rate impacts resulting from the proposed energy efficiency program
budgets and new cost allocation methodology are presented in Section IV(E) below, as well as in

the testimonies of witnesses Lisa Davidson and Yu Kai Chen.

IV.
STATUTORY AND PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS

A. Scoping Issues — Rule 6

Commission rule 6(a)(1) requires SDG&E to state in this application “the proposed

category for the proceeding, the need for hearing, the issues to be considered, proposed



schedule.” SDG&E proposes to categorize this application as a rate-setting. The issues to be
considered are described in this Application and the accompanying testimony.
SDG&E does not believe hearings will be necessary and supports the schedule set forth in

the ALJ ruling, dated May 23, 2005.!

B. Legal Name and Correspondence - Rules 15(a) and 15(b)

San Diego Gas & Electric Company is a public utility organized and existing under the
laws of the State of California. It is a gas and electric corporation organized and existing under
the laws of the State of California and is engaged in fhe business of providing public utility
electric service to portions of southern Orange County and gas and electric service throughout
San Diego County. SDG&E’s principal place of business and mailing address is 8330 Century

Park Court, San Diego, CA 92123.

Correspondence or communications regarding this application should be addressed to:

Joy C. Yamagata

Regulatory Manager For:

San Diego Gas & Electric Company
8330 Century Park Court

San Diego, California 92123

Telephone: (858) 654-1755

Facsimile: (858) 654-1788

E-Mail: jyamagata@semprautilities.com

With a copy to:

Vicki L. Thompson

Attorney For:

San Diego Gas & Electric Company
101 Ash Street

San Diego CA 92101

Telephone: (619) 699-5130

A dministrative Law Judge’s Ruling Regarding Scheduling Issues for June 1, 2005 Energy Efficiency Applications.



Facsimile: (619) 699-5027
E-Mail: vthompson@Sempra.com

C. Articles of Incorporation — Rule 16

A certified copy of SDG&E's Restated Articles of Incorporation was filed with the
Commission on December 4, 1997, in connection with SDG&E’s Application No. 97-12-012 and

is incorporated herein by reference.
D. Financial Statement, Balance Sheet, and Income Statement - Rule 23(a)

SDG&E’s Financial Statement and Balance Sheet as of March 31, 2005, and Income

Statement for the period ended March 31, 2005, are attached to this application as Appendix A.
E. Present and Proposed Rates - Rule 23(b) and 23(c)

Present and proposed electric Procurement Energy Efficiency Surcharge rates by
customer class for years 2006-2008 are included in the Tables below. In addition, SDG&E has
attached class average total electric rates by year. Present and proposed gas PPP Surcharge Rates
are also included in Tables below.

//
/1
//
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TABLE 1

San Diego Gas & Electric
Electric Energy Efficiency
Proposed Class Average Total Rates

2006

Customer 6/1/05 Total Rate Proposed Total Rate Change Change
Class (¢/KWhr) (¢/KWhr) (¢/KWhr) %
Residential 14.956 15.015 0.058 0.4%
Small Commercial 16.929 17.010 0.082 0.5%
Medium and Large C&l 11.657 11.624 (0.033) -0.3%
Agricultural 15.273 15.343 0.070 0.5%
Lighting 16.169 16.059 (0.110) -0.7%
System Total 13.575 13.595 0.020 0.1%



2007

Customer 6/1/05 Total Rate Proposed Total Rate Change Change
Class (¢/KWhr) (¢/KWhr) (¢/KWhr) %
Residential 14.956 15.129 0.172 1'.V2%
Small Commercial 16.929 17.181 0.252 1.5%
Medium and Large C&l 11.657 11.733 0.076 0.7%
Agricultural 15.273 15.514 0.240 1.6%
Lighting 16.169 16.167 (0.002) 0.0%
System Total 13.575 13.712 0.137 1.0%
2008
Customer 6/1/05 Total Rate Proposed Total Rate Change Change
Class (¢/KWhr) (¢/KWhr) {¢/KWhr) %
-Residential 14.956 15.209 0.253 1.7%
Small Commercial 16.929 17.302 0.374 2.2%
Medium and Large C&! 11.657 11.811 0.154 1.3%
Agricultural 15.273 16.635 0.361 2.4%
Lighting 16.169 16.243 0.074 0.5%
System Total 13.575 13.796 0.221 71.6%



TABLE 2

San Diego Gas & Electric
Electric Energy Efficiency
Proposed Class Average Procurement EE Surcharge Rates for 2006-2008

2006
Present Procurement Proposed Procurement

Customer EE Surcharge Rate EE Surcharge Rate Change Change
Class (¢/KWhr) (¢/KWhr) (¢/KWhr) %
Residential **

Up to 130% of Baseline 0.158 0.000 (0.158) -100.0%

Over 130% of Baseline 0.158 0.353 0.195 123.1%
Small Commercial 0.158 0.240 0.082 51.7%
Medium and Large C&l 0.158 0.125 (0.033) C21.1%
Agricultural 0.158 0.228 0.070 44.2%
Lighting 0.158 0.048 (0.110) -69.8%
System Total 0.158 0.130 (0.028) -17.7%

2007
Present Procurement Proposed Procurement

Customer EE Surcharge Rate EE Surcharge Rate Change Change
Class (¢/KWhr) (¢/KWhr) (¢/KWhr) %
Residential **

Up to 130% of Baseline 0.158 0.000 (0.158) -100.0%

Over 130% of Baseline 0.158 0.732 0.574 363.3%
Small Commercial 0.158 0.410 0.252 159.7%
Medium and Large C&Il 0.158 0.234 0.076 " 48.2%
Agricultural 0.158 0.398 0240 ° 152.1%
Lighting 0.158 0.156 (0.002) -1.5%
System Total 0.158 0.248 0.090 56.8%



2008

Present Procurement

Proposed Procurement

Customer EE Surcharge Rate EE Surcharge Rate Change Change
Class (¢/KWhr) (¢/KWhr) (¢/KWhr) %
Residential **

Up to 130% of Baseline 0.158 0.000 (0.158) -100.0%

Over 130% of Baseline 0.158 1.000 0.842 533.1%
Small Commercial 0.158 0.532 0.374 236.4%
Medium and Large C&l 0.158 0.312 0.154 97.3%
Agricultural 0.158 0.519 0.361 228.6%
Lighting 0.158 0.232 0.074 46.5%
System Total 0.158 0.331 0.173 109.6%

** Residential Procurement EE Surcharge revenues are proposed to be recovered from the upper tiers of usage in order

to allow for full cost recovery.

Under the new gas cost allocation methodology, the resulting PPP surcharge rate impacts

are shown in the tables below.

2006 PPP Surcharge Rate Impact

Non-CARE Customers CARE Customers
Customer Class Current 2006 % Al Current 2006 % A
- ¢ith) ¢ith ¢/th ¢/th
Core
Residential 4.35 3.52 -19% 3.03 2.20 -27%
Core C&l 2.17] 3.82 76% 0.85 2.51 195%
Natural Gas Vehicle 1.92| 1.66) -13%) n/a n/a n/a
Non-core
Non-core C&l 2.33 4.28 83% n/a n/a n/a
Electric Generation n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
2007 PPP Surcharge Rate Impact
Non-CARE Customers CARE Customers
Customer Class Current 2007 % Al Current 2007 % A
¢ith) ¢ith ¢/th ¢/th
Core

10



Residential 4.35 3.58 -18%) 3.03] 2.26 -25%

Core C&l 2.17] 4.08 88% 0.85 2.76 225%

Natural Gas Vehicle 1.920 1.66 -13% n/a n/a n/a
Non-core

Non-core C&l 2.33] 4.58 96% n/a n/a n/a

Electric Generation n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

2008 PPP Surcharge Rate Impact

Non-CARE Customers CARE Customers
Customer Class Current 2008| % A Current 2008, % A
¢ith) ¢ith ¢ith ¢/th
Core
Residential 4.35 3.66 -16%) 3.03 2.34 -23%
Core C&l 2.17] 4.43 104% 0.85 3.1 266%
Natural Gas Vehicle 1.92 1.66 -13% n/a n/a n/a
Non-core ,
Non-core C&l 2.33 5.00 114% n/a n/a n/a
Electric Generation n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

F. Description of Property and Equipment - Rule 23(d)

A general description of SDG&E's property and equipment was previously filed with the
Commission on October 5, 2001, in connection with SDG&E's Application No. 01-10-005 and is
incorporated herein by reference. A statement of account of the original cost and depreciation

reserve attributable thereto is attached to this Application as Appendix B.

G. Summary of Earnings — Rules 23 (e and f)

A summary of earnings is attached to this application as Appendix C.

H. Depreciation - Rule 23(h)

For financial statement purposes, depreciation of utility plant has been computed on a
straight-line remaining life basis at rates based on the estimated useful lives of plant properties.

For federal income tax accrual purposes, the Company generally computes depreciation using the

11



straight-line method for tax property additions prior to 1954, and liberalized depreciation, which
includes Class Life, and Asset Depreciation Range Systems on tax property additions after 1954
and prior to 1981. For financial reporting and rate-fixing purposes, "flow through accounting”
has been adopted for such properties. For tax property additions in years 1981 through 1986, the
Company has computed its tax depreciation using the Accelerated Cost Recovery System. For
years after 1986, the Company has computed its tax depreciation using the Modified Accelerated
Cost Recovery Systems and since 1982, has normalized the effects of the depreciation
differences in accordance with the Economic Recovery Tax Act of 1981 and the Tax Reform Act

of 1986.

L. Proxy Statement - Rule 23(i)

A copy of SDG&E’s latest Proxy Statement was filed with the Commission on May 2,
2005, in connection with SDG&E’s Application 05-05-003 and is incorporated herein by

reference.

J. Statement Pursuant to Rule 23(I)

The increase sought in this application does not reflect and pass through to customers

only increased costs to SDG&E for the services or commodities furnished by it.

K. Service of Notice - Rule 24

SDG&E will electronically serve a Notice of Availability of this application and related .
exhibits to all parties of record in the Commission’s Rulemaking, R 01-08-028 and Government

/1

/1

/1
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agencies listed in Appendix D of this Application.

V.
CONCLUSION

SDG&E respectfully requests that the Commission issue an order:

1. Finding that SDG&E’s Energy Efficiency Gas and Electric programs and related
budgets and rates are reasonable.

2. Finding that SDG&E’s cost recovery mechanism is appropriate; and

3. Granting such additional relief as the Commission may deem proper.

Dated this 1** day of June, 2005.

Respectfully submitted,

SAN DIEGO GAp» & ELECTRIC COMPANY
/

L]
ee Schavrien
Vice President, Regulatory Affairs

———

\ : '
S
Vicki L. Thompson
Attorney for
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

13



VERIFICATION

[ am an officer of the applicant corporation herein and am authorized to make this
verification on its behalf. The content of this document is true, except as to matters that are
stated on information and belief. As to those matters, I believe them to be true. I declare under
penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on June 1, 2005 at San Diegg lifomij'il.

o

Lee Schavrien
Vice President, Regulatory Affairs
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of San Diego Gas & Electric

Company (U-902-M) for Approval of

Electric and Natural Gas Energy Efficiency Application 05-06-___
Programs and Budgets for Years 2006

through 2008.

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF APPLICATION
OF SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY (U 902-M)

The Application of San Diego Gas & Electric Company (“SDG&E”) for Approval of
Electric and Natural Gas Energy Efficiency Programs and Budgets for Years 2006 through 2008
(“Application”) filed with the California Public Utilities Commission (the “Commission”) on
June 1, 2005, is available to all interested parties and to the public. Consistent with Rule 2.3(c)
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, SDG&E is issuing this Notice of
Availability of the above-referenced application. Because the APPLICATION OF SAN
DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY (U 902-M) and its related attachments exceed 75
pages in length, this Notice of Availability is being served on all parties in R.01-08-028. Any
recipient of this Notice of Availability may request a copy of the above document.

- A copy of the above document will be provided immediately upon the request of the
party receiving this notice. All requests should be directed to:

Central Files

E-mail: Centralfiles@semprautilities.com
Facsimile: 858-654-1789

Phone: 858-654-1766

Vicki L. Thompson

Attorney for San Diego Gas & Electric Company
101 Ash Street

San Diego, CA 92101

Phone: (619) 699-5130

Facsimile: (619) 699-5027



An electronic version of the above document can also be found at URL:

http://www.sdge.com/regulatory/tariff/cpuc_openProceedings.shtml

Dated at San Diego, California this 1st day of June, 2005.

Respectfully Submitted,

Vicki L. Thompson

Attorney for

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
101 Ash Street

San Diego, California 92101-3017

Telephone: (619) 699-5130

Facsimile: (619) 699-5027
vthompson@sempra.com




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this day served a NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY of the
APPLICATION OF SDG&E (U-902-M), to all interested parties of record in Rulemaking 01-
08-028 electronically.

Dated at San Diego, California, this 2nd day of June 2005.

By: /ﬂjb M&’% é

1.isa Fucci-Ortiz
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NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
1717 ARCH STREET
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

WENDELL SEAY
SEAY LIGHTING ASSOCIATERS
2511 FARRIER LANE

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/R0108028_57647.htm

DONALD GILLIGAN
PREDICATE LLC

1 POST OFFICE SQUARE
SHARON, MA 02067

MICHAEL J. WICKENDEN

CONTACT ADMINISTRATOR

VERMONT ENERGY EFFICIENCY UTILITY
446 TENNEY HILL ROAD

HYDE PARK, VT 05655

RICHARD ESTEVES

SESCO, INC.
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RESTON, VA 20191 6700 ALEXANDER BELL DRIVE, SUITE 120
COLUMBIA, MD 21046

JULIE WHITE JAMES STAPLES

WHIRLPOOL CORPORATION STAPLES MARKETING COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
2000 M63 MD 3005 14665 W. LISBON ROAD

BENTON HARBOR, MI 49022 BROOKFIELD, WI 53005

RACHEL HOLMES JACK CAMERON

ARCA, INC. PRESIDENT

7400 EXCELSIOR BLVD. ARCA, INC

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55426 7400 EXCELSIOR BLVD

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55426-4517

JAMES ROSS PATTY MILLS

RCS, INC. ‘ TEDCO ENERGY SERVICE

500 CHESTERFIELD CENTER, SUITE 320 1830 N WESTERN ST UNIT B
CHESTERFIELD, MO 63017 ' AMARILLO, TX 79124-1754

LISA A. SKUMATZ PETER C. JACOBS P.E.

SKUMTZ ECONOMICS (SERA) SENIOR ENGINEER

762 ELDORADO DRIVE ARCHITECTURAL ENERGY CORPORATION
SUPERIOR, CO 80027 2540 FONTIER AVENUE, SUITE 201

BOULDER, CO 80301

DAVE MUNK CYNTHIA MITCHELL
PROGRAM MANAGER ECONOMIC CONSULTING INC.
RESOURCE ACTION PROGRAM 530 COLGATE COURT

2724 UPRER CATTLE CREEK ROAD RENO, NV 89503

CARBONDALE, CO 81623

PATRICIA WATTS DAVID L. HUARD

FCI MANAGEMENT CONSULTANTS ATTORNEY AT LAW .
5900 S EASTERN AVE., SUITE 152 MANATT, PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP
COMMERCE, CA 90040 11355 WEST OLYMPIC BOULEVARD

LOS ANGELES, CA 90064

RANDALL W. KEEN MAUREEN ERBEZNIK

ATTORNEY AT LAW PROGRAM MANAGER

MANATT PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP CALIF. URBAN WATER CONSERVATION COUNCIL
11355 WEST OLYMPIC BLVD. 4246 MICHAEL AVENUE

LOS ANGELES, CA 90064 LOS ANGELES, CA 90066
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SAM HITZ DINA LANE

MIKE MCCORMICK CA MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY CENTER
CALIFORNIA CLIMATE ACTION REGISTRY 1149 WEST 190TH STREET, STE.2014
-515 S. FLOWER STREET, STE 1305 GARDENA, CA 90248-4334

LOS ANGELES, CA 90071

ED BERLEN SUSAN MUNVES

ENERGY INNOVATION GROUP, LLC CITY OF SANTA MONICA

4267 MARINA CITY DRIVE, SUITE 104 1918 MAIN STREET

MARINA DEL REY, CA 90292 " SANTA MONICA, CA 90405

TIM KRAUSE JOHN FIELDS

ENERGX CONTROLS INC. ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT SERVICES
PO BOX 519 1850 REDONDO AVE., SUITE 102
CYPRESS, CA 90630 SIGNAL HILL, CA 90755-1254
WALLIS J. WINEGAR TOM HAMILTON

WINEGARD ENERGY, INC CHEERS

1818 FLOWER AVE 9400 TOPANGA CANYON BLVD., SUITE 220
DUARTE, CA 91010 CHATSWORTH, CA 91311

LESLIE NARDONI MICHAEL GIBBS

ICF CONSULTING ICF CONSULTING

14724 VENTURA BLVD. STE 1001 14724 VENTURA BLVD.

SHERMAN OAKS, CA 91403 SHERMAN OAKS, CA 91403

ALLAN RAGO : BASU MUKHERJEE, P.E.

QUALITY CONSERVATION SERVICES, INC. GLOBAL ENERGY SERVICES, INC.
415 W FOOTHILL BLVD STE 202 1774 CLIFFBRANCH DRIVE
CLAREMONT, CA 91711-2780 DIAMOND BAR, CA 91765

DON ARAMBULA GENE RODRIGUES

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON ATTORNEY AT LAW

2131 WALNUT GROVE, 3/F, MS B1O -SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770 2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

LAURA A. LARKS MICHAEL D. MONTOYA
ATTORNEY AT LAW ATTORNEY AT LAW
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
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2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE, ROOM 345
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

KEITH SWITZER
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA WATER COMPANY
630 EAST FOOTHILL BOULEVARD

SAN DIMAS, CA 91773

JOY C. YAMAGATA

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT

SAN DIEGO, CA 91910

DALE R. FOSTER

TETRA TECH EM INC.

1230 COLUMBIA STREET, SUITE 1000
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

GEORGETTA J. BAKER
SEMPRA ENERGY

101 ASH STREET, HQ 13
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

VICKI L. THOMPSON
ATTORNEY AT LAW
SEMPRA ENERGY

101 ASH-STREET HQ13
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

KEN MOSS

POWER LOGIC

4558 BRIGHTON AVENUE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92107

FRED HOYER

SOUTHWEST ENVIRONMENTAL INC.

9665 CHESAPEAKE DRIVE, SUITE 435A
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123
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2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

A. Y. AHMED

OCCIDENTAL ANALYTICAL GROUP
1313 N GRAND AVENUE, STE 392
WALNUT, CA 91789

RICHARD SPERBERG
PRESIDENT

ONSITE ENERGY CORPORATION
2701 LOKER AVE W 107
CARLSBAD, CA 92008-6637

GEORGETTA J. BAKER
ATTORNEY AT LAW

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
101 ASH STREET, HQ13

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

VICKI L. THOMPSON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
101 ASH STREET, HQ-13

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

JOHN LAUN

APOGEE INTERACTIVE, INC.

1220 ROSECRANS ST., SUITE 308
SAN DIEGO, CA 92106

SHERRI PETRO

PRINCIPAL .
VPI STRATEFIES

8305 VICKERS ST., SUITE 100

SAN DIEGO, CA 92111

IRENE M. STILLINGS

SAN DIEGO REGIONAL ENERGY OFFICE
8520 TECH WAY, SUITE 110

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123
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SCOTT J. ANDERS

DIRECTOR OF POLICY AND PLANNING
SAN DIEGO REGIONAL ENERGY OFFICE
8520 TECH WAY - SUITE 110

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

MARY VALERIO

ENERGY CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT
CITY OF SAN DIEGO

9601 RIDGEHAVEN CT., STE.
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1636

120, MS 1101B

KURT J. KAMMERER
K. J. KAMMERER & ASSOCIATES
PO BOX 60738

SAN DIEGO, CA 92166-8738

MIKE MILLER

PRESIDENT

BOTTOM LINE UTILITY SOLUTIONS,
3972 BARRANCA PARKWAY, SUITE J
IRVINE, CA 92606

INC.

JAMES CRAFT
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT CORPORATION
4581 GREEN TREE LANE
IRVINE, CA 92612

TED FLANIGAN

MANAGING DIRECTOR

THE ENERGY COALITION

1540 SOUTH COAST HIGHWAY, SUITE 204
LAGUNA BEACH, CA 92651

DALE A. GUSTAVSON

GENERAL MANAGER

BETTER BUILDINGS INTERACTIVE, LLC.
31 E MACARTHUR CRES APT B314
SANTA ANA, CA 92707-5936

DARRYL MENDIVIL
CALIFORNIA INFRARED INSPECTION COMPANY
1346 ALDER ST.,

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/R0108028_57647.htm
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JOSE C. CERVANTES

CITY OF SAN DIEGO

9601 RIDGEHAVEN CT., SUITE 120
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1636

NEIL MILLER

CEO

AMERICAN LIGHTING
7754 ARJONS DRIVE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92126

KIM SIMPSON

VICE PRESIDENT

ENERGY ANALYSIS TECHNOLOGIES
12905 GORHAM STREET

MORENO VALLEY, CA 92553

STEVE DORMAN

BOTTOM LINE UTILITY SOLUTIONS, INC.
3972 BARRANCA PARKWAY, SUITE J
IRVINE, CA 92606

ROBERT BELHUMEUR
CORPORATE SYSTEMS ENGINEERING
24946 DANA FIR

DANA POINT, CA 92629

CHARLES R. TOCA

UTILITY SAVINGS AND REFUND, LLC
1100 QUAIL STREET, SUITE 217
NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92660

DAVID M. WYLIE, PE

ASW ENGINEERING

SUITE 103
TUSTIN, CA 92780

PETER CANESSA
CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY
FRESNO FOUNDATION
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SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA 93401

ART BRICE

RICHARD HEATH AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
590 W. LOCUST AVENUE, SUITE 103
FRESNO, CA 93650

KRISTINE LUCERO

RICHARD HEATH AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

590 W. LOCUST AVENUE, SUITE 103
FRESNO, CA 93650

DIANE I. FELLMAN
ATTORNEY AT LAW

LAW OFFICES OF DIANE I.
234 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

FELLMAN

JEANNE SOLE

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE,
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

RM. 234

BRIAN C PRUSNEK

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5141

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CLARE BRESSANI TANKO
ENERGY EFFICIENCY PROGRAM MANAGER
ENERGY ACTION/LOCAL INITIATIVES SUPPORT

369 PINE STREET, SUITE 350

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

EVELYN KAHL

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

120 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 2200

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

665 ASILO

ARROYO GRANDE, CA 93420

JOE WILLIAMS

CEO

RICHARD HEATH AND ASSOCIATES,
590 W. LOCUST AVENUE, STE 103
FRESNO, CA 93650

LAUREN CASENTINI
D & R INTERNATIONAL
711 MAIN STREET

HALF MOON BAY, CA 94019

HAYLEY GOODSON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

711 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 350
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

MARCEL HAWIGER

ATTORNEY AT LAW

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

711 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 350
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

JAMES E. SCARFF

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5121

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DEVRA BACHRACH
STAFF SCIENTIST
NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL

111 SUTTER STREET, 20TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

KAREN TERRANOVA

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

120 MONTGOMERY STREET, STE 2200
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104
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NORA SHERIFF

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ALCANTAR & KAHL LLP

120 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 2200
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MAILCODE 30B
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

JAY LUO

PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MAILCODE 30B
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

EVELYN C. LEE

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, RM 3135

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105-1814

JEN MCGRAW

CENTER FOR NEIGHBORHOOD TECHNOLOGY
PO BOX 14322

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94114

MARGARET D. BROWN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 7442

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120-7442

MAURICE CAMPBELL
COMMUNITY FIRST COALITION
C/0 EJ ADVOCATES

4909 THIRD STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94124

BARBARA GEORGE
WOMEN'S ENERGY MATTERS
PO BOX 883723

SHERYL CARTER

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
111 SUTTER STREET, 20/F

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

CHRIS ANN DICKERSON, PHD.
FREEMAN, SULLIVAN & CO.
100 SPEAR ST., 17/F

SAN FRNCISCO, CA 94105

ROB SHELTON

1 MARKET STREET

SPEAR ST. TRW., STE. 1200
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

TERRY M. FRY

PRINCIPAL

NEXANT, INC.

101 SECOND STREET, 11TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105-3672

LULU WEINZIMER
CALIFORNIA ENERGY CIRCUIT
695 9TH AVE. NO.2

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94118

NICOLE NASSER

EFFICIENCY PARTNERSHIP
2962 FILLMORE STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94123

CHRIS CHOUTEAU
38 DARRELL PL.

-SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133

RICHARD S. RIDGE
RIDGE & ASSOCIATES
3022 THOMPSON AVE.

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/R0108028_57647.htm
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94188-3723

MICHAEL ROCHMAN

SCHOOL PROJECT UTILITY RATE REDUCTION
1430 WILLOW PASS ROAD, SUITE 240
CONCORD, CA 94520

JOHN KOTOWSKI

GLOBAL ENERGY PARTNERS

3569 MT. DIABLO BLVD., STE 200
LAFAYETTE, CA 94549

JAY BHALLA

INTERGY CORPORATION

221 AZALEA LANE, SUITE F
SAN RAMON, CA 94583

GREG TRAYNOR

PROJECT MANAGER

T. MARSHALL ASSOCIATES, LTD.
7074 COMMERCE CIRCLE, UNIT D
PLEASANTON, CA 94588

TED POPE

DIRECTOR

COHEN VENTURES, INC./ENERGY SOLUTIONS
1738 EXEELSIOR AVENUE

OAKLAND, CA 94602

JULIA K. LARKIN
KEMA-XENERGY

492 NINTH STREET,
OAKLAND, CA 94607

SUITE 220

ROBERT L. KNIGHT
BEVILACQUA-KNIGHT INC
1000 BROADWAY, SUITE 410
OAKLAND, CA 94607

ALAMEDA, CA 94501

STEVEN R. SHALLENBERGER
AMERICAN SYNERGY CORPORATION
28436 SATTELITE STREET
HAYWARD, CA 94545

JANET L. OPPIO

SHELL OIL PRODUCTS U.S.
3485 PACHECO BLVD.
MARTINEZ, CA 94553

JUDY NICKEL

FISHER-NICKEL, INC.

FOOD SERVICE TECHNOLOGY CENTER
12949 ALCOSTA BLVD., SUITE 101
SAN RAMON, CA 94583

MARY SUTTER
EQUIPOISE CONSULTING INC.
4309 WHITTLE AVE.
ORAKLAND, CA 94602

ERIC C. WOYCHIK

STRATEGY INTEGRATION LLC
9901 CALODEN LANE
OAKLAND, CA 94605

RICHARD S. BARNES
SR. VICE PRESIDENT
KEMA-XENERGY

492 NINTH STREET,
ORKLAND, CA 94607

SUITE 220

KARIN CORFEE

SENIOR CONSULTANT
KEMA-XENERGY

492 NINTH STREET, SUITE 220
ORKLAND, CA 94607-4048

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/R0108028_57647.htm
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PAUL FENN

LOCAL POWER

4281 PIEDMONT AVE.
OAKLAND, CA 94611

BRUCE MAST

FRONTIER ASSOCIATES LLC
610 16TH ST., SUITE 412
OAKLAND, CA 94612

ROBERT B. WEISENMILLER
MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC.

1999 HARRISON STREET, STE 1440
OAKLAND, CA 94612-3517

CYNTHIA WOOTEN

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
1126 DELAWARE STREET
BERKELEY, CA 94702

RYAN BELL

CITIES FOR CLIMATE PROTECTION
15 SHATTUCK SQUARE, SUITE 215
BERKELEY, CA 94703

NEAL DE SNOO

CITY OF BERKELEY

2180 MILVIA STREET, 2ND FLOOR
BERKELEY, CA 94704

CHRIS KING

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
AMERICAN ENERGY INSTITUTE
842 OXFORD ST.

BERKELEY, CA 94707

CRAIG TYLER
TYLER & ASSOCIATES
2760 SHASTA ROAD

STEVE SCHILLER
NEXANT, INC.

111 HILLSIDE
PIEDMONT, CA 94611

EBEN TWOMBLY

KW ENGINEERING

360 - 17TH STREET, SUITE 100
OAKLAND, CA 94612

SCOTT WENTWORTH
ENERGY ENGINEER

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT,CITY OF OAKLAND

7101 EDGEWATER DRIVE
ORKLAND, CA 94621-3001

REED V. SCHMIDT

BARTLE WELLS ASSOCIATES
1889 ALCATRAZ AVENUE
BERKELEY, CA 94703

EILEEN PARKER

QUANTUM CONSULTING
2030 ADDISON STREET
BERKELEY, CA 94704

PHIL KAMLARZ

CITY OF BERKELEY
2180 MILVIA STREET
BERKELEY, CA 94704

BILL F. ROBERTS
ECONOMIC SCIENCES CORPORATION

1516 LEROY AVENUE

BERKELEY, CA 94708

EDWARD VINE
LAWRENCE BERKELEY NATIIONAL LAB
BUILDING 90-4000
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BERKELEY, CA 94708

MARCIA W. BECK

LAWRENCE BERKELEY NATIONAL LABORATORY
MS 90-3026

1 CYCLOTRON ROAD

BERKELEY, CA 94720

PHILIP SISSON
SISSON AND ASSOCIATES
42 MOODY COURT
SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901

SAM RUARK

COUNTY OF MARIN CDA

3501 CIVIC CENTER DRIVE, ROOM 308
SAN RAFAEL, CA 94903

TIM ROSENFELD

HMW INTERNATIONAL, INC.
359 MOLINO AVENUE

MILL VALLEY, CA 94941

RITA NORTON

RITA NORTON AND ASSOCIATES, LLC
18700 BLYTHSWOOD DRIVE,

LOS GAT®S, CA 95030

GENE THOMAS

ECOLOGY ACTION

333 FRONT STREET, SUITE 103
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060

HANK RYAN

N. CALIFORNIA DIRECTOR
CENTER FOR SMALL BUSINESS
4315 BAIN AVENUE

SANTA ROSA, CA 95062

BERKELEY, CA 94720

JOHN PROCTOR

PROCTOR ENGINEERING GROUP
418 MISSION AVE

SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901

ANDEE CHAMBERLAIN

STRATEGIC ENERGY INNOVATIONS
185 N REDWOOD DRIVE, SUITE 188
SAN RAFAFEL, CA 94903

JOHN NIMMONS

PRESIDENT

JOHN NIMMONS & ASSOCIATES, INC.
175 ELINOR AVE., SUITE G

MILL VALLEY, CA 94941

THOMAS P. CONLON

PRINCIPAL

GEOPRAXIS, INC.

205 KELLER STREET, SUITE 202
PETALUMA, CA 94952-2886

PETER HOFMANN
BO ENTERPRISES
43 E MAIN ST B
LOS GATOS, CA 95030-6907

MAHLON ALDRIDGE
ECOLOGY ACTION, INC.
PO BOX 1188

SANTA CRUZ, CA 95061

JENNIFER HOLMES

ITRON INC.

153 WOODCREST PLACE
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95065
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JOSEPH P. LEUNG, P.E. MIKE HODGSON

CAPITAL PROJECTS MANAGER, III CONSOL

CAPITAL PROGRAMS, GSA 7407 TAM OSHANTER DRIVE, SUITE 200
701 MILLER STREET, 2ND FLOOR STOCKTON, CA 95210

SAN JOSE, CA 95110-2121

TERRY HUGHES JIM STONE

CALIFORNIA LIVING & ENERGY CITY OF MANTECA DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WOR
3649 MITCHELL ROAD, SUITE C 1001 WEST CENTER STREET

CERES, CA 95307 MANTECA, CA 95337

JOSEPH THRASHER JP BATMALE

PROGRAM DIRECTOR RENEWABLE ENERGY PROGRAM MANAGER
RESOURCE ACTION PROGRAMS GREAT VALLEY CENTER

2351 TENAYA DRIVE 201 NEEDHAM ST.

MODESTO, CA 95354 MODESTO, CA 95354

GLYNNIS JONES MATT BROST

APPLIANCE RECYCLING CENTERS OF AMERICA RLW ANALYTICS, INC

PO BOX 1045 1055 BROADWAY, SUITE G
BOONVILLE, CA 95415 SONOMA, CA 95476

MAUREEN HART BILL KNOX

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR CITY OF DAVIS

REDWOOD COAST ENERGY AUTHORITY 509 4TH STREET, SUITE A

C/O HUMBLDT COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  DAVIS, CA 95616
825 FIFTH STREET, ROOM 111
EUREKA, CA 95501

MARK J. BERMAN MIKE GOODISON

DIRECTOR OF BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CITY OF DAVIS, PUBLIC WORKS
DAVIS ENERGY GROUP 23 RUSSELL BLVD

123 C STREET DAVIS, CA 95616

DAVIS, CA 95616

BRIAN HEARD CAROLYN M. KEHREIN
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR ENERGY MANAGEMENT SERVICES
AEEES -1505 DUNLAP COURT

PO BOX 598 DIXON, CA 95620-4208

DAVIS, CA 95617

DOUGLAS E. MAHONE NEHEMIAH STONE
HESCHONG MAHONE GROUP HESCHONG MAHONE GROUP
11626 FAIR ORKS BLVD., 302 11626 FAIR OAKS BLVD. 302
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FAIR OAKS, CA 95628

LAURIE PARK

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.

3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, SUITE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670-6078

VICTORIA P. FLEMING

FAIR OARKS, CA 95628

TOM CROOKS

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.

3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, SUITE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670-6078

ROBERT K. WEATHERWAX
SIERRA ENERGY & RISK ASSESSMENT,

Page 12 of 21

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, SUITE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670-6078

8170 CHRISTIAN LANE
GRANITE BAY, CA 95746-8118

DAVID REYNOLDS ANDREW B. BROWN

ASPEN SYSTEMS CORPORATION ‘ ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
5802 BALFOR ROAD 2015 H STREET

ROCKLIN, CA 95765 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

ANN L. TROWBRIDGE G. PATRICK STONER

LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMISSION
1414 K STREET, SUITE 600
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DOWNEY BRAND LLP

555 CAPITOL MALL, STE. 1050
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

JAN MCFARLAND JENNIFER CASTLEBERRY

CAL SEIA RUNYON SALTZMAN & EINHORN
1100, 11TH STREET, STE. 322 ONE CAPITOL MALL, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

LYNN HAUG BRUCE MATULICH

ATTORNEY AT LAW EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR ..
ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP ELECTRIC & GAS INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION
2015 H STREET 3800 WATT AVE, SUITE 105

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-3109 SACRAMENTO, CA 95821

KIRK UHLER DONALD DOHRMANN

CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER ADM ASSOCIATES, INC.
ELECTRIC & GAS INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION 3239 RAMOS CIRCLE

3800 WATT AVE., 105 SACRAMENTO, CA 95827-2501

SACRAMENTO, CA 95821
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KAREN NORENE MILLS

ATTORNEY AT LAW

CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION
2300 RIVER PLAZA DRIVE
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833

KAREN LINDH

LINDH & ASSOCIATES

7909 WALERGA ROAD, NO. 112, PMB 119
ANTELOPE, CA 95843

ROBERT MOWRIS

ROBERT MOWRIS & ASSOCIATES

PO BOX 2141

OLYMPIC VALLEY, CA 96146-2141

MICHAEL ALCANTAR

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ALCANTAR & KAHL LLP

1300 SW FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE 1750
PORTLAND, OR 97201

LOREN LUTZENHISER
LUTZENHISER ASSOCIATES
7010 SE 36TH AVENUE
PORTLAND, OR 97202

SAM SIRKIN

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT DRIECTOR
ECOS CONSULTING

309 SW 6TH AVENUE, STE 1000
PORTLAND, OR 97204

DANIEL W. MEEK
ATTORNEY AT LAW
RESCUE

10949 S.W. 4TH AVENUE
PORTLAND, OR 97219

BEN WILDMAN
SBW CONSULTING, INC.
2820 NORTHUP WAY, SUITE 230

ROBERT E. BURT
4153 NORTHGATE BLVD., NO. 6
SACRAMENTO, CA 95834

JIM PARKS

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DIST.
6301 S STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95852-1830

BETTINA FOSTER

SENIOR ASSOCIATE

GLOBAL ENERGY PARTNERS, LLC
77-350 AINANANI STREET
KAILA-KONA, HI 96740

PHIL WELKER

PORTLAND ENERGY CONSERVATION INC.
1400 SW 5TH AVENUE, SUITE 700
PORTLAND, OR 97201

JOHN GRAHAM

SENIOR PROGRAM MANAGER

ECOS CONSULTING

309 SW 6TH AVENUE, STE 1000
PORTLAND, OR 97204

BRIAN HEDMAN

VICE PRESIDENT

QUANTEC

720 SW WASHINGTON STREET, STE 400
PORTLAND, OR 97205

JOHN MCLAIN
EARTH ADVANTAGE NATIONAL CENTER

"PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC

16280 SW BOONES FERRY ROAD
PORTLAND, OR 97224

THOMAS ECKHART
CAL-UCONS
10612 NE 46TH STREET
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BELLEVUE, WA 98004-1419

MICHAEL SHEEHAN

MICROPLANET LTD

100 SOUTH KING STREET, SUITE 240
SEATTLE, WA 98104

STEPHEN HALL

11-5651 LACKNER CRESCENT
RICHMOND, BC V7E 6E8
CANADA

Information Only

AMELIA GULKIS

ENSAVE ENERGY PERFORMANCE, INC.
65 MILLER STREET, SUITE 105
RICHMOND, VT 05477

MIKE MCCORMICK

CALIFORNIA CLIMATE ACTION REGISTRY
515 S FLOWER ST. 1305

LOS ANGELES, CA 90071

SIDNEY PELSTON

ENERGY INNOVATION GROUP, LLC

4267 MARINA CITY DRIVE, SUITE 104
MARINA DEL REY, CA 90292

FEIT ELECTRIC
4901 GREGG ROAD
PICO RIVERA, CA 90660

JEANETTE MEYER
MARKETING MANAGER
BURBANK WATER AND POWER

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/R0108028_57647.htm

KIRKLAND, WA 98033

ROBERT D. BORDNER

PRESIDENT

ENERGY MARKET INNOVATIONS, INC.
83 COLUMBIA STREET, SUITE 303
SEATTLE, WA 98104

TAFF TSCHAMLER

KEMA, INC.

OFFICE PLAZA ONE

10333 EAST DRY CREEK, SUITE 200
ENGLEWOOD, CO 80112

MAGGIE HEALY

CITY OF REDONDO BEACH
415 DIAMOND ST.

REDONDO BEACH, CA 90277

MARILYN LYON

PROJECT COORDINATOR

3858 CARSON STREET, SUITE 110
TORRANCE, CA 90503

MONTE WINEGAR
PROJECT DIRECTOR

"WINEGARD ENERGY

1818 FLOWER AVENUE
DUARTE, CA 91010

TORY S. WEBER
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2131 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
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164 W. MAGNOLIA BLVD.
BURBANK, CA 91502

ELIZABETH HULL
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY
CITY OF CHULA VISTA
276 FOURTH AVENUE

CHULA VISTA, CA 91910

MARK MCNULTY
5150 RANDLETT DRIVE
LA MESA, CA 91941

ALAN BALL

QUALCOMM INCORPORATED
5775 MOREHOUSE DR

SAN DIEGO, CA 92121

MARK SHIRILAU

ALOHA SYSTEMS, INC.
14801 COMET STREET
IRVINE, CA 92604-2464

KENT G. ANDERSEN
INYO MONO ADVOCATES FOR COMMUNITY ACTION
224 S. MAIN ST.

BISHOP,-CA 93545

CAL BROOMHEAD

DEPT OF ENVIRONMENT, ENERGY SECTION
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

11 GROVE STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

DANIELLE DOWERS

S. F. PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
1155 MARKET STREET 4TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/R0108028_57647 htm

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

DON WOOD

PACIFIC ENERGY POLICY CENTER
4539 LEE AVENUE

LA MESA, CA 91941

DONALD C. LIDDELL P. C.
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL
2928 2ND AVENUE

SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

CENTRAL FILES
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC
CP31-E
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1530

JAMES L. MATARESE

PROJECT ASSISTANT

THE ENERGY COALITION

15615 ALTON PKWY. STE. 245
IRVINE, CA 92618

RICHARD KEYES
PRINCIPAL

KEYES SOLUTIONS
6572 N. LEAD AVE
FRESNO, CA 93711

JOE COMO

ATTORNEY AT LAW

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
ONE DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

MICHAEL HYAMS

SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES COMM
1155 MARKET ST., 4/F

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103
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PETER MILLER

CONSULTANT

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
111 SUTTER STREET 20/F

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

CHONDA NWAMU

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, B30A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

MIKE WAN

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
245 MARKET STREET, MAIL CODE N6G
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

SUSAN E. BROWN

LATINO ISSUES FORUM

160 PINE STREET, SUITE 700
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

LAW DEPARTMENT FILE ROOM

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 7442

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120-7442

JOSEPHINE WU

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MAIL CODE BSA
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

MARK REEDY

GLOBAL ENERGY PARTNERS, LLC

3569 MT. DIABLO BLVD., SUITE 200
LAFAYETTE, CA 94549

JOHN CAVALLI
QUANTUM CONSULTING, INC.
2001 ADDISON ST., STE, 300

ANNETTE S. BEITEL

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
245 MARKET STREE, MAIL CODE N6G
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

LUO JAY

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MAIL CODE B9A
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS
517-B POTRERO AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94110

JUDY PAU

DAVIS, WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

ONE EMBARCADERO CENTER, SUITE 600
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-3834

JENNIFER BARNES

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
MAIL STOP N6G

PO BOX 770000

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

FLOYD KENEIPP

SUMMIT BLUE CONSULTING

5433 CLAYTON ROAD SUITE K-342
CLAYTON, CA 94517

JODY S. LONDON
PO BOX 3629

‘OAKLAND, CA 94609

DANIEL C. GLASER
2727 STUART ST.
BERKELEY, CA 94705

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/R0108028_57647.htm
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CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION - SERVICE LISTS

BERKELEY, CA 94704

MARIA SANDERS

COMMUNITY ENERGY SERVICES CORPORATION
1013 PARDEE ST.

BERKELEY, CA 94710

IRINA KRISHPINOVICH
HEMSTREET ASSOCIATES
5760 CLINTON AVENUE
RICHMOND, CA 94805

ELIZABETH I. EELLS
52 LOVEJOY WAY
NOVATO, CA 94949-6240

SAM PIERCE

RLW ANALYTICS, INC.
1055 BROADWAY, SUITE G
SONOMA, CA 95476

SARAH SPURR

YOLO ENERGY EFFICIENCY PROJECT
509 4TH STREET, SUITE A

DAVIS, GA 95616

LEGAL AND REGULATORY DEPARTMENT
CALIFORNIA ISO

151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD

FOLSOM, CA 95630

JOHN BERLIN

NORTHERN CALIFORNIA POWER AGENCY
180 CIRBY WAY

ROSEVILLE, CA 95678

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/R0108028_57647. htm

RYAN WISER
BERKELEY LAB
MS-90-4000

ONE CYCLOTRON ROAD
BERKELEY, CA 94720

PATTY AVERY

GENERAL MANAGER

PROCTOR ENGINEERING GROUP
418 MISSION AVENUE

SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901

KEN MOORE

PROGRAM MANAGER

SMALL BUSINESS ENERGY ALLIANCE
1055 BROADWAY, SUITE G

SONOMA, CA 95476

MARSHALL B. HUNT

VALLEY ENERGY EFFICEINCY CORP
509 4TH STREET, SUITE A
DAVIS, CA 95616

VIKKI WOOD

PRINCIPAL DEMAND-SIDE SPECIALIST
SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
6301 S STREET, MS Al03

SACRAMENTO, CA 95618-1899

KRYSTY EMERY

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.

3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, SUITE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670-6078

KARI DOHN

GCC ROSE&KINDEL (ON BEHALF OF CONSOL)
915 L STREET, SUITE 1210

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
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LAURA LANGERWERF

RUNYON SALTZMAN & EINHORN, INC.
ONE CAPITOL MALL, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

MOLLY HARCOS

RUNYON, SALTZMAN & EINHORN, INC.

1 CAPITOL MALL, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

TONY MODDESETTE

UCDAVIS MEDICAL CENTER
4800 2ND AVE. SUITE 1500
SACRAMENTO, CA 95817

JONATHAN DUBE

ECOS CONSULTING

309 SW 6TH AVENUE,
PORTLAND, OR 97204

STE 1000

State Service

MAXINE HARRISON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

ARIANA MERLINO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
NATURAL GAS, ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RESOU
1350 FRONT ST., STATE BLDG. ROOM 4006
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

AARON J JOHNSON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5210

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/R0108028_57647.htm
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MATTHEW GILFILLAN

RUNYON, SALTZMAN & EINHORN,
1 CAPITOL MALL, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

INC.

WILLIAM W. WESTERFIELD,
ATTORNEY AT LAW

STOEL RIVES LLP

770 L STREET, SUITE 800
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

IIT

WILLIAM D. BOYCE
SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
PO BOX 15830

SACRAMENTO, CA 95852-1830
STEVE GROVER

ECONORTHWEST

888 SW FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE 1460
PORTLAND, OR 97204

PETER LAI

CALIF PUBLIC
NATURAL GAS,
320 WEST 4TH
LOS ANGELES, CA

UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RESOU
STREET SUITE 500

90013

FUNDA EMINE SAYGIN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION :
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
1350 FRONT ST., STATE BLDG. ROOM 4006
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

BRIAN D. SCHUMACHER
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENGINEERING, ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES, CUST
AREA 4-A
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
06/01/2005
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CHERYL COX

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RATEPAYER REPRESENTATION BRANCH
ROOM 3-B

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DAN ADLER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF STRATEGIC PLANNING
ROOM 5119

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DONALD R SMITH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JAN REID

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JULIE A FITCH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5203

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MARYAM EBKE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF STRATEGIC PLANNING
ROOM 5119

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NORA Y. GATCHALIAN
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

NATURAL GAS, ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RESOU

AREA 4-A
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT A. BARNETT
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/R0108028_57647.htm

CHRISTINE S TAM

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DIANA L. LEE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4300

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DONNA L. WAGONER
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENGINEERING, ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES, CUST

AREA 4-A
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JEORGE S TAGNIPES
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENGINEERING, ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES, CUST

AREA 4-A
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

LAINIE MOTAMEDI

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF STRATEGIC PLANNING
ROOM 5119

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MEG GOTTSTEIN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5044

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

PHILIPPE AUCLAIR
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

"EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5218
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SHANNON EDDY
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION
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ROOM 5008 ROOM 4102

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

STEVEN A. WEISSMAN TIM G DREW

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES NATURAL GAS, ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RESOU
ROOM 5125 AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
ZENAIDA G. TAPAWAN-CONWAY GERALD LAHR :

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION ASSOCIATION OF BAY AREA GOVERNMENTS -
NATURAL GAS, ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RESOU PO BOX 2050

AREA 4-A ORKLAND, CA 94604-2050

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MARY TUCKER MEG GOTTSTEIN .

SUPERVISING SPECIALIST ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT PO BOX 210/21496 NATIONAL STREET
777 N. 1ST STREET, SUITE 300 VOLCANO, CA 95689

SAN JOSE, CA 95112-6351

JOANNE VORHIES AL GARCIA

CA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION

1001 I STREET MS 14A 1516 9TH STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95812 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

ALAN LOFASO DON SCHULTZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
770 L STREET, SUITE 1050 770 L STREET, SUITE 1050

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

JENNIFER TACHERA . MICHAEL MESSENGER

ATTORNEY AT LAW CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION .
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 1516 9TH STREET

1516 - 9TH STREET SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

NANCY JENKINS SYLVIA BENDER

PIER BUILDINGS PROGRAM MANAGER CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 1516 9TH STREET, MS22

1516 NINTH STREET MS43 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/R0108028_57647.htm 06/01/2005
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STAN PRICE

NORTHWEST ENERGY EFFICIENCY COUNCIL
157 YESLER WAY, SUITE 409

SEATTLE, WA 98104

Top of Page
Back to INDEX OF SERVICE LISTS
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SDG&E’s Financial Statement, Balance Sheet and
Income Statement



SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT
MARCH 31, 2005

(a)

(b)

(©

(d)

Amounts and Kinds of Stock Authorized:

Preferred Stock 1,375,000 shares

Preferred Stock 10,000,000 shares
Preferred Stock Amount of shares not specified

Common Stock 255,000,000 shares

Amounts and Kinds of Stock Outstanding:
PREFERRED STOCK

5.0% 375,000 shares

4.50% 300,000 shares

4.40% 325,000 shares

4.60% 373,770 shares

$1.7625 850,000 shares

$1.70 1,400,000 shares

$1.82 640,000 shares

shares

COMMON STOCK 116,583,358

Terms of Preferred Stock: :

Par Value $27,500,000
Without Par Value
$80,000,000

Without Par Value

$7,500,000
6,000,000
6,500,000
7,475,400
18,750,000
35,000,000
16,000,000
291,458,395

Full information as to this item is given in connection with Application Nos. 93-09-069 and 04-01-009,

to which references are hereby made.
Brief Description of Mortgage:

Full information as to this item is given in Application Nos. 93-09-069, 96-05-066, 00-01-016 and 04-01-009 to which

references are hereby made.
Number and Amount of Bonds Authorized and Issued:

Nominal

Date of
First Mortgage Bonds: Issue
6.8% Series KK, due 2015 12-01-91
Var% Series NN, due 2018 & 2019 09-01-92
Var% Series OO, due 2027 12-01-92
5.9% Series PP, due 2018 04-29-93
5.85% Series RR, due 2021 06-29-93
5.9% Series SS, due 2018 07-29-93
Var% Series TT, due 2020 06-06-95
2.539% Series VV, due 2034 06-17-04
2.539% Series WW, due 2034 06-17-04
2.516% Series XX, due 2034 06-17-04
2.832% Series YY, due 2034 06-17-04
2.832% Series ZZ, due 2034 06-17-04

2.8275% Series AAA, due 2039 06-17-04

Unsecured Bonds:

5.9% CPCFA96A, due 2014 06-01-96
Var% CV96A, due 2021 08-02-96
Var% CV96B, due 2021 11-21-96

Var% CV97A, due 2023 10-31-97

Par Value
Authorized
and Issued  Outstanding
14,400,000 14,400,000
118,615,000 0
250,000,000 150,000,000
70,795,000 68,295,000
60,000,000 60,000,000
92,945,000 92,945,000
57,650,000 0
43,615,000 43,615,000
40,000,000 40,000,000
35,000,000 35,000,000
24,000,000 24,000,000
33,650,000 33,650,000
75,000,000 75,000,000
129,820,000 129,820,000
38,900,000 38,900,000
60,000,000 60,000,000
25,000,000 25,000,000

Interest Paid

in 2004

979,200
6,445,565
12,705,737
4,029,405
3,510,000
5,483,755
338,451

[eNeoNeNoNoNo]

7,659,380
1,249,650
1,966,072
1,456,250



SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT
MARCH 31, 2005

Date of Date of Interest Interest Paid
Other Indebtedness: Issue Maturity Rate Outstanding 2004
Commercial Paper & ST Bank Loans Various Various Various 67,000,000 $0

Amounts and Rates of Dividends Declared:
The amounts and rates of dividends during the past five fiscal years are as follows:

Shares Dividends Declared
Preferred Outstanding
Stock 12-31-04 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
5.0% 375,000 $375,000 $375,000 $375,000 $375,000 $375,000
4.50% 300,000 270,000 270,000 270,000 270,000 270,000
4.40% 325,000 286,000 286,000 286,000 286,000 286,000
4.60% 373,770 343,868 343,868 343,868 343,868 343,868
$ 1.7625 850,000 1,762,500 1,762,500 1,762,500 1,674,375 1,498,125
$ 1.70 1,400,000 2,380,000 - 2,380,000 2,380,000 2,380,000 2,380,000
$ 1.82 640,000 1,164,800 1,164,800 1,164,800 1,164,800 1,164,800

4,263,770 $6,582,168 $6,582,168 $6,582,168 $6,494,043 $6,317,793 [2]

Common Stock
Amount $400,000,000 $150,000,000 $200,000,000 $200,000,000 $205,000,000 [1]

A balance sheet and a statement of income and retained earnings of Appllcant for the three
months ended March 31, 2005, are attached hereto.

[1] San Diego Gas & Electric Company dividend to parent.
[2] Includes $1,498,125 of interest expense related to redeemable preferred stock.



SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
BALANCE SHEET
ASSETS AND OTHER DEBITS
MARCH 31, 2005

101
102
105
106
107
108
111
118
119

120

121
122

123
124
125
128

1. UTILITY PLANT

UTILITY PLANT IN SERVICE

UTILITY PLANT PURCHASED OR SOLD

PLANT HELD FOR FUTURE USE

COMPLETED CONSTRUCTION NOT CLASSIFIED

CONSTRUCTION WORK IN PROGRESS

ACCUMULATED PROVISION FOR DEPRECIATION OF UTILITY PLANT

ACCUMULATED PROVISION FOR AMORTIZATION OF UTILITY PLANT

OTHER UTILITY PLANT

ACCUMULATED PROVISION FOR DEPRECIATION AND
AMORTIZATION OF OTHER UTILITY PLANT

NUCLEAR FUEL - NET

TOTAL NET UTILITY PLANT

2. OTHER PROPERTY AND INVESTMENTS

NONUTILITY PROPERTY

ACCUMULATED PROVISION FOR DEPRECIATION AND
AMORTIZATION OF NONUTILITY PROPERTY

INVESTMENTS IN SUBSIDIARY COMPANIES

OTHER INVESTMENTS

SINKING FUNDS

OTHER SPECIAL FUNDS

TOTAL OTHER PROPERTY AND INVESTMENTS

005

$6.704,590 145
| 57456

114,420,007
(3,668,879,318)
(155,565,867)
463,012,699

(114,824,609)
25,200,765

3,368,011,278

14,471,867

(1,421,186)
3,290,000

613,419,757

629,760,438




SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
BALANCE SHEET
ASSETS AND OTHER DEBITS
MARCH 31, 2005

131
132
134
135
136
141
142
143
144
145
146
151
152
154
156
163
164
165
171
173
174
175

181
182
183
184
185
186
188
189
190

3. CURRENT AND ACCRUED ASSETS

CASH

INTEREST SPECIAL DEPOSITS

OTHER SPECIAL DEPOSITS

WORKING FUNDS

TEMPORARY CASH INVESTMENTS

NOTES RECEIVABLE

CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE

OTHER ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE

ACCUMULATED PROVISION FOR UNCOLLECTIBLE ACCOUNTS
NOTES RECEIVABLE FROM ASSOCIATED COMPANIES
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE FROM ASSOCIATED COMPANIES
FUEL STOCK

FUEL STOCK EXPENSE UNDISTRIBUTED

PLANT MATERIALS AND OPERATING SUPPLIES
OTHER MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES

STORES EXPENSE UNDISTRIBUTED

GAS STORED

PREPAYMENTS

INTEREST AND DIVIDENDS RECEIVABLE

ACCRUED UTILITY REVENUES

MISCELLANEOUS CURRENT AND ACCRUED ASSETS
DERIVATIVE INSTRUMENT ASSETS

TOTAL CURRENT AND ACCRUED ASSETS

4. DEFERRED DEBITS

UNAMORTIZED DEBT EXPENSE

UNRECOVERED PLANT AND OTHER REGULATORY ASSETS
PRELIMINARY SURVEY & INVESTIGATION CHARGES
CLEARING ACCOUNTS

TEMPORARY FACILITIES

MISCELLANEOUS DEFERRED DEBITS

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

UNAMORTIZED LOSS ON REACQUIRED DEBT
ACCUMULATED DEFERRED INCOME TAXES

TOTAL DEFERRED DEBITS

TOTAL ASSETS AND OTHER DEBITS

2005
$7,064,387

83,744

133,822,417
27,388,605
(2,121,726)
63,489
20,001,242

36,398,151
(1,416)
(154,047)
9,344,104
5,841,057
9,564,000
43,664,000
12,730,971

303,688,978

12,203,075
1,297,863,785
8,595,590
308,799
(252,415)
356,052,482

45,128,016
111,330,273

1,831,229,605

$6,132,690,299




SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

BALANCE SHEET

LIABILITIES AND OTHER CREDITS

MARCH 31, 2005

5. PROPRIETARY CAPITAL

2005

201 COMMON STOCK ISSUED 291,458,395
204 PREFERRED STOCK ISSUED 78,475,400
207 PREMIUM ON CAPITAL STOCK 592,222,753
210 GAIN ON RETIRED CAPITAL STOCK -
211 MISCELLANEOUS PAID-IN CAPITAL 79,618,042
214 CAPITAL STOCK EXPENSE (25,990,045)
216 UNAPPROPRIATED RETAINED EARNINGS 356,822,479
219 ACCUMULATED OTHER COMPREHENSIVE INCOME (12,291,227)

TOTAL PROPRIETARY CAPITAL 1,360,315,797

6. LONG-TERM DEBT

221 BONDS 636,905,000
223 ADVANCES FROM ASSOCIATED COMPANIES 424,158,678
224 OTHER LONG-TERM DEBT 272,470,000
225 UNAMORTIZED PREMIUM ON LONG-TERM DEBT -
226 UNAMORTIZED DISCOUNT ON LONG-TERM DEBT (522,599)

TOTAL LONG-TERM DEBT

1,333,011,079

7. OTHER NONCURRENT LIABILITIES

227 OBLIGATIONS UNDER CAPITAL LEASES - NONCURRENT -
29,201,547

228.2 ACCUMULATED PROVISION FOR INJURIES AND DAMAGES

228.3 ACCUMULATED PROVISION FOR PENSIONS AND BENEFITS 1,860,371

228.4 ACCUMULATED MISCELLANEOUS OPERATING PROVISIONS (554,183)

230 ASSET RETIREMENT OBLIGATIONS 342,417,610
TOTAL OTHER NONCURRENT LIABILITIES 372,925,345




SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
BALANCE SHEET
LIABILITIES AND OTHER CREDITS
MARCH 31, 2005

231
232
233
234
235
236
237
238
241
242
243
244
245

252
253
254
255
257
281
282
283

8. CURRENT AND ACCRUED LIABILITES

NOTES PAYABLE

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

NOTES PAYABLE TO ASSOCIATED COMPANIES
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE TO ASSOCIATED COMPANIES
CUSTOMER DEPOSITS

TAXES ACCRUED

INTEREST ACCRUED

DIVIDENDS DECLARED

TAX COLLECTIONS PAYABLE

MISCELLANEOUS CURRENT AND ACCRUED LIABILITIES
OBLIGATIONS UNDER CAPITAL LEASES - CURRENT
DERIVATIVE INSTRUMENT LIABILITIES

DERIVATIVE INSTRUMENT LIABILITIES - HEDGES

TOTAL CURRENT AND ACCRUED LIABILITIES

9. DEFERRED CREDITS

CUSTOMER ADVANCES FOR CONSTRUCTION

OTHER DEFERRED CREDITS

OTHER REGULATORY LIABILITIES

ACCUMULATED DEFERRED INVESTMENT TAX CREDITS
UNAMORTIZED GAIN ON REACQUIRED DEBT

ACCUMULATED DEFERRED INCOME TAXES - ACCELERATED

ACCUMULATED DEFERRED INCOME TAXES - PROPERTY
ACCUMULATED DEFERRED INCOME TAXES - OTHER

TOTAL DEFERRED CREDITS

TOTAL LIABILITIES AND OTHER CREDITS

2005
67,000,000
199,959,591
65,800,000
7,941,054
. 47,823,324
171,396,682
10,081,723
1,204,917
1,287,088
134,272,430

490,610,571

1,197,377,380

29,726,271
311,216,197
840,340,302

36,273,658

5,201,256
454,986,394
191,316,620

1,869,060,698

$6,132,690,299




SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

STATEMENT OF INCOME AND RETAINED EARNINGS
THREE MONTHS ENDED MARCH 31, 2005.

400
401
402

403-7.

408.1
409.1
4101
4111
411.4
411.6

415
4171
418
418.1
419
4191
421
4211

426

408.2
409.2
410.2
411.2

1. UTILITY OPERATING INCOME

OPERATING REVENUES

OPERATING EXPENSES

MAINTENANCE EXPENSES

DEPRECIATION AND AMORTIZATION EXPENSES
TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME TAXES

INCOME TAXES

PROVISION FOR DEFERRED INCOME TAXES
PROVISION FOR DEFERRED INCOME TAXES - CREDIT
INVESTMENT TAX CREDIT ADJUSTMENTS

GAIN FROM DISPOSITION OF UTILITY PLANT

TOTAL OPERATING REVENUE DEDUCTIONS
NET OPERATING INCOME
2. OTHER INCOME AND DEDUCTIONS

REVENUE FROM MERCHANDISING, JOBBING AND CONTRACT WORK
EXPENSES OF NONUTILITY OPERATIONS
NONOPERATING RENTAL INCOME
EQUITY IN EARNINGS OF SUBSIDIARIES
INTEREST AND DIVIDEND INCOME
ALLOWANCE FOR OTHER FUNDS USED DURING CONSTRUCTION
MISCELLANEOUS NONOPERATING INCOME
GAIN ON DISPOSITION OF PROPERTY

TOTAL OTHER INCOME
MISCELLANEOUS OTHER INCOME DEDUCTIONS
TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME TAXES
INCOME TAXES
PROVISION FOR DEFERRED INCOME TAXES
PROVISION FOR DEFERRED INCOME TAXES - CREDIT

TOTAL TAXES ON OTHER INCOME AND DEDUCTIONS

TOTAL OTHER INCOME AND DEDUCTIONS

INCOME BEFORE INTEREST CHARGES
NET INTEREST CHARGES*

NET INCOME

$616,925,785

$417,713,183
27,195,932
64,875,901
12,814,754
29,412,055
18,150,071

(19,893,310)

(608,851)

549,659,735

67,266,050

(38,301)
315,834

5,877,117
2,122,243
3,734,837

12,011,730

(197,645)

96,653
(494,003)
554,049
(39,069)

117,630

12,091,745

79,357,795
19,035,439

$60,322,356

*NET OF ALLOWANCE FOR BORROWED FUNDS USED DURING CONSTRUCTION, ($717,508)

05/31/2005 10:21 AM



SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
STATEMENT OF INCOME AND RETAINED EARNINGS
THREE MONTHS ENDED MARCH 31, 2005.

3. RETAINED EARNINGS
RETAINED EARNINGS AT BEGINNING OF PERIOD, AS PREVIOUSLY REPORTED
NET INCOME (FROM PRECEDING PAGE)
DIVIDEND TO PARENT COMPANY
DIVIDENDS DECLARED - PREFERRED STOCK
OTHER RETAINED EARNINGS ADJUSTMENTS

RETAINED EARNINGS AT END OF PERIOD

$372,705,041
60,322,356
(75,000,000)
(1,204,918)

0

$356,822,479




Appendix B

Statement of Original Cost & Depreciation Reserve



No.

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

COST OF PROPERTY AND
DEPRECIATION RESERVE APPLICABLE THERETO
AS OF MARCH 31, 2005

Account

ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT

302
303

3101
310.2
311
312
314
315
316

3201
320.2
321
322
323
324
325
107

340.1
340.2
341
342
343
344
345

Franchises and Consents
Misc. Intangible Plant

TOTAL INTANGIBLE PLANT

Land

Land Rights

Structures and Improvements

Boiler Plant Equipment
Turbogenerator Units

Accessory Electric Equipment
Miscellaneous Power Plant Equipment
Steam Production Decommissioning

TOTAL STEAM PRODUCTION

Land

Land Rights

Structures and Improvements

Boiler Plant Equipment
Turbogenerator Units

Accessory Electric Equipment
Miscellaneous Power Plant Equipment
ICIP CWIP

TOTAL NUCLEAR PRODUCTION

Land

Land Rights

Structures and Improvements

Fuel Holders, Producers & Accessories
Prime Movers

Generators

Accessory Electric Equipment

Other Production Decommissioning

TOTAL OTHER PRODUCTION

TOTAL ELECTRIC PRODUCTION

Page 1

Reserve for
Depreciation
Original and

Cost Amortization
222,841.36 $ 202,900
22,933,194.00 14,159,535
23,156,035 14,362,436
46,518.29 46,518
0.00 0
8,125,342.14 8,125,342
10,633,963.11 19,669,057
7,484,308.48 7,484,308
2,172,933.64 2,172,934
239,053.49 239,053
0.00 0
28,702,119.15 37,737,213
0 0
283,677.11 283,677
265,761,637.56 265,002,260
393,558,507.87 393,558,508
135,444,115.35 135,444,115
166,711,549.80 166,711,550
220,784,114.42 194,922,688
0.00 6,389,184

1,182,543,502.11

1,162,311,982

143,475.87 0
2,427.96 2,428
0.00 0

0.00 0

0.00 0
432,471.37 10,377
0.00 0

0.00 0
578,375.20 12,805

1,211,823,996.46

1,200,062,000




No.

350.1
350.2
352
353
354
355
356
357
358
359

360.1
360.2
361
362
364
365
366
367
368.1
368.2
369.1
369.2
370.1
370.2
371
3731
373.2

389.1
389.2
390
392.1
392.2
393
394.1
394.2
395
396
397
398

101

Account

Land

Land Rights

Structures and Improvements

Station Equipment

Towers and Fixtures

Poles and Fixtures

Overhead Conductors and Devices
Underground Conduit

Underground Conductors and Devices
Roads and Trails

TOTAL TRANSMISSION

Land

Land Rights

Structures and Improvements

Station Equipment

Poles, Towers and Fixtures

Overhead Conductors and Devices
Underground Conduit

Underground Conductors and Devices
Line Transformers

Protective Devices and Capacitors
Services Overhead

Services Underground

Meters

Meter Installations

Installations on Customers' Premises
St. Lighting & Signal Sys.-Transformers
Street Lighting & Signal Systems

TOTAL DISTRIBUTION PLANT

Land

Land Rights

Structures and Improvements
Transportation Equipment - Autos
Transportation Equipment - Trailers
Stores Equipment

Portable Tools

Shop Equipment

Laboratory Equipment

Power Operated Equipment
Communication Equipment
Miscellaneous Equipment

TOTAL GENERAL PLANT

TOTAL ELECTRIC PLANT

Page 2

Reserve for
Depreciation

Original and
Cost Amortization
17,352,556 0
48,793,903 7,837,764
65,771,418 22,816,837
436,919,373 112,039,631
93,845,638 68,755,104
75,210,372 36,812,809
162,321,637 125,524,136
38,468,696 5,971,712
26,832,572 8,680,643
13,008,470 4,206,223
978,524,634 392,644,859
13,660,354 0
61,615,756 22,578,917
3,304,308 1,860,519
263,654,474 66,695,756
319,686,362 172,614,937
259,367,057 82,685,372
676,809,622 259,330,017
859,303,477 440,624,697
310,922,599 58,153,971
24,449,735 5,160,860
85,035,156 110,812,929
229,498,054 126,224,435
79,880,315 29,418,149
37,818,328 9,826,458
5,772,753 7,520,618
0 0
23,393,888 16,449,504
3,254,172,238 1,409,957,140
1,572,703 0
0 0
24,498,434 8,154,080
0 49,884
175,979 114,776
54,331 42 597
10,040,292 3,345,692
579,577 270,010
505,742 148,488
92,162 149,134
87,532,827 36,448,674
281,076 (137,889)
125,333,122 48,585,448

5,593,010,026

3,065,611,883

.



No. Account

GAS PLANT

302 Franchises and Consents

303 Miscellaneous Intangible Plant
TOTAL INTANGIBLE PLANT

360.1 Land

361 Structures and Improvements

362.1 Gas Holders

362.2 Liquefied Natural Gas Holders

363 Purification Equipment

363.1  Liquefaction Equipment

363.2  Vaporizing Equipment

363.3  Compressor Equipment

363.4  Measuring and Regulating Equipment

363.5  Other Equipment

363.6  LNG Distribution Storage Equipment
TOTAL STORAGE PLANT

365.1 Land

365.2 Land Rights

366 Structures and Improvements

367 Mains

368 Compressor Station Equipment

369 Measuring and Regulating Equipment

371 Other Equipment
TOTAL TRANSMISSION PLANT

3741 Land

3742 Land Rights

375 -Structures and Improvements

376 Mains

378 Measuring & Regulating Station Equipment

380 Distribution Services

381 Meters and Regulators

382 Meter and Regulator Installations

385 Ind. Measuring & Regulating Station Equipment

386 Other Property On Customers' Premises

387 Other Equipment

TOTAL DISTRIBUTION PLANT

Page 3

Reserve for
Depreciation

Original and
Cost Amortization

86,104 86,104

713,559 526,646
799,663 612,751

10,205 0

412,998 554,836

989,283 1,012,573

0 0

0 0

0 0

0 0

558,651 612,455

0 0

0 0

407,546 316,244

2,378,682 2,496,108

4,649,144 0

2,217,185 901,388

10,680,725 6,521,000

119,277,525 40,500,501

59,995,879 30,902,515

14,488,100 8,171,401

0 0

211,308,557 86,996,804

102,187 0

7,664,372 4,359,537

43,447 61,253

455,726,096 237,310,563

7,586,184 5,113,521

217,909,501 222,751,348

65,702,736 30,165,411

55,214,612 21,825,448

1,516,811 623,588

0 0

4,446,936 3,580,563

815,912,882 525,791,232




No.

392.1
3922
3941
394.2
395
396
397
398

101

Reserve for
Depreciation

COMMON PLANT

303
350.1
360.1
389.1
389.2
390
391.1
391.2
3921
392.2
393
3941
394.2
394.3
395
396
397
398

1181

101 &
118.1

101

Original and
Account Cost Amortization
Transportation Equipment - Autos $ 0 $ 25,503
Transportation Equipment - Trailers 76,210 76,210
Portable Tools 5,821,743 1,454,542
Shop Equipment 84,597 (11,139)
Laboratory Equipment 421,222 (166,161)
Power Operated Equipment 246,939 9,257
Communication Equipment 3,303,291 1,353,853
Miscellaneous Equipment 198,414 25,681
TOTAL GENERAL PLANT 10,152,417 2,767,746
TOTAL GAS PLANT 1,040,552,202 618,664,641
Miscellaneous Intangible Plant 165,446,179 104,553,177
Land ‘ 0 0
Land 0 0
Land 4,980,210 0
Land Rights 2,026,582 27,275
Structures and Improvements 116,466,570 38,394,247
Office Furniture and Equipment - Other 21,828,937 8,058,491
Office Furniture and Equipment - Computer Equipm 63,273,171 23,492,558
Transportation Equipment - Autos 33,942 (338,930)
Transportation Equipment - Trailers 41,567 (109,545)
Stores Equipment 169,246 (209,071)
Portable Tools 68,328 (18,994)
Shop Equipment 319,047 117,233
Garage Equipment 2,516,104 261,491
Laboratory Equipment 2,129,346 848,748
Power Operated Equipment 0 (192,979)
Communication Equipment 81,697,872 43,814,198
Miscellaneous Equipment 3,102,219 707,163
TOTAL COMMON PLANT 454,100,219 219,405,061

TOTAL ELECTRIC PLANT

5,593,010,026

3,065,611,883

TOTAL GAS PLANT 1,040,552,202 618,664,641
TOTAL COMMON PLANT 454,100,219 219,405,061
TOTAL 7,087,662,447 3,903,681,585

PLANT IN SERV-SONGS FULLY RECOVERED $

(1,167,689,397)

$ (1,167,689,397)
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Reserve for
Depreciation

Original and
No. Account Cost Amortization
102 Plant Purchased or Sold
Electric $ 0 $ 0
Gas 0 0
TOTAL PLANT PURCHASED OR SOLD 0 0
105 Plant Held for Future Use
Electric 57,456 0
Gas 0 0
TOTAL PLANT HELD FOR
FUTURE USE 57,456 0
107 Construction Work in Progress
Electric _ 427,860,787
Gas 3,172,568
Common 30,262,480
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION WORK
IN PROGRESS 461,295,835 0
108.5  Accumulated Nuclear
Decommissioning
Electric 0 513,108,308
TOTAL ACCUMULATED NUCLEAR
DECOMMISSIONING 0 513,108,308
111.3  Capitalized Leases
Electric 0 0
Gas 0 0
Common 0 0
- TOTAL CAPITALIZED
LEASES 0 0
114 ELECTRIC PLANT
ACQUISITION ADJUSTMENT 0 0
120 NUCLEAR FUEL FABRICATION 42 534,955 17,334,190
143 FAS 143 ASSETS - Legal Obligation : 71,027,918 (477,520,099)
143 FAS 143 ASSETS - Non-legal Obligation 0 (925,896,000)
TOTAL FAS 143 71,027,918 (1,403,416,099)
UTILITY PLANT TOTAL $ 6,494,889,213 $ 1,863,018,587

Book cost is calculated by taking Origlnal Cost less Reserve for Depreciation and Amortization.
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Appendix C

Summary of Earnings



SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
SUMMARY OF EARNINGS

THREE MONTHS ENDED MARCH 31, 2005.
(DOLLARS IN MILLIONS)

Line No. ltem Amount
1 Operating Revenue 617 -
2 Operating Expenses 550
3 Net Operating Income | 67
4 Weighted Average Rate Base 2,783
5 Rate of Return* 8.18%

*Authorized Cost of Capital



Appendix D

State/Government Service List



State of California

Attorney General's Office
P.O. Box 944255
Sacramento, CA 94244-2550

State of California

Attn. Director Dept of General Services
PO Box 989052

West Sacramento, CA 95798-9052

City of Carlsbad

Attn. City Attorney

1200 Carlsbad Village Drive
Carlsbad, CA 92008-19589

City of Del Mar

Attn. City Attorney
1050 Camino Del Mar
Del Mar, CA 92014

City of Imperial Beach
Attn. City Clerk

825 Imperial Beach Bivd
Imperial Beach, CA 92032

City of Laguna Niguel
Attn. City Attorney

22781 La Paz Ste. B
Laguna Niguel, CA 92656

City of Laguna Beech
Attn. Attorney

505 Forest Ave -
Laguna Beach, CA 92651

City of Mission Viejo
Attn City Clerk

200 Civic Center
Mission Viejo, CA 92691

City of National City
Attn. City Attorney

1243 National City Blivd
National City, CA 92050

City of Poway

Attn. City Attorney
P.O. Box 789
Poway, CA 92064

City of Chula Vista

Attn. City Attorney

276 Fourth Ave

Chula Vista, Ca 91910-2631

City of Coronado
Attn. City Attorney
1825 Strand Way
Coronado, CA 92118

City of Dana Point
Attn. City Attorney
33282 Golden Lantern
Dana Point, CA 92629

City of Escondido
Attn. City Attorney

201 N. Broadway
Escondido, CA 92025

City of Laguna Beech
Attn. City Clerk

505 Forest Ave

Laguna Beach, CA 92651

City of La Mesa
Attn. City Attorney
8130 Allison Avenue
La Mesa, CA 91941

City of Lemon Grove
Attn. City Clerk

3232 Main St.

Lemon Grove, CA 92045

City of Oceanside

Attn. City Clerk

300 N. Coast Highway
Oceanside, CA 92054-2885

County of Orange -
Attn. County Counsel
P.O. Box 1379

Santa Ana, CA 92702

Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Navy Rate Intervention

1314 Harwood Street SE

Washing Navy Yard, DC 20374-5018

United States Government
General Services Administration .
300 N. Los Angeles

Los Angeles, CA 90012

City of Carlsbad

Attn. City Clerk

1200 Carlsbad Village Drive
Carlsbad, CA 92008-1949

City of Encinitas
Attn. City Attorney
505 S. Vulcan Ave.
Encinitas, CA 92024

City of Solana Beach
Attn. City Attorney

635 S. Highway 101
Solana Beach, CA 92075

City of Imperial Beach
Attn. City Attorney

825 Imperial Beach Blvd
Imperial Beach, CA 92032

City of Lemon Grove
Attn. City Attorney

3232 Main St.

Lemon Grove, CA 92045

City of Mission Viejo
Attn City Attorney

200 Civic Center
Mission Viejo, CA 92691

County of Orange
Attn. County Clerk
P.O. Box 838

Santa Ana, CA 92702

City of National City
Attn. City Clerk

1243 National City Blvd
National City, CA 92050

City of Poway
Attn. City Clerk
P.O. Box 789
Poway, CA 92064



City of San Clemente
Attn. City Attorney

100 Avenida Presidio

San Clemente, CA 92672

County of San Diego
Attn. County Clerk
P.O. Box 121750

San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego
Attn. City Clerk

202 C st.

San Diego, CA 92010

City of San Marcos
Attn. City Clerk

1 Civic Center Dr.

San Marcos, CA 92069

City of Vista

Attn. City Attorney
PO Box 1988
Vista, CA 92083

City of San Diego
Attn. Mayor

202 C St.

San Diego, CA 92010

City of San Diego
Attn. City Attorney
202 C Street.

San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Marcos
Attn. City Attorney

1 Civic Center Dr.

San Marcos, CA 92069

City of Santee

Attn. City Attorney
10601 Magnolia Avenue
Santee, CA 92071

City of Vista
Attn. City Clerk
PO Box 1988
Vista, CA 92083

City of San Clemente
Attn. City Clerk

100 Avenida Presidio

San Clemente, CA 92672

County of San Diego
Attn. County Counsel
1600 Pacific Hwy

San Diego, CA 92101

City of San Diego
Attn. City Manager
202 C St.

San Diego, CA 92101

City of Santee

Attn. City Clerk

10601 Magnolia Avenue
Santee, CA 92071
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PRG Assessment of SDG&E’s 2006 — 2008
Energy Efficiency Portfolio

Executive Summary

The SDG&E Peer Review Group (PRG) was tasked with assessment of the overall
portfolio, the third party solicitation process and evaluation criteria, and the application of
those criteria in selecting third-party programs. Our assessment is based on sequential
drafts of SDG&E’s 2006-08 portfolio plan; the latest version received May 9, 2005.

Since SDG&E has continued to revise its portfolio, some of the observations or
recommendations included in this assessment may no longer be accurate relative to the
portfolio that SDG&E files on June 1, 2005.

Over period of several meetings, the SDG&E PRG defined the assessment tasks,
developed assessment criteria balancing cost effectiveness with other potential objectives,
applied the criteria to the SDG&E proposal, identified strengths and weaknesses, and
crafted a set of recommendations to enhance the proposed programs, portfolio, and third
party process.

In general, we found the portfolio to be comprehensive, cost-effective, customer friendly,
and innovative. In addition, we found that SDG&E was responsive to our comments
regarding structuring the competitive solicitation process to encourage innovation and to
improve the portfolio. Finally, The PRG expects that SDG&E will be able to meet the
Commission’s near-term savings targets, although we are less confident at this time
(pending the outcome of the competitive solicitations) in SDG&E’s ability to meet the
Commission’s long-term savings targets.

The PRG members also identified a significant number of potential concerns that are
organized according to our assessment criteria, which include comprehensiveness, cost-
effectiveness, customer relations, innovation/ market transformation, and program
design/ portfolio management. In response to these concerns the PRG offers the
following overarching recommendations. :

»  Greater effort/ funding should be expended for programs that are specifically
- designed to minimize lost opportunities, push the envelope and create longer-term
benefits.

» Less reliance on prescriptive measures and greater reliance on the performance
approach in order to encourage the installation of more comprehensive measures
is needed.

* Continuous post-June 1 monitoring and input by the PRG and oversight by the
Commission will help ensure portfolio success. In addition, future filings for the
IOU-administered energy efficiency portfolio should contain complete details.

» The competitive solicitation process should be transparent and required to
comprise 20% of the portfolio funding with EM&V included.
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» The utility must ensure that the portfolio components related to partnerships and
third party programs perform in accordance with the expectations.

Introduction

D.04-05-051 defines the Peer Review Group (PRG) task as reviewing the IOU’s program
submittals and assessing their (1) overall portfolio plans, (2) their plans for bidding out
pieces of the portfolio per the minimum bidding requirement, (3) the bid evaluation
criteria utilized by the IOUs, and (4) their application of that criteria in selecting third-
party programs. This report provides assessments of the first three elements listed above.
The selection of the third-party bids will not take place until after the June 1 program
filing.

The SDG&E PRG met seven times on March 10, April 4, 19, and 26, and May 10, 17 and
24 in the process of completing the first three of these tasks. Members of the PRG are:
e Devra Bachrach, Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC)
e Sylvia Bender, California Energy Commission
e Rachel Harcharik*, ITRON
e Ariana Merlino, Energy Division, California Public Utilities
Commission
Michael Shames, Utility Consumers’ Action Network (UCAN)
e Christine Tam, Office of Ratepayer Advocates
Mark Thayer, San Diego State University
*Rachel Harcharik attended most PRG meetings, however for
personal reasons she had to stop participating at the same time we
began our actual assessment and so did not have a chance to
contribute significantly to this written assessment.

Qur assessment is based on sequential drafts of SDG&E’s 2006-08 portfolio plan, the
latest one being May 9. Since SDG&E appropriately continued to revise its portfolio
after the PRG completed its assessment, some of the observations or recommendations
included in this assessment may no longer be accurate relative to the portfolio that
SDG&E files on June 1, 2005. Wherever possible, we have included language in this
assessment that reflects a consensus opinion. However, those PRG members who are
procedurally permitted may submit individual comments to the Commission, or provide
recommendations to the Commission that are either outside of the scope of this
assessment, or that differ from certain items or recommendations included herein.

Two themes that the PRG considered critical for portfolio success guided our portfolio
assessment process: avoiding lost opportunities and achieving long-term energy savings
through innovation. Our first task centered on developing review criteria that we
developed through group brainstorming and discussion. We reached consensus on five
priority criteria appropriate for an assessment of nascent program plans. Given the
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compressed time frame, our assessment efforts were high-level rather than in-depth by
necessity.

Several constraints contributed to the qualitative rather than quantitative nature of our
assessment. Program proposals and measure mixes evolved throughout the review
period. Some critical information, such as a comparison of proposed program savings to
remaining potential and third-party performance data, arrived late in the review process
or incomplete. Savings related assumptions were undergoing revision throughout our
review.

In addition, the time and process that SDG&E needed for customization of the new
avoided costs calculator added to the delay and uncertainty associated with some of the
proposed savings numbers. Our efforts centered on reviewing the appropriateness of
market sector and end-use funding allocations, the logic of proposed program designs and
their associated measures, costs, projected annual savings, and cost-effectiveness ratios
over the proposed three-year program cycle. No comparisons to previous evaluations of
similar SDG&E programs have been made. We have not reviewed the measure detail in
each program for accuracy, but have relied on a more general review of reasonableness
and a search for obvious anomalies. We expect that for deep and detailed analysis, the
Commission will rely upon its staff and their consultants. ~ We recommend that the
Commission consider the attached observations offered by the Tec Market Team. An
excerpt of their draft report relating to SDG&E is included in Attachment “A” of this
report.

The body of this report is divided into six sections. The criteria which guided the
assessment are described first and then in section two are used to discuss the PRG’s
observations and findings related to the proposed portfolio. The likelihood of achieving
the near-term savings targets and the long-term savings targets are discussed in section
three. The fourth section reviews the third-party bid process and the bid evaluation
criteria. In the penultimate section we cover three additional items to include a fund
shifting proposal, recommendations for enhanced statewide coordination and a
commentary on the PRG-PAG-utility process including commendations for SDG&E’s
openness and contributions to the process. Finally, in section six, we provide a summary
of our overarching recommendations to SDG&E and the Commission.

As will be discussed below, the PRG believes that SDG&E should be able to achieve its
short-term goals. It is not as clear that the long-term objectives will be met. We offer a
number of recommendations by which the Commission and SDG&E can improve the
likelihood that the long-term objectives are met and that energy efficiency funds are
optimally expended.
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l Description of Primary Assessment Criteria

Over the period of several meetings, the SDG&E PRG established a set of criteria for use
in evaluating the portfolio. The PRG attempted to balance cost effectiveness with other
potential objectives, including equity and innovation. The criteria are specific to the
evaluation of SDG&E’s portfolio and are generally consistent with those proposed by the
two other PRGs. We confirmed this by mapping our set to that proposed by the
SCG/SCE PRG and following the development of the PG&E set of criteria. Our criteria,
listed below, represent the PRGs’ top priority criteria for assessing SDG&E’s portfolio,
and are not intended to be a comprehensive list of criteria for the Commission’s
evaluation.

Comprehensiveness of Programs
= Avoids lost opportunities
= Includes equity for customers and market sectors
= Comprehensive approach (i.e. whole house)
= Consistency with remaining potential

Cost Effectiveness of Programs and the Overall Portfolio
= Cost-effectiveness ratios
= Reasonable administrative costs for each program type, and across the portfolio of
programs

Customer Interface
» Simplifying the customer participation process
Simplifying customer application for rebates
Unifying available program options to qualifying customers
Providing simplified and consistent packaging
Transparency of program offerings and participation requirements

Innovation and Market Transformation
- = Pushing technical envelope and pioneering new approaches toward DSM
» Includes visionary elements from Amory Lovins and other commentators
» Combine with use of competitive bid to spur innovation and improvements

Program Design and Portfolio Management
= Basis for knowing how and why expanded/new programs should be successful
Ensuring savings assumptions are consistent and reasonable
Coordination of program implementation to ensure there is no overlap
Possibility / Ease of verification through protocol development
Quality assurance :
Plan for improving the portfolio over time
Responsiveness to PAG recommendations

Given these criteria the PRG members evaluated the entire portfolio and each individual
program. In general, we found the portfolio to be comprehensive, cost-effective,
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customer friendly, and innovative. In addition, we found that SDG&E had done a good
job of structuring a competitive solicitation process to encourage innovation and
improvements in the portfolio in accordance with the Commission’s direction. Based
upon a review of the information available to the PRG at the time of our assessment, we
expect that SDG&E will be able to meet the Commission’s near-term savings targets,
although we are less confident at this time (pending the outcome of the competitive
solicitations) in SDG&E’s ability to meet the Commission’s long-term savings targets.

The PRG members also identified a significant number of potential problems. Our

specific findings are presented below. We focus our discussion primarily on those areas
we have identified for improvement in order to provide insight into our recommendations -
to the Commission.

Il.  Application of Primary Assessment Criteria
Comprehensiveness of Programs

The overall mix of programs seems appropriate in that most markets and measures are
addressed. The PRG strongly supports SDG&E’s plans to integrate the energy efficiency
programs with demand response, distributed generation, and water efficiency efforts. We
also support SDG&E’s intention to include renewable technologies in residential
information efforts and the advanced new construction programs.

The PRG identified several concerns and has developed recommendations to mitigate
some of them as provided below:

=  The annual program penetration (in square feet) in the non-residential new
construction market has been estimated by SDG&E personnel to be
approximately 30 percent. This seems too low, especially in comparison to new
construction programs elsewhere (although we acknowledge the challenges for
this program that California’s more stringent codes represent). We suggest greater
- effort should be expended here in order to minimize lost opportunities.

= SDG&E has not fully explained how it plans to present integrated demand
response and energy efficiency program options to the customer. This merits
continued discussion, in parallel with the May 25th filing on the Advanced
Metering Infrastructure.

» The PRG has conducted a preliminary assessment of the programs relative to the
potential (Kema-Xenergy study) and has concluded that there are no obvious
problems. However, our review was incomplete since the data was not provided
until after we had nearly finished our assessment. Our assessment may have
benefited had the more up-to-date and utility specific Itron Potential study been
complete in time for our consideration. It also seems that additional market
research would help inform the process.
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» Many programs rely on prescriptive approaches that on the one hand facilitate
customer participation, but on the other hand may lack the necessary attention to
the interactive effects of individual measures. For example, changes in lighting
often affect both space cooling and heating demand.

» The SDG&E portfolio summary table indicates that 46 percent of KWh savings
will come from lighting and the potential study conducted by Kema-Xenergy,
filed as part of SDG&E’s work papers in R.01-10-024, suggests that between 40
and 50 percent of the economic potential is in lighting. Although our preliminary
analysis suggests that SDG&E may not have overemphasized lighting, the PRG
supports a greater focus on other end-uses in order to build the capability to tap
into the potential in these other markets. In addition, there is significant
uncertainty about the relative contribution of lighting to the portfolio savings due
to the portfolio’s over reliance on two large non-residential programs (Energy
Savings Bid, Small Business Super Saver) and the partnerships/third party
programs to achieve these savings.

* Program incentives should be tiered appropriately to ensure both
comprehensiveness (i.e. to encourage customers to adopt multiple measures) and
innovation (i.e. to encourage customers to adopt the most efficient measures).
SDG&E has incorporated this element in some of their programs (e.g., the multi-
family program offers a bonus for installations of 3 or more measures, and both
the residential and non-residential new construction programs are tiered), but it
should be considered for all their programs.

= As of the date of this PRG assessment, SDG&E was planning to rely primarily on
a prescriptive approach for the component of the residential new construction
program that encourages projects to take a modest step beyond the state’s
minimum building efficiency standard. In this context, a prescriptive approach
runs the danger of limiting the creativity of the marketplace to respond to the
desired challenge of exceeding code and may not be the most effective use of
already limited new construction funds. There should be a performance
component in the residential new construction program that is designed in such a
way as to ensure that the whole house approach is utilized, and that results in
participating projects exceeding code by a minimum of 10-15%.

= A comprehensive portfolio should be able to adapt to changes in the marketplace
as well as new opportunities to capture energy efficiency. It is not clear what
process SDG&E would use to bring into their portfolio new and/or innovative
initiatives within the current three-year program cycle.

We note that SDG&E’s program funding appears to be heavily weighted to measures
directed at commercial customers, while SDG&E's residential customers would receive
an historically low percentage of funding. This is of particular note given that residential
customers represent the preponderance of energy demanded in the SDG&E service
territory.
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» However, we are unable to draw a definitive conclusion regarding the share of
funding to be directed toward residential customers in comparison to non-
residential customers for the following reason: The funding split for SDGE
presented in their Attachment II summary table provides incomplete information,
with 46% of the 2006 funding, and 54% of the 2006 GWh savings allocated to the
category “Other”. We recommend that in a future filing, and in the regularly
required reports that the Commission require SDG&E to define the "Other"
category and distinguish which share is residential and which non-residential.

Cost Effectiveness of Programs and the Overall Portfolio

The overall portfolio TRC ratio of 1.6 and PAC ratio of 1.4 indicate that the portfolio
meets the Commission’s cost-effectiveness requirement. In addition, the programmatic
cost-effectiveness values seem to be roughly consistent with comparable values from
previous years. The target cost-effectiveness values for the Third Party Bid solicitation
are also consistent with the overall portfolio values ($/kWh, $/kW). This provides an
important benchmark for evaluating these bids. Finally, the individual programs that
have TRC values below 1.0, or that do not claim savings at all, serve important market
sectors and contribute to the overall comprehensiveness and diversification needed for a
successful portfolio. We recommend that these programs remain in the portfolio.

The PRG identified several concerns and has developed recommendations to mitigate
some of them as provided below:

s The initial draft detailed cost/benefit spreadsheet provided by the utility contained
several errors. The spreadsheet should be reviewed for quality control/assurance
when filed on June 1.

»  There are significant unknowns that make definitive evaluation of the portfolio
more difficult. For example, some of the Partnerships do not have meaningful
savings values attached. In addition, while SDG&E has assumed reasonable
savings for the programs that will be competitively bid. However, the expected
savings cannot be known until the programs have been selected this fall. The
utility must ensure that these portfolio components perform or the cost-
effectiveness of the portfolio could be in jeopardy.

» The population weighted funding mechanism for the statewide partnerships seems
to unfairly punish SDG&E in that its service territory receives a less than
proportionate share of the statewide savings. An allocation mechanism based on
expected savings would seem to be more appropriate.

» The expectation of the PRG is that administrative costs should diminish over time
and as programs mature. Administrative costs should be monitored at regular
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intervals throughout the three year program cycle. We recommend that
administrative costs be monitored at the program and portfolio level both for
reasonableness and to determine whether SDG&E is making efforts to reduce
their administrative costs. This oversight would be in addition to any financial
audits conducted by the CPUC staff or their consultants.

= SDG&E has not provided adequate explanation for their programs’ funding
trajectories. Some are steady across the 3-year cycle, while others ramp up to
double the initial funding. This point is especially relevant when comparing the
Standard Performance Contract and the Energy Savings Bid programs. The
program statements indicate that these programs address the same barriers, are
directed at the same customers, and utilize incentives in the project planning
phase. Yet the funding trajectories are markedly different. Additional
explanation would be useful in guiding the CPUC’s assessment of potential risk
associated with these differences

» The PRG is largely uncertain about the individual components of the cost-
effectiveness estimates provided. For example, updates to measure cost and
effective useful life values in the Database for Energy Efficient Resources
(DEER) are being updated as the programs are being planned. In addition, the
CPUC recently adopted new avoided costs. As these values change both the
program and portfolio cost-effectiveness figures could potentially be affected in a
negative manner. This requires continuous monitoring so that the portfolio
remains cost-effective.

* Any changes in funding of programs may have an impact on cost-effectiveness.
Thus, whenever SDG&E shifts monies into or out of programs, or from one
budget category to another, it should be required to calculate the cost-
effectiveness impact of that funding shift and include those calculations in their
regular reporting to the CPUC.

; Customer Interface
SDG&E has made a concerted effort to package its programs in a customer friendly
manner. It has reduced the number of individual programs to reduce customer confusion,
while maintaining the ability to address individual customer needs. For example,
combining several initiatives into the Energy Savings Bid program allows individualized
marketing and outreach areas but does not overly constrain the utility to specific spending
patterns. In addition, by integrating the efficiency programs with demand response,
distributed generation and water efficiency, the planned portfolio has the opportunity to
greatly simplify customers’ decisions about controlling their energy bills and reducing
their environmental impact. While SDG&E focused more of its attention in this pre-June
planning period on the details of the programs and less on how the programs will be
presented to customers, the PRG supports SDG&E’s plan to continue working with the
PAG after June 1 to ensure that customers can easily access energy efficiency offerings.

10
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The PRG identified several concerns and has developed recommendations to mitigate
some of them as provided below:

» The various non-residential programs may provide a potential for gaming, both
within a program and across programs. For example, the Small Business Super
Saver program is projected to allow a range of incentives and on-bill financing on
a sliding scale. The scale is unknown at present. If the scale remains undefined,
individual customers could receive excessive incentives, relative to the
contribution to savings. This is also a potential problem across the larger non-
residential programs, especially with respect to the Standard Performance
Contract program and the Energy Savings Bid program. Specifically, customers
might forum shop in search of the largest incentives, thereby potentially
undermining the cost-effectiveness of the programs.

* There was inadequate discussion of marketing and outreach coordination with the
statewide programs and how SDG&E plans to use the Internet and other media
outlets to market their programs.

= Asdiscussed in more detail in the Program Design and Portfolio section below,
the PRG notes that the success of the newly proposed customer interface approach
will be contingent upon the manner in which SDG&E reorganizes itself internally
(e.g. resources dedicated to expanding and training customer representatives,
interaction between program staff and customer service staff.) The utility has
provided no detail regarding its internal organization, but should be required to,
and is expected to do so as part of its June filing.

Innovation and Market Transformation

Similar to our assessment of the customer interface criterion, our conclusion is that
SDG&E has made a concerted effort to include innovative programs in the portfolio. For
example, Advanced Home, Home Energy Consumption Tool, On-Bill Financing,
Sustainable Communities, Advanced Home Renovation, and Expedited Building
Processing are all innovative programs. In addition, the partnership with the San Diego
County Water Authority provides important synergies between energy and water
efficiency. The PAG/PRG process was quite effective in both identifying innovative
paths and in encouraging the utility to focus on multiple objectives. We recommend that
this process continue indefinitely so that ideas have a forum and the utilities’ decision
process is transparent.

Finally, the increased level of innovation has not reduced SDG&E’s ability to meet its
short-term and long-term savings targets. Thus, the portfolio is balanced in the area of

concurrently providing for innovation and meeting savings objectives.

The PRG identified several concerns and has developed recommendations to mitigate
some of them as provided below:

11
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To effectively reach the savings targets and satisfy other related objectives,
innovation should be directed at overcoming market barriers, such as performance
reliability or split incentives. There is inadequate detail in the information
provided for the rationale, strategies and implementation related to the
innovative programs that would provide a link to specific market constraints or
conditions.

The Small Business Super Saver and Energy Savings Bid programs have the
potential to be innovative in the types of facilities served or the types of measures
installed. However, we lack confidence in these two programs reaching their
savings targets, particularly since the targeted markets have had diminishing
levels of participation over the last several years.

Program Design and Portfolio Management

The overall program design and portfolio management elements seem generally well
designed, in that there is balance between energy savings and innovation. In addition,
SDG&E had designated a number of staff to lead the portfolio development process,
enabling the PAG and PRG to address relevant issues at the portfolio level (this is crucial
instead of only discussing program-level issues with program managers). The PRG also
supports SDG&E’s plan to continue working with the PAG to improve the programs and
the overall portfolio over time.

The PRG identified several concerns and has developed recommendations to mitigate
some of them as provided below:

In many instances, the program concept papers are vague in explaining how and
why the program should succeed, and the rationale for and the measures of
success are ill defined. For example, the Advanced Home Initiative program,
while laudable, is currently a broad and speculative listing of potential avenues of
exploration. The Energy Savings Bid program relies almost entirely upon the
marketplace to shape the savings with little or no direction or guidance from the
utility. The Small Business Super Saver provides another example. The program
implementation and strategies are not linked to any market research evidence that
explains how and why the redesign will overcome declining participation among
20-100kW customers.

During the PAG and PRG process, SDG&E provided little information on
portfolio level data such as the residential versus non-residential funding split, the
coordination of the statewide activities, savings by end-use, and the role that the
statewide partnerships will ultimately play in achieving the program goals. While
some of this information is available to the PRG in SDG&E’s draft portfolio
application, there should be an increased emphasis on these portfolio-level issues
at PAG and PRG meetings.

12
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It is premature for the PRG to address the issue of program overlap since the
competitive solicitation is not complete. In addition, the PRG supports SDG&E’s
plan (discussed at several PAG meetings) to consider replacing a program within
the portfolio filed on June 1% if a competitively bid program can improve upon it.
Based on the written material the PRG has to date, however, it is unclear how
SDG&E will evaluate third party proposals that duplicate programs, offered by
either the IOU or non-IOU entities, already in their June 1* portfolio.

The Partnerships seem to have some duplicative elements (e.g., education and
outreach, interaction with the San Diego Regional Energy Office, etc.) that would
benefit from larger scale cooperation and coordination. :

The manner in which the portfolio is to change over time remains undefined. The
criterion for implementing program/portfolio and corresponding funding changes
should be more explicitly discussed. We also suggest that the PAG/PRG
advisory processes remain active for the foreseeable future, so that those groups
might provide feedback for continuous improvement of the portfolio.

The program concept papers contain insufficient discussion of either long-term
goals or of exit strategies for successful programs, where market transformation
or a specific saturation level defines success. Long-term goals are important for
focusing efforts and gauging progress while exit strategies are important for
market stability.

It remains difficult to adequately address the validity of the savings estimates due
to incomplete information at the time of this PRG assessment. In addition, as
indicated above, there is uncertainty regarding individual components of the
savings estimates provided. For example, there is no description of why the
therm savings are markedly lower in the first year of the Single Family Rebate
program than in subsequent years, especially since other aspects of the program
are relatively stable. A thorough investigation would be required before the PRG
would be able to unreservedly endorse approval of the portfolio.

Upstream Lighting, and other programs that will rely upon point-of-purchase
rebates and other mid or upstream incentives, should incorporate design elements
that will minimize free-ridership, and allow for customer tracking such that
savings can be verified and evaluated (e.g. in store mail-in rebates.) This will
become particularly important as greater savings are derived through point-of-
purchase activities.

Organizational structure and organizational development are aspects of SDG&E’s
plan which we consider critical factors in providing for portfolio success. The
utility has provided little in the way of describing how it will organize itself
internally to ensure the following: 1) Meet their robust energy savings targets; 2)
Increase responsiveness to customers and program participants; 3) Minimize
administrative costs while maximizing value to the program participants; 4)
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Ensure a timely and fair competitive solicitation and a balanced contractual
relationship that includes strong and fair oversight and 5) Manage their programs
as a portfolio, rather than as individual programs. We recommend that the
Commission require SDG&E to define and describe how their internal structure
will be developed and enhanced in order to meet these objectives.

lll. Conclusions Regarding Ability of Portfolio to Meet Near
and Long-Term Savings Targets

Near-Term Savings Targets

The PRG has concluded that, in the near-term, the portfolio proposed by SDG&E will
likely be successful in meeting the targeted savings. This conclusion is based on the
following considerations. First, the savings estimates are constructed using established
procedures. Second, a majority of the funding and corresponding savings is associated
with programs that have a proven track record (e.g., upstream lighting, large non-
residential projects using either the standard performance contracting or the customer bid
programs). Third, even before accounting for savings from third-party and partnership
programs, SDG&E’s proposed portfolio would exceed the CPUC goals by approximately
5 —28 percent. This finding applies to kWh, kW, and therm targets. This buffer should
allow the SDG&E portfolio to be successful, even if unforeseen circumstances arise.

However, the success of the overall portfolio is clearly dependent on three specific
programs (Upstream Lighting, Small Business Super Saver, and Energy Savings Bid).
While we are confident that the Upstream Lighting program will perform as expected, so
long as the program is designed in such a way as to minimize free-ridership and allow for
customer tracking in such a way that savings can be evaluated and verified, we lack the
detailed information required to evaluate the latter two programs. The Small Business
Super Saver program seems particularly problematic given that history indicates this is a
difficult market to serve, there has been limited attention to the vendors (quantity and
quality remain questionable) that are supposed to serve the market, and the magnitude of
savings expected from this market segment. (SDG&E and other implementers have
successfully reached this market segment during the 04-05 program cycle, but the
proposed program will attempt to capture nearly five times the savings of the current set
of programs.)

Long-Term Savings Targets

The PRG has concluded that, in the longer-term, the portfolio proposed by SDG&E will
have some difficulty meeting the targeted savings goals. This conclusion rests primarily
on the finding that only 11 — 15 percent of the funding is associated with programs that
create mid-term or long-term savings (e.g., new construction, codes and standards,
emerging technology, innovative programs such as Advanced Home and Sustainable
Communities). SDG&E’s saving targets will be about 30% higher in the next cycle than
in this cycle.
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The long-term performance of the portfolio can be enhanced if the utility undertakes the
following efforts. First, SDG&E should require that a significant portion of the Third
Party Bid program be focused on longer-term initiatives (note that this can be
accomplished through appropriate weighting of the relative components in the bid
applications). Second, SDG&E should consider increasing the funding for programs
such as Advanced Home, Sustainable Communities, Savings by Design, etc. that are
specifically designed to push the envelope and create longer term benefits. A potential
source for this increased funding would be some of the statewide partnerships that at
present have questionable cost-effectiveness. Third, SDG&E should provide an explicit
description of how the portfolio realizes the twin SDG&E objectives of "hard savings
now" and "future savings stream". Program designs should clearly describe how a
program contributes to this continuum of current and future savings.

IV. Conclusions and Recommendations on Third Party Bid
Solicitation Process

The PRG reviewed SDG&E’s proposed areas for targeted solicitations, the proposed
process for soliciting third party bids, and the amount of portfolio funding allocated to the
competitive solicitations. In general, we found the proposed process to be fair to
potential bidders and to allow for both traditional and innovative approaches to saving
energy. In addition, we generally support SDG&E’s selected areas for targeted
solicitations and believe that these will contribute to improvements and innovation within
the portfolio. Further, as we discussed above, we support SDG&E’s stated plan to
consider replacing a program within the portfolio filed on June 1** if a competitively bid
program can improve upon it. The following concerns remain.

= The funding allocated for the competitive solicitations is equal to 19% of the
portfolio funding, when the EM&V funding is included in the total portfolio
funding. Excluding the EM&V funding from the total, the funding for
- competitive bids equals 20% of the portfolio. We recommend that SDG&E begin
the solicitation process with 20% of total portfolio funds (including EM&V
funding) allocated to the competitive solicitations.

» The targeted solicitation should be expanded to include several other elements.
Specifically, we recommend that building operator certification, retro- or
continuous-commissioning, and real estate related time-of-sale (e.g., inspections,
mortgages) programs be included in the targeted solicitations. These areas hold
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