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	Request No: DRA-10
	Due Date:
	June 14, 2007


Please provide the following information as it becomes available.  Please submit directly to Dexter Khoury (bsl@cpuc.ca.gov), Rebecca Lee (wtr@cpuc.ca.gov), and the Originator listed above.  Please also indicate the name of the person answering each of DRA’s questions.  Any questions regarding this data request should be immediately directed to the originator at the above phone number. 

1. Please provide SDG&E’s estimate of annual costs for its proposed Peak Time Rebate (PTR) program.  Your response should include the following cost items,: 1) PTR program administration, 2) customer service, 3) customer education, and 4) billing (calculation of Customer Reference Level or CRL and rebate levels).  Please identify and quantify any other costs, and include all supporting workpapers (electronic and/or hard copy) showing SDG&E’s calculation of the annual PTR costs.

2. Referring to Ms. Willoughby's Testimony, Table LW-5, please add two columns next to “2011 MW” showing the present value of demand response benefits (millions of 2006$ and 2007$)  for each customer segment.
3. Please provide the demand response (2011 MW, capacity and energy) as shown in Table LW-5 of Ms. Willoughby's Testimony and annual and total present value benefits (millions of 2006$ and 2007$) using the input assumptions/methodologies adopted in Decision (D.) 07-04-043: 1) analysis horizon of 2009 to 2026 (17 years)
, 2) avoided capacity costs of $52/kW-year
, 3) PTR and CPP participation rates as shown in the table below; and SDG&E’s proposed PTR credit and CPP rates in this proceeding.  Please provide all supporting workpapers (electronic and/or hard copy).
	For small C&I customers, please separate the demand response in MWs and benefits for PTR and default TOU.
　
	Participation Rates  

	Customer Segment
	2009
	2010
	2011 & beyond

	　
	(%)

	Residential

	56
	56
	56

	Small C&I

	100
	100
	100

	Medium C&I 
	69
	69
	69

	Large C&I
	5
	5
	69


4. Is SDG&E planning on updating the testimony on demand response benefits in this proceeding to reflect the input assumptions/methodology adopted in D.07-04-043?  If the answer is “yes”, please indicate the date that SDG&E will provide the update.  If the answer is “no”, please explain why SDG&E believes that the Commission should adopt SDG&E’s original input assumptions in its AMI application (A.05-03-015).
5. Referring to Ms. Willoughby's Testimony, Table LW-2: 
a) Please provide a breakdown of the percentages and the number of customers by: 1) the climate zones in SDG&E’s service territory and 2) by customers tier usages.  In addition, please provide the total peak usage (2004, 2005, & 2006) for the “Disadvantage Error > 15%” and “Able to earn Rebate” customer groups.
6. Referring to Ms. Willoughby's Testimony, Section III, Customer Reference Level: 
a) Please explain why SDG&E chose its proposed CRL methods of the “High 3 of 5” for residential customers and “High 3 of 10” for small commercial customers?  
b) What other methods has SDG&E considered in this proceeding, and if other methods were considered, please explain why they were not adopted?  
c) Provide a side by side comparison of the information shown in Tables LW-1 to LW-4 from the best three different CRL methods that SDG&E has considered, including the 5 previous like days (adjusted and unadjusted ) as proposed in SDG&E’s AMI application (A.05-03-015).
7. Referring to the same testimony, on page LW-9: 
a) Please provide the source for the statement on lines 7-9, e.g. the SPP reports.   

b) Did the high responders have any automated demand response technology?  

c) What is the percentage of the high responders of the total number of SPP participants?  

d) Based on SDG&E’s proposed CRL method, what percent of residential customers have a disadvantage error greater than 29%?  

e) Did SDG&E perform any analysis to support the statements on lines 3 to 7?  If it did, please provide such analysis.  Has SDG&E considered factors that might affect customer’s peak usage such as temperature variation?  If it has, please provide the analysis.  Also, explain whether this statement from lines 4 to 7 is still true if the temperature for the PTR event day is higher than the five previous days and why. 

f) Provide the temperature data from 2004 to 2006 for the nine annual PTR event days and the five previous like days.       
8. Referring to Mr. Magill’s Testimony, page 13, 
a) What was the cost recovery mechanism for SDG&E’s 20/20 program for residential customers?  Is this program currently available in SDG&E’s service territory?

b) What are the adopted cost recovery mechanisms for SDG&E’s current demand response programs for all customer classes?

c) Is SDG&E proposing PTR as a demand response program or as a default dynamic rate design for residential customers?  

d) Is SDG&E’s proposing a different cost recovery mechanism for PTR from its current demand response programs?  If it is, please explain the reason(s) why the Commission should treat PTR differently from other demand response programs. 

9. Please provide the total number of residential customers for each climate zone.  Within each climate zone, provide: 1) the number of customers, 2) total energy usage, and 3) peak usage for each usage group (Tiers 1 to 5).  Also, please provide the total summer and winter tier usages for each climate zone.  The requested data should be based on SDG&E’s 2006 record or most recent forecast.  Please provide the data in the following formats.

Number of Customers

	
	Zone 1 (Coastal)
	Zone 2
	Zone 3 (Hot Inland)

	Tier 1
	
	
	

	Tier 2
	
	
	

	Tier 3
	
	
	

	Tier 4
	
	
	

	Tier 5
	
	
	

	Total
	
	
	


 Customer Usage (Summer)

(kWh)
	
	Zone 1 (Coastal)
	Zone 2
	Zone 3 (Hot Inland)

	Tier 1
	
	
	

	Tier 2
	
	
	

	Tier 3
	
	
	

	Tier 4
	
	
	

	Tier 5
	
	
	

	Total
	
	
	


Customer Usage (Winter)

(kWh)
	
	Zone 1 (Coastal)
	Zone 2
	Zone 3 (Hot Inland)

	Tier 1
	
	
	

	Tier 2
	
	
	

	Tier 3
	
	
	

	Tier 4
	
	
	

	Tier 5
	
	
	

	Total
	
	
	


Summer Peak Usage (PTR Period)

(kWh)
	
	Zone 1 (Coastal)
	Zone 2
	Zone 3 (Hot Inland)

	Tier 1
	
	
	

	Tier 2
	
	
	

	Tier 3
	
	
	

	Tier 4
	
	
	

	Tier 5
	
	
	

	Total
	
	
	


Total Tier Usage (Summer)

(kWh)
	
	Zone 1 (Coastal)
	Zone 2
	Zone 3 (Hot Inland)

	Tier 1
	
	
	

	Tier 2
	
	
	

	Tier 3
	
	
	

	Tier 4
	
	
	

	Tier 5
	
	
	

	Total
	
	
	


Total Tier Usage (Winter)

(kWh)
	
	Zone 1 (Coastal)
	Zone 2
	Zone 3 (Hot Inland)

	Tier 1
	
	
	

	Tier 2
	
	
	

	Tier 3
	
	
	

	Tier 4
	
	
	

	Tier 5
	
	
	

	Total
	
	
	


� D.07-04-043, p. 90, Finding of Facts (FOF) 7.


� D.07-04-043, p. 92, FOF 24


� (81%+77%+82%)÷3 x 70% = 56% (Source: Table LW-2)


� For customers with PCT only.  “The small C&I participation rate ramps up to 33% over five years.” (see Ms  Willoughby's Testimony, line 1 on p. LW-12. 
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