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DRA DATA REQUEST
	Date:
	June 15, 2007
	
	

	
	
	
	

	To:
	Cordova, Kathleen                   

SDG&E

8306 Century Park Court

San Diego, CA 92123                
	Phone:
e-mail:
	(858) 650-4186
Cordova, Kathleen KCordova@semprautilities.com

	
	
	
	

	From:
	Dexter  Khoury, Rebecca Lee

Division of Ratepayer Advocates

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, CA  94102

Phone (415)703-1200

bsl@cpuc.ca.gov, wtr@cpuc.ca.gov
	Originator:

Phone:

e-mail:

FAX:


	Scarlett Liang-Uejio

(415) 703-2043
scl@cpuc.ca.gov

(415) 703-1673



	
	
	
	

	
	Request No: DRA-12
	Due Date:
	June 22, 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. 

The following questions are to follow up on SDG&E’s response to DRA’s Data Request No. 10, Q.1.  
1. Please provide the one-time cost for the required computer billing system upgrades for PTR billing (calculation of Customer Reference Level and rebates).

2. DRA reviewed Mr. James Teeter’s testimony (Ch. 3 in A.05-03-015) and was unable to verify    SDG&E’s statement of “there are no incremental annual costs associated with PTR billing” in this DR response (DRA-10, Q.1).  

a) Please provide the reference(s) in Mr. Teeter’s testimony that supports the above statement.

b) Contrary to SDG&E’s response, in his testimony, Mr. Teeter stated, “AMI will provide more meter data which will, in turn, permit SDG&E to offer new dynamic rates.  Dynamic rates will induce our customers to optimize their energy use thereby providing peak load reduction. … There also will be more data elements to maintain, such as meter pulse multipliers and demand response event tracking and reconciliation.  These incremental costs are included in this chapter” (page JST-4).  Please confirm whether Mr. Teeter’s statement applies to the PTR program?  If the answer is “yes,” please itemize the incremental costs associated with PTR billing contained in Mr. Teeter’s testimony.  If the answer is “no,” please explain why SDG&E believes that there are no incremental costs for PTR event tracking and reconciliation.
c) Did SDG&E include any costs associated with the PTR program in Phase I of its 2008 General Rate Case Application (GRC I)?  If the answer is “yes,” please itemize each of the cost categories for the PTR program included in GRC I, and identify where in SDG&E’s filing DRA can find that information.  
The following questions are to follow up on SDG&E’s response to DRA’s Data Request No. 10, Q.8.a) & b)

3. Please indicate whether SDG&E tracked and recovered bill credits for energy reductions associated with the Residential 20/20 program within the residential class through SDG&E’s Energy Resource Recovery Account, (ERRA) similar to SDG&E’s proposal to track and recover the PTR credits in this application?   

4. Please indicate whether SDG&E tracks and recover bill credits for energy reductions associated with the current Commercial and Industrial 20/20 program within the Commercial and Industrial class through SDG&E’s Energy Resource Recovery Account, (ERRA) similar to SDG&E’s proposal to track and recover the PTR credits in this application?   
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