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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of SOUTHERN
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY’S (U 338-E)
SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION ON
PETITION FOR MODIFICATION OF DECISION NO. 07-01-040

Pursuant to the June 8, 2009, Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling Directing
Supplementation of Record (“Ruling”) in the above-referenced docket, Southern California
Edison Company (“SCE”) respectfully submits the requested supplemental information
(“Supplemental Information”) on the Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project
(“DPV2”). In connection with SCE’s pending Petition for Modification of Decision
No. (D.) 07-01-040 (“Petition”), the Ruling requests that SCE file Supplemental Information
regarding the following four general categories:

(1)  Current status of the California portion of the DPV2;

(2) Status of the California Independent System Operator Corporation’s (“CAISO”)
approval of the California portion of the DPV2;

(3) Information regarding the Blythe Energy Project Phase I and Phase II; and

(4) Information regarding cost estimates for the project.

SCE presents this information below.



I.
INFORMATION REGARDING THE CURRENT STATUS OF DPV2

The Ruling first directs that SCE file information on the current DPV2 status:

“Information regarding the current status of Project, including but
not limited to any changes to cost estimates; pending applications
before the ACC and Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC); requests for generation interconnection pending before
the California Independent System Operator Corporation (CAISO);
any power purchase agreements between SCE and electricity
generation developers that would be served by the Project;
projections of energy resources identified by the Renewable
Energy Transmission Initiative (RETI); and any other information
provided by SCE as part of the Petition or the Amended Petition
which the Commission should consider in its responsive
decision.”!

SCE presents the information on the current status of DPV2 in the sections below. Although the
scope of DPV2 and the information on cost estimates has not changed since SCE filed its

Petition, the values have been updated to 2009 constant dollars, as discussed in Section I'V.

A. Status of Pending Applications Before the Arizona Corporation Commission

(“ACC”) and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC”)

After ACC denied SCE’s application for approval of the Arizona portion of the Project in
2007, SCE continued to make significant efforts to license the Arizona portion of the Project,
both at the FERC and ACC. These efforts included consultations with FERC on
February 28, 2008, and a May 16, 2008, request to initiate the FERC pre-filing process. FERC
initiated the pre-filing consultation process on May 30, 2008.

In addition, consistent with direction from the ACC, SCE met with stakeholders in
Arizona in an effort to determine whether there were reasonable enhancements to the Arizona
portion of the project that would garner additional support for a re-opening of the matter before

the ACC. On November 7, 2008, SCE reported on these efforts to the ACC at a Special Open

1 Ruling, p. 2.



meeting on DPV2. After the November 7 Open Meeting, SCE engaged in further discussions
with Arizona stakeholders on whether the Project could provide additional benefits to Arizona
ratepayers.

On February 9, 2009, SCE filed a report on its meet-and-confer efforts in Arizona, and
indicated that SCE was in the process of updating its previous economic analysis to incorporate
updated conditions and assumptions. SCE completed its analysis in May 2009, and promptly
informed the ACC that it was not able to proceed immediately with permitting the Arizona
portion of DPV2.2

The May 15 letter to the ACC noted that, since the time SCE filed its first application in
Arizona, some important changes have taken place. Along with the increased renewable
generation interest in the Blythe area, there has been a narrowing of the economic spread
between the costs of California and Arizona generating resources, and a reduced load forecast
due to changed economic conditions and the expansion and success of energy efficiency. Asa
result, the benefits to California consumers of SCE pursuing the Arizona portion have been
reduced from the level forecast at the time of SCE’s initial filing in with the ACC.

Currently, four large solar generation projects in Western Arizona, totaling 2,950 MW,
have requested interconnection to the CAISO grid. Although SCE is not able to proceed
immediately with permitting the Arizona portion of the Project, SCE stated that if the
interconnection studies established the need for new transmission in Western Arizona, SCE will
seek authorization from the applicable agencies to construct the necessary transmission.

The Ruling states that SCE’s May 15, 2009, ex parte included a letter to the ACC
“informing them that SCE was withdrawing its application before the ACC for the Arizona
portion of the Project”,? and stating its intention to pursue the California portion of the Project.

To be precise, SCE’s original application was no longer pending before the ACC, and SCE had

(58]

May 15, 2009, letter to ACC, p. 2. As noted in the May 15, 2009, Ruling, SCE filed a notice of ex parte
communication, which included a copy of a letter to the Commissioners, dated May 15, 2009. Copies of the
May 15, 2009, letters to the Commission and ACC are attached as Attachments A and B, respectively.
Ruling, p. 1.
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not filed a new application at the ACC for the Arizona portion of DPV2. The ACC had called a
Special Open Meeting on May 19, 2009, and the ACC may have been expecting that SCE would
announce at that Open Meeting when SCE would file such an application.# The purpose of the
May 15, 2009, letter to the ACC was to explain to the ACC that SCE would not be filing a new

application at that time, but would do so if further analysis supports such:

“While SCE is not able to proceed immediately with permitting the
Arizona portion of the Project, we are committed to find a way to
do so if further analysis supports this approach.”

SCE also indicated that it was ceasing its pre-filing activities at FERC. Concurrently, SCE sent a
letter to the FERC stating that SCE will cease the current pre-filing activities at FERC. A copy
of the letter to FERC is provided in Attachment C.

SCE explained in its May 15, 2009, letter to the Commission that SCE is still committed

to the California portion of the Project:

“... SCE remains committed to obtaining CPUC approval for
construction of the California portion of the Project, pursuant to
SCE’s petition for modification currently pending before the
Commission. We recognize that the Commission may seek to
consult with the California Independent System Operator in light
of SCE’s decision to not pursue construction of the Arizona
portion of the project. In our conversations, the CAISO have
indicated that they desire the California portion of the project with
the Midpoint Switchyard to move forward, but need to further
review in compliance with their existing tariffs since the overall
project has changed from primarily a economic interconnection
project, to one needed to interconnect significant amounts of new
generation. It is also our understanding that the CAISO will
shortly be directly informing the Commission as to their thoughts
on the Project and their efforts in reaching timely approval.”®

SCE’s May 15, 2009, letter from SCE to the Commission states that following the Commission’s
approval of the Petition, SCE will proceed to complete the licensing work to obtain a Record of

Decision from the Bureau of Land Management (“BLM”). At that time, SCE estimated the

The ACC ultimately cancelled the May 19 Special Open Meeting.
May 15, 2009, letter to ACC, p. 2.
See, Attachment A, May 15, 2009, letter from Bruce Foster to President Peevey, p. 1.
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BLM effort will likely be completed about three months from its initiation. Since then, SCE has
re-estimated its permitting schedule. SCE now forecasts, based on detailed schedule estimates
with permitting experts that it could take approximately six months for a Record of Decision and
an additional six months for a Notice to Proceed from BLM. Thus, it is likely that a Notice to

Proceed would not be issued until 12-14 months after a Commission decision on SCE’s Petition.?

B. Requests for Generation Interconnection Pending Before the CAISO

SCE filed its Petition in order to allow it to begin construction of the California portion of
DPV2 and take advantage of potential generation resources (much of which are renewable) near
Blythe, California. The Ruling directs SCE to file supplemental information for the record on
requests for generation interconnection pending before the CAISO.

As of June 26, 2009, interconnection requests in the Blythe area total 6110 MW. As
shown in Table 1, of this total, 4900 MW are composed of new renewable generation resources,
and 1210 MW are composed of conventional gas-fired generation resources. The values in
Table 1 have been updated since SCE filed its Amendment to Petition for Modification of

Decision No. 07-01-040 on September 2, 2008, to reflect changes since that time.®

See, Attachment D, Declaration of David Kay.
See, Attachment E, Declaration of John Tucker.
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Table 1
Generation Interconnection Requests in the Blythe Region

(MW) as of June 26, 2009
Renewable Generation
Midpoint 2950
Julian Hinds-Eagle Mountain Area 1950
Total 4900
Conventional Generation
Midpoint 1210
Total Requests to Interconnect
Midpoint (2950 + 1210) 4160
Julian Hinds-Eagle Mountain Area 1950
Total 6110

At this time, the CAISO and SCE have received interconnection requests from these potential
generation resources. The potential generation resources in the Blythe Area (other than the
Blythe Energy Project Phase II (“BEP II”) for the most part are in the early interconnection
stages and, thus, specific project information beyond that required to perform interconnection
studies is limited.

Interconnection requests, however, are typically made early in the planning process, and
are subject to significant uncertainty as to whether the project sponsors ultimately complete the
required studies and proceed to an interconnection agreement under the CAISO’s
interconnection process. A project may undergo significant changes during the interconnection
study process, which could significantly impact the scope of their potential environmental
impacts.

Interconnection requests for generators larger than 20 MW are processed under the FERC
Large Generation Interconnection Procedures, which is administered by the CAISO. In
September of 2008, the FERC approved the modified Generator Interconnection Process Reform
(“GIPR”) for large generators, which is currently being implemented. Interconnection requests
that were active at the time of FERC approval have been segregated into two groups: a Serial

Study Group, which will follow the prior (un-reformed) procedures; and the Transition Cluster,
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which will follow the GIPR process. Generators in the Transition Cluster were required to pay
increased study and site control deposits to remain in the interconnection process. Generators
that chose not to pay these increased deposits were considered withdrawn from the
interconnection process effective November 25, 2008.

The values in Table 1 reflect the changes to the queue after the withdrawals. The values
in Table 1 do not include requests for interconnection to the Arizona portion of the existing
Devers-Palo Verde 500 kV line. At this time, interconnection requests to the Arizona portion of
the Devers-Palo Verde 500 kV line include 2700 MW of renewable solar generation. This
means 4900 MW of renewable generation and 1210 MW of conventional generation has
requested interconnection in the Blythe area to the Devers-Palo Verde 500 kV line in California,
and an additional 2700 MW of renewable generation has requested interconnection to the

Arizona portion of the Devers-Palo Verde 500 kV line.

C. Power Purchase Agreements

On June 17, 2009, SCE signed a power purchase agreement with Solar Millennium, for a
242 MW of solar resources from a project called CA Solar 10, located near Desert Center
California.? The agreement provides for an option for the purchase of an additional 242 MW
that would be available if the solar project is expanded, for a maximum of 484 MW. The solar
project is expected to begin operation in June 2013. This project has requested interconnection
to the California portion of DPV1 or DPV2 and is included within the totals of Table 1. SCE has
not signed a power purchase agreement with the Blythe Energy Project Phase 2, or other
developers shown in Table 1.

Negotiations with other pending projects in the queue may result in other power purchase
agreements being executed, but many of the generation project developers have indicated to SCE

that renewable project development is hindered by the uncertainty that results from what has

9 See, Attachment F, Declaration of Gary Allen.



been called the “chicken-and-the-egg problem.” This problem is discussed in Section I.E. below,

and simply reflects the realities of developing new generation -- the possibility that

transmission will not be available when and where it is needed is a risk that developers simply

will not take. As a result, developers will not commit capital to develop new generation projects
unless they are assured adequate and timely transmission will be available to them. However,
often the needed transmission cannot be licensed unless the generator has made the financial

commitment.

D. The Renewable Energy Transmission Initiative Identifies 8,570 MW of Renewable

Energy Potential in Eastern Riverside County

The Ruling directs SCE to file supplemental information for the record regarding
projections of energy resources identified by the Renewable Energy Transmission Initiative
(“RETT”).10 The Final RETI Phase 1B Report (“Phase 1B Report”) identifies a renewable
energy capacity potential generation of 8570 MW from Riverside County.!! While it is not
certain that all of this potential generation will actually be built, the RETI determination
demonstrates that the area traversed by DPV2 in Riverside County is rich in potential for
renewable resources.

The Draft RETI Phase 2A Report identifies California’s Conceptual Transmission Plan,
which includes major transmission lines and other facilities likely to be required not only to
deliver renewable energy, but also provide important additional benefits to the grid. The
California portion of the DPV2 is included as a component of this Conceptual Transmission
Plan. This project has the advantage of being before the Commission and can be completed in a

timely fashion, provided the Commission acts quickly.!2

[

Ruling, p. 2.

RETI Phase 1B Report, Black & Veatch, dated January 2, 2009, Table 1-1 on p. 1-4.

See, June 3, 2009 RETI Report, Table 3-15, page 3-17 and Appendix G, page G-22) More specifically, the
California portion of DPV2 is discussed in the June 3, 2009 RETI Report under Appendix G - Description of
Line Segments within the Phase 2A Report (page G-22). DPV2 is listed as MIDP_DESC 1, and the description

states that “This 50 mile RETI single circuit line connecting the new Midpoint (also known as Colorado River)
Continued on the next page
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The RETI Phase 1B Report describes the significant resource potential in the area

traversed by DPV2:

“The Southeast California resource area contains the largest
quantity of potential {solar} resources. This area extends east of
the Los Angeles basin to the Nevada and Arizona borders, and
includes most of San Bernardino and Riverside counties. There is
an extensive transmission network in the region, which currently
serves to connect Southern California to Nevada and Arizona. The
CAISO has approved development of the Devers-Palo Verde 2
line, which will increase transfer capability from Arizona or the
Southeast California resource area to the Los Angeles area by
approximately 1,200 MW. Energy generated in this region would
be delivered to the Los Angeles area.”2

In response to the Ruling’s request for information on the projects identified by RETI, the
August 2008 Final Phase 1A Report identified the major “Competitive Renewable Energy
Zones” (“CREZ”) in California and specified that the total solar energy potential in Riverside
County (including the Blythe area) far exceeds the MWs associated with the projects currently in
the CAISO interconnection queue or those that have requested rights-of-way at BLM. This
evaluation was further refined in the January 2009 Final RETI Phase 1B Report that indicates the

following renewable resources in Riverside County:14

Table 2
Renewable Energy Potential
Riverside East — A 1,000 MW
Riverside East — B 6,800 MW
Palm Springs 770 MW
Total - Riverside County 8,570 MW

Continued from the previous page

500kV substation with Desert Center 500/230 kV Substation has been dropped and been replaced by the SCE
proposed Mid Point-Devers-Valley 500 kV line No.2 (California portion of the old DPV2 project). The line is
planned to access Competitive Renewable Energy Zones from the Riverside East area.” An earlier proposed
thirdline was dropped and replaced by DPV2.

RETI Phase 1B Report, dated January 2, 2009, p. 4-13.

RETI Phase 1B Report, Black & Veatch, dated January 2, 2009, Table 1-1 on p. 1-4.

—_
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In addition, RETI submitted a Draft Phase 2A report on June 3, 2009, in which the RETI
Stakeholder Steering Committee presented Conceptual Transmission Plans to integrate the
CREZ areas identified in the Phase 1 reports. Although currently in draft form, the RETI Phase
2A Report identified three separate classifications of transmission network upgrades: Renewable
Foundation lines, Renewable Delivery lines, and Renewable Collector lines. Definitions of these

upgrades, provided by RETI, are as follows:

Renewable Foundation lines increase the capacity of the
California transmission network between Palm Springs and
Sacramento, allowing energy to flow north or south as needed.
There are 14 key line segments in the Foundation Group. The
capacity these lines provide is likely to be essential to be able
deliver renewable energy from any CREZ to consumers in all
major load centers. The usefulness of the Foundation Group is not
limited to renewable energy. The increased capacity these lines
provide is likely to be needed to meet growing energy demand
regardless of generation source.

Renewable Delivery lines move energy from Foundation lines to
major load centers. The increased capacity provided by the lines of
this group is likely to be needed to meet growing energy demand
regardless of generation source. There are 13 major line segments
in the Renewable Delivery Group.

Renewable Collector lines carry power from CREZ to Foundation
and Delivery lines. These line segments are grouped
geographically into projects capable of accessing adjacent CREZ.
There are 12 groupings of collector lines. Several of these lines
form portions of or connect to major inter-tie lines connecting
California to the western regional grid, and therefore provide
access to out of state resources.!>

The RETI Phase 2A Conceptual Transmission Plan includes the California portion of the
DPV?2 line project from the proposed new Midpoint Switchyard to Valley Substation. The
DPV?2 line is comprised of the following three line segments in the RETI Conceptual

Transmission Plan.

15 Draft RETI Phase 2A Report, dated June 3, 2009, p. 1-14.



1. Midpoint-Desert Center 500 kV line segment.

2. Desert Center-Devers 500 kV line segment.

3. Devers-Valley 500 kV line segment.
The Draft RETI Phase 2A Report characterizes line segments Midpoint-Desert Center and Desert
Center-Devers as “Renewable Collector” lines and the Devers-Valley line segment as
“Renewable Delivery” line per classification of lines in the RETI Conceptual Transmission Plan.

All three line segments of the DPV2 project together form the transmission link in the
RETI Phase 2A Conceptual Transmission Plan to access the RETI identified Riverside CREZs

renewable power and deliver it to load centers in California.

E. Other Information that SCE has Previously Provided that the Commission Should

Consider

The Ruling states that SCE should provide any other information provided by SCE as
part of the Petition or the Amended Petition that the Commission should consider in its
responsive decision. Several developers have indicated to SCE their concern that the lack of
certainty on whether the California portion of DPV2 will be built has hindered their ability to
construct generation projects.'® For example, Chevron Energy Solutions stated that it is
committed to helping California meet its RPS goals. However, it explained this
“chicken-and-the-egg” problem has impacted its ability to develop and enter into power purchase
agreements to construct solar projects because Chevron Energy Solutions’ activities are

contingent upon the timely completion of DPV2 and Midpoint Switchyard:

“Without a clear timeline for completion of these transmission
facilities, expeditiously moving forward with these projects would
be premature, due to the capital cost uncertainty attributable to
potential project delays.”

“The clear benefit to proceeding with construction of the
California portion of the DPV2 line on the earlier schedule that

16 See, Attachment G, letters from Developers.



SCE proposes is that it will provide an opportunity to build these
solar projects sooner and consequently meet California’s RPS
goals sooner. With the high capital cost of solar projects, it is not
economically viable to build these solar projects in advance to
demonstrate a need for the transmission facilities. Consequently,
delaying the construction of the DPV2 transmission facilities result
in corresponding delays to our solar project development efforts.
Based on our current development schedules and assuming that we
have near-term assurances, we could begin using the DPV2
transmission facilities and the Midpoint Switchyard by mid-2012.
Note that this date is consistent with the proposed SCE schedule.
Delaying construction of the DPV2 facilities to meet the proposed
DRA schedule would result in delaying our solar development
efforts by a year or more.”

II.
INFORMATION ON CAISO’S APPROVAL OF THE CALIFORNIA-ONLY PROJECT

The Ruling directs SCE to present information regarding the status of CAISO’s approval
of the California-only project.

SCE has been in discussions with the CAISO regarding approval for the California
portion of the Project.lZ On June 19, 2009, the CAISO sent a letter to ALJ Kolakowski,
regarding conditions for CAISO Agreement to Construction of the California Portion of DPV2.18

CAISO states that the California portion of the project continues to provide operational
and reliability benefits, and that CAISO has identified the anticipated need for the project as a
generation interconnection facility, which provides the basis for the CAISO’s agreement to the
construction of the California portion of the project, should certain requirements be met.
Namely, the CAISO is responsible for certain interconnection studies to determine the facilities
needed to interconnect new generation to the transmission system. At the conclusion of the

interconnection study process, the CAISO, generator, and Participating Transmission Owner

—_
~J

See, Attachment H, Declaration of Dana Cabbell.
See, Attachment I, June 19 CAISO letter, p. 2-3.

[ore]



enter into a Large Generator Interconnection Agreement that describes the transmission upgrades
and the responsibility for the associated costs.

The CAISO states that its queue for interconnection requests in the Blythe area contains
eleven requests for interconnection of proposed renewable facilities, totaling 4900 MW.
Additionally there are interconnection requests in the CAISO’s queue for 1210 MW of proposed
new conventional gas-fired generation in the Blythe area, resulting in a total of 6110 MW of
interconnection requests in the Blythe area.

CAISO states that it will identify the Midpoint Switchyard as needed for the first project

to reach the point of executing an LGIA:

“The ISO’s studies continue to indicate that a new Midpoint
substation is needed for any new generating facility requesting to
interconnect to the existing Devers-Palo Verde No. 1 line in the
Blythe area. Based on the ISO’s interconnection studies, this new
substation will be identified as a needed facility connecting to the
Devers-Palo Verde No. 1 line for the first project to reach the point
of executing an LGIA. The substation is also a critical element for
interconnection to the California portion of the proposed Devers-
Palo Verde No. 2 transmission line.”1?

The CAISO goes on to state that it anticipates that the second line from Midpoint substation to

Valley substation will be needed once the following has occurred:

“(1) any combination of the following have occurred for requests
for interconnection to the Devers-Palo Verde No. 1 line in the
amount of at least 1030 MW of full capacity generating facilities:

(a) LGIAs have been executed by generating facility
developers, SCE, and the ISO pursuant to Section 11 of
Appendix U or Y of the ISO tariff; or

(b) the ISO has received the initial posting of interconnection
financial security by generating facility developers pursuant to
Section 9.2 of Appendix Y (subject to Section 6 of Appendix
2 of Appendix Y) of the ISO tariff; and

(2) the ISO has completed the interconnection studies for the plan
of service for at least one of those proposed generating facilities in

19 See, Attachment I, June 19 CAISO letter, p. 2-3.



which the California portion of the proposed Devers-Palo Verde
No. 2 project, including the new Midpoint to Valley line, has been
identified as needed network upgrade facilities to accommodate
that generating facility, pursuant to Section 8 of Appendix U or
Section 7 of Appendix Y of the ISO tariff, and

(3) an LGIA has been executed by a generating facility developer,
SCE, and the ISO pursuant to Section 11 of Appendix U or Y of
the ISO tariff in which the California portion of the proposed
project, including the new Midpoint to Valley line, has been
identified as needed network upgrade facilities to accommodate the
generating facility for which the LGIA has been executed.”20

The CAISO GIPR initially created two CAISO groups. Generation interconnection
requests that had met certain milestone criteria by a date established by the CAISO and approved
by FERC were placed in the CAISO Serial Study Group and continued to be studied on a serial,
incremental basis. Interconnection requests that did not meet the specified criteria were placed
in the CAISO Transition Cluster. The Serial Study Group in the Blythe area includes
interconnection requests from both conventional gas-fired generators and renewable generators,
totaling 1120 MW. The Transition Cluster in the Blythe area includes interconnection requests
from both conventional gas-fired generators and renewable generators totaling 4990 MW. The
Transition Cluster projects are required to provide an initial posting of interconnection financial
security by November 2009 to stay in the Transition Cluster.

Basically, the CAISO’s first condition above would mean that the 1030 MW of full
capacity generating facilities (e.g., developers that have requested full deliverability of their
capacity) could be from the combination of: (a) executed LGIAs, either from a generator in the
Serial Study Group or Transition Cluster, or (b) a generator developer in the Transition Cluster
that made an initial posting of financial security.

If not all of the 1030 MW is fulfilled by projects in Section (a) of the first condition, then
the balance of the 1030 MW needs to be made up by projects that meet the criteria in Section (b).

Once the 1030 MW complement is attained, the CAISO’s second and third conditions apply.

20 See, Attachment I, June 19 CAISO letter, p. 2-3.



The CAISO’s second condition essentially means that there would have to be at least one
completed interconnection study that identifies the Midpoint to Valley transmission line as
needed. The third condition is that there would then have to be at least one executed LGIA from
a project identified in Condition (1)(b) that identifies the Midpoint to Valley transmission line as
needed.

SCE expects that CAISO’s determination for the California portion of DPV2 could be
made by December 2009. This would happen if sufficient generation in the Serial Study Group
executes LGIAs to satisfy Condition (1)(a). If that does not happen, then the CAISO’s
determination of need could come as late as January 31, 2011, if the determination of need is

triggered by the Transition Cluster.

I11.
INFORMATION ON THE STATUS OF THE BLYTHE ENERGY

PROJECT PHASE I AND 11

The Ruling directs SCE to file supplemental information into the record regarding:

“Information known by SCE regarding the status of the Blythe
Energy Project Phase I and Phase II generation facilities as well as
any associated transmission built, permitted or planned regarding
those generation projects, and how those Blythe generation
projects are related to the Project.”

SCE presents this information below.

A. Blythe Energy Project Phase 1

The Blythe Energy Project Phase I (“BEP I”) is an operational 520 MW conventional
combined cycle gas generation project located in the City of Blythe, California. It is owned by
NextEra Energy Resources, LLC (formally Florida Power and Light), and became operational in
2003.

The BEP I project is currently connected to Western Area Power Administration’s

(“WAPA”) transmission system and a portion of the BEP I generation is delivered to the CAISO



grid, as scheduled interchange, via SCE’s existing Blythe-Eagle Mountain 161 kV line. The
Blythe-Eagle Mountain 161 kV line cannot accommodate the BEP I project’s full output to be
delivered to the CAISO grid as desired by NextEra Energy. Therefore, NextEra Energy has
elected to permit and construct a new 230 kV radial generation tie line from the BEP I project to
SCE’s Julian Hinds Substation in order to directly connect the BEP I project to the CAISO
controlled grid. The new generation tie line will be approximately 67 miles long and will be
constructed, owned, operated, and maintained by the BEP I project. SCE will construct and own
additional facilities at its existing Julian Hinds Substation that are required to connect the new
generation tie line to the CAISO grid. Following completion of the new generation tie line and
associated interconnection facilities, the BEP I project will be disconnected from WAPA’s
transmission system and subsequently connected solely to the CAISO grid via the new
generation tie line. The BEP I project is currently constructing the new generation tie line. The
line 1s expected to be completed, along with the associated SCE interconnection facilities at
Julian Hinds Substation, in May 2010. The connection of the BEP I project directly to the
CAISO grid as described above does not require any portion of the DPV2 Project to be

constructed and placed in service.

B. Blythe Energy Project Phase 11

BEP Il is a proposed 570 MW conventional combined cycle gas generation project to be
owned by Caithness Energy. BEP II is expected to connect to the CAISO grid at SCE’s
proposed Midpoint Switchyard via a new 8-mile (approximate), 500 kV radial generation tie
line. It is SCE’s understanding that the 8-mile, 500 kV generation tie line is one of two circuits
proposed by Desert Southwest Power, LLC a Caithness Energy company, that will comprise the
Desert Southwest Transmission Project (“DSWTP”) as further described below. The BEP II
project requires the 8-mile 500 kV generation tie line and Midpoint Switchyard to connect to
SCE’s DPV1 line on the CAISO grid. The BEP II project does not require the second DSWTP

500kV circuit between Keim and Devers or any portion of the DPV2 line to connect and deliver



energy to the CAISO grid. SCE understands that Caithness Energy currently anticipates the
8-mile generation tie line and Midpoint Switchyard to be in service by year end 2012 to achieve
a June 2013 commercial operation date for the BEP II project. SCE, the CAISO and Caithness
Energy are negotiating LGIA for the BEP II project, which could be executed in the coming
months. The BEP II Project received conditional certification for its initial 520 MW at the

California Energy Commission in December 2005.

C. Desert Southwest Transmission Project

The DSWTP is a new 500kV line proposed by Desert Southwest Power, a Caithness
Energy company, comprised of two circuits. The fiirst of the two circuits that will comprise the
DSWTP is the 8-mile radial generation tie line for the BEP II project as discussed above. The
second of the two circuits that will comprise the DSWTP will be a radial 500kV line to connect a
future Keim Substation, near the BEP II project, to SCE’s Devers Substation. The two circuits
are not initially planned to be electrically connected at Keim. Any future plan to connect the two
circuits at Keim has not been analyzed by SCE and the CAISO. It is SCE’s understanding that
Desert Southwest Power, LLC will construct, own, operate and maintain the DSWTP, including
the 8-mile genertion tie line that will connect the BEP II project to Midpoint Switchyard. The
facilities required at Midpoint Switchyard to interconnect the 8 mile generation tie line will be
owned, operated, and maintained by SCE. The DSWTP received its Record of Decision from
the BLM in September 2006. SCE understands that Desert Southwest Power, LLC is currently

working with the BLM on its development plan as required in its BLM Record of Decision.

IVv.
COST ESTIMATE FOR THE PROJECT

The Ruling states that SCE should provide information regarding the current status of the

Project, including but not limited to any changes to cost estimates.z!

21 Ruling, p. 2.



In D.07-04-040, the Commission adopted SCE’s uncontested cost-estimates, in $2005, as
shown in SCE Exhibit 31. A rough delineation of the costs that were provided in evidentiary

hearings is provided in the Petition,22 and is shown in Table 3 below.

Table 3
Costs for DPV2
(852005, Based on Preliminary Estimates Provided in Exhibit 31)
Devers-Valley No. 2 $ 90 million
Devers to the California Border (without Midpoint) $267 million
California Border to the Harquahala23 $188 million
Total $545 million

Table 3 shows that construction of DPV2 would include an estimated $90 million for
Devers-Valley No. 2 (“DV2”), $267 million for Devers to the California border, and

$188 million for the California Border to Harquahala for an estimated total of $545 million in
$2005.

In SCE’s May 14, 2008, Petition, SCE presented current estimates for the Midpoint
Switchyard in $2008. SCE stated that the Midpoint Switchyard would add approximately
$101.9 million (2008 dollars including pensions and benefits, administrative and general
overheads, not including Allowance for Funds Used During Construction) to the Project. These
costs are for the switchyard only.

The cost-estimates for DPV2 that SCE presented in its May 14, 2009, Petition still
represent SCE’s best information regarding the scope of work necessary to facilitate generation
interconnection in the Blythe area. However, the cost estimate for Midpoint Switchyard was

prepared using 2008 constant dollars, and the estimates for all other portions of DPV2 were

22 Petition, p. 11.

23 SCE’s May 14, 2008, Petition erroneously referred to this as Harquahala Junction; it should correctly be
referred to Harquahala, or Harquahala Generation Station.



prepared using 2005 constant dollars. SCE recognizes that it may be helpful for the Commission
to have the cost-estimates presented in 2009 dollars and provides this information below.24

As shown in Attachment K, SCE escalated 2005 constant dollars for the Project to 2009
constant dollars using general escalation rates. All estimates included pensions and benefits,
administrative and general overheads, and did not include an Allowance for Funds Used During
Construction.2> Attachment K shows that construction of the DPV2 would include an estimated
$113 million for DPV2, $333 million for Devers to the California border, and $235 million for
the California border to Harquahala for an estimated total of $686 million in $20009.

Again, the costs presented in Attachment I should not be construed as a new
cost-estimates for the Project. Attachment I simply presents the uncontested estimate that SCE
previously provided during hearings in Exhibit 31 (and that the Commission adopted), escalated
to 2009 dollars using general escalators. For example, SCE does not include additional costs due
to mitigation measures or unknown conditions specific to the Project and it does not include
allowances for U.S. dollar exchange rates, or commodity and labor increases specific to the
Project. In Attachment L, SCE shows the costs for the California portion of DPV2, including the
Midpoint Switchyard as being approximately $526,291,000 in $2009, including pensions and
benefits, administrative and general expenses, but excluding AFUDC. SCE estimates that
AFUDC will be $135 million (nominal dollars). The cost for the California portion of the
Project reflects an adjustment of $25,817,000, for the elimination of 15 miles of transmission

line from Midpoint Switchyard to the California border.

=% See, Attachment J, Declaration of Anjan Ghosh.

The work associated with the physical interconnection of specific generating facilities in the Midpoint area will
not be a part of DPV2, and instead is subject to the rules established by the FERC, the CAISO Tariff, and the
individual interconnection agreements. For instance, generators wishing to connect to the 500 kV bus at
Midpoint Switchyard would pay up front for the cost of the 500 kV position and would be eligible for a refund
over a period of five years following the commercial operation date of the generation resource. A generator
connecting to a 230 kV bus at Midpoint Switchyard would be subject to the same rules and tariffs; however the
refund would not apply to the transformation down to the 230 kV level unless the 230 kV facilities were a part
of networked facilities.



As SCE has previously stated, in accordance with D.07-01-040, SCE intends to provide
revised estimates upon completion of final engineering. In D.07-01-040, the Commission
approved approximately $545,285,000 (2005 dollars direct, contingency, P&B, and A&G), as

the maximum cost for DPV2, subject to certain adjustments:

“10. Pursuant to Pub. Util. Code § 1005.5(a), the maximum cost
determined to be reasonable and prudent for the DPV2 project,
including pension and benefits, and administrative and general
expenses, but excluding, Allowance for Funds Used During
Construction, is $545,285,000 in 2005 dollars, to be decreased by
$24,080,000 if the Devers-Harquahala line is terminated by
Harquahala Junction and increased by $8,282,000 if the Alligator
Rock-North of Desert Center route segment is used. The
Handy-Whitman Index of Public Utility Construction Costs shall be
used in assessing compliance with the authorized maximum cost.”2¢

The Commission recognized that SCE’s cost-estimates were based on preliminary
engineering. The Commission ordered SCE to update its costs via an advice letter, based on the
final route for DPV2. SCE was to update its cost if the final detailed engineering for the final
route resulted in design-based construction estimates that are higher, or lower than the

Commission authorized in D.07-01-040:

“12. If SCE’s final detailed engineering design-based construction
estimate for the authorized project exceeds the authorized maximum
cost, SCE shall, within 30 days, file an advice letter to seek an
increase in the approved maximum cost pursuant to § 1005.5(b), and
shall address whether the cost increases affect the cost effectiveness
and need for the DPV2 Project.”2?

And:

“Once SCE has developed a final detailed engineering design-based
construction estimate for the final route, if this estimate is one percent
or more lower than the authorized maximum reasonable and prudent
cost identified in Conclusion of Law 10, SCE shall, within 30 days,
file and advice letter to show cause why the Commission should not

26 D.07-01-040, mimeo., p. 115, Ordering Paragraph No. 10.
27 Id. at pp. 115-116, Ordering Paragraph No. 11.
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adopt a lower amount as the maximum reasonable and prudent cost to
reflect the final estimate.”28

SCE believes that the Commission did not intend for SCE to be filing multiple advice letters
‘updating’ the cost, based on regulatory events or before the final route was determined.

If, however, the Commission prefers to use constant dollars escalated to 2009 (instead of
2005 dollars) and reflect only the California portion of the Project, SCE suggests that the
following revision to Ordering Paragraph No. 10 would accomplish this (additions shown with

underline, and deletion shown with strikethrough):

“10. Pursuant to Pub. Util. Code § 1005.5(a), the maximum cost
determined to be reasonable and prudent for the California portion of
the DPV2 project, including pension and benefits, and administrative
and general expenses, but excluding, Allowance for Funds Used

During Construction, is $545;285-ir2005-deHars- $526,291,000 in

2009 dollars, to be de&eased—by%%@%@-@@@—kf—ﬂ&e

1ncreased by $8—282—999 $10,334 000 1f the Alhgator Rock North of
Desert Center route segment is used. The Handy-Whitman Index of
Public Utility Construction Costs shall be used in assessing
compliance with the authorized maximum cost.”2?

As a procedural matter, SCE requests that the Commission maintain the adopted
maximum cost adopted by the Commission in D.07-01-040, reflecting the California potion of
the Project, at this point in time. SCE will provide the updated maximum costs at a later date,
once the final route is known3? and it has completed final engineering, as provided in
D.07-01-040.

SCE will file that advice letter when SCE knows the final route for the California portion
of DPV2 (including the route that BLM adopts for the Alligator Rock area), and has completed
final engineering. SCE believes this comports with the Commission’s order to file an Advice
Letter with the final detailed construction cost-estimate, once SCE knows the final route, and has

completed final engineering.

28 Id. atp. 115, Ordering Paragraph No. 11.
29 D.07-01-040, mimeo., p. 115, Ordering Paragraph No. 10.
30 For example, the final route that BLM adopts for Alligator Rock.



V.
CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth in SCE’s Petition, Reply, the Amendment, and this Supplement,
SCE requests that the Commission modify the D.07-01-040 so that SCE may commence
construction of the California portion of DPV2. SCE respectfully requests that the Commission

modify D.07-01-040.

Respectfully submitted,
JENNIFER R. HASBROUCK
JULIE A. MILLER

/s/Julie A. Miller
By:  Julie A. Miller

Attorney for
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Post Office Box 800

Rosemead, California 91770
Telephone:  (626) 302-4017
Facsimile: (626) 302-2610
E-mail: julie.miller@sce.com

Dated: June 26, 2009
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIAW - : i R Bruce C. Foster .
E D E S @ N S K . : Senior Vice President
. . Regulatory Affairs

An EDISON INTERNATIONAL® Company

May 15,2009

President Michael R. Peevey and Commissioners

California Public Utilities Commission -
.505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, California 94102

Re:  Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 (“DPV2”) Electnc Transmission Project | -
Application No. 05 04 014 -

Dear Pres1dent Peevey and Commlssmners

- Iam ertmg to prov1de you with an update on Southern’ Cahforma Edison Compeny’s .
- (“SCE’s”) activities related to the Arizona portion of the DPV2 transmission line project (the
. “Project”). Please refer to the attached SCE letter to the Arizona Corporation Comrmission
' (“ACC”) and o my synopsis below outlining the reasons SCE has decided to not ﬁle with the
ACC seeking to build the Arizona portlon of the Prog ect at this time.

. As you are aware, the ACC denied SCE’s apphcahon for approval of the Arizona porhon
of the Project. Since that time, SCE has exerted significant effort in Arizona working with
Atizona stakeholders, including the ACC and its staff, seeking to reconfigiire the Arizona portion

" of the Project in a manner that might lead to a successful project in Arizona. However, since that
time, some very important changes have taken place which SCE reflected in a recent update to .
its economic assessment. Along with the increased renewable generation interest in the Blythe -
area, there has béen a narrowing of the economic spread between California and Arizona
resources and a reduced load forecast due to ¢hanged economic conditions and the success of
energy efficiency. As aresult, the benefits of California consumers for SCE pursuinig the
Arizona portion of the Project have reduced s1gmﬁcantly from the level forecast at the time of

SCE’s initial filing. .

' Despite the dec151on to not pursue the Atizona portion, SCE remains comm1ttecl to '
obtaining CPUC approval for construction of the California portion of the Project pursuantio : i
SCE’s petition for modification currently pendmg"before the Commission. We recognize the - '
Commission may seek to consult with the California Independent System Op erator in lght of
SCE’s decision fo not pursue construction of the Arizona portion of the Project. In our
conversations, the CalISO have indicated that they desire the. California portlon of the project .
with the Midpoint SWltchyard to move forward, but need to further review in oomphance with’
fheir existing tariffs since the overall project has changed from primarily a economic
interconnection project, to one needed to interconnect s1gn1ﬁcant amouats of new genera‘uon )

_Tt’s also our understanding that the CallSQ will shortly be directly informing the Comrmssmn as
to their thoughts on the Proj ect and their efforts in reaching a timely approval.

601 Van Ness Avenue

Suite 2040 .
San Prancisco, Ca 94102 -
(415) 920-5512

Fax: (415) 929-5540
bruce.foster@sce.com




In any case, SCE continues 1o believe the California portion of the Project is needed and
contimes to desire that the Commission proceed with our Petition to Modify (“PTM”). - Note that
following the Commission’s approval of the PTM, we will proceed o complete the licensing
work to obtain a Record of Decision from the Bureau of Land Management (“BLM”). The BLM
effort will likely be completed in about three months from its initiation, which should dove-tail
nicely into the CallSO’s schedule for a positive determination of the Californa portion of the
Project, with the Midpoint Switchyard. . S

‘Thank you for providing ongoing support in this matter. If you have any questions,
please do not hesitate to contact me at 415-929-5512, " '

. Verytruly yours, K
Bruce C. Foster .
Attachment

~ cc: Commissioner John A. Bohn -
Commissioner Rachelle B. Chong
Commissioner Dian M. Grueneich
* Commhissioner Timothy Alan Simon-
* . Tulie Fitch, Director, CPUC Energy Division - .
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SOUTHERN CALlFORNIAm o ' ' . pe&ol Pizarro .
E D l S O N ’ . . . F.xecuti;le Viee President

An EDISON INTERNATIONAL® Corflpany‘

© May 15, 2009

© VIA 'Hand-]')elivexj

Chairman Kristin K. Mayes .
Arizona Corporation Commission
"1200 W. Washingfon Street
Phoenix, Atizona 85007 -

Re: May 19, 2009 Special Open Meetmg, DocketNo E-00000P-08-0570 Matters -
PerLammg to the Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Electric Transmssmn Lme '

o~

b Dear Chairman Mayes:

T am wntmg to provide you with an update on Southern California Edison Company’s
- (“SCE’s™) activities related to the Arizona portion of the Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 transn:ussmn
. line proj ect (the “PmJ ect”). : .o

As we have chscussed on several occasions, SCE’s belief that the Arizona porhon of the
' Project would provide important benefits to both California and Arizona was based in part o an
. economic analysis and underlying assumptions originally filed with the ACC on May 1, 2006,
In SCE’s February 9, 2009 Meet and Confer Report (the “Report™), SCE explamed that we were -
in the process.of updating our previous economic analysis, including the economic impacts of
" the Arizona portion of the Project, to incorporate updated conditions and assumptions. Two very
- important changes noted in the Report were increased generation resources in California, :
.including a significant amount of renewable-generation projects due to increased renewable .
goals; and reduced load forecasts, due to changed economic conditions and the success of energy.
efficiehcy programs, Accordingly, I had indicated to you that we did anticipate that the benefits
of the Arizona portion of the Project to California consumers could be reduced from the level of
benefits forecast at the time of SCE’s initial filing for the ij ect.

We now have completed upda‘ung the economic analys1s and it Ieveals that the benefits
are indeed significantly lower as a result of recent developments. In fact, the analysis does not
suppott refiling with the ACC, at this time, for authorization of the Arizona portion of the-
Project. As discussed below, however, SCE dogs intend to continue to review the. anticipated
renewable and non-renewable benefits that building DPV2 would provide to both Arizona and
California., Ifthe required interconnection studies establish the need for new-iransmissionin
western Arizona fo interconnect generauon resources into the California Independent System
Operator (‘_‘CAI,?O”) system, ‘we will again seek ACC approval of necessary transmission. In

- 863! Rush St .
Rosemead, CA 91770 - -
626-302-1497 '
Fax 626-569-2563
pedro,pizarro@see.com




Chairman Knstm X Mayes
May 15, 2009
Page2

the meantime, SCE will continus to pursue the Cahforma pornon of the Project, whichis needed |

"+ o interconnect generation resources in the Blythe area. SCE will cease the current pre-filing

activities at the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. While SCE is not able to proceed
immediately with permitting the Arizona portion of the Project, we are committed to ﬁnd away

to do so if further analysis supports the approach.

'Ihe followmg four factors explain the SLgmficant reductmn in economic beneﬁts to
California customers of oonstmeﬁng the Arizona porhon of the Project:
. Antmpated Renewable Generation Developments: The development of renewables in
California, caused in part by California policymakers’ focus on mereasmg RPSt033% ..
by 2020, will decrease the need for imports and thus, the economic benefits to California

of the Anzona portlon of the line.

o Generator h'lterconnection Requestsin Cahforma, including at Mldpomt Sw1tehyard
The development of both conventional and renewable generation, which will connect to.
the California portion of the Project at the proposed Midpoint Smtchyard, lessens the
need for imports from the Southwest. , ‘ ‘

o Projected Changes in Future Fuel Prices: As a result of changed fuel pnce forecasts, the
. expected differential in power prices between California and the Palo Verde Hub has

 decreased, lowering the value of imports.

- Changed Economic Condmons Reduced load growth'in Cahfomla has reduced the need
* for and benefits of imports. Higher levels of energy efficiency and distributed generatmn
in California aré expected to also reduce futl.u:e load growth.

This analysis reveals that the Anzona portion of the Pr03ect today cannot be justified as
an economic investment funded by California consumers. However, currently four renewable -
generators in western Arizona, totalmg 2,950 MW, have requested interconnection to the CAISO
gnd -As noted above, SCE will continue to study current and future requests for interconnection .
in the CAISO conirol area.” SCE antlc1pates that the next round of studies will be completed in
April 2010, Ifthese studies, or subsequent ones, establish the need for new transmission in
western: Arizona to inferconnect generation resonrces into the CAISO system, SCE will seek
authorization from your Commission, and other apphcable agenc1es to construct the necessary

tfansmwsmn

Thank you for prowdmg ongoing support and the opportumty for parties to evaluate the :
Arizona porhon of the Project. SCE also appreciates the time and effort of the Arizona
participants in the Meet and Confer process and the ACC’s support of that process. SCE hopes

. that the results of that process will be useful as the ACC consuiers the possxbﬂlty of pursuing
transm1ss1on needs in the western United States. .



L B B

Chairman Xristin X. Mayes
May 15, 2009
-Page3

SCE will be prepared.to discuss this matter farther with the ACC at the May 19 Special

. Open Meeting.
- Very truly yours,

"Pedro I. Pizat\'rr _ \S

cc: Commissioner Gary Pierce -

Commissioner-Paul Newman
Commissioner Sandra D. Kennedy -
Commissioner Bob Stump .
Janice Alward ‘

- Ernest Johnson -

" Lyn Farmer
Rebecca Wilder ~

.. ACC Docket Control
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Gary A. Morgans

1330 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036-1795
202.429.6234
gmorgans@steptoe.com

Tel 202.429.3000

Fax 202.429.3902

May 18, 2009

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20426

Re:  Southern California Edison Co., Docket No. PT08-1-000
Dear Ms. Bose:

[ am writing to you regarding Southern California Edison Company’s (“SCE”) pre-filing
request in the above-captioned docket. The pre-filing request pertains to the Arizona portion of the
Devers Palo Verde 2 transmission line Project (the “Project”), and was filed with the Commission
on May 16, 2008.

As SCE explained in its pre-filing request, SCE submitted the request as an initial step in
securing a permit for the Arizona portion of the Project under Section 216 of the Federal Power
Act. This followed the Arizona Corporation Commission’s (“ACC”) denial of a permit for the
Arizona portion of the Project. At the time SCE submitted its request to the FERC, it was SCE’s
belief that the Arizona portion of the Project would provide important benefits to both California
and Arizona. More recent studies, however, indicate that the economic benefits to California of
constructing the Arizona portion of the Project are reduced significantly, primarily due to
anticipated future renewable generation development, generator interconnection requests in
California, projected changes in future fuel prices, and reduced load growth in California. This
analysis reveals that the Arizona portion of the Project today cannot be justified as an economic
investment funded by California consumers.

As SCE has previously advised the Commission, it has been SCE’s preference that a
resolution of the Project permitting issues be achieved with Arizona authorities that would enable
the project to go forward on reasonable terms. To that end, SCE had been working with Arizona
regulators to prepare a revised application for the Arizona portion of the Project. The updated
economic analysis, however, does not support refiling with the ACC, at this time, for authorization
of the Arizona portion of the Project. Accordingly, SCE hereby provides notice of withdrawal of its



pre-filing request with the Commission in this docket. SCE will continue to pursue the California
portion of the Project, which is needed to interconnect generation resources in the Blythe,
California area.

While SCE is not able to proceed immediately with permitting the Arizona portion of the
Project, we are committed to find a way to do so if further analysis supports the approach. SCE will
continue to study current and future requests for interconnection in the California ISO (“CAISO”)
control area; including nearly 3,000 MW of requests that reside in western Arizona and which may
necessitate the construction of high-voltage facilities to access these projects. SCE anticipates that
the next round of studies will be completed in April 2010. Withdrawing the pre-filing request at
this time will better enable SCE to dedicate the substantial resources that will be required for these
important efforts. If these studies, or subsequent ones, establish the need for new transmission in
western Arizona to interconnect generation resources into the CAISO system, SCE will seek
authorization from the relevant agencies to construct the necessary transmission.

SCE would like to thank the Commission and its Staff for its assistance throughout the pre-
filing process. We realize that the Commission’s Staff has devoted substantial resources and
attention to this matter, and we greatly appreciate the efforts expended by the Staff in this regard.

Very truly yours,
/s/ Gary A. Morgans

Gary A. Morgans
Attorney for Southern California Edison Co.

cc: J. Mark Robinson, Director, Office of Energy Projects
Jeff C. Wright, Deputy Director, Office of Energy Project
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DECLARATION OF DAVID KAY

I, David Kay, declare as follows:

1. I am the Southern California Edison Company’s Manager of Environmental Projects.
I have personal knowledge of the facts stated herein and if called as a witness, could and would
competently testify thereto.

2. SCE’s May 15, 2009, letter from SCE to the Commission states that following the
Commission’s approval of the Petition to Modify (“PTM”), SCE will proceed to complete the
licensing work to obtain a Record of Decision (“ROD”) from the Bureau of Land Management
(“BLM”). At that time, SCE estimated the BLM effort to issue a ROD following re-initiation of
consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer (“SHPO”) and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
(“USFWS”) would likely be completed within three months.

3. Recent consultation with the BLM indicates that their completion of Federal
Endangered Species Act consultation with the USFWS and the Programmatic Agreement
consultation with the SHPO will take longer than the three months previously expected. Based on
this updated information and by identifying the specific activities and durations SCE’s permitting
experts now estimate that issuance of the BLM’s ROD will take six months.

4. In addition, SCE has extended its permitting schedule to include the BLM’s issuance
of the Notice to Proceed (“NTP”), which will take an additional six to eight months. In the six to
eight months following issuance of the ROD, a number of additional tasks must be completed prior
to issuance of the NTP including the preparation of numerous mitigation plans required by the Final
Environmental Impact Report/Final Environmental Impact Statement; preparation of the Historic
Properties Management Plan (“HPMP”’); amendments to SCE’s right-of-way grants and easements;
and the preparation of project’s Plan of Development (“POD”). All mitigation plans, the HPMP,
amendments, and POD must be submitted and accepted by the BLM for issuance of the NTP.

Thus, it is likely that the BLM’s NTP would not be issued until 12-14 months after a

Commission decision on SCE’s PTM.



I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing

1s true and correct.

Executed this 26" day of June, 2009 at Rosemead, California.

/s/ David Kay
David Kay
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DECLARATION OF JOHN E. TUCKER

I, John E. Tucker, declare as follows:

L. | I am a Project Manager in the Grid Interconnect and Contract Development Group of
Southern California Edison- Company’s (“SCE”), Transmission and Distribution Business Unit and have
held this .position since March 1999. Ihave personal knowledge of the facts stated in Section IIL.,
“Information on the Status of Blythe Energy Project Phase I and II,” and the facts stated in this declaration
and, if called as a witness, could and would competently testify thereto. . |

2. SCE and the Califdrnia Independent System Operator borporation’s (“CAISO”) have
received interconnection requests representing 4900 MW of new renewable generation, in addition to 1210

MW of new conventional gas-fired generation, in the Blythe Region as shown-in the table below

Generation Interconnection
Requests In The Blythe Region

(MW) As of June 26, 2009
Renewable
Midpoint ’ - 2950
Julian Hinds-Eagle Mountain Area 1950
Total Renewable 4900
Conventional
Midpoint - 1210
Total Requests to Interconnect _
Midpoint (2950 + 1210) ' - 4160
~Julian Hinds-Eagle Mountain Area - 1950
Total : - 6110 *

*. This figure has béen updated, since SCE filed its Amendment to
. Petition For Modification Of Decision No. 07-01-040 on

September 2, 2008, to reflect the removal of interconnection requests
for projects that elected not to proceed in the CAISO Transition
Cluster and, consequently, were withdrawn from the CAISO
interconnection queue. This figure does not include requests for
interconnection to the Arizona portion of the Devers-Palo Verde

© 500 kV line. At this time, interconnection requests to the Arizona
portion of Devers-Palo Verde 500 kV line received by the CAISO
and SCE total approximately 2700 MW of renewable solar
generation.




3. Since late 2007, renewable projects representing 2950 MW of generation, and conventional
gas-fired generation representing 1210 MW have requested interconnection at the Midpoint Switéhyard, and
have met the requlrements for maintaining a position in the CAISO queue In total, active requests received
by SCE and the CAISO as of J une 26 2009, to interconnect with the proposed M1dpo1nt Switchyard equal
4160 MW.

4. Additionally, 1950 MW of new renewable power projects have requested interconnection in
the Julian Hiuds and Eagle Mountain area and have met the requirements for maintaining a position in the
CAISO queue. This is an area in the desert approximately 50 miles from Blythe, California. The Julian
Hinds Substation is located approximately twelve miles from the Eagle Mountain Substation. | |

5. .. The potential generation sources in the Blythe Region (other than the Blythe Energy Project
Phase II) for the most part are in the early interconnection stages and, thus, speuific project information
beyond that reQuifed to perform interconnection studies is limited.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct. A : . “

Executed thi‘s’z_ day of June, 2009 at Rosemeéd California.

Q. p—d

John E. Tucker




Attachment F

Declaration of Gary Allen




' DECLARATION OF GARY ALLEN

I, Gary Allen, declare as follows:

1. I am the Southern California Edison Company’s'Manager of Strategic Planning for the
Renewable and Alternative Power Department. I have personal knowledge of the facts stated in |
Section II.C., “Power Purchased Agreements Between SCE and Electricity Generation Devélopers”;
and if called as a witness, could and would competently testify thereto. |

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Califorhia that the foregoing

is true and correct.

Executed thls }5 day of June, 2009 at Rosemead, California.

é‘7@{%\
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Letters from Developers




Chevyron

- Energy Solutions

Robert Y. Redlinger Chevron Energy Solutions Company
Director ’ A Division of Chevron U.S.A. Inc.
Renewable and ) 345 California Street, 18th Floor
Distributed Energy San Francisco, CA 94104-2624

Tel 415 733 4614
Fax 415 733 4639
rredlinger@chevron.com

November 10, 2008

Southern California Edison Company
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

P.0. Box 800 -
Rosemead, CA 91770

Attention; Mr. Roberi Lugo :
Manager, Grid Interconnection and Contract Development

Dear Mr. Lugo:

Chevron Energy Solutions and its development partners are developing 1,750 MW of solar projects along
the proposed Devers-Palo Verde 2 transmission corridor between Desert Center and - Blythe.
Environmental permitting for these projects is being initiated and is expected to be completed by the end
of 2010. These projects are also moving through the transmission interconnection process in the transition
cluster group. ’ : ‘

We have been monitoring SCE's petition to modify the CPUC’s Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity (CPCN) for the Devers-Palo Verde #2 Project (D-PV2) with great interest. Our ability to
expeditiously develop, enter into power purchase agreements and construct these solar projects is -
contingent upon the timely construction of the D-PV2 line and the Midpoint Substation. Without a clear
timeline for completion of these transmission facilities, expeditiously moving forward with these projects
would be premature due to the capital cost uncertainty attributable to potential project delays.

The clear benefit to proceeding with construction of the California portion of the D-PV2 line on the

earlier schedule that SCE proposes is that it will provide an opportunity to build these solar projects

sooner and consequently meet California’s RPS goals sooner. With the high capital cost of solar projects,

it is not economically viable to build these solar projects in advance to demonstrate a need for the
transmission facilities. Consequently, delaying the construction of the D-PV2 transmission facilities result

in corresponding delays to our solar project development efforts. Based on our current development

schedules and assuming that we have near-term assurances, we.could begin using the D-PV2 transmission

facilities and the Midpoint substation by mid-2012. Note that this date is consistent with the proposed

SCE schedule. Delaying construction of the D-PV2 facilities to meet the proposed DRA schedule would

result in delaying our solar development efforts by a year or more.

Chevron Energy Solutions and its development partners are committed to help California mest its
renewable portfolio standard goals. SCE and the CPUC can help make these projects a reality by




November 10, 2008
Page2

providing a clear and timely indication that this essential transmission corridor will be in place to support
rather than impede our development efforts. - '

Robert Redlingdr
Director
Renewable and Distributed Energy




Octaber 10, 2008

Southern. California Edison
Attention: .John Tucker .
P.0. Box:800 -
Rosemead, CA 91770

Dear Mr Tucker,
OpmSo arIng. (Optho]at) submitted a request to-interconnect the 700 MW Desart Quartzsxte Photovoltalc'

(PV) project {the Project) to the California Independent System Operator (CAISO) on November:1,. 2007.
Thie Project would interconnect:to the proposéd Midpoirit Substation, and will be located-on adjacent

‘Buresii of Land Management (BLM).land in Riverside.County; California. ‘OptiSolar submitted a right-

of-way application for the Project to the Palm Springs-South Coast Field Office of the BLM on.
September 27, 2007,:and has entered into‘a:Cost Recovery Agreement with the BLM for the: National

- Environmental Policy Act reuew Of the Prq;ect

“The Project’s orjginal mtcrconnectlon request: to the: CAISO indicated that it would begin to-deliver

incremenital quantities of power to'the Midpoint Substation by the Proposed In‘Seérvice Date of June 30,

2010, as the Project’s PV tecimolovy allows for it to be brought online inincréments. The Project’s full
700 MW of installed: capacity was expected to: have a fiill Commercial: Operation:Date of December 1,

2011. Trismow expected that the Project’s intercorinection request will be studied as part:ofthe
Transition Cluster under CAISO's refornied Large Generator Interconnection Process (LGIP). The. .
schedule for thereformed LGIP is. currently expected allow for Interconnection Agreements.for: pro_; ects.

. in'the Transition Cluster to be- s*(ecuted by Deﬁember 2010

Assutmnv that: OptlSolar can secure an Interconnectwn Arxreement, 3 power purchase agreemeiit, project

financitig,cand all required permits for the Project no later than Décember 31, 2010, the Project could start :

© construction in 2011 and begin to deliver clean, rénewable solar électricity to the: Midpoirit Substation by
T Decemberl, 2011, Dueto df:lays to date in the CAISO"s interconnection process, the Project’s full 700.

MW:of: output would hkely not be avallable fox dehvery to: the depomL sabstation: untxl 2012 or 20 13

' Plesse: letme Lnow if you have any other quesnons about the Pro_; ect Teanbe: reached at (510} 40 1-58 17 -
or: karbext optisclar.com, . : . '

g Kathryn Alel’t D1recto1 of Busiriess Developmcnt

OPTISOLAR S

o 31307 ‘Hunbwood. f\vemte Hay\vard Cakfomn 9434—1 R
Phone: 510.401.5800 . Fax: "1!0401 38*49 - . awv.optisolarcom




October 30, 2008

Mr. Robert Lugo \

Manager, Grid Interconnection and Contr act Dcvc.lopmcnt
Southern California Edison Company

2244 Walhut Grove Ave.

Rosemead, CA 91770

Dear Mr. Lugo:

Solar Millennium has been following SCE’s petition to modify the CPUC’s Certificateof
‘Public Convenience and Necessity (CPCN) for the Devers Palo Verde#2 Project (DPV2)
with great-interest. The timely permitting and construction of the DVP2 ling and the
Midpoint Substation are essential fo Solar Millennium’s ability to’ devck}p a ser ms of 250
MW soiax thermal pxo]ects near Blythe:and Desert: Center, California.

The uncertainty *;unoundmg 'DVP2 including:the changing tnnchno 10(:'1&'011 of Midpoint
stibstationiand other:potential substations along the DVP24s an impediment to the timely
development of Solar Millenniun’ spxojccts and leads'to great uncertaintyto the '
soundness-of our on-going investments-in-developing these sites: This'has been

- compounded by-delays due to the new transmissioii:cluster process. Any fuither dehy in.

 the permitting and-construction of the DPV2 will serve only to delay.and impede the -

financing of these projects, their general development progress-and will impact Solar
EMxllcnmum § dblhty to meetits oblif,'ltlons to utility customers and may lead to lcsses

Solar Mxllezmmm nu.ds nearterm:assurances that DVP2 will be. Lompictcd by mid-

- 2012, Postponement will only serve to increase the costs: of the DVP2 and jeopardize the
development of these.and-other: solay pnojects Keeping the-existing:scheduleis the best
way'to ‘assure that this essential transmission corridor will bein place to n’mkc thcsc
-pm)ccts a 1eahty 'md enabk California‘to meet its’ RPS goils. :

Sincerely, . f

ﬁmm A

R ymond Dmckel o Josef Eichhamiet
- Senior Vice Pregident - ‘ ‘ ‘Managing Director :
SO}EﬁY L s Shattuck Ave. ' LA T510.529.4517 ) : !ﬁ_i&')’_-z:-SbiariwﬁHieﬁi‘wi{smlcém

Suife 770 h £ {11 510.524:5510 o happsdresvasSolarkiiftennium tom

= Mlii@nmum LLC bk casmosion |

E




SolarBeserve

| October 31, 2008

Mr. Robeit Lugo

Manager, Grid Interconnection & Contract Developmem

Southern California Edison' Company .
- 2244 Walnut Grove Ave.

Rosemead; CA 91770

Subject: Support for SCE’s Petitior to Modlfy thee Certificate of Public
: Convenience and Necessity f01 Advancemcnt of the Devers-Palo Verde
- #2 Transmission Line :

Dear Mr. 'Lug_o:

SolarReserve, LLC appreciates the opportunity to'provide comments with regard to the subject

~issue-aspart of the California Public Utility Commission process. SolarReserve is a'Santa
‘Mohica, Californiatbased energy company formed by US Renewables Group, a private €quity
firm focused exclusively on renewable energy. SolarReserve holds the exclusive worldwide
license to develop solar plants that-use equipmerit manufactured by Unifed Technology
Corporation’s subsidiary, Hamilton Sundstrand, through its Rocketdyne division. Rocketdyne,
the:US: Department of Energy, and-others have invested more than $100:millien invested to.date
in the-design and manufacture of these components. SolarReserve is-cuitently-developinga.

portfolio of opportunities to deploy-solar energy: plants in the Umted States, Eur ope, Africa, the

. ’\/hddle East, Latin America and Australia.

SolalRGSc.rve supports Southem California EdlSOI’l Company s Petmcm to Modify (PTM) its
. Certificate of Public Necessity and Convenierice (CPC\I) regarding construction of the
S _C_a.l_zlf,c_uma segment of __the Deyms-.Palo Veld_e, #2 (DPVZ),,h;c‘rh_vvoltagg {ransmission line. .

- ‘The Mojave Desert:area around Blythe, California igsich in renewable-solai resources.

SolarReserve currently has 12 projects inthe interconnection queue alf of which are proposed '

to interconnect at the plarned Midpoint. substation. Due to the uncer am’fy'sassoczated with the
timing of implementation forthe iner ementdl DPV2 ‘aansmlssmn capacity; we are eurrently

' postponing’ development plans for certain projects:in this area. Iner eased certainty-over the
construction:timéline for a new transmission ling in this geographically strategic area for
renewable energy will enable-developers to proceed. with project development ina paxallel
process with construction of new transniission. Délaying construction of new transmission will,
conver: qely, delay the development process for otherwise v1able wnewable energy plO_} ects also
pr oposmo to inter connect at! Midpomt substation.’ '



SolarReserve believes a lead time-of five to eight years may be required.to permit, finance, -and
construct.a project in California before it is ready to deliver clean renewable energy to the grid. -
During this period, a developer carries substantial monetary risk. Obtaining a viable
transmission interconnection is one of the earliest key milestones in the development process
sirice it represents-a key area of development risk and must be established before a project
proponent invests millions of dollars in permitting efforts. ‘SolarReserve suggests that
postponing. findl approvals.and perpetuating the uncertainty around construction.of the DPV2
line will either lead developers to delay development plans.in this-area of focus their -
development resources elsewhere. SolarReserve further contends that a reduced level of

wholesale competition will not benefit SCE’s ratepayers and. shareholders, _especially if projects
in less rich renewable:ar eas_ inthe Westf:m states are utilized to meet RPS requirements.

If you have questions, please contact me at (3 103 15-2225 or.andrew wang@solar-reserve.com.
We appzecmte the: opportumty 10, prowde our comments on this proceeding.

, S'inc.erely,
Andrew Wang'

Senior'Development ’\/Ianaaer'
SolarReserve, LLC
www.solar-reserve.com



“Bob.Mooney" - To: <Robert.Lugo@sce.comi>

<bdb@pmalic.net> - cc: <John.Tucker@sce.com>, <rlooper@spellc.com=>, "Jake! Stephens’"
L o <;stephens@g|eensunenergy com> .

10/31/2008 02:00 PM Subject: . DPV2 Petition to Modify.

© Blythe Solar 1-and Blythe Solar 2 are solar projects near the proposed Midpoint station. The projects
-are:49.5 MW each and as such only require Riverside County permitting. The projects-are being

‘ “developed-with-a 2011 to 2012 completion, equipment and transmission permitting.. The completion

of the California only portion of DPV2 is being relied on to make.investments.at this time. ‘A _

hypothetical later date such as 2013 based on ACC or FERC action wouid cause development to stop

untll certainty of the transmission solution were obtained.

Thank youfor the opportunity to comment. Blythe Solarl. and 2 support the petition to miodify as
amended.

“Bob'Mooney
Ug'Solar (Owner of Blythe Solar 1and 2)



"Raobert Leopet” To: <John.Tucker@sce.com>
<rlpoper@spelic.com> cc: "Bob Mooney™ <bob@pmialic.net>
- o - Subject: DPV2 Petition to'Madify
10/31/2008 03:21 PM

Caithness Blythe Il is 2’570 MW fully permitted combined cycle power plant approved to interconnect
at Midpoint Station: The project will not go forward without the Midpoint Station in place. The.
project is scheduled for a late 2011 orearly 2012 completion. Caithness Blythe 1l believes that the
California-portion of DPV2 should be constructed as proposed in the petition to modify with the
Arizona portion to follow once the apprapriate approvals are obtained. ‘Avoiding resource
deficiencies in SP'15 rests on outcome of completing the California portion of the line.

Thanks forthe opportunity'to.comment.

Robert: Lonper
Senior Vice President— Caithness Energy, LLC
1015 W. Hays .
. Boise, ID 83702
208-331-1898 (Office Phone)
- 208-343-1218 (Fax).
- '208-870-5371 {cell)
riobper@spelic.com



“Bob:Mooney"” " To: <Robert.Lugo@sce.corm>

<bob@pmialic.net> ce: <dohn.Tucker@sce.com>, <ricoper@spellc.com>
. » . Subject: DPV2 Patition to Modif

10/31/2008 02:31 PM e 2 Petition toModlty

‘Caijthness Blythe [l is a 640:MW fast start combined cycle power plant.with an interconnect request to
Midpoint Station. The project will be located on'the Blythe Il site. The. project will not be submitted:to
the California Energy Commission for licensing until a transmission solution is assured for the-Blythe

. area. Therefore it is critical that a time certain.as proposed in the petition to modify for the California
portion.of DPV2 be putin place thisyear. :

With the delays.-df projects:in South Coast Air District.d ue-to litigation, this'project located in Mohave
can move forwardto meet SP=15 needs—but:only with & commitmentto-completethe California
‘partion of DPV2:by 2012. ’ : '

Thank you for the opportunity ‘fca_-»cdmment

‘Bob Mooney
‘Caithness Energy



GREEN ENERGY LL.C

October 31, 2008

Mr. Robert Lugo

Southern California Edison Company

Manager, Grid Interconnection & Contract Development
2244 Walnut Grove Ave.

Rosemead, CA 91770

Subject: SCE's Petition to Modify the CPUC's CPCN for the DPV2 Project to Advance
Construction of the California Portion of DPV2, including Midpoint Switchyard

Dear Mr. Lugo,

This cbrrespondence is regarding SCE requests to provide written comments
expressing our many concerns we have regardmg the p0551b1e delay in service
schedule of the DPVZ project. -

.- Bull Frog Green Energy (BFCE) applied into the CAISO’s “Transition Cluster” with-
an application for interconnection for 245 MW of clean, green solar energy in late
May this year. As part of the application, it was made clear to us that the in service,
or Commercial Operation date, was to be a hard time limit, therefore, we ventured
to begin our permitting process in a vigorous fashion. Our decision to pour money
and man-power into this project was also predicated upon us being included in the
RETI process and having our point of interconnection assigned a pretty low risk
factor. Knowing that the approval of SCE's PTM was eminent, it was reasonable to
assume that our renewable generation in the Blythe-area could be constructed and
ready to connect to the Midpoint Switchyard by or near the end of 2011.

The opposition to the Devers-Palo Verde line(s) via the proposed Midpoint
Switchyard by the California Public Utilities-Commission's (CPUC) Division of
Ratepayer Advocates' (DRA) to SCE’s request to proceed with construction of the
California portion of its proposed Devers-Palo Verde #2 project (DPV2) is extremely
bad news to us, as we not only are on track to be interconnected to that line by the
2011 deadline, but it also impacts our new, yet to be submitted Application for
Interconnection for an additional 245 MW of solar power on the same line and
Midpoint Substation.

As discussed during the scoping meeting for our proposed project, SCE has
received a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity (CPCN) from the CPUC
for the DPV2 project. Also, as we discussed, the Arizona Corporation Commission
(ACC) denied that portion of DPV2 that would be constructed in Arizona. SCE has

3567 Calle Palmito . Carlsbad, CA. 92009 . (281) 222-2295 . BullFrogGrecnEnergy.com



GREEN ENERGY LLC

appealed the ACC decision and is currently investigating ways to increase DPV2
benefits to Arizona such that the ACC will ultimately approve the Arizona portion of
DPV2. SCE is also pursuing the backstop siting authority afforded the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), and is currently in the pre-filing phase at
FERC, if needed. However, it is SCE's priority and preference to resolve the
Arizona-related DPV2 issues with the state of Arizona. Having this situation resolved
would also improve our position to install more solar power in the area on the DPV2
line in Arizona.

- SCE has informed us that with approval of the Arizona portion of DPV2 being
delayed, and given the numerous interconnection requests for conventional and -
renewable generation in the Blythe area proposing to connect to the proposed
Midpoint Switchyard, SCE has filed a petition to modify (PTM) the CPUC's DPV2
CPCN. In its PTM, SCE is seeking approval from the CPUC to commence and ‘
complete construction of the California portion of the DPV2 project, including the
Midpoint 800kV Switchyard, prior to receiving approval for the Arizona portion of
the project from either the ACC or FERC. Under the PTM, the California portion of
DPV2 would terminate at Midpoint Switchyard, with the existing Devers-Palo Verde
#1 line being looped into Midpoint Switchyard as well. The additional Arizona
facilities would only be constructed following approval by the ACC or FERC.

SCE further informed usthat in response to SCE's PTM (as amended), on October 2,
2008, the DRA opposed the advanced construction of the California portion of DPV2
on the basis that, among other things, the DRA believes there appears to be no
practical benefit to an earlier online date (sooner than June 2013) for the California
portion of DPV2. The DRA states that...... "it is not apparent that the

- benefit of early access to Blythe-area renewable resources actually would be
realized.” According to the regulatory and construction timeline SCE included in its
response to DRA's data request, the interconnection agreements for the "transition
cluster" renewable resources would be executed at the end of 2010, while the
California-only segment of DPV2 would come online at the end of 2011. It would be
difficult, if not impossible, for a meaningful amount of Blythe-area renewables
_projects to commence and complete construction and become operational within
this twelve-month timeframe. Practically speaking, there just does not appear to be
any benefit to a California-only project."

It is BFGE’s position the Blythe area developers, such as ourselves, can indeed get
our proposed solar power plants on line in the Blythe-area on schedule, however,
ONLY under the assumption that DPV2 and Midpoint Switchyard would be in-service
by the end of 2011, If the PTM is not approved now by the CPUC and SCE is forced
to wait for either ACC or FERC approval, then we could be delayed until mid 2013.

3567 Calle Palmito . Carlsbad, CA. 92009 . (281) 222-2295 . BuillFrogGreenEnergy.com
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BFGE currently has a project within the CAISO's transition cluster and is expected to
know its interconnection costs, including its proportionate share of network upgrade
costs by September 2009. Based on that timeline, BFGE believes that it is reasonable
to assume, that if we have received our required permits, that we could commence
and complete construction of our generating facility by or near the end of 2011. We
have expressed to SCE that they have not been able to provide us with any -
assurance as to the in-service date for DPV2 and whether or not Midpoint Switchyard

~will be funded as part of DPV2. This lack of assurance has, and will, continue to
result in an unfortunate postponement of the in-service dates of our renewable
projects in the Blythe area. However, with t1me1y CPUC approval of SCE's PTM for
DPV32, this situation can still be rectified.

In conclusion, BFGE has spend a great deal of money to bring solar power to

California, a state where we all live and we want to see less reliance on foreign oil,

more reliance on our own energy independence and a much cleaner environment. If
. this transmission line is not constructed on the original schedule, this will only further

delay Governor Schwarzenegger’s goal, our goal, of achieving a 38% renewable
- energy portfolio standard by 2020. :

) 1Fran1§1{n, PE
Prmc:pal '
Bull Frog Green Energy, LLC
diranklin@bullfroggreenenergy.com
619-987-1886

3567 Calle Palmito . Carisbad, CA. 92009 . (281) 222-2295 . BullFrogGreenEnergy.com
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DECLARATION OF DANA CABBELL

I, Dana Cabbell, declare as follows:

L. I am the Southern California Edis;on Company’s Manager of Transmission Intertie Planning.
I have personal knowledge of the facts stated in Section II., “Information on CAISO’s Approval of the
California-only Project”; and if called as a witness, could and would competently testify thereto.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true

and correct.

Executed this ﬁﬁay of June, 2009 at Rosemead, California.

Qe Chton

Dana Cabbell




Attachment I
June 19, 2009, Letter from California ISO

Re: Conditions for ISO Agreement to Construction of California Portion of DPV2




CalltornraISO L e T
‘Your Link to: Power . California Independent'System Operator»Corporatlon S

The: Honorable VrctorlaS Kolakowskr o
Administrative Law Judge e
California Public’ Utilities Commrssron o
505 Van Ness Avenue .. . .- T O P
" San Francnsco CA" 94102 TR e T e e B

Vla Electronlc and US Mall

Re:':' Cond|t|ons for ISO Agreement to Constructlon of Callfornla Portlon of
Devers Palo Verde No 2 Transmrssron PrOJect (A 05 04-015)

- Dear Judge KolakOWSkl

| The Cahforma lndependent System Operator Corporatlon has revuewed Southern

: transmrssnon pro;ect The ISO s rewew is based on the descnptron in SCE 3 amended
;petltron for modlﬂcatron flled in _thls proceedmg on September 2 2008 as rewsed ,

g to. construct the. portlon of the: prOJect that termlnates at a new “Mndpomt” substatlon i
o Cahforma |n the Blythe area near the Colorado Rrver The ISO recogmzes the

Eéi;“ke this one and commends SCE for |ts reexamlnatron of the prOJect and the updated
) -evaluatlon of beneﬁts _ g

S, The ISO has revrewed the proposed California portlon of the proyect and takes thlS' e :
. opportunity to advise the Commission of the evaluation the 1SO will undertake in - 11‘ SR e
.. determining whether to agree that constructlon of this portion of the project is. necessary

- infrastructure to 1nterconnect generatlng facrlltles currently in the ISO S lnterconnectlon

‘ ~Lmqueue

S "The ISO s governmg board approved the constructlon of the orlgmat versron of the :
" Devers-Palo Verde No, 2 fransmission project in 2005 based on the economic: and

- reliability benefits and operational flexibility of the project. The 1SO subsequently - .o
S f:_prowded a letter to the Commrssnon dated June 12 2008 xn WhICh the ISO adwsed that

¥ wwin.caiso:com | 151 Blue Ravine Road | “Folsom, CA 95630 | 916.3514400 .~



The Honorable Victoria S. Kolakowski
June 19, 2009
Page 2

its governing board’s approval encompassed a phased project development,
commencing with the project facilities located in California. In that letter, the ISO urged
the Commission to authorize SCE to construct the project facilities in California. The
ISO’s position was based on SCE’s commitment to obtain approval for the Arizona
portions of the project and the ISO’s previous evaluation of the original project.

As SCE is currently only requesting approval of the proposed project facilities in
California, the economic justification for the project expressed in the 1ISO’s June 12,
2008 letter is no longer applicable. Nevertheless, the California portion of the project
continues to provide operational and reliability benefits, and the ISO has identified the
anticipated need for the project as a generation interconnection facility, which provides
the basis for the ISO’s agreement to the construction of the Callfornla portion of the

project, should the requirements below be met.

.The IS0 is responsible for studies to determine the facilities needed to interconnect a

new generating facility to the transmission system under the ISO’s operational control.
At the conciusion of the interconnection study process, the ISO is required by Section
11 of Appendices U and Y of the ISO tariff to enter into a Large Generator
Interconnection Agreement (LGIA) for the generating facility. The LGIA is required to
describe the facilities to be constructed to interconnect the new generating facility,

“including any necessary upgrades to the transmission system, and the responsibility for -

the costs of these facilities.

" The ISO anticipates that the Callforma portion of the pro;ect will be an important facmty

in furtherance of state goals regarding the long-term acquisition of power from
renewable energy resources. The ISO’s queue for requests for interconnection in the
Blythe area near the proposed new Midpoint substation contains eleven requests for
interconnection of proposed renewable resource generating facilities, totaling 4900
megawatts (MW). The ISO’s studies show that the California portion of the project,
along with additional complementary upgrades that could be built in later stages
(depending on the number of renewable generating facilities ultimately developed), are

- the most effective means by which to deliver the generation from these proposed new

facilities to load in California. In addition, there are interconnection requests in the
ISO’s queue for 1210 MW of proposed new conventional gas-fired generation in the

- Blythe area, resulting in a total of 6110 MW of interconnection requests for the Blythe

area.

The discussion below focuses on the two main elements of the California portion of the
project: the Midpoint:substation, and the Midpoint-Valley transmission line.

Midpoint substation

The ISO’s studies continue to indicate that a new Midpoint substation is needed for any
new generating facility requesting to interconnect to the existing Devers-Palo Verde No.
1 line in the Blythe area. Based on the ISO’s interconnection studies, this new
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substation will be identified as a needed facility connecting to the Devers-Palo Verde
No. 1 line for the first project to reach the point of executing an LGIA. The substation is
- also a critical element for interconnection to the Callfornla portion of the proposed
Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 transmission line.

Midpoint to Valley transmission line

The ISO has studied the impacts on the transmission system of the new generating
facilities proposing to interconnect to the existing Devers-Palo Verde No. 1 line in the
Blythe area near the Colorado River. The ISO’s studies have determined that the
interconnection of 1030 MW of new full capacity generating facilities to the Devers-Palo
Verde No. 1 line in the Blythe area near the Colorado River would trigger the need for
-construction of the new Midpoint to Valley transmission line in order for the generation
from those facilities to be fully deliverable. '

Based on this assessment, the ISO would agree to construction of the California portion
of the project that includes a second line from Midpoint substation to Valley substatlon
‘'once the following have occurred

(1) any comblna’uon of the following have occurred for requesté for
interconnection to the Devers-Palo Verde No. 1 line in the amount of at least
1030 MW of full capacity generating facilities:

(a) LGIAs have been executed by generating facmty developers SCE, and
the 1SO pursuant to Section 11 of Appendix U or Y of the ISO tariff; or

(b) the 1SO has received the initial posting of interconnection financial
security by generating facility developers pursuant to Section 9.2 of
Appendix Y (subject to Section 6 of Appendix 2 of Appendlx Y) of the ISO
tariff, and

(2) the ISO has completed the interconnection studies for the plan of service for
at least one of those proposed generating facilities in which the California portion
of the proposed Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 project, including the new Midpoint to
Valley line, has been identified as needed network upgrade facilities to
accommodate that generating facility, pursuant to Section 8 of Appendix U or
Section 7 of Appendix Y of the ISO ftariff, and

(3) an LGIA has been executed by a generating facility developer, SCE, and the
ISO pursuant to Section 11 of Appendix U or Y of the ISO tariff in which the
California portion of the proposed project, including the new Midpoint to Valley
line, has been identified as needed network upgrade facilities to accommodate

~ the generating facility for which the LGIA has been executed.



The Honorable Victoria S. Kolakowski
June 19, 2009 '
Page 4

If you have any'ql'.lesﬁons or would like the ISO to elaborate on any of its findings,
please let me know.

Sincerely,

Wdﬁﬁ@m |

Michael D. Dozier
Senior Counsel

cc:  Service list for A.05-04-015
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DECLARATION OF ANJAN GHOSH

I, Anjan Ghosh, declare as follows:

1. I am the Manager of Cost Estimating Group supporting the Project Management
Organization at SCE. My primary responsibilities include estimating SCE’s capital projects, including
substation (work inside substation fence lines) and major transmissions lines (220kV and 500kV).

2. - I‘have a Bachelors of Science degree in éivil Engineering from Jadavpur University in India
(1976), a Masters of Science degree in Structural Engineering bfrom University of Manitoba in Canada
(1978), and a Masters of Business Administration in Finance and Accounting from Louisiana State
University (1981). In 1981, I joined Time Warner as a Financial Analyst, and subsequently was promoted
to Controller of their Engineering and Construction Group.. In December/] anuary 1988/1989, I left Time
Warner and joined Bechtel Engineering, where I worked in the areas of cost engineering and cost estimation
from 1989-1997. I joined SCE in 1997 where I have worked for about twelve years in the areas of cost
engineering and cost estimating.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true

and correct.

Executed this 2_5 ‘;lkély of June, 2009 at Rosemead, California.

@w&m e

Anja Gﬁosh
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DPV2’s 2005 Constant Dollar Estimate Escalated to 2008 and 2009 Constant Dollars
Using TDBU’s General Escalation Rates 1.y
(All Values in Millions)

2005 Constant Dollar
Preliminary Estimate | Escalated to Escalated to
Approved in 2008 Constant | 2009 Constant
Project Segment D.07-01-040 Dollars Dollars
Devers-Valley No. 2 $90 $106 $112
Devers to the California Border $267 $315 $333
(without Midpoint)
California Border to the Harquahala $188 $222 $235
Junction
Total ¥ $545 $643 $680

Notes:

V Based on 1% Quarter 2008 & 2009 general escalation factors respectively, as published by TDBU’s Budget
Planning and Financial Management group using Global Insight historical (2006) and forecast (2007 and 2008)
data from “Power Planner” Third Quarter 2007.

% General escalation rates are not specific to the cost of a project and, therefore, should not be used to estimate the
cost of a specific project. For example, these $2008 escalated values do not include additional costs due to the
mitigation measures or unknown conditions specific to the project, do not include allowances for U.S. dollar
exchange rates, or commodity and labor increases specific to the project.

¥ Total includes Direct Costs with Contingency, P&B, and A&G. It does not include AFUDC. (See D.07-01-040,
Ordering Paragraph No. 10.)

¥ The DPV2 project expenditure forecast of $774 million in 2008 10Q is a forecast of expense for the DPV2
Project for the period 2009 through 2013, and they are expressed in nominal dollars, whereas the numbers stated
above in the tables are in constant dollars and are for the entire project cost.




Attachment L

Summary of California Portion of 2009 Constant Dollars




Summary of California Portion Only
2009 Constant Dollars (In Millions)

Description

Amount

Devers-Valley No. 2

$112,628,000

Devers-California Border (without Midpoint)

$333,137,000

Midpoint Switchyard

Less: ¥ Midpoint-California/Arizona Border

(15 miles of Transmission Line)

$106,343,000
$(25,817,000)

Total DPV2 California Portion Only $526,291,000
Alligator Rock North of Desert Center $10,334,000
Total DPV?2 California Portion Only with Alligator rock $536,625,000

Notes:

Y This reduction is for elimination of 15 miles of Transmission line from
Midpoint Switchyard to Arizona border that was in the estimate of
$333,137,000 for “Devers-California Border without Midpoint” and

$106,343,000 “Midpoint Switchyard”.

? Total includes Direct Costs with Contingency, P&B and A&G. It does not

include AFUDC.




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that, pursuant to the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, I
have this day served a true copy of SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY’S
(U 338-E) SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION ON PETITION FOR MODIFICATION
OF DECISION NO. 07-01-040 on all parties identified on the attached service list(s). Service

was effected by one or more means indicated below:

Transmitting the copies via e-mail to all parties who have provided
an e-mail address. First class mail will be used if electronic
service cannot be effectuated.

Executed this 26" day of June 2009, at Rosemead, California.

/s/ Robin L. Taylor

Robin L. Taylor, Project Analyst
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Post Office Box 800
Rosemead, California 91770
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SHANISE M. BLACK DEAN F. DENNIS
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY HILL, FARRER &BURRILL LLP
LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF WATER&POWER 300 SOUTH GRAND AVENUE, 37TH FLOOR
111 NORTH HOPE STREET, ROOM 340 LOS ANGELES, CA 90071-3147
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 FOR: CHAFFIN FARMS
JULIE A. MILLER E. GREGORY BARNES
ATTORNEY AT LAW ATTORNEY AT LAW
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE 101 ASH STREET, HQ 13D
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770 SAN DIEGO, CA 92101
FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY FOR: SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC
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ATTORNEY AT LAW ATTORNEY AT LAW
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY LUCE, FORWARD, HAMILTON & SCRIPPS, LLP
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FOR: BORDER GENERATION GROUP (CORAL
POWER; INTERGEN; SEMPRA GENERATION)
ROBERT VANDERWALL MARC D. JOSEPH
GRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY ATTORNEY AT LAW
38000 MONROE ST. ADAMS, BROADWELL, JOSEPH & CARDOZO
INDIO, CA 92203 601 GATEWAY BLVD., STE. 1000
FOR: GRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94080
FOR: COALITION OF CALIFORNIA UTILITY
EMPLOYEES AND CALIFORNIA UNIONS FOR
RELIABLE ENERGY
MICHEL PETER FLORIO OSA L. WOLFF
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ATTORNEY AT LAW

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

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

LAURENCE CHASET

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5131

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MARY F. MCKENZIE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5136

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

EARL NICHOLAS SELBY

ATTORNEY AT LAW

LAW OFFICES OF EARL NICHOLAS SELBY
418 FLORENCE STREET

PALO ALTO, CA 94301-1705

FOR: GLOBAL ENERGY DECISIONS, LLC

BARRY F. MCCARTHY

ATTORNEY AT LAW

MCCARTHY & BERLIN, LLP

100 W. SAN FERNANDO ST., SUITE 501
SAN JOSE, CA 95113

FOR: BAY AREA MUNICIPAL TRANSMISSION
GROUP (BAMX)

GRANT A. ROSENBLUM

SENIOR COUNSEL

CALIF. INDEPENDENT SYSTEM OPERATOR
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD

FOLSOM, CA 95630

FOR: CAISO

ANDREW B. BROWN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905

FOR: 3M COMPOSITE CONDUCTOR PROGRAM

Information Only

MARGARET H. CLAYBOUR
WINSTON & STRAWN LLP
1700 K ATREET, N.W.

WASHINGTON, DC 20006

CHRISTOPHER C. KEMPLEY

CHIEF COUNSEL

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W. WASHINGTON STREET
PHOENIX, AZ 85007
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ATTORNEY AT LAW

SHUTE, MIHALY & WEINBERGER, LLC
396 HAYES STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

FOR: CITIES OF TEMECULA, HEMET,
MURRIETTA

MARION PELEO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4107

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
FOR: DRA

DAVID T. KRASKA

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

PO BOX 7442, 77 BEALE ST, B30A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

GEORGE FORMAN

ATTORENYS AT LAW

FORMAN & ASSOCIATES

4340 REDWOOD HIGHWAY, SUITE F228

SAN RAFAEL, CA 94903

FOR: MORONGO BAND OF MISSION INDIANS

ANTHONY IVANCOVICH

CALIFORNIA INDEPENDENT SYSTEM OPERATOR
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD

FOLSOM, CA 95630

BRUCE MCLAUGHLIN

BRAUN & BLAISING MCLAUGHLIN, P.C.
915 L STREET, SUITE 1270
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL UTILITIES
ASSOC.

STEVE MUNSON
VULCAN POWER COMPANY

345 SW CYBER DRIVE, SUITE 103
BEND, OR 97702

FOR: VULCAN POWER COMPANY

JOHN D & MARY P BUTTLER
2953 BRIDGEVIEW DR.
GAINESVILLE, GA 30507-8355

JOHN FOREMAN

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
1275 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
PHOENIX, AZ 85007
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STEVE OLEA

ASST. DIRECTOR OF UTILITIES DIVISION

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W. WASHINGTON STREET
PHOENIX, AZ 85007

TARA WILLIAMS

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
1275 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
PHOENIX, AZ 85007

JIM VILLA ABRILLE

UNIT 2

296 MEADOW VALLEY RANCH
ELKO, NV 89801

EDDIE WANG

GLORIOUS LAND COMPANY, LLC
SUITE 530

13181 CROSSROADS PARKWAY N.
CITY OF INDUSTRY, CA 91746

CASE ADMINISTRATION

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
LAW DEPARTMENT, ROOM 370

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

EDWARD SANDFORD
5169 HAWLEY BLVD.
SAN DIEGO, CA 92116

JAN STRACK
8316 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP52A
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1582

JULIAN VESELKOV
PO BOX 580453
NORTH PALM SPRINGS, CA 92258

GLORIA D. SMITH

ADAMS, BROADWELL, JOSEPH & CARDOZO
601 GATEWAY BLVD., SUITE 1000
SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94080

DIANE I. FELLMAN

NEXTERA ENERGY RESOURCES, LLC.
234 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

JASON YAN

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MAIL CODE B13L
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
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SUSAN ELLIS

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
1275 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
PHOENIX, AZ 85007

JANICE ALWARD

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 WEST WASHINGTON

PHOENIX, AZ 85007-2996

JACK MCNAMARA

ATTORNEY AT LAW

MACK ENERGY COMPANY

PO BOX 1380

AGOURA HILLS, CA 91376-1380

JIM KRITIKSON

KRITIKSON & ASSOCIATES, INC.
1997 VIA ARROYO

LA VERNE, CA 91750

DONALD C. LIDDELL
ATTORNEY AT LAW
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL
2928 2ND AVENUE

SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

KEVIN O'BEIRNE

REGULATORY CASE MANAGER

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP32D
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

JOHN KALISH

UNITED STATES BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
PO BOX 581260

PALM SPRINGS, CA 92258

GLENN ELSSMANN

MISSION DEVELOPMENT COMPANY
SUITE C

25814 BUSINESS CENTER DR.
REDLANDS, CA 92374

BRUCE FOSTER

SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
601 VAN NESS AVENUE, STE. 2040

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

BERNARD LAM

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MAIL CODE B10C
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

MICHAEL S. PORTER

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

77 BEALE ST., MAIL CODE 13L RM 1318
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
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ROBERT KARGOLL

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC CO.
77 BEALE ST., MC B13L RM. 1317
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

BRIAN T. CRAGG
ATTORNEY AT LAW

GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI RITCHIE & DAY

505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

JEFFREY P. GRAY

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

GRANT KOLLING

SENIOR ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY
CITY OF PALO ALTO

250 HAMILTON AVENUE, 8TH FLOOR
PALO ALTO, CA 94301

AVIS KOWALEWSKI

CALPINE CORPORATION

4160 DUBLIN BLVD, SUITE 100
DUBLIN, CA 94568

KEITH WHITE
312 KELLER ST
PETALUMA, CA 94952

KEN SIMS

ELECTRIC DIVISION MANAGER
SILICON VALLEY POWER

1601 CIVIC CENTER DR. NO. 201
SANTA CLARA, CA 95050

SUSIE BERLIN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

MC CARTHY & BERLIN, LLP

100 W SAN FERNANDO ST., STE 501
SAN JOSE, CA 95113

WILLIAM B. MARCUS

JBS ENERGY, INC.

311 D STREET, SUITE A
WEST SACRAMENTO, CA 95608

CALIFORNIA ISO

LEGAL AND REGULATORY DEPARTMENT
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD

FOLSOM, CA 95630

J. RICHARD LAUCKHART
BLACK & VEATCH

1215 K STREET, SUITE 1731
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

ORVETT W. SHELBY
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PETER BRAY

PETER BRAY AND ASSOCIATES
3566 17TH STREET, SUITE 2
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94110-1093

MARTIN A. MATTES

ATTORNEY AT LAW

NOSSAMAN, LLC

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, 34TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-4799

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

425 DIVISADERO ST. SUITE 303
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117-2242
FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

BARRY R. FLYNN

FLYNN RESOURCE CONSULTANTS, INC.

5440 EDGEVIEW DRIVE

DISCOVERY BAY, CA 94514

FOR: FLYNN RESOURCE CONSULTANTS, INC.

DAVID MARCUS
PO BOX 1287
BERKELEY, CA 94701

HELENE LEICHTER
ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY
CITY OF SANTA CLARA
1500 WARBURTON AVE.
SANTA CLARA, CA 95050

DEVRA WANG

STAFF SCIENTIST

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL

111 SUTTER STREET, 20TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 95104

FOR: NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL

THOMAS S KIMBALL

MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
1231 11TH STREET

MODESTO, CA 95352-4060

ROBIN SMUTNY-JONES
CALIFORNIA ISO

151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD
FOLSOM, CA 95630

ED CHANG

FLYNN RESOURCE CONSULTANTS, INC.
2165 MOONSTONE CIRCLE

EL DORADO HILLS, CA 95762

JEFFERY D. HARRIS

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905

KAREN MILLS
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C/0 RACHELLE SHELBY LOMAS
PO BOX 246715
SACRAMENTO, CA 95824-6715

PERRY ZABALA
92-1479 ALIINUI DR APT D
KAPOLEI, HI 96707-2244

State Service

BILLIE C. BLANCHARD

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
FOR: ENERGY DIVISION

DIANA L. LEE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4107

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

KENNETH LEWIS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

ROOM 4012

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT ELLIOTT

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SCOTT LOGAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

FOR: ORA

TRACI BONE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5206

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SUSAN LEE

ASPEN ENVIRONMENTAL GROUP

235 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 935
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

FOR: CPUC ENERGY DIVISION (CONSULTANT)

DARRELL FREEMAN

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

DANIEL SUURKASK

WILD ROSE ENERGY SOLUTIONS, INC.
430 8170 50TH STREET

EDMONTON, AB T6B 1lE6

CANADA

BRIAN D. SCHUMACHER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

KEITH D WHITE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NICHOLAS SHER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4007

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT KINOSIAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5202

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

TIMOTHY J. SULLIVAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 2106

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

VICTORIA S KOLAKOWSKI

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5117

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

LON W. HOUSE

WATER & ENERGY CONSULTING
4901 FLYING C RD.

CAMERON PARK, CA 95682

CLARE LAUFENBERG
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1304 ANTRIM DR. STRATEGIC TRANSMISSION INVESTMNT PROGRAM
ROSEVILLE, CA 95747 CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION

1516 NINTH STREET, MS 46

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
KAREN GRIFFIN KEVIN WOODRUFF
EXECUTIVE OFFICE WOODRUFF EXPERT SERVICES, INC.
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 1100 K STREET, SUITE 204
1516 9TH STREET, MS 39 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
MARK HESTERS THOMAS FLYNN
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET, MS 46 ENERGY DIVISION
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 770 L STREET, SUITE 1050
FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
JUDY GRAU
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 NINTH STREET MS-46
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-5512
FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
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