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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of Pacific Gas and Electric
Company (U39E) for Approval and
Recovery of Oakland Clean Energy Application 20-04-013
Initiative Preferred Portfolio
Procurement Costs.

E-MAIL RULING GRANTING ALAMEDA MUNICIPAL POWER
AND NORTHERN CALIFORNIA POWER AGENCY'S
MOTIONS TO EXCLUDE EVIDENCE

Dated October 15, 2020, at San Francisco, California.

/s/ CATHLEEN A. FOGEL
Cathleen A. Fogel
Administrative Law Judge
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From: Fogel, Cathleen A. <cathleen.fogel@cpuc.ca.gov>

Sent: Thursday, October 15, 2020 10:52 AM

To: john.leslie@dentons.com; sue.mara@RTOAdvisors.com; Choe, Candace
<candace.choe@cpuc.ca.gcov>; MNVA@pege.com; NSheriff@Buchalter.com;
bcrageg@goodinmacbride.com; meganmmyers@yahoo.com; Policy@CEDMC.org;
Katherine.Ramsey@SierraClub.org; MBrandt@ebce.org;

cesa regulatory@storagealliance.org; berlin@SusieBerlinLaw.com;
jpinjuv@caiso.com; Jane.luckhardt@ncpa.com; Barbara@BarkovichAndYap.com;
Regulatory@ebce.org; elevitt@alamedaca.gov; yshen@alamedacityattorney.org;
mrw@mrwassoc.com; jessica.miller@vistraenergy.com;
douglass@energyattorney.com; marcie.milner@shell.com; Policy@CEDMC.org;
Fogel, Cathleen A. <cathleen.fogel@cpuc.ca.gov>; Petlin, Gabriel
<gabriel.petlin@cpuc.ca.gov>; Peterson, Kaj <Kaj.Peterson@cpuc.ca.gov>;
Dorland, Kanya <Kanya.Dorland@cpuc.ca.gov>; Hieta, Karin M.
<karin.hieta@cpuc.ca.gov>; Tesfai, Leuwam <leuwam.tesfai@cpuc.ca.cov>; Kito,
Michele <michele.kito@cpuc.ca.gov>; Worhach, Paul
<Paul.Worhach@cpuc.ca.gov>; Ciupagea, Radu <radu.ciupagea@cpuc.ca.gov>;
EBorden@turn.org; havley@turn.org; JLTe@pge.com; K2C0@pge.com;
Grady.Mathai-Jackson@pge.com; MCade@Buchalter.com;
regrelcpuccases@pge.com; mrh2@pege.com; ACohen@AlamedaCityAttorney.org;
Procos@Alamed AMP.com; Paul@BarkovichAndYap.com;
philm@scdenergy.com; JHCaldwell][r@gmail.com; jpinjuv@caiso.com;
Tony.Zimmer@ncpa.com; Carleiech@ceert.org; Regulatory@Braunlegal.com;
blaising@braunlegal.com; ABB@eslawfirm.com

Cc: AL] Docket Office <AL] Docket Office@cpuc.ca.gov>; ALJ Support ID

<alj supportid@cpuc.ca.gcov>

Subject: A.20-04-013: Email Ruling Granting Alameda Municipal Power and
Northern California Power Agency's Motions to Exclude Evidence

A.20-04-013: Email Ruling Granting Alameda Municipal Power and Northern California
Power Agency's Motions to Exclude Evidence

On October 6, 2020, Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) sent an email request to
the Service List for Application (A.) 20-04-013 seeking to include two documents from
Federal Energy Regulatory (FERC) Proceeding Docket No. EL20-63 in the record for this
proceeding. The documents PG&E requested to include in the record of A.20-04-013
are:
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e Answer of Pacific Gas and Electric Company to Petition for Declaratory Order and
Complaint of the City of Alameda and Request for Expedited Dismissal (PG&E
FERC Answer), dated September 9, 2020; and,

e Motion for Leave to File Reply and Reply of Pacific Gas and Electric
Company (PG&E FERC Motion & Reply), dated September 30, 2020.

PG&E filed the FERC Answer and FERC Reply in the FERC proceeding in response to a
Petition for Declaratory Order and Complaint of the City of Alameda (AMP Filing) filed by
AMP before FERC, dated August 10, 2020.

On October 12, 2020, Alameda Municipal Power (AMP) filed a Motion to Oppose PG&E's
October 6, 2020 Request to Enter Documents into the Record (AMP Motion) in A.20-04-
013. Also on October 12, 2020, the Northern California Power Agency (NCPA) filed a
Motion to Strike Exhibits and/or Opposition to Request for Official Notice of Pacific Gas
and Electric Company's Filings in Federal Energy Regulatory Commission Docket EL20-63-
000 (NCPA Motion).

The AMP and NCPA Motions are granted. The PG&E FERC Answer and PG&E FERC
Motion & Reply are not entered into evidence or otherwise included in the record of
this proceeding. We concur with AMP and NCPA that PG&E had the opportunity to
include the arguments, testimony and other components of its Answer and Motion &
Reply in its August 31, 2020 Rebuttal Testimony but did not. Further, we do not agree
that the PG&E Answer and Motion & Reply are essential to providing context and
information regarding the issues in the scope of this proceeding.

So Ruled.
The Docket Office Shall Formally File this Email Ruling.

Cathleen A. Fogel

Administrative Law Judge

California Public Utilities Commission
cathleen.fogel@cpuc.ca.gov
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