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CAPI'I AL OF Sl UCON VALLEY 

TO: Honorable Mayor & FROM: Lee Price 
City Council Members CMC, City Clerk 

SUBJECT: The Public Record DATE: January5,2006 
December 7,2005 -January 4,2006 

ITEMS TRANSMITTED TO THEADMJNISTRATION 

None. 

ITEMS ETLED FOR TRE:PUBLIC RECORD 

(a) 	 Notice of Pacific, Gas, and Electric Company's 2007 General Rate Case (GRC) 
Application Filing, dated December 9,2005, from PG&E. 

@) 	 Memorandum from Director of Finance Scott P. Johnson to City Clerk Lee Price, dated 
December 13,2005, transmitting investment reports for filing within the Public Record. 

(c) 	 Order Instituting Rulemaking to consider refinements to and further deveIopment of the 
Commission's Resource Adequacy Requirements Program,dated December 20,2005 
from Chief Administrative Law Judge Angela K. Minkin. 

(d) 	 Letter from President of the Benyessa Citizens Advisory Council Dale Osborn, dated 
December 19,2005, opposing the proposed project at 1498 Stone Creek Drive, Twin 
Creek Homes, Planning No. PI>-05-069. 

(el 	 Notification of the former NAS Moffett Field RestorationAdvisory Board on Thursday, 
January 12,2006 from 7 to 9:15 p.m. in the fourth floor gallery area of the Mountain 
View City Ha11 at 500 Castxo Street, dated December 22,2005 from BRAC 
Environmental Coordinator Richard Weissenborn. 

(0 	 Notice of filing of Pacific, Gas and Electric Company's PG&E) Pension Contribution 
Application, dated December 22,2005, from PG&E. 

(g) 	 Notice of a hearing on J a n u q  25,2006 of the United States Bankruptcy Court Southern 
District ofNew York in regards to Calpine Corporation, et aI., Case No. 05-60200 
@=), from Kirkland and Ellis LLP., dated December 30,2005. 



ITEMS FXLED FOR THE PUBLIC RECORD (Cont'd.) 

(h) 	 Letter fmm Christine Grenier, dated December 3 1,2005, requesting the San Jose City 
Council consider adopting similar dog protection laws to that of the City of Berkeley. 

\gait,Lee rice 

CMC, City Clerk 



December 9,2005 
TO: STATE, COUNTY AND 
CITY OFFICIALS HECE~E[} 

S.XIJgse CG?Clerk 

NOTICE OF PACIFIC GAS AND ELEC7711C COMPANY'S 
2007 GENERAL RATE CASE (GRC) APPLICATION FIUNG 

WHAT IS A GRC? 
GRC shnds far G e n d  Rate C-. Every threeynars, lnvnstarowned ublmas glch as Pac~fcGas 
and Oecmc Cnmpany P G g f l  are mqurred to file a GRC In wh& the Calrforn~aPubf~cUt fTm~ 
Cornmmlon (CPUCJ sats annuel revenue levels. Annual revenue 1% the t o w  amormt of monsy a 
Wl~tycollects ttrmugh ratss In a grmn ymac 

On December 2,2005, PG8E fllsd an a p p l i e n  asking the CRlC m increase h a  mvanue that 
PG&Eu&as ln dishbuts gas and elsctnc~tyand to ganerats wlectric~ty.In a sacond phmse of ma 
G X .  to be R l d  In M a d  2006, the CPUC wII mnslder the design of efectnc rat- rneanlng ihe 
lewd or prlees c b g e d  to customers far dactnc semcs. Gas rats dmlgn dl be tha subject of a 

W E  REQUESTSA TOTAL INCREASEOFsB49 MlLUON FOR G& AND ELGZTFttC SERIRCE 
PG&E IS mquemng a turn annual muenwe Increase In 2007 of 5889 rnrlllon, or 8.3 percent, wsr  
t4e curmtly authonzsd level of $13.46 blrlon. Thrs l m a s e  conslatsof me f o h l n g :  

An lnereasa m rates lor elsctrfi un 2U07 by S 9 9  rndllcn. or 7.0 penam wsr h cunsntty 
aurhatzedlevelof S10.W bilmMLs ln-e D made upof Wm e l s m m  (I)ha &of dernenng 
slecmnty to PGLE customem ($577 mlllron): and (2) the co!d oloperaung P W s  powsr plants 
($122 rn~llimt).Thrs Incraasadoss not indude the cond eleccnwy proeurmdfor W& c&omsrs, 
An lncmase in rat= for gas service m 20%' by $150 mrlllan, ar4.d percanf over the currently 
authunzed level of k3.M billlcm. Thbs fncrmse does not rnclude the ma d gas prncumd lor 
P a €  c p s t m n a  

PGM1s dm mquesttng appmd for the followmg pmpasafs: 
Furrtrerinmasasof $153 million In 2008 and 52W mrllion In 2009 for stecfncsemce md of $33 
rmlllon lo 2008 and $34 mllnon tn 2009 lor gas smce,  lo cmez incrwas~ngmsis dus to plant 
lnuestment and ~rrllmon. 
Perfwmance standards mlaitng to wslcinsr samca which cwld msuR m nnrenue lncrsasasor 
dscmasssofup to $60 mlltion, dapending upon PG?%Zs peHommce. 

- A  m ~ a n l s mthat shwes wth mstomers a purbon af P a F s  earnlnp that excesd ar fall short 
afaavthonred earnlng levsls by u slgnlffcant arnoum 

InNovwnber2005, the CPUC appmvad W o n  rmreasesdl& Jarnary 1.2006. m ths mmmk 
at8131 milltonfor el6ctnc m c e  and 536 mlllon for gas serulca Azeordlngk PGRFs requeaed 
wmus Incrrtwssel forth In th~sappllcatlm result In en vlwease of $588 m~llion(5.8 percent) for 
decmc #&a and $114 m~llmn(3.3 percsnl) for gas servrce, Iw an ovsrall i n c w s  of $682 rnrlllon 
15O pmmnt) ovet 2005 revenues. as adlusted to reRect the 2006 artmron Inmaser 

PO= PfiYMWT CENTERS 
Add~trmaw,P G Ei.seeking -vd bythe CPUC to dose 84 of fts cotr@mynyopsratedpayment 
cants= 1n June 2007. On August 31,2005, bflm e r k  were maRed to mstomm's rmformlngthem oi 
PGgFs pmposed requsst Customerspmded mmments on me pmpDsed d w m  of ths payment 
centers to the CPUC Publ~cM M W ' s  Offics (PAOJ f r m  Ssptsmbsr 1 to October IS, 2005. 
Customersmay mntinue to subm~rthe~rcornrnemsand mncems an thepmposed dasuras to ths 
PA0 by ealHng. or ssnding lsttsrs or e-malls as part d tha GRC Pmcsed~ng. 

THE KEY REASOMS WHY PG&E IS ASKING FOR INCREASESARE: 
-To conbnue to I n w  In m d  m m t a n  the relbtle and =fo sysmm of power plants, poles, Hires 

p l p a  and equlpmml needed to detlver skctnc~tyand gas to PG&E'scustomers; and 
T o  contrnuem mploy  the people and marntaun the suppon srmetum n a c w  to kmp PG&E 

operating and to pmwde P G X  s customers wlth safe, m l M b  and r e w n s h 9  customer serulce. 

Dmng me m h g s ,  updated lnformaum may b ~ r ~ l r n d wVal could Ehenge me a m t s  
P G E  has requestsdWhat Vhe CPUC &pts may mar from what PGCE has requested 

ESTIMATED IMPACT OF THIS REQUEST ON R A E S  
By law, rates i o r  bundled electrlc resldeWm' customem who u9a lsrs than 1M p e n t  oi thew 
baselrneallowancewill not Increase. It the CPUC appmvss PG&E'smquoSt for en slectnc m u e  
Incnrass, the ball tor a lypleal bundled nrs~dentlalcustomer uslrq 5411 kwh per rnorrth would 
nnmasd $128, or 1.9 percml, Worn $86.10 to $67.38. Indmdua customer bus may drffer. 

Il lhe CPUC a p p w e  t s . F s  mquestfor a gas reverne rate i~ thsbP f u  a typical nrspdtnlid 
customer using 45 t h m s  per month would Incresse929,or 4.5 percem, from $51 01to E3.30, 
Indnodud custom= b~tlsmay d h r .  

PGLE pruwda a more ~llustratlveal lomon of the ptentlal me tncreasss among w s t m w  
dasses under ns proposals rn u blll Insert ia be m l e d  dlreetly to w6tomen Deeembm- 15,2005 
thrwgh January 15,2006 

WBW PAfTIlClPATlON 
7he CPUC vEslcamas tha p l b m  parbctpah. B h &ng on P G E s  GRC appbbon, me CPUC 
MU hold publlc paftmpatmn haanngs to p&e c h r n e r s  wth an oppuriundy to express thew 
m a w .  Notlficatl~not thsss hoanngs WID ba sent to you srthsr by a ssparatw rnaillng, or be tnclud-
ed as a b~l lInsert 

Thme custmmers who cannot enend a hsanng may submil mRteo mrnmmiz tu the CPUC at the 
Ilaed below. All suchmmrspendenee tome CPUC mould Include a foference to P G W s  

2DD7 GRC Appl~canon. 

Endentrsty heanrgs on tho GRCApplbbcm ml also be held In2006. Evldenffarjhsanngsare form4 
heerlnys whem Wssprssent thatr pmposals in tmrnorry and are subjea m cmss-sxarninat~oo 
before an admlntrtratlw law judge. These heanngs are opsn to the p u b l ~ ,but only those wshing 
ta pmsent w~dsnceor crnss-sramlna w~trreszasmay partrupatm. H you would 6ks to parbclpateIn 
the swdmhary heaorgs. please contact the  CPUC's Publlc Adnsclr st the below. 

After wnsldering all +s w e n t a d  during the formal hsanngproesss, the CPUCmUkws a 
d m o h  Wha?lheCPUC adoptsmay drflerbm whsl P G E  has requested. Ifyou wmt m p m p a t a  
m the h e m g s  or ssnd cwnmenk, 11you n w d  mors adwm or mtrrs lnbrmatmn, ar d youwant to get 
mples oftha OPfics of RatnpaprAdvocatss' proposalswhnn they mavalablm,pleass wntu orcall: 

Public Adwar (41s)7M-2074 
Calrfom~aPublic Vbliias Comrn~sson 1-868-84&8390 
505 b%riNem Avenue, Room ZI[M rsU (dl 5)703-SZgL 
SW Franc=. CA 94102 l?Y b l l  trW 1-866-836-7825 
or vm email to: publlcadvlsor@wuc.eagov 

Please refer to P G I h  2007 GRC appRcatlonm your Isttsr,Atl comments wll ba urdeted to tha 
Cmrnrss~nnathe sssrgned admnrstratm I w  judgngs, and E n s w  Div~slooslaw end wll become 
parl of thsfomel wrmspondsnw fils for this application 

FOR FURTHER INFORWTION 
Yw csn gut mom InformanonmrnPGW by m n g  b:Pacifc Gasmd Electnecampany,m 7  GRC 
Applimon PO. 01%7442. San F r a n a q  CA 94120. YUJmay nwew a mpgof P G E s  2007 GRC 
applkation at PGWs corpoats headqtmners V Beale Sbeet, Room 3t20,San Fmnascu CA 
941W, any of K&Ehdlvrslm &as, or at the Sen Frencoco ofice of ths CPVC (50s Van Ness 
AVsrme.San Franusa.CA 94102) H m l m  ma m a  ofha appfirahon abartwhkh you EW rnwnnq 

Esle avim d m - la sol~atudde PGBE a la CWC m d i o s  en le4h f e s  do d & d d  y gs4 
natural. P mlnfomrmon en EspaAoIsobm Qsts pmpuast& por favor escrlba a PGhF. PO Bo* 7442, 
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CAPITAL OF SILIC30N VALLEY 

TO: Lee Price FROM: Scott P. Johnson 

SUBJECT: FILE FOR PUBLIC RECORD: DATE: 12-13-05 
INVESTMENT REPORTS 

Since Febnlary 2004, the City's Monthly Investment Reports are sent via email to the City 
Council and others (including the City Clerk's Office) in addition to posting the reports to the 
City's website The Finance Department had assunled that upon receipt 
of my email, the City Clerk's Office would file the investment reports for the public record. We 
have discovered that our assumption was incorrect. To correct this situation, we are submitting 
the following paper copies of the reports for filing for the public record. 

February 2004 Investment Report 
January 2004through March 2004 Investment Report 
April 2004 hvestment Report 
May 2004 Investment Report 
April 2004 though June 2004 Investment Report 

* July 2004 Investment Report 
August 2004 Investment Report 
Investment Report for the Quarter Ended September 2004 
October 2004 Investment Report 
November 2004 Investment Report 
Investment Report for the Quarter Ended December 3 1,2004 
January 2005 Investment Report ry 

February 2005 Investment Report Ll 5 
Investment Report for the Quarter Ended March 31,2005 o 

m LZ 
April 2005 hvestment Report ,Om- $2r3 
May 2005 Investment Report m m 
Investment Report for the QuarterEnded June 30,2005 

Q?
'i3 Grn 

July 2005 hvestment Report 'd 
F Q

August 2005 Investment Report m 
a 3 

Investment Report for the Quarter Ended September 30,2005 
October 2005 Investment Report 

The quarterly reports prior to June 30,2005 were included as attachments to documents in 
meeting packets for the Making Goverrtment Work Better Committee. However, to make the 
filing of all investment reports complete for public record, we are including all investment 
reports, both monthly and quarterly, in this filing request to you. If you have any questions, 
please contact Julia Cooper, Deputy Director at extensiori 57011. 

I // 
1,//pA$L" 

SCOTT P. J O ~ S O N  
Director, Finance Departmenf 



Order Instituting ~ u l e m & ~to Consider 
Refinements to and Further Development of the 
Commission's Resource Adequacy Requirements Rulemaking 05-12-013 
Program. 

N O T I C E  O F  A S S I G N M E N T  

Please be advised that Rulemaking 05-12-013 is being assigned to President 

Michael R. Peevey and Administrative Law JudgeMark S. Wetzell. 

Dated December 20,2005, at San Francisco, California. 

A~&J,
nl trative Law Judge 
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Sari J Q S ~Cis/Clerk 	 Mailed 1212012005 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Order Instittrting Rulemaking to FILED 
Consider Refinements to and Further PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
DeveIopment of the Commission's DECEMBER 15,2005 
Resource Adequacy Requirements SAN FRANCISCO, CALlFORNIA 
Program. RULEMAKING 05-22-013 

ORDER INSTFTUTING RULEMAKING 

7. 	Summary 
We open this rulemaking to continue our efforts to ensure reIiabIe and 

cost-effective electricity supply in California through refinement and 

augmentation of our adopted program of resource adequacy requirements 

(PCAR). Under this program, estabIished pursuant to Decision (D.) 04-01-050, 

D.04-10-035, and D.05-10-042, investor-owned utiIities (IOUs) as well as the 

electric service providers (ESPs)and c o m d t y  choice aggregators (CCAs) 

operating within the IOUs' service territories (collectively, Ioad serving entities 

or LSEs) are required to demonstrate that they have acquired the resources 

needed to meet their forecasted retail customer load plus a reserve margin. 

The Commission has determined that certain RAR program elements that 

were proposed in earIier proceedings offer the prospect of mare effective 

achievement of RAR goals but require further consideration before they can be 



collaborative approach that both agencies pursued in the development of RAR in 

R.04-04-003. We also invite and weIcome the active participation of the CAISO in 

this rulemaking, as careful coordination of the activities of the CAlSO and those 

of this Commission is indispensable to the success of the RAR program.2 

2. Background 

D.04-01-050, D.04-10-035, and D.05-10-042 established the RAR policy 

framework and determined the basic program parameters. However, as the 

Commission stated in the latter decision: 

While we believe that this decision is a significant step forward, 
it does not represent the final word for resource adequacy in 
California. More work needs to be done. We have deferred 
action on certain RAR program elements that have been 
proposed because, despite their promise of more effectively 
promoting achievement of RAR program goals, they require 
further consideration before they can be implemented. In 
addition, D.04-10-035 identified important "second generation" 
RAR topics, including multi-year RAR and resource tagging, 
and these topics warrant hI1 consideration in the near future. 
Further consideration of RAR issues before this Commission 
will take place in a new, more focused proceeding. 
(D.05-10-042, p. 3.) 

3. Preliminary Scoping Memo 

In this Preliminary ScopingMemo, we briefly describe the issues to be 

considered in this proceeding and the timetable for resolving the proceeding. To 

We note that AB 380 provides that "[tlhe commission, in consultation with the 
Independent System Operator, shdt establish resource adequacy requirements for all 
Ioad serving entities." (Pub. Util. Code 5 380(a) ,) We expect that such consuItation wi1I 
include, but not be limited to, the CAISO's timely participation as a party to this 
proceeding. 



filings should demonstrate fulfillment of the local capacity requirements that will 

be defined in this proceeding. At the same time, as the Commissionhas 

recogmzed, it is important that LSEs have sufficient time after their RA 

obligations have been determined to make their final resource acquisitions. It is 

therefore apparent that the local TCA obligations need to be determined well in 

advance of the September 30 filings. 

Thus, development and implementation of the Iocal dimension of the RAR 

program is the centerpiece and the first priority of this rulemaking. We intend to 

adopt local RAR program elements by June 2006. While it is our intention to 

timely resolve all topics in this rulemaking so that this vital resource program 

can achieve its potential effectiveness as soon as possible, it is critical that 

consideration of the topics listed below not interferewith timely resoIution of the 

local capacity requirements issues. Accordingly, it may be appropriate to 

consider the issues in this proceeding in phases, with local capacity requirements 

constituting the first phase. We delegate to the Assigned Commissioner and the 

Administrative Law Judge (ALJ)the determination of whether and to what 

extent to establish such phases of this proceeding. 

3.2 Implementation of AB 380 

As the Commission noted in D.05-10-042, it is necessary to review the 

requirements of recently enacted AB 380 and take the steps necessary to ensure 

full implementation of this legislation. Among other things, AB 380 requires that 

the Commission establish RAR for all LSEs. However, the current RAR program 

applies only to the three major California IOUs and the ESPs and CCAs 

operating within their service territories. 

We recognize that the current RAR program m y  not be appropriate for 

the smaller and multi-jurisdictional IOUs. This rulemaking will be the primary 
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3.5 General Order 

D.0410-035 announced the Commission's expectation that a "tangible 

work product" of future proceedings would be the creation of a new 

Commission general order that assembles the Commission's RAR regulations 

into a single source document. (D.0410-035, pp. 4445.3 D.05-10-042 noted that 

"it would be helpful for our staff to present a general order that compiles into a 

single source document the elements of the RAR program." (D.05-10-042, p. 97.) 

Our staff is preparing a draft general order in response to these statements by the 

Commission. We will provide for comments and replies on this draft general 

order, and direct the assigned ALJ to establish a schedule for such comments and 

replies after the draft general order is published by staff. 

3.6 Second Generation RAR Topics 

D.04-10-035 identified certain "second generation" topics that, at the time 

that decision was issued, warranted deferred consideration. These include a 

multi year forward commitment concept and a resource tagging and trading 

concept. Subject to the priority consideration of local resource adequacy 

requirements, we will consider such topics Inthis rulemaking. 

We note that on August 25,2005, our staff issued a white paper on the 

subject of capacity markets and that comments and replies pertaining to the 

white paper were filed in R.04-04-003onSeptember 23,2005 and October 11, 

2005, respectively. We are ordering that the record of R.0404-003as to resource 

adequacy be avaiIable in this rulemaking. Therefore, the white paper and the 

comments and replies are a part of the record herein. 

4. Category of Proceeding 

The CommissionJsRules of Practice and Procedure require that an order 

instituting rulemaking preliminarily determine the category of the proceeding 
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The preliminary schedule for local resource adequacy is set forth below. 

Subject to further determination by the Assigned Commissioner and the ALJ, 

other issues in this proceeding may be considered according to this schedule to 

the extent that such considerationdoes not interfere with timely consideration 

and resolution of local RAR. This schedulewilI be discussed at, and hrther 

refined following, the PHC. Similarly, the schedule for consideration of issues 

not addressed according to the schedule for local RAR wiIl be taken up at the 

PHC. This proceeding will conform to the statutory case management deadline 

for satesettingmatters, set forth in Pub. Util. Code § 1701.5,and the assigned 

Commissioner will provide more guidance on this point in the Scopislg Memo to 

be issued following the PHC. 

LocaI RAR proposals January 24,2006 

PHC Statements Due January, 2006 

Prehearing Conference January, 2006 

ScopingMemo February, 2006 

Workshops January -
March, 2006 

Comments and replies March-ApriI, 2006 

Draft Decision on Local RAR May 16,2006 

Final Decision on Local RAR June 15,2006 

6. Parties and Senrice List 

Interested persons wilI have 20 days from the date of mailing to submit a 

request to be added to the service list for this proceeding. Since our order names 

electric corporations, ESPs, and CCAs respondents to this rulemaking, by virtue 

of that fact they will appear on the official service list. We will also serve this 

order on those who are on the service lists for R.04-04-003. 
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"interested person" and only off-the-record communications between these two 

entities are "ex park comunications."7 

By law, oraI expark  comunications may be permitted by any 

commissioner if all interested parties are invited and given not less than three 

business days' notice. If such a meeting is granted to any individuaI party, all 

other parties must be granted individuaI ex parte meetings of a substantially 

equal period of time and shall be sent a notice at the time the individual request 

is granted. Written ex parte communications may be permitted provided that 

copies of the communication are transmitted to all parties on the same day. 

(Pub.Util. Code 5 1701.3(c); Rule 7{c).)En addition to complyingwith all of the 

above requirements, parties must report ex parte communicaz-ionsas specified in 

Rule 7.1. 

Therefore, IT IS ORDERED that: 

I. The Commission institutes this mIemaking on its own motion to continue 

its efforts to ensure reliable and cost-effective eIectriciv supply in California 

through refinement and further development of its adopted program of resource 

adequacy requirements. 

2. The Ioad-servingentities named in Appendix A are respondents to this 

proceeding. 

3. This is the successor proceeding to the Commission's procurement 

rulemaking, R.04-04-003, as to resource adequacy requirements. The record 

developed in that proceeding as to resource adequacy requirements is fully 

available for consideration in this proceeding. 

7 See Rules of Practice and Procedure, Rules 5(e), 5(f), and 5 @ ) .  



8. The Assigned Commissioner ar the ALJ may make any revisions to the 

scheduling determinations made herein as necessary to facilitate the efficient 

management of the proceedinga 

This order is effective today. 

Dated December 15, 2005, at San Francisco, CaIifornia. 

MICHAEL R. PEEVEY 
President 

GEOFFREY F. BROWN 
SUSAN P. KENNEDY 
DIAN M. GRUENEICH 
JOHN A. BOHN 

Commissioners 



RESPONDENT LOAD SERVING ENTITIES 
(Public UtiIities Code Section 380(j)) 

EIectric Corporations 

David Coyle (909) 
General Manager 
Anza Electric Co-Operative,Inc. 
58470 Highway 371 
Anza, CA 92539-1909 

Raymond R. Lee 19063 
Chief Operating Officer 
Mountain Utilities 
P. 0.Box 205 
Kirkwood, CA 95646 

Brian Cherry (39) 
Director, Regulatory Relations 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
BlOC 
P. 0.Box 770000 
SanFrancisco, CA 94177 

Douglas Larson (901) 
Vice President, Regulation 
PacifiCorp 
201 S, Main 
SaltLake City, UT 84140 

Robert Marshall (908) 

General Manager 

PIumas Sierra Rural Electric Coop. 

P. 0.Box 2000 
Portola, CA 96122-2000 



R.05-12-1013ALJ/MSW/ sid 

Electric Service Providers 

Michael Mazur (1350) 
3Phases Energy Services 
21130 Sepulveda Blvd., Suite 37 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 

Frank Annunziato (1258) 
American Utility Network (A.U.N.) 
10705Deer Canyon Drive 
Alta Lorna, CA 91737 

Lili Shahriari (1355) 
AOL Utility Corp. 
112752Barrett Lane 
Santa Ana, CA 92705 

Stacy Aguayo (1361) 

APS Energy Services Company, Inc. 

400 E. Van Buren Street, Suite 750 

Phoenix, AZ 85004 


RandaIl Prescott (1366) 
BP Energy Company 
501 Westlake Park Bhd. 
Houston, TX 77079 

Kevin Boudreaux (1362) 

Calpine PowerAmerica-CA, LLC 

4160 Dublin Blvd. 

Dublin, CA 94568 


George Hanson (1363 
City of Corona 
Department of Water and Power 
730Corporation Yard Way 
Corona, CA 92880 



R.05-12-013 ALJ /MSW/ sid 

Thomas Darton (1365) 
Pilot Power Group, Inc. 
9320 Chesapeake Drive, Suite 112 
San Diego, CA 92123 

Rick C. Noger (1370) 
Praxair Plainfield, Inc. 
2711 Centerville Road, Suite 400 
Wilmington, DE 19808 

Mike Kasaba (1368) 
Quiet Energy 
3311 Van Allen Place 
Topanga, CA 90290 

Megan Sanders (1364) 
Sempra Energy Solutions 
101Ash Street, HQ09 
San Diego, CA 92101-3017 

Kerry Hughes (1351) 
Strategic Energy, Lid. 
7220 Avenida Encinas, Suite 120 
Cxlsbad, CA 92209 

In addition, any electric service provider that, subsequent to the date of the order 
instituting this rulemaking, becomes registered to provide serviceswithin the 
service territory of one or more of the respondent electric corporations through 
direct access transactions shall, upon such registration, become a respondent to 
this proceeding. 

Community Choice Aggregators 

Any community choice aggregator that, subsequent to the date of the order 
instituting this rulemaking, becomes registered to provide services within the 
service territory of one or more of the respondent electric corporations through 
community choice aggregation transactions shall, upon such registration, become 
a respondent to this proceeding. 

( E N D  OF A P P E N D I X  A )  
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APPENDIX B 

Alameda Power and Telecom 

Valerie 0.Fong 

2000 Grand Street 

Alarneda, CA 94501 


California Department of Water Resources 

SusanLee 

3310 EI Camino Avenue, Suite 100 

Sacramento, CA 95821 


City of Anaheim 

Mark Frazee 

201S. Anaheim Boulevard, Suite 802 

Anaheim, CA 92805 


City of Azusa 

Bob Tang 

729 North Azusa Avenue 

Azusa, CA 91702 


City ofBurbank 

Richard Corbi 

164W. MagnoIia 

Burbank, CA 92503 

City of Corona 

George Ifanson 

730 Corporation Yard Way 

Corona, CA 92880 


California Department of Water Resources 
Peter Garris 
3310 El Camino Avenue, Suite 100 
Sacramento, CA 95821 

City of Anaheim 
Stephen Sciortino 
202 S. Anaheim Boulevard, Suite 802 
Anaheim, CA 92805 

City of Anaheim 
Marci Edwards 
202 S.Anaheim Boulevard, Suite 802 
Anaheim, CA 92805 

City of Banning 
Fred Mason 
99 East Ramsey Avenue 
Banning, CA 92220 

City of CoIton, Public Utilities 
Jeannette Olko 
150 South 10th Street 
Colton, CA 92324 

City of Glendale 
Ignado Troncoso 
141N.GIendale Avenue, 4th LeveI 
Glendale, CA 91206 



R.05-12-023 ALJ/MSW/ sid 

Imperial Irrigation District 
Glenn 0.Steiger 
333 E. Barioni Blvd. 
Imperial, CA 92251 

Los Angeles Water & Power 
Randy Howard 
XI1 North Hope Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Metropolitan Water District Headquarters 
Mailing address: 
P.O. Box 54153 
Los Angeles, CA 90054-0153 

Northern California Power Agency 
Don Dame 
180 Cirby Way 
Roseville, CA 95678 

Redding Electric 
Tim NichoIs 
777 Cypress Avenue 
Redding, CA 96049 

Roseville Electric 
Tom Green 
2090 HilItop Circle 
RosevilIe, CA 95747 

Los AngeIes Water & Power 
Ron Deaton 
111 North Hope Street 
b s  Angeles, CA 90012 

Modesto Irrigation District 
Allen Short 
123111thStreet 
Modeste, CA 95354 

Northern California Power Agency 
Jim Pope 
180Cirby Way 
Roseville, CA 95678 

Redding Electric 
Jim Fielder 
77'7 Cypress Avenue 
Redding, CA 96049 

Roseville EIectric 
Tom Habashi 
2090 Hilltop Circle 
Roseville, CA 95747 

Sacramento Municipal Utility District 
Tom Tngwers 
6301S Sheet 
P.O. Box 15830 
Sacramento, CA 95852-1830 



City of Hercules 
111 Civic Drive 
Hercules, CA 94547 

El Dorado Irrigation District 
2890 Mosquito Road 
Placerville, CA 95647 

City of Inglewood Water 
One Manchester Blvd. 
Inglewood, CA 90301 

Gridley Municipal Utilities 
685 Kentucky Street 
Gridley, CA 95948 

Hetch Hetchy Water & Power 
City & County ofSan Francisco 
1155Market Street, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, GI 94103 

Lompoc Utility Services/ Electrical 
100 Civic Center Plaza 
Lompoc, CA 93438 

City of Lakewood 
5050 Clark Avenue 
Lakewood, CA 90712 

City of Hemet 
4-45 E.Florida Ave. 
Hemet, CA 92543 

East Bay MunidpaI Utility Dist~ict 
P.O. Box 24055 
Oakland, CA 94625-1055 

HealdsburgMunicipal Electric Dept. 
401Grove Street 
P.O. Box 578 
Healdsburg, CA 95448 

Lodi MunicipaI Electric System 
2331 South Ham Lane 
Call Box 3006 
Lodi, CA 95242 

tong Beach Gas Department 2 
East SpringStreet 
Long Beach, CA 90806 



City of San Diego Water 

202 C Street 

San Diego, CA 92101 


City of Sari Jose 

200 East Santa Clara St. 

San Jose,CA 95113 


City of Santa Ana Water 

James G.Ross 

20 Civic Center Plaza, M-21 

Santa Ana, CA 92702 


City of Santa Cruz Water 

100Loch liornond Way 

Felton, CA 95018 


City of Sunnyvale 
P.O. Box 3707 

SunnyvaIe, CA 94088-3707 


Water Replenishment District of So. Ca. 

12621E. 166th  Street 

Cerritos, CA 90703 


City of San Francisco Water 

1155Market St., 11th floor 

San Francisco, CA 94103 


City of San Marces 

2 Civic Center Drive 

San Marcos, CA 92069 


Silicon Valley Power 

1500 Warburton Avenue 

Silicon Valley, CA 95050 


Southern CaIifornia Public Power Authority 

(SCPPA) 

225 South Lake Avenue, Ste 1250 

Pasadena, CA 91101 


City of VictorviIle 
14343Civic Drive 
P.O.Box 5001 

Victorville, CA 92393-5001 


City of Woodland 
300 First Street 


. Woodland, CA 95695 




D e c  20 05 D4:29p RngeLina Bostuick 

Berryessa Citizens Advisory Councib
yA&yp%@l 

'December 19.2005 Sent via ernait and/or fax 

Mr. Stephen M. Haase, AICP 

Director of Oept. of Planning, Buildingand Code Enforcement 

200 E. Santa Clara St. 

San Jose, CA 95113-1905 


Re: PD-05-069,(1498 StoneCreek Dr,Twin Creek Homes) 

Dear Mr. Haase and Planning Commissioners, 

On behalf of the Berryessa Citizens Advisory Council {BCAC)we are respeclfully submitting this fetterfor the 
record, as it relates to t h e  above referencedproject. 

Although BCAC supports development of this parcel, BCAC does not support the projectas it is currently 
proposed. 

The surrounding neighborhoodconsists of single family homes with approximately 6500 or more square foot lots 
with standard 60 by 100foot dimensions. The proposed project has narrow 40 foot lots wrth tandem garages. 
The tandem garages will encourage parking to overflowonto the existing neighborhood. The proposed project is 
an example of spot zoning by allowing a higher density that is not harmonious with the current neighborhood. 

BCAC does support devetopment with no more than four lots for this location. At four lots each would be 
approximately 60 feet wide, allow for standard twocar garages, and will be in conformance with the existing 
neighborhood. Higher density housing is being built throughout District4, however this location makes much 
more sense for standard 60 foot width lots. 

BCAC respectFully requests that the planning commission not recommend the PD designation change. 

Sincerely, 

6 

President, Berryessa Citizens Advisory Council 
408-926-6106 


Cc: Sanhita Mallkk, Chuck Reed 

BCAC his bcen a neighhorboodassociation since 1973. Rcsidcnk of Sari Josz City Council Dishict 4 andlor ~ h cBerrye~-~Union 
School Uistnct arc eliglblc !u join RCAC. BCAC mwls a1 7:30PM on thc sccond Monday oreach month at tile Berryessa Community 
Cwter. Visit tlleir web sirc at wmrw.BcacOnline.orq 

-. -- --



Datemime: 


Location: 


Former NAS Moffett Field 
Mountain View, California 

RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD MEETING 
AGENDA 

Thursday, January 12,2006,7 to 995  p.m. 

Mountain View City Hall, Fourth Floor Gallery 
500 Castro Street, Mountain View, CA 94041 

WELCOME AND lNTRODUCT10NS 
REVIEW AGENDA 
PRIOR MINUTES APPROVAL (November 17,2005) 
CIRCULATE DOCUMENT SIGN-UP SHEETS 

INTRODUCE NEW RAB APPLICANT(S) -RAB ELECTION 

SlTE 29 (HANGAR I)EEICA SCHEDULE 

SlTE 27 REMEDIAL DESIGN 

MOFFETT FIELD HYDROGEOLOGY 

ELECTION RESULTS 

RAB BUSINESS: 

RAB RELATED ANNOUNCEMENTS 

NEXT RAB MEETING: March 9,2006,Jto 9:30p.m. 

FUTURE RAB TOPICS 


ADJOURN 

RAB meeting minutesam posted on the Navy'senvironmentalWeb page at: 
www.navybraepmo.o~raebasealeal~rnlalmo~ttl 



FORMER NAS MOFFETT FIELD 

RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD 


MOUNTAIN VIEW CITY HALL, FOURTH FLOOR GALLERY 

MOUNTAIN VIEW, CALIFORNIA 94041 


NOTE: A glossay isprovided on the lustpage of tlzese minutes. 

Subject: RAB MEETING MINUTES 

The Restoration Advisory Board CRAB) meeting for the former Naval Air Station WAS) Moffett 
Field was held on Thursday, 17November 2005 at the Mountain View City Hall, Fourth Floor 
Gallery, in Mountain View, California. Mr. Rick Weissenbom, the Base ReaIignment and 
Closure (BRAC) Environmental Coordinator for MoffettField and RAB Co-Chair, opened the 
meeting at 7:20 p.m. 

WELCOME 

Mr. Weissenborn introduced hirnseIf, welcomed everyone in attendance, and asked for self-
introductionsof those present. The Moffett Field RPlLB meeting was attended by: 

RAB Members Regulators Navy Consultants & NASA PubIic & Other 
Navy Support 

11 6 3 4 2 12 

Mr. Weissenbom indicated that copies of the agenda and meeting packets would be made 
available shortly. Ms.Bob Mess, RAB Community Co-Chair, informed the attendees of an 
additional agenda item, a presentation by Mr. David Mickunas from the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) on air sampling at Orion Park. 

DOCUMENTS FOR REVIEW 

Sign-up sheets for the folIowingdocuments were circulated during the meeting: 



RAB member Mr. Lenny Siege1 commended EPA on conducting these tests and using 
technology such as TAGA. He emphasized the need to take action about the indoor air 
quality issues at Orion Park, since military families are continuallybeing exposed to 
elevated levels of contaminants such as TCE. 

RAB member Ms. JaneTurnbull asked if generalizations about indoor air quality at 
Orion Park could be made from the units that were sampled. Ms. Lee responded that 
there are several units that have not been sampled and while it is hard to draw absolute 
generalizations, some spikes were detected over high plume concentrations and it is clear 
there is soil gas vapor intrusion through preferred pathways at Orion Park. EPA is 
concerned about the elevated levels of air contaminants and is looking to the Navy to 
conduct necessary remediation. 

I Mr. Don Chuck from NASA stated that they are already taking preliminary steps to clean 
indoor air inside their buildings. The Heating, Ventilation, and Air Conditioning (HVAC) 
system in Building 15 is being fixed to eliminate vapors and NASA is looking into 
engineering controls for Building N2 10. 

A community member asked how all this affects the Mountain View area in general. Mr. 
Moss spoke briefly to the various contaminated sites in Santa Clara and the Bay Area. 
Ms. Lee infomed the attendees h a t  EPA hosted a community meeting in January 2003 
to facilitatea consolidation of individual efforts at cleaning up sites in the Mountain 
View area -Moffett Field, Middlefield-Ellis-Whisman(MEW), GTE Government 
Systems site, and the SASCO Chemical Company site. 

Mr. RichardEckm RAB member, said that Orion Park residents should be infomed of 
these latest findings and cleanup should be undertaken as a priority. 

In response to a question from a community member, Mr. Weissenborn provided a brief 
overview of the cleanup process for those new to RAB meetings. He stated that cleanup 
begins with site evaluation. Different sites on Moffett Field have different contaminants 
of concern. If an unacceptable risk is detected during site evaluation, the party 
responsibIe for contaminatingthe site conductsnecessary remediation. For instance, an 
unacceptable risk was posed to ecological receptors from the contaminants on Site 27 -
hence the Navy is cleaning it up to acceptable levels. 

There are two things that often cause controversyduring the environmental cleanup 
process. Firstly, mutual agreement between regulators and other stakeholderson the 
potentially responsible party (PRP). And secondly, the level to which the site needs to be 
cIeaned up. rdr. Weissenborn also explained that the Navy has to work within funding 
appropriations by the U.5.Congress and has tojustify its monetary expenditure on 
environmental cleanup. He added that projections indicate that by using pump and treat 
technoIogy, cleaningthe groundwater under Moffett Field could take over 300 years. 

FIEGULATORY UPDATE 

Ms. Lee informed the RAB that Ms. Lida Tan, EPA Remedia1Project Manages for Hangar I and 
sites 25 and 27, is not on the Moffett team anymore. She will be leading EPA Region IX's efforts 
in assisting China develop environmental controls. Mr. ChristopherCora is taking over 
oversight of Hangar 1, and site 25 and 27 project managers have yet to be identified. 



preceded by an open house to enable answering community questions and concerns one-
on-one. 

SOUTH OF HIGHWAY 101 GROUNDWATER SAMPLING DATA 

Ms. Lee presented informationon EPA's groundwater sampling investigation being conducted 
south of Orion Park in the vicinity of Highway I01 and Moffett Boulevard. EPA believes that 
while there are onsite sources of contamination at Orion Park, chemicals Erom external sources 
are also flowing onto Moffett FieId. The goal of EPA's groundwater investigation is to determine 
the extent and possible sources of contamination in the study area. The contaminants of concern 
are TCE and its degradation products. The Navy had planned on conducting this offsite sampling 
effort; however, they were not able to use appropriated funding for offsite investigations. Hence, 
EPA is conducting the investigation in coordination with stakeholders such as the Navy and 
Army, and with monetary assistance fiom NASA. 

Samplingwas conducted in the fall. Due to limited finding, only 20 of the 38 proposed locations 
were sampled. Before sampling began, EPA hand delivered notification fliers to residents in the 
area. Ms. Lee presented slides identifying the sampling locations and the sequence in which they 
were sampled, both in the upper and lower aquifer zones. A handout with a summary of the 
sampling results was provided to the attendees. She added that the hat spots would need Eurther 
investigation. EPA is in discussion with the Water Board and the Department of Toxic 
Substances Control and will keep the RAB informed of next steps. 

The foIIowing questions and concerns were asked about the presentation: 

RAB member Steve Sprugasci asked if EPA is coordinating with the MEW companies on 
this groundwater investigation. Ms. Lee stated that the MEW companies weren't asked to 
participate since EPA is not aware of a link between the Orion Park and MEW plumes. 
RAB member Mr. James McClure added that the MEW companies conducted an 
investigation in the 1990sto the west, a third of the way over to Stevens Creek, and 
resuIts indicated that the contaminationhas not gone over. They have been monitoring 
and pumping since then to prevent migration of contaminants. 

A community member said that historically there were many wells in that area and asked 
whether EPA has looked into them. Mr. Chuck pointed out that per the direction of the 
Santa CIara VaIley Water District (SCVWD) all abandoned weIls have to be demolished 
or removed. 

In response to a question by Mr. Siegel, Ms. Lee stated that the samples at Shenandoah 
housing were non-detects for TCE. 

There was a brief discussion on the origins of TCE. It was pointed out that it was used as 
a universal solvent for cleaning chips, aircraft parts, etc. 

SITE 27 REMEDIAL DESIGN 

Mr. Siegel suggested that the Site 27 presentation be postponed to the next meeting if that was 
okay with the RAB. Everyone concurredwith this change in the agenda. 

Ms. Libby Lucas, M B  member, said since Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 
headquarters are located at NASA, it is important to consider earthquakepreparedness at Moffett 
FieId. In that regard, the U.S. Asmy Corps should be encouraged to reinforce the levy at Site 27 
whle  the remediation is being done. Mr. Weissenborn said that while it would be hard to get the 



Park, however, the Navy can't, under fiscal law, use appropriated fundingto identify 
sources upgradient of W o n  Park. 

RAB BUSINESS 

RAB Schedule -The next meeting is scheduled for Thursday, 12 January 2006, from 7 to 9:15 
p.m. at the Mountain View City Hall, Fourth FIoor Gallery. 

Future RAB Topics -The following topics were identified as potential agenda items: 

Site 27 Remedial, Design; 

Orion Park Sampling Results (if available); 

A community member requested information on projects that have successfully dealt 
with TCE as a contaminant; 

East-side Aquifer Treatment System (EATS) update in March; 

Mr. Weissenborn said that a few new RAB applications have been received - he 
suggested conducting a new member election at the next meeting; 

Ms. Tumbull recommended a presentation be made on groundwater contour maps; 

Mr. Siege1 recommended having an educational presentation to answer some basic 
questions for people new to RAB meetings. Mr. Chuck said that he recently presented 
informationon the region's hydrogeology and would be happy to share that with the 
RAB. 

Adjourn -The meeting was adjourned at 9130 p.m. and Mr. Weissenborn thanked everyone for 
attending. 

Mr. Weissenborn can be contacted with any comments or questions: 

Mr. Rick Weissenborn 
BRAC EnvironmentalCoordinator, former NAS Moffett Field 


Department of the Navy 

BRAC Program Management Ofice West 


1455 Frazee Road, Suite 900 

San Diego, CA 92108-43 10 


Phone: (619) 532-0952 Fax: (619) 532-0995 

E-rnaii: richard.weissenborn@navy.mil 


mailto:weissenborn@navy.mil


Iecernber 22,2005 
33:STATE, COUNTY AND 
:ITY OFF~C ED 

%Ilase City CCrk 
Why is PG&E filing this Application? 
On December 20,2005, PGaE f~Cedan appl~catlon asklng the California Publ~c Util~ties Commission 
to increase the revenue for PG&E to distribute gas and electr~cityand to generate efectncity. The 
increased-revenue will be used to make a contribution to PG&E1sRetirement Plan trust, commonly 
referred to as a pension contribution. As a result of Decision No. 05-12-046, th~s Increase will be 
collected in rates beginning January 1, 2006, subject to refund depending on the outcome of this 
application. Pension contr~butions in 2007 and later are betng addressed in PG&Ek 2007 General 
Rate Case, Application No. 05-12-002. 


PG&E is requesting an increase of $155 milllon 

In this application, P G G  Isrequesting a total revenueincrease in 2006 of $155 million, or 1.2 percent, 

over the 2005 authorized level of $13.46 billion. This total consists of (1) an increase for electric 
service of $1 11.7 million, or 7 .1  percent, over the 2005 authorized level of $10.02 billion. and (2)an 
increase tor gas service of $43.3 million, or 7.3 percent, over the 2005 authorized level of $3.44billion. 

According to PGE, the funded status of PGBES Retirement Plan trust has slipped below 100 percent 

and Is moving lower. She reason why PG&E is asking for the total increaseof $155 million in 2006 

is to take the first step toward bringing the funded status back up to 100 percent. P G E  projects 

that if the same contributions are approved and made in the years 2007 thmbgh 2009, then the 

funded status will be 100 percent at the beginning 2010. 


By law, rates for bundled electric residentialcustomers who use less than 130% of their baseline 

allowance will not increase. If the CPUC approves PG&E's request for an etectrlc increase, the bill 

for a typical bundled service residential customer using 540 kwh per month In2006 would increase 

$0.20 from $66.17 to $66.37, based on 2005 rates currently in effect. The bill for a typical bundled 

service residential customer using approximately twice the average baseline allowance, 840 kwh 

per month, would increase $1-93from $122.63 to $124.56. Individual customer bills may differ. 


If the CPUC approves PG&E'srequest for a gas rate increase,the billfor a typical residential customer 

using 45 therrns per month wouGd increase $0.67, from $51.01 to $51.68. Individual customer bills 


PG&E will provide a more illustrative allocation of the potential rate Increases among customer 

classes under Its proposal in a bill insert to be mailed directly to customers in January 2006. 


What if I want more information about this application or have commentsor concerns? 

In addition to the detailed explanation below, you may contact the CPUC's Public Advisor w~th 

comments or questions as follows: 


The Public Advisor 415.703.2074 

California Public Utilities Commission 1.866.849.8390 (tollfree) 

505Van Ness Avenue, Room 2103 TW 415.703.5282 

San Francisco, CA 94102 TYY toll free 1.866.836.7825 

Public.advisor@cpuc.ca.gov 


Please refer to PG&E1sPension ApplTcation in your letter. All cumments will be circulated to the 

Commissioners, the assigned Administratwe Law Judge and Energy Division staff and will become 

part of the formal correspondence record for the proceeding. 


M E  CPUC PROCESS 

The CPUC's Independent Office of Ratepayer Advocates {ORA)w~llreview this application, analyze 

the proposal,and presentan Independent analysis and recommendations for the CPUG'sconsideration. 

Other part~es will also part~cipate. 


The CPUC may hold evidentlaty hearings where parties present their proposals In testimony and 

are subject to cross-examlnation before an administrative law judge. These hearings are open to 

the public, but only those wishing to present evidence or cross-examine witnesses may participate. 


After considering all proposals and evidence presenteddunng the hearing process, the CPUC will 

issue a decision. When the CPUC acts on this apphcation, it may adopt all or part of PG&E's 

request, amend or modify it, or deny the application. The CPUC's final decision may be different 

from PG&E1sproposal. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
To obtain information from PGBE, write to: Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Pension Application, 

Box 7442, San Francisco, CA 94120. Customers may review a cow of any of PG&E1sapplications 
at its corporate headquarters 177 Beale Street, Room 3120, San Francisco, CA 94105), any of ~ t s  
division offices, or at the San Francisco office of the CPUC (505 Van Ness, San Francisco, CA 
94102). Mention the name of the appl~cation about which you are inquidng. 

Para inforrnacion en EspaAol sobre Bsta solicitud, por favor, escriba a Pacific Gas and EFectric 
Company: P.0. Box 7442, San Francisco, CA 94120,"Attention: Pension Application." 

. 




Hearing Date: January 25,2006 
Hearing Time: 10:00 a.m. 

f?ECEI'V'ED 
muam & LLP %IJ Q S ~City C$rkCitigroup Center 
153East 53'* Street 
New YorlgNY 10022-4611 JAW -h P 1- 5b 
Telephone: (2I23 446-4800 
Facsimile: (212) 446-4900 
Richard M. Cieri (RC6062) 
Matthew A. Cantos(MC 7727) 
Edward Sassower (ES 5823) 
Robert G. Bums (RI3 0970) 

Counsel for the Debtors and Debtors in Possession 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCYCOURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

In re: 1 Chapter 11 
Calpitle Corporation, gt aL, ) 

) Case No. 05-60200 (BRL) 
Debtors. ) Jointly Administered 

NOTICE OF HEAJUNG ON JANUARY 25,2006 

PLEASE T m NOTICE that a hearing (the "'Hearing") is scheduled on 

January 25,2006 at 10:OO a.m before the Honorable Burton R. Lifland at the United States 

Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of New York, Alexander Hamilton Custom House, 

One Bowling Green, 6'hFloor, New York, NY 10004-1408, an the motions/applications listed 

on Exhibit A, or soon thereafter as counsel may be heard 

PEXASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that the Hearing may be adjourned 

thereafter from time to time without further notice . 

PLEASE TAKEFURTmR NOTICE that Objections, if any, must be in 

writing, shall conform to the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure and the Local Rules of the 

Bankruptcy Court and shall be filed with the Bankruptcy Court electronically by ~gisteredusers 

of the Bankruptcy Court" case filing system (the User's Manual for the Electronic Case Filing 

System can be found at <www.nysb.uscourts.gov~,the official website for the Bankruptcy 

Court) and, by all other parties in interest, on a 3.5 inch disk, preferably in Portable Document 



Hearing Date: January 25,2006 
Hearing Time: 1Or00 a.m. 

Exhibit A 

Motion of the Debtors for Entry of an Order Authorizing the Debtors to (0
Prepare a Consolidated List of Creditors and Equity Security Holders in Lieu of a 
Mailing Matrix, (XI) File a Consolidated List of the Eighty Largest Unsecured 
Creditors, and (111) Mail Initial Notices (Docket No. 4) 

Motion of the Debtors for Interim and Final Orders Determining Adequate 
Assurance of Payment for Future UtiIity Services (Docket No. 6 )  

Motion for Order Authorizing Debtors to (I)Continue to Use Existing Cash 
Management System and Bank Accounts; (In Continue Intercompany 
Transactions and Provide Administrative Priority Status to Postpetition 
Intercompany Claims; (111) Continue to Use Existing Checks and Business Forms 
and (IV) Continue to Use Existing Investment Practices (Docket No. I I) 

Motion of the Debtors for Entry of an Order Authorizing Them to Continue Their 
Insurance Programs and Granting Related Relief (Docket No. 14) 

Motion for Order Under 11 U.S.C. Sections 10211) and 105 and Fed. R Bankr. P. 

2002(m), 9006,9007 and 9014 Establishing (I) Omnibus Hearing Dates and (I€) 

Certain Notice, Case Management and Administrative Procedures 

(Docket No. 16) 


Emergency Motion (A) for hterim and Final Orders Authorizing the Debtors to 
(I) Continue to Honor Prepetition Trading Contracts; (11) Enter Into New 
Postpetition Trading Contracts and (111) Pledge Collateral Under Prepetition and 
Postpetition Trading Contracts; (B) For a Final Order Authorizing the 
Assumption of Prepetition Trading Contracts; and (C) For an Ex Parte Bridge 
Order Authorizing Interim Relief Pending "First Day" Hearing (Docket No. 17) 

Application to Employ by the Debtors for Entry of an Order Authorizing the 
Employment of Kirkland & Ellis LLP as Attorneys for the Debtors 
(Docket No. 19) 

Application for an Interim Order Authorizing the Employment and Retention of 
Miller BucHre & Co., LLC as Financial Advisors and Investment Bankers to the 
Debtors (Docket No. 24) 

Application for an Interim Order Authorizing the Employment and Retention of 
AP Services, LLC as Crisis Managers to the Debtors (Docket No. 45) 

Application for an Order Authorizing the Employment and Retention of PA 
Consulting Group, Inc.as Energy Industry ConsuItants b the Debtors 
(Docket No. 47) 

Motion of the Debtors for Entry of an Order Authorizing the Debtors to Employ 
and Compensate Certain Professionals Utilized in the Ordinary Course of the 
Debtors~usinesses(Docket No. 56) 

Emergency Motion for (I) Interim Orders (A) Authorizing the Debtors to (1) 
Obtain Postpetition Secured Financing Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. Sections 105,36 1, 
362,364(~)(1),364(c)(2), 364(c)(3) and 364(e), (2) Utilize Cash ColIateral 
Pursuant to 1I U.S.C.Section 363, and (3) Provide Adequate Protection to 
Certain hepetition Lenders Pursuant to 11U.S.C. Sections 361,362 and 363 and 



Vazquez, Yolande 

From: Christine Grenier [christinegrenier@earthlink.net] 

Sent: Saturday, December 31,2005 3:37PM 

To: cityclerk@sanjoseca.gov;judy.chirco@sanjose~~gov;District1O@sanjoseca.gov; 
dave.cortese@sanjoseca.gov;district7@sanjoseca.gov; DistrictG@sanjoseca.gov; 
District5@sanjoseca.g0~;District4@sanjoseca.gov;district3@sanjoseca.gov; 
forrest.wilIiarns@sanjoseca.gov;linda.lezotte@sanjoseca.gov;mayoremail@sanjoseca.gov 

Cc: Desiree Acholla 


Subject: Berkely Government Ordinance 


To the San Jose City Council: 

Berkeley government ordinance (12f2005): 

h#p://www.nbcll.mmSnewsI557841O/detaiIIhtml? 

treets= bav&tid=265498_4407813&tml=bay dailyforecast&tmi=bay daifvforecast 1 06000112202005&ts=H 


While the San Jose Council has established leashing requirements, dog protection laws have not been implemented in 
order to curb abuse at  the hands of neglectful pet owners. As a result many dogs are frightened and suffering, being 
dehydrated and starved, left to feign for themselves in adverse weather conditions. Considering San Jose's size in 
contrast to Berkeley's {with a reported 34,000 dogs), the need for such an ordinance is all the more critical. 
Furthermore, there wourd be an added source of city revenue from cited owners who fail to comply. 

I implore you, the San Jose City Council, to immediately consider adopting similar measures In order to protect innocent 
pets that would othewise live out their lives in miser)(. 

My sincere thanks for your time and consideration. 

Respectfullyyours, 

Christine Grenier 
2128 Bridle Ridge Ct. 
5an Jose, C4 95638 
ph: 408-223-0937 

mailto:District5@sanjoseca.g0~;
mailto:mayoremail@sanjoseca.gov

