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I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to the May 2, 2025 Assigned Commissioner’s Scoping Memo and Ruling 

(“Scoping Memo”), Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), on behalf of itself, the Public 

Advocates Office at the Public Utilities Commission (“Cal Advocates”), and the California 

Community Choice Association1 (“CalCCA”) (collectively, the “Parties”), submits this Joint 

Status Conference Statement.  

Pursuant to the Scoping Memo, the Joint Status Conference statement is to include the 

following information: 

“whether Evidentiary Hearings are necessary and if so, providing 

lists of (1) all disputed material facts, (2) all witnesses and for each 

 
1 California Community Choice Association represents the interests of 24 community choice electricity 
providers in California: Apple Valley Choice Energy, Ava Community Energy, Central Coast 
Community Energy, Clean Energy Alliance, Clean Power Alliance of Southern California, 
CleanPowerSF, Desert Community Energy, Energy For Palmdale’s Independent Choice, Lancaster 
Energy, Marin Clean Energy, Orange County Power Authority, Peninsula Clean Energy, Pico Rivera 
Innovative Municipal Energy, Pioneer Community Energy, Pomona Choice Energy, Rancho Mirage 
Energy Authority, Redwood Coast Energy Authority, San Diego Community Power, San Jacinto Power, 
San José Clean Energy, Santa Barbara Clean Energy, Silicon Valley Clean Energy, Sonoma Clean Power, 
and Valley Clean Energy. 
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witness, the disputed material facts to which the witness will 

testify, and (3) direct and cross-examination estimate times for 

each witness a party proposes to conduct direct examination and 

cross-examination…”2 

The Parties met virtually on October 22, 2025 to begin discussing the Joint Status 

Conference statement and continued to meet and confer over email to jointly prepare this report.3 

In addition to the information directed by the Scoping Memo for this Joint Status 

Conference Statement, the Parties also seek to extend the deadline to complete settlement 

discussions as addressed in Section III below, and CalCCA and PG&E seek to re-open discovery 

as discussed in Section IV below (Cal Advocates does not oppose re-opening of discovery, but 

does not seek further discovery). The Parties believe these requests can be addressed at the 

November 14 status conference, but will follow the direction of the Administrative Law Judge if 

formal motions are deemed necessary. 

II. NEED FOR EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS 

Cal Advocates’ Position: 

Cal Advocates maintains that evidentiary hearings are not necessary. 

CalCCA’s Position: 

CalCCA contends evidentiary hearings may be required to address factual issues that 

remain disputed following PG&E’s rebuttal testimony filed on October 24, 2025. However, as 

discussed further below, CalCCA and PG&E believe further discovery may help narrow, or 

avoid entirely, the need for evidentiary hearings.  

In fulfillment of the requirements established in the Scoping Memo, CalCCA provides 

the following: 

 
2 Assigned Commissioner’s Scoping Memo and Ruling at 4-5 (May 2, 2025) (“Scoping Memo”). 
3 PG&E is authorized to file this document on behalf of Cal Advocates and CalCCA, pursuant to the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, Rule 1.8(e). 
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1) All disputed material facts:  

PG&E’s rebuttal testimony was filed on October 24, 2025, and discovery has been closed since 

September 10, 2025. CalCCA has therefore had insufficient opportunity to develop an exhaustive 

list of disputed material facts remaining in this proceeding. However, in response to the directive 

in the Scoping Memo, CalCCA identifies the following list of material disputed facts, without 

waiving the right to identify additional disputed material facts as it continues to investigate 

PG&E’s rebuttal testimony:  

• The differences between Operational Constraints and Derates; 

• Whether the RA Tracker should use Operational Constraint values approved in the BPP 

or Derate values; 

• Whether PG&E’s recorded Retained RA value is understated for the 2024 record period; 

• Whether PG&E’s recorded Unsold RA value is overstated for the 2024 record period; 

• The amount of capacity made available for sale through PG&E’s outreach to the broker 

market in between PG&E’s solicitations; 

• Whether PG&E made the difference between Operational Constraints and Derates 

available for sale. 

2) All witnesses and for each witness, the disputed material facts to which the 

witness will testify: PG&E witness Robert Gomez, all disputed material facts listed 

under 1) above. 

3) Cross examination estimate times for each witness CalCCA proposes to conduct 

cross-examination: Robert Gomez, 1 hour.  

To the extent PG&E conducts any cross-examination of CalCCA witness Dickman, 

CalCCA estimates that its direct examination of Mr. Dickman would take 

approximately 5 minutes, and any redirect examination would take no longer than 10 

minutes.  
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PG&E’s Position: 

PG&E believes that its rebuttal testimony addresses the items raised in the testimony 

submitted by Cal Advocates and CalCCA and does not believe that hearings are necessary. 

However, PG&E reserves the right to cross-examine CalCCA’s witness, Brian Dickman, on the 

subjects identified by CalCCA above. PG&E estimates that any cross-examination of Mr. 

Dickman will take approximately 30 minutes. With respect to CalCCA’s examination of Mr. 

Gomez, PG&E estimates that its direct examination of Mr. Gomez will take approximately 10 

minutes, and that any redirect examination will take no longer than 20 minutes.   

III. SETTLEMENT DISCUSSIONS 

The Parties note that the Scoping Memo specifies that settlement discussions shall be 

concluded by October 31, 2025. With PG&E’s rebuttal testimony served on October 24, the 

Parties have had only a week to consider any settlement positions. Considering this timing, the 

Parties request that the October 31, 2025 deadline be extended so that Parties may continue 

discussions to reach settlement on some or all issues, and that the deadline to file a motion for 

approval of a settlement comply with the timing requirements of Commission Rule of Practice 

and Procedure 12.1, i.e., within 30 days after the last day of hearing.  

IV. JOINT REQUEST FOR RE-OPENING OF DISCOVERY 

The Scoping Memo requires the parties to have completed discovery by September 10, 

2025.4 CalCCA and PG&E believe, however, that further limited discovery would aid in 

narrowing the disputed factual issues in this proceeding, and accordingly, narrow or even avoid 

entirely the need for cross-examination of witnesses in an evidentiary hearing. CalCCA and 

PG&E therefore request the Commission issue a ruling re-opening discovery with the following 

parameters: 

• Any party wishing to serve further discovery must do so on or before 

November 6, 2025. 

 
4 Scoping Memo at 4. 
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• Responses to discovery served on or before November 6, 2025 will be due on or 

before November 21, 2025, irrespective of the date on which the Commission re-

opens discovery. 

• Parties to meet and confer on November 24, 2025 to discuss the need for 

evidentiary hearings. 

• Parties to file and serve an updated Joint Meet and Confer Statement on 

November 25, 2025 stating whether evidentiary hearings are necessary and if so, 

providing lists of 1) all disputed material facts, 2) all witnesses and for each 

witness, the disputed material facts to which the witness will testify, and 3) direct 

and cross-examination estimate times for each witness a party proposes to 

conduct direct examination and cross-examination. 

The Parties appreciate this opportunity to update the Commission and look forward to 

continued discussions to resolve A.25-02-013. For the reasons discussed above the Parties 

request that the deadline to complete settlement discussions be extended, and CalCCA and 

PG&E request that discovery be re-opened as stated herein. 

Dated:  November 3, 2025 

 
Respectfully Submitted, 

By:  /s/ Ashley E. Merlo 
  ASHLEY E. MERLO 

Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
Law Department, 19th Floor 
300 Lakeside Drive, Suite 210 
Oakland, CA 94612 
Telephone: (925) 200-5819 
Facsimile:  (510) 898-9696 
E-Mail:  Ashley.Merlo@pge.com 

Attorneys for 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY  
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