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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of Pacific Gas and Electric
Company for Adoption of Electric Revenue Application 26-05-007
Requirements and Rates Associated with its (Filed May 15, 2026)
2027 Energy Resource Recovery Account ’
(ERRA) and Generation Non-Bypassable
Charges Forecast and Greenhouse Gas Forecast
Revenue Return and Reconciliation.

JOINT PREHEARING CONFERENCE STATEMENT OF
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (U 39 E), THE
PUBLIC ADVOCATES OFFICE, THE CALIFORNIA
COMMUNITY CHOICE ASSOCIATION, AND THE
DIRECT ACCESS CUSTOMER COALITION

I. INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to Rule 7.2 of the California Public Utilities Commission’s (“Commission”)

Rules of Practice and Procedure, and the June 18, 2026 Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling
Setting Remote Prehearing Conference & Prehearing Conference Statement Deadline (the
“Ruling”) and follow-up procedural email sent the same day, both issued in Application (“A.”)
26-05-007, Pacific Gas and Electric Company (“PG&E”), the Commission’s Public Advocates
Office (“Cal Advocates™), the California Community Choice Association (“CalCCA”), and the
Direct Access Customer Coalition (“DACC”) (together, “the Joint Parties’) met and conferred on
July 6, 2026, and hereby submit this Joint Prehearing Conference (“PHC”) Statement. This Joint

PHC Statement is timely filed.

1/ Pursuant to Rule 1.8(d), the Joint Parties have authorized PG&E to sign and submit this Joint
PHC Statement on their behalf.



I1.

DISCUSSION

The Joint Parties submit answers below to the questions posed in the Ruling.

1. Proposed Scope of the Proceeding
As presented in its Application, PG&E proposed that the scope of this proceeding

include the following issues:

661.

Should the Commission adopt PG&E’s request to approve 2027 ERRA Forecast
revenue requirements in this Application of approximately $3,176 million and revenue
requirements of approximately $4,409 million for 2027 ratesetting purposes, all as
initially forecast herein and as may be updated throughout the course of this proceeding
and through the Annual Electric True-UP (“AET”) process, including (a) disposition of
PG&E’s forecast December 31, 2026 year-end balancing account balances, subject to
adjustments for recorded balances through the AET process; and (b) disposition of
recorded Voluntary Allocation market Option Memorandum Account (“VAMOMA”)
balances?

Should the Commission adopt PG&E’s request to approve 2027 ERRA Forecast revenue
requirements in this Application of approximately $3,176 million and revenue
requirements of approximately $4,409 million for 2027 ratesetting purposes, all as
initially forecast herein and as may be updated throughout the course of this proceeding
and through the Annual Electric True-UP (“AET”) process, including (a) disposition of
PG&E’s forecast December 31, 2026 year-end balancing account balances, subject to
adjustments for recorded balances through the AET process; and (b) disposition of
recorded Voluntary Allocation market Option Memorandum Account (“VAMOMA”)
balances?

Should the Commission adopt PG&E’s 2027 electric sales forecast?

Should the Commission adopt the following greenhouse gas (“GHG”)-related forecasts

for 20277



2027 GHG-Related Forecasts and
Administrative, Program, and Amount
Outreach Expenses

GHG Administrative and Outreach

1. $1.1 million
Expenses

5 Clean Energy and Energy Efficiency $6 million
Programs (Error Correction)

3. | Net GHG revenue return $530 million

4. | Semi-annual California Climate Credit $41.74

5. Were PG&E’s recorded 2025 GHG administrative and outreach expenses of $0.867
million reasonable?

6. Should the Commission approve PG&E’s rate proposals associated with its proposed
total electric procurement related revenue requirements, to be effective in rates on
January 1, 2027?77
Cal Advocates, CalCCA, and DACC support the scope as presented in PG&E’s

Application.
2. Proposed Procedural Schedule
Parties are generally supportive of the proposed procedural schedule presented in
PG&E’s Application, but CalCCA proposed, and obtained agreement from all Parties, to slightly
modify this schedule by moving forward by a week the deadline for Intervenor Testimony,
Rebuttal Testimony, and the late summer meet and confer. CalCCA also proposed, and obtained
agreement from all Parties, to move forward the hearing by three days. With those adjustments,

the Joint Parties propose the following procedural schedule:

Date Event
July 16, 2026 Prehearing Conference
August 27, 2026 Intervenor testimony served
September 16, 2026 Rebuttal testimony served
September 22, 2026 Rule 13.9 Meet and Confer




October 5, 2026 Evidentiary Hearings (if needed)

October 15, 2026 Update to Prepared Testimony (“Fall Update™)

October 21, 2026 Concurrent Opening Briefs

October 30, 2025 Reply Briefs

November 16, 2026 Concurrent Comments to Fall Update filed;
proceeding submitted

November 2026 Proposed Decision

+ 4 business days after Proposed | Comments on Proposed Decision

Decision?

+ 3 business days after Reply Comments

Comments on Proposed Decision

By December 17, 2026 Final Decision

3. Appropriate Category for This proceeding

The Joint Parties agree that the appropriate category for this proceeding is ratesetting.
4. Necessity of An Evidentiary Hearing
The Joint Parties assume that hearings may be necessary and request that the Commission
calendar a date for hearings consistent with the Parties’ proposed schedule above.
5. Legal Issues and Material Facts
CalCCA, Cal Advocates, and DACC are still reviewing the record and the parties are also
still conducting discovery. As the record in this proceeding is still being developed and the
parties are determining their positions on many aspects of PG&E’s Application, the Joint Parties
submit it is premature at this time to identify with certainty any legal issues, facts in dispute, or
stipulated facts.
6. Related Cases
The Joint Parties are aware of three related cases:
1. The ongoing Power Charge Indifference Adjustment (“PCIA”’) Rulemaking (R.25-02-

005) is a related proceeding. A decision in track two of that proceeding is expected by

2/ Rule 14.6(b) allows the parties in the proceeding to stipulate to a shortened comment period. In
the past, parties have stipulated to a shortened comment period given the timing constraints
between the anticipated Proposed Decision date and the need for a January rate change.



September 2026. That decision is expected to affect the valuation of pre-2019 Banked
Renewable Energy Credits, which will in turn affect this year’s PCIA. Assuming this
timing does not slip, PG&E anticipates incorporating the outcome of that decision in its
Fall Update.

CalCCA has filed a Petition for Writ of Review in the Third Appellate District
challenging D.25-06-049 and D.25-10-061 alleging that D.25-06-049 violated the
prohibition against retroactive ratemaking and application of that Decision to 2025 rates
was not supported by adequate findings or substantial evidence in the record. That writ
was denied on June 25, 2026. See California Community Choice Association v.
California Public Utilities Commission, Case No. C105174 (Cal. Court of Appeal, Third
Appellate District) (filed Dec. 1, 2025). CalCCA filed a petition for writ of review to
the California Supreme Court on July 6, 2026.

CalCCA filed Application for Rehearing of D.25-12-027. That Application is currently
pending.

The joint parties are not aware of any other companion, underlying, or related cases.

However, PG&E’s final revenue requirements that are implemented in 2027 rates will be

subject to adjustments for final decisions in other decisions, which may include the following:

1.

PG&E’s 2027 Phase 1 General Rate Case (A.25-05-009) on May 15, 2025. That rate case
is currently pending. The procedural schedule in that proceeding targets issuance of a
final decision by December 1, 2026, with adopted revenue requirements anticipated to be
implemented in rates effective January 1, 2027; and

The 2024 Wildfire Mitigation and Catastrophic Events Application (A.24-11-009); the
Wildfire and Gas Safety Costs Application (A.23-06-008); the Billing Modernization
Initiative Application (A.24-10-014); and the 2019 Kincade Fire and the 2021 Dixie Fire
Assembly Bill (AB) 1054 Application (A.25-11-001). See PG&E Prepared Testimony at
8-8 to 8-10.



7. Other issues for just and efficient disposition of this proceeding

CalCCA made certain procedural requests in its Protest to PG&E’s Application. See

CalCCA Protest, p. 13 (section IIL.LE). Specifically, CalCCA requested the Commission:

1. Set the default discovery timelines for all parties to (a) five
business days prior to the Fall Update, (b) three business days
after rebuttal testimony and (c) two business days after the Fall
Update is filed, with exceptions from those timelines allowed in
the event that PG&E requires more time due to the number or
breadth of data requests;

2. Require PG&E to serve public and confidential workpapers
concurrently with all supplements and updates to testimony;

3. Require from PG&E a clear presentation of modifications
between its Prepared Testimony and any supplemental
testimony; and

4. Require PG&E to serve public and confidential workpapers
contemporaneously with all testimony supplements and updates
over the course of the proceeding.

PG&E opposes CalCCA’s request for mandatory, truncated discovery timelines. As
explained in its Reply to Protests and Response, incorporated by reference herein, PG&E
disputes the need for the Commission to intercede on this issue. PG&E and CalCCA have
worked cooperatively and constructively in recent ERRA Forecast proceedings, and adoption of
a default discovery schedule is unwarranted and burdensome.

DACC takes no position on most of CalCCA’s procedural requests, except that DACC
supports CalCCA’s procedural request to require from PG&E a clear presentation of
modifications between its Prepared Testimony and any supplemental testimony. Cal
Advocates takes no position on CalCCA’s procedural requests. Cal Advocates would, however,
support a requirement that PG&E make a clear presentation of modifications between its
Prepared Testimony and the Fall Update.

/1
/1
/1



III. CONCLUSION

The Joint Parties appreciate this opportunity to submit this Joint PHC Statement ahead
of the July 16, 2026 PHC and look forward to constructive participation alongside the

Commission in this ERRA Forecast proceeding.

Respectfully Submitted on
Behalf of the Joint Parties,

MICHELLE MELTON
MARIA V. WILSON

By /s/ Michelle Melton
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