
 
  
June 5, 2009     
 
 
ADVICE 3471-E  
(Pacific Gas and Electric Company ID U 39 E) 
 
 
Public Utilities Commission of the State of California 
 
Subject:   Lakeshore Resort Lease – Request for Approval Under Section 

851 
 
Purpose 

Pacific Gas and Electric (“PG&E”) submits this advice letter seeking approval, 
under Public Utilities Code Section 851, for PG&E to enter into a 20-year Lease 
Agreement (“Lease”) with Mr. and Mrs. Dewitt Henderson (“Tenants”), allowing the 
Tenants to operate the Lakeshore Resort (“Resort”) located on Bucks Lake Road, 
Plumas County.  The Tenant will take over the existing, vacant Commercial resort 
and Marina operation which includes sixty-two floating boat docks, slips and 
buoys.  

The Tenants are requesting that the CPUC expedite its consideration of this 
Advice Letter and issue an order of approval, if possible, by mid-August 2009. This 
will provide the Tenants with adequate time to refurbish the existing cabins and 
lodge before the beginning of the snowy season, during which time access to the 
County Road is closed from as early as November until April of the following year.  
Approval of this transaction by mid-August 2009 will facilitate the completion of all 
necessary renovations in preparation for Resort operation commencement in or 
about April 2010.   

Background 
 
PG&E owns certain property in and around Bucks Lake as part of the watershed 
for its hydro operations.  These properties include the Lakeshore Resort on Bucks 
Lake which has been in operation since the mid-1960s.  The facilities to be leased 
on this property include a lodge (comprised of a store and a restaurant that have 
provided service to the entire local area), a bath house, boat house, ten (10) rental 
cabins, as well as a campground which contains thirty-six (36) campsites.   
 

 
 

 
Brian K. Cherry 
Vice President 
Regulatory Relations 

77 Beale Street, Room 1087             
San Francisco, CA  94105 
 
Mailing Address 
Mail Code B10C 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
P.O. Box 770000 
San Francisco, CA  94177 
 
Fax:  415.973.7226 
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Additionally, a Marina with sixty-two (62) boat docks, slips and buoys is located on 
the property, and will be subject to the new Lease as described further below.   
 
On July 15, 2004, Decision 04-07-021 granted authorization pursuant to Pub. Util. 
Code § 851, on a prospective basis, to certain licenses and leases of PG&E 
property that were already in effect.  One of the 256 transactions (Exhibit A, Line 
Item 161) included in D.04-07-021 was the then-existing lease of PG&E’s 
Lakeshore Resort on Bucks Lake to Lakeshore Ltd.  This lease, which had been in 
effect since June 15, 1995, expired on December 31, 2005.  Upon expiration of the 
term of the lease, PG&E decided not to renew it due to non-compliance by 
Lakeshore Ltd.  As a result, under the terms of that lease, ownership of all 
buildings and improvements reverted to PG&E.  The departing tenant removed all 
personal property (including certain non-attached equipment in the restaurant and 
store), pursuant to its rights under the lease. 

Since December 31, 2005, there has been no tenant operating the main Resort.  
However, PG&E currently has a contract vendor who runs the campground and 
operates the Marina under separate license agreement and contract.  Upon 
execution of the Lease with the aforementioned Tenants, the new Lease will 
supersede the vendor’s contract and license and the Tenants will take over full 
operations of the Resort and Marina.  Consolidating these two leases (Resort and 
Marina) will result in reduced administrative and maintenance costs, benefits that 
will be passed onto PG&E’s ratepayers through reduced costs which they would 
have otherwise had to assume. 

Bucks Lake has historically been a popular recreation destination, with numerous 
cabins on leased PG&E land surrounding the lake.  The Lakeshore Resort had 
been the centerpiece of Bucks Lake’s history and recreational activities.  As such, 
the closure of the Resort in late 2005 was accompanied not only by a loss of 
services but also job losses and a decline in overall tourism revenue.  The current 
economic downturn and the potential loss of existing jobs will magnify the 
economic burden on this community of 5,000 residents, and further compound the 
unemployment rate in Plumas County, which is currently 19.8 percent.  The 
County has also lost sales tax revenues due to the non-operation of the Lakeshore 
Resort.   

In an effort to reduce lost opportunities, create jobs, increase sales tax revenues, 
improve the viability of local businesses, and increase services and recreational 
benefits that accrue to this community, PG&E, in August 2007, sent out invitations 
to seventeen individuals and businesses who had expressed an interest in 
operating the re-opened Resort.  From the responses to this solicitation, PG&E 
eventually selected the aforesaid Tenants1 as the most suitable candidate to be 

                                            
1 The Tenants (Mr. and Mrs. Dewitt Henderson) have in excess of 15 years of operational 
experience in running a successful Commercial campground and Marina located in the vicinity of 
Bucks Lake. 
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awarded the new Lease, restoring the public benefits that once accrued to this 
community when the Resort was in operation.  

To facilitate the amortization of the significant costs the Tenants must incur to 
renovate and maintain the Resort facilities, which have been vacant for over four 
years, PG&E is proposing to enter into a 20-year Lease.                                                                   
 
PG&E has notified the Stewardship Council of the proposed lease transaction, 
pursuant to that body’s Third Party Use Policy.2  PG&E attaches herein, as 
Attachment 2, a May 5, 2009, letter from the Executive Director of the Stewardship 
Council which finds that there is no reasonable possibility that the proposed use 
will have an adverse impact on its long-term planning and management objectives 
for the Bucks Lake Planning Unit.  The Stewardship Council Staff based this 
finding on: (1) the Third Party Use Request Guidelines and Procedure adopted by 
the Stewardship Council in 2004 and amended on September 26, 2007, (2) the 
Stewardship Council’s staff review of the information provided by PG&E, including 
the proposed Lease language, and terms and conditions referenced above, and 
(3) the contribution of the re-establishment of this facility and the proposed new 
public day use area to the management objective on outdoor recreation in the 
Land Conservation Plan.  

For all of these reasons, and those discussed below, the CPUC should find that 
the approval of this Lease will not be adverse to public interest.  Numerous 
Commission cases have held that the relevant inquiry for the Commission in 
Section 851 proceedings is whether the transaction is “adverse to the public 
interest” (See, e.g. Universal Marine Corp., 1984, Cal. PUC Lexis 962 * 3; 14 
CPUC 2d 644, 646; see also, D.89-07-019, 1989 Cal. PUC Lexis 582 * 25, 32 
CPUC 2d 233; D.01-05-076, 2001 Cal. PUC Lexis 284 * 15; D.04-07-021, mimeo 
p.57), and that the Commission should grant Section 851 approval if there is no 
evidence that transaction would adversely affect the public or impair PG&E’s 
ability to serve its customers.  (D.04-07-023, mimeo, pp. 11-12.)  In fact “[t]he 
Commission has long recognized that the public interest is served when utility 
property is used for other productive purposes without interfering with the utility’s 
operations or the provision of utility service to the public.” (D.04-07-023, mimeo, 
p.1, citing D.02-01-058, D.94-06-017, and D.92-07-007) 

                                            
2 Although this Lease is one of many Third Party Uses of PG&E properties within the Land 
Conservation Commitment (LCC) area, it is not a Land Conservation and Conveyance Plan 
(LCCP) transaction.  The latter will consist of Stewardship Council-recommendations for either a 
donation in fee simple of, and/or a donation of a conservation easement over, the LCC lands.  
Pursuant to the CPUC-adopted Settlement Agreement and Stipulation (D.03- 12-035), the 
Stewardship Council’s LCCP recommendations must incorporate and honor existing uses.  
Whether to accept existing third party uses is not within the purview, purpose, or scope of the 
LCCPs, as explained in detail in a June 3, 2009 e-mail from PG&E’s Gail Slocum in response to a 
question from the CPUC’s Michael Rosauer after a recent pre-filing meeting regarding this Advice 
Letter with CPUC staff. 
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In accordance with the format of advice letter directed in Resolution ALJ-202 
(Appendix A, Section IV.), PG&E provides the following information related to the 
proposed transaction: 
 
(1) Identity and Addresses of All Parties to the Proposed Transaction:  

 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
Andrew L. Niven 
Gail L. Slocum 
Law Department 
P.O. Box 7442 
San Francisco, CA 94120 
Telephone: (415) 973-6583 
Facsimile: (415) 973-0516 

  Email: GLSG@pge.com 

Mr. and Mrs. Dewitt Henderson 
248 Magaw Lane 
Quincy, CA 95971 
Telephone: (530) 283-9394 
Email: bucksmar@sbcglobal.net 
 

 
(2) Complete Description of the Property Including Present Location, 

Condition and Use: 
 
The Lakeshore Resort, which has been in operation since the early 1960’s, 
is situated on Bucks Lake, Plumas County, California, Township 23 North, 
Range 7 East, Section 2.  

The Resort is located on approximately twenty-five (25) acres of PG&E-
owned land (a portion of APN 112-060-06 and APN 112-060-07).  The 
facilities to be leased, which have not been in operation since December 
31, 2005, include a campground which contains: thirty-six (36) campsites, a 
lodge, bath house, boat house and ten (10) rental cabins.  There is also a 
Marina operation with sixty-two (62) boat slips, which is currently under a 
separate license.  PG&E has incorporated the Marina operation into the 
new Lease with the Tenants.  To facilitate the amortization of the significant 
improvements to the existing facilities that will be necessary to resume 
commercial operations at this Resort, PG&E is proposing to enter into a 20-
year Lease with the Tenants.   

An electric distribution pole line crosses the proposed property and private 
(PG&E) service lines serve the facilities.  Under the Lease, PG&E reserves 
the right to access the property to construct, reconstruct, maintain, operate 
and use these electric service facilities on the Property as PG&E deems 
appropriate for the conduct of its business to serve its customers and the 
public at large. 
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(3) Intended Use of the Property: 

Under the terms of the proposed Lease, included herein as Attachment 1, 
the Tenants will take over the operation, repair and maintenance of the 
existing buildings, campground, and Marina and associated facilities.   

In addition, the Tenants shall, beginning in 2010, construct, install and 
maintain a public Day Use Area on the east side of the lodge as shown in 
Exhibit A.  This Day Use Area shall include six (6) picnic tables, one of 
which will be America Disability Act (ADA) compliant, three (3) barbeques 
and one (1) ADA parking space, with appropriate signage.  The proposed 
Day Use Area, which is yet to be designed, will be subject to all necessary 
local land use approvals from the County of Plumas. (See additional 
discussion in Section 13(b) below) 

 
(4) Complete Description of Financial Terms of the Proposed 

Transaction: 
 
Under the proposed Lease Agreement, the Tenants will pay PG&E an 
Annual Rent and a Percentage Rent.  Payments of these two Rents will be 
as follows: 

Annual Rent: No Annual Rent shall be due for the period from the 
Commencement Date through December 31, 2013.  Beginning 
January 1, 2014, an Annual Rent of Ten Thousand Dollars 
($10,000.00) for each calendar year will be due.  On January 1, 2019, 
the Annual Rent will be adjusted to Fifteen Thousand Dollars 
($15,000.00), and on January 1, 2024 to an Annual Rent of Twenty 
Thousand Dollar ($20,000.00).  

Percentage Rent:  From the Commencement Date through December 
31, 2013, the Tenants shall pay PG&E a Percentage Rent of 15 
percent of the total Gross Sales for each calendar year, excluding 
Marina rentals.  Beginning January 1, 2014, the Tenants will pay 
PG&E a Percentage Rent of 8 percent of the total Gross Sales for 
each calendar year, including Marina rentals, but less credit for the 
Annual Rent paid for each respective year.   

 
(5) Description of How Financial Proceeds of the Transaction Will Be 

Distributed: 
 
As consideration for granting the lease, the Tenants will pay PG&E an 
Annual and Percentage rent for use of PG&E’s Lakeshore Resort property.  
Any compensation received for the duration of the 20-year lease will be 
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treated as Other Operating Revenue and used to reduce the generation 
revenue requirements in future General Rate Cases, consistent with 
conventional cost-of-service ratemaking. 

 
(6) Statement on the Impact of the Transaction on Ratebase and Any 

Effect on the Ability of the Utility to Serve Customers and the Public: 

As a result of this transaction, no PG&E property is being sold or disposed 
off.  As such, there will be no change in PG&E’s rate base.  Furthermore, 
granting this lease will not interfere with and/or affect PG&E’s ability to 
provide reliable service to its customers and the public at large.  

On the contrary, granting this Lease will support the efforts of the County of 
Plumas to reduce unemployment levels by providing employment 
opportunities at the Resort.  Re-opening the Resort will also have a positive 
effect on public benefits by improving the viability of small businesses within 
this community of 5,000 residents, as well as enhancing existing 
recreational facilities in order to provide additional public access and 
enhance the recreation experience.   Renewed operation of the Resort’s 
restaurant and store will also provide local services of benefit to the public 
in this community. 

Ratepayers will benefit from granting this Lease.  Rental revenues collected 
during the duration of the Lease will help reduce the rates that ratepayers 
would otherwise have had to pay.  Further, as bound by the terms of Lease, 
the Tenants will also be required to bear maintenance costs associated with 
these facilities, which PG&E customers would have otherwise had to bear. 

 
As requested by the Stewardship Council, the Lease contains language 
whereby the Tenants acknowledge that: (1) under Section 3(a)(1) the 
leased premises are subject to PG&E’s Settlement Agreement as modified 
and approved by the CPUC in Decision 03-12-035, and that (2) under 
Section 3(a)(4) pursuant to that Settlement Agreement, the Stewardship 
Council has developed and adopted a land conservation plan ("LCP") for 
protection of the Watershed Lands for the benefit of the citizens of 
California, and that (3) under Section 3(b) PG&E shall have the right to 
require modifications to the Tenant's Permitted Use to the extent 
reasonably necessary to preserve and enhance the beneficial public values 
present at the Premises in accordance with the LCP.  Accordingly, pursuant 
to Section 3(a)(6)(3) of the Lease, the Tenants agrees that every parcel of 
the Watershed Lands, including the Resort, will be subject to a future 
donation by PG&E of a conservation easement or easements to one or 
more public agencies or qualified non-profit conservation organizations.3 

                                            
3 Certain LCC Watershed Lands which are not within FERC boundaries may also be subject to a 
fee simple donation, but the Lakeshore Resort property is on lands that have already been 
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This ensures that the Lease has no adverse effect on the Commission 
adopted Land Conservation Commitment, which further benefits the public 
interest. 

(7) The Original Cost, Present Book Value, and Present Fair Market Value 
for Sales of Real Property and Depreciable Assets, and a Detailed 
Description of How the Fair Market Value Was Determined (e.g., 
Appraisal): 

Not Applicable. 

(8) The Fair Market Rental Value for Leases of Real Property, and a 
Detailed Description of How the Fair Market Rental Value Was 
Determined: 
 
PG&E will levy an Annual and Percentage rent for the lease of the Resort, 
as outlined in Section (4) above. 

Historically, most of PG&E lease agreements have entailed the lease solely 
of PG&E land. This transaction with the Tenants differs significantly, in that 
the Lease includes the rental of both PG&E owned land and land 
improvements. 

In determining the fair market rental value for land leases only, PG&E has 
traditionally relied on information collected through company appraisers and 
the Corporate Real Estate department. This analysis has determined that a 
reasonable return on investment would entail a 5-10 percent rent on gross 
receipts, in addition to an annual rent.  PG&E has historically charged 
tenants 7.5 percent on gross receipts.  Since this transaction has an 
additional dimension, PG&E owned land improvements, a higher 
percentage rate would be required to reflect a fair market rate necessary to 
maximize the financial benefits passable to ratepayers.  

Because the Resort has not been in operation since January 2006, 
significant renovation work will be required to bring it up to acceptable and 
usable standards.  In an effort to protect ratepayers from bearing additional 
costs, PG&E and the Tenants agreed that, from the Commencement Date 
(See Exhibit D) to December 31, 2013, a Percentage Rent of 15 percent 
would be levied on gross receipts, less any repair and maintenance costs.  
In addition, during this same “start-up” period, the Tenants will be exempt 
from any Annual Rent payments, as outlined in Section (4).  

The Tenants operate a similar resort with cabins, a boat ramp and a 
campground within the vicinity.  Based on their 15 years of experience in 

                                                                                                                                    
determined will remain owned by PG&E but will still be subject to a conservation easement 
donation under a future LCCP. 
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operating and maintaining that resort, the Tenants provided PG&E with a 
rough estimate of $100,000, as the potential cost of repairs necessary to 
renovate the Lakeshore Resort’s facilities.  
 
PG&E believes that the terms of the Lease from Commencement Date to 
December 31, 2013, will facilitate the renovation of the Resort in a timely 
and cost-effective manner, benefiting both the Tenants as well as the Bucks 
Lake community.  As of January 1, 2014, the Tenants will be obligated to 
pay both an Annual and Percentage Rent as specified in Section (4).  

PG&E, through its internal appraisals and feedback from the Corporate 
Real Estate department, believes that the proposed rents are in line with 
current market rates and reflect a fair market rental value. 

(9) For Fair Market Rental Value of the Easement or Right-of-Way and a 
Detailed Description of How the Fair Market Rental Value Was 
Determined: 

Not Applicable. 

(10) A Complete Description of any Recent Past (Within the Prior Two 
Years) or Anticipated Future Transactions that May Appear To Be 
Related to the Present Transaction4: 

Not Applicable.  

(11) Sufficient Information and Documentation (Including Environmental 
Review Information) to Indicate that All Criteria Set Forth in Section 
II(A) of Resolution ALJ-202 Are Satisfied: 
PG&E has provided information within this Advice Letter to meet the 
eligibility criteria under the Section 851 Advice Letter pilot program: 

- The proposed transaction will not have an adverse effect on public 
interest because it will not interfere in any way with the operations of 
PG&E facilities, or with the provision of service to PG&E’s 
customers.  

On the contrary, re-opening the Resort will serve PG&E’s customers’ 
interests for the reasons stated above (see esp. Section 6), and 
serve the public interest by creating jobs in Bucks Lake area, thereby 
reducing the unemployment rate in Plumas County. In addition, re-

                                            
4 During adoption of the Advice Letter pilot program in ALJ-186 (later followed by ALJ-202), this 
category of information was included to enable the CPUC to ensure that utilities were not seeking 
to circumvent the $5 million Advice Letter threshold by dividing what is a single asset with a value 
of more than $5 million into component parts each valued at less than $5 million, which is clearly 
not the case here. (See CPUC Resolution ALJ-186, issued August 25, 2005, mimeo, p.5.) 
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opening the Resort will improve the viability of small businesses in 
this small community of 5,000 residents, as well as restore local 
services and enhance existing recreational facilities, including 
providing additional public access thereby augmenting the overall 
recreation experience at Bucks Lake. 

- The Tenants will take over the maintenance and operation of the 
Resort for a period of 20-years.  The total net present value of the 
Lease payments falls below the $5 million threshold set in ALJ-202, 
and the term of the Lease does not exceed the 25-year limit set in 
ALJ-202.  Based on historical operations at the Lakeshore Resort, 
Percentage Rent has ranged between Thirty-Six Thousand 
($36,000) and Sixty-Two Thousand Seven Hundred ($62,700)  
annually.  Applying any conservative amount between these two 
ranges, in addition to the total Annual Rent payable, would result in a 
net present value of future rent payments over the life of the Lease 
far below the $5 Million threshold set in ALJ-202.   

- No California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review is required 
for the activities proposed in this transaction for the reasons stated in 
Section 13 below. 

- Finally, the transaction does not involve the transfer or change in 
ownership of facilities currently used in PG&E operations. 

(12) Additional Information to Assist in the Review of the Advice Letter: 
 
Not Applicable. 

 
(13) Environmental Information 

Pursuant to ALJ-202, the Advice Letter program only applies to proposed 
transactions that will not require environmental review by the CPUC as a 
lead or responsible agency under CEQA either because (a) a statutory or 
categorical exemption applies or (b) because the transaction is not a 
“project” under CEQA. 

 
a. Exemption 
 

i. Has the proposed transaction been found exempt from CEQA 
by a government agency? 

 
1. If yes, please attach notice of exemption.  Please 

provide name of agency, date of Notice of Exemption, 
and State Clearinghouse number. 
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Not Applicable. 

2. If no, does the applicant contend that the project is 
exempt from CEQA?  If yes, please identity the specific 
CEQA exemption or exemptions that apply to the 
transaction, citing to the applicable State CEQA 
Guideline(s) and/or Statute(s). 
The public Day Use Area improvements are not yet 
designed or located, and thus are not yet ripe for 
environmental review under CEQA (see below).  
However, improvements of this nature to support an 
ongoing commercial operation will likely be 
categorically exempt under Section 15303 of the CEQA 
Guidelines (construction of new small facilities or 
structures), Section 15304 (minor alterations to land), 
and Section15311 (construction, or placement of minor 
structures accessory to (appurtenant to) existing 
commercial, industrial, or institutional facilities, 
including small parking lots).  

b. Not a “Project” Under CEQA 
 

i. If the transaction is not a “project” under CEQA, please 
explain why. 

The proposed transaction does not qualify as a “project” under 
CEQA.5  Although the Tenants plans to construct a public Day 
Use Area on the grounds consisting of six (6) picnic tables, 
one of which will be ADA compliant, three (3) barbeques and 
one (1) ADA parking space, as well as a concrete path, 
sidewalks and walkways, plans for this construction 
(contemplated for 2010-20116) have not yet been completed, 
and the Tenant’s design process will not begin until formal 
Commission approval has been received for this Lease.  

Once such plans have been formalized, the Tenants will obtain 
a local use permit for the new facilities, and will undergo the 
appropriate level of CEQA review, if any is deemed necessary 
by the County of Plumas, at that time.  An environmental 
review now by the CPUC as lead agency would be premature 
because the design and location of the facilities are 

                                            
5 See CEQA guidelines Section 15060 subdiv. c & c.2; see also Public Resources Code Section 
21065 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15378 subdiv. a. 
6 See table of Maintenance and Operation for the next four years, attached hereto as Exhibit C. 
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speculative and too unspecific to allow meaningful 
environmental review.7  

 
Protests 
 
Anyone wishing to protest this filing may do so by letter sent via U.S. mail by 
facsimile or electronically, any of which must be received no later than June 25, 
2009, which is 20 days after the date of this filing.  Protests should be mailed to: 
 

CPUC Energy Division 
Attention: Tariff Unit, 4th Floor 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Facsimile:  (415) 703-2200 

            E-mail: mas@cpuc.ca.gov and jnj@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
Copies of protests also should be mailed to the attention of the Director, Energy 
Division, Room 4004, at the address shown above. 
 
The protest also should be sent via U.S. mail (and by facsimile and electronically, 
if possible) to PG&E at the address shown below on the same date it is mailed or 
delivered to the Commission. 
 

Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
Attention: Brian Cherry 
Vice President, Regulatory Relations 
77 Beale Street, Mail Code B10C 
P.O. Box 770000 
San Francisco, CA  94177 
 
Facsimile: (415) 973-7226 
E-mail: PGETariffs@pge.com 
 

 
Effective Date: 
 
Pursuant to the review process outlined in Resolution ALJ-202, PG&E requests 
that this advice filing become effective by Commission resolution by the August 
20, 2009, meeting or as soon as possible.  PG&E agrees in advance to a 
shortened review and comment period and waiving its right to reply comments on 
a draft resolution approving this request, if the Energy Division deems a shortened 
period appropriate and/or necessary in order to expedite final approval to help the 

                                            
7 See cases cited in A.08-04-020, filed with the CPUC by PG&E April 11, 2008, at pp. 14-18; see 
also, CPUC Resolution E-4224, pp. 3-4, AL-3336-E p.8. 
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State Department of Corrections avoid any losses of funding, as discussed earlier 
in this filing.  PG&E submits this filing as a Tier 3. 
 
Notice: 
 
In accordance with General Order 96-B, Section IV, a copy of this advice letter is 
being served on the Energy Division and the Division of Ratepayer Advocates. In 
addition, in accordance with General Order 96-B, Section IV, a copy of this advice 
letter is being sent electronically and via U.S. mail to parties shown on the 
attached list. Address change requests should be directed to Rose De La Torre at 
(415) 973-4716. Advice letter filings can also be accessed electronically at 
http://www.pge.com/tariffs 
 

 
 
Vice President, Regulatory Relations  
 
Attachments   
 
cc:  Service List - Advice Letter 3471-E  



 
************ SERVICE LIST Advice 3471-E*********** 

APPENDIX A 
 

Karen Clopton 
Administrative Law Judge Division 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 703-2008 
kvc@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
Angela K. Minkin 
Administrative Law Judge Division 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 703-2008 
ang@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
Myra J. Prestidge 
Administrative Law Judge Division 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 703-2629 
tom@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
Jonathan Reiger 
Legal Division  
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 355-5596 
jzr@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
Chloe Lukins 
Energy Division  
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 703- 1637 
clu@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
Julie Fitch 
Energy Division 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 355-5552 
jf2@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
Kenneth Lewis 
Energy Division 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 703-1090 
kl1@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
Brewster Fong 
Division of Ratepayer Advocates 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 703- 2187 
bfs@cpuc.ca.gov      

********** AGENCIES *********** 
 
County of Plumas 
Plumas County CAO 
520 Main Street, Room 309 
Quincy, CA.  95971 
 
 
********** 3rd Parties ***********  
 
Mr. and Mrs. Dewitt Henderson 
248 Magaw Lane 
Quincy, CA 95971 
Tel: 530-283-9394 
bucksmar@sbcglobal.net 
 
Stewardship Council 
15 North Ellsworth Avenue, Suite 100 
San Mateo, CA 94401 
(650) 344-9072 (p) or (866) 791-5150 (toll free) 
info@stewardshipcouncil.org 
 
Bucks Lake Homeowners Association 
16891 Bucks Lake Rd 
Quincy, CA 95971 
 
James Pollock and Jeffery Pollock 
150 Portola Road 
Portola Valley, CA 94028-7852 
Jeff-pollock@pollockfinancial.com 
 
William Nicholai 
1474 County Oak Dr. 
Paradise, CA 95969 
whicholau@sbcglobal.net 
 
J. Brian Gleghorn 
4229 Mission St. 
San Francisco, CA 94112-1529 
Gleghorn.b@gmail.com 
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AL filing type: � Monthly � Quarterly  � Annual  � One-Time  � Other _____________________________ 
If AL filed in compliance with a Commission order, indicate relevant Decision/Resolution #:   
Does AL replace a withdrawn or rejected AL?  If so, identify the prior AL: No 
Summarize differences between the AL and the prior withdrawn or rejected AL1: ____________________ 
Is AL requesting confidential treatment?  If so, what information is the utility seeking confidential treatment for: 
Confidential information will be made available to those who have executed a nondisclosure agreement: � Yes  �  No 
Name(s) and contact information of the person(s) who will provide the nondisclosure agreement and access to the confidential 
information: __________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Resolution Required?  � Yes � No   
Requested effective date: August 20, 2009 No. of tariff sheets:  N/A 
Estimated system annual revenue effect (%):  N/A 
Estimated system average rate effect (%): N/A 
When rates are affected by AL, include attachment in AL showing average rate effects on customer classes (residential, small 
commercial, large C/I, agricultural, lighting). 
Tariff schedules affected:  N/A 
Service affected and changes proposed1: N/A 
Pending advice letters that revise the same tariff sheets: N/A 

Protests, dispositions,  and all other correspondence regarding this AL are due no later than 20 days after the date of this filing, unless 
otherwise authorized by the Commission, and shall be sent to: 
CPUC, Energy Division  Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
Tariff Files, Room 4005 
DMS Branch 
505 Van Ness Ave.,  
San Francisco, CA 94102 
jnj@cpuc.ca.gov and mas@cpuc.ca.gov 

Attn: Brian K. Cherry 
         Vice President, Regulatory Relations 
77 Beale Street, Mail Code B10C 
P.O. Box 770000 
San Francisco, CA 94177 
E-mail: PGETariffs@pge.com 

 

                                                 
 



 
 

Advice No. 3471-E 
Attachment 1 

 
(Commercial Resort Lease)  

 



















































































































 
 

Advice No. 3471-E 
 

Attachment 2 
 

(STEWARDSHIP COUNCIL APPROVAL LETTER) 
 
 







PG&E Gas and Electric 
Advice Filing List 
General Order 96-B, Section IV 
 

 

 Department of the Army  Northern California Power Association 
Aglet  Dept of General Services Occidental Energy Marketing, Inc. 
Agnews Developmental Center Division of Business Advisory Services OnGrid Solar 
Alcantar & Kahl Douglas & Liddell PPL EnergyPlus, LLC 
Ancillary Services Coalition Douglass & Liddell Pinnacle CNG Company 
Anderson & Poole Downey & Brand Praxair 
Arizona Public Service Company Duke Energy R. W. Beck & Associates  
BART Duncan, Virgil E. RCS, Inc. 
BP Energy Company Dutcher, John RMC Lonestar 
Barkovich & Yap, Inc. Ellison Schneider & Harris LLP Recon Research 
Bartle Wells Associates Energy Management Services, LLC SCD Energy Solutions 
Blue Ridge Gas FPL Energy Project Management, Inc. SCE 
Braun & Associates Foster Farms SESCO 
C & H Sugar Co. Foster, Wheeler, Martinez SMUD 
CA Bldg Industry Association Franciscan Mobilehome SPURR 
CAISO G. A. Krause & Assoc. Santa Fe Jets 
CLECA Law Office GLJ Publications Seattle City Light  
CSC Energy Services Goodin, MacBride, Squeri, Schlotz & 

Ritchie 
Sempra Utilities 

California Cotton Ginners & Growers Assn Green Power Institute Sequoia Union HS Dist 
California Energy Commission Hanna & Morton Sierra Pacific Power Company 
California League of Food Processors Heeg, Peggy A. Silicon Valley Power 
California Public Utilities Commission Hitachi Smurfit Stone Container Corp 
Calpine Hogan Manufacturing, Inc. Southern California Edison Company 
Cameron McKenna Imperial Irrigation District St. Paul Assoc. 
Cardinal Cogen Innercite Sunshine Design 
Casner, Steve International Power Technology Sutherland, Asbill & Brennan 
Cerox Intestate Gas Services, Inc. TFS Energy 
Chamberlain, Eric J. R. Wood, Inc. Tabors Caramanis & Associates 
Chevron Company JTM, Inc. Tecogen, Inc. 
Chris, King Los Angeles Dept of Water & Power Tiger Natural Gas, Inc. 
City of Glendale Luce, Forward, Hamilton & Scripps LLP Tioga Energy 
City of Palo Alto MBMC, Inc. TransCanada 
City of San Jose MRW & Associates Turlock Irrigation District 
Clean Energy Fuels Manatt Phelps Phillips U S Borax, Inc. 
Coast Economic Consulting Matthew V. Brady & Associates  United Cogen 
Commerce Energy McKenzie & Associates Utility Cost Management 
Commercial Energy Meek, Daniel W. Utility Resource Network 
Constellation Merced Irrigation District Utility Specialists 
Constellation New Energy Mirant Vandenberg Air Force 
Consumer Federation of California Modesto Irrigation District Verizon 
Crossborder Energy Morgan Stanley Wellhead Electric Company 
Davis Wright Tremaine LLP Morrison & Foerster Western Manufactured Housing 

Communities Association (WMA) 
Day Carter Murphy New United Motor Mfg., Inc. White & Case 
Defense Energy Support Center Norris & Wong Associates  eMeter Corporation 
Department of Water Resources North Coast SolarResources  

 


