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the City of Riverside, California Regarding Response

to DOE Emergency Orders
Q1:
Please state your full name and business address for the record.

A1:
My name is Gary L. Nolff.  My business address is 2911 Adams Street, Riverside, California 92504.

Q2:
Please describe your employment background as it pertains to the utility industry.

A2:
My current position is Utilities Projects/Contracts Manager with the Power Resources Division, Public Utilities Department of the City of Riverside.  My responsibilities include the negotiation and administration of power supply and transmission service contracts; and administration, representation and oversight related to Riverside’s ownership and participation entitlements in certain nuclear, hydroelectric, and fossil fuel projects and extra high voltage transmission facilities.  I also am responsible for supervising Riverside’s transaction settlements activities with the California Independent System Operator Corporation (“ISO”) and other counter-parties.
Q3:
Please give a brief description of your employment history.

A3:
I have more than twenty-seven years of experience in the electric industry.  With the exception of a brief period in 1998 when I was employed by the ISO, I have been employed by the Riverside Public Utilities Department since 1990.  Prior to that time, I held positions with the City of Anaheim Public Utilities Department, the Southern California Edison Company, and the United States Air Force.
Q4:
What is the purpose of your testimony?

A4:
My testimony discusses Riverside’s response to the Department of Energy’s §202c emergency orders and the certifications of emergency conditions by the ISO.

Q5:
Did Riverside make sales to the ISO under the Department of Energy’s §202c emergency orders and the related emergency certifications by the ISO?

A5:
During the days on which the ISO certified that an emergency was in effect pursuant to the DOE §202c orders, Riverside sold a total of 15,373 MWh to the ISO.  Exhibit SOC-6 summarizes Riverside’s sales to the ISO on the days when the ISO certified emergencies pursuant to the DOE’s §202c Orders.

Q6:
Did the ISO notify Riverside that it considered Riverside subject to the DOE’s emergency orders?

A6:
Yes.  The ISO sent notification to Riverside stating that Riverside was required to comply with the DOE emergency orders.

Q7:
How did Riverside respond to the ISO’s notification?

A7:
Although Riverside did not necessarily agree with the ISO’s analysis of Riverside’s legal obligations, Riverside responded by making as much surplus energy available to the ISO as possible during the periods when the emergency certifications were in effect.  Riverside is within the ISO control area, and threats to the reliability of the ISO control area also threaten Riverside’s reliability.  Although Riverside had procured resources adequate to meet its forecast loads, Riverside was aware of the ISO’s emergency certifications and the difficulties the ISO was having obtaining enough energy to meet the demands for the entire ISO control area.  Riverside responded to the ISO’s declarations of emergency conditions by making as much surplus energy available to the ISO as was possible on those days in order to help maintain control area reliability.

Q8:
Does this complete your testimony with respect to compliance with the DOE’s emergency orders?

A8:
Yes, it does.
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