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In accordance with Rule 77.2 of the Rules of Practice and Procedure of the California Public Utilities Commission (“CPUC”), this comment in support of the December 21, 2000 Proposed Decision of Commission Bilas in the captioned proceeding is respectfully submitted by the following parties:  

The Utility Reform Network
Aglet Consumer Alliance
City Of Burbank
City Of Glendale
City Of Pasadena
Imperial Irrigation District
Los Angeles Department Of Water And Power
Reliant Energy Power Generation
Southern California Generation Coalition
Southern California Utility Power Pool
Williams Energy Services.

These parties were the signatories to the Post-Interim Settlement Agreement.

The Post-Interim Settlement parties strongly support Commission Bilas’ Proposed Decision and urge the Commission to adopt the Proposed Decision, as currently scheduled, at the Commission’s next meeting on December 21, 2000.
  The Proposed Decision would approve important reforms that will benefit all Southern California Gas Company (“SoCalGas”) customers.  These reforms were originally proposed nearly a year ago in the December 27, 1999 Interim Settlement.   As Commission Bilas notes in his Proposed Decision: “The reforms herein have been delayed and need to be implemented quickly.”  Proposed Decision, at 118.  Prompt action on the Proposed Decision by the full Commission will permit prompt implementation of the important reforms approved in the Proposed Decision.

Although the Proposed Decision does not adopt the Post-Interim Settlement in its entirety, the Post-Interim Settlement parties fully support the Proposed Decision.  The measures adopted by the Proposed Decision, taken in conjunction with recent developments in other proceedings, satisfactorily address most of the concerns of the parties.  First, the Proposed Decision adopts the Interim Settlement with only minor modifications.  Insofar as the Post-Interim Settlement fully incorporated the Interim Settlement as a major component, approval of the bulk of the Interim Settlement constitutes approval of a major portion of the Post-Interim Settlement.  Second, although the Proposed Decision rejects the Post-Interim Settlement proposal to remove Montebello from SoCalGas' rate base as of September of 1999, the Post-Interim Settlement parties had already agreed to the alternative treatment for Montebello costs proposed in the November 22, 2000 settlement filed in A.00-04-031.  Parties to the Post-Interim Settlement had agreed to amend the Post-Interim Settlement to be consistent with the Montebello settlement.
  Third, the Proposed Decision proposes to unbundle core interstate capacity, which was a key element of the Post-Interim Settlement.
  Fourth, while the Proposed Decision does not preclude intrastate backbone unbundling in the future, it does not impose such unbundling at this time.  Avoiding intrastate backbone unbundling was a key objective of the Post-Interim Settlement.  Thus, on balance, the Post-Interim Settlement parties find that Commissioner Bilas' Proposed Decision addresses our primary concerns and we whole-heartedly support adoption of  the Proposed Decision by the full Commission. 

The undersigned is authorized to execute and submit this comment on behalf of the Post-Interim Settlement parties listed above.  

 Respectfully submitted,



__________________________________
Marcel Hawiger
THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK (TURN)
711 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, California 94102
Telephone: (415) 929-1132
Facsimile:  (415) 929-8876
E-mail: marcel@turn.org

Dated:  December 11, 2000

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE


I hereby certify that I have this day served a copy of the COMMENT IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED DECISION on the service list for I.99-07-003 by mailing a properly addressed copy by first-class mail with postage prepared to each party.


Executed on December 11, 2000, at San Francisco, California.









___________________________







�	Attachment A hereto provides the Commission with suggestions for corrections, technical changes and clarifications to the Proposed Decision.  


�	See Settlement Agreement, § 4.4, p.12, footnote 5, filed November 22, 2000 in A.00-04-031.


�	The Proposed Decision combines elements from both the Post-Interim Settlement and the Comprehensive Settlement for allocating potential stranded costs from capacity unbundling.  The signatories to the Post-Interim Settlement find the proposed methodology acceptable.
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