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February 23, 2018
ADVICE LETTER 64-E-A (U 933-E)
VIA EMAIL
California Public Utilities Commission
Energy Division
Attention: Tariff Unit
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102
RE:

Supplement to Advice Letter 64-E (Verification of the Attainment of the 89 MW
Load Trigger for Phase 2 of the Line 625 and 650 Upgrade Project Pursuant to
D.15-03-020)

Liberty Utilities (CalPeco Electric) LLC (U 933-E) (“Liberty CalPeco”) submits this supplement
to Advice Letter 64-E to address issues identified in the November 21, 2017 Staff Assessment
of the Liberty Utilities 2016 Transmission Study Addendum Versions 9-28-18 and 10-30-17 (the
“Assessment”), provided to Liberty Utilities on January 4, 2018 by Mr. Michael Rosauer of the
CPUC’s Energy Division, and further clarified by our February 15, 2018 phone call with the
CEC and CPUC Energy Division Staff. Liberty CalPeco believes this supplement should resolve
any remaining questions, so Liberty CalPeco may be permitted to proceed with the necessary
and planned Phase 2 improvements for its 625/650 Transmission Project established nearly three
years ago in Decision 15-03-020 (“D.15-03-020”).
Liberty CalPeco submits this Tier 2 Advice Letter providing verification of load triggers and the
attainment of the 89 MW trigger authorizing the commencement of the construction of Phase 2
of the Line 625 and 650 Upgrade Project.
I.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this Advice Letter is to provide information and documentation to support
granting Liberty CalPeco the authority to commence construction of Phase 2 of Liberty
CalPeco’s Line 625 and 650 Upgrade Project (“Upgrade”). In D.15-03-020 (“Upgrade Approval
Decision”) the California Public Utilities Commission (“Commission”) authorized Liberty
CalPeco to construct the Project in three separate phases subject to Liberty CalPeco obtaining
1
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all necessary permits and other approvals required for each phase, and subject to the additional
conditions discussed in this Advice Letter.
II.

BACKGROUND

The Upgrade Approval Decision authorized Liberty CalPeco to upgrade the North Lake Tahoe
Transmission System by proceeding with the construction in three separate phases. It also
certified the Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental
Impact Report for all three phases jointly prepared by Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, the
U.S. Forest Service, and the Commission. The Upgrade Approval Decision authorized Liberty
CalPeco to immediately construct Phase 1. Liberty CalPeco commenced construction of Phase
1 on August 5, 2015. Construction has been completed and Phase 1 was placed into service on
October 5, 2016.
The Upgrade Approval Decision also authorized Liberty CalPeco to construct Phases 2 and 3,
but placed the following requirements as preconditions to Liberty CalPeco commencing
construction on these subsequent phases of the Upgrade:
Ordering Paragraph 1(b) of the Upgrade Approval Decision requires:
Construction of Phase 2 shall not commence without verification that load growth on the North
Lake Tahoe Transmission System is approaching 89 megawatts (MW), as further specified in
Ordering Paragraphs 2 and 3
Ordering Paragraph 2 of the Upgrade Approval Decision further specifies that Liberty
CalPeco:
… [S]hall perform a new network study to verify the load growth predicates that warrant
commencement of Phase 2 and of Phase 3; all data and assumptions for the new network study
must be documented and justified along with results and power flow plots, with the final
deliverables being the construction commencement timeline (i.e., the “trigger points”) for Phase
2 and for Phase 3. Liberty [CalPeco’s] new network study analysis must identify and explain
any “other considerations” that affect its identification of the trigger points and must verify that
load growth outside of its own system is not the basis for the trigger points.
Ordering Paragraph 3 of the Upgrade Approval Decision additionally specifies that
Liberty CalPeco:
2

Liberty Utilities (CalPeco Electric) LLC
933 Eloise Avenue
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150
Tel: 800‐782‐2506
Fax: 530‐544‐4811

… [M]ust file the new network study and other information supporting the construction
commencement timeline (i.e. the “trigger points”) for Phase 2 in a Tier 2 Advice Letter for
review by the Commission’s Energy Division. Liberty [CalPeco] must file the Tier 2 Advice
Letter on the service list for Application 10-08-024, together with all other service required by
General Order 96-B.
As demonstrated below, Liberty CalPeco has satisfied each of these preconditions and is thus
requesting the authority to commence construction of Phase 2 of the Upgrade.
III.

NETWORK STUDY

In response to Ordering Paragraph 2 of the Upgrade Approval Decision, Liberty CalPeco
engaged the services of an independent third party engineering firm—Ascension Power
Engineering (“Ascension”) of Virginia City, Nevada—to perform a new network study to verify
the load growth predicates that warrant commencement of Phase 2.
As required by Ordering Paragraph 2 of the Upgrade Approval Decision, Ascension
“documented and justified” “all data and assumptions for the new network study.” In addition,
the network study documents and justifies its results and presents the requisite power flow plots.
The Ascension network study is attached as Attachment A.
In performing the new network study, Ascension:
1.
Determined the peak load demand experienced on the North Lake Tahoe
Transmission system during the winter of 2015/2016;
2.
Modeled and represented the physical electric facilities of the North Lake Tahoe
Transmission system and the interconnection of such facilities to the surrounding transmission
grid in the General Electric Positive Sequence Load Flow (“PSLF”) program;
3.
Performed PSLF power flow simulations with the above-determined load demand
applied to the model for both normal conditions (all facilities in service) and all pertinent single
contingency outage conditions; and
4.
In the event that the modeled system is found to experience operational criteria
violations for either the normal or contingency conditions, model the Phase 2 facility
improvements and re-assess performance for normal and contingency conditions.
3
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Ascension determined that the Liberty CalPeco system experienced its peak demand on the
North Lake Tahoe system during the 2015-2016 winter on December 31, 2015 at 17:55 hours:
88.7 MW. Ascension further confirmed that at the 88.7 MW peak experienced in December
2015, the Phase 2 facilities are needed and that Liberty CalPeco should commence “construction
of Phase 2 as soon as possible.”1
Further, assuming the same conservative 1% load growth forecast that the Commission found
reasonable in the Upgrade Approval Decision,2 the 89 MW load trigger Ordering Paragraph 1(b)
establishes will be eclipsed by this coming winter of 2016/2017.3 Thus, Liberty CalPeco has
demonstrated that its peak load will exceed the 89 MW triggering point and thus it may
appropriately in this Tier 2 Advice Letter seek the authority to commence construction of Phase
2.
Ordering Paragraph 2 of the Upgrade Approval Decision permitted Liberty CalPeco to “identify
and explain any ‘other considerations’ that affect its identification of the trigger points.” Liberty
CalPeco construes this provision as authorizing Liberty CalPeco to submit an advice letter to
request the authority to commence construction of Phase 2 under scenarios in which the 89 MW
triggering point was not yet projected to be reached, but that Liberty CalPeco believed
nonetheless that “other considerations” relating to the reliability of its system or the safety of its
customers, employees, or communities warranted the commencement of Phase 2. As set forth
above, the Ascension network study determined that the 89 MW triggering point would be
exceeded by as early as the 2016-17 winter. Thus, Liberty CalPeco is requesting that the
Commission authorize Liberty CalPeco to commence construction of Phase 2 based on Liberty
CalPeco projected load exceeding 89 MW, and is not requesting the Commission to grant this
authority based on any additional “other considerations.”
Finally, Ordering Paragraph 2 of the Upgrade Approval Decision requires Liberty CalPeco to
verify that “load growth outside of its own system is not the basis for the trigger points.” Table
1, prepared by Richard J. Salgo, P.E. of TriSage Consulting,4 below compares the peak demand
load forecast for the North Lake Tahoe system for the 2011-2012 winter that served as the basis
for the Upgrade Approval Decision and the actual peak demand experienced during the 2015-

1

Ascension network study, Attachment A, at 16.
The Upgrade Approval Decision referenced Paul Scheuerman’s conclusion that the “1% growth [Liberty
CalPeco was projecting] is a possibly conservative but reasonable assumption.” Mr. Scheuerman was retained as
an environmental consultant for the preparation of the EIS/EIS/EIR. Upgrade Approval
Decision, mimeo at 32; and at 31, n. 20.
3
88.7 MW x 1.01 = 89.587 MW.
4
See Declaration of Richard J. Salgo, P.E. attached as Attachment B.
2
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2016 winter, as reported in the Ascension network study. The comparison demonstrates that the
source of the load growth resulting in the projected peak load exceeding the 89 MW triggering
point is growth attributable to Liberty CalPeco’s own customer load, and is not attributable to
“load growth outside of its own system” including from growth in the Truckee Donner Public
Utility District (“TDPUD”) system.
Table 15
Entity

Liberty
CalPeco

Others

Load Description6

20117

Squaw Valley
Tahoe City
Brockway
Northstar
Glenshire
Truckee (Liberty CalPeco loads only)
Subtotal Liberty
Martis Valley
Truckee (TDPUD load only)
Subtotal Others
Total North Lake Tahoe
Transmission System Load

20158

11.6
26.4
15
8.7
2.8
3.8
68.3
8.7
9.7
18.4

13.3
25.2
12.3
9.2
2.5
8.1
70.6
7.6
10.5
18.1

86.7

88.7

The total system demand increased from 2011 to 2015 by 2 MW (88.7 versus 86.7 MW). Of that
2 MW difference, Liberty CalPeco’s customer load served by the North Lake Tahoe system
5

As the Commission explained in the Upgrade Approval Decision, “all interconnected substations should be
included in an accurate modeling of demand since the four 60kV transmission lines and one 120kV transmission
line that comprise the North Lake Tahoe Transmission system are ‘configured as a single interconnected electrical
network to provide service’ quoting the Final EIR/EIS/EIR, Appendix P2b at pdf 456). Accordingly, this study
follows this approach. However, this table identifies separately the load growth experienced with respect to the
Liberty CalPeco load and load from others.

6

The load description column references the substation through which the particular load flows. Liberty CalPeco
does not own the Truckee or Martis Valley substations. However, Liberty CalPeco serves customers with energy
that flows through the Truckee substation and onto its distribution Line 7203 and transmission line 608. Liberty
CalPeco owns the Squaw Valley, Tahoe City, Brockway, Northstar, and Glenshire substations, and similarly
serves its customers with energy flowing through these substations.
7

The peak demand load forecast for the North Lake Tahoe system for the 2011-2012 winter that served as the
basis for the Upgrade Approval Decision, as provided in the ZGlobal Study Report, at 12.
8

The actual peak demand during the 2015-2016 winter as described in Attachment A, at 9.
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(which flows through the 5 substations that Liberty CalPeco owns in North Lake Tahoe and the
Truckee substation) increased by 2.3 MW. In contrast, the non-Liberty CalPeco load across the
North Lake Tahoe Transmission system (which flows through the Martis Valley substation and
the portion of the Truckee substation serving TDPUD load) decreased.
Furthermore, in the 2011 forecast that serves as the basis for the Upgrade Approval Decision,
Liberty CalPeco’s load comprised 78.8% of the total demand being served by the North Lake
Tahoe system. During the peak conditions experienced in 2015, Liberty CalPeco’s percentage
of the total area’s demand increased to 79.6% of the total. Together and individually, these facts
verify that the load growth by Liberty CalPeco’s own customers is responsible for the increase
in the North Lake Tahoe system demand that is now projected by December 2016 to exceed the
89 MW triggering point for construction of Phase 2 to commence.
VI.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION
A.

The Increased Use of Kings Beach Diesels

The use of the Kings Beach Diesels, both as a project alternative and as partial mitigation, has
been evaluated and previously rejected through the proceeding that led to D.15-03-020. The
project-certified EIS/EIS/EIR9 document states:
This alternative (increased use of Kings Beach Diesel Generation) would be feasible from a
technical, legal, and regulatory perspective. However, this alternative would result in greater
environmental effects than the action alternatives and would not meet the project objectives and
goals.
The continued and increased reliance on the use of the Kings Beach Diesel units is entirely
contrary to the objectives of the EIS/EIS/EIR and contrary to D.15-03-020.
Nevertheless, the Energy Commission Staff (“Staff”) still suggest the use of the Kings Beach
Diesel Generation could mitigate overloads and voltage violations for various operational
situations. While the power flow studies of both the California Energy Commission (“CEC”)
CEC and Liberty CalPeco’s consultant, Ascension Power Engineering (“Ascension”) do show
that an increased output of the Kings Beach Diesel units could resolve overloads and voltage
9

“EIS” refers to the Environmental Impact Statement. “EIR” refers to the Environmental Impact Report, which is
part of a joint environmental document prepared by the Commission and two other lead agencies. “EIR” refers
generically to the Commission-sponsored potions of the joint document, but the full document will be referenced
here as “EIS/EIS/EIR.”
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violations of a number of the harmful outage contingencies modeled in the winter peak scenarios,
Liberty CalPeco reiterates and cautions that reliance upon the Kings Beach Diesels for
transmission outage contingencies presents unjustifiable reliability risk to the service to Liberty
CalPeco’s customers in the North Lake Tahoe area. Upon reviewing Ascension’s network study,
CEC posed questions regarding the use of the Kings Beach Diesels, and Liberty CalPeco
provided responses concerning the operational challenges about their use and suitability for the
transmission contingencies studied in this case. The limited availability of these diesel
generation resources renders them inappropriate as a substitute or alternative to the needed
transmission capacity in the region.
During the February 15, 2018 conference call, the Energy Division requested information
concerning the historical usage of the Kings Beach Diesel generation. The table below
illustrates the usage of the Kings Beach generation over the past five years:
Table 1
Kings Beach Diesel Generation Annual Usage
Calendar Year
2017
2016
2015
2014
2013

Operating Unit-Hours
366
46
281
278
68

As provided in prior data request responses, the annual allotment of unit operating hours is 720.
While the figures above indicate unused permissible hours of operation in each of the past five
years, it is important to understand the pace at which the utilization of the Kings Beach operating
hours can be exhausted during an extended transmission contingency in the area, absent the
required transmission upgrades. Conservatively, Liberty CalPeco would utilize three or four
generating units for a period of approximately 10 hours per day in the event of one of the studied
transmission contingencies, thereby consuming 30 to 40 unit hours per day through the duration
of a single transmission outage. As stated in previous data request responses, the duration of
transmission outages can be rather lengthy during the winter season due to remoteness of
facilities and difficulty of access to rights of way, exacerbated by the environmental conditions.
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Further, the utilization of the diesel units does not begin to address another of the fundamental
Phase 2 project goals—decommissioning and replacement of the aging and failing Brockway
substation. This substation is nearly 60 years old and constructed of wood poles and timbers,
many of which are weathering and twisting with age. This substation incurred a catastrophic
equipment failure and fire event in early 2017, and, had it not been for the ample snow coverage,
could have resulted in fire engulfing the structures and posing grave risk to the neighboring
residential area. In 2017, Liberty CalPeco placed a new substation transformer in the Brockway
substation as a temporary measure to allow operation through the winter of 2017-18. The Phase
2 construction scope, approved by the Commission in its 2015 Decision, re-establishes the
transformer capacity and distribution feeder terminals of the Brockway substation at the new
Kings Beach substation site. The use of diesel generation from the Kings Beach generating
facility does not mitigate any of the present risk being experienced by continued operation of
this aging Brockway substation.
Again, the use of the Kings Beach Diesels has been evaluated and previously rejected through
the proceeding that led to D.15-03-020 and is contrary to that Decision.
B.

Loss of 132 North Truckee-Martis: Interruption of TDPUD Martis Valley
Load

The Staff Assessment suggests that the Truckee Donner Public Utility District (“TDPUD”)
Martis Valley load can be kept out of service to mitigate the violations and suggests that Liberty
CalPeco has no obligation to serve this load during this contingency.
However, while from a contractual perspective, the TDPUD load may not need to be served via
the Liberty CalPeco electric system to the Martis Valley 120 kV point of delivery during this
contingency, the TDPUD Martis Valley substation load can be restored from TDPUD’s other
distribution facilities in the area. Therefore, in the contingency event of loss of the North
Truckee-Martis segment, TDPUD will quickly perform field switching to transfer its Martis load
via its distribution system back over to the Truckee substation. This load transfer will reestablish the same transmission and transformer overloads that are depicted in the corresponding
contingency power flow cases. In fact, the overloads and violations will be worse than had the
load been left connected to the Martis 120 kV substation, as the service from the Truckee area
distribution system will incur a cold load pickup10 loading effect and additional system power
10

Cold load pickup is the effect of increased aggregate load demand due to the loss of diversity of customer loads
that have been without electric service for a period of time. The sudden restoration of the load results in a higher
demand than if the load had been continuously served without experiencing the triggering outage.
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losses. Therefore, the notion that the transmission overloads can be avoided by leaving the
Martis substation out of service is flawed, as the load will reappear, and the simulated overloads
will continue to be experienced beyond the control of Liberty CalPeco.
Staff further suggest that, while the load is out of service, one or two capacitors can be brought
on line and three diesel units ought to be started. Once these resources are on line and stable,
Staff suggests that the Martis Valley load can be restored without criteria violations. While the
planning completed by Ascension confirms this suggestion, this mode of operation has been
previously dismissed as a viable operating alternative based, in part, on the need to reduce the
use of the Kings Beach Diesels, rather than to increase it, and does not address project objectives.
The EIS/EIS/EIR document regarding the operation of the Kings Beach Diesels evaluated this
alternative and rejected it for the inability of the diesel units to mitigate the Brockway substation
infrastructure shortcomings.
C.

Loss of 132 Martis-Squaw Valley

This contingency results in low voltage (below 90%) at Squaw Valley. The Staff Assessment
suggests the use of either one Brockway capacitor or the use of the Kings Beach diesel units (2
or 3 units) would address this issue.
While Liberty CalPeco does not dispute the Staff’s assessment, the use of the Kings Beach
Diesels to delay the need for this project has already been considered and rejected as an
alternative in the EIS/EIS/EIR.
D.

Loss of Truckee-Northstar #650

This scenario creates voltage violations at Kings Beach/Brockway and Northstar. The Staff
Assessment shows that the Brockway 3 MVAR capacitor cannot correct the voltage above
90% without additional support of the Kings Beach Diesels. The CEC case CEC-11.6 shows
that, with both Brockway capacitors (6 MVAR) on line, the voltage goes just to 90%, which is
still critically low. Therefore, in the opinion of the CEC, to correct for this contingency, a
number of Kings Beach Diesel units are required to be on line.
Again, this is contrary to the stated goals in the EIS/EIS/EIR document, and it results in
potentially significant run time for a large number of generating units during the course of such
an outage. This is simply not a viable operating option.

9
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E.

Distribution System Flexibility

Staff has cited that there may be some flexibility in the Liberty CalPeco distribution system to
allow loads to be transferred, from a transmission network perspective, from one substation to
another (i.e., from one transmission-distribution interface to another).
In general, load transfers among the distribution system of the several substations served from
the North Lake Tahoe transmission loop has, at best, a modest effect on the voltage profile
around the existing 60 kV loop, and it has no mitigation effect on the loading of the North
Truckee 120/60 kV transformer. This was seen in the comparison of the 2015-16 winter and the
2016-17 winter peak loads. Between these two years, the system realized a peak load distribution
difference between the Tahoe City and Squaw Valley substations. However, in both scenarios,
criteria violations were experienced around the transmission loop for various outage
contingencies. Liberty CalPeco has little to no control over the demand of its customers; the
loading at these two substations depends upon climactic conditions, snow pack levels, resort
occupancy, and skier volume, among other things. Further, distribution outage contingencies
can dictate where backup service is provided between Liberty CalPeco’s substation sources. The
transfer of loads between Liberty CalPeco’s substations does not provide a means to reduce or
eliminate the overloads and voltage violations caused by the studied outage contingencies, and
the distribution of loads between the substations is largely out of Liberty CalPeco’s operational
control.
Staff further reference November 15, 2017 South Lake Tahoe News article that stated the
distribution connection to Incline Village was used to supply Liberty CalPeco loads while repairs
were made to the Brockway substation.
This transfer of load occurred during a light load demand period. Further, this argument was
presented to CPUC staff during the draft EIS/EIS/EIR public process and was addressed in the
final document. The Commission specifically responded to this argument with the following
language in Section 5.2 (pages 22-23) of D.15-03-020:
Besich, an electrical engineer and consultant with many years’ experience (NTCAA’s
consultant), contends that only part of Phase 1 is needed–primarily, reconductoring of the
northern portion of the 650 Line between Truckee and the existing Northstar tap. He
recommends: “For transmission contingencies during periods of high load like the Christmas to
New Years annual peak, continue to utilize the established practice of load rolling between
Brockway … and NVE’s Incline substation.”
…
10
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In comments on behalf of NTCAA made during the environmental review process and in
NTCAA’s briefs and prepared testimony, Besich, McClure and Grassi refer to this strategy
alternatively as the Proper Plan, the Public Alternative or the Alternative Staging Sequence.
Essentially, it is a composite of several of the partial alternatives; the EIR eliminates it because,
like the partial alternatives, it does not meet most of the project objectives. (Final EIS/EIS/EIR,
Appendix P at P1a-157.)
On pages 31-32, D.15-03-020 further states:
And with respect to load rolling, the EIR notes NV Energy’s letter11, dated February 19, 2014,
confirming its willingness to provide electricity in an “emergency” and on an “as available
basis” but warning that “Liberty Utilities should not consider our prior ability to assist as an
indication of our future ability to provide any permanent solution for Liberty’s loading issues in
the north Lake Tahoe area.” (Final EIS/EIS/EIR, Appendix P at P1a-113, P1a-157.)
F.

Other Schemes, Systems or Equipment

In the Conclusion section of the Assessment, Staff requested the following:
Further, Liberty Utilities should explain what remedial action schemes, control systems,
communications systems, software, hardware or other equipment would need to be put [sic]
deployed in order to make these other potential alternatives feasible and provide an estimate of
the additional cost.
Liberty CalPeco submits that there are no further remedial action schemes, control systems,
communications, software, hardware or other equipment that could serve as a substitute for the
needed transmission capacity. The remedial action of interrupting customer load could provide
an immediate relief to the overloading or voltage violations experienced following a
contingency; however, such interruption of firm load demand does not meet the project
objective, i.e., the establishment of a transmission system suitable to meet the load demands of
Liberty CalPeco’s North Lake Tahoe system. Hence, remedial action schemes (or any other
software, hardware, communication, or other equipment deployments) are not supportable as
solutions to the demonstrated need for increased transmission capacity in the system.

11

This NV Energy letter is an attachment to this supplement.

11

Liberty Utilities (CalPeco Electric) LLC
933 Eloise Avenue
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150
Tel: 800‐782‐2506
Fax: 530‐544‐4811

V.

CONCLUSION

Liberty CalPeco has fully complied with D.15-03-020 and seeks approval of its Advice Letter
64-E. The Assessment acknowledges, “Based on its assessment of Study Addendum Versions
9-28-17 and 10-30-17, and additional power flow analysis, Energy Commission staff concludes
that the Phase 2 Upgrade Project mitigates the transmission reliability issues identified for the
three critical contingencies based on 2016/17 coincident peak loads for the NLT system provided
by the applicant.” (Page 10, CPUC Energy Division Staff Assessment.)
Liberty CalPeco requests the approval of Advice Letter 64-E in accordance with D.15-03-020.
Given that the certification of the EIS/EIS/EIR was part of D.15-03-020, Liberty CalPeco
respectfully requests that the CPUC Staff expeditiously comply with the direction of (1)
confirming loads and (2) confirming the new network study, as mandated by D.15-03-020. Risk
continues to mount with the operation of the Brockway substation, and its de-commissioning is
a vital step toward securing the fire safety and service reliability of the system in the Kings Beach
area. Time is of the essence to safeguard Liberty CalPeco’s customers from enduring another
winter with a vulnerable transmission system incapable of reliably meeting the projected load
demand.
VI.

EFFECTIVE DATE

Liberty CalPeco requests that this Tier 2 Advice Letter become effective as of November
14, 2016 and in all events become effective in the necessary time frame described below.
VII.

REQUEST FOR TIMELY APPROVAL

As set forth above, Liberty CalPeco is intending to complete construction of Phase 2 in time for
it to be operational at the start of the 2017-18 winter. The peak load projected for that period is
projected to be 90.5 MW.
Liberty CalPeco is forecasting a construction schedule of six months. However, constraints
imposed by the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (“TRPA”) restrict construction activities
involving ground disturbance to the period of May 15 to October 15. Thus, in order to have
Phase 2 operational during the 2017-18 winter, Liberty CalPeco must commence construction
by no later than May 15, 2017.
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Liberty CalPeco would further request that the authority requested to commence construction of
Phase 2 be granted by no later than March 1, 2017. In order to commence and complete
construction on the most efficient and expeditious schedule, it is necessary that Liberty CalPeco
procure the necessary equipment, including long lead-time equipment such as substation power
transformers, before the actual commencement of construction. Accordingly the requested
March 2017 deadline is essential for meeting the construction schedule and ensuring that Phase
2 is operational prior to the 2017-2018 winter.
VIII. NOTICE
Pursuant to Ordering Paragraph 4 of D.15-03-020, a copy of this advice letter is being served on
the service list of Application 10-08-024, as well as all other service required by General Order
96-B.
IX.

PROTESTS

Anyone wishing to protest this advice letter may do so by letter sent via U.S. mail, by facsimile
or by email, any of which must be received no later than November 3, 2016, which is 20 days
after the date of this advice letter. The protest shall set forth the grounds upon which it is based
and shall be submitted expeditiously. There is no restriction on who may submit a protest.
Protests should be mailed to:
California Public Utilities Commission
Energy Division, Tariff Unit
505 Van Ness Avenue, 4th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94102-3298
Facsimile: (415) 703-2200
Email: edtariffunit@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.
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Liberty Utilities (CalPeco Electric) LLC
933 Eloise Avenue
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150
Tel: 800‐782‐2506
Fax: 530‐544‐4811

The protest should be sent via email and U.S. Mail (and by facsimile, if possible) to Liberty
Utilities (CalPeco Electric) LLC at the address shown below on the same date it is mailed or
delivered to the Commission:
Greg Campbell
Liberty Utilities (CalPeco Electric) LLC
9750 Washburn Road
Downey, CA 90241
Phone: (562) 299-5117
Fax: (562) 861-5902
Email: Greg.Campbell@libertyutilities.com

Respectfully submitted,
LIBERTY UTILITIES (CALPECO ELECTRIC) LLC

/s/ Travis Johnson
Travis Johnson, PE
Vice President, Liberty Utilities
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Liberty Utilities (CalPeco Electric) LLC
933 Eloise Avenue
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150
Tel: 800‐782‐2506
Fax: 530‐544‐4811

cc:

Michael Rosauer, CPUC
J. Mulligan, CPUC
Simon Baker, CPUC
Molly Sterkel, CPUC
Mary Jo Borak, CPUC
Mark Hesters, CEC

Todd Wiley, Liberty Utilities
Gerald Tremblay, Liberty Utilities
Peter Eichler, Liberty Utilities
Greg Sorensen, Liberty Utilities
Sharon Yang, Liberty Utilities
Dan Marsh, Liberty Utilities
Eric Troska, Ascension Power Engineering
Zeina Randall, Ascension Power Engineering
Rich Salgo, Tri Sage Consulting
Karen Schlichting, Tri Sage Consulting
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