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I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to Rule 14.6 of tbe Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure, 

Pacitic Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) provides its reply comments on the Proposed 

Decision (PD) on reporting and tracking of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in the 

electricity sector under AB 32. PG&E's reply commcnts arc organized in the following 

sections below: (1) Response to comments on the overall process and schedule for 

adoption of reporting protocols, particularly those dealing with default emissions rates, 

power imports and regional emissions reporting protocols; (2) Response to comments on 

the PD's proposal that emissions under certain new contracts with cxisting rcsources be 

reported based on default emissions rates rather than actual emissions; and (3) Response 

to comments on the need for consistency between the methodology for calculating the 

1990 emissions baseline and the methodology for calculating and reporting current 

11 - PG&E notes that othw issues were r a i d  by panits that PG&E does not believe merit detailed 
response. For example, Independent Energy Producers proposes to require the reporting of 
fuming energy for renewable resources rind substitute power under the reporting prolocols in a 
different manner than such sources are considered under the CPUC's SB 1368 Emissions 
Performance Shdard. (IEP Opming Comments. at pp. 5- 6.) PG&E believw the AB 32 
repomng protocols shmild apply the same standards for firming energy and subshtute power that 
the CPUC applied in i~ D. 07-01-039 implementing SB 1368. The ~dditioanl requirements 
proposed by IEP are unnecessary and urconsistent with the rationale used by the CPUC under SB 
1368. 










