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REQUESTING PARTY: SDPUC Staff 
________________________________________________________________________ 
SDPUC Request No. 1-6:  
 
Regarding the programs that were removed from the plan following the Commission’s 
decision in Docket EL15-044: 
 

a) Do the PY2015 and PY2016 budgets need to be adjusted to reflect that these 
programs were removed? Staff’s memorandum in Docket EL15-044, page 8, 
states that “BHP may need to reduce the budgets slightly should BHP remove 
cost-ineffective measures”.   
 

b) Provide the goals for each applicable summary table in the 2016 Status Report, 
removing these programs from the stated goals. Explain why including these 
programs in the stated goals provides an accurate comparison to the actual results 
that do not include these programs.  
 

Response to SDPUC Request No. 1-6:   
 

a) Yes.  BHP acknowledges that, even though the amounts were small in 
relation to the overall budgets, the budgets should have been adjusted to 
reflect removal. 
 

b) BHP acknowledges that, even though the amounts were small in relation 
to the overall budget and goals, the budgets and goals should have been 
adjusted to reflect removal.  The budget and goals stated in the tables ES1 
and ES2 have been amended (see tables below) to reflect the removal. 
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