
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
BEFORE THE 

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION 
 
 

Pacific Gas & Electric Company  ) Docket No. ER17-1699-000 
       ) 

 
MOTION TO INTERVENE AND COMMENTS OF  

THE CALIFORNIA INDEPENDENT SYSTEM OPERATOR CORPORATION 
 
 

The California Independent System Operator Corporation (“CAISO”) respectfully 

files this motion to intervene and comments in the above-identified proceeding.1   This 

proceeding concerns the Berkeley Cogeneration Facility project’s (“Project”) transition of 

interconnection service to a modern, three-party Large Generator Interconnection 

Agreement (“LGIA”) with the CAISO and Pacific Gas & Electric Company (“PG&E”).  

Because the Project would not agree to the Commission’s pro forma indemnity 

language, PG&E filed the LGIA unexecuted. 

The CAISO requests that the Commission grant its motion to intervene because 

the CAISO is a party to the LGIA at issue in this proceeding and the market operator for 

the interconnecting generator.  As such, the CAISO has a direct and substantial interest 

in the proceeding.  Because no other party can adequately represent the CAISO’s 

interests in the proceeding, the CAISO’s intervention is in the public interest and should 

be granted. 

                                                 
1  The CAISO submits this answer pursuant to Rule 212 and Rule 214 of the Commission’s 
Rules of Practice and Procedure, 18 C.F.R. § 385.212, 385.214.  Capitalized terms not 
otherwise defined herein have the meanings set forth in the CAISO tariff, and references to 
specific sections, articles, and appendices are references to sections, articles, and appendices 
in the current CAISO tariff and revised or proposed in this filing, unless otherwise indicated. 
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The CAISO agrees with PG&E that the Project’s proposed changes to the 

indemnity language in Article 18 of the LGIA are not superior to the pro forma language 

and should be rejected.  The Project’s changes attempt to mitigate risk for the Project 

itself at the expense of the CAISO and PG&E.  The pro forma provisions were 

developed carefully by myriad national stakeholders in Order No. 2003 to ensure that all 

parties would be equally protected.  They should not be modified without either the 

consent of all parties or a justified reason, which the Project has not provided.   

 
      Respectfully submitted, 
 

By: /s/ William H. Weaver 
Roger E. Collanton 
  General Counsel  
Sidney L. Mannheim 
  Assistant General Counsel  
William H. Weaver* 
  Senior Counsel 
California Independent System  
Operator Corporation 
250 Outcropping Way 
Folsom, CA  95630  
Tel:  (916) 351-4400 
Fax:  (916) 608-7222 
bweaver@caiso.com  
 
Counsel for the California Independent  
System Operator Corporation 

 
Dated:  June 16, 2017 
 
 
*Designated for service in this proceeding under Rule 2010.



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
  

I hereby certify that I have served the foregoing document upon all of the 

parties listed on the official service list for the above-referenced proceeding, in 

accordance with the requirements of Rule 2010 of the Commission’s Rules of 

Practice and Procedure (18 C.F.R. § 385.2010). 

Dated at Folsom, CA this 16th day of June, 2017. 

 
 

      /s/ Anna Pascuzzo 
Anna Pascuzzo 


