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SAN FRANCI SCO, CALI FORNI A, JANUARY 25, 2005 - 11:00 A M
x ok x x %
ADM NI STRATI VE LAW JUDGE MALCOLM Pl ease come to
order.

This is a prehearing conference in Rul emaking
03-10-003, which is the Comm ssion's investigation into
how to i mplement AB 117 with regard to Community Choice
Aggr egati on prograns.

As you all know, the Conmm ssion issued a Phase
1 decision in this proceeding in Decenber, and we're on
to Phase 2, which is intended to be a |ot nore nuts and
bolts, I think, than Phase 1.

| have handed out a one-page, doubl e-sided
sheet that lists the issues as | understand them for
Phase 2. It doesn't go into any detail about any of
t hose issues. And in fact, the second bullet,
operational issues, incorporates a |lot of things, I'm
sure. But it should just give you sonme idea of what
we're | ooking at, and it refers to the two decisions
issued in this proceeding so far for each issue area.

| al so have a proposed schedule on the back
which is just for discussion here. | want to keep this
proceedi ng noving. As you all know, we're now nore than
two years from the date the Governor signed AB 117. And
a lot of the issues in this proceeding are affected by
and will affect other proceedings and the way the
utilities plan their procurement in the next few years,

or the next many years possibly. So we just want to
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keep it nmoving.

I f you are already on the service list, you
don't have to fill out an appearance form today. We
wi Il be keeping the existing service |list and adding to
it.

And | am not aware of any outstanding
procedural notions, but if any of you have procedural
matters to bring to ny attention, you can do that now.
Not hi ng?

(No response)

ALJ MALCOLM What |'d like to do then is to go
t hrough these issues that |'ve listed on this sheet, and
if you have clarifications or issues that | have not
included inadvertently or coments about whether we're
ready to address each of these issues, |'d appreciate
hearing from you.

The first one | listed is final costs and
tariffs. The Comm ssion's Decenber decision ordered the
utilities to submt tariffs for CCA services and
operations by February 14th, which is 60 days after the
effective date of the order.

| don't expect any problem there?

MR. SZYMANSKI : No, your Honor. The three

utilities are working closely to present what we hope to
have -- what we hope to present is one package of
tariffs that would align all the utilities and reflect

the requirements of the Phase 1 order.

MR. HUARD: Can you speak up, please?
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MR. SZYMANSKI: We hope to present one set of
utility-sponsored tariffs as proposals in response to
the utilities -- the directives on the utilities from

t he Phase 1 order.

ALJ MALCOLM Okay. And those will incorporate
all of the proposed -- the way the utilities propose to
handl e operational issues then, | presune.

MR. SZYMANSKI : Yes. It's supposed to address the

whol e, as you say, all the nuts and bolts and the whole
panoply of issues that come into the tariff design
process.

ALJ MALCOLM And then let's just skip down to the
very last bullet on nmy list here where it talks about
the detailed processes outline. These are the, | think
we could call them the strawman proposals the utilities
presented in Phase 1. And |'m guessing those are al so
subsumed and incorporated into the tariffs you'll be
submtting in February? In other words, are there

i ssues there that go beyond the tariffs?

MR. SZYMANSKI: Well, the detailed processes are
reflective of the processes that will be reflected in a
more granular way in the tariffs that we will be filing.
| don't think -- | can't think at this point of anything

that we are doing tariff wi se that would deviate from
the content of the detailed processes which were
approved in the Phase 1 order, but the effort to devel op
tariffs naturally will have a |lot nore information and a

ot more text and a |l ot nore specificity reflecting the
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directives that came out of the Phase 1 order. So we're
doi ng our best to comply with all of the directives that
are placed on us.

ALJ MALCOLM Al'l right.

MR. HUARD: Your Honor, is it appropriate to ask
the utilities questions about the tariffs and what they
are going to file at this point?

ALJ MALCOLM Sur e.

MR. HUARD: M. Szymanski called me | ast week, and
| appreciate the call, and described briefly what he was
going to do. But when you said you're providing one set
of tariffs for all three utilities, then they're going
to be identical then, | take it? Because that was one
issue we had in the first phase about whether we were
having three different sets.

MR. SZYMANSKI: Well, let nme try to explain a
little bit about what we're doing. And | certainly
invite nmy coll eagues at PG&E and Edi son to chime in.

But what we're doing right now is produce a package of
tariffs that are responsive to the various directives
t hat appeared in the Phase 1 order. And we've been
wor king on this effort for -- ever since the Phase 1
order came out, and we're expecting to produce a quality
product by February 14th.

And a |l ot of the effort, as | said, is put
into not just devel oping | anguage, which in itself is
ti me-consum ng, but reconciling that |anguage with the

various approaches that could be inmplemented at the
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three utilities. So reconciling all of that and
produci ng one cogent, well-defined, clear set of tariffs
is our objective.

And the greater details of what all of that
| ooks like, I am hesitant to explain in greater detail
because a lot of it's quite in flux, it's in play, and
there is a ot of discussion going on really every day
and for many hours a day anong people at the three
utilities. So all we can do at this point is prom se
tariffs that are reflective of the Comm ssion's
directives in the Phase 1 order.

Now, we fully expect that after that time the
parties will have full opportunity to coment, present
their questions and to engage in dialog with us, and we
would like to see the schedule, you know, providing of
t hose types of opportunities, you know, subject, of
course, to what ALJ Mal colm and the Comm ssion request.

ALJ MALCOLM Okay.

MR. SZYMANSKI: And we in fact do have a proposed
schedul e for going forward from February 14th that | ooks
alittle bit different from ALJ Mal col m's schedul e,
which we just |earned about this norning, but again,
it's just an alternative, and it's, you know, fodder for
di scussi on.

ALJ MALCOLM Al'l right.

MR. HUARD: Your Honor, what | was trying to get
at is that, are we going to see, say, a pro forma tariff

which will then be superceded | ater on by
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utility-specific tariffs, or are we going to see, for

i nstance, the equivalent of a Rule 22 which applies to
everybody, basically? And I'mtrying to get at, you
know, if this is effectively the working rules and
that's what the details of CCA inmplementation are going
to be in this phase, then the tariffs basically are the
gui di ng docunents.

And as early as possible the CCA conmmunity is
interested in working with the utilities to try to make
sure that we can limt or elimnate issues associ ated
with their tariffs and understand what the utilities are
doing with regard to the tariffs so that we can
potentially elimnate, you know, problens that may arise
due to lack of conmmunications during the devel opment
phase. So one of the things that --

ALJ MALCOLM Okay. That's a good point.

MR. HUARD: So one of the things that we had
tal ked about, | suggested to M. Szymanski, is that
prior to submttal, potentially, have a briefing of the
utilities -- by the utilities of the CCA conmmunity for
at least a prelimnary review of where they were going
so that when they actually do submt them for Comm ssion
review that there is at |east some opportunity to

reflect changes that may be suggested by the CCA

communi ty.
ALJ MALCOLM M. Szymanski, did that make sense?
MR. SZYMANSKI : | understand M. Huard's concern,
and believe me, on behalf of the three utilities, we
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really will welcome M. Huard's comments and those of
anybody el se, and hopefully, the nore specific, the
better.
That said, the Comm ssion order gave us 60

days to produce these tariffs. W are working with a
| arge effort to produce one clear set of tariffs, as |
expl ai ned earlier, and that deadline is now |l ess than
three weeks away. We don't see it feasible to produce
the type of quality tariffs that we would like to
provide to the Comm ssion on the 14th of February and
have yet that schedule interrupted by producing
somet hi ng before that that we don't think would be
reflective of our best efforts.

ALJ MALCOLM Right. And I think -- it sounds
i ke M. Szymanski agrees with you. He just wants his
full 60 days, and then afterwards every one can talk.
And that's a hel pful way to go too.

MR. HUARD: | don't necessarily mnd that, your
Honor . It is just that once sonmething gets put into
print and submtted for review, it has a tendency to
become | ess novabl e and | ess conprom sable, if that's a
word, than things prior to filing. So that was part of
t he questi on.

Al so, quite frankly, the schedules that are

being thrown out, as an exanple, your proposed schedul e
gives us basically approximtely two weeks to review and
that they would file testimny as well the sanme day they

file the tariffs. Obviously, if this is even remotely
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equi valent to the rules that are applicable to direct
access, these are going to be rather significant

filings, and | think M. Szymanski has more than broadly
hinted at that, that this is a significant piece of work
t hat they have been engaged in for the |ast 45 days, and
t hat obviously the nmore time we have to review this, the
better off we are to keep on an expedited schedul e.

ALJ MALCOLM Yes. Let's go to the schedule after
we' ve gone through the issues. I understand, and you
know, in fact, if you want to push it out, that's fine.
| put together this schedule with the CCAs in m nd
because there's been some delay in this proceeding. But
if you all need nmore time, | don't think the utilities
are in the biggest hurry on this one. | don't know.

But let's get to that in a m nute.

Let's go to the third bullet. | want to
explain this third bullet, the costs of customer
re-entry associated with procurement and ot her
liabilities. The Conmm ssion's decision, from ny
standpoint, distinguished between two kinds of sort of
re-entry fees or costs. One is just sort of the
adm ni strative cost of noving a customer back. W see
that in the tel econmunications area where if you want to
move from MCI to AT&T and you call SBC to do that, they
may charge you $5.

What | think Phase 2 is more concerned with,

t hough, is the cost associated with procurenent

liabilities. And | don't think we really explored that
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in any depth in Phase 1, although | may have

m sunder st ood. But | know there may be some costs
especially if there are large customers, as ny proposed
deci sion mentioned, |arge customers going back and forth
creating some variability in procurenment portfolio

requi rements. So that's what |I'm tal king about there,
and that should be as part of the tariffs, included as
part of the tariffs.

MR. CASEY: Your Honor, are you speaking about
what has been called in the direct access world
switching rules, the rules that would be inmposed upon
customers?

ALJ MALCOLM: Yes.

MR. CASEY: Because | don't know if the utilities
got that exactly, that that's what you're tal king about.
ALJ MALCOLM And I'm not famliar with the
switching rules specifically in direct access, but 1'1]

bet it's --

MR. CASEY: It's something simlar.

ALJ MALCOLM  -- conparable. And related to that
woul d be bal anci ng, bal ancing charges, | don't know,
some of the costs |like that.

MR. CASEY: And just to follow up, would your
Honor be expecting the CCAs to speak about what they
m ght develop as switching rules that they m ght inmpose
upon their own custonmers, or is that a subject that's
strictly for CCAs only, it's not subject to Conm ssion

jurisdiction?
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ALJ MALCOLM: Oh, what they would propose for
their own customers?

MR. CASEY: For example, a customer had been a CCA
customer let's say for two or three years and had made a
commtment, particularly a |large customer had made a
commtment to a CCA and then that customer changes his
m nd and wi shes to go back to the utility. The CCA may
wi sh to impose upon that customer some kind of exit fee,
simlar --

ALJ MALCOLM Ri ght .

MR. CASEY: Because the CCA had made resource
commtments. And |I'm supposing that that's a CCA
jurisdictional matter only.

ALJ MALCOLM Ri ght .

MR. CASEY: And is not within the Comm ssion
purvi ew.

ALJ MALCOLM That's ny assunption too, is that
t he Comm ssion was not, from what | could tell, granted
any jurisdiction over CCAs except to the extent they
need to conply with utility tariffs, for exanple. And I
think the Comm ssion said that in the rul emaki ng order.
And that kind of gets into the whole issue of what's the
Comm ssion's role with regard to the implementation
pl an, which the Comm ssion is supposed to review.

MR. CASEY: Yes.

ALJ MALCOLM | presume you m ght include those
kind of services in your inplementation plan, but

whet her the Comm ssion is going to issue orders with
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regard to those relationships you have with your own
customers is doubtful --

MR. CASEY: Ckay. Thank you.

ALJ MALCOLM -- from nmy standpoint.

MR. CASEY: Thank you.

ALJ MALCOLM | f any party wants to brief that
i ssue, we can. It doesn't seem to have been a big
question mark so far.

The December order directed the utilities to
provi de updated CRS forecasts. And there's this bigger
i ssue of CRS vintaging, which, from ny standpoint, goes
to everything about the CRS and how liabilities will be
recovered over time. \hen we started thinking about
what vintaging nmeant, we realized it was nuch nore
conmplicated than what we could unravel from the record
in Phase 1, and I'mthinking that's a really good topic
for a workshop, and | think the Conm ssion's decision
mentions workshops, just to get everybody understanding
what vintaging m ght mean and what the CRS is going to
| ook I'ike over time, whether it's going to end for each
CCA on a given date. You know, what is in the box of
[iabilities for each CCA, that's another issue that
needs to be addressed in Phase 2.

The issue of what we called the credits or
liability for in-kind power is another topic the
Comm ssion wanted to | ook at in workshops because we
realized it was a | ot nore conplicated than we thought.

And in fact, | think ORA suggested it's an oxymoron to
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tal k about having a CCA take power from DWR or the
utilities for power that's reflected in the CRS because
the CRS takes care of that. There's sone circular

t hi nki ng there. So whether that in fact is true is
sonmet hi ng we should be | ooking at.

Open season procedures. San Di ego had made a
proposal in Phase 1 that seemed pretty appealing to
everybody, but we realized again that there needed to be
some details fleshed out there, and that m ght be
anot her good topic for workshops.

The Comm ssion's original decision, the
original rulemaking refers to the CARE di scount and
whet her CCA customers would get it and how that would be
i mpl ement ed.

Agai n, back to the inmplementation plan. Not
sure what everybody has in m nd about that process. l's
it something that goes through an advice letter, through
a Comm ssion order, through nothing? It just comes in,
we | ook at it, sense that it's consistent with the
utility tariffs and nove on? |'m not sure.

And then there's a technical issue of provider
of last resort, which we have deferred to the
procurenment rul emaking. But we just need to be m ndful
of it here because it m ght affect the utility CCA
tariffs. And | guess simlarly, the RPS will ultimtely
affect utility CCA tariffs, but that's an issue that's
being resolved in the procurenment area.

Did I mss anything? M. Fenn.
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MR. FENN: Your Honor, just one item that was of
particular interest to |local power is the whole issue of
CRS credits for self-generation and renewabl es by CCAs,
whi ch you defer to Phase 2 and place the burden on CCAs
to fully flesh out. But it would be nice to see that on
here. | do think it's a significant issue.

ALJ MALCOLM Okay. Can you refer me to the cite
fromthe decision?

MR. FENN: Sorry. | can't.

ALJ MALCOLM That's all right. That was a
proposal made by? ]

MR. FENN: Cal CLERA primarily, |1 think TURN al so
supported it.

MR. CASEY: In the narrative of the decision it is
di scussed on page 14.

ALJ MALCOLM Al'l right. Actually, no, | think
t he di scussion of renewables credits -- let's go off the
record.

(Off the record)

ALJ MALCOLM Back on the record.

Two issues we discussed off the record that
could be addressed in Phase 2 are credits for
renewabl es, and risk for collection and nonpaynment by
CCA custoners.

Ot hers?

(No response)

ALJ MALCOLM: | mean there are obviously many

smal | subi ssues that come under operations in CCA
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services that will be in the tariffs that | haven't
listed here and that parties may propose.

MR. DE SNOO: Your Honor, | think it would be
hel pful to have a discussion of the PGC filings in this
process because, as it is proposed in the energy
efficiency process, it would be very cunbersome to
adm ni ster those funds for CCAs as proposed in the other
docket. We m ght want to | ook at that.

THE REPORTER: What is your name, sSir?

MR. DE SNOO: Neal DeSnoo for the City of
Ber kel ey.

THE REPORTER: Thank you.

ALJ MALCOLM So M. DeSnoo, | don't quite
understand. Are you suggesting that we renmove the
di scussion of PGC funds from the energy efficiency order
and have the issue nmoved over here?

MR. DE SNOO: That order suggested that -- |1
forget the exact wording. But the structure that may be
proposed there for CCAs, | don't think they used the
word "problematic,"” but it may need to be revisited for
CCAs. Because it seenms a utility admnistration of al
PGC funds so they can be integrated into the utility's
procurenment process.

ALJ MALCOLM Ri ght .

MR. DE SNOO: The CCAs insist they have their own
procurement process. So there is a msmatch in the
| ogic there.

ALJ MALCOLM Okay. But just procedurally do you
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think it is not appropriately handled in the other
docket ?

MR. DE SNOO: | think they punted it here.

ALJ MALCOLM So you think they are moving it over
here?

MR. DE SNOO: | don't think they noved it, but
they said it m ght be worthwhile revisiting here. They
didn't conplete it. They didn't really make any fina
conclusions on it. They kind of left it open-ended.

MR. COMO: Your Honor, maybe | can suggest that
what ever the decision is passed on Thursday, it can
speak for itself, to the extent we can do it.

ALJ MALCOLM If it is open-ended and parties want
to address it here, that is fine. If the Comm ssion
resolves it, then we will go with however the Conmm ssion
resolved it.

MR. NELSON: | was just trying to establish a
bal ance between the first, second items and the | ast
item During the detail ed processes phase that seened
i ke that included some cost structure for elective
services. The utilities are required to provide sone
services, some services they may elect to offer.

ALJ MALCOLM Ri ght .

MR. NELSON: How can we bal ance the tariffs that

are comng out fromthe utilities? WIIl it indicate
what they will be doing and the correspondi ng charge for
required services? And will they also differentiate

bet ween el ected services, what that covers and what the

PUBLI C UTI LI TIES COW SSI ON, STATE OF CALI FORNI A
SAN FRANCI SCO, CALI FORNI A




© 0O N O o b~ W DN Bk

N N D NN N N NN R B R B R B R R RpR
0o N o o M W N P O O 0o NOo 0o N - O

65

cost will be?

THE REPORTER: Your name, sir?

MR. NELSON: M chael Nel son.

THE REPORTER: Thank you.

ALJ MALCOLM Do the utilities want to answer that
as to what they are going to propose? | presune the
tariffs distinguish between what is a required service
and what is an optional service.

MR. SZYMANSKI : Paul Szymanski .

Yes, they will be delineated as required, or
optional, in some appropriate fashion.

MR. NELSON: Okay.

ALJ MALCOLM Anyt hing el se?

MR. NELSON: | guess procedurally though how does
that work froma tariff standpoint? A tariff is an
established open-ended contract, if you will. Does t hat
mean the elective services or conpetitive services the
utilities will be offering should also be in the tariff
or somewhere el se procedurally from a | egal standpoint
from the Comm ssion rulings?

ALJ MALCOLM No. It should be in a tariff.
would like it all in a tariff.

Which gets nme to something | was going to
say earlier. | want to make sure whatever the utilities
are proposing in the tariff it is explained in the
testimony. | presume you are going to do that, but |
want to make that clear. Tariffs are difficult for nost

of us to navigate in a proceeding like this, so having
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them summari zed and described will be good by issue
ar ea.

MR. SZYMANSKI : Your Honor, we are prepared to do
that type of thing. W wanted to explore possibly a
schedule that looks a little bit different fromthe
schedul e that you proposed, that would afford nore
di scussion and would allow the opportunity to resol ve
some of these issues potentially w thout hearings.

ALJ MALCOLM: That would be great.

MR. SZYMANSKI: That certainly has its trade-offs
with timng and ot her things. We're happy to present
what we have in mnd, if this is an appropriate tinme
ri ght now?

ALJ MALCOLM Sur e.

MR. SZYMANSKI : Subsequent to the February 14th
tariff submttals, the utilities were contenpl ating that
on February 28th, two weeks |ater, that parties may file
comments on any and all aspects of what we have
presented on the 14th so that there is a record going
into the ensuing proceedings as to the major issues that
peopl e have concern with.

Then following that filing the utilities were
proposi ng as many as four workshops, it could be fewer,
it could be nore. But we roughed it out as follows: On
March 8th we are proposing to present a workshop on the
tariffs that we filed and try to answer as many
guestions as were raised in the comments that were

subm tted and di scussed, and anything else of course
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t hat parties and the Comm ssion want to di scuss.

On March 9th we propose separate workshop on
t he open season and open season |like type issues rel ated
to procurenment process.

Then we propose further workshops begi nning on
March 22nd beginning with -- and that day we had a
number of potential candidates for topics, one was
information issues, one was CRS issues that would be
remai ning, switching or reentry issues and vintaging.

On March 23rd we thought of a different type
of wor kshop that would include discussion of the
i mpl ement ati on plan and consumer protection issues.

Again, on all of these dates and the topics we
are quite flexible, but we were trying to afford
opportunities for discussion and coordination and the
hopeful elim nation of sone issues before we go to
heari ngs.

ALJ MALCOLM That woul d be great.

MR. SZYMANSKI: Then we thought that we would take
an assessment on March 31st in a new prehearing
conference. And at that point we would either have
elimnated issues, or we would have relegated themto a
testimony hearing type of process. And at that point we
woul d set testinony filing dates and hearing dates.

ALJ MALCOLM: Let me ask you: \When you refer to
t he February 14th date, are you proposing to present
testinony, or just the tariffs, or tariffs with

sunmari es?
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MR. SZYMANSKI: Well, on the 14th, at this point,
we hadn't proposed testinmony because testinony, to our
way of thinking, is contenplating hearings in a
litigation process. W were hoping to have a tariff
filing that was responsive particularly to the ordering
par agraphs and the details that are contained therein,
and then to allow further discussion to take place in
the comments and in the workshops. W did a simlar
thing with respect to the strawperson |ast March. That
was a large three-utility effort that produced, |
t hought, a very productive workshop that foll owed. It
certainly elimnated a | ot of discussion that we would
ot herwi se have had during the hearings in Phase 1. As
it turned out, the detailed processes of strawperson was
| argely not controversial due to the informal
di scussions that took place. W propose the sanme sort
of thing with respect to the tariffs.

ALJ MALCOLM: Yes, ma'am

MS. BERLI N: Susie Berlin here.

| believe that we would be better served by
the tariff submttal followed by the workshop on
presentation before the CCAs are filing any comments.
think that that would save time. Because our
coments -- maybe this isn't entirely clear items could
be cleared up maybe with just one question during a
wor kshop. So | think before any further filings are
done by the CCAs that we would also benefit froma

wor kshop presentation of what the tariffs are.
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MR. HUARD: Your Honor, | would |like to echo that
comment, a couple of things. Obviously, the utilities
hadn't shared this with us, the dates. W would have to
check. A couple of things in particular, as we
di scussed earlier, the thing that is going to take us
the most ampunt of time to |look at is the tariff. As
you yourself recogni zed reading tariffs is not fun or
easy. In organizing -- we had also | ooked at having a
wor kshop before we filed conmments. If there was
somet hing we just didn't understand, that they can
expl ain, obviously it doesn't need to be put in
comments. \Whereas, if we start with a comment process
there could be a great deal of early disagreement that
isn't necessary.

ALJ MALCOLM Ri ght . | agree with that. And
want to mnimze the rounds of written documents that
peopl e have to produce here. And to that end, |I'm
hopi ng, well, I'"m probably going to direct the utilities
to provide sunmmaries of those tariffs with the tariffs
because they are so difficult to understand. | i magi ne
they are going to be pretty big. Some of the parties
here aren't going to care about many portions of those
tariffs. Just to have sonmething that is easy to refer
to, that is in plain, sinple |anguage would be really
good. And | think it would facilitate any subsequent
di scussi ons you have as well.

MR. HUARD: Your Honor, could |I hopefully expand

t hat discussion? And that -- one of the things we have
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| ooked at in this proceeding is how these tariffs may
differ from direct access tariffs. I f they coul d,
ei ther by way of redlining or explanation or whatever,
provide us sort of the highlights on where we have the
bi ggest differences.
ALJ MALCOLM Since nost of the parties are
famliar with the direct access tariffs?
MR. HUARD: Yes, your Honor. Consi dering the
hi story we have in the orders on borrow ng of direct
access as being an appropriate approach.
ALJ MALCOLM: Let's go off the record.
(Off the record) ]
ALJ MALCOLM  We will be back on the record.
While we were off the record we tentatively
decided that the utilities would still submt their
tariff proposals on February 14th, they would follow up
on February 21st with summaries of the tariffs. And the
parties may submt informal comments or questions about
the tariffs by the 28th and by way of e-mail.
We will set up five workshops on five broad
t opics: One, tariffs generally; two, open season
procedures; three, CRS vintaging of forecasts; four,
i mpl ement ati on plan and consumer protection; and five,
the issue of in-kind power liabilities and credits.
We will have a prehearing conference at the
end of the workshops. And | may schedule some check-in
meetings that include me during the in-kind workshop so

| understand where things are at. We will plan on
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hearings in m d- May.

| would like to hear fromthe parties in the
next day or two about their schedules in March. And |
will issue a ruling that menorializes all of this and
provides nore firm dates in the next week or so.

| do appreciate everybody being so prepared
t oday. ' m pretty confortable things are going on work
out well .

Is there anything else?

(No response)

ALJ MALCOLM: If not, we are adjourned. Thank

you.

(Wher eupon, at the hour of 12:05

p.m, this prehearing conference
concl uded.)
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