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 ENERGY REGLATORY COMMISSION] 5.t f;g;» 75
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IN THE MATTER AF THE PETITION o
FOR THE AVATLMENTS FROM THE O 7@ ;2’ %‘7’
HARGE THE SHARE

I MISSIONARY

FOR

ERC CASE No. 2002 165

NATIONAL POWE 'CORPORARATION,
SMALL POWER UTILITIES GROUP
(HPC-SPUG) .. PowCTes.REim
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: coMmEr ,
(on PSALM’s Mo'i:ion for Claﬁﬁca

Pet1t10ner Natlonal Power Corporatlon—SmaJl Power Ututles Group
(NPC-SPUG), M the undersigned counsels, by way of comment fo
Power Sector z'Xss ts and L1ab11111es Management Corporattons (PSALI\u
for bremty) Mo non for Clanﬁcatlon dated June 9, 2004 to thls I—Tonorable
Commission most| respectfully avers that:

|.
‘ 1. In 1t motion for clanﬁcatlon, PSALM rmsed the followmg
" issues for clanﬁce‘ttmn, to wit:
L

“A. \'ihether PSALM should continue to disburse UC-
ME to' petitioner NPC-SPUG in excess of the es’umated_
levy/subsidy reqmrement of P1.34 Billion. s

B. ether PSALM is authorized to disburse the
corresponding interest income earnings of the respective
STFs to the beneficiaries even without a subsequent order
from the H Jnorable Commission?”

2. PSALM alleged that as of May 15, 2004, the total reconciled
UC-ME remittances from March 2003 to May 15, 2004 amounted to
P1.173 Billion igr whlch disbursements had already been made net of
P20,000.00 maintaining balance in. the Umversal Charge—Ivﬁssmnary
Electrification (UC-ME) Spemai Trust Fund {QTF) PSALM said that it will
continuously remit the remaining amount of P17O 046 738 on the

suceeeding disbursement. However, once the amount of Pl 34 Billion has
been fully remitied to petitioner NPC-SPUG, PSALM will hot make further T
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s, +  adopt as benchmark the 12-mo~r1t-" penod rather than t{;e &ppr oved I,vel :
of the UC-ME to avoid admmglstratlve dlﬁ?icultles brouc,ht about by the
Ceen R IH

overlap that. may anse between the UC—ME for the prévmus year and.

those for the current year. S

Lt N RaBYRT T o

SR . 11.  Petjtioner also maintains that the I-Ionorable Commlssmn

Vshould 'iseue &y provzsmnal authority for 2004 UC~ME to be reckoned
RN ,'from January 2004 billing penod This i 13 to a]low PSALM to contl.nuously
B - - dieburse funds| to NPC~SPUG and to jilstify the Oollectxon of rates from
|  the eﬁc?users.

12. 'Eiirther it is Important for the Honorable Com:mssmn and

PSALM to consider first and foremost the urgent need "for UC-ME in

, ‘susi‘aininé SPUG” S current operattons as agamst the procedural and/ or

adnumstratwe requirements, Agam Wlth all due respect it would be

-Imore cons1derate for PSALM or for the Honorable Cormmssmn to allow

the contmuous disbursement of funds to NPC—SPUG rather than stop or

- hold the release of the conhnumg co]iectlons of the UC-ME to it (NPC~

SPUGJ pending the approval of the 2004 UC ME by the Honorable

 Comimission. This would ensure funds to be used by SPUG for payment
Of fuel and. other operating expenses. '

‘ 13. It must be emphasmed that the Universal Charge is. pnmanly'
iritended for SPUG. PSALM with due respect is merely an ad.rmmstrator -_
. of " the ' funds generated from UC. THE UL'I‘IMATE OWNER OR
BENEFICIARY OF THE SAME IS SPUG. This isiso because the funds
| would not comel intc exlstence in the first place’ mthom SPUG the Iatter L
being the _coilectmg ent11:y of the said UC It is the petmoners posmon '
therefore that PSALM SHOULD CONTINUQUSLY RELEASE THE FUNDS
AS THE NEED ARISES UNTIL THE HONORABLE ERC APPROVES THE
PENDING PETITION FOR 2004 UC-ME. . FRE e

e e W

14.- With regard to the concern raised by PSALM _11; ;te mot10n for .
clarification as fo NPC’s rehance on the UC~ME as the sole Source of
capital, petitioner would Tike to rerteraue that it .is not ”otally rulmg Out -

the option of secunng Ioans

 As explamed in its Motlon for

Reconmderatmn
utlhzanon of the
lbe advisable as i

eSpecially_ ﬂ’lese

(ODAY): Eetitioﬁe;

(filed on August 13, 2003] seekmg ﬂembihty in the -
UC~ME petitioner stated that secunng loans would not

it involves a relauvely long process as well as uncertamty |

to be obtained from Official Development Ass1sta.nce :
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