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Verizon California Inc. (U 1002 C) respectfully submits this response on
the Division of Ratepayer Advocates’ (DRA) Petition for Modification (Petition) of
D.07-12-054" Implementing the California Advanced Services Fund (CASF).
Verizon submits that DRA’s Petition is not supported by the law or facts in this
proceeding, and that it should be denied.

. DRA’S PETITION LACKS ADEQUATE FACTUAL JUSTIFICATION

DRA notes at the outset that it could not bring this Petition sooner
because the changes it seeks were “not apparent until after the Commission
began approving CASF applications in earnest in late 2009 and early 2010.7
Notwithstanding this, DRA makes virtually no effort to analyze the applications
that have been submitted and granted so as to provide factual support for its
request for modification. Rather, DRA argues (and reargues) numerous policy
positions without explaining why the passage of time indicates that its changes
should be adopted. Accordingly, its Petition should be denied.

Rule 16.4 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure states the
requirements for a petition for modification:

(b) A petition for modification of a Commission decision must

concisely state the justification for the requested relief and must

propose specific wording to carry out all requested modifications to

the decision. Any factual allegations must be supported with

specific citations to the record in the proceeding or to matters

that may be officially noticed. Allegations of new or changed facts

must be supported by an appropriate declaration or affidavit.

As indicated in further detail below, DRA does not justify the relief it seeks or

demonstrate any new or changed facts for the Commission’s consideration.

" The Petition seeks modification of D.07-10-054, but that decision number is in error. The
correct decision number is D.07-12-054.
2 Petition at 2-3.



A. Transparency

DRA claims that CASF applications should not be treated as confidential
and should be served broadly in order to facilitate public comment.®> General
Order 66-C has long protected from public disclosure records of “a confidential
nature,” in particular information that would place the regulated company “at an
unfair business disadvantage” or as to which the public interest in withholding
outweighs the public interest in disclosure. Clearly, the detailed information
required to be included in a CASF application* constitutes information well-
recognized to be of a confidential nature, e.g., detailed network maps usually
protected for security reasons, and specific projected plans usually protected for
competitive reasons. At this early stage in the application process, it is the
Commission staff’s role to assess the technical capabilities of the applicant or
applicants and recommend one for funding.

Once a proposed recipient is identified, under the current practice, public
comment is invited on the proposed project, location, and terms of proposed
service. DRA alleges no specific issue or flaw with this process other than that it
is “too late” for initial public input,5 nor does it assert any particular benefit that
would result from earlier public involvement in what mounts to a technical staff
review process.

In fact, DRA’s allegations of “secrecy” are not only unsupported, but also
contradicted by Verizon’s experience with its last CASF application in The Sea

Ranch. As documented in Resolution T-17238, at a stage in which DRA alleges

3 petition at 5-7.
4 D.07-12-054, OP 27.
® Petition at 6.



that secrecy continues and public input is inadequate, several local competitors
submitted comments regarding current and planned service options in the area
covered by Verizon’s application. As a result, Verizon revised its application, and
the competitors submitted further comments for Commission staff consideration,
as did a local homeowners association and DRA.® This process appears to have
served the public interest well, and DRA fails to allege why such public input is
inadequate or too late.
B. Affordability

DRA asks that applicants explain how their proposals will increase
broadband adoption and affordability in the areas to be served, but its complaints
and requested changes in this area are equally unfounded. Although the
Commission cannot regulate the prices of broadband providers, staff is in a
position to evaluate proposed projects and determine whether they warrant the
expenditure of public funds. Applicants must submit an estimate of the number
of potential broadband customers, but DRA seeks further information by which
applicants must ensure that their estimates are accurate.” Such a change is
unnecessary and unsupported.

Nothing prohibits staff from seeking further supporting information, but
requiring detailed marketing and outreach data twelve to twenty-four months
before a project is completed is highly unlikely to yield reliable or useful

information. DRA’s concerns are further unfounded in that they also ignore the

® Resolution T-17238 at 4, 6-9.
" Petition at 8.



fact that the applicant is already highly motivated to market its services since it is
investing 60% of the project costs.

DRA also ignores the fact that the CASF program focuses on currently
unserved and underserved areas, so an early emphasis on affordability and
adoption is premature:

this program is primarily designed to make broadband service

available to those without any level of broadband today. A focus

on pricing is inapposite in the situation where there is no service

today.®
Again, DRA alleges no facts in support of its proposed changes and so its
request is unwarranted.

C. Speed

DRA's proposed change to increase the minimum speed ignores the
Commission’s existing definition that areas with current connectivity at dial-up
speeds are considered unserved, and areas currently under 3:1 download:
upload speed are considered underserved.® DRA has not alleged that these
factual descriptions have changed so as to justify a higher speed requirement,
but additional concerns also arise from DRA’s proposal.

First, mandating a higher minimum speed as DRA suggests would likely
increase project costs. Because some broadband offerings (e.g., DSL) are more
distance sensitive at higher speeds only available to subscribers located closer to
the Central Office, this suggestion could reduce the number of potential

subscribers per application, driving the cost per subscriber higher, making

projects even less economically feasible, and thus reducing the scope of

® Resolution T-17143 at 14 (CASF Application and Scoring Criteria)(emphasis added).
°D.07-12-054 at OP 31.



potential applications. In addition, raising the minimum to 4:1 MBPS would
incent applications where existing providers offer 3:1 today, which is not an
efficient outcome.

Likewise, DRA’s proposal fails to recognize that setting minimum
acceptable speeds does not prevent proposals exceeding the benchmark. In
short, as technology advances, speeds will necessarily increase, but DRA shows
no reason why such change should warrant an increase in the minimum
acceptable speeds at this time.

D. Cost-control

DRA’s comments seeking reasonable per-household costs, while well-
intentioned, fail to recognize that the areas sought to be served by the CASF are
by definition uneconomic, ones where no existing carrier has decided to serve
given current cost, revenue and budget constraints. That is the problem, and
that is precisely the need sought to be addressed by the CASF program. DRA’s
proposal to determine the “actual market costs of installing broadband without
ratepayer funding” and requiring that proposed project costs “must be at or
below” such costs is unrealistic.” This ignores the fact that costs are site-
specific and vary based on a variety of factors that would be extremely difficult, if
not impossible, to apply to actual individual project areas in a “benchmarking”

11

analysis focused on uneconomic, hard-to-serve areas.”” Moreover, as noted

above, DRA’s proposal ignores that applicants fund 60% of the project, and this

1% petition at 12.
.



incentive provides assurance that applicants do not seek funding in
unreasonable situations.
E. Open Access

Again, without citing new facts to support its changes, DRA urges that the
Commission enforce open access and net neutrality obligations as a condition of
CASF funding." The Commission has already addressed this issue in D.09-07-
020, which established new filing requirements for CASF projects that also
sought funding under the federal American Recovery and Reinvestment Act
(ARRA). The Commission held that, for projects seeking both state and federal
funding, the federal criteria (including the provisions that DRA seeks) should
apply and, in the event of conflict, supersede those developed under CASF
alone.™ DRA’s request is a collateral challenge to D.09-07-020 and should be
rejected as such. Although the Commission did at that time defer to a
subsequent decision consideration of possible changes to the CASF program
alone,™ DRA has alleged no facts in support of its request for modification at this
time.
F. Audits

As in earlier areas, DRA has alleged no facts in support of modifying
existing Commission decisions regarding audits. The Commission has made its
right to audit fund recipients clear, as DRA’s own Petition demonstrates,’® and no

change recommended by DRA is supported by facts. Likewise, the Commission

12 petition at 13.
' D.09-07-020 at 12
' D.09-07-020 at 16.
1% petition at 14.



has fulfilled its audit responsibilities in numerous areas over the years, and
Verizon is aware of no instance in which detailed audit data is publicly available
as DRA proposes.'® DRA fails to explain why the obligation to report data to the
Legislature is not sufficient, or why the existing requirements risk deterring the
Commission from fulfilling its obligations. DRA’s comments should be rejected.
Il. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, DRA’s Petition should be denied.

October 13, 2010 Respectfully submitted,

oM Do

ELAINE M. DUNCAN

Attorney for Verizon

711 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 300
San Francisco, CA 94102

Tel: (415) 474-0468

Fax: (415) 474-6546
elaine.duncan@verizon.com

'® petition at 15.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that: | am over the age of eighteen years and not a party
to the within entitled action; my business address is 711 Van Ness Avenue, Suite
300, San Francisco, California 94102; | have this day served a copy of the
foregoing, RESPONSE OF VERIZON ON THE DIVISION OF RATEPAYER
ADVOCATES’ PETITION FOR MODIFICATION OF D.07-12-054
IMPLEMENTING THE CALIFORNIA ADVANCES SERVICES FUND (CASF) by
electronic mail to those who have provided an e-mail address and by U.S. Mail to
those who have not, on the service list.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed this 19" day of October, 2010 at San Francisco, California.

/s/ Christine Becerra
CHRISTINE BECERRA

Service List:
R.06-06-028
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KEVIN SAVILLE

ASSOCIATE GENERAL COUNSEL
FRONTIER CORP

2378 WILSHIRE BLVD.
MOUND, MN 55364

ESTHER NORTHRUP

COX COMMUNICATIONS

350 10TH AVENUE, SUITE 600
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

SARAH R. THOMAS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5033

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
FOR: DRA

REGINA COSTA

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
115 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

DAVID P. DISCHER
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JESUS G. ROMAN

MCIMETRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES
112 LAKEVIEW CANYON ROAD, CA501LB
THOUSAND OAKS, CA 91362

ELAINE M. DUNCAN

VERIZON CALIFORNIA, INC.

711 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 300
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

CHRISTINE MAILLOUX

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
115 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

WILLIAM NUSBAUM

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
SUITE 350

115 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

MICHAEL FOREMAN
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SBC

525 MARKET STREET, ROOM 2027

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

FOR: PACIFIC BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY

PETER HAYES

PACIFIC BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY
525 MARKET STREET, ROOM 1919
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

THOMAS J. SELHORST

SENIOR PARALEGAL

AT&T CALIFORNIA

525 MARKET STREET, RM. 2023
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

PETER A. CASCIATO

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
355 BRYANT STREET, SUITE 410
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107

FOR: TIME WARNER TELECOM OF CALIFORNIA,
L.P. / COMCAST PHONE OF CALIFORNIA, LLC

MARK P. SCHREIBER

ATTORNEY AT LAW

COOPER, WHITE & COOPER, LLP

201 CALIFORNIA STREET, 17TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: SUREWEST TELEPHONE

SARAH DEYOUNG

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

CALTEL

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 500
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF

COMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATION COMPANIES

EARL NICHOLAS SELBY

ATTORNEY AT LAW

LAW OFFICES OF EARL NICHOLAS SELBY
530 LYTTON AVENUE, 2ND FLOOR

PALO ALTO, CA 94301-1705

FOR: SPRINT NEXTEL

JON MORENO

CALIFORNIA VALLEY BROADBAND
1015-B AIRPORT ROAD

RIO VISTA, CA 94571

FOR: CALIFORNIA VALLEY BROADBAND

DOUGLAS GARRETT
COX COMMUNICATIONS
2200 POWELL STREET, STE. 1035

ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR-STATE REGULATORY
AT&T CALIFORNIA

525 MARKET STREET, 19TH FLOOR 30
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

STEPHEN H. KUKTA

SPRINT NEXTEL CORP.

201 MISSION STREET, SUITE 1500
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

MARGARET L. TOBIAS
TOBIAS LAW OFFICE

460 PENNSYLVANIA AVE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107
FOR: COX COMMUNICATION

JOHN L. CLARK
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GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREYLLP

505 SANSOME STREET,
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

NINTH FLOOR
94111

PATRICK M. ROSVALL

COOPER, WHITE & COOPER LLP

201 CALIFORNIA STREET, 17TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: SMALL LECS

SUZANNE TOLLER

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

TERRY L. MURRAY
MURRAY & CRATTY

8627 THORS BAY ROAD
EL CERRITO, CA 94530

MICHAEL ORT

PRAXIS ASSOCIATES, INC.

1101 NIMITZ AVENUE

VALLEJO, CA 94592

FOR: PRAXIS ASSOCIATES, INC.

LEON M. BLOOMFIELD
WILSON & BLOOMFIELD, LLP
1901 HARRISON STREET, SUITE 1620
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EMERYVILLE, CA 94608

ENRIQUE GALLARDO

LATINO ISSUES FORUM

1918 UNIVERSITY AVE., STE. 3D
BERKELEY, CA 94704-1051

FOR: LATINO ISSUES FORUM

SCOTT CRATTY

MURRAY & CRATTY, LLC
725 VICHY HILLS DRIVE
UKIAH, CA 95482

LESLA LEHTONEN

ASSISTANT GENERAL COUNSEL

CALIFORNIA CABLE TELEVISION ASSOCIATION
1001 K STREET, 2ND FLOOR

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-3832

CYNTHIA MANHEIM

SENIOR REGULATORY COOUNSEL
CINGULAR WIRELESS

PO BOX 97061

REDMOND, WA 98073-9761

Information Only

JUDY PAU

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

JOHN JENKINS

CHAIRMAN

TELENATIONAL COMMUNICATINS, INC
5408 N. 99TH STREET

OMAHA, NE 68134

PHILIP H. KAPLAN

CHAIR

TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACCESS FOR THE DEAF
19262 PEBBLE BEACH PLACE

NORTHRIDGE, CA 91326-1444

FOR: STATE OF CALIF. TELECOMMUNICATIONS
ACCESS FOR THE DEAF & DISABLED ADMIN.
COMMITTEE

OAKLAND, CA 94612

FOR: OMNIPOINT COMMUNICATIONS,

T-MOBILE

MELISSA KASNITZ
DISABILITY RIGHTS ADVOCATES

2001 CENTER STREET, THIRD FLOOR

BERKELEY, CA 94704-1204

FOR: DISABILITY RIGHTS ADVOCATES

CHARLES BORN

MANAGER OF GOVT. AND EXT.AFFAIRS
CITIZENS TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO.

PO BOX 340
ELK GROVE, CA 95759-0340
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INC. DBA

FOR: CITIZENS TELECOMMUNICATIONS DBA

FRONTIER CORP.

BETH FUJIMOTO
DIRECTOR-EXTERNAL AFFAIRS
CINGULAR WIRELESS

PO BOX 97061

REDMOND, WA 98073-9761

TREVOR R. ROYCROFT PHD.
ROYCROFT CONSULTING

51 SEA MEADOW LANE
BREWSTER, MA 02631
FOR: TURN

KATHERINE K. MUDGE

COVAD COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY
7000 NORTH MOPAC EXPRESSWAY,

AUSTIN, TX 78731

DONALD C. EACHUS
VERIZON CALIFORNIA, INC.

112 LAKEVIEW CANYON ROAD, CA501LS

THOUSAND OAKS, CA 91362
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JACQUE LOPEZ

VERIZON CALIFORNIA INC.
CA501LB

112 LAKEVIEW CANYON ROAD
THOUSAND OAKS, CA 91362-3811

MICHAEL SHAMES

UTILITY CONSUMERS' ACTION NETWORK
3100 FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE B

SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

RUDOLPH M. REYES

MCI COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES, INC.
711 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 300
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

GAIL A. KARISH

MILLER & VAN EATON, LLP

580 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 1600
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

KRISTIN L. JACOBSON, ESQ.

SPRINT NEXTEL

201 MISSION STREET, SUITE 1500

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

MARILYN H. ASH
U.S. TELEPACIFIC CORP/MPOWER COMM CORP
620 THIRD ST.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107

E. GARTH BLACK

ATTORNEY AT LAW

COOPER, WHITE & COOPER, LLP

201 CALIFORNIA STREET, 17TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: SMALL LECS

MARIA CARBONE

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

ANITA C. TAFF-RICE

LAW OFFICES OF ANITA TAFF-RICE
1547 PALOS VERDES, SUITE 298
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94597

FOR: CAL. ASSN. OF COMPETITIVE
TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANIES

JACK BORCHELT

Page 4 of 6

PAUMA VALLEY COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT

32853 TEMET DRIVE
PAUMA VALLEY, CA
FOR:
DISTRICT

92061

LINDA BURTON
SIERRA TELEPHONE
PO BOX 219

OAKHURST, CA 93644-0219

THOMAS J. LONG
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY
CITY HALL, ROOM 234

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

MARCEL HAWIGER

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
115 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

MARY LIZ DEJONG
DIRECTOT - REGULATORY
AT&T CALIFORNIA
525 MARKET ST.,
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

STE. 1928
94105-2727

NANCY E. LUBAMERSKY
VICE PRESIDENT, PUBLIC POLICY

U.S. TELEPACIFIC CORP/MPOWER COMM.

620 3RD ST.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107

MARTIN A. MATTES

NOSSAMAN, LLP

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, 34TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-4799

JOHN A. GUTIERREZ

COMCAST CABLE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

3055 COMCAST PLACE
LIVERMORE, CA 94551

ABBY SAN JUAN GONZALES
CCTA

360 22ND ST. NO. 750
OAKLAND, CA 94612
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JASON WAKEFIELD
ATTORNEY

COVAD COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY
110 RIO ROBLES

SAN JOSE, CA 95134

MARGARET FELTS

PRESIDENT

CALIFORNIA COMMUNICATIONS ASSN
1321 HOWE AVE. SUITE 202
SACRAMENTO, CA 95825

State Service

ALEX KOSKINEN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CARRIER OVERSIGHT AND PROGRAMS BRANCH
AREA 3-D

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ANGEL AHSAM

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CARRIER OVERSIGHT AND PROGRAMS BRANCH
AREA 3-E

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHRISTOPHER CHOW

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5301

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ELIZABETH PODOLINSKY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMUNICATIONS POLICY BRANCH

ROOM 4211

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

FELIX ROBLES

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
POLICY ANALYSIS BRANCH

AREA 3-F

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

GRETCHEN T. DUMAS
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION
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JOE CHICOINE

MANAGER, STATE GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS

PO BOX 340

ELK GROVE, CA 95759

ALIK LEE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMUNICATIONS POLICY BRANCH

ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHARLES H. CHRISTIANSEN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CARRIER OVERSIGHT AND PROGRAMS BRANCH
AREA 3-D

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DONNA G. WONG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CARRIER OVERSIGHT AND PROGRAMS BRANCH
AREA 3-E

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ERIC VAN WAMBEKE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CARRIER OVERSIGHT AND PROGRAMS BRANCH
AREA 3-E

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

GERALDINE V. CARLIN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CARRIER OVERSIGHT AND PROGRAMS BRANCH
AREA 3-E

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

KARIN M. HIETA
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY PRICING AND CUSTOMER PROGRAMS BRA
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ROOM 4300
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

LARRY A. HIRSCH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CARRIER OVERSIGHT AND PROGRAMS BRANCH
AREA 3-E

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MICHAEL C. AMATO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CARRIER OVERSIGHT AND PROGRAMS BRANCH
ROOM 3211

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NATALIE BILLINGSLEY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMUNICATIONS POLICY BRANCH

ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT HAGA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5221

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

TYRONE CHIN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CONSUMER PROGRAMS BRANCH

AREA 3-E

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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ROOM 4102
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MARIA AMPARO WORSTER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CARRIER OVERSIGHT AND PROGRAMS BRANCH
AREA 3-E

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MICHELE M. KING

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMUNICATIONS POLICY BRANCH

ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
FOR: DRA

PAUL S. PHILLIPS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5212

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

THOMAS R. PULSIFER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5016

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

XIAO SELENA HUANG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMUNICATIONS POLICY BRANCH

ROOM 4211

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
FOR: DRA
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