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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
Order Instituting Investigation And Order to 
Show Cause on the Commission’s Own Motion 
into the Operations and Practices of Pacific Gas 
and Electric Company with Respect to Facilities 
Records for its Natural Gas Distribution System 
Pipelines.  
 

I.14-11-008 
(Filed November 20, 2014) 

 
[PROPOSED] RULING GRANTING PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC 

COMPANY’S MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY                                                       
FROM INTERVENOR THE CITY OF CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA  

 

Having reviewed the Motion to Compel filed on behalf of Pacific Gas & Electric 

Company (“PG&E”), the opposition thereto filed by Intervenor Carmel-by-the-Sea (“Carmel”), 

the reply filed by PG&E, and any related documents or argument properly submitted by either 

party, the Honorable ALJ Maribeth A. Bushey rules as follows: 

1. PG&E’s Motion to Compel Carmel to provide responses to Questions 13 through 

23 in PG&E’s third sets of data requests is GRANTED.  Carmel will provide PG&E with full 

and complete written answers and all responsive, non-privileged documents by January 15, 2016.   

SO ORDERED. 

IN THE ALTERNATIVE 

2. PG&E’s motion to compel is DENIED.  Carmel is precluded from submitting in 

this proceeding any facts or evidence on the subjects on which PG&E sought to compel 

discovery in this Motion. 

SO ORDERED. 
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Dated __________________, at San Francisco, California. 

 
____________________________ 
The Honorable Maribeth A. Bushey 
Administrative Law Judge 
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