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In the Matter of the Application of San
Diego Gas & Electric Company (U902E) for Application 16-04-022
a Permit to Construct the Tie Line (Filed April 25, 2016)
(TL) 695 and TL 6971 Reconductor Project

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING GRANTING APPLICANT’S
MOTION TO FILE SPECIFIED DOCUMENTS UNDER SEAL

On April 25, 2016, San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E) filed this
application for a Permit to Construct (PTC) the Tie Line 695 and Tie Line 6971
Project. Along with its application, SDG&E filed a motion for leave to submit
confidential materials under seal. On May 19, 2016, the undersigned
Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) issued a ruling finding the original motion to be
overbroad, and requiring SDG&E to file an amended motion. The AL]J kept the
documents filed with the original motion under seal temporarily pending a
ruling on the amended motion.

On May 25, 2016, SDG&E filed an amended motion for confidential
treatment of Appendices 1-A, 1-B, 1-F, 3-A, 4.4-A, 4.5-A and 4.6-A of the
Proponent’s Environmental Assessment (PEA) filed in support of its application.
SDG&E contends that this information consists of commercially sensitive,
confidential and non-public information about SDG&E’s existing and proposed
system which, if released to the public, could be misused to cause harm by
attacking the electric infrastructure of San Diego. Also included are sensitive
biological, archeological, paleontological, and cultural resource site locations

which should remain confidential in support of the national policy to preserve
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and protect such valuable resources under the National Historic Preservation
Act.l.

SDG&E analogizes this to information subject to a California Public
Records Act? request, where courts have recognized “Security may be a valid
factor supporting nondisclosure” (citation omitted) and urges the Commission to
balance the competing interests of full public disclosure, individual privacy and
personal and infrastructure security. On page 6 of its motion, SDG&E affirms
that some of the information it seeks to keep confidential is sensitive system
information that is restricted for security purposes, not open to public inspection,
has not been previously released publicly, and which cannot be further
aggregated, redacted, summarized, masked or otherwise protected in a way that
allows partial disclosure. One Appendix includes the names and addresses of
property owners within 300 feet of the proposed project, which could include
law enforcement officers, victims of domestic violence and others for whom
release of their names and addresses could threaten their privacy and security.?

For good cause shown, Appendices 1-A, 1-B, 1-F, 3-A, 4.4-A, 4.5-A and
4.6-A of SDG&E’s PEA should be kept confidential unless ordered to be made

public by a subsequent ruling of the undersigned ALJ, any Commissioner, law

1 Public Law 89-665, 16 U.S.C. 470 et seq.
2 Cal. Govt. Code § 6250 et seq.
3 SDG&E’s amended motion at 7.
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and motion judge of this Commission or any judge of a court of competent

jurisdiction.

IT IS RULED that:

1. San Diego Gas & Electric Company’s April 25, 2016 motion to file specified
documents under seal is denied without prejudice.

2. San Diego Gas & Electric Company’s (SDG&E) May 25, 2016 amended
motion to file Appendices 1-A, 1-B, 1-F, 3-A, 4.4-A, 4.5-A and 4.6-A of SDG&E’s
Proponent’s Environmental Assessment under seal is granted.

3. The Docket Office shall remove the entire electronic and/or hard copy
confidential versions of documents contained in manila envelopes associated
with the April 25, 2016 application and motion to file under seal from the docket
of this proceeding and physically return them to San Diego Gas & Electric
Company.

Dated June 2, 2016, at San Francisco, California.

/s/ DAN H. BURCHAM
Dan H. Burcham
Administrative Law Judge




