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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Revise and
Clarify Commission Regulations Relating to the
Safety of Electric Utility and Communications
Infrastructure Provider Facilities.

Rulemaking 08-11-005
(Filed November 6, 2008)

N N N N N N

REPLY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY (U 338-E) TO PHASE 2
PROPOSED RULE CHANGES SUBMITTED BY ALL PARTIES

On November 13, 2008, the California Public Utilities Commission issued the above-
entitled Order Instituting Rulemaking (OIR). The OIR was divided into two phases, the first of
which resulted in Decision (D)09-08-029, which adopted changes to General Orders (GO) 95
and 165 prior to the 2009 fire season. On November 5, 2009, the Assigned Commissioner’s
Ruling and Scoping Memo for Phase 2 of This Proceeding (Phase 2 Scoping Memo) was issued.!
Pursuant to the OIR, D.09-08-029, and the Phase 2 Scoping Memo, Southern California Edison
Company (SCE) hereby provides its reply comments to the proposed rule changes (PRCs) filed
by the parties on December 16, 2009, and which are to be considered during the Phase 2

workshops.

1 On November 23, 2009, the Assigned Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling Revising the Workshop Schedule for
Phase 2 was issued, which set December 16, 2009 as the date for parties to file and serve proposed rule changes,
and January 11, 2010 as the last day to file and serve replies to other parties’ proposed rule changes.



GENERAL REPLY COMMENTS

SCE has reviewed each of the PRCs submitted by the parties on December 16, 2010.
SCE is encouraged by the parties’ submissions and believes that all issues can be addressed
within the timelines established in the Phase 2 Scoping Memo. After having reviewed all the
PRCs submitted on December 16, 2010, SCE has decided that it will take the opportunity to
explain in these reply comments the positions SCE preliminarily intends to take on certain
contested issues raised by the PRCs.2

SCE believes that its responses in this Reply will help with framing the issues for the
workshops, and will help keep the workshops on schedule by giving notice to all parties
regarding SCE’s issues with the PRCs. SCE hopes, therefore, that all parties will be sufficiently
prepared to discuss during workshops the contested issues in order to more quickly reach

consensus or an understanding of each party’s position.

I1.

SCE’S REPLY TO CPSD’S PRCs

A. CPSD’s PRC-1: GO-95, Rule 11

SCE has two issues with CPSD’s PRC-1: First, CPSD’s edits do not add
communications facilities even though CPSD’s justification for its changes state that “This PRC
would apply to all owners of electrical supply and communication facilities that come within
jurisdiction of this Commission . . . .”’3 Second, the rules in GO 95 do not, and should not,
address utility operations. In its justification section, CPSD states that “[g]iven that many of the

present rules in GO 95 concern also the design, maintenance, and operation of these lines, CPSD

NS

SCE reserves the right to contest PRCs not mentioned in this Reply during workshops and to take positions
different from the preliminary positions discussed herein.
See CPSD’s Proposed Rules for Phase 2, at p. 9.
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recommends revising the purpose statement in Rule 11 to reflect the true scope and intent of GO
95.74 GO 95’s rules primarily address construction and certain design requirements, which is
why Rule 11 is currently written the way it is. Inspection and maintenance requirements for
electric utilities are contained in GO 165. This distinction is important to maintaining the
integrity of GO 95 as a set of design and construction standards.

SCE did not recommend a PRC for Rule 11 in its December 16, 2009 filing. However, as
an alternative to CPSD’s edits to Rule 11, SCE offers the following, which more accurately
describes the purpose of GO 95:

Original Rule

11 Purpose of Rules

The purpose of these rules is to formulate, for the State of California, uniform requirements for
overhead electrical line construction, the application of which will insure adequate service and
secure safety to persons engaged in the construction, maintenance, operation or use of overhead
electrical lines and to the public in general.

CPSD Strikeout and Underlined Rule

11 Purpose of Rules

The purpose of these rules is to formulate, for the State of California, uniform requirements for
overhead electrical line design, construction, maintenance and operation, the application of
which will ensure adequate service and secure safety to persons engaged in the construction,
maintenance, operation or use of overhead electrical lines and to the public in general.

SCE Alternative Strikeout and Underlined Rule

11 Purpose of Rules

The purpose of these rules is to formulate, for the State of California, uniform requirements for
overhead electrical and communication line construction, the application of which will help

iensure adequate service and secure safety to persens-engaged-inthe-construction, maintenanee;
operation-oruse-of overhead-eleetrical-lines utility workers and to the public in general.

SCE Alternative Final Rule

4 See CPSD’s Proposed Rules for Phase 2, at pp. 9-10.
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11 Purpose of Rules

The purpose of these rules is to formulate, for the State of California, uniform requirements for
overhead electric and communication line construction, the application of which will help ensure
adequate service and secure safety to utility workers and to the public in general.

B. CPSD’s PRC-2: GO 95, Rule 12

As SCE stated in its filings during Phase 1, Rule 12 should remain unchanged. CPSD’s
edits reflect an attempt to adjudicate its jurisdictional dispute with public utilities through a rule
change. The phrase currently found in Rule 12, “These rules apply to all overhead electrical

supply and communication facilities that come within the jurisdiction of this Commission . . .”2

is all that is required — publicly-owned utilities either come within the Commission’s jurisdiction
or they don’t. The dispute over the extent of the Commission’s jurisdiction will be answered by
the courts or the Legislature, it should not be answered in this Rulemaking. In the meantime,
there is nothing preventing Commission staff from attempting to exercise the jurisdiction it

believes it possesses.

C. CPSD’s PRC-3: GO 95 Rule 31.2

Rule 31.2 already applies to both electric and communications companies and requires all

lines to be inspected “frequently and thoroughly.”® SCE encourages CPSD and the

Emphasis added.

SCE has concerns with CPSD’s statement in its justification for changes to Rule 31.2 that “certain CIPs and
other utilities have not complied with this requirement [to inspect frequently and thoroughly]. CPSD has found
numerous facilities of CIPs which have not been properly maintained and which utilize electric poles.” First,
CPSD offers no evidence or examples to substantiate this statement. Second, “[t]he Commission does not
expect utility systems to remain pristine and newly built 100% of the time; some deterioration is inevitable.” (D.
04-04-065, Finding of Fact No. 1 and No. 10). And, “[i]t is impossible for a utility to keep its distribution
system in full compliance with the safety GOs at all times, and, at any given time, there will be multiple
violations on a utility’s system.” (D. 04-04-065, Finding of Fact No. 1 and No. 10). GO 95 nonconformances
should be expected during any audit. Without specific evidence regarding the scope of the problem, CPSD has
not met is burden of production on this issue.
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communications companies’ to discuss during the workshops their respective proposals for
defined inspection cycles for those facilities affixed to poles jointly used with electric companies,
poles jointly used by communication companies, and poles in sole use by a communication
company throughout the state, especially in high fire hazard areas. However, SCE will object to
the placement of any new rule applying solely to communications companies in GO 95, Rule
31.2 because that rule currently applies to all overhead lines, including those of electric and
communications companies.® Instead, the new communications-only requirements should be
placed in an entirely new General Order, or in Section VIII of GO 95, which applies only to
communications companies.

Finally, SCE disagrees with CPSD’s statement in its justification for changes to Rule
31.2 that “[i]t is a fundamental aspect of GO 95, however, to have an auditable inspection and
maintenance program, in order to ensure that the rules are being complied with.”2 GO 95’s
purpose is to provide minimum construction and certain design requirements for overhead
electric and communication lines. GO 95 does not include any prescribed inspection and
maintenance cycles. Instead, those requirements as applied to electric utilities are contained in
GO 165. If such requirements are going to be extended to communications companies, they
should appear in an entirely new General Order (similar to GO 165) that applies only to

communications companies.

D. CPSD’s PRC-5: GO 95, Rule 44.2

CPSD’s PRC would add “towers” to the scope of the rule and adopt the process-oriented
ordering paragraphs from the Phase 1 decision. SCE objects to both additions and recommends,

instead, that the Commission adopt the Joint Electric Utilities’ proposal, JEF-8. “Towers” refers

7 SCE does not believe the term “Communications Infrastructure Provider” or CIP should be inserted into the
General Orders. The term is not an excepted industry term. GO 95 should continue to use the term
“communication” when needed to describe communications facilities as distinguished from electric facilities.

8 The CIP Coalition made a proposal to change GO 95, Rule 31.2 as well. SCE’s argument regarding the correct
placement of a final consensus rule applies equally to the CIP Coalition’s proposal.

9 See CPSD’s Proposed Rules for Phase 2, at pp. 13-14.



to transmission, which SCE addresses in the next section. The remainder of CPSD’s additions to
the rule attempt to prescribe processes that are better left to the parties via existing contractual
relationships. Moreover, the “5% - 10%” exception is not based upon any evidentiary
foundation and should be rejected. JEF-8 deals with all these issues and should be adopted as an

alternative:

Original Rule

44.1 Installation and Reconstruction

Lines and elements of lines upon installation or reconstruction, shall provide as a minimum the
safety factors specified in Table 4 for vertical loads and loads transverse to lines and for loads
longitudinal to lines except where longitudinal loads are balanced or where there are changes in
grade of construction (see Rules 47.3, 47.4 and 47.5). The design shall consider the structural
loading requirements of all supply and communication facilities planned to occupy the structure.
For purposes of this rule, the term “planned” applies to the facilities intended to occupy the
structure that are actually known to the constructing utility at the time of design.

44.2 Additional Construction

Any utility planning the addition of facilities that materially increase the load on a structure shall
perform a loading calculation to ensure that the addition of the facilities will not reduce the
safety factors below the values specified by Section IV. Such utility shall maintain these pole
loading calculations and shall provide such information to authorized joint use pole occupants
and the Commission upon request.

All other utilities or on the subject pole shall cooperate with the utility performing the load
calculations described above including, but not limited to, providing intrusive pole loading data
and other data necessary to perform those calculations.

Note: Nothing contained in this rule shall be construed as allowing the safety factor of a facility

to be reduced below the required values specified in Rules 44.1 and 44.3.

44.3 Replacement

Strikeout / Underline

44.1 Installation and Reconstruction

Lines and elements of lines upon installation or reconstruction, shall provide as a minimum the
safety factors specified in Table 4 for vertical loads and loads transverse to lines and for loads
longitudinal to lines except where longitudinal loads are balanced or where there are changes in
grade of construction (see Rules 47.3, 47.4 and 47.5). The design shall consider the structural
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loading and mechanical strength requirements of all supply and communication facilities planned
to occupy the structure. For purposes of this rule, the term “planned” applies to the facilities
intended to occupy the structure that are actually known to the constructing stiity company at
the time of design.

142 AdditienalC .
Any utility supply or communication company planning the addition of facilities that materially
increase the vertical, transverse or longitudinal loading on a structure shall perform a loading
calculation to ensure that the addition of the facilities will not reduce the safety factors below the
values specified by Section I'V. Such utiHity company shall maintain these pole loading
calculations for five years and shall provide such information to authorized joint use pole
occupants and the Commission upon request.

All other utilities or companies on the subject pole shall cooperate with the sty company
performing the load calculations described above including, but not limited to, providing
intrusive pole leading test data results and other data necessary to perform these such
calculations.

44.32 - Replacement (change to rule number only)

Final Proposed Rule or Rule Change

44.1 Installation and Reconstruction

Lines and elements of lines (facilities) upon installation or reconstruction, shall provide as a
minimum the safety factors specified in Table 4 for vertical loads and loads transverse to lines
and for loads longitudinal to lines except where longitudinal loads are balanced or where there
are changes in grade of construction (see Rules 47.3, 47.4 and 47.5). The design shall consider
the structural loading and mechanical strength requirements of all supply and communication
facilities planned to occupy the structure. For purposes of this rule, the term “planned” applies to
the facilities intended to occupy the structure that are actually known to the constructing
company at the time of design.

Any supply or communication company planning the addition of facilities that materially
increase vertical, transverse or longitudinal loading on a structure shall perform a loading
calculation to ensure that the addition of the facilities will not reduce the safety factors below the
values specified by Section IV. Such company shall maintain these pole loading calculations for
five years and shall provide such information to authorized joint use pole occupants and the
Commission upon request.

All other companies on the subject pole shall cooperate with the company performing the load
calculations described above including, but not limited to, providing intrusive pole test results
and other data necessary to perform such calculations.



44.2 - Replacement (change to rule number only)

E. CPSD’s PRC-6: GO 165

CPSD’s PRC-6 suggests several alterations to General Order 165, which seek to: a) add
electric transmission lines; b) add non-electric utilities; ¢) add publicly owned utilities; and d)
modify the annual reporting requirements. First, SCE agrees in principle with CPSD’s proposed
revisions to Section V and VI of GO 165, noting that similar revisions are offered by the Joint
Utilities in PRC JEF -10. Where there are minor differences in language, SCE is fairly confident
the affected parties can reach agreement. Second, SCE retains its stated position made in Phase
1 comments and again above regarding the applicability of GO 165 upon non-electric and
publicly owned utilities.

Finally, as before, SCE strongly disagrees with CPSD’s proposal to incorporate electric
transmission facilities into GO 165. Notably, CPSD bases its proposal to add transmission lines
to GO 165 on its belief that unnamed utilities have not complied with Public Utilities Code
section 451 and GO 95, Rule 31.2.19 CPSD offers no evidence for its unfounded belief and could
not do so with respect to SCE. In fact, all of SCE’s transmission facilities are inspected and
maintained in accordance with the program which has been reviewed and approved by the
CAISO. For example, as SCE has stated before, it files with the CAISO an inspection and
maintenance plan for its transmission facilities and follows that plan. In addition, SCE must
comply with FERC-mandated NERC and WECC standards for its transmission facilities.
Moreover, SCE’s transmission system (wood poles and steel structures) is already designed and
constructed to GO 95 standards. Any duplication of regulation for transmission inspection and
maintenance between the CPUC and CASIO, NERC, and WECC would only add duplicity and

inefficiencies that would translate into higher ratepayer costs for those unnecessary activities.

10 See CPSD’s Proposed Rules for Phase 2, at pp. 25-26.



SCE would not object to coordination between CAISO (or other agencies) and the
Commission such that Commission staff would be invited to observe CAISO audits of our
transmission inspection and maintenance activities to satisfy themselves that such requirements
are being enforced. What SCE does object to is having two sets of overlapping and different
requirements, two sets of audits of the same activities, and two sets of reporting requirements.
CPSD has offered no evidence to suggest that transmission inspection and maintenance practices
are lacking or that the current standards provide an increased risk of fire. Without such evidence,
it makes no economic or practical sense to extend GO 165 requirements to transmission

activities.

I11.

SCE’S REPLY TO MUSSEY GRADE ROAD ALLIANCE’S PRCs

A. MGRA PRC-1: Fire Data Collection

SCE will raise several issues regarding this proposal during the workshops. First, the
Alliance makes no suggestion regarding where the rule should be located within the General
Orders. The proposal is not a design or construction standard, so it is not appropriate for GO 95.
Moreover, substantively, the proposal would create additional costs for the utilities — costs that
would be borne by ratepayers — without substantial evidence of need or benefit. Ultimately, the
proposal will cost-shift responsibility for collecting data on small fire incidents from the public
and academic researchers (via their research into various public records) to the public utilities

who will act as the data aggregator for every fire that starts within the vicinity of their facilities.!!

1L Tt is very often difficult to determine whether a fire was “caused” by utility equipment or something else, such
as a spark from nearby mechanical equipment, cigarette butts, lightening, etc. This fact will force utilities to
over report incidents, which in itself makes the value of the data questionable.



B. MGRA PRC-2: Definition of “Reasonable” Vegetation Management Practices

The Alliance’s second proposal would limit tree trimming to two-years’ growth at the
time of trim. As a matter of policy, SCE does not believe that its tree trimming activities should
be limited in such a manner. As an alternative, SCE will support the Joint Electric Utility

proposals on this subject: JEF-3, JEF-4, and JEF-6.12

C. MGRA PRC-4: GO 95, New Rule 18C — Utility Contingency Plans

The Alliance’s fourth proposal, like its first, is process-oriented and does not belong in
GO 95. SCE also has serious concerns regarding how to operationalize the proposed new rule.
Moreover, it appears redundant to state “[t]hese plans shall include measures to prevent ignitions
of wildland fires by equipment that meets GO 95 wind loading and vegetation management
requirements” when, by definition, the utilities’ equipment already must meet GO 95 wind

loading and vegetation management requirements. No additional contingency plan is needed.

IV.

SCE’S REPLY TO THE CIP COALTION’S PROPOSED CHANGES TO

GO 95, RULE 44.2

As with CPSD’s proposed changes to GO 95, Rule 44.2, SCE believes that the Joint
Electric Utilities’ alternative PRC, JEF-8, is superior and should be adopted over the CIP
Coalition’s proposed changes to Rule 44.2. The main subject that will be at issue during the
workshops is the proposed new language under the heading “Cooperation Between Companies”
wherein the CIP Coalition proposes its wish list for joint pole attachments. These additional
paragraphs would forever prescribe a process into GO 95 that should be worked out through the

joint pole organizations or via contracts between the parties. No party has submitted evidence

suggesting that applications for pole attachments are improperly rejected by pole owners. The

12 See Joint Electric Utilities Proposed Rules for Phase 2, Appendix A.



language proposed here has traditionally resided with the joint pole organizations — committees
of stakeholders — and nothing in this proposal suggests that a new, statewide regime should be

adopted in the place of the joint pole organization’s expertise.

V.

SCE’S REPLY TO CMUA’S PROPOSED CHANGES TO RULE 18B

CMUA makes some recommended changes to Rule 18B that are at odds with the Joint
Electric Utilities’ proposal on Rule 18B, JEF-01. SCE will advocate for JEF-01 as an alternative
to CMUA'’s proposals in the workshops. SCE believes that the Joint Electric Utilities’ proposal
sufficiently addresses CMUA’s concerns regarding identification of attaching pole entities and
that the General Orders are sufficiently flexible to allow for accommodations during emergency

conditions. SCE looks forward to a lively discussion on the topic.

VI

COST RECOVERY

One of the topics specified for resolution in Phase 2 of this rulemaking is cost recovery.3
At the pre-workshop conference scheduled for January 14, 2010, SCE will request that time be
set aside during the workshops to consider mechanisms for cost recovery due to compliance with

all rules adopted in this rulemaking.

VII.

CONCLUSION

SCE respectfully submit these reply comments to the parties” PRCs in advance of the
January 14, 2010 pre-workshop conference. We appreciate the time committed by ALJ Kenney

and the Commission staff to this proceeding. We look forward to participating in the Phase 2

13 See, e.g., Phase 2 Scoping Memo issues 16, 22, and 24.
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workshops to be facilitated by ALJs Vieth and Minkin to discuss all the PRCs proposed by the

parties to this proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

JAMES M. LEHRER
ROBERT F. LeMOINE

/s ROBERT F. LeMOINE

By: Robert F. LeMoine

Attorneys for
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Post Office Box 800

Rosemead, California 91770

Telephone:  (626) 302-4182

Facsimile: (626) 302-6693

E-mail: Robert.F.LeMoine@sce.com

January 11, 2010
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VERIFICATION

I am an officer in the Transmission and Distribution Business Unit of Southern California
Edison Company and am authorized to make this verification on its behalf. I am informed and
believe that the matters stated in the foregoing pleading are true.

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

Executed this 11th day of January, 2010, at Rosemead, California.

/s WALTER J. JOHNSTON

Walter J. Johnston
Vice President, Power Delivery

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Post Office Box 800

Rosemead, California 91770

Telephone:  (626) 302-2541

E-mail: walter.johnston@sce.com



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that, pursuant to the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, |
have this day served a true copy of the REPLY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
COMPANY (U 338-E) TO PHASE 2 PROPOSED RULE CHANGES SUBMITTED BY ALL
PARTIES on all parties identified on the attached service list(s). Service was effected by one

or more means indicated below.

Transmitting the copies via e-mail to all parties who have provided an e-mail address.

First class mail will be used if electronic service cannot be effectuated.
Executed this 11th day of January, 2010, at Rosemead, California.
/s/ RAQUEL IPPOLITI

Raquel Ippoliti
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Post Office Box 800
Rosemead, California 91770
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CN UTILITY CONSULTING, INC
120 PLEASANT HILL AVE. NORTH,
SEBASTOPOL, CA 95472
FOR: CN UTILITY CONSULTING,

STE.190

INC

CHARLIE BORN

MANAGER, GOVERNMENT AND EXTERNAL AFFAIRS
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS

PO BOX 340

ELK GROVE, CA 95759

FOR: FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS

BRUCE MCLAUGHLIN

BRAUN & BLAISING MCLAUGHLIN, P.C.
915 L STREET, SUITE 1270
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: BRAUN BLAISING MCLAUGHLIN, PC

JEDEDIAH J. GIBSON

ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS LLP
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905
FOR: SIERRA PACIFIC POWER

STEVEN M. COHN
ASSISTANT GENERAL COUNSEL
SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT

6201 S ST., M.S. B406; PO BOX 15830
SACRAMENTO, CA 95852-1830
FOR: SMUD
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505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533
FOR: SUNESYS, LLC

ANITA TAFF-RICE
ATTORNEY AT LAW

EXTENET SYSTEMS, LLC

1547 PALOS VERDES MALL, NO. 298
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94597

FOR: EXTENET SYSTEMS (CALIFORNIA) LLC
LEON M. BLOOMFIELD

WILSON & BLOOMFIELD, LLP

1901 HARRISON STREET, SUITE 1620

OAKLAND, CA 94612

FOR: T-MOBILE

CASEY HASHIMOTO

TURLOCK IRRIGATION DISTRICT

333 CANAL DRIVE

TURLOCK, CA 95380

FOR: TURLOCK IRRIGATION DISTRICT

JUDITH SANDERS
CALIFORNIA ISO

151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD

FOLSOM, CA 95630

FOR: CALIFORNIA INDEPENT SYSTEM
OPERATOR CORPORATION

ERNYLEE CHAMLEE

CHIEF, WILDLAND FIRE PREVENTION ENGINEER
CAL DEP OF FOREST AND FIRE PROTECTION
1131 S STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95811

FOR: CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FORESTRY
AND FIRE PROCTECTION

JUSTIN C. WYNNE

ATTORNEY AT LAW

BRAUN BLAISING MCLAUGHLIN, P.C.

915 L STREET, SUITE 1270
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL UTILITIES
ASSOCIATION

KAREN NORENE MILLS

ATTORNEY AT LAW

CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION

2300 RIVER PLAZA DRIVE

SACRAMENTO, CA 95833

FOR: CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION
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BOB RITTER

CROWN CASTLE USA, INC.
2000 CORPORATE DRIVE
CANONSBURG, PA 15317

NELSON G. BINGLE, III

OSMOSE UTILITIES SERVICES, INC.

215 GREENCASTLE ROAD

TYRONE, GA 30290

FOR: OSMOSE UTILITIES SERVICES, INC.

MATT PAWLOWSKI

NEXTERA ENERGY RESOURCES
RELIABILITY & COMPLIANCE GROUP
700 UNIVERSE BLVD.

JUNO BEACH, FL 33408-2683

MARJORIE HERLTH
REGIONAL DIRECTOR, PUBLIC POLICY
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION

1801 CALIFORNIA ST., 10TH FL.
DENVER, CO 80202
JAMES COLE

OSMOSE UTILITIES SERVICES, INC.
4862 S PURPLE SAGE DRIVE
CHANDLER, AZ 85248

DARYL A. BUCKLEY

ELECTRICAL SERVICE MANAGER

LOS ANGELES DEPT OF WATER AND POWER
111 N. HOPE STREET, ROOM 856

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-2694

MICHAEL R. THORP

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SEMPRA ENERGY

555 W. 5TH STREET

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013-1011

FOR: SAN DEIGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

CRAIG HUNTER

ATTORNEY AT LAW

WILSON ELSER MOSKOWITZ EDELMAN & DICKER
555 S. FLOWER STREET, SUITE 2900

LOS ANGELES, CA 90071-2407

LORRAINE A. KOCEN

SENIOR STAFF CONSULTANT
VERIZON CALIFORNIA INC.

112 s. LAKEVIEW CANYON ROAD,
THOUSAND OAKS, CA 91362

CA 501LS

CASE ADMINISTRATION

LAW DEPARTMENT

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE., ROOM 370
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

STEVE M. DUNN
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
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NICK LIMBEROPOULOS
CROWN CASTLE

2000 CORPORATE DRIVE
CANONSBURG, PA 15317

MIKE RODEN

EXECUTIVE DIR-REGULATORY
CINGULAR WIRELESS SERVICES, LLC
1057 LENOX PARK BLVD RM - 1C138
ATLANTA, GA 30319

KEVIN SAVILLE

ASSOCIATE GENERAL COUNSEL
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS

2378 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD
MOUND, MN 55364

FOR: FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS

JORDAN WHITE

SENIOR ATTORNEY

PACIFICORP

1407 W. NORTH TEMPLE, SUITE 320
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84116

LARI SHEEHAN

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

500 W. TEMPLE STREET, ROOM 723
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

STANTON J. SNYDER, ESQ.

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY, LEGAL DIV.
DEPARTMENT OF WATER & POWER

111 N. HOPE STREET, ROOM 340

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-2694

FOR: CITY OF LOS ANGELES, DEPT OF WATER
AND POWER

JOHN R. TODD

PREVENTION SERVICES BUREAU

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES FIRE DEPARTMENT
1320 N. EASTERN AVENUE

LOS ANGLELES, CA 90063-3294

JACQUE LOPEZ

VERIZON LEGAL DEPARTMENT

VERIZON CALIFORNIA INC

112 LAKEVIEW CANYON ROAD, CA501LB
THOUSAND OAKS, CA 91362

STEVE FORD

MANAGER, CONSTRUCTION METHODS
CHINO OFFICE BUILDING

14005 S. BENSON AVE.,

CHINO, CA 91710-7026

FOR: CONSTRUCTION METHODS

JAMES LEHRER

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
LAW DEPARTMENT

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

SHAWN CAINE
LAW OFFICE OF SHAWN CAINE
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
PO BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CA 91802-1460

DAVE DOWNEY

NORTH COUNTY TIMES

207 E. PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE
ESCONDIDO, CA 92025

ALLEN K. TRIAL

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
101 ASH STREET, HQ-12

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

LAURA M. EARL

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
101 ASH STREET, HQ-12

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

JOHN A. PACHECO

SEMPRA ENERGY

101 ASH STREET, HQ-12

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-3017

FOR: SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

DON LIDDELL

DOUGLASS & LIDDELL
2928 2ND AVENUE

SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

DAVID DOHREN

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
8316 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP51D
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

REBECCA GILES

SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
REGULATORY AFFAIRS DEPT. - CP32D

8330 CENTURY PARK COURT

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

FOR: SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

JUSTIN CASHMER

VERIZON CALIFORNIA INC.
11 S. 4TH ST.

REDLANDS, CA 92373

MITCHELL S. WAGNER
24641 WASHINGTON AVE
MURRIETA, CA 92562

WILLIAM A.G. WILDE

PRESIDENT

CREATIVE INTERCONNECT COM. LLC
555 OLD COUNTY RD., SUITE 100
SAN CARLOS, CA 94070

WILLIAM K. SANDERS
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY

1125 CAMINO DEL MAR, SUITE D
DEL MAR, CA 92014

JOSEPH W. MITCHELL, PH. D.

M-BAR TECHNOLOGIES AND CONSULTING, LLC
19412 KIMBALL VALLEY RD

RAMONA, CA 92065

ESTHER NORTHRUP

COX COMMUNICATIONS

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

LISA URICK

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
101 ASH STREET, HQ-12B

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

STEVE CHRISTIANSON

TOSDAL SMITH STEINER & WAX
401 WEST A STREET, SUITE 320
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-7911

REBECCA BLAIN

THORSNES, BARTOLOTTA & MCGUIRE
2550 FIFTH AVENUE, 11TH FLOOR
SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

GREGORY L. WALTERS

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
8316 CENTURY PARK COURT

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

FOR: SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC

THE LAW OFFICES OF ALEXANDER M. SCHACK
16870 WEST BERNARDO DRIVE, SUITE 400
SAN DIEGO, CA 92127

BILL D. CARNAHAN

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

DIRECTOR, PUBLIC UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
3900 MAIN STREET

RIVERSIDE, CA 92522-0600

LINDA BURTON

REGULATORY MANAGER

SIERRA TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.

PO BOX 219

OAKHURST, CA 93644-0219

FOR: SIERRA TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.

ELAINE M. DUNCAN

VERIZON

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

JAMES HENDRY
UTILITIES SPECIALIST
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, RM.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-4682

MARCEL HAWIGER

ENERGY ATTORNEY

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

FOR: TURN

REGINA COSTA

RESEARCH DIRECTOR

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

FOR: TURN

BARBARA H. CLEMENT

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, B30A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

FOR: PG&E

FASSIL FENIKILE
DIRECTOR-REGULATORY

AT&T CALIFORNIA

525 MARKET STREET, ROOM 1925
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

KEITH KROM

GENERAL ATTORNEY

AT&T CALIFORNIA

525 MARKET STREET, SUITE 1904
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

LAUREN ROHDE

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, B9A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

MICHELLE CHOO

AT&T CALIFORNIA

525 MARKET STREET, 20TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

RACHEL A. BIRKEY

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL
U.S. DEPT. OF AGRICULTURE

33 NEW MONTGOMERY ST., 17TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

ROSS JOHNSON
AT&T CALIFORNIA

525 MARKET STREET, 19TH FLOOR, ROOM 33

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

THOMAS SELHORST

SENIOR PARALEGAL

AT&T CALIFORNIA

525 MARKET STREET, 20TH FLR, RM 2023
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES COMM.

1155 MARKET STREET, FOURTH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

MARISA MITCHELL

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENTIST

ASPEN ENVIRONMENTAL GROUP

235 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 935
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

STEPHEN P. BOWEN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

BOWEN LAW GROUP

235 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 742
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

ERROL KISSINGER

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET; MC B10A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

GWEN JOHNSON

AT&T CALIFORNIA

525 MARKET STREET, STE 1927
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

KRISTIN L. JACOBSON

SPRINT NEXTEL

201 MISSION STREET, SUITE 1500
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

MARGARET M. DILLON

ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR

PACIFIC BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY

525 MARKET STREET, 18TH FL., NO. 15
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

PETER M. HAYES

PACIFIC BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY
525 MARKET STREET, RM 1919

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

REGULATORY FILE ROOM

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, B30A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

SANDY LAMBOY

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MC B13L

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

MARGARET L. TOBIAS
TOBIAS LAW OFFICE
460 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107
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E. GARTH BLACK

ATTORNEY AT LAW

COOPER, WHITE & COOPER, LLP

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

FOR: SUREWEST TELEPHONE

JOSH DAVIDSON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

IRENE K. MOOSEN
ATTORNEY AT LAW

53 SANTA YNEZ AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94112

CASE COORDINATION

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000; MC BOSA

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

AMY BARTELL

CITY OF PALO ALTO

250 HAMILTON AVENUE, PO BOX 10250
PALO ALTO, CA 94303

ALEXIS K. WODTKE

STAFF ATTORNEY

CONSUMER FEDERATION OF CALIFORNIA
520 S. EL CAMINO REAL, STE. 340

SAN MATEO, CA 94402
LARRY ABERNATHY
DAVEY TREE

PO BOX 5015
LIVERMORE, CA 94550

LESLA LEHTONEN

VP LEGAL AND REGULATORY AFFAIRS
CALIFORNIA CABLE & TELECOM ASSOCIATION
360 22ND STREET, SUITE 750

OAKLAND, CA 94612

CARLOS FERNANDEZ-PELLO

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA BERKELEY
DEPARTMENT OF MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
6105 ETCHEVERRY HALL

BERKELEY, CA 94720-1740

BARRY F. MCCARTHY

ATTORNEY AT LAW

MCCARTHY & BERLIN, LLP

100 W. SAN FERNANDO ST., SUITE 501
SAN JOSE, CA 95113

SUSIE BERLIN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

MC CARTHY & BERLIN, LLP

100 W SAN FERNANDO ST., STE 501
SAN JOSE, CA 95113
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MARK P. SCHREIBER

ATTORNEY AT LAW

COOPER, WHITE & COOPER, LLP

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

KATIE NELSON

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533
FOR: DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP

HILARY CORRIGAN

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

425 DIVISADERO STREET, SUITE 303
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117-2242

ROBIN HARRINGTON

STAFF COUNSEL

CAL.DEPT OF FORESTRY AND FIRE PROTECTION
PO BOX 944246

SACRAMENTO, CA 94244-2460

GRANT KOLLING

CITY OF PALO ALTO

250 HAMILTON AVENUE, PO BOX 10250
PALO ALTO, CA 94303

GARRY J.D. HUBERT
HUBERT & YASUTAKE
1320 WILLOW PASS ROAD, SUITE 590
CONCORD, CA 94520

DOUGLAS GARRETT

COX COMMUNICATIONS

2200 POWELL STREET, STE. 1035
EMERYVILLE, CA 94608

MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC

1814 FRANKLIN STREET, STE 720
OAKLAND, CA 94612

FOR: MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC

ROBERT WOLFE

AT&T CALIFORNIA

310 MARTIN AVENUE, ROOM 100A
SANTA CLARA, CA 95050

MICHAEL G. NELSON

MACCARTHY & BERLIN, LLP

100 W. SAN FERNANDO STREET, SUITE 501
SAN JOSE, CA 95113

LYNNE MARTINEZ

DIRECTOR GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS
PAC-WEST TELECOMM, INC.
4210 CORONADO AVE.
STOCKTON, CA 95204
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THOMAS S. KIMBALL

MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
1231 11TH STREET

MODESTO, CA 95352

BRIAN LAFOLLETTE

TURLOCK IRRIGATION DISTRICT
PO BOX 949

333 EAST CANAL DRIVE
TURLOCK, CA 95381-0949

SCOTT TOMASHEFSKY

NORTHERN CALIFORNIA POWER AGENCY
651 COMMERCE DRIVE

ROSEVILLE, CA 95678

ANDREW B. BROWN

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS LLP
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905

LYNN HAUG

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905

DAVID L. BROWN, P.E.

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
6201 S ST., M.S. D-104; PO BOX 15830
SACRAMENTO, CA 95852-1830

MARK TUCKER

PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH, SUITE 2000
PORTLAND, OR 97232

ADAM L. SHERR

QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION
1600 7TH AVENUE, ROOM 1506
SEATTLE, WA 98191

FOR: QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORP.

State Service

CYNTHIA LEE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
SAFETY & RELIABILITY BRANCH

320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

RAFFY STEPANIAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
SAFETY & RELIABILITY BRANCH

320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

BREWSTER FONG
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
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JOY A. WARREN
MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
1231 11TH STREET
MODESTO, CA 95354
GAYATRI SCHILBERG
JBS ENERGY
311 D STREET, SUITE A
WEST SACRAMENTO, CA 95605
SCOTT BLAISING
ATTORNEY AT LAW
BRAUN & BLAISING MCLAUGHLIN, P.C.
915 L STREET, SUITE 1270
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
CHASE B. KAPPEL
ATTORNEY AT LAW
ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS LLP
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5905
MARGARET FELTS
PRESIDENT
CALIFORNIA COMMUNICATIONS ASSN
1321 HOWE AVE. SUITE 202
SACRAMENTO, CA 95825
HEIDE CASWELL
PACIFICORP
825 NE MULTNOMAH STREET, SUITE 1500
PORTLAND, OR 97232
CYNTHIA MANHEIM
GENERAL ATTORNEY
CINGULAR WIRELESS SERVICES, LLC
16331 NE 72ND WAY, ROOM RTC 1
REDMOND, WA 98052
MICHAEL ROBERTSON
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
SAFETY & RELIABILITY BRANCH
320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500
LOS ANGELES, CA 90013
RAYMOND G. FUGERE
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
SAFETY & RELIABILITY BRANCH
320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500
LOS ANGELES, CA 90013
BRIAN D. SCHUMACHER
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
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ENERGY PRICING AND CUSTOMER PROGRAMS BRA ENERGY DIVISION

ROOM 4209 AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
CHRISTOPHER MYERS CLEVELAND LEE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMUNICATIONS POLICY BRANCH LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4209 ROOM 5122

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ED MOLDAVSKY ERIC CHIANG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION ENERGY DIVISION

ROOM 5037 AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
HARVEY Y. MORRIS JANE WHANG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5036 ROOM 5029

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
JULIE HALLIGAN MELISSA C. SLAWSON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CONSUMER PROTECTION AND SAFETY DIVISION POLICY ANALYSIS BRANCH

ROOM 2203 AREA 3-F

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
MICHAEL GREER NATALIE WALES

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMUNICATIONS POLICY BRANCH LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4211 ROOM 5141

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
PAUL S. PHILLIPS ROBERT ELLIOTT

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION ENERGY DIVISION

ROOM 5306 AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
ROBERT MASON SCOTT MOSBAUGH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5031 ROOM 5207

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
TIMOTHY KENNEY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES

ROOM 5021

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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