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Pursuant to Rule 11.1 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (“the
Commission’s Rules”), AT&T Mobility LLC' and Pacific Bell Telephone Company d/b/a AT&T
California (U 1001 C) on behalf of themselves and Southern California Edison Company
(“SCE”), Cellco Partnership LLP d/b/a Verizon Wireless (“Verizon Wireless™), Sprint Nextel,”
and NextG Networks of California, Inc. (“NextG”), (hereinafter, the “Joint Moving Parties”)
respectfully submit this motion to modify and postpone consideration in this rulemaking® of
certain problematic portions of Issue 20 in the Assigned Commissioner’s November 11, 2009
Ruling and Scoping Memo for Phase 2 (“Phase 2 Scoping Memo™).*

Additionally, as an integral part of this motion, we seek to clarify the application of the
Commission’s ex parte rules’ in this proceeding, given that the same core issue posed by parts of
Issue 20 is already present in another Commission proceeding, Order Instituting Investigation
(1) 09-01-018 (“Malibu Investigation” or “the OII”).° The relief sought in this motion is
imperative to ensure that parties do not inadvertently violate the Commission’s ex parte rules.’
This relief is also essential to ensure that all parties have the same rights to communicate with

Commission decisionmakers in this rulemaking. Without such relief, some parties in this

! New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC (U 3060 C).

2 Sprint Nextel Corporation, on behalf of the following wholly owned companies: Sprint Communications
Company, L.P. (U 5112 C), Sprint Spectrum, L.P. as agent for WirelessCo, L.P. (U 3062 C) and Sprint Telephony
PCS, L.P. (U 3064 C), and Nextel of California, Inc. (U 3066 C) (collectively, “Sprint Nextel”).

3 This rulemaking is sometimes referred to herein as “the OIR.”

* Issue 20 in the Phase 2 Scoping Memo provides as follows: “Loading Standards. The scope of Phase 2 includes
(i) what is the proper interpretation of the pole loading standards in GO 95, including (a) the safety factors in Rule
44 and (b) the design, construction, and performance requirements in the first paragraph of Rule 48; (ii) what
constitutes overloading; (iii) identifying the party responsible for determining how strong the pole is at the time an
attachment is requested; and (iv) how long to retain information regarding facilities added to a pole and related pole
loading calculations or exemptions; and (v) whether it would be useful to add a third loading condition to Rule 43, to
be entitled “Loading Conditions for Fire Prone Areas.” These conditions would encompass those encountered in fire
prone areas such as dry vegetation, high temperatures, strong winds, etc. The actual conditions will be specified,
discussed, and vetted in the workshops.”

3 See Rules of Practice and Procedure, Article 8, Communications with Decisionmakers and Advisors, Rule 8.1 et
seq. (“the Commission’s ex parte rules”).

6 1.09-01-018, initiated on January 29, 2009, involves an examination of the October 21, 2007 Malibu Canyon Fire
and has been categorized as an adjudicatory proceeding.

"In particular, in light of Rule 8.1(c), which states the meaning of an ex parte communication, and Rule 8.2(b),
which provides that, “[i]n any adjudicatory proceeding, ex parte communications are prohibited,” any substantive ex
parte communication in this proceeding concerning issues in 1.09-01-018 and made to a decisionmaker in
1.09-01-018 that is not also made “in a public hearing, workshop, or other public forum established in the
proceeding,” or “on the record” in 1.09-01-018 could constitute a violation of the Commission’s ex parte rules.
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proceeding that are not parties to 1.09-01-018 will have greater input to decisionmakers than the
parties that are also parties in 1.09-01-018.

Although it is somewhat cumbersome to do so, in order to comply with the
Commission’s ex parte rules, we are simultaneously filing a motion in the Malibu Investigation
similarly seeking clarification of application of the ex parte rules in that proceeding. Pursuant to
the Commission’s rules, a copy of this motion is attached as “Exhibit A” to that motion, and a
copy of that motion is attached as an exhibit to this motion, so that all communications relative to
the relief sought in this motion are “on the record” of both proceedings.® We request that the

Commission provide the parties with a coordinated response to these motions.

I. AS FRAMED IN THE PHASE 2 SCOPING MEMO, ISSUE 20 CREATES A
SUBSTANTIAL OVERLAP BETWEEN THIS PROCEEDING AND 1.09-01-018.

The purpose of this rulemaking is to consider measures to reduce fire hazards associated
with: (1) electric transmission and distribution facilities, and (2) communications infrastructure
providers (“CIPs”) facilities in close proximity to overhead electric power lines. Most of the
Commission's rules regarding the construction, operation, and maintenance of utility facilities are
in General Orders (“GOs”) 95, 128, and 165. The scoping memo dated January 6, 2009 divided
this proceeding into two phases. In Phase 1, the Commission adopted measures to reduce fire
hazards for the 2009 autumn fire season in Southern California. Phase 1 concluded with the
issuance of Decision (D.) 09-08-029 on August 20, 2009.

The purpose of Phase 2 is to address measures that require more time to consider and
implement. Prehearing conference statements regarding the scope, schedule, and other matters
pertaining to Phase 2 were filed on October 6, 2009, and a prehearing conference for Phase 2
was held on October 9, 2009. The Scoping Memo for Phase 2 sets forth 25 issues to be
addressed in Phase 2. These issues will be evaluated in the context of whether there should be

prospective modifications of existing rules or adoption of new rules.

¥ We are serving both motions (with their exhibits) on all parties in both proceedings. Because the motions are “on
the records” in both proceedings, the motions do not constitute ex parte communications under Commission Rule
8.1(c). See Rule 8.1(c)(3).



In contrast, Issue 20 in the Phase 2 Scoping Memo expressly includes a potential
Commission ruling establishing the “proper” interpretation of the existing pole loading rule.
Although Issue 20 actually comprises a number of distinctly different issues, Issue 20 literally
asks, “. . . what is the proper interpretation of the pole loading standards in GO 95 ... 7" As
stated in Issue 20, this question does not have only prospective application. Its scope is indicated
by the use of the present tense “is.” However, the same core question, namely, the meaning and
interpretation of the existing GO 95 rules governing pole loading, is at the heart of the Malibu
Investigation. The overlap between the two proceedings is substantial and could not possibly be
clearer. In short, the Commission is poised to resolve the same issue in two different
proceedings, each with different parties, different procedural rules, and different schedules.
Thus, what will be the subject of formal briefs and a strictly circumscribed record in the OII will
likely be a workshop topic in the OIR, as well as the subject of innumerable — and unreported —
ex parte communications in the OIR.” This problem poses the risk of unfairness to all parties and
leads to irresolvable procedural conflicts.

Issue 20 should therefore be modified to reflect that, in this rulemaking proceeding, the
Commission only seeks to evaluate prospective changes to GO 95 (whether characterized as
modification or “clarification”) and does not aim to interpret existing pole loading rules. The
core issue in the Malibu Investigation should not be collaterally litigated in this rulemaking. To
resolve the plain overlap of issues in the two proceedings, we have set forth below specific
revisions to Issue 20 and also ask the Commission to affirm that it will make no finding or issue
any decision with respect to the existing GO 95 rules governing pole loading or any other matter
which is at issue in the OIl. We also ask for clarification of the applicable ex parte rules in this

proceeding regarding the issue of pole loading, given that the interpretation of existing pole

? The Joint Moving Parties are concerned that supposed “facts” imparted during ex parte communications to
decisionmakers or advisors in connection with the OIR that directly or indirectly touch upon matters at issue in the
OII could prejudice the Commission’s decision in 1.09-01-018 against the Joint Moving Parties, who would not have
any notice or knowledge of, much less an opportunity to respond to, such alleged “facts” regarding, for example,
pole loading matters. The potential for a denial of due process is both obvious and unfair.
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loading rules is currently pending in the Malibu Investigation, where it is subject to a ban on ex
parte communications.

Even with such a clarification, it will likely be difficult for parties to fully explore the
issue of changing pole loading rules or creating entirely new pole loading rules in this
proceeding without having the opportunity to freely discuss existing pole loading practices
during their otherwise proper ex parte communications with decisionmakers regarding the
matters at issue in this rulemaking. Consequently, the Commission should also consider
delaying the problematic portions of Issue 20 identified above relating to pole loading until after
the Malibu Investigation has been concluded. A decision in that case is expected in December

2010.

II. ISSUE 20 SHOULD BE MODIFIED TO CONSIDER RULE CHANGES
RELATED ONLY TO PROSPECTIVE CHANGES REGARDING POLE
LOADING REQUIREMENTS.

The purpose of this rulemaking proceeding is to draft forward-looking rules; the goal is
not to evaluate and come to factual and legal conclusions regarding the interpretation the existing
rules in GO 95. Issue 20 as drafted, however, states that the scope of Phase 2 includes “what is
the proper interpretation of the pole loading standards in GO 95 as well as “what constitutes
overloading.”"" The exact same issues are at the heart of the Malibu Investigation. The Order
that initiated the Malibu Investigation states that it will conduct an investigation to determine
whether respondents violated any provision of the Public Utilities Code, general orders, other
rules, or requirements by overloading three Malibu utility poles and thus failing to comply with
the loading and other requirements set forth in GO 95.'> The Assigned Commissioner's Ruling
and Scoping Memo reiterate that this is the purpose of the OIL"

The question of whether respondents overloaded the poles in the Malibu Investigation

necessarily involves interpretation of the pole loading rules and what constitutes overloading

10 See . 5, supra.

" Phase 2 Scoping Memo, p. 20.

12 See 1.09-01-018, Order Instituting Investigation, p. 7 (OP 1) (Jan. 29, 2009).

1 See 1.09-01-018, Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling and Scoping Memo, pp. 5-6, 9 (OP 2) (Oct. 22, 2009).
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pursuant to those rules. Issue 20 in the Phase 2 Scoping Memo involves and intends to resolve in
this rulemaking the exact same issue. If that issue were first considered in this rulemaking,
resolution of that issue in this rulemaking would unavoidably contaminate and prejudice how the
issue of pole overloading is determined in the Malibu Investigation. Moreover, given that the
express purpose of this proceeding is to consider changes needed to the rules to increase safety of
facilities, there is not a need to include, as a separate issue, a Commission interpretation of the
rule as written. Given this overlap and the respective scopes of this proceeding and the Malibu
Investigation, we request modification of Issue 20 as set forth below to ensure that it only seeks
to explore the issue of adopting new pole loading rules on a prospective basis. This clarification
is necessary to ensure that the Commission does not seek to collaterally interpret existing pole

loading rules in this proceeding.

20. Loadlng Standards The scope of Phase 2 1ncludes (1) wh&t—rs—the
Nrope erpre on he pole d11 GO _:..
what should be the safety factors in Rule 44 and Eb} what should be the
design, construction, and performance requirements in the first paragraph
of Rule 48; (i) what-constitutes-overloading;(ti)-identifying who should
be the party responsible for determining how strong the pole is at the time
an attachment is requested; and (iii) how long te-retain information
regarding facilities added to a pole and related pole loading calculations or
exemptions should be retained; and (iv) whether it would be useful to add
a third loading condition to Rule 43, to be entitled “Loading Conditions
for Fire Prone Areas.” These conditions would encompass those
encountered in fire prone areas such as dry vegetation, high temperatures,
strong winds, etc. The actual conditions will be specified, discussed, and
vetted in the workshops.

In addition, in order to ensure that the Commission’s decision in the rulemaking does not
inadvertently include text or findings that could impact the OII, this motion also seeks
clarification that no decision in the rulemaking will (1) interpret the existing GO 95 pole loading
rules; (2) make any finding with respect to carriers’ obligations under the current pole loading
rules; (3) describe carriers’ current practices under the pole loading rules; and (4) make any other

finding or include any discussion of the existing pole loading rules in the rulemaking.



III. EXPARTE CONTACTS REGARDING CURRENT POLE LOADING
REQUIREMENTS SHOULD BE PROHIBITED.

Given that the issue of interpretation of pole loading rules is pending in the Malibu
Investigation (which is categorized as an adjudicatory proceeding), it is also necessary that there
be a ruling clarifying that all ex parte contacts with the decisionmakers'* on the issue of existing
pole loading requirements are prohibited in this proceeding as well. Many of the parties in this
proceeding are involved in the Malibu Investigation, and those parties must abide by such an ex
parte ban. Those parties include AT&T Mobility, SCE, NextG, and the Commission’s
Consumer Protection and Safety Division (“CPSD”) (collectively referred to as the “OII
Parties”)."> The simultaneous pendency of the proceedings and the common issue (posed in Item
20) could be interpreted to meet the “linkage” criteria established by the Commission in
D.07-07-020'° and thus to trigger liability on the part of the OII Parties that undertake ex parte
communications in the OIR. In light of the prohibition in Commission Rule 8.2(b), while other
parties in this proceeding may openly discuss all issues surrounding current pole loading
requirements, it appears that the OII parties would (under the Commission’s interpretation of the
ex parte rules in D.07-07-020) be banned from doing so whenever Commission decisionmakers
are present. This prohibition applies to any form of communication (whether written or oral) on
issues in the Malibu Investigation unless the communication occurs “in a public hearing,
workshop, or other public forum” in that proceeding, or “on the record” of that proceeding.'’

The OII parties will be severely prejudiced if they are unable to participate in this

proceeding on the same grounds and to the same extent that other parties may do so. At present,

"These decisionmakers include each Commissioner, the Chief ALJ, the Assistant Chief ALJ, the ALJ assigned to
1.09-01-018, and the Law and Motion ALJ. See Rule 8.1(b). Commissioners’ personal advisors are also treated as
decisionmakers for purposes of the Commission’s ex parte rules. See Rule 8.5.

'3 Other parties in 1.09-01-018 (Verizon Wireless, Sprint Nextel) have participated in this rulemaking through CTIA,
the Wireless Association. Sprint Nextel requested party status in this proceeding on December 3, 2009.

16 “[OJur Decision [07-07-020] does indicate the types of linkages that should be considered by entities when
contemplating their own future ex parte communications. Such circumstances might include: (1) temporal
proximity between an ex parte communication and a relevant adjudicatory proceeding; (2) the degree of overlap
between the issues and parties; and (3) the potential that relief sought via the ex parte communication could
detrimentally impact parties in a related adjudicatory proceeding. ” D.08-06-023, p. 20 (fn. omitted), citing
D.07-07-020, pp. 19-21.

17 See Commission Rule 8.1(c)(3).



the OII parties are necessarily constrained by concerns that any communications with
decisionmakers and the Commissioners’ advisors in this proceeding, if not also made “in a
public hearing, workshop, or other public forum” or “on the record” in 1.09-01-018, might
violate Commission Rule 8.2(b). There should not be two sets of ex parte communications rules
for this rulemaking proceeding. Parties in this proceeding should not be subject to different ex
parte rules depending on whether they are parties in 1.09-01-018 or not. Accordingly, a ruling
should be issued in both this proceeding and the Malibu Investigation to clarify how all parties in
both proceedings can safely conduct themselves without facing any risk of inadvertently
engaging in impermissible ex parte communications. Given that some parties cannot discuss
current pole loading requirements with decisionmakers present, we recommend that the
Commission issue a ruling in both this proceeding and the OII, delineating the following ex parte

rule so that all parties are treated equally:

All parties are banned from having any ex parte communications
with Decisionmakers or Commissioner’s personal advisors in
1.09-01-018 and R.08-11-005 regarding the issue of existing pole
loading requirements in GO 95 or any other issues that are now
before the Commission in 1.09-01-018.

IV.  CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth above, we respectfully request that the Commission adopt the
above proposed revisions to Issue 20, and ban all parties from having ex parte communications
regarding the issue of existing pole loading requirements in GO 95 or any other issues that are

now before the Commission in 1.09-01-018. Furthermore, the Commission should take up the



issue of prospective rules for pole loading after the Malibu Investigation in 1.09-01-018 has been

concluded.

Dated at San Francisco, California, this 4t day of December 2009.

Respectfully submitted,

el (ansly

U U
NELSONYA CAUSBY

ANNA KAPETANAKOS
DAVID DISCHER

525 Market Street, Suite 2025

San Francisco, CA 94105

Tel. No.: (415) 778-1488
Facsimile: (415) 543-0418
E-mail: nelsonvya.causby@att.com;

Attorneys for AT&T California and
AT&T Mobility LLC

On Behalf of Joint Moving Parties
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Investigation on the Commission's Own Motion into the
Operations and Practices of Southern California Edison
Company, Cellco Partnership LLP d/b/a Verizon Wireless, 1.09-01-018

Sprint Communications Company LP, NextG Networks of (Filed January 29, 2009)
California, Inc. and Pacific Bell Telephone Company d/b/a
AT&T California and AT&T Mobility LLC Regarding the
Utility Facilities and the Canyon Fire in Malibu of October
2007.

MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION OF THE COMMISSION’S RULES
ON EX PARTE COMMUNICATIONS

ANNA KAPETANAKOS
DAVID DISCHER
NELSONYA CAUSBY

AT&T Services, Inc.

525 Market Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Tel.: (415) 778-1480

Fax: (415) 543-0418

E-Mail: anna.kapetanakos@att.com

Attorneys for AT&T California and
AT&T Mobility LLC

On Behalf of Joint Respondents
December 4, 2009



Pursuant to Rule 11.1 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (“the
Commission’s Rules”), Pacific Bell Telephone Company d/b/a AT&T California (U 1001 C)
and AT&T Mobility LLC' (‘“AT&T”) on behalf of itself and the following parties in the above-
captioned proceeding (Southern California Edison Company, Cellco Partnership LLP d/b/a
Verizon Wireless, Sprint Nextel,2 NextG Networks of California, Inc. (hereinafter, the “Joint
Respondents™) respectfully submits this motion for clarification of the Commission’s Rules on
ex parte communications’ with regard to issues in the instant proceeding that have recently been

slated for simultaneous consideration in Phase II of the Commission’s rulemaking, R.08-11-005.
L. INTRODUCTION

There is an urgent need for the Commission to clarify the operation of the ex parte rules
where the same core issue is simultaneously present in this adjudicatory proceeding (where no ex
parte communications are permitted®) and in the related quasi-legislative rulemaking proceeding,

R.08-11-005 (where “ex parte communications are allowed without restriction or reporting

995

requirement™), in which the joint respondents are also participating, either directly or indirectly.’

This “overlapping proceedings” situation has arisen because of the inclusion of Issue No. 20 in
the recently issued Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling and Scoping Memo for Phase 2 of R.08-11-

005, issued November 11, 2009. Issue No. 20 provides as follows:

Loading Standards. The scope of Phase 2 includes (i) what is the proper
interpretation of the pole loading standards in GO 95, including (a) the
safety factors in Rule 44 and (b) the design, construction, and performance
requirements in the first paragraph of Rule 48; (i1) what constitutes
overloading; (iii) identifying the party responsible for determining how

! New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC (U 3060 C).

? Sprint Nextel Corporation, on behalf of the following wholly owned companies: Sprint Communications
Company, L.P. (U 5112 C), Sprint Spectrum, L.P. as agent for WirelessCo, L.P. (U 3062 C) and Sprint Telephony
PCS, L.P. (U 3064 C), and Nextel of California, Inc. (U 3066 C) (collectively, “Sprint Nextel”).

3 See generally Article 8 (Communications with Decisionmakers and Advisors), Rule 8.1 ef seq., of the
Commission’s Rules.

* See Rule 8.2(b); see also California Public Utilities Code Section (“PU Code §7) 1701.2(b).

> See Rule 8.2(a); see also PU Code § 1701.4(b).

8 Verizon Wireless, Sprint Nextel, and NextG are participating in the OIR through CTIA, the wireless association.

1



strong the pole is at the time an attachment is requested; and (iv) how long
to retain information regarding facilities added to a pole and related pole
loading calculations or exemptions; and (v) whether it would be useful to
add a third loading condition to Rule 43, to be entitled “Loading
Conditions for Fire Prone Areas.” These conditions would encompass
those encountered in fire prone areas such as dry vegetation, high
temperatures, strong winds, etc. The actual conditions will be specified,
discussed, and vetted in the workshops.

Because the core issue in this adjudicatory proceeding, namely, interpretation of the
requirements for overhead support facilities in Commission General Order No. (“GO”) 95, is
substantially overlapped by Issue 20 in R.08-11-005, the joint respondents request that the

Commission clarify the application of the ex parte rules when participating in R.08-11-005.
I1. RELEVANT BACKGROUND

The purpose of R.08-11-005 is to consider measures to reduce fire hazards associated
with: (1) electric transmission and distribution facilities, and (2) communications infrastructure
providers (“CIPs”) facilities in close proximity to overhead electric power lines.” The scoping
memo dated January 6, 2009 divided that proceeding into two phases. In Phase 1, the
Commission adopted measures to reduce fire hazards for the 2009 autumn fire season in
Southern California. The purpose of Phase 2 in R.08-11-005 is to address measures that require
more time to consider and implement. The Scoping Memo for Phase 2 of R.08-11-0005 sets
forth 25 issues that evaluate whether there should be prospective modifications of existing rules
or adoption of new rules.

In contrast, Issue No. 20 in the Phase 2 Scoping Memo expressly addresses the “proper”
interpretation of existing pole loading rules and requirements under GO 95. This issue, namely,

the meaning and interpretation of the existing GO 95 rules governing pole loading is at the heart

" Most of the Commission's rules regarding the construction, operation, and maintenance of utility facilities are in
General Orders 95, 128, and 165.



of this investigation. The overlap between the two proceedings is substantial and could not be
clearer.

Accordingly, in R.08-11-005, the Joint Respondents have moved for modification of
Issue 20 to reflect that, in that proceeding, the Commission only seeks to evaluate prospective
changes to GO 95 (whether characterized as modification or “clarification”) and does not aim to
interpret existing pole loading rules. The Joint Respondents also have suggested that the
Commission may want to delay its consideration of Issue 20 until its investigation in 1.09-01-018
is complete. The motion,® attached hereto as Exhibit A, also seeks to ban all parties from having
ex parte communications regarding any issue in 1.09-01-018, including the issue of current pole
loading requirements, in the presence of a decisionmaker.

1. REQUESTED RELIEF

Given that the issue of interpretation of pole loading rules is pending in this investigation,
it is necessary that there be concurrent rulings clarifying that all ex parte communications with
decisionmakers’ regarding current pole loading requirements or any other issues in the instant
proceeding and R.08-11-005 are prohibited. We hereby request that the Commission issue the
following order to clarify how the ex parte rules are applied to parties when participating in
R.08-11-005:

All parties are banned from having any ex parte communications
with decision makers or Commissioner’s personal advisors in
1.09-01-018 and R.08-11-005 regarding the issue of existing pole
loading requirements in GO 95 or any other issues that are now
before the Commission in 1.09-01-018 that may also be at issue in
R.08-11-005.

¥ We are serving both motions on all parties in both proceedings in accordance with Rule 8.1(c)(3).
? These decisionmakers include each Commissioner, the Commissioners’ personal advisors, the Chief ALJ, the
Assistant Chief ALJ, the ALJ assigned to 1.09-01-018, and the Law and Motion ALJ. See Rule 8.1(b) and Rule 8.5.
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This ruling is necessary to provide proper guidance on how the parties should safely
conduct themselves in R.08-11-005 without facing any risk of inadvertently engaging in
impermissible ex parte communications.

The Joint Respondents have sought this same relief in R.08-11-015 so that all parties
participating in R.08-11-005 are subject to the same ex parte rules regarding pole loading issues
and any other issues that are now before the Commission in 1.09-01-018. Otherwise, the parties
in this proceeding will be severely prejudiced if they are unable to participate in R.08-11-005 on

the same grounds and to the same extent as other parties.

Dated this 4™ day of December 2009 at San Francisco, California.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/
ANNA KAPETANAKOS
DAVID DISCHER
NELSONYA CAUSBY

AT&T Services, Inc.

525 Market Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Tel.: (415) 778-1480

Fax: (415) 543-0418

E-Mail: anna.kapetanakos@att.com

Attorneys for AT&T California and
A&T Mobility LLC

On Behalf of Joint Respondents



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this day served a copy of the MOTION TO MODIFY
ISSUE 20 SET FORTH IN THE ASSIGNED COMMISSIONER’S RULING AND
SCOPING MEMO FOR PHASE 2 AND TO CLARIFY APPLICABILITY OF EX PARTE
RULES in R.08-11-005 by electronic mail, U.S. mail, and/or by hand-delivery to the person on

the official Service List.

Executed this 4" day of December 2009, at San Francisco, California.
AT&T CALIFORNIA

525 Market Street, 20" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94105

MichuloKChg,

Michelle K. Choo
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THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK ATTORNEY

115 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900 PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104 77 BEALE STREET, B30A

FOR: TURN SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

FOR: PG & E

NELSONYA CAUSBY PETER A. CASCIATO

ATTORNEY AT LAW ATTORNEY AT LAW

AT&T CALIFORNIA A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

525 MARKET ST., STE 2025 355 BRYANT STREET, SUITE 410

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107

FOR: AT&T CALIFORNIA FOR: COMCAST PHONE OF CALIFORNIA/TW

TELECOM OF CALIFORNIA, LLC

JEANNE B. ARMSTRONG MARLO A. GO
ATTORNEY AT LAW GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP 505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900



505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: CTIA-THE WIRELESS ASSOCIATION
GOODIN, MACBRIDE, SQUERI, DAY &
LALMPREY, LLP

PATRICK M. ROSVALL

COOPER, WHITE & COOPER LLP

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

FOR: SMALL LECS, SUREWEST TELEPHONE

SARAH DEYOUNG

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

CALTEL

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 1500
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: CALTEL

JEFFREY P. GRAY

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP

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

FOR: CALIFORNIA INDEPENDENT SYSTEM
OPERATOR

JOHN GUTIERREZ

DRECTOR, GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS
COMCAST

3055 COMCAST PLACE
LIVERMORE, CA 94551

FOR: COMCAST CABLE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

JEROME CANDELARIA

ATTORNEY AT LAW

CALIFORNIA CABLE TV ASSOCIATION
360 22ND STREET, NO. 750
OAKLAND, CA 94612

FOR: CCTA

ROBERT L. DELSMAN

NEXTG NETWORKS OF CALIFORNIA, INC
2216 OTOOLE AVENUE

SAN JOSE, CA 95131

FOR: NEXTG NETWORKS OF CALIFORNIA, INC.

STEPHEN R. CIESLEWICZ
CN UTILITY CONSULTING, INC

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: PACIFICORP

ROBERT A. MILLAR

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: NEXTG NETWORKS OF CALIFORNIA, INC.

EDWARD O'NEILL

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

FOR: COXCOM, INC./COX CALIFORNIA TELCOM
LLC

SUZANNE TOLLER

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE

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

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



120 PLEASANT HILL AVE. NORTH, STE.190
SEBASTOPOL, CA 95472

FOR: CN UTILITY CONSULTING, INC

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

BOB RITTER

CROWN CASTLE USA, INC.
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

151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD

FOLSOM, CA 95630

FOR: CALIFORNIA INDEPENT SYSTEM
OPERATOR CORPORATION

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

NICK LIMBEROPOULOS
CROWN CASTLE

2000 CORPORATE DRIVE
CANONSBURG, PA 15317

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



LARI SHEEHAN

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

500 W. TEMPLE STREET,

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

ROOM 723

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
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

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
FOR:

90013-1011
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, CA 501LS
THOUSAND OAKS, CA 91362

CASE ADMINISTRATION

LAW DEPARTMENT

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

STEVE M. DUNN

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
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



ESTHER NORTHRUP

COX COMMUNICATIONS

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

LISA URICK

ATTORNEY AT LAW

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.

LAURA M. EARL

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

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

JOHN A. PACHECO

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SEMPRA ENERGY

101 ASH STREET, HQ-12

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-3017

FOR: SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

DON LIDDELL
ATTORNEY AT LAW
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



ELAINE M. DUNCAN

VERIZON

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

JAMES HENDRY

UTILITIES SPECIALIST

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

WILLIAM K. SANDERS
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY
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, BO9A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

MICHELLE CHOO

AT&T CALIFORNIA

525 MARKET STREET, 20TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
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PETER M. HAYES

GENERAL MANAGER

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

KATHERINE CARLIN

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

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

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

AREA MGR-REGULATORY

AT&T CALIFORNIA

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

THOMAS SELHORST

SENIOR PARALEGAL

AT&T CALIFORNIA

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

E. GARTH BLACK
ATTORNEY AT LAW
COOPER, WHITE & COOPER, LLP

ROOM 33

2023

201 CALIFORNIA STREET, 17TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111
FOR: SUREWEST TELEPHONE

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



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

THOMAS S. KIMBALL

MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
1231 11TH STREET

MODESTO, CA 95352

GRANT KOLLING

CITY OF PALO ALTO
250 HAMILTON AVENUE, PO BOX
PALO ALTO, C

A 9430

GARRY J.D. HUBERT
HUBERT & YASUTAKE
1320 WILLOW PASS ROAD, SUITE

CONCORD,

CA

94520

DOUGLAS GARRETT

COX COMMUNICATIONS
2200 POWELL STREET,
EMERYVILLE,

CA 946

MRW & ASSOCIATES, I
1814 FRANKLIN STREET, STE 72

OAKLAND,

CA

94612

3

STE. 103
08

NC

FOR: MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC

ROBERT WOLFE
AT&T CALIFORNIA

310 MARTIN AVENUE,
SANTA CLARA, CA 95

MICHAEL G. NELSON
MACCARTHY & BERLIN, LLP
100 W. SAN FERNANDO STREET,

SAN JOSE,

CA

95113

LYNNE MARTINEZ
DIRECTOR GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS
PAC-WEST TELECOMM,
4210 CORONADO AVE.

STOCKTON,

CA

95204

JOY A. WARREN
REGULATORY ADMINISTRATOR

MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
1231 11TH STREET

MODESTO,

CA

95354

ROOM 100A
050

INC.

10250

590

5

0

SUITE 501



BRIAN LAFOLLETTE

TURLOCK IRRIGATION DISTRICT
PO BOX 949

333 EAST CANAL DRIVE
TURLOCK, CA 95381-0949

SCOTT TOMASHEFSKY

REGULATORY AFFAIRS MANAGER
NORTHERN CALIFORNIA POWER AGENCY
651 COMMERCE DRIVE

ROSEVILLE, CA 95678

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

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.

GAYATRI SCHILBERG

JBS ENERGY

311 D STREET, SUITE A
WEST SACRAMENTO, CA 95605

CHARLIE BORN

MANAGER, GOVERNMENT AND EXTERNAL AFFAIRS

FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS
PO BOX 340
ELK GROVE, CA 95759

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

JORDAN WHITE

SENIOR ATTORNEY

PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH STREET, SUITE 1800
PORTLAND, OR 97232

CYNTHIA MANHEIM

GENERAL ATTORNEY

CINGULAR WIRELESS SERVICES, LLC
16331 NE 72ND WAY, ROOM RTC 1
REDMOND, WA 98052

10



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

ENERGY PRICING AND CUSTOMER PROGRAMS BRA
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHRISTOPHER MYERS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMUNICATIONS POLICY BRANCH

ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ED MOLDAVSKY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5037

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

HARVEY Y. MORRIS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5036

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JULIE HALLIGAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CONSUMER PROTECTION AND SAFETY DIVISION
ROOM 2203

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

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
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CLEVELAND LEE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5122

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ERIC CHIANG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JANE WHANG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5029

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MELISSA C. SLAWSON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
POLICY ANALYSIS BRANCH

AREA 3-F

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

11



MICHAEL GREER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMUNICATIONS POLICY BRANCH

ROOM 4211

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

PAUL S. PHILLIPS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5306

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT MASON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5031

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

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

NATALIE WALES

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5141

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT ELLIOTT

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SCOTT MOSBAUGH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5207

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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