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COMMENTS OF SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY (U 902 E) ON
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING

I. INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to the Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ”) Glegola’s Email Ruling Ordering
Additional Comments As Part Of Middle-Mile Data Collection, issued on September 9, 2021
(“Ruling”) San Diego Gas & Electric Company (“SDG&E”) respectfully provides these
Comments. SDG&E understands the important goal of Senate Bill 156 and the purpose of a
statewide open-access middle-mile in reaching underserved communities within California.
However, as an Investor-Owned Utility (“IOU”), the questions posed in the Ruling require the
specialized expertise and experience of the telecommunications companies that provide
broadband service. SDG&E is not currently in a position to advise the Commission on areas that
are in need of middle-mile access, broadband affordability issues, or capacity for broadband
services, among other issues. However, SDG&E continues to actively search for the right place
to support the State’s goal of providing broadband service to the areas that are unserved or
underserved. The Ruling poses several questions for party comments. SDG&E has a response

to two of the questions, which is provided below.



II. COMMENTS

In the Ruling, the ALJ asks stakeholders to consider:

1. Additional Factors to Consider: What additional criteria
should the Staff Report take into consideration and to what
extent, including, but not limited to:

o Affordability;

o Redlining;

o Route redundancy;
o Competition;
o Hardening, undergrounding, deployment in high fire

threat areas;

o Cell coverage; and
o Labor and economic development benefits.
SDG&E Response:

The Staff Report should continue to consider opportunities where telecommunication
companies can partner with electric utilities during their fire hardening efforts, where possible.
As indicated in SDG&E’s reply comments on September 13, 2021, a process is already available
for telecommunication companies to work with SDG&E through either its joint-pole attachment
process for overhead facilities or joint-trench for underground, and where there is overlap with
its planned hardening efforts there may be opportunity for SDG&E to design projects to
accommodate future communication infrastructure. In the case where electric utilities are
undergrounding their facilities, staff should consider ways to encourage telecommunication
companies that are already attached to utility infrastructure to join the utilities in the trench and
in the process convert the telecommunications equipment to technology that can better enable

broadband service. By joining SDG&E in a joint trench, there are additional benefits such as



helping to reduce the impact to the community (i.e., aesthetics and installation of infrastructure),
avoiding delays with the permitting processes, and improving safety when poles are removed
from the traveled right-of-way.

SDG&E reiterates the need to have a single point of contact for it and other IOUs due to
the competitive nature of telecommunications service, the quantity of qualified communication
companies that can serve customers in SDG&E’s service territory, and the number of interested
parties (Broadband Consortia, Tribal Communities, and local governments). This single point of
contact would need to ensure a quick decision-making process to avoid delays to a utility’s
efforts to fire harden infrastructure.

Lastly, to accommodate the third-party attachments to overhead facilities or sharing of
underground trench, SDG&E will request to establish a balancing account for cost recovery (i.e.,
project management, engineering, construction, and materials), funding for all parties, and
protection of ratepayers from cross subsidizing communications companies.

2. Middle Mile Network Services for Consumers

o The middle mile network must prioritize connections to
anchor institutions that lack sufficient high-bandwidth
connections. Should the statewide middle mile network
provide direct service to anchor institutions?

o Should the middle-mile network directly provide
broadband Internet access service, voice service, etc.?

o The Commission’s 72-hour backup power requirements
apply to all facilities-based wireline and wireless
communications service providers that provide service
in Tier 2 and Tier 3 High Fire Threat Districts. Should
the Commission consider additional requirements?

SDG&E Response:
SDG&E does not believe that any additional requirements need to be considered by the

Commission, here. In SDG&E’s experience, 72 hours of backup power is sufficient, provided



that the back-up is able to be refueled after the 72-hour period has concluded. Although this is a
question that needs to be addressed by telecommunications companies, it is SDG&E’s
understanding, based on communications with some telecommunications providers in its service

territory, that there are existing resiliency plans already in place in the event of an outage.

III. CONCLUSION

SDG&E looks forward to learning from the Comments provided by other parties in this
rulemaking and continuing to look for the best way to join the Commission in bridging the
digital gap. Although these Comments are necessarily limited, SDG&E appreciates the
opportunity to Comment on the Ruling and reserves the right to reply to comments of other
parties as warranted.
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