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 BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
  OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
Application of Southern California Gas 
Company (U904G) for Authority, Among 
Other Things, to Update its Gas Revenue 
Requirement and Base Rates Effective on 
January 1, 2024. 

Application 22-05-015 

(Filed May 16, 2022) 

CONSOLIDATED 
 
And Related Matter 

Application 22-05-016 
(Filed May 16, 2022) 

 
 

   SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY (U 904 G) AND SAN DIEGO GAS 
& ELECTRIC COMPANY’S (U 902 E) 

NOTICE OF EX PARTE COMMUNICATION  
 

Pursuant to Rule 8.4 of the California Public Utilities Commission’s Rules of Practice 

and Procedure, SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY (“SoCalGas”) (U 904 G) 

AND SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY (“SDG&E”) (U 902 E) hereby gives 

notice of the ex parte communication in the above captioned proceeding.   

DATE AND TIME OF THE ORAL COMMUNICATION:   

Meetings lasted approximately 30 minutes. 

- Tuesday, January 7, 2026, at 4:00 p.m. (Commissioner Reynolds’ Office and 

Commissioner Houck’s’ Office) 

LOCATION:   
 

- Virtual – Webex 
 
WHO INITIATED COMMUNICATION:   

- SDG&E, SoCalGas 
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NAMES AND TITLES OF SCHEDULED NON-CPUC ATTENDEES:  

- Dan Skopec, SVP and Chief Regulatory Officer, SDG&E/SoCalGas 

- Shivani Sidhar, Regional Vice President – Regulatory Affairs, SDG&E/SoCalGas 

- Jamie York, Director-GRC and Revenue Requirements, SDG&E/SoCalGas 

- Laura Fulton, Senior Counsel – Regulatory, SDG&E  

NAMES AND TITLES OF SCHEDULED CPUC ATTENDEES:  

From Commissioner Reynolds’ Office 

o Adam Buchholz, Interim Chief of Staff and Advisor 

o Andrew Klutey, Advisor 

From Commissioner Houck’s’ Office 

o Victor Smith, Deputy Chief of Staff and Advisor 

o Benjamin Menzies, Advisor 

o Amanda Singh Birmingham, Chief of Staff 

 

BRIEF SUMMARY OF ORAL COMMUNICATION: 

SDG&E discussed the Proposed Decision (“PD”) issued on November 14, 2025, related 

to the General Rate Case (“GRC”) Track 2 portion of the proceeding pertaining to the recovery 

of costs in SDG&E’s Wildfire Mitigation Plan Memorandum Accounts (“WMPMAs”) incurred 

from May 2019 through the end of 2022. SDG&E expressed their concern over the standard of 

review applied in the PD.  The application sought recovery of costs to implement SDG&E’s 

approved Wildfire Mitigation Plans and the CPUC’s Wildfire Safety Division, and its 

successor—Energy Safety—approved the scope and structure of these programs, and these 

approvals were ratified by the CPUC. The standard of review applied to these costs is 

inconsistent with other reasonableness reviews despite SDG&E presenting a robust record that 

thoroughly supports the costs requested in this case. Given this apparent confusion, SDG&E 
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provided a walkthrough of key areas to clear up any potential misunderstandings and provide a 

roadmap of the evidence presented in the case.  

SDG&E detailed the erroneous disallowances in the Drone Investigation, Assessment and 

Repair (“DIAR”) Program. The DIAR Program was effective at detecting and repairing issues 

and removing risk from the system as the drone inspections identify nearly more potential fire 

hazards than traditional Corrective Maintenance Program (“CMP”) inspections and can identify 

issues that traditional inspection efforts do not find via ground inspections. SDG&E’s drone 

program is not limited to only inspections – it includes the cost of repairs. Accordingly, 

SDG&E’s DIAR Program should not be compared to PG&E’s program. 

Furthermore, SDG&E detailed the supporting evidence that was provided for Stakeholder 

Cooperation and Community Engagement, highlighting that the PD erroneously concludes that 

the entirety of the PSPS Communications Practices category of costs is related to the SDG&E’s 

mobile app when in fact much of the costs in this area were in order to comply with PSPS 

communication requirements established by the Commission.  SDG&E also explained that the 

PD incorrectly denied costs in Data Governance which were also costs required to comply with 

regulatory mandates.  

WRITTEN DOCUMENTS PROVIDED: 

Attachment A.  
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
By:   /s/ Shivani Sidhar  
  Shivani Sidhar 

 Regional Vice President of Regulatory Affairs 
 Southern California Gas Company and 
 San Diego Gas & Electric Company 
      601 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 2090   
      San Francisco, California, 94102 
 Phone: 510-410-8655  
 E-mail: ssidhar1@semprautilities.com 
 
 
Dated: January 8, 2026 
 
 
cc:        Commissioner John Reynolds at commissionerjohnreynoldsexparte@cpuc.ca.gov  

 Commissioner Darcie Houck at Houck.Exparte@cpuc.ca.gov  
 John Larsen, ALJ at john.larsen@cpuc.ca.gov             
 All Parties on Service List A.22-05-015 

mailto:commissionerjohnreynoldsexparte@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:Houck.Exparte@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:john.larsen@cpuc.ca.gov
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A.22-05-015/-016 GRC Track 2 
Wildfire Mitigation Costs 2019-2022

Ex Parte – January 2026
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The Standard of Review Applied in this Proposed Decision is 
Beyond the CPUC’s Standard for Cost Recovery 

 By statute, all utility charges and costs passed to ratepayers be “just and 
reasonable.”

 For reasonableness reviews, the CPUC examines whether the utility acted as a 
reasonable manager would under similar circumstances, considering 
information available at the time decisions were made.  

 However, the standard being applied in this Proposed Decision (PD) is beyond 
the CPUC’s standard for reasonableness reviews and is being unfairly applied 
in this case.

1. Source: A.2206003 Ex. SCE-03R

https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2206003/6924/521328970.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2206003/6924/521328970.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2206003/6924/521328970.pdf


3

SDG&E’s Record Meets Existing Standards for 
Reasonableness Reviews
 In A.22-06-003, SCE requested cost recovery for wildfire-related costs incurred in 2021 using a “portfolio 

approach” to determine incrementality
− SCE’s portfolio approach examined the total of recorded costs across the wildfire mitigation activities SCE was 

permitted to record in the applicable memo and balancing accounts compared to the total amount authorized for 
these activities in D.21-08-036, SCE’s 2021 GRC Decision

− The Utility Audits Branch also performed an audit on SCE’s costs at issue in the proceeding

 D.24-03-008 approved nearly all of SCE’s request finding:
− “SCE has met its burden to establish that the costs for which it seeks recovery are incremental” (at 17)
− “Determining incrementality using a portfolio approach…is consistent with established prospective ratemaking 

principles.” (COL 5) 

 SDG&E’s record evidence is consistent with the showing of the other reasonableness reviews, as shown 
below and in SCE’s workpaper excerpt

Excerpt of SCE Workpapers1

1. Source: A.2206003 Ex. SCE-03R

SCE Showing SDG&E Showing

Capital & O&M Dollars Capital & O&M Dollars

Labor & Non-Labor Units (quantity & type)

Sub-Category Sub-Category

Location (HFTD, Non-HFTD)

https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2206003/6924/521328970.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2206003/6924/521328970.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2206003/6924/521328970.pdf


4

SDG&E’s WMP Cost Justification is in the Record
 ALJ Larsen requested information including:

− Mapping of GRC workpaper to WMP category
− O&M dollars
− Capital dollars
− Units (quantity and type)
− Work completed within the entire service territory
− Work completed within the HFTD

 SDG&E responded with the information in Ex. SDG&E-T2-09 and in the format requested (87 pages) 

Excerpt of Exhibit SDG&E-T2-091

1. Source: Ex. SDG&E-T2-09

https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7666/538617711.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7666/538617711.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7666/538617711.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7666/538617711.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7666/538617711.pdf
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Detailed Accounting Data was Provided

 In discovery, SDG&E provided detailed cost 
data consisting of over 54,800 rows 
including:
 Capital Direct Costs
 Capital Indirect Costs
 O&M Direct Costs
 O&M Indirect Costs

 This discovery response is included in the 
record in SDG&E’s Accounting rebuttal 
testimony as part of Ex. SDG&E-T2-07

Source: Ex. SDG&E-T2-07, Appendix 1, Data Request PAO-SDGE-301-CQU, SDG&E Response 1 and Attachments.  
Also discussed in Ex. CA-02-WP

Excerpt of Ex. SDG&E-T2-07, Data Request Response

Excerpt of Data Request Response Attachment WMP Capital Direct Costs – Data Governance

https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538693994.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538693994.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538693994.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538693994.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538693994.pdf
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FTE Data is in the Record
 The PD’s finding that SDG&E did not provide FTE information is incorrect

 SDG&E provided FTE information in discovery, which is in the record in Ex. CA-04-WP

Excerpt of Exhibit CA-04-WP1

1. Source: Ex. CA-04-WP at 26, Data Request PAO-SDGE-307-LRS, SDG&E Response 2a 

https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538617502.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538617502.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538617502.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538617502.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538617502.pdf
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Drone Investigation Assessment and Repair
 PD (at 91-92) authorizes drone costs for 2019 as a pilot, but denies costs for 2020-2022 allegedly 

based on insufficient evidence of risk reduction and high unit costs, ultimately concluding that the 
drone program should have been discontinued in 2020, contrary to SDG&E’s approved WMP 
(PD at COL 11, FOF 8)

 While the PD says that SDG&E should have discontinued the drone program after 2019, this was 
not possible because SDG&E must perform activities approved by Energy Safety to:

− Maintain its safety certificate
− Avoid fines for non-compliance

 The PD must be corrected to approve reasonable drone funding and reflect legislative mandates 
that electrical corporations comply with and implement their WMP targets, as well as GO 95 
requirements regarding equipment repair timelines 

 The record reflects SDG&E’s consideration of alternative inspection methods and identified the 
superiority of drones over both ground based and other aerial inspection methods, as well as efforts 
put in place to increase efficiencies of the program and reduce costs: 

− “For 2019-2022, an estimated 45.9 ignitions would occur if inspections and repairs were not 
completed as part of the DIAR inspection program.” (Ex. SDG&E-T2-01R at JW-73)

− 2021 cost-efficiency improvements: “To help decrease the costs for flight and assessments, 
while maintaining quality and effectiveness of the drone program, SDG&E plans on 
implementing two significant changes in the next phase: (1) reducing the number of images 
taken by the drone, and (2) deploying a qualified electric worker (QEW) to act as the visual 
observer with the drone pilot.” (Ex. SDG&E-T2-01R-B at 142 and 247-250)

https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7051/525126485.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7051/525126485.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7051/525126485.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7051/525126485.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7051/525126485.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538140637.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538140637.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538140637.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538140637.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538140637.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538140637.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538140637.pdf


8

Drone Investigation Assessment and Repair - continued
 While not addressed in the PD, Commissioners at oral argument indicated confusion regarding 

SDG&E’s scope of drone program costs and whether they included repairs

 The record contains comprehensive evidence that the Drone Investigation, Assessment, and 
Repair (DIAR), includes costs for repairs; SDG&E must remediate findings from its inspection 
programs and such costs should be approved by the CPUC

− “This includes developing new programs such as the evolving Drone Investigation 
Assessment and Repair (DIAR) Program and supplementing existing programs such as 
patrol and detailed inspections with non-routine, risk-informed inspections” (Ex. SDG&E-T2-
01R at JW-63)

− "To mitigate this risk, the use of drones was implemented to provide a “birds-eye” view of 
distribution electric facilities and capture high-resolution imagery which can be used to identify 
issues, build a library of images for machine learning, and improve risk-based inspection 
methodology. The DIAR Program involves flight planning, drone flight and image 
capture, image assessment and determination of issues, and repair.“ (Ex. SDG&E-T2-
01R-C at 261)

− SDG&E provided extensive, line-item cost details for the DIAR program as reflect in Ex. CA-
WP-06

Excerpt of CA-WP-06 in Cal Advocates’ Workpapers Reflecting DIAR Costs and Repairs

https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7051/525126485.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7051/525126485.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7051/525126485.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7051/525126485.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7051/525126485.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538141199.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538141199.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538141199.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538141199.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538141199.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538141199.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7654/538141199.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538693995.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538693995.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538693995.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538693995.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7667/538693995.pdf
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Stakeholder Cooperation & Community Engagement 
 PD (at 113-117) denies stakeholder engagement-related costs due to insufficient information and 

SDG&E’s app stating “SDG&E’s unilateral incursion of costs to develop and deploy its own app for 
PSPS communications with an inadequate record to support it leaves the Commission with little 
choice but to deny the total request as unreasonable” 

 The PD and Cal Advocates erroneous conclude that the entirety of the PSPS Communications 
Practices category of costs is related to the SDG&E’s app

− Contradicting its position, Cal Advocates’ own workpapers (Ex. CA-02-WP) establish that only 
a limited portion of the $15 million in capital and zero of the O&M costs are related to 
SDG&E’s App (Ex. SDG&E-T2-06 at 39)

− SDG&E provided detailed accounting data to Cal Advocates that is in the record, see Ex. 
SDG&E-T2-07, Appendix 1 at 1

 The PD fails to recognize the PSPS communications requirements established in the PSPS OIR, 
including D.19-05-042

 Therefore, the PD is incorrect that the CPUC has “little choice but to deny the total request”

Summary of Capital Stakeholder-Related Costs in Cal Advocates’ Workpapers1

1. Source: Excerpted from CA-WP-02 supporting documents

https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
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Stakeholder Cooperation & Community Engagement - continued
 Cost breakdown for Stakeholder Cooperation & Community Engagement activities are 

summarized below:

Cost Initiative Program Detail Description Request 
(Direct $ MM)

Capital

PSPS 
Communication 
Practices

PSPS Mobile App 
and Emergency 
Notification 
System (ENS) 

Alerts by SDG&E app enables customers to receive 
information including, notifications, Community 
Resource Center information, and other real-time 
updates; also includes ENS costs

$9.7

Public Safety 
Partner Portal

Platform to enable public safety partners access to real-
time PSPS event resources, per the PSPS Phase III 
decision (D.21-06-034)

$3.9

ENS 
Enhancements

Enhancements to ENS system to provide notifications 
related to PSPS events uniformly across platforms

$2.2

Total Capital $15.8

O&M

Community 
Engagement

Outreach & 
Public Awareness 

Communications and outreach to continually educate 
customers and the public about wildfire safety, 
resiliency and emergency preparedness

$1.6

PSPS 
Communication 
Practices

PSPS 
Communication 
Practices

Communications including a mass-market advertising 
campaign designed to reach broad audiences, creation 
of outreach materials, direct-mail campaigns, 
translations into prevalent languages for public 
education content and PSPS notifications, customer 
research; pursuing the development of a non-
conductive balloon

$31.1

Total O&M $32.7
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Data Governance
 The PD (at 108-109) denies data governance costs citing (1) an incorrect Cal Advocates exhibit that 

is not in the record and was subsequently corrected on the record, and (2) inadequate support

 SDG&E provided detailed accounting data to Cal Advocates that is in the record, see Ex. SDG&E-
T2-07, Appendix 1 at 1

 The PD (109) states “Cal Advocates recommends denying cost recovery for data governance 
based on SDG&E having underspent funds authorized for this category in the last GRC” citing Ex. 
CA-05, which was not admitted in evidence and subsequently corrected

− However, Cal Advocates’ 
corrected exhibit, Ex. CA-05-R 
and associated workpapers, 
identify only about $1.3 million 
in data governance O&M that 
it finds is not incremental and 
should not be approved

− Cal Advocates does not 
contest the incrementality of 
capital costs for data 
governance 

 As the PD explains (at 107-108), 
data governance is required to 
comply with Energy Safety reporting 
requirements and should be funded

Excerpt of Cal Advocates’ Correct Exhibit

 Thus, the PD incorrectly denies costs to comply with regulatory mandates

https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7665/538612857.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7665/538612857.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7665/538612857.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7665/538612857.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205015;A2205016/7665/538612857.pdf
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Fuels Management
 PD (at 99) denies fuels management costs because of insufficient evidence on risk reduction and 

high unit costs compared to pole brushing

 Fuels management was uncontested by parties
 The unit costs cited in the PD are incorrect because it includes all three activities in the fuels 

management program (fuels modification, vegetation abatement, and fuels reduction grants) rather 
than work that is similar to pole brushing

 SDG&E provided: 
− Risk reduction per dollar (Risk Spend Efficiency) calculations to demonstrate risk reduction, 

see Ex. SDG&E-T2-06 at Appendix 1
− Detailed accounting data to Cal Advocates that is in the record, see Ex. SDG&E-T2-07, 

Appendix 1 at 1

 SDG&E was required to comply with fuels management targets approved in its WMP, it had no 
authority to unilaterally terminate the program

Excerpt of Ex. SDG&E-T2-06 Appendix 1 Fuels Management RSE1

Source: Excerpt from Ex. SDG&E-T2-06, Appendix 1 at 2

https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536637817.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/SupDoc/A2205016/7600/536635500.pdf
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2025 Ignition Performance (As of December 15, 2025)

Despite starting 2025 with very high fire danger in January, SDG&E experience a record-low number of 
CPUC reportable fire ignitions across the High Fire Threat District (HFTD)

4 ignitions in the HFTD in 25’ YTD, 
~65% improvement over previous best 

Only 1 equipment-caused ignition 
in the HFTD in 2025

Zero vegetation caused ignitions 
in the HFTD in 2025

Zero balloon caused ignitions in 
the HFTD in 2025
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2025 Reliability Performance (As of December 15, 2025)

SDG&E has seen a record-low number of outages in 2025 across the High Fire Threat District (HFTD) 
leading to resilient and reliable service 

Only two vegetation related outages in 
the HFTD in 2025 YTD

Fewest faults on circuits in the 
HFTD in 2025 YTD

50% improvement in HFTD over previous 
best-year-ever for wire down events

Record-low non-CAL FIRE fuse outages 
in HFTD, maintaining strong trend 

Non-CAL FIRE Rated Fuse Outages
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