
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
 
Application of San Diego Gas & Electric 
Company (U 902 G) to Recover Costs 
Recorded in the Transmission Integrity 
Management Program Balancing Account 
from January 1, 2019 to December 31, 2023. 
 

 
Application 25-02-012 

 

 
 

AMENDED JOINT MOTION FOR APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENT OF SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 

AND THE PUBLIC ADVOCATES OFFICE 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
JOHNNY Q. TRAN 
Attorney 
 
SAN DIEGO GAS and ELECTRIC 
COMPANY 
555 West Fifth Street, 
Suite 1400 
Los Angeles, California 90013 
Telephone: (213) 244-2981 
Facsimile:  (213) 629-9620 
E-mail: jqtran@socalgas.com 
 

RODERICK D. HILL 
Attorney 
 
PUBLIC ADVOCATES OFFICE 
California Public Utilities Commission 505 
Van Ness Avenue,  
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Telephone: (415) 703-4478 
E-mail:roderick.hill@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
 

 

January 16, 2026 

FILED
01/16/26
04:59 PM
A2502012



 

i 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
Page 

I. INTRODUCTION ................................................................................................ 1 

II. BACKGROUND .................................................................................................. 2 

III. SUMMARY OF THE AMENDED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT ................. 3 

IV. THE AMENDED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT IS REASONABLE IN 
LIGHT OF THE WHOLE RECORD, CONSISTENT WITH LAW, AND IN 
THE PUBLIC INTEREST ................................................................................... 5 

A. The Settlement Is Reasonable In Light of the Whole Record ........................ 6 
B. The Amended Settlement Is Consistent With The Law .................................. 7 
C. The Settlement Is In The Public Interest ........................................................ 7 
D. The Settlement Should Be Adopted Without Modification ........................... 8 

V. CONCLUSION .................................................................................................... 8 

ATTACHMENT A 
 



 

595460625 1 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
 
Application of San Diego Gas & Electric 
Company (U 902 G) to Recover Costs 
Recorded in the Transmission Integrity 
Management Program Balancing Account 
from January 1, 2019 to December 31, 2023. 
 

 
 

Application 25-02-012 
 

 
 

AMENDED JOINT MOTION FOR APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENT OF SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY  

AND THE PUBLIC ADVOCATES OFFICE 
 
I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to Rule 12.1 of the California Public Utilities Commission’s (“CPUC” or 

“Commission”) Rules of Practice and Procedure, San Diego Gas and Electric Company 

(“SDG&E”), and the Public Advocates Office at the California Public Utilities 

Commission (“Cal Advocates,” and, collectively with SDG&E, the “Settling Parties”) 

respectfully request that the Commission approve the Amended Settlement Agreement 

between SDG&E and Cal Advocates (“Amended Settlement Agreement”) attached as 

Attachment A to this motion in this proceeding addressing SDG&E’s request to recover 

costs recorded in the Transmission Integrity Management Program Balancing Account 

(“TIMPBA”) from January 1, 2019 to December 31, 2023. 

The Amended Settlement Agreement represents the culmination of several weeks 

of settlement discussions between the Settling Parties.  This settlement would resolve all 

issues between SDG&E and Cal Advocates  in this proceeding, and as previously 

discussed with the Commission, obviates for the need for a fully litigated outcome. 

On November 24, 2025, the Settling Parties filed and served their Joint Motion for 

Approval of Settlement with the attached and fully executed Settlement Agreement with 

an execution/signature date of November 24, 2025.  On December 24, 2025, 

Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Amin Nojan ordered the parties to amend the 
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Settlement Agreement to include the Settling Parties Litigation Positions on the Scoping 

Issues adopted in this proceeding.  Specifically, ALJ Nojan ordered; “Identification of the 

issue, including what scoping ruling item it pertains to, Party 1’s litigated position, 

Party 2’s litigated position, Settlement Position, a table listing the issue, the respective 

parties’ positions, the difference, and the settled amount, and references to each party’s 

exhibits that correspond to the issue, including page number.”12  To this end the parties 

have amended the Settlement Agreement to include the above information as Exhibit 1 to 

the Amended Settlement Agreement.  This Amended Joint Motion to Approve Settlement 

Agreement and the Amended Settlement Agreement with Exhibit 1, hereby replaces the 

previously filed Joint Motion and Settlement Agreement of November 24, 2025 with the 

settlement terms remaining consistent with the November 24, 2025 Settlement 

Agreement.   

As set forth in greater detail below, the Settling Parties move the Commission to 

find the Amended Settlement Agreement to be in the public interest, reasonable in light 

of the entire record, and consistent with the law. 

II. BACKGROUND 
On February 27, 2025, SDG&E filed its application (A.25-12-012) to request 

Commission authorization for recovery of $7.4 million in  revenue requirement recorded 

in the TIMPBA (Application).3  The $7.4 million request represents the TIMPBA 

associated with the remaining unrecovered expenditures from the Test Year (TY) 2019 

General Rate Case (GRC) cycle representing capital and operations and maintenance 

(O&M) expenditures from August 1, 2023 through December 31, 2023.4 

On April 4, 2025, Cal Advocates filed a protest to the Application.  Thereafter, 

Cal Advocates commenced discovery in this proceeding by propounding a number of 

 
1 In accordance with Rule 1.8(d), counsel for Cal Advocates has been authorized by SDG&E to file this 
Amended Joint Motion on their behalf. 
2 Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Amin Nojan’s Email Ruling of December 24, 2025. 
3 Application (A.)25-02-012 at 1. 
4 A.25-02-012 at 1. 
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data requests on SDG&E.  Cal Advocates analyzed whether the expenditures at issue 

were appropriately recorded in the TIMPBA and submitted testimony on July 31, 2025 

recommending a disallowance.   

The Settling Parties settlement discussions began on September 2, 2025.  On 

October 30, 2025, a Notice of Settlement Conference was sent to the parties of this 

proceeding, and the conference was held on November 6, 2025.  Following further 

discussions and negotiations, a settlement agreement was finalized and executed by both 

Settling Parties.5  On November 24, 2025, the Settling Parties filed and served their Joint 

Motion for Approval of Settlement with the attached and fully executed Settlement 

Agreement with an execution/signature date of November 24, 2025.   

On December 24, 2025, Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Amin Nojan ordered the 

parties to amend the Settlement Agreement to include the Settling Parties Litigation 

Positions on the Scoping Issues adopted in this proceeding.  Specifically, ALJ Nojan 

ordered; “Identification of the issue, including what scoping ruling item it pertains to, 

Party 1’s litigated position, Party 2’s litigated position, Settlement Position, a table listing 

the issue, the respective parties’ positions, the difference, and the settled amount, and 

references to each party’s exhibits that correspond to the issue, including page number.”6  

To this end the parties have amended the Settlement Agreement to include the above 

information as Exhibit 1 to the Amended Settlement Agreement.   

III. SUMMARY OF THE AMENDED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
The Settling Parties seek Commission approval of the terms set forth in 

Attachment A, as summarized below.  The Settling Parties, while acknowledging the 

matters addressed in this Agreement, have agreed to fully resolve all contested  issues set 

forth in this proceeding.  

 
5 On November 24, 2025, the Settling Parties filed a Joint Motion to Admit Testimony and Exhibits into 
Evidence and Joint Motion For Leave to File Under Seal. 
6 Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Amin Nojan’s Email Ruling of December 24, 2025. 
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a. The Settling Parties agree that appropriate recovery for this 
Application is $6.985 million in revenue requirement sought in the 
Application.  The $6.985 million represents a disallowance of 
$0.428 million from SDG&E’s original recovery request of $7.413 
million as detailed in the Amended Settlement Agreement's Table 1 
below. 

TIMPBA Costs SDG&E Request Agreed 
Reduction Total Recovery 

O&M Expenses $14,439,598 $394,000 $14,045,598 
Capital 
Expenditures7 -$7,534,856 $0.00 -$7,534,856 

Interest8 $508,473 $34,000 $474,473 
TIMPBA Total $7,413,215 $428,000 $6,985,215 

 

b. The Settling Parties agree that the record supporting this Amended 
Settlement Agreement includes, but is not limited to the following:  
(a) Prepared Testimony of Travis T. Sera on behalf of SDG&E 
(TIMP Development and Implementation), 
(b) Prepared Testimony of Elaine Weim and Travis T. Sera on 
behalf of SDG&E (Technical – Project Execution and Management), 
(c) Prepared Testimony of Eric Dalton on behalf of SDG&E 
(Balancing Account and Revenue Requirement), 
(d) Prepared Testimony of Marjorie Schmidt-Pines on behalf of 
SDG&E (Rates),  
(e) Amended Workpapers Supporting the Prepared Direct Testimony 
of Elaine Weim and Travis T. Sera (Technical – Project Execution 
and Management) (Public and Confidential Versions),  
(f) Workpapers Supporting the Prepared Direct Testimony of Eric 
Dalton (Balancing Account and Revenue Requirement), 
(g) Prepared Rebuttal Testimony of Travis T. Sera, Elaine Weim, 
and Eric Dalton on behalf of SDG&E, 
(h) Cal Advocates Report on the Results of Operations for San 
Diego Gas and Electric Company Transmission Integrity 
Management Program Balancing Account. 

 
7 Credit to the capital revenue requirement is due to the natural gas safe harbor repairs tax benefit. 
8 Estimated interest as of December 31, 2024 and will be updated upon implementation in rates as 
discussed in Section II.D of the Amended Settlement Agreement. 
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c. The Amended Settlement Agreement includes a discussion of the 
parties’ litigated positions and settlement on each of the scoping 
issues included in the Scoping Ruling for the proceeding. 

d. This Amended Settlement Agreement shall become effective upon 
issuance by the Commission of a decision adopting the Amended 
Settlement Agreement.  The Settling Parties agree that SDG&E will 
file a Tier 1 Advice Letter within 30 days of the effective date of the 
decision authorizing recovery to incorporate the updated revenue 
requirements into rates on the first day of the month following 
advice letter submission or in connection with other authorized rate 
changes implemented by SDG&E. 

IV. THE AMENDED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT IS REASONABLE IN 
LIGHT OF THE WHOLE RECORD, CONSISTENT WITH LAW, AND IN 
THE PUBLIC INTEREST 
Rule 12.1(d) provides that, before approving a settlement, the Commission must 

determine that the settlement is reasonable in light of the whole record, consistent with 

the law, and in the public interest. 

The Commission has consistently recognized the “strong public policy favoring 

the settlement of disputes to avoid costly and protracted litigation.”9  This policy supports 

many worthwhile goals, including reducing the expense of litigation, conserving finite 

Commission resources, and allowing parties to reduce the risk that litigation will produce 

unacceptable results.10  Moreover, in assessing settlements the Commission evaluates the 

entire agreement, and not just its individual parts: 

In assessing settlements, we consider individual settlement 
provisions but, in light of strong public policy favoring 
settlements, we do not base our conclusion on whether any 
single provision is the optimal result.  Rather, we determine 
whether the settlement as a whole produces a just and 
reasonable outcome.11 

Here, and as further explained below and in Exhibit 1 of the Amended Settlement 

Agreement, Settling Parties submit that the settlement as a whole in this proceeding 

 
9 D.88-12-083, mimeo., at 54. See also D.11-05-018, mimeo., at 16. 
10 D.92-12-019, mimeo., at 7-8. 
11 D.10-04-033, mimeo., at 9. 
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produces a just and reasonable outcome that satisfies the requirements of Rule 12.1(d). 

A. The Settlement Is Reasonable In Light of the Whole 
Record 

One of the three Rule 12.1(d) criteria for approval of a settlement is that it be 

reasonable in light of the whole record. 

The Commission recently summarized its considerations under this criterion in the 

context of a proposed settlement of a telecommunications application for a Certificate of 

Public Convenience and Necessity: 

This proceeding includes a full record of filed documents, 
including but not limited to the Joint Motion and Settlement.  
The Settlement was reached after careful analysis of the 
issues by each party involved, all of whom are knowledgeable 
and experienced regarding telecommunications regulatory 
requirements.  The Settlement includes detailed instructions 
regarding implementation of its terms.12 

The Amended Settlement Agreement shares these characteristics.  As summarized 

above, a substantial record has been developed since SDG&E initiated this proceeding in 

February 2025.  SDG&E submitted testimony and accompanying workpapers.  The 

testimony and workpapers were reviewed and analyzed by Cal Advocates and vetted 

through numerous data requests, independent analysis, and discussions between the 

parties.  Through the Joint Motion to Admit Testimony and Exhibits into Evidence, the 

Settling Parties jointly moved that these exhibits be entered into the evidentiary record.   

Beginning on or around September 2025 and through the execution of the 

Amended Settlement Agreement, the Settling Parties engaged in several settlement calls 

and discussions with each other regarding each Settling Party’s position as set forth in 

Exhibit 1 of the Amended Settlement Agreement and jointly analyzed each issue involved.  

After these settlement calls and deliberations, the Settling Parties were able to reach a 

 
12 Re SP Licenses, Inc., D.17-03-005, (mimeo) pp. 5-6. See also, Re Sierra Pacific Power, 
D.06-08-024, (mimeo), p. 8: “Prior to the settlement, parties conducted extensive discovery, and 
served detailed testimony on the issues related to revenue requirement, marginal costs, revenue 
allocation and rate design.” See also, Re Pacific Gas and Electric Co. Re Pacific Gas and 
Electric Co. (1991) 40 C.P.U.C.2d 301, 326. 
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settlement. 

Throughout these settlement calls, the parties devoted substantial time and effort 

to working collaboratively to identify and achieve a better common understanding of the 

range of issues in dispute, the various options for narrowing the number of disputed 

issues, and opportunities to develop compromise positions that would permit resolution 

of the disputed issues.  The Amended Settlement Agreement is a product of those efforts. 

The Amended Settlement Agreement represents the collective best efforts of the 

Settling Parties.  Consistent with Rule 12.1, the parties to the Settlement agree that the 

Amended Settlement Agreement results in “a mutually agreeable outcome to the 

proceeding.”  The Commission should find the Amended Settlement Agreement 

reasonable in light of the record.   

B. The Amended Settlement Is Consistent With The Law 
The Settling Parties are represented by experienced counsel and believe that the 

terms of the Amended Settlement Agreement comply with all applicable statutes and 

prior Commission decisions, and reasonable interpretations thereof.  In agreeing to the 

terms of the Amended Settlement Agreement, the Settling Parties considered relevant 

statutes and Commission decisions and believe that the Amended Settlement Agreement 

is fully consistent with those statutes and prior Commission decisions. 

C. The Settlement Is In The Public Interest 
The Commission has determined that a settlement that “commands broad support 

among participants fairly reflective of the affected interests” and “does not contain terms 

which contravene statutory provisions or prior Commission decisions” meets the “public 

interest” criterion.13  The Settling Parties have joined in this amended motion and have 

signed the attached Settlement Agreement indicating that they believe the agreement 

represents a reasonable compromise of their respective positions. 

Moreover, nothing in the Amended Settlement Agreement would jeopardize the 

public interest.  The Settling Parties negotiated in good faith over an extended period of 

 
13 D.10-06-015, mimeo., at 11-12, citing D.92-12-019, mimeo., at 7. 
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time, during which they applied their expertise and collective judgment to a fulsome 

record.  The Commission should find the Amended Settlement Agreement to be in the 

public interest.   

The Amended Settlement Agreement, if adopted by the Commission, avoids the 

cost of further litigation, and frees up Commission and Settling Parties’ time and 

resources to focus on other proceedings. 

D. The Settlement Should Be Adopted Without Modification 
Though various terms of the Amended Settlement Agreement are discussed 

separately in the summary above, the Amended Settlement Agreement is presented as a 

whole and Settling Parties request that it be reviewed and adopted as a whole.  Each 

provision of the Settlement is dependent on the other provisions of the Settlement; thus, 

modification of any one part of the Amended Settlement Agreement would harm the 

balancing of interests and compromises achieved in the Settlement.  The various 

provisions reflect specific compromises between litigation positions and differing 

interests; in some instances, the proposed outcome reflects a party’s concession on one 

issue in consideration for the outcome provided on a different issue.  The proposed 

outcome on each issue is reasonable in light of the entire record.  Accordingly, the 

Commission should consider and approve the Settlement as a whole, with no 

modification.   

V. CONCLUSION 
As shown herein, the Amended Settlement Agreement is reasonable in light of the 

whole record, is consistent with law, is in the public interest, and should be approved by 

the Commission. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
/s/ RODERICK D. HILL  
 Roderick D. Hill 

Attorney 
 
Public Advocates Office 
California Public Utilities Commission  
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, California 94102  
Telephone: (415) 703-4478 

January 16, 2026    Email: roderick.hill@cpuc.ca.gov 
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AMENDED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN SAN DIEGO GAS AND 
ELECTRIC COMPANY AND THE PUBLIC ADVOCATES OFFICE 

 
San Diego Gas and Electric Company (“SDG&E”) and the Public Advocates Office at the 

California Public Utilities Commission (“Cal Advocates”) (collectively, the “Settling Parties”) 
hereby agree to settle and fully resolve proceeding (A.) 25-02-012 (“Proceeding”), the Application 
of San Diego Gas and Electric Company (U 902 G) to Recover Costs Recorded in the Transmission 
Integrity Management Program Balancing Account from January 1, 2019 to December 31, 2023. 
 
I. RECITALS 

A. On February 27, 2025, SDG&E filed its Application in this Proceeding, 
through which it sought review of the capital and operations and 
maintenance (“O&M”) expenditures incurred for program development and 
implementation activities undertaken to execute the Transmission Integrity 
Management Program (“TIMP”) and requests recovery of the associated 
revenue requirement recorded in the TIMP Balancing Account 
(“TIMPBA”) from August 1, 2023 through December 31, 2023. 

B. As set forth in SDG&E’s Application, the entirety of the activities 
associated with the TIMP completed between January 1, 2019 through 
December 31, 2023, represent $128.7 million in expenditures. SDG&E’s 
Application sought to recover $7.4 million revenue requirement, which is 
the amount associated with the remaining unrecovered expenditures from 
the Test Year (“TY”) 2019 General Rate Case (“GRC”) cycle. Concurrent 
with the filing of the Application, SDG&E also served its Direct Testimony 
and workpapers and served amended workpapers on July 28, 2025. 

C. On April 4, 2025, Cal Advocates filed a Protest to the Application. 

D. On July 31, 2025, Cal Advocates served its Opening Testimony. On 
August 6, 2025, Cal Advocates sent its workpapers to SDG&E via email. 

E. On August 20, 2025, SDG&E served its Rebuttal Testimony. 

F. On November 24, 2025, the Settling Parties filed and served their Joint Motion 
for Approval of Settlement with the attached and fully executed Settlement 
Agreement with an execution/signature date of November 24, 2025.  On 
December 24, 2025, Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Amin Nojan ordered the 
parties to amend its Settlement Agreement to include the Settling Parties 
Litigation Positions on the Scoping Issues adopted in this proceeding.  
Specifically, ALJ Nojan ordered; “Identification of the issue, including what 
scoping ruling item it pertains to, Party 1’s litigated position, Party 2’s litigated 
position, Settlement Position, a table listing the issue, the respective parties’ 
positions, the difference, and the settled amount, and references to each party’s 
exhibits that correspond to the issue, including page number.”1  To this end the 
parties have amended this Settlement Agreement to include the above 

 
1 Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Amin Nojan’s Email Ruling of December 24, 2025.  
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information as Exhibit 1 attached herein.  This Amended Settlement 
Agreement with Exhibit 1, hereby replaces the previous Settlement 
Agreement of November 24, 2025 with the settlement terms remaining 
consistent with the November 24, 2025 version.   

G. The Settling Parties, while acknowledging the matters addressed in this
Amended Settlement Agreement, desire and have agreed to fully resolve
the issues set forth in this Proceeding. The Settling Parties submit that
this Amended Settlement Agreement complies with the Commission’s
requirements that settlements be reasonable, consistent with law, and in
the public interest. The Settling Parties have recognized that there is risk
involved in litigation, and that a party’s filed position might not prevail,
in whole or in part, in the Commission’s final determination. The Settling
Parties have reached compromise positions that they believe are
appropriate in light of the litigation risks.  This Amended Settlement
Agreement reflects the Settling Parties’ best judgments as to the totality of
their positions and risks, and their agreement herein is explicitly based on
the overall results achieved.

II. AGREEMENT

In order to avoid the risks and costs of litigation, the Settling Parties agree to the
following terms and conditions. 

A. SDG&E’s TIMPBA Recovery

The Settling Parties agree that recovery by SDG&E of $6.985 million in revenue 
requirement sought in the Application is appropriate. The $6.985 million represents a disallowance 
of $0.428 million from SDG&E’s original recovery request of $7.413 million as detailed in Table 
1 below. 

Table 1 
A.25-02-012 Settlement Summary

TIMPBA Costs SDG&E Request Agreed Reduction Total Recovery 

O&M Expenses $14,439,598 $394,000 $14,045,598 
Capital Expenditures2 -$7,534,856 $0.00 -$7,534,856 
Interest3 $508,473 $34,000 $474,473 

TIMPBA Total $7,413,215 $428,000 $6,985,215 

B. Cost Allocation Method

SDG&E asserts that the functionalized allocation of transmission-related costs adopted in 

2 Credit to the capital revenue requirement is due to the natural gas safe harbor repairs tax benefit. 
3 Estimated interest as of December 31, 2024 and will be updated upon implementation in rates as discussed in 

Section II.D of this Amended Settlement Agreement. 
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SDG&E’s most recent Cost Allocation Proceeding (CAP), D.24-07-009 is appropriate for use to 
recover the $6.985 million in the TIMPBA and consistent with TIMPBA’s allocation of costs in 
Resolution G-3611. Cal Advocates did not address this issue in its testimony Exhibit CA-01 and 
takes no position on this issue. 
 

C. Record Supporting Agreement 

The Settling Parties agree that the record supporting this Amended Settlement Agreement 
includes the testimony and data submitted and exchanged by the parties during the pendency of 
this proceeding as seen in the Settling Parties filed and served Joint Motion to Admit Testimony 
and Exhibits Into Evidence. 

D.  Implementation Timeline 

This Amended Settlement Agreement shall become effective upon issuance by the 
Commission of a decision adopting the Amended Settlement Agreement. The Settling Parties 
agree that SDG&E will file a Tier 1 Advice Letter within 30 days of the effective date of the 
decision authorizing recovery to incorporate the updated revenue requirements into rates on the 
first day of the month following advice letter submission or in connection with other authorized 
rate changes implemented by SDG&E. 
 
III. OTHER MATTERS 

A. Regulatory Approval 

The Settling Parties agree to seek prompt approval of this Amended Settlement Agreement 
and to use their reasonable best efforts to secure Commission approval without change, including 
by filing an amended joint motion seeking approval of this Amended Settlement Agreement and 
any written filings, appearances, and other means as may be necessary to secure Commission 
approval. The Settling Parties agree to actively and mutually defend this Amended Settlement 
Agreement if its adoption is opposed by any other party in proceedings before the Commission. 

Should any Proposed Decision (PD) or Alternate Proposed Decision (APD) seek a material 
modification to this Amended Settlement Agreement, and should any Settling Party be unwilling 
to accept such modification, that Settling Party shall notify the other Settling Party within five 
business days of issuance of the PD or APD. The Settling Parties shall thereafter promptly discuss 
the modification and negotiate in good faith to achieve a resolution acceptable to the Settling 
Parties and shall promptly seek Commission approval of the resolution so achieved. The Settling 
Parties agree to oppose any modification of this Amended Settlement Agreement proposed in a 
PD or APD not agreed to by both Settling Parties. 

Any party signing this Amended Settlement Agreement may withdraw from this Amended 
Settlement Agreement if the Commission issues a final decision that materially modifies, deletes 
from, or adds to the disposition of the matters settled herein, except for resolutions of modifications 
agreed to by the Settling Parties as discussed in the previous paragraph. However, the Settling 
Parties agree to negotiate in good faith with regard to any Commission-ordered changes, in order 
to restore the balance of benefits and burdens, and to exercise the right to withdraw only if such 
negotiations are unsuccessful. To accommodate the interests related to various issues, the Settling 
Parties acknowledge that changes, concessions or compromises by one or both Settling Parties in 
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one section of this Agreement could result in changes, concessions or compromises by one or both 
Settling Parties in other sections of this Amended Settlement Agreement. 

The provisions of this Section III.A. shall impose obligations on the Settling Parties 
immediately upon the execution of this Amended Settlement Agreement. 

B.  Incorporation of Complete Agreement 

This Amended Settlement Agreement embodies the entire understanding and agreement of 
the Settling Parties with respect to the matters described herein, and, except as described herein, 
supersedes and cancels any and all prior oral or written agreements, principles, negotiations, 
statements, representations or understandings among the Settling Parties. This Amended 
Settlement Agreement is to be treated as a complete package and not as a collection of separate 
agreements on discrete issues. 

C. Unified Agreement 

The Settling Parties have bargained in good faith to reach the agreement set forth herein. 
The Settling Parties intend the Amended Settlement Agreement to be interpreted as a unified, 
interrelated agreement. The Settling Parties agree that no provision of this Amended Settlement 
Agreement shall be construed against any Settling Party because a particular party or its counsel 
drafted the provision. 

D. Successors and Assigns 

The rights conferred and obligations imposed on any of the Settling Parties by this 
Amended Settlement Agreement shall inure to the benefit of or be binding on that Settling Party’s 
successors in interest or assignees as if such successor or assignee was itself a party to this 
Amended Settlement Agreement. 

E. Disputes Regarding Agreement 

Should any dispute arise among the Settling Parties regarding the manner in which this 
Amended Settlement Agreement or any term shall be implemented, the Settling Parties agree, prior 
to initiation of any other remedy, to work in good faith to resolve such differences in a manner 
consistent with both the express language and the intent of the Settling Parties in entering into this 
Amended Settlement Agreement. The terms and conditions of the Amended Settlement 
Agreement may only be modified in writing subscribed to by the Settling Parties. 

F. Non-Waiver 

None of the provisions of this Amended Settlement Agreement can be waived by either 
Settling Party unless both Settling Parties consent to the waiver in writing. The failure of a Settling 
Party to insist in any one or more instances upon strict performance of any provision of this 
Amended Settlement Agreement or to take advantage of any of its rights hereunder shall not be 
construed as a waiver of any such provision or the relinquishment of any such rights for the future, 
and the Amended Settlement Agreement shall continue and remain in full force and effect. 

G. Governing Law 
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This Amended Settlement Agreement shall be interpreted, governed and construed under 
the laws of the State of California, including Commission decisions, orders, and rulings, as if 
executed and to be performed wholly within the State of California.

H. Captions and Paragraph Headings

Captions and paragraph headings used herein are for convenience only and are not a part 
of this Amended Settlement Agreement and shall not be used in construing it.

I. Signatures/Counterparts

This Amended Settlement Agreement may be executed in counterparts. This Amended 
Settlement Agreement may be executed in separate counterparts, the whole of which shall 
constitute a binding agreement. Facsimile signatures or pdf version signatures communicated by
email, when received, shall have the same force and effect as original signatures. The 
representatives of the Settling Parties signing this Amended Settlement Agreement are fully 
authorized to enter into this Amended Settlement Agreement.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Settling Parties hereto have duly executed this Amended 
Settlement Agreement.

Entity: San Diego Gas and 
Electric Company

By: Daniel Skopec
SVP & Chief Regulatory 
Officer

Date:   , January, 2026

Entity: The Public Advocates 
Office

By: Michael Campbell 
Deputy Director of the Public 
Advocates Office

Date:   , January , 2026

15

By: Michael Campbell 
Deputy Director of the Public 
Advocates Office

Date:  ,
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