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Complainants filed their Motion to Compel Discovery and Production of Documents 

(2nd Motion to Compel) on September 9, 20261.  Pursuant to Rule 11.3(b) of the California 

Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) Rules of Practice and Procedure (Rules), which provide ten 

(10) days to file and serve a response to a discovery motion to compel, Pacific Gas and Electric 

Company (PG&E) files this Response to Complainants’ Motion to Compel Discovery and 

Production of Documents (Response to 2nd Motion to Compel).   

I. BACKGROUND 

Complainants served PG&E their first set of discovery on June 27, 2026, with responses 

due July 13, 2026 (1st Discovery Request). PG&E provided a non-disclosure agreement (NDA) 

to Complainants on June 29, 2026, for the disclosure of PG&E’s confidential information.  

Complainants filed a Motion to Compel Unredacted Discovery and Production of Documents on 

July 7, 2026 (1st Motion to Compel).  On July 13, 2026, PG&E served its responses to 1st 

Discovery Request, including producing nearly 400 pages of responsive documents (1st 

 
1/ Complainants filed and served a revised Motion and Errata on September 10, 2026. 
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Response to Discovery).  Because the parties did not agree on the terms of the NDA, PG&E 

redacted confidential information contained within the 1st Response to Discovery.  PG&E filed 

its response to the First Motion to Compel on July 17, 2026 (First Response).  Administrative 

Law Judge Gerstle issued a ruling on July 27, 2026, denying Complainants’ First Motion for 

being premature; it was filed both before the issuance of the Scoping Memo and prior to 

Complainants’ receipt and review of 1st Production (Discovery Ruling).2   In addition, the 

Discovery Ruling provided the following requirements for future motions to compel3: 

“3.) Future Motions to Compel Discovery 

Parties must make good faith efforts to resolve issues before filing motions 

to compel discovery.  Discovery is limited to information that narrowly 

captures the relevant subject matter for the proceedings, which will be 

outlined in the forthcoming scoping memo. 

I am directing the parties to meet and confer to work out an NDA among 

themselves for the exchange of information and data in this proceeding.  

NDAs are frequently used by parties to Commission proceedings, as the 

parties are in the best position to balance the protection of sensitive 

information while maximizing access to information.  Information held by 

utilities is frequently protected by statute and Commission rules; it is 

important that sensitive information is properly protected.  Failure to do so 

creates legal liability for the parties and can create harm to society.  If a 

mutually agreeable NDA is not achieved, future motions to compel 

discovery should be listed with 1.) each piece of information sought, 2.) an 

explanation of why each listed piece of information should be made public, 

 
2/ See paragraph 2 of Email Ruling: Denying Motion to Compel Discovery C.26-03-007 from ALJ 

Brandon Gerstle July 27, 2026. 
3/ ee paragraph 3 of Email Ruling: Denying Motion to Compel Discovery C.26-03-007 from ALJ 

Brandon Gerstle July 27, 2026. 
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and 3) the relevant law(s) supporting the public release of each piece of 

information.” 

Complainants sent PG&E their 2nd Request for Discovery on August 12, 2026, with a due 

date of September 11, 2026 (2nd Discovery Request).  CPUC Commissioner Karen Douglas 

issued a scoping memo on August 21, 2026 (Scoping Memo).   At Complainants’ request, PG&E 

agreed to move up the due date for the 2nd Discovery Request to August 28, 2026.  PG&E served 

its Response to 2nd Discovery Request on August 28, 2026 (2nd Response to Discovery).   

II. THE SECOND MOTION TO COMPEL’S REQUESTS ARE NOT SUPPORTED 

The Second Motion to Compel requests the ALJ “issue an order: 

1. Compelling PG&E to produce full, documents, accounting ledgers, 

third-party work orders, third-party maintenance logs, and contractor 

invoices associated with all infrastructure, poles and vegetation 

management activities located on or servicing 7117 Stoetz Lane for the 

past five years; and 

2. Rejecting PG&E’s restrictive Non-Disclosure Agreement (NDA) terms 

and establishing a fair protective protocol that allows Complainant to 

introduce relevant evidence into the case record.”4 

However, neither of these requests are supported in the Second Motion to Compel.  “A 

party may obtain discovery from any other party regarding any matter, not privileged, that is 

relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending proceeding.”  CPUC Rules 10.1.  ALJ 

Gerstle also reminded the parties in the Discovery Ruling that “Discovery is limited to 

information that narrowly captures the relevant subject matter for the proceedings, which will be 

outlined in the forthcoming scoping memo.”  California Code of Civil Procedure § 2017.010 

limits discovery “to the subject matter involved in the pending action.”  Complainants’ 2nd 

Motion to Compel seeks confidential accounting ledgers and invoices, confidential third-party 

 
4/ 2nd Motion to Compel p. 3. 
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work orders, and confidential third-party maintenance logs (jointly “Confidential Third Party 

Financials”) associated with PG&E electric infrastructure and vegetation management activities 

on the subject property and neighboring property over the last five years.  Complainants have 

failed to show how each of these are relevant to the subject matter involved in the proceeding as 

identified in the scoping memo.   

A.  Confidential Financial Records are Not Relevant 

PG&E objected to Complainants’ discovery requests for Confidential Third Party 

Financials as irrelevant.5  A CPUC complaint proceeding is not the appropriate forum for a 

customer to allege and attempt to prove financial waste, as Complainants’ 1st Motion to Compel 

and 2nd Motion to Compel indicate is their goal in requesting financial documents.6  

Complainants argue that they need financial information contained in confidential invoices, work 

orders and other third-party agreements for “evaluating the misallocation and waste of funds” 

and to “properly assess the economic reality of the infrastructure…for the past five years…these 

cumulative expenditures directly dictate the financial value proposition of transitioning to 

underground infrastructure.”7   

However, these reasons for the request have nothing to do with the Complaint nor the 

Scoping Memo.  The 2nd Motion to Compel fails to set forth how the Confidential Third Party 

Financials will help determine whether PG&E violated a tariff, rule, order, or law in performing 

the pole replacement project and supporting vegetation management on the property.  

Complainants have drawn no line between accessing financial records and their allegation that 

 
5/ See Appendix to 2nd Motion to Compel which contains PG&E Responses to Complainants’ 2nd 

Request for Discovery, Requests to Admit #26, 27, and 28, Requests for Production of 
Documents #1, 4, and 5, Special Interrogatories #3 and 4. 

6/ 1st. Motion to Compel p. 4 “To demonstrate the extent of PG&E’s mismanagement, Complainants 
must be allowed to access whether PG&E engaged in wasteful spending by repeatedly paying 
disparate, revolving contractors to correct or duplicate disjointed field operations on the Subject 
Poles.  Financial waste is a direct metric of operational failure and falls squarely within the scope 
of discoverable material.”  

7/ 2nd Motion to Compel p. 6 
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PG&E violated Rule 20 when they replaced the rotten pole with another wood pole instead of 

undergrounding; most likely because there is no connection.   

In fact, Complainants are admittedly “expand[ing] their demand within this Motion to 

compel production of the precise financial amounts paid to these third-party contractors.”8    

However, the Scoping Memo does not include as an issue, whether PG&E misallocated funds or 

wasted funds in its pole replacement project and supporting vegetation management, or whether 

it would have been more financially prudent for PG&E to underground instead of replace the 

pole therefore the 2nd Motion to Compel should be denied.   

The second issue in the Scoping Memo is, can or should the value of the replacement 

pole project be conveyed to Complainants’ cost of undergrounding.9  However, it is clear also 

from the Scoping Memo at section 3, that this second issue is a legal question which does not 

require evidence at the hearing, unlike the first issue which has contested material issues of 

fact.10  Complainants’ argue that the CPUC needs to quantify the financial and operational waste 

in order to calculate the value eligible for conveyance to Complainants under Rule 20.11   PG&E 

disagrees with this mis-read of the Scoping Memo.  The CPUC can determine Scoping Memo 

Issue #2, via hypothetical or otherwise, whether the transaction suggested is legally appropriate 

and reflected under Rule 20, without ever determining the amount potentially up for conveyance. 

While this complaint proceeding is not the appropriate avenue for Complainants’ 

spending questions, PG&E does have multiple public proceedings in front of the CPUC which 

allow public/intervenor input and participation, including but not limited to the General Rate 

Case.  Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E) GRC Proceedings.  The General Rate Case is a 

transparent and rigorous proceeding which documents the need for and prudency of PG&E’s 

 
8/ 1st Motion to Compel at 4 
9/ Scoping Memo p. 2.  
10/ Scoping Memo p. 3. “Issue number 1 potentially includes contested, material issues of fact.  

Accordingly we will allow parties to present evidence on this issue.” 
11/ 2nd Motion to Compel p. 7 
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spending.  Because Complainants’ concerns are “not only for the property owners, but also for 

ratepayers who otherwise bear the burden of recurring, wasteful operation upkeep…”12 the 

General Rate Case and/or other rate proceedings are the proper venue to address these concerns, 

not this complaint proceeding. 

 For all of these reasons, PG&E argues that Confidential Third Party Finances are outside 

the scope of this complaint proceeding, and PG&E kindly requests an order denying such as 

outside the scope and irrelevant.   

B. Records for Facilities Not on Complainants’ Property Are Not Relevant 

The 2nd Motion to Compel seeks documents, both non-financial and financial, regarding 

utility assets, inspections, maintenance, and vegetation maintenance on the neighboring property.  

Requests for information regarding assets and information not located on the subject property are 

not relevant to Issue 1 in the Scoping Memo.  Issue 1 is whether PG&E violated a 

law/tariff/order in performing the safety work of the pole replacement project and supporting 

vegetation management on the Complainants’ property.  The subject pole replacement project 

did not involve assets, inspections, nor vegetation management on the neighboring property.  The 

subject pole replacement project only replaced the rotten pole on Complainants’ property.  The 

1st Motion to Compel suggests that Complainants want records regarding the pole on the 

neighboring property to support a trespass action13.   While the CPUC is granted with broad 

authority by the Public Utilities Act Section 201 et seq, to “supervise and regulate every public 

utility within the state”, a trespass claim is properly made in the Superior Court of the County of 

Sonomo, and not with the Commission.  Complainants are not allowed to use discovery in this 

CPUC proceeding to support a future claim.   

Complainants’ 2nd Motion to Compel does not indicate why documents reflecting electric 

assets that are on the neighboring property and that were not part of the subject pole replacement 

 
12/ 2nd Mption to Compel p. 7 
13/ 1st Motion to Compel p. 3 
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project they allege PG&E performed in violation of law/tariff/order, are relevant to their 

complaint.  Discussions with Complainant Marek support that the reason is to gather information 

to file a complaint in the Superior Court.  On July 7, 2026, the parties held a telephone meet and 

confer and Complainant Marek asked whether PG&E will provide physical asset information of 

assets not located on the complainants’ property.  PG&E asked how this information is relevant 

to the allegation of Rule 20 violation in the Complaint, Complainants responded that they are 

gathering information in this CPUC proceeding to file a separate lawsuit against PG&E alleging 

inefficient use of funds.  PG&E reminded complainants that their discovery request must be 

relevant to proving the allegations in the complaint in front of the CPUC and cannot be used for 

other purposes or other potential litigation.  

Complainants’ 2nd Motion to Compel admits that “Complainants filed this formal 

complaint to stop PG&E from replacing an electric distribution pole on their property and to 

require the undergrounding of infrastructure.”14  Complainants have provided no law or 

argument to support why information and documents regarding PG&E’s pole that is not on their 

property is relevant to the proceeding about the pole on their property.  For these reasons, PG&E 

kindly requests that the CPUC deny Complainants’ request compelling PG&E to provide 

documents about a pole that is not the subject of this Complaint and located off the subject 

property as irrelevant to the proceeding. 

III. PG&E HAS ALREADY PROVIDED ALMOST 400 PAGES OF RECORDS 
RESPONSIVE TO COMPLAINANTS’ 1ST DISCOVERY REQUEST 

Regarding Complainants’ request to compel production of “documents, accounting 

ledgers, third-party work orders, third-party maintenance logs and contractor invoices associated 

with all infrastructure, poles and vegetation management activities located on or servicing 7117 

Stoetz Lane for the past five years” PG&E argues that this request conflates multiple types of 

documents, some of which PG&E has already provided and some of which are outside the scope 

 
14/ 2nd Motion to Compel p. 3 
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of the scoping memo for multiple reasons explained above.  It is unclear to PG&E whether this 

request seeks non-financial documents about the subject pole on the property.  To the extent it 

does, PG&E points out that in response to 1st Discovery Request, PG&E has already produced 

the following responses and nearly 400 pages of responsive documents regarding the subject 

rotten pole on the Property which was replaced in March 2026 with a new wooden pole, the 

records regarding the pole replacement project, previous maintenance records and inspection 

records of the subject pole for the last five years, and vegetation maintenance records that 

supported the pole replacement project.   

Below is a screenshot of PG&E’s written response to Request #1 which sought 

information and documents regarding utility work, repairs, alterations, asset maps, and 

infrastructure installations for the assets on the subject property and on the neighboring property.  

Attached at Exhibit A is PG&E’s production of documents responsive to Request #1, totaling 88 

pages of records.  Although the request did not limit the timeframe, PG&E limited the response 

to the last five years.  Additionally, although the request sought information and documents for 

PG&E electric facility assets that are not located on the Complainants’ property, PG&E limited 

its response and production of documents to those assets on the Complainants’ property.    
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Below is a screenshot of PG&E’s written response to Request #2 which sought 

information and documents regarding inspections and property surveys for the assets on the 

subject property and on the neighboring property.  Attached at Exhibit B is PG&E’s production 

of documents responsive to Request #2, totaling 25 pages of records.  Although the request did 

not limit the timeframe, PG&E limited the response to the last five years.  Additionally, although 

the request sought information and documents for PG&E’s electric facility assess that are not 

located on the Complainants’ property, PG&E limited its response and production of documents 

to those assets on the Complainants’ property.    



11
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Below is a screenshot of PG&E’s written response to Request #3 which sought records 

and information regarding vegetation management performed around both the subject pole on the 

property and around the pole on the neighboring property.  Although the request did not limit the 

information sought as to time, limited the response to vegetation management work PG&E 

performed to support the subject pole replacement project.  Attached at Exhibit C are 7 pages of 

responsive documents PG&E produced previously in response to Request #3.
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Below is a screenshot of PG&E’s written response to Request #4 which sought 

information regarding the business names of third party contractors performing any work on the 

subject property and on the neighboring property on behalf of PG&E.  Although the request did 

not limit the timeframe, and requested information about neighboring property, PG&E limited 

the response to the subject pole replacement project and supporting vegetation management on 

the subject property.  No records were requested nor provided under Request #4. 
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Below is a screenshot of PG&E response to Request #5.  PG&E previously produced 213 

pages of communications in response to Request #5.  PG&E does not include the documents 

here.  PG&E limited the documents to those communications about the pole replacement project 

on the Complainants’ property.
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Similarly, in response to Request #6 PG&E previously produced 56 pages of land rights 

documents.  Below is a screenshot of the response and attached at exhibit D are PG&E’s 

production of documents in response to Request #6.  
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The allegations in 2nd Motion to Compel that PG&E is withholding relevant information, 

or operating under secrecy, could not be further from the truth.  After review of this information 

and the production previously provided, it is clear that PG&E has already provided non-privileged 

responsive information and documents about: 1) the electric assets on the subject property back 

for the last five years, 2) the land rights 3) the subject pole replacement project, 4) the vegetation 

management supporting the pole replacement project, and 5) communications about the subject 

pole replacement project.  To the extent that Complainants’ 2nd Motion to Compel Request #1 

seeks an order compelling non-financial records (by the use of the word “documents”) such request 

should be denied as it does not comply with ALJ Gerstle’s Discovery Ruling.  Complainants’ 2nd

Motion to Compel does not specifically indicate which information or document is sought, 2.) an 

explanation of why each listed piece of information should be made public, and 3) the relevant 

law(s) supporting the public release of each piece of information”15 as required by ALJ Gerstle’s 

Discovery Ruling. 

IV. THIRD-PARTY CONTRACTS AND RECORDS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CONFIDENTIALITY AGREEMENTS WHICH REQUIRE NDA FOR 
DISCLOSURE

The 2nd Motion to Compel seeks Confidential Third Party Financials for all activities on 

the subject property and neighboring property for the last 5 years.16  Not only are these 

15/ Discovery Ruling, Second Paragraph. 
16/ 2nd Motion to Compel p. 3
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documents irrelevant to the scoping memo as addressed above, but they are also subject to 

confidentiality agreements with third parties.  Contractors and PG&E have entered 

confidentiality agreements that include and cover the documents requested.  These Confidential 

Third Party Financials reflect the culmination of negotiations with third party contractors for 

different types of work as well as the various costs of work and materials.  Not only are these 

particular documents immaterial, but Complainants can participate and view the public 

disclosures in the General Rate Case and/or other CPUC proceedings for typical costs of 

materials and projects which would not require PG&E violate its confidentiality agreements with 

third parties.   

Third-party contracts are confidential and protected from disclosure by Gov. Code § 

7927.705; see, e.g., CPUC D.11-01-036.  Complainants allege they need protected contractor 

financial data to prove “the extent of PG&E’s mismanagement…assess whether PG&E engaged 

in wasteful spending by repeatedly paying disparate, revolving contractors to correct or duplicate 

disjointed field operations on the Subject Poles.”17  Complainants’ scope and purpose for their 

discovery outside the scope of the Complaint and Scoping Memo.   

A. Motion Misleads Parties’ Gap on NDA 

Complainants’ Second Motion to Compel suggest that PG&E can just redact confidential 

information on the documents that way they do not need to sign an NDA; however, the 

documents themselves are confidential and redactions would be ineffective.   

The 2nd Motion to Compel portrays a large gap on the NDA discussions.  However, that 

has not been the case.  PG&E provided a 2 page NDA to Complainants on June 29.  While the 

parties had multiple discussions and emails about the NDA, PG&E first received Complainants’ 

suggestions on modifying the NDA on September 3.  The parties then had a meet and confer and 

discussed the three issues the Complainants brought up.   

 
17/ 1st Motion to Compel at 2 
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1.) Including Confidential Information in a Filing.  PG&E explained that if we share 

confidential information with Complainants, they have to treat it as Confidential.  It 

does not give them the right to share it publicly, and therefore if they need to file such 

information they need to follow the rules for filing confidential information.  These 

are the same requirements that all parties have when handling confidential 

information.  To sign a confidentiality agreement which allows the Complainants to 

file confidential information without it being protected under a Motion to Seal, 

defeats the purpose of the confidentiality agreement.  These requirements are 

reasonable; Complainants are unreasonable for requesting different treatment outside 

of the procedural CPUC rules which would subject PG&E to breach of contract 

claims from third parties.  

2.) Process for Disagreement on Document/Information Marked as Confidential  

The NDA has a process for Complainants to follow should they disagreement with a 

confidential designation.  On the meet and confer PG&E agreed with Complainants 

that the process in the NDA is not the most effective or efficient and PG&E proposed 

an alternative, which PG&E understood during the meet and confer that 

Complainants would agree to.  PG&E provided the modified language in writing to 

Complainants on September 4, but did not hear a response. Please see Exhibit E for 

PG&E’s suggested modification.  

3.) Injunctive Remedies Included in NDA 

PG&E’s NDA states that the parties agree that “a breach of this NDA will cause 

irreparable harm to PG&E and that a remedy at law would be inadequate.”  

Complainants indicated during the meet and confer, and in their 2nd Motion that if 

they technically breach of the NDA, that it would be unfair to Complainants for 

PG&E to have injunctive remedies.18  PG&E disagrees.  Complainants’ suggestion 

 
18 2nd Motion to Compel p. 7 
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that PG&E should not be entitled to injunctive remedies in case Complainants breach 

the NDA is a cause for alarm.  As ALJ Gerstle indicated, “NDAs are frequently used 

by parties to Commission proceedings, as the parties are in the best position to 

balance the protection of sensitive information while maximizing access to 

information.  Information held by utilities is frequently protected by statute and 

commission rules; it is important that sensitive information is properly protected.  

Failure to do so creates legal liability for the parties and con create harm to society.” 

To the extent that there is a large gap on #1 and #3 above, PG&E disagrees with 

Complainants’ contention that PG&E is wielding any power over them or that the NDA 

requirements are unreasonable.  Use of an NDA to protect confidential information is reasonable 

and common in complaint cases where the disclosing party is concerned about the confidentiality 

of the information in the responsive document19.   

B. Complainants NDA does not protect PG&E 

Should the CPUC find confidential third party financial records relevant, PG&E cannot 

protect the confidential documents via redaction.  An NDA is needed to protect the confidential 

documents from public disclosure as they are third-party information subject to non-disclosure or 

confidentiality agreements or obligations and protected under Gov. Code § 7927.705; see, e.g., 

CPUC D.11-01-036.  Therefore, PG&E has an interest in keeping these documents confidential.   

Complainants’ NDA20, does not protect PG&E confidential information.  Alarmingly, the 

Complainants’ NDA seems to waive PG&E opportunities to object to the admission of 

records/documents into evidence, not just confidential information but any information and 

would require PG&E to file a motion to seal.  Additionally, the NDA does not have any teeth.  

 
19/ See In Re Verizon Communications Inc. 2005 WL 1865402 (Cal.P.U.C.) at p. 3, wherein a 

discovery dispute was brought before the Commission, and addressed Quest’s concerns with 
confidentiality of its marketing materials by suggesting the use of a non-disclosure agreement. 

20  2nd Motion to Compel Exhibit D 
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There is no mechanism that would provide Complainants pause from a “technical public 

disclosure” of confidential information.   

For these reasons and the reasons above and below, PG&E argues that Complainants’ 

NDA is inadequate to protect the confidential third party financial records and information which 

PG&E is contracted to protect and keep confidential.   

C. 2nd Motion to Compel Confuses Disclosure of Confidential Documents and 
Using Them in an Evidentiary Hearing 

Complainants are mistaken in their contention that signing an NDA during the discovery 

phase will prohibit Complainants from “submit[ing] relevant discovery materials into the public 

evidentiary record of this proceeding.”  The determination of whether any document comes into 

evidence, whether redacted or unredacted, is a matter for a later determination by the CPUC at 

and just prior to the evidentiary hearing and is not determined here at the discovery phase.  

Complainants executing an NDA for discovery exchange is not waiving their ability to try to use 

a document (whether redacted or unredacted) as evidence later at the hearing; similarly, PG&E’s 

production of a document in discovery is not waiving PG&E’s ability to object to its use as 

evidence later.   

However, all parties, should they intend to put confidential information into the public 

record via filing in a CPUC proceeding, are required to follow the procedural rules for doing so 

pursuant to Rule 11.4. Motion for Leave to File Under Seal.  Complainants allege these 

requirements are burdensome.  They have provided no law that because they are unrepresented 

they should be treated differently and be given irrelevant Confidential Third Party Financials 

without being obligated to keep them confidential.  Public policy does not support their request. 

V. ALLEGATONS OF PATTERN OF BEHAVIOR ARE MERITLESS 

The 2nd Motion to Compel contains an allegation of a “pattern of behavior” which PG&E 

denies.  PG&E’s Responses to 1st Discovery Request contain confidential information.  In 

drafting such responses, PG&E included the word “Confidential” in the header and at the 

beginning of each response, thinking Complainants would eventually sign the NDA.  Upon 
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realizing that Complainants were not going to sign the NDA, PG&E redacted the confidential 

information in the Responses to 1st Discovery Request, but it appears did not change or delete the 

word “Confidential” throughout.  Then in drafting the Responses to 2nd Discovery Request, 

PG&E used the same template format as previously for the 1st Response to Discovery.  

Complainants pointed this out to PG&E and upon review, PG&E provided a new Response to 2nd 

Discovery with the word “Confidential” removed from the header and the response.  PG&E did 

not get a request from Complainants to do the same for the PG&E’s 1st Responses to Discovery, 

but the same would be true there, since the confidential information was redacted, it does not 

contain any confidential information.   

Additionally, regarding the email PG&E sent to Complainants on August 28, the 

discovery email originally contained an additional paragraph regarding settlement opportunity 

which was deleted prior to sending.  Upon Complainants’ pointing out that the email was about 

discovery and not settlement, PG&E directed Complainants to ignore the settlement protections 

as they don’t apply to that email.   

PG&E did not attempt to invoke procedural shields as alleged.  PG&E mistakenly forgot 

to remove a protection when it no longer applied, and when pointed out by Complainants, and 

upon review, was removed.    

VI. PG&E’S DISCOVERY RESPONSES DON’T SUPPORT DISCLOSURE OF 
CONFIDENTIAL FINANCIAL INFORMATION 

Complainants’ do not comply with ALJ Gerstle’s requirements in the Discovery Ruling 

requiring them to state why a piece of confidential information needs to be made public.  Instead, 

Complainants mischaracterize several of PG&E’s Responses to 2nd Discovery Request to try to 

bolster their need for confidential third-party financial records to be made public.21    

Complainants refer to an email from a PG&E employee who indicates in the email to 

another PG&E employee that they were not able to locate an easement for the subject pole.  

 
21/ See 2nd Motion to Compel p. 3-5 
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PG&E denied that this was an admission that we do not have land rights for the subject pole.  

Regardless, Complainants fail to indicate how an alleged admission of no land rights for the 

subject pole complies with ALJ Gerstle’s Discovery Ruling, specifically why it supports public 

disclosure of Confidential Third Party Financials, and the law supporting such disclosure.  

Similarly, the 2nd Motion to Compel alleges: 1) a lack of written consent from Complainants to 

perform pole replacement project; 2) subject pole not servicing complainants’ property but 

neighboring property; 3) replacing rotten pole with new wooden pole; 4) undergrounding 

program miles and Rule 20 application contradictions; and 5) historical neglect of pole asset22, as 

all supporting their request for public disclosure of irrelevant confidential third party contracts 

and records.  However, the 2nd Motion to Compel does not connect why public disclosure of 

these confidential financial records helps determine Issue #1 of the Scoping Memo, nor does it 

provide the law supporting their public release.   

/// 

/// 

/// 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
22/ 2nd Motion to Compel p. 3-5 
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VII. CONCLUSION 

Complainants’ 2nd Motion to Compel should be denied as: 1) financial records including 

confidential third party financial records; and 2) records regarding assets and activities on 

neighboring property and therefore not part of the pole replacement project, are both irrelevant to 

this Complaint and Scoping Memo.   

Additionally, the CPUC should deny an order requiring PG&E to agree to Complainants’ 

NDA as it is inadequate in protecting Confidential information that PG&E is required to not 

release to the public and it waives PG&E’s ability to object to its use in the evidentiary record.   

Dated:  September 21, 2026 

Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
By:  /s/ Jessica Basilio  
  JESSICA BASILIO 
 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
Law Department, 19th Floor 
300 Lakeside Drive, Suite 210 
Oakland, CA 94612 
Telephone: (510) 277-5288 
Facsimile: (510) 898-9696 
E-Mail: Jessica.Basilio@pge.com 
 
Attorney for Defendant 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 

 

 



Internal 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
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Confidential 

OH Field Notes
                                       

Field Date: July 7, 2025
For full resolution pictures visit this Dashboard link:

SAP ID   102030175 Pole Height 45 ft Class Class 4
Ground Cir (in) 40 Date Nail Year 1991 Angle (Degree)
Latitude 38.44939 Longitude -122.95987 PLDBID 7701420807
Pole Top (Ht) Pole Stamp (Ht) 3

PM # 35650022 Notif # 131390973 MAT Code 07D
Estimator Phone #
Job Owner Phone #
Address 6705 STOETZ LN PVT RD City SEBASTOPOL County Sonoma County

Location# 1 Location Private Property

Location Type Dirt SW Width

Traffic Control Required No Traffic Conditions Rural
Accessible to Line Truck Yes Special Equipment Req.
Rail Crossings No Tree Trimming Yes
Hand Dig No Irrigation Canal No

Equip Type / Size Condition
Line Equipment
Primary Bussing Secondary Bussing
G.O. 95 Infractions Notes

Fielded By: 

Submitted Time: 07/07/2025 10:02 AM

Asset Info:

Job Info:

Location Info:

Field Conditions:

Equipment Information:
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Confidential 

Plan View - Use this section or the distribution map to capture span lengths, anchor/guy directions, Riser size & 
quadrant, and service information with Addresses.
Plan View
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Confidential 

Primary Conductors:
Size #6 CU No. 2 HOA 38
Size No. HOA
Size No. HOA
Size No. HOA
Equipment Details:
Type Transformer HOA 35
Type HOA
Type HOA
Type HOA
Secondary Conductors:
Size No. HOA
Size No. HOA
Size No. HOA
Size No. HOA
Service Drops:
Size HOA
Size HOA
Size HOA
Size HOA
Size HOA
Size HOA
Size HOA
Size HOA
Miscellaneous Details:
StreetLight No - HOA
Smart 
Meter

No - HOA

Guard 
Arm

No HOA

CATV:
Size HOA
Size HOA
Size HOA
Size HOA
Phone:
Size 1.25" Com Bundle HOA 20
Size HOA
Size HOA
Size HOA
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Confidential 

Anchor A
Lead (ft) 12 SW Fixture No Type Unknown 
Knob Ht (inches) Anchor Direction W Anchor Delta Ht
Primary Guy

Guy Size (1) 5/16 in Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)
HOA (1) 38 HOA (2) HOA (3)

Secondary Guy
Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)

HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)
Cable Guy

Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)
HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)

Phone Guy
Guy Size (1) 3/8 in Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)

HOA (1) 20 HOA (2) HOA (3)
Span Guy

Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)
HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)

HOA–Delta (1) HOA–Delta (2) HOA–Delta (3)

Anchor B
Lead (ft) SW Fixture Type
Knob Ht (inches) Anchor Direction Anchor Delta Ht
Primary Guy

Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)
HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)

Secondary Guy
Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)

HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)
Cable Guy

Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)
HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)

Phone Guy
Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)

HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)
Span Guy

Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)
HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)

HOA–Delta (1) HOA–Delta (2) HOA–Delta (3)

Anchor Details:021
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Confidential 

Anchor C
Lead (ft) SW Fixture Type
Knob Ht (inches) Anchor Direction Anchor Delta Ht
Primary Guy

Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)
HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)

Secondary Guy
Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)

HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)
Cable Guy

Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)
HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)

Phone Guy
Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)

HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)
Span Guy

Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)
HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)

HOA–Delta (1) HOA–Delta (2) HOA–Delta (3)

Anchor D
Lead (ft) SW Fixture Type
Knob Ht (inches) Anchor Direction Anchor Delta Ht
Primary Guy

Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)
HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)

Secondary Guy
Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)

HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)
Cable Guy

Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)
HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)

Phone Guy
Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)

HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)
Span Guy

Guy Size (1) Guy Size (2) Guy Size (3)
HOA (1) HOA (2) HOA (3)

HOA–Delta (1) HOA–Delta (2) HOA–Delta (3)

Anchor Details:022
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Confidential 

Top View: Include Services with Addresses
Pole Sheet Drawing:023
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Confidential 

Picture - Full Pole
Pictures:
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Confidential 

Picture - Top of Pole
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Confidential 
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Confidential 

Picture - Bottom of Pole
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Confidential 

Additional Picture(s)
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Confidential 
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Confidential 
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From:
To:
Cc:

Subject: TD-2926P-01 Rev 1 Extension Div SO EC 131390973 PM 35650022
Date: Monday, February 2, 2026 2:27:38 PM
Attachments: IMG_1807.jpeg

IMG_1808.jpeg

Per TD-2926P-01 Rev 1; Distribution, CPUC G.O. 95, Rule 18, Electric Corrective (EC) Maintenance
Extension Request Procedure
RE: Per TD-2926P-01 Rev 1
Division: Sonoma

PM: 35650022

EC: 131390973
Photos: Attached
Field Validated on 2/2/2026 by 

Field Validation Completed: Customer Issue-Customer will not allow access to property.
Customer outreach is involved. EC Notification warrants a recommended 120-day extension
in accordance with TD-2926P-01 Rev 1.
 
 
Thank you,
 

 | Construction Coordinator
Pacific Gas and Electric Company
Cell :  | 
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PM: 35650022    

Noti cation: 131390973 

Long text: 

06/22/2025 08:10:04 PST  AIRPLUSCPIC (AIRPLUSCPIC) 

POLE_DECA_REPL :: IRS Comments:  POLE TOP DECAYED, HARDWARE VISIBLE 

FROM NADIR SHOT 

---------------------------------------- 

06/23/2025 06:42:12 PST  

Reason: DG02 Images don’t support priority 

POLE DECAYED/ROTTEN REPLACE 

HARDWARE/FRAMING LOOSE ADJUST 

---------------------------------------- 

06/24/2025 19:37:38 PST  BCH_WM_ORDER (BCH_WM_ORDER) 

Work in impacted ENV layer 

Based on the location data provided, this work requires further 

  Environmental and/or Land review. 

Please complete a Project Information Questionnaire. 

---------------------------------------- 

06/24/2025 19:37:39 PST  BCH_WM_ORDER (BCH_WM_ORDER) 

000131390973 - AEA Results: PIQ required. 

---------------------------------------- 

07/07/2025 11:06:31 PST  

Order Number - 35650022 - V001 Estimate started in EES by  

---------------------------------------- 

07/07/2025 12:20:13 PST  

Order Number - 35650022 - V1 Routed for Approval by  

---------------------------------------- 

07/08/2025 07:32:12 PST  

Order Number - 35650022 - V1 Concurred by  

---------------------------------------- 

07/10/2025 06:55:49 PST  
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PG255277NR_F2_35650022 E; SAC RMC JPD, INTENT, SKETCH, PHOTOS AND LOAD 

CALCS SENT TO PT/; 45-DAY FOLLOW-UP.  MAP ATTACHED TO ORDER.  DS42 

COMPLETE, PC20 IN PROCESS. 

*****MANUALLY SENT F2-SENT TO OU EMAIL***** 

*****PLEASE NOTE THAT DATES IN STATUS HISTORY WILL NOT BE CORRECT***** 

 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From:  

Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2025 6:52 AM 

To:  

Subject: PG255277NR_F2_35650022_SEBASTOPOL 

------------------------------------------ 

 

 

---------------------------------------- 

07/26/2025 06:29:42 PST  Phone  

Order Number - 35650022 - V1 Approve by  

---------------------------------------- 

07/28/2025 11:04:17 PST  

The environmental review for this job has been completed.  Crews shall 

adhere to the NOA_Short Cycle Distribution_General BMPs attached to this 

order in SAP. 

 

Review is for PG&E work only; the applicant is responsible for reviewing 

and permitting any ground disturbing work they conduct. 

 

Do not reactivate the DS11 or PC21 tasks unless there is a change in 

scope. If there is a change in scope please resubmit a PIQ with a 

construction drawing re ecting the change in scope. 
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---------------------------------------- 

07/30/2025 12:10:08 PST  

35650022 FRESNO DEPENDENCY MANAGEMENT VERIFIED ALL REQUIRED TASKS ARE 

COMPLETE, TEAM WILL PROCEED WITH ASSEMBLING THE CONSTRUCTION PACKAGE, 

COMPLETE THE PC25 TASK AND CHANGE THE USER STATUS TO UNSC SRDY ONCE 

DONE. 

---------------------------------------- 

07/31/2025 04:17:57 PST  

35650022-E There are no critical dependencies to be met. PC25 complete 

Fresno Dependency Management Prepared 'ConPkgCompl' (A69) and attached 

to EDMS. 

---------------------------------------- 

---------------------------------------- 

08/01/2025 14:54:50 PST  

READY PACKAGE SCRUBBED AND UPLOADED IN SHAREPOINT, SAP, AND B2B TO 

EDISON, TO BE WA'D BY  

---------------------------------------- 

08/03/2025 06:28:36 PST  

35650022E Mapping Pre-Post Completed 

---------------------------------------- 

08/21/2025 21:07:29 PST  

/ "8/5/25 : Per  customer does not want pole replaced and would not 

  allow access to property. Sent a request for contact to 

/ Outreach portal 8/5/25 : WA sent to Edison" 

---------------------------------------- 

09/04/2025 09:15:04 PST Phone  

/ 8/28/25 : Following up with customer outreach regarding portal 

  submission 

---------------------------------------- 

11/28/2025 01:58:51 PST  

/ 10/17/25 : Working on access with customer. 
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---------------------------------------- 

12/08/2025 09:39:14 PST  

Per T  Rev 1 

Division: Sonoma 

PM: 35650022 

EC: 131390973 

Photos: Attached 

Field Validated on 12/06/2025 by  QEW 

Field Validation Completed: Customer Issue –customer access issue. 

Per GF customer does not want pole replaced and would not allow access 

to property. Currently working with customer outreach to gain access. 

EC Noti cation warrants a recommended 60-day extension in accordance 

with  Rev 1. 

XDOC & XMPT NOTIFICATION STATUS SET 

SET FRD TO 02/15/2026 - 60 DAYS FROM CURRENT RED OF 12/18/2025 

---------------------------------------- 

12/10/2025 16:01:32 PST Phone  

LAND-EMAIL TO FE SUPERVISOR :Hi ,This project is assigned 

to . When you and I previously discussed this project, I 

thought the Location 1 pole was covered by a PG&E easement. I was able 

to locate an easement for the underground service to 6705 Stoetz Lane, 

but unfortunately, I couldn't nd one for the subject pole. 

The pole has been in place since 1952 and was replaced in 1991. Given 

its long history, it’s likely we do have the right to replace it. 

However, will need to consult with our senior advisor to determine 

the best way to provide information to the property owner for access and 

replacement of the pole.Please send all future correspondence regarding 

this project directly to . 

 

 

12/11/2025 15:22:26 PST  SSERVICECPIC (SSERVICECPIC) 
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  No Land dependency required per GIS review for Caltrans, Railroad and 

Levee ministerial permits only. If the location or the scope changes, 

complete manual intake. In addition, if design or eld review 

identi es potential Land issues, complete manual intake 

--------------------------------------- 

12/11/2025 15:22:28 PST  ) 

  No EPWC permitting dependencies per GIS review: Outside '49 meters 

(161 feet) from the center of the nearest road. 

--------------------------------------- 

---------------------------------------- 

12/18/2025 01:23:05 PST  

/ "12/217/2025_submitted by :-12/8/25 

  : Extension processed, new due date 02/15/2026." 

---------------------------------------- 

12/19/2025 03:03:10 PST  

/ "12/15/2025_submitted by  

  :-12/3/25 : AED Extension 

  requested" 

---------------------------------------- 

01/09/2026 11:41:54 PST  

EOL OUTAGE PROCESSED FOR WILSON AND SCHEDULED FOR 01/19/26 

---------------------------------------- 

01/12/2026 11:43:42 PST  

REVIEWED PACKAGE.  NO CHANGES OR UPDATES. 

---------------------------------------- 

01/15/2026 14:17:10 PST  

EOL OUTAGE PROCESSED FOR WILSON AND SCHEDULED FOR 01/19/26 HAS BEEN 

POSTPONED DUE TO CUSTOMER IS REFUSING ACCESS TO JOBSITE 

 

---------------------------------------- 

01/20/2026 06:39:16 PST  
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JOB STATUS UPDATED TO PEND DUE TO CUSTOMER REFUSAL P/  

---------------------------------------- 

01/22/2026 13:33:42 PST  

35650022 FRESNO DEPENDENCY MANAGEMENT MOVED TO UNSC. NO CHANGE. 

 

 

---------------------------------------- 

02/03/2026 12:16:28 PST  

***SECOND EXTENSION*** 

Per Rev 1 

Division: Sonoma 

PM: 35650022 

EC: 131390973 

Photos: Attached 

Field Validated on 02/02/2026 by  QEW 

Field Validation Completed: Customer Issue – Refusal 

Customer will not allow access to property. Customer outreach is 

involved. 

EC Noti cation warrants a recommended 120-day extension in accordance 

with  Rev 1 

XDOC & XMPT NOTIFICATION STATUS SET 

SET FRD TO 06/14/2026 - 120 DAYS FROM CURRENT FRD OF 02/15/2026 

---------------------------------------- 

02/11/2026 13:09:52 PST  

/ "02/11/2026_submitted D3by  

  :-2/4/23  need to go onsite w/ 

  corporate security 

---------------------------------------- 

02/17/2026 04:35:12 PST Phone  

/ 02/17/2026_Submitted by :- 12/18/25 WA 

  to Wilson 
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---------------------------------------- 

02/18/2026 00:53:58 PST  

/ 1/15/26 : Work cancelled for 1/19 due to customer refusal. 

---------------------------------------- 

02/18/2026 02:04:19 PST  Phone  

/ 02/18/2026_Submitted by :- 12/18/25  WA 

  to Wilson 

---------------------------------------- 

02/18/2026 03:25:24 PST  

/ "02/17/2026_submitted by  

  :-1/22/26 Will send to Customer 

  Outreach to nd issue and 

/ work on solution. " 

---------------------------------------- 

02/19/2026 03:42:53 PST  

/ 02/18/2026_submitted by :-1/28/26  

  ext in progress 

---------------------------------------- 

02/19/2026 04:40:35 PST  Phone  

/ "1/9/26 : EOL OUTAGE AFW#26-0007943 FOR 01-19-26 FROM 0830 TO 1400 

  (DAVIS/WILSON/SONOMA)1/8/26  scheduled 1/19" 

---------------------------------------- 

02/19/2026 14:55:37 PST  

EOL OUTAGE REPROCESSED FOR WILSON AND RESCHEDULED FOR 03/13/26 

---------------------------------------- 

02/19/2026 22:46:21 PST  

/ "02/19/2026_submitted by , 

  :-2/12/26  per , Wilson to 

  provide date, land to set up 

/ corporate security and local law enforcement to accompany us out there 

  on day of, need veg also, maybe they can go on same 
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/ day2/9/26   and  talking to owner and neighbor regarding 

  options" 

---------------------------------------- 

02/22/2026 20:14:48 PST  

/ 12/29/25 : DUE DATE 2/15/26 

---------------------------------------- 

02/23/2026 00:58:09 PST  

02/23/2026_SUBMITTED BY  

The noti cation long text has been updated accordingly. 

 

---------------------------------------- 

02/24/2026 23:33:27 PST  

02/25/2026_SUBMITTED BY  

The noti cation long text has been updated accordingly. 

 

---------------------------------------- 

03/04/2026 14:45:30 PST  

UPDATED READY PACKAGE ISSUED, SCRUBBED & UPLOADED IN SAP, SHAREPOINT AND 

B2B TO WILSON. ADDED REVISED CCSC TO READY PACKAGE. 

 

---------------------------------------- 

03/12/2026 01:55:09 PST  

/ "2/19/26 : EOL OUTAGE AFW#26-0022604 FOR 03-13-26 FROM 0830 TO 1400 

  (DAVIS/WILSON/SONOMA) (NEW DATE)2/17/26  scheduled 

/ 3/13" 

---------------------------------------- 

03/13/2026 00:40:26 PST  

03/13/2026_SUBMITTED BY  

The noti cation long text has been updated accordingly. 

 

---------------------------------------- 
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03/13/2026 04:37:44 PST  

/ "03/12/2026_submitted by :-3/2/26 : 

  Job on schedule for 3/13" 

---------------------------------------- 

03/17/2026 08:31:58 PST  

** NOTIF PRECLOSE ** INSPECTOR SUBMITTED EC TAG FOR NOTIF CLOSURE AS WE 

WAIT FOR VENDOR TO SUBMIT FULL JOB PACKAGE FOR QA REVIEW, VENDORS CAN 

TAKE UP TO 2 WEEKS TO SUBMIT PAPERWORK, AFTER QA PASS FULL ASBUILT WILL 

BE UPLOADED & ACTUAL UNITS WILL BE ENTERED (if applicable), AND 

REMAINING CLERICAL TASKS WILL BE COMPLETED 

35650022 E COMP BY WILSON ON 03/13/2026 BY  50 HRS 

---------------------------------------- 

03/23/2026 05:46:51 PST  

 

35650022E - CN07 AND DC05 TASKS COMPLETED.  FINAL CONFIRMATION 

COMPLETED, QCLR, AND ASBUILTS UPLOADED TO SAP. CONSTRUCTION TASK 

COMPLETE, AND PM STATUS SET TO PASSED QA IN CMDB. 

------------------------------------------------------------------- 

---------------------------------------- 

03/24/2026 06:08:33 PST  

/ 3/9/26 customer has led CPUC complaint and wants the pole moved 

---------------------------------------- 

04/04/2026 09:29:05 PST Phone  

PG255277NR/35650022#E; SAC RMC JPD, COMPLETED FORM 48 SAP JP REVIEW, 

UPLOADED F48/POST PICS/ TO SAP. 

 

---------------------------------------- 

04/07/2026 06:13:34 PST  

Entry created by F48 Sent to  tool 4/7/2026 6:13:07 AM 

PG255277NR_F2 DF_F48_R01_35650022_SEBASTOPOL, F48 EMAIL SENT TO OU 

; 45-DAY FOLLOW UP. 
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-----Original Message----- 

From: > 

Sent: Tuesday, April 7, 2026 1:12 AM 

To: > 

Subject: PG255277NR_F2 DF_F48_R01_35650022_SEBASTOPOL 

 

 

 

 

 

---------------------------------------- 

04/17/2026 03:57:19 PST  Phone  

/ 04/17/2026_Submitted by :- 3/9/26  

  customer has led CPUC complaint and wants the pole moved 

---------------------------------------- 

04/17/2026 05:05:25 PST  Phone  

/ 04/17/2026_Submitted by :- 3/9/26  

  customer has led CPUC complaint and wants the pole moved 
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From:
To:
Cc:

Subject: TD-2926P-01 Rev 1 Extension Div SO EC 131390973 PM 35650022
Date: Monday, December 8, 2025 7:04:59 AM
Attachments: 35650022 Two.jpg

35650022 Three.jpg
35650022 One.jpg

Per TD-2926P-01 Rev 1; Distribution, CPUC G.O. 95, Rule 18, Electric Corrective (EC) Maintenance
Extension Request Procedure
RE: Per TD-2926P-01 Rev 1
Division: Sonoma
PM: 35650022
EC: 131390973
Photos: Attached
Field Validated on 12/06/2025 by 
Field Validation Completed: Dependency delays – customer access. EC Notification warrants a
recommended 60-day extension in accordance with TD-2926P-01 Rev 1.

 
Thank you,

Construction Supervisor, Electric
Pacific Gas & Electric
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Desktop - QC Inspection - 2026
35650022 / 131390973 Complete

Score 9 / 9 (100%) Flagged items 0 Actions 0

Site conducted Wilson - North Coast

PM No. 35650022

Notification No. 131390973

Construction Group Location North Coast

Division Sonoma

Address 6705 STOETZ LN PVT RD
SEBASTOPOL

Contractor Wilson - North Coast

Crew Foreman Name

Construction Completed On 13 Mar 2026

Date loaded in Teams 20 Mar 2026

QA Desktop Review Completed On 20 Mar 2026 10:47 AM PDT

Submission Number 1

1/2
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1.DesktopQAInspection-8/8(100%)

Desktop QA Inspection 8 / 8 (100%)

1. Are any changes to the original design reflected in the
submitted as-builts, crew instructions, materials, joint pole
forms, circuit map change sheets, etc?

Yes

2. Is the job built per the OH/UG Standards? If the
construction is not in compliance with the standards, check
"No" and list the issues below.

N/A

3. Electric Equipment/Pole Information is complete? Yes

4. Crew Foreman Sign-Off is complete (this includes Actual
Circuit Feet Installed and confirmation of what condition the
job was left in (ex: Built as Designed, Redlined, Feedback
Form Completed, etc.)?

Yes

5. Electric Corrective (EC) Notification is complete (all
applicable check boxes addressed, LAN ID or full name,
signed and dated)?

Yes

6. Joint Pole documentation is complete. Forms are redlined
as applicable?

Yes

7. Construction Drawings are complete. Drawings are
redlined as applicable?

Yes

11X17

8. Is the Circuit Map Change Sheet complete? Are changes
redlined as necessary?

N/A

9. Has a Construction Completion Standard Checklist (CCSC)
been submitted for every significant facility? Are the forms
filled out completely? If there are forms missing or the
information on a submitted form is incomplete, check "No"
and list the issues below.

Yes

10. Color photos are included for every location on the job? Yes

Final Deliverable Review (Paperwork Only) - Total Number of
Non-Conforming Items

0

Reviewer's Signature

8 AM PDT

2/2
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Internal 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 

 



102030175 OH Checklist

Asset Details

Date Inspected May 22, 2020 at 10:14 AM

GPS Location of when form initiated 38.449127197265625,-122.95902721328837

Main Work Center STROSA

Circuit ID 042571102

Circuit Name 04257-1102, MOLINO

Voltage 12 kV

SAP Equipment ID 102030175

Inspection Order Number 000085006446

GIS Latitude 38.448761247017565

GIS Longitude -122.9592315643693

Structure Type -

Person completing form

Maintenance Plan ID D44T3PI MOLINO 1102 II22

Maintenance Plat Name II22

Access & Confirmations

In what role are you performing this work? GO165 Compliance Inspector

Is this Asset approved for an Inspection?

Approved assets are as follows: (1) Distribution 
Pole (wood, composite, steel, or fiberglass); (2) 
Transmission Pole with Distribution under build 
(steel or wood); (3) Idle Pole; and (4) Streetlight 
on Distribution Pole

Yes

Did you gain access to the Structure? Yes

Did you perform a visual 360-degree Inspection 
of this Structure?

Yes

Did you perform a visual Inspection of 
conductor(s) to mid-span/weather-head in all 
directions?

Yes

Structure

Select type of structure Distribution Pole

Structure (Distribution Pole) • No Structure damage or compelling abnormal
conditions to reportPGE000089



Conductor

Does this structure have a conductor? Yes

Conductor Issues • No Conductor damage or compelling abnormal
conditions to report

Equipment

Does this structure have equipment? Yes

Common Equipment Issues • No Equipment damage or compelling abnormal
conditions to report (Common Equipment Issues)

Other Equipment Issues • No Equipment damage or compelling abnormal
conditions to report (Other Equipment Issues)

Anchor & Guys

Does or should this location have a Guy? Yes

Anchor & Guys Issues • No Anchor/Guy damage or compelling abnormal
conditions to report

Hardware Framing

Is Hardware Framing present on this structure? Yes

Hardware Framing Issues • No Hardware Framing damage or compelling
abnormal conditions to report

Vegetation

Does this structure have vegetation present? No

Non-Time-Dependent Issues

Non-Time-Dependent Issues • High sign missing or broken

Record Keeping

Record Keeping Items • Primary connectors installed at this location

Are the connectors installed on conductor that 
crosses over major roadways (highway, freeway, 
expressway, railroad tracks, communication 
crossing)?

No

Attach Photos
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Attach 2 Photos of the entire pole from 2 locations

Attach Photo of the top 1/3 of the pole
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Attach Photo of the middle 1/3 of the pole

Attach Photo of the bottom 1/3 of the pole
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Declarations

Declaration Items • No declarations items to report

Report a New EC or Pending EC • Report a New EC

FDA High Sign, Missing, Install
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102030175 2021 
OH Checklist

Asset Details

Date Inspected Jun 3, 2021 at 04:20 PM

GPS Location of when form initiated 38.449127197265625,-122.95778012582593

Main Work Center STROSA

Voltage 12 kV

SAP Equipment ID 102030175

Inspection Order Number 000085036685

GIS Latitude 38.449389848944406

GIS Longitude -122.95986948401037

Structure Type -

Person completing form

Maintenance Plan ID D44T3SO MOLINO 1102 II22

Maintenance Plat Name II22

Access & Confirmations

In what role are you performing this work GO165 Compliance Inspector

Is this Asset approved for an Inspection

Approved assets are as follows:
(1) Distribution Pole (wood, composite, steel, or 
fiberglass)
(2) Transmission Pole with Distribution under-
build (steel or wood)
(3) Idle Pole
(4) Streetlight on Distribution Pole
(5) Tree Connect

Yes

Did you gain access to the Structure Yes

Did you perform a visual 360-degree Inspection 
of this Structure

Yes

Did you perform a visual Inspection of 
conductor(s) to mid-span/weather-head in all 
directions

Yes

Structure

Select type of structure Distribution Pole
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Structure (Distribution Pole) • Pole broken, damaged, burnt, deformed, 
corroded, gunshot, or showing signs of cracking, 
rotten or decay

Conductor

Does this structure have PG&E 
owned conductor

Yes

Provide Comments about wire configuration (i.e. 
Line & Buck, 4-way corner, tangent, etc.) 
(Optional)

DE structure

Conductor Issues • No Conductor damage or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report

Equipment

Does this structure have equipment Yes

Common Equipment Issues • No Equipment damage or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report (Common Equipment Issues)

Other Equipment Issues • No Equipment damage or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report (Other Equipment Issues)

Anchor & Guys

Does or should this location have a Guy Yes

Anchor & Guys Issues • No Anchor/Guy damage or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report

Hardware Framing

Is Hardware Framing present on this structure Yes

Hardware Framing Issues • No Hardware Framing damage or compelling 
abnormal conditions to report

Vegetation

Does this structure have vegetation present Yes

Vegetation - EC Specific Tags • No vegetation issues or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report for the EC in accordance with 
GO165

Vegetation - Vegetation Specific Tags • No vegetation issues or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report for the EC in accordance with 
GO95, PRC 4292, PRC 4293

Non-Time-Dependent Issues

Non-Time-Dependent Issues • No non-time dependent or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report
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Other Required Data

Other Required Data Items • Non-exempt equipment present at the 
inspection location

Select all non-exempt equipment present at 
this location

• Hot tap clamp or Split Bolt connector

Attach photo of the non-exempt equipment

Attach Photos
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Attach 2 Photos of the entire pole from 2 locations

Attach Photo of the top 1/3 of the pole
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Attach Photo of the middle 1/3 of the pole

Attach Photo of the bottom 1/3 of the pole
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Declarations

Declaration Items • No declarations items to report

Pending EC 119057298

Versions

Inspect Version 5.17.1.1

Checklist Version v 2.0
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102030175 2022 
OH Checklist

Asset Details

Started Date/Time Jun 27, 2022 at 10:33 AM

Submitted Date/Time Jun 27, 2022 at 10:37 AM

GPS Location of when form initiated 38.44927978515625,-122.95898420747645

Main Work Center STROSA

Bar Code -

Circuit ID 042571102

Circuit Name 04257-1102, MOLINO

Voltage 12 kV

SAP Equipment ID 102030175

Inspection Order Number 000085084818

GIS Latitude 38.449389848944406

GIS Longitude -122.95986948401037

Structure Type -

Person completing form

Maintenance Plan ID D44T3SO MOLINO 1102 II22

Maintenance Plat Name II22

Access & Confirmations

In what role are you performing this work GO165 Compliance Inspector

Did you gain access to the structure Yes

Is this asset approved for an inspection

Approved assets are as follows:
(1) Distribution Pole/Tower
(2) Transmission Pole with Distribution Under-
Build (steel or wood)
(3) Idle Pole
(4) Streetlight on Distribution Pole
(5) Tree Connect

Yes

Did you perform a visual 360-degree inspection 
of this structure

Yes

Did you perform a visual inspection of all 
associated conductor(s) from structure to mid-
span in all directions or to the weather-head or to 
the termination point

Yes
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Structure

Select type of structure Distribution Pole

Is there a pole number on this structure No

Were you able to install a new pole barcode No

Select the reason you were unable to install it Exhausted supply of pole number tags

Structure (Distribution Pole) • Pole broken, damaged, burnt, deformed, 
corroded, gunshot, or showing signs of cracking, 
rotten or decay 
• Select if there are risks, hazards or other 
maintenance conditions not previously captured in 
the checklist above for the pole

Comments (optional) Woodpecker

Conductor

Does this structure have PG&E-
owned conductor

Yes

Conductor Issues • No conductor damage or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report

Equipment

Does this structure have PG&E equipment Yes

Transformers • No equipment damage or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report (Transformers)

Other Equipment • No equipment damage or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report (Other Equipment Issues)

Follow the Critical Operating Equipment 
(COE) Process

• No equipment damage or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report (Critical Operating Equipment)

Anchor & Guys

Does or should this location have a guy Yes

Anchor & Guys Issues • No anchor/guy damage or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report

Hardware Framing

Is hardware framing present on this structure Yes

Hardware Framing Issues • No hardware framing damage or compelling 
abnormal conditions to report

Vegetation

Vegetation - EC Specific Notifications • No vegetation issues or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report for the EC in accordance with 
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Vegetation - Vegetation Specific Notifications • No vegetation issues or compelling abnormal 
conditions to report for the EC in accordance with 
GO95, PRC 4292, PRC 4293

Other Required Data

Other Required Data Items • No other required data items to report

Attach Photos

Attach 2 photos of the entire pole from 2 locations
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Attach photo of the top 1/3 of the pole

Attach photo of the middle 1/3 of the pole
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Attach photo of the bottom 1/3 of the pole

Declarations

Declaration Items • No declarations items to report

Pending EC 119057298

Versions

Inspect Version 5.28.0.14943

Checklist Version v 2.0
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102030175 2025 Aerial Inspection

Asset Details
Work Order 000085284697

AIR-SO-44-II22 LOWWork Order Description

Inspector LAN ID

Date/Time Started Jun 18 2025 at 08:24 am PDT

Date/Time Submitted Jun 18 2025 at 09:10 am PDT

GPS Started N/A remote desktop inspection

GPS Submitted N/A remote desktop inspection

Equipment GPS 38.449385, -122.959856

102030175SAP Equipment ID

STROSAMain Work Center

Plat Map II22000000

Barcode

Structure Type Pole - Distribution

42571102Circuit ID

MOLINO 1102Circuit Name

SAP Eq# 102030175 1
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Structure
YesIs the structure damaged, broken, rotten, cracked 

outside what would be considered normal, leaning 
beyond 10%, or presenting any other compelling 
abnormal structure conditions?

Comment POLE TOP DECAYED, HARDWARE VISIBLE FROM 
NADIR SHOT

Crossarm
NoAre there any compelling abnormal crossarm, insulator, 

or cutout conditions?

Conductor
NoAre there any compelling abnormal conductor 

conditions?

Equipment
NoAre there any compelling abnormal equipment 

conditions?

Other
NoAre there any other compelling abnormal conditions or 

progression of known compelling abnormal conditions?

Versions
2.1.6Sherlock Version

2025-001Checklist Version

SAP Eq# 102030175 2
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