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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Resolution ALJ-485
Administrative Law Judge Division
DATE

RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION ALJ-485 Approves modifications to the Rules of Practice
and Procedure (Title 20, Division 1, of the California Code of Regulations)

SUMMARY

This resolution approves modifications to the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (Title 20, Division 1, of the California Code of Regulations) as set forth in
Appendix A. The modifications implement statutory amendments, conform to current
Commission practice, streamline procedures, promote transparency and accessibility,
and provide greater clarity as specifically discussed below.

Pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 311(h),! these modifications shall be submitted
to the Office of Administrative Law for review and publication in the California Code of
Regulations, and for transmittal to the Secretary of State.

DISCUSSION

The modifications below are intended to update the Rules of Practice and Procedure to
reflect statutory changes, conform to current Commission General Orders and practice,
and to make various technical changes. The modifications are explained below in
numerical order.

1. Scope of Filing (Rule 1.7(b))

1 All subsequent section references are to the Public Utilities Code, unless otherwise specified.
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Pursuant to Rule 1.7(b), prepared testimony shall not be filed or tendered to the Docket
Office. Rather, prepared testimony is served on the service list and the Administrative
Law Judge (ALJ), and the admission of the prepared testimony is addressed during
evidentiary hearings or by written motion.

Prepared testimony may be offered in evidence as an exhibit. (Rule 13.8.) Prepared
testimony may include additional exhibits and other exhibits may also be offered in
evidence. (Rules 13.7 and 13.8.) There is no basis to treat other evidentiary exhibits
differently than prepared testimony. The modification to Rule 1.7(b) clarifies that all
evidentiary exhibits shall not be filed or tendered to the Docket Office.

2. Electronic Mail Service (Rule 1.10)

Current Rule 1.10(b) requires service of documents on persons who appear in the “State
Service” category of the official service list who have not provided an e-mail address for
the official service list. The modification to Rule 1.10(b) deletes the reference to the
“State Service” category since this category is no longer used by the Commission.

Current Rule 1.10(d) requires service of a paper copy of all documents served by e-mail
to the assigned AL]J, unless the AL] orders otherwise. It is currently common practice
for AL]Js to waive this requirement. Therefore, the modification to Rule 1.10 would
delete Rule 1.10(d) and renumber the subsequent subsections of the rule.

By providing an e-mail address for the official service list in a proceeding, a person
consents to e-mail service of documents in the proceeding. (Rule 1.10(a).) The
Commission may serve documents in a proceeding by e-mail service. (Rule 1.10(e).)
The modification to current Rule 1.10(e) clarifies that it is the responsibility of each
person on the service list to ensure his or her ability to receive e-mails from the
Commission. This may require updating e-mail screening practices, settings, and
filters.

Based on comments on the originally proposed modifications to the rule, the
Commission also modifies subsection (c) of the rule to increase the size limit of a single

e-mail message and attachments that may be served to 10 megabytes (MB).

3. Tendering of Document for Filing (Rule 1.13(b)(2))

Current Rule 1.13(b)(2) prohibits the electronic filing of documents a person seeks leave
to file under seal. At the time Rule 1.13(b)(2) was adopted, the Commission did not
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have the capability to ensure the confidential receipt and storage of such documents
through its electronic filing system. The Commission’s electronic filing system now has
the capability to ensure that documents for which confidential treatment is requested
are confidentially received and stored.

In Resolution ALJ-431 issued on March 17, 2023, recognizing that electronic filing of
documents is likely to be more efficient, convenient, and inexpensive for most filers, the
Commission authorized a deviation from Rule 1.13(b)(2) to allow documents which a
person seeks leave to file under seal to be tendered for filing electronically. The
modifications to Rule 1.13(b)(2) reflect this change.

4, Computation of Time (Rule 1.15)

The modification to Rule 1.15 conforms the title to the text of the rule and clarifies that
the rule applies to the computation of the time limit for performance of an act.

5. Filing Fees (Rule 1.16) and Table of Filing Fees

Rule 1.16 provides that a table of filings fees required by the Public Utilities Code are set
forth in the Table of Filing Fees at the end of the Rules and describes how those fees
shall be tendered. The requirements for tendering payment are modified to reflect
current practice. The Table of Filing Fees also includes filing fees required by
Commission decisions. Rule 1.16 is modified to make this clarification. Rule 1.16 is also
modified to delete references to statutes that are now repealed.

The Table of Filing Fees is modified to:

(a) reflect current statutory and Commission-imposed fees for filing an
application for a certificate of public convenience and necessity, or
for the mortgage, lease, transfer, or assignment thereof, as set forth
in Section 1904(a) and Resolution ALJ-464;>

2 Section 1904(a) establishes a fee of $500 effective as of January 1, 2016 and authorizes the
Commission to adjust this fee based on the Consumer Price Index. In Resolution ALJ-464, the
Commission determined that this fee should be adjusted annually based on the United States
Bureau of Labor Statistics Consumer Price Index for All Urban Consumers (CPI-U) with the
new fee to be posted on the Commission’s website by July 15 of each year and effective on
August 1 of each year. Filing fees are posted on the Commission’s “Practitioner’s Page” website
at https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/about-cpuc/divisions/administrative-law-judge/practitioners-page.
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(b) reflect current statutory fees in Section 5373.1 relating to
applications by charter-party carriers of passengers;

(c) delete the fees for applications by private carriers of passengers
pursuant to Section 4006 and household goods carriers pursuant to
Section 5136 as these statutes were repealed by Senate Bill 19 (Stats.
2017, ch. 421);

(d) reflect current statutory fees and Commission-imposed fees for
tiling telephone corporation registration applications;?* and

(e) spell out acronyms and improve clarity.

6. Organization and Qualification to Transact Business (Rule 2.2)

Rule 2.2 requires all applicants other than natural persons to submit with their
applications a copy of the entity’s organizing documents and evidence of the applicant’s
qualification to transact business in California. Corporations Code Section 171 defines a
“foreign corporation.” Pursuant to Corporations Code Section 2105, a foreign
corporation must obtain from the California Secretary of State a certificate of
qualification in order to transact intrastate business. Pursuant to Corporations Code
Section 191(b), a foreign corporation shall not be considered to be transacting intrastate
business merely because its subsidiary transacts intrastate business, and therefore, a
foreign corporation meeting this criterion need not obtain a certificate of qualification.

Consistent with Section 191(b), the Commission has on many occasions exempted
applicants, who control or seek to control entities that transact business in California
but do not themselves transact any business in California, from the requirement in
Rule 2.2 to provide evidence of the applicant’s qualification to transact business in
California.* The modifications to Rule 2.2 include this exemption in the rule itself and
add Corporation Code Sections 171, 191, and 2105 as references. In addition, the
reference to Corporations Code Section 15010.5 is deleted since the statute has been
repealed.

7. California Environmental Quality Act Compliance (Rule 2.4)

* See, e.g., Decision (D.) 08-05-008 at 5; D.06-10-037 at 4-5; D.01-12-029 at 5.
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Rule 2.4 sets forth requirements for applications seeking authority to undertake any
projects that are subject to the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, Public
Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq. (CEQA). If the proposed project is an energy
infrastructure project, Rule 2.4(b) requires the applicant to prepare a Proponent’s
Environmental Assessment (PEA) in accordance with the Guidelines for Energy Project
Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-Filing and Proponent’s Environmental
Assessments (Version 1.0, November 2019) (2019 Guidelines).

Assembly Bill 551 (Stats. 2024) adopted Section 1002.4, which authorizes the
Commission to adopt successor guidelines to the 2019 Guidelines via resolution.
Section 1002.4(b) provides that to the extent there is a conflict or inconsistency between
a Commission Rule of Practice and Procedure and any guidelines adopted pursuant to
Section 1002.4, the latter shall prevail. The modification to Rule 2.4(b) requires the PEA
for energy infrastructure projects to comply with any successor guidelines the
Commission may adopt pursuant to Section 1002.4 and adds Section 1002.4 as a
reference in the note to the rule.

New Rule 2.4(c) is added to address the process by which an applicant may submit an
alternative to the PEA consistent with the process set forth in Commission General
Order 131-E. Current Rule 2.4(c) is renumbered as Rule 2.4(d).

In response to comments on the originally proposed new Rule 2.4(c), we modify the
rule to permit Energy Division staff to authorize a shorter period for pre-filing
consultation, consistent with the process set forth in General Order 131-E.5

8. Complaints by Mobilehome Park Tenants (Rule 4.1(a))

Pursuant to Section 739.5(a), the Commission must require that rates for gas or electrical
service, or both, provided by a master-meter customer to users who are tenants of a
mobilehome park, apartment building, or similar residential complex, comply with the
requirements of that statute. The California Court of Appeal has upheld the
Commission’s jurisdiction to hear complaints against a master-meter customer alleging
a violation of Section 739.5.°

Current Rule 4.1 sets forth who may file complaints before the Commission but does
not include that tenants of a mobilehome park, apartment building, or similar

> D.25-01-055, p. 36; General Order 131-E, §§ VI, VLB, VIL.A.1.c, VIL.B.1.c, VIL.C.1.
¢ Hillsboro Properties v. Public Utilities Com. (2003) 108 Cal. App.4th 246.
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residential complex may file a complaint against a master-meter customer providing
gas or electrical service, pursuant to Section 739.5. The modification to Rule 4.1
specifies that tenants of a mobilehome park, apartment building, or similar residential
complex may file such complaints and adds Section 739.5 as a reference.

9. Petition for Rulemaking (Rule 6.3)

Rule 6.3(b) provides that unverified factual assertions set forth in a petition for
rulemaking will be given only the weight of argument. However, Rule 6.3(b) also states
that factual assertions in the petition must be verified. Since the rule requires factual
assertions to be verified, Rule 6.3(b) is modified to delete the sentence referencing
unverified factual assertions.

Rule 6.3(d) provides that responses to a petition must be filed and served on all persons
who were served with the petition within 30 days of the date the petition was served,
unless the AL]J sets a different date. In order to ensure the public and all interested
persons are provided with notice of the petition at least 30 days prior to the due date for
responses, similar to responses to an application (Rule 2.6(a)), the modification to Rule
6.3(d) requires responses to a petition for rulemaking to be filed within 30 days of the
date notice of the petition first appears in the Commission’s Daily Calendar.

10. Definitions for Article 8 (Rule 8.1(b))

Rule 8.1(b) sets forth a definition of “ex parte communication.” “Ex parte
communication” is also defined in Section 1701.1(e)(1)(A) to mean:

any oral or written communication between a decisionmaker and an
interested person concerning any matter before the commission that
the commission has not specified in its Rules of Practice and Procedure
as being a procedural matter and that does not occur in a public
hearing, workshop, or other public proceeding, or on the official
record of the proceeding on the matter.

Consistent with the statute, the modification to Rule 8.1(b) clarifies that communication
that occurs during a public hearing before the California Legislature is not defined as an
ex parte communication.

11. Ex Parte Requirements (Rule 8.2)

Current Rule 8.2(c)(4) provides that no oral or written ex parte communications may
occur in a ratesetting or catastrophic wildfire proceeding during any “quiet period”
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established pursuant to Sections 1701.3(h)(6)(A) or 1701.3(h)(6)(D). The current rule
reflects the requirements of former Section 1701.3(h)(6), which have been superseded by
recent amendments to Sections 1701.3 and 1701.9 enacted by Assembly Bill 1068 (Stats.
2023).

The modification to Rule 8.2(c)(4) deletes language that reflects superseded statutory
requirements and adds language to reflect the current statutory requirements under
Section 1701.9, which require the Commission to establish a “quiet period” during the
three business days before the Commission’s scheduled vote on a decision in a
ratesetting or catastrophic wildfire proceeding during which oral or written ex parte
communications shall not be permitted with specified exceptions.”

Rule 8.2 sets forth differing ex parte requirements depending on the categorization of
the proceeding as quasi-legislative, adjudicatory, ratesetting, or catastrophic wildfire.
The Commission awards compensation to intervenors who participate in Commission
proceedings and meet the requirements set forth in Section 1801 et seq. Generally,
claims for intervenor compensation are filed in the underlying Commission proceeding
in which the intervenor participated, which may be categorized as quasi-legislative,
adjudicatory, ratesetting, or catastrophic wildfire.

There is no reason why the ex parte requirements applicable to pending intervenor
compensation claims should vary depending on the categorization of the underlying
proceeding. The intervenor compensation awards are funded by ratepayers and can
include awards of several million dollars.® Of the different proceeding categories,
intervenor compensation claims are most analogous to ratesetting proceedings.

Therefore, the modification to Rule 8.2(c) applies the same ex parte rules that apply to
ratesetting and catastrophic wildfire proceedings to pending intervenor compensation
claims. The modification to Rule 8.2(d) specifies that the assigned Commissioner may
restrict or prohibit ex parte communications on a pending intervenor compensation
claim, similar to in other proceedings. Section 1801 et seq. is also added as a reference
in the note to the rule.

Section 1701.8, which defines catastrophic wildfire proceedings, is also added as a
reference in the note to Rule 8.2.

7 See also, Pub. Util. Code § 1701.3(h)(2) and (4).
8 See, e.g., D.24-10-026.
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12. Motions for Reassignment or Disqualification (Rules 9.3(b), 9.4(b), and 9.5(b))

Rules 9.3(b), 9.4(b), and 9.5(b) provide that motions for reassignment and
disqualification made pursuant to those rules shall be filed and served as provided in
Rule 9.2(a). Rule 9.2(a) addresses motions for reassignment on peremptory challenge.
In addition to specifying who shall be served with the motion, Rule 9.2(a) requires a
declaration and specifies the form of the declaration. A declaration is also required
under Rules 9.3(b), 9.4(b), and 9.5(b) but not with the same form specified under Rule
9.2(a). In order to clarify that the declaration under Rule 9.2(a) is not required for
motions made under the other rules, the modifications to Rules 9.3(b), 9.4(b), and 9.5(b)
remove the reference to Rule 9.2(a) and instead specify the persons to be served.

13. Statements of Confidentiality (Rule 11.4(¢))

Article 1, Section 3 of the California Constitution grants the people “the right of access
to information concerning the conduct of the people’s business, and therefore, the
meetings of public bodies and the writings of public officials and agencies shall be open
to public scrutiny.” Government Code Section 7290 et. seq. governs the procedures for
making an agency’s public records available. However, certain agency records are
exempt from public disclosure pursuant to provisions of the Government Code, such as
Sections 7925.005 and 7927.605. According to Government Code Section 7922.000, an
agency shall justify withholding any record by demonstrating that the record in
question is exempt under express provisions of Division 10 of the Government Code, or
that on the facts of a particular case the public interest served by not disclosing the
record clearly outweighs the public interest served by disclosure of the record.

Rules 11.4(a) and 11.4(b) provide the process by which a party may move for leave to
tile documents under seal and by which those motions may be opposed. The
Commission has determined that certain documents are presumptively entitled to
confidential treatment.® Proposed new Rule 11.4(c) provides for the filing of a statement
of confidentiality in lieu of the motion required by Rule 11.4(a). Proposed new Rule
11.4(c)(2) clarifies that statements of confidentiality in lieu of motion are only
authorized when the Commission has previously issued a decision identifying the
subject documents as presumptively confidential.

Based on comments on the originally proposed rule, new Rule 11.4(c) is revised to:
(1) clarify that the statement of confidentiality may be filed only in proceedings

? See, e.g., D.24-11-003.
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delegated to Commission examiner review, and (2) provide parties with an opportunity
to challenge the confidentiality designation. Minor changes to the example Statement of
Confidentiality are included to make the form generic to all types of applications
proceedings delegated for review to a Commission examiner.

14. Exhibits (Rule 13.7)

Rule 13.7 provides that the top sheet of an exhibit must have a blank space to
accommodate the Commission’s exhibit stamp. Consistent with Commission practice,
the modification to Rule 13.7 clarifies that the blank space should be in the upper right-
hand corner of the top sheet of an exhibit.

Based on comments on the originally proposed rule, the Commission also modifies Rule
13.7 to allow exhibits served concurrently with a new application to be uploaded as
"supporting documents" using the Commission's e-filing system within a reasonable
time once a proceeding number is assigned to address current technological constraints
in the Commission’s e-filing system.

15. Prepared Testimony (Rule 13.8(c))

Current Rule 13.8(c) provides that prepared testimony and accompanying exhibits may
be offered and received into evidence without direct or cross examination absent
objection by any party. The modification to Rule 13.8(c) clarifies that a motion offering
prepared testimony and accompanying exhibits into evidence without direct or cross
examination must include a declaration by the sponsoring witness similar to that
required by Rule 13.7(e) for other evidentiary exhibits.

16. Comments on Proposed or Alternate Decision (Rule 14.3(b))

Rule 14.3 addresses comments on proposed or alternate decisions. Rule 14.3(b)
provides that comments shall include an appendix setting forth proposed findings of
fact and conclusions of law and that the appendix does not count against the page limit.
The modification to Rule 14.3 clarifies that the appendix is limited to setting forth
proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law.

Based on comments on the originally proposed modification, Rule 14.3 is modified to
permit the appendix to also include proposed changes to ordering paragraphs.



Resolution ALJ-485 AL]J/SJP/sgu DRAFT (Rev. 1)

17. Comment on Draft or Alternate Draft Resolution (Rule 14.5)

Rule 14.5 states that comments on a draft or alternate draft resolution should be made
in accordance with the instructions accompanying the notice. In practice, these
instructions are included with the draft or alternate draft resolution and there is no
separate notice. Therefore, Rule 14.5 is modified to clarify that the comments should be
made in accordance with the instructions accompanying the draft or alternate draft
resolution.

There are currently no page limits for comments on a draft or alternate draft resolution.
In contrast, Rule 14.3(b) provides that comments on a proposed or alternate decision
shall be limited to 15 pages in length, except for comments in general rate cases, which
shall not exceed 25 pages. Page limits encourage commenters to focus their comments
and will enable more efficient and timely Commission review of the comments.
Therefore, similar to the page limit for comments on a proposed or alternate decision,
Rule 14.5 is modified to impose a 15-page limit for comments on a draft or alternate
draft resolution.

18. Reduction or Waiver of Review (Rule 14.6(c)(4)

With specified exceptions, Section 311 requires a 30-day public review and comment
period prior to a Commission vote on a decision. Pursuant to Section 311(g)(3),
“Consistent with regulatory efficiency and the need for adequate prior notice and
comment on commission decisions, the commission may adopt rules, after notice and
comment, establishing additional categories of decisions subject to waiver or reduction
of the time period in this section.”

Current Rule 14.6(c)(4) provides that the Commission may reduce or waive the period
for public review and comment on draft resolutions and proposed decisions, and may
reduce but not waive the period for public review and comment on alternate draft
resolutions and alternate proposed decisions, for a decision extending the deadline for
resolving adjudicatory proceedings (Section 1701.2(i)) or for resolving the issues raised
in the scoping memo in a ratesetting or quasi-legislative proceeding (Section 1701.5).
Similar to decisions extending deadlines for resolving issues in adjudicatory,
ratesetting, or quasi-legislative proceedings, the proposed modification to Rule
14.6(c)(4) would permit the Commission to reduce or waive the period for public
review and comment on a decision extending the deadline set forth in Section
8386.4(b)(2) for issuing a proposed decision in proceedings addressing an electrical
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corporation’s application for recovery of the cost of implementing its wildfire
mitigation plan.

19. Decision in Adjudicatory Proceeding (Rule 15.5(b))

Rule 15.5(b) sets forth the procedure for the Commission to consider and vote on a
decision in an adjudicatory proceeding. Rule 15.5(b) requires a vote on an appeal or
request for review to be accompanied by an explanation of the Commission's decision.
However, the explanation of the Commission's decision is set forth in the decision itself,
and there is no apparent need for an additional explanation accompanying the decision.
Section 1701.2(e) requires a decision different from that of the presiding officer to be
accompanied by a written explanation of each of the changes made to the decision,
which is already reflected in Rule 15.5(b), but does not impose such a requirement in
the absence of a decision different. Therefore, the modification to Rule 15.5(b) deletes
the requirement that the vote on an appeal or request for review be accompanied by an
explanation of the Commission’s decision.

20. Application for Rehearing (Rule 16.1(a))

Rule 16.1(a) sets forth deadlines for the filing of an application for rehearing of a
Commission order or decision. The deadlines in Rule 16.1(a) reflect the statutory
deadlines set forth in Section 1731. With specified exceptions, an application for
rehearing is due within 30 days after the date the Commission mails the order or
decision. The modifications to Rule 16.1(a) conform the rule to recent statutory
amendments to Section 1731, subds. (d) and (e), which set forth a 10-day deadline for
specified matters.

21. Petition for Modification (Rule 16.4(f))

Rule 16.4 sets forth the procedure for a person to file a petition for modification
requesting the Commission to make changes to an issued decision. Rule 16.4(e)
provides that if the petitioner was not a party to the proceeding in which the decision
proposed to be modified was issued, the petition must state specifically how the
petitioner is affected by the decision and why the petitioner did not participate in the
proceeding earlier. The modification to Rule 16.4(f) imposes a similar requirement on
persons who file responses to a petition for a modification.

22. Request for Award (Rule 17.3)
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Pursuant to Section 1801 ef seq., the Commission’s Intervenor Compensation Program
provides compensation for reasonable advocate’s fees, reasonable expert witness fees,
and other reasonable costs to public utility customers and eligible local government
entities for participation or intervention that leads to a substantial contribution in any
proceeding of the Commission. Section 1804(c) provides that a request for an award
may be filed within 60 days following the issuance of a final order or decision by the
Commission in the hearing or proceeding. Consistent with Section 1804(c), Rule 17.3
states: “[a] request for an award of compensation may be filed after the issuance of a
decision that resolves an issue on which the intervenor believes it made a substantial
contribution, but in no event later than 60 days after the issuance of the decision closing
the proceeding.”

In addition to awarding compensation for substantial contribution to a decision, the
Commission also awards compensation for substantial contribution to Commission

resolutions.’® Rule 17.3 is modified to clarify that the 60-day deadline also applies to
requests for an award related to Commission resolutions.

23. Statement of Confidentiality Form (Rule 18.1)

Rule 18.1 provides sample forms for applications, complaints, answers, and certificates
of service. The addition to Rule 18.1 provides a sample form for the Statement of
Confidentiality authorized by Rule 11.4(c). Based on comments on the originally
proposed modifications, revisions to the form were made to make it more generic to all
delegated application types.

24. Correction of References and Typographical and Semantical Errors

We modify Rules 3.7(c), 5.1, 6.2, 6.3(c), 9.2, 9.3, and 16.1(b) to correct references or
typographical and semantical errors.

NOTICE OF PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS

Notice of these modifications, and comment on them, are governed by Government
Code §§ 11346.4 and 11351, and California Code of Regulations, Title 1, §§ 1-120. Notice
of these modifications as originally proposed was published in the California
Regulatory Notice Register on October 10, 2025. In addition, on October 10, 2025, the
draft resolution containing the proposed modifications was electronically mailed to all

10 See, e.g., D.23-08-039; D.23-05-032; D.22-08-022.
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persons on the service list maintained by the Commission for this purpose.
On April 20, 2026 the revised draft resolution addressing the comments and containing

modifications to the originally proposed revisions was electronically mailed to the same
service list.

COMMENTS

Comments on the originally proposed modifications were received on November 5,
2025 from: the Association of Bay Area Governments for the Bay Area Regional Energy
Network program, the County of Ventura for the Tri-County Regional Energy Network
program, and San Diego Community Power for the San Diego Regional Energy
Network program (collectively, Joint RENs); and on November 24, 2025 from:
California Water Association (CWA); Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E);
Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas) and San Diego Gas & Electric Company
(SDG&E); San Diego Community Power and Clean Energy Alliance (collectively, SD
CCAs); and Southern California Edison Company (SCE).

1. Joint RENs

The Joint RENs recommend Rule 2.2 be revised to exempt public entities and California
Native American tribes from the requirement to submit a copy of the entity’s
organizing documents and evidence of qualification to transact business in California
when submitting an application to the Commission. We decline to adopt this
modification because it is unnecessary. Rule 2.2 does not require an entity that is not a
business, such as a public entity or California Native American tribe, to submit evidence
of its qualification to transact business in California.

2. CWA

CWA recommends Rule 1.10(c) be modified to increase the limit on the size of a single
e-mail message and attachments that may be served from 3.5 MB to 10 MB. CWA
contends its proposed size limit reflects reasonable technological capabilities for e-mail
attachments today. We find this recommendation to be reasonable and technologically
teasible, and therefore, adopt it.
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CWA recommends Rule 1.13(b)(1)(ii)!! be revised to permit filings under seal that
exceed the 1.5 gigabyte limitation for electronic submissions to be filed by hard copy or
on archival DVD. We find this proposed revision to be unnecessary and decline to
adopt it. All filings that exceed the size limitation, whether filed under seal or not, must
be filed by hard copy.

CWA recommends Rules 3.2(c) and 13.1(b) be revised to update the methods for
providing notice of proposed rate increases and public participation hearings. These
recommendations are beyond the scope of the originally proposed revisions to the
Rules of Practice and Procedure, and therefore, we do not address them here.

CWA recommends Rule 13.7(f) be revised to permit prepared testimony served
concurrently with a new application to be uploaded to the Commission’s supporting
documents e-filing system within a reasonable time once a proceeding number is
assigned. Rule 13.7(f) currently requires prepared testimony to be uploaded as
supporting documents on the same day it is served. CWA notes that it is not always
possible for prepared testimony included with a new application to be uploaded on the
same day it is served because a formal docket number is required and it may take the
docket office a few days to accept the application and assign a docket number. CWA is
correct that testimony may not be uploaded to supporting documents without a docket
number and that a docket number may not be assigned immediately. We find
reasonable and adopt CWA’s recommended modification to address this issue.

CWA recommends the following revisions to Rule 13.8(c): (1) require the declaration to
state that the prepared testimony is true and correct to the best of such person’s
knowledge (rather than just declaring it is true and correct), and (2) not require a
declaration if such a declaration was previously included as an attachment to the
prepared testimony.

We find the first proposed revision to Rule 13.8(c) to be unnecessary and decline to
adopt it. The language in the originally proposed rule is consistent with the language in
Rule 13.7 and court-required declarations.

We adopt CWA'’s second proposed revision to Rule 13.8(c). We agree that if the
declaration is attached to the prepared testimony, there is no need to require the party
to include it again when making a motion offering testimony into evidence.

11 CWA refers to Rule 1.13(b)(2)(ii) but the language CWA cites is from Rule 1.13(b)(1)(ii).
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3. PG&E

PG&E notes that the proposed addition of new Rule 2.4(c) appears intended to conform
Rule 2.4 with General Order 131-E, which the Commission recently adopted in
D.25-01-055. In order to be consistent with General Order 131-E and broad party
support for flexibility, PG&E recommends modifications to the proposed rule to specify
that Energy Division staff may authorize a shorter period in writing for the pre-filing
consultation. PG&E is correct that the intent of proposed new Rule 2.4(c) is to conform
the rule to General Order 131-E. We adopt PG&E'’s proposed addition, as it is
consistent with General Order 131-E. In addition, consistent with General Order 131-E,
we revise the proposed rule to clarify that it applies to proposed energy infrastructure
projects and to make other non-substantive clarifying edits.

PG&E generally supports the proposed modification to Rule 14.3(b), which clarifies that
an appendix to comments on a proposed or alternate decision is limited to setting forth
proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law. PG&E recommends the Commission
modify Rule 14.3(b) to also permit proposed changes to ordering paragraphs. We adopt
PG&E'’s recommendation. This revision will aid decisionmakers” understanding of the
specific changes the commenter is requesting and we see no reason to treat proposed
ordering paragraphs differently than proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law.

4. SoCalGas and SDG&E

SoCalGas and SDG&E support inclusion in the Commission’s Rules of statutory
revisions to the Commission’s ex parte requirements. SoCalGas and SDG&E
recommend proposed Rule 8.2(c)(4) be revised to include the detailed provisions of
Section 1701.9. We find the proposed revision to be unnecessary and decline to adopt it.
The text of Section 1701.9 is readily available and it is unnecessary to duplicate what is
set forth in the statute.

SoCalGas and SDG&E recommend Rule 14.3(b) be modified to permit an appendix to
comments on a proposed or alternate decision to also set forth recommended changes
to the ordering paragraphs and discussion sections. We adopt the proposed revision as
to the ordering paragraphs for the reasons stated above in response to PG&E's
comments. We decline to adopt the proposed revision as to the discussion sections
because the proposed revision is overly broad and would render meaningless the page
limit for comments set forth in the rule.

5. SD CCAs
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The SD CCAs recommend the Commission revise proposed Rule 11.4(c) to: (1) define
“presumptively confidential information” to ensure complete clarity on the types of
information eligible for protection under a statement of confidentiality, and (2) clarify
the process by which parties may respond to or challenge statements of confidentiality.

We decline to adopt SD CCAs’ proposed language for its first recommendation.
However, in response to SD CCAs’ questions regarding the applicability of the new
rule, we clarify that the intent of new Rule 11.4(c) is to streamline and make more
efficient the procedure for handling confidential filings in applications delegated to a
Commission examiner for review.!? These applications generally involve a simplified
registration or certification process, are uncontested, and do not have an administrative
law judge assigned. Currently, if a motion for confidential treatment is filed in such an
application, an administrative law judge must be assigned to rule on the motion. We do
not find the assignment of an administrative law judge to be warranted solely to rule on
a confidentiality motion, where the subject of the motion is information the Commission
has presumptively designated as confidential. The statement of confidentiality in lieu
of the motion to file under seal will enable staff to continue processing the application,
with the Commission making a final determination as to confidentiality in the decision
addressing the application. We revise new Rule 11.4(c) to clarify that it applies only to
applications delegated to a Commission examiner for review. We do not find it
necessary to create an additional process for other applications, since there is already an
administrative law judge assigned to these proceedings who may rule on a motion to
tile under seal.

We adopt the SD CCAs’ second recommendation. Since the information is only
presumptively confidential, parties should have an opportunity to challenge the
confidentiality designation.

6. SCE

In order to be consistent with new GO 131-E, Section VII.C.1., SCE recommends
modification to new Rule 2.4(c) to specify that Energy Division staff may authorize a
shorter period in writing for the pre-filing consultation required by the rule. For the
reasons stated above in response to PG&E’s comments, we adopt this recommendation.

12 See, e.g., D.15-05-029 (delegating passenger stage corporation certificate applications);
D.97-06-107, as modified by D.97-08-050, D.97-09-035, D.10-09-017, D.11-09-026, D.14-11-004,
and D.24-11-003 (delegating Section 1013 telephone company registrations).
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SCE agrees with the modifications to Rules 9.3, 9.4, and 9.5, which clarify that the
declaration required under Rule 9.2 is not required for a motion under those rules. SCE
additionally recommends that Rule 9.2 be modified to provide that a motion for
reassignment on peremptory challenge may also be made in a catastrophic wildfire
proceeding. SCE notes that Rule 9.2 only explicitly provides for such a motion in
adjudicatory and ratesetting proceedings and that SCE is unaware of any reason why
catastrophic wildfire proceedings should be treated differently.

We decline to adopt SCE’s recommended change to Rule 9.2. Unlike in adjudicatory
and ratesetting proceedings, there is no statutory right to a peremptory challenge in a
catastrophic wildfire or quasi-legislative proceeding. (§ 1701.2(c) (adjudicatory cases); §
1701.3(g) (ratesetting cases); cf. § 1701.8(b) (procedures for catastrophic wildfire
proceedings); § 1701.4 (procedures for quasi-legislative proceedings).) Catastrophic
wildfire proceedings have expedited procedural requirements at the start of the
proceeding and allowing for peremptory challenge would impede the Commission’s
ability to meet these requirements. (See § 1701.8(b).) Pursuant to Rules 9.4 and 9.5,
parties have the opportunity in all proceedings, including in catastrophic wildfire
proceedings, to file a motion to disqualify an assighed Commissioner or Administrative
Law Judge for cause.

SCE generally agrees with the modification to Rule 14.3(b), which limits the appendix to
comments on proposed or alternate decisions to proposed findings of fact and
conclusions of law. SCE recommends the rule also be modified to permit the appendix
to set forth proposed changes to the ordering paragraphs. SCE notes this is common
practice today and can be useful to the Commission if it is inclined to make changes in
response to stakeholders” comments. We adopt the proposed revision for the reasons
stated above in response to PG&E’s comments.

IT IS RESOLVED that:

1. The modifications to the Rules of Practice and Procedure, as shown in the attached
Appendix A, are adopted.

2. The Chief Administrative Law Judge shall take all appropriate steps to submit the
newly adopted rules to the Office of Administrative Law pursuant to Public Utilities
Code Section 311(h) for purposes of approval and printing them in the California
Code of Regulations, thereby giving them effect.
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This resolution is effective today.

I certify that this resolution was adopted by the Public Utilities Commission at its

regular meeting on the following Commissioners approving it:
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APPENDIX A

PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS TO RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE

The originally proposed insertions and deletions to the current Rules of Practice and
Procedure are shown in underline and strikethreugh, respectively. The revised
insertions and deletions are shown in double underline and deublestrikethreugh,
respectively. (Double underline and double strlkethrough supersede any co- existing
single underline or single strikethrough, i.e., si
indicates that the originally proposed insertion is now deleted, and deuble

underline/single strilkethrough indicates that the originally proposed deletion is now re-

inserted.)

A-1
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1.7. (Rule 1.7) Scope of Filing.

(a) Separate documents must be used to address unrelated subjects
or to ask the Commission or the Administrative Law Judge to take
essentially different types of action (e.g., a document entitled
"Complaint and Motion to File Under Seal" would be improper; two
separate documents must be used for the complaint and for the
motion). Motions that seek leave to file another document (e.g., to
accept a later filing or to file a document under seal) shall be tendered
concurrently and separately with the document that is the subject of
the motion.

(b) Except as otherwise required or permitted by these Rules or the
Commission's decisions, general orders, or resolutions, prepared
testimony_and other evidentiary exhibits shall not be filed or tendered
to the Docket Office. If prepared testimony or other evidentiary exhibit
is issued in support of a filing at the time the filing is made, it shall be
served (i) on the service list together with the filing, and (ii) on the
Administrative Law Judge or, if none is yet assigned, on the Chief
Administrative Law Judge.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Section 1701, Public Utilities Code.

1.10. (Rule 1.10) Electronic Mail Service.

(@) By providing an electronic mail (e-mail) address for the official
service list in a proceeding, a person consents to e-mail service of
documents in the proceeding, and may use e-mail to serve documents
on persons who have provided an e-mail address for the official service
list in the proceeding.

(b) Documents served by e-mail need not be otherwise served on
persons who appear in the "Information Only" category of the official
service list and have not provided an e-mail address for the official
service list. Nothing in this rule excuses persons from serving copies of
documents on persons who appear in the "Parties" and-"State-Service"
categoryies of the official service list and have not provided an e-mail
address for the official service list.

(c) E-mail service shall be made by sending the document, a link to
the filed version of the document, or the Notice of Availability (see
Rule 1.9(c)), as an attachment to an e-mail message to all e-mail
addresses shown on the official service list on the date of service.
Documents must be in readable, downloadable, printable, and
searchable formats, unless use of such formats is infeasible. The
subject line of the e-mail message must include in the following order
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(1) the docket number of the proceeding, (2) a brief name of the
proceeding, and (3) a brief identification of the document to be served,
including the name of the serving person. The text of the e-mail
message must identify the electronic format of the document (e.g.,
PDF, Excel), whether the e-mail message is one of multiple e-mail
messages transmitting the document or documents to be served and,
if so, how many e-mails, and the name, telephone number, e-mail
address, and facsimile transmission number of the person to whom
problems with receipt of the document to be served should be
directed. The total size of a single e-mail message and all documents
attached to it may not exceed 3510 megabytes.

(ed) The Commission may serve any document in a proceeding by e-
mail service, and/or by making it available at a particular URL, unless
doing so would be contrary to state or federal law._It is the
responsibility of each person on the service list who has consented to
e-mail service in the proceeding to ensure his or her ability to receive
e-mails from the Commission.

(fe) Nothing in this rule alters any of the rules governing filing of
documents with the Commission.

(gf) The assigned Commissioner or Administrative Law Judge may
issue any order consistent with these rules to govern e-mail service in
a particular proceeding.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code; and
Section 2, Article XII, California Constitution. Reference: Section
311.5, Public Utilities Code; and Section 11104.5, Government Code.

1.13. (Rule 1.13) Tendering of Document for Filing.

Documents may be tendered for filing in hard copy or electronically, as
follows, except that a utility whose gross intrastate revenues, as
reported in the utility's most recent annual report to the Commission,
exceed $10 million shall electronically file all documents unless
otherwise prohibited or excused by these rules:

(a) Hard copy:
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(1) Documents must be tendered for filing at the Commission's
Docket Office at the State Building, 505 Van Ness Avenue, San
Francisco, California 94102. All documents tendered by mail must
be addressed to the Commission's Docket Office in San Francisco.

(2) Except for Proponent’s Environmental Assessments (see Rule
2.4(b)) and complaints (see Article 4), an original and six exact
copies of the document (including any attachments but not
including the transmittal letter, if any) shall be tendered. After
assignment of the proceeding to an Administrative Law Judge, an
original and three copies of the document shall be tendered.

In lieu of the original, one additional copy of the document may be
tendered. If a copy is tendered instead of the original, the person
tendering the document must retain the original, and produce it at
the Administrative Law Judge's request, until the Commission's final
decision in the proceeding is no longer subject to judicial review.

(b) Electronic:

(1) Documents must be transmitted to the Docket Office using the
Electronic Filing System on the Commission's website at
http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/efiling.

(i) Documents must be transmitted in PDF Archive format
(PDF/A). This PDF document must be searchable unless creation
of a searchable document is infeasible.

(ii) A single transmission may not exceed 1.5 gigabytes in size.
Documents tendered in a transmission that exceeds this limit
shall not be filed electronically.

(iii) The certificate of service must be transmitted with the
document as a separate attachment.

(2) Electronically tendered documents may bewil-not-be filed under
seal —Deew%en%s-whmh-a-pe#sen-seeks-tea#e-te-ﬁie—wqdepsea—@we

(3) A Notice of Acknowledgment of Receipt of the document is
immediately available to the person tendering the document
confirming the date and time of receipt of the document by the
Docket Office for review. In the absence of a Notice of
Acknowledgment of Receipt, it is the responsibility of the person
tendering the document to obtain confirmation that the Docket
Office received it.


http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/efiling
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(4) The Docket Office shall deem the electronic filing system to be

subject to a technical failure on a given day if it is unable to accept
filings continuously or intermittently over the course of any period

of time greater than one hour after 12:00 noon that day, in which

case filings due that day shall be deemed filed that day if they are

filed the next day the system is able to accept filings.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code; and
Section 2, Article XII, California Constitution. Reference: Section 1701,
Public Utilities Code.

1.15. (Rule 1.15) Computation of Time for Performance of an Act.

When a statute or Commission decision, rule, order, or ruling sets a
time limit for performance of an act, the time is computed by
excluding the first day (i.e., the day of the act or event from which the
designated time begins to run) and including the last day. If the last
day falls on a Saturday, Sunday, holiday or other day when the
Commission offices are closed, the time limit is extended to include the
first day thereafter. If an act occurs after 5:00 p.m., it is deemed as
having been performed on the next day.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code; and
Section 2, Article XII, California Constitution. Reference: Section 12,
Code of Civil Procedure.

1.16. (Rule 1.16) Filing Fees.

Filing fees required by the Public Utilities Code and Commission order
are set forth in the Table of Filing Fees at the end of the Rules. If the

fee in the table conflicts with the fee stated in the appropriate statute,
the statute prevails.

Filing fees shall be due at the time documents are filed utilizing the
method prescribed at the time of filing. for-decuments-tendered-by
RaFd hall be paid-by-che O -order-o edi E|-I+ng

[

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code; and
Section 2, Article XII, California Constitution. Reference: Sections
1001, 1007, 1008, 1036, 1904, 2754, 2756, 3902, 4006, 5136,
5371.1, 5373.1 and 5377.1, Public Utilities Code.

2.2. (Rule 2.2) Organization and Qualification to Transact Business.

All applicants other than natural persons shall submit with their
applications a copy of the entity's organizing documents and evidence
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of the applicant's qualification to transact business in California. If
current documentation has previously been filed with the Commission,
the application need only make specific reference to such filing._An
applicant that is a foreign corporation that does not transact business
in California, as defined in Corporations Code Section 191, need not
submit evidence of the applicant’s qualification to transact business in
California.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Sections 167, 171, 191 and 2105-15010.5, Corporations Code.

2.4. (Rule 2.4) CEQA Compliance.

(@) Applications for authority to undertake any projects that are
subject to the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, Public
Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq. (CEQA) and the guidelines for
implementation of CEQA, California Code of Regulations, Title 14,
Sections 15000 et seq., shall be consistent with these codes and this
rule.

(b) Any application for authority to undertake a project that is not
statutorily or categorically exempt from CEQA requirements shall
include a Proponent's Environmental Assessment (PEA). The PEA shall
include all information and studies required under the Commission's
Information and Criteria List adopted pursuant to Chapter 1200 of the
Statutes of 1977 (Government Code Sections 65940 through 65942),
which is published on the Commission's Internet website. If the
proposed project is an energy infrastructure project, the applicant shall
prepare the PEA in accordance with the Guidelines for Energy Project
Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-filing and Proponent's
Environmental Assessments (Version 1.0, November 2019) which is
published on the Commission’s Internet website and is hereby
incorporated by reference, or any successor guidelines adopted by the
Commission pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 1002.4.

(c) If the proposed project is an energy infrastructure project, aA draft
version of an initial study, Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative
Declaration, Environmental Impact Report, Addendum, or analysis of
applicability of an exemption from CEQA may be submitted as a
substitute for a PEA provided that: (1) the applicant enrgages-in
initiates a pre-filing consultation with the Commission’s Energy
Division not later than six (6) months prior to the filing of the
application unless Energy Division staff authorize a shorter period in
writing, and (2) the applicant provides Energy Division with the draft
versions of the documents for review during the pre-filing period.

(ed) Any application for authority to undertake a project that is
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statutorily or categorically exempt from CEQA requirements shall so
state, with citation to the relevant authority.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Sections 1002.4 and 1701, Public Utilities Code.

3.7. (Rule 3.7) Public Road Across Railroad.

Applications to construct a public road, highway, or street across a
railroad must be made by the municipal, county, state, or other
governmental authority which proposes the construction. Such
applications shall be served on the affected railroad corporations, and
shall contain the following information:

(a) The rail milepost and either a legal description of the location of
the proposed crossing or a location description using a coordinate
system that has accuracy comparable to a legal description.

(b) Crossing identification numbers of the nearest existing public
crossing on each side of the proposed crossing. (Numbers may be
obtained from the crossing sign at the crossing, or from the office of
the railroad.)

(c) If the proposed crossing is at-grade,

(1) a statement showing the public need to be served by the
proposed crossing;

(2) a statement showing why a separation of grades is not
practicable; and

(3) a statement showing the signs, signals, or other crossing
warning devisesdevices which applicant recommends be provided at
the proposed crossing.

(d) A map of suitable scale (50 to 200 feet per inch) showing accurate
locations of all streets, roads, property lines, tracks, buildings,
structures or other obstructions to view for a distance of at least 400
feet along the railroad and 200 feet along the highway in each
direction from the proposed crossing. Such map shall show the
character of surface or pavement and width of same, either existing or
proposed, on the street or road adjacent to the proposed crossing and
on each side thereof.

(e) A map of suitable scale (1,000 to 3,000 feet per inch) showing the
relation of the proposed crossing to existing roads and railroads in the
general vicinity of the proposed crossing.
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(f) A profile showing the ground line and grade line and rate of grades
of approach on all highways and railroads affected by the proposed
crossing.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Sections 1201, 1201.1 and 1202, Public Utilities Code.

4.1. (Rule 4.1) Who May Complain.

(a) A complaint may be filed by:

(1) any corporation or person, chamber of commerce, board of
trade, labor organization, or any civic, commercial, mercantile,
traffic, agricultural or manufacturing association or organization, or
any body politic or municipal corporation, setting forth any act or
thing done or omitted to be done by any public utility including any
rule or charge heretofore established or fixed by or for any public
utility, in violation, or claimed to be in violation, of any provision of
law or of any order or rule of the Commission; or

(2) any local government, alleging that a holder of a state franchise
to construct and operate video service pursuant to Public Utilities
Code Section 5800 et seq. is in violation of Section 5890; or

(3) a public utility that offers competitive services, for a finding by
the Commission that condemnation of a property for the purpose of
competing with another entity in the offering of those competitive
services would serve the public interest, pursuant to Public Utilities
Code Section 625.; or

(4) former or current tenants of a mobilehome park, for a finding
that the rates charged by the mobilehome park for water service
are not just and reasonable or that the water service provided by
the mobilehome park is inadequate, pursuant to Public Utilities
Code Section 2705.6.

(5) tenants of a mobilehome park, apartment building, or similar
residential complex, alleging that a master-meter customer
providing gas or electrical service, or both, is in violation of Public
Utilities Code Section 739.5.

(b) No complaint shall be entertained by the Commission, except upon
its own motion, as to the reasonableness of any rates or charges of
any gas, electrical, water, or telephone corporation, unless it be signed
by the mayor or the president or chairman of the board of trustees or
a majority of the council, commission, or other legislative body of the
city or city and county within which the alleged violation occurred, or
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by not less than 25 actual or prospective consumers or purchasers of
such gas, electric, water, or telephone service.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1702, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Sections 625, 739.5, 1702, 2705.6 and 5890(g), Public Utilities Code.

5.1. (Rule 5.1) Investigations.

The Commission may at any time institute investigations on its own
motion. Orders instituting investigation shall indicate the nature of the
matters to be investigated.

Investigations directed at specific utilities or regulated entities will be
served on them. However, investigations affecting as a class railroads,
pipelines, passenger stage corporations, charter-party carriers, or
vessels may only be noticed on the Daily Calendar.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code; and
Section 2, Article XII, California Constitution. Reference: Sections 701,
703, 705, 728, 728.5, 729,_and 730, 3502, 3541, 5102 and- 5112,
Public Utilities Code.

6.2. (Rule 6.2) Comments.

Any person filing comments on an order instituting rulemaking shall
state any objections to the preliminary scoping memo regarding the
category, need for hearing, issues to be considered, or schedule. Any
recommended changes to the proposed schedule shall be consistent
with the proposed category, including a deadline for resolving the
proceeding within 18 months or less (ratesetting or quasi-legislative
proceeding).

All comments which contain factual assertions shall be verified.
Unverified factual assertions will be given only the weight of argument.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Sections 1701.1, 1701.5 Public Utilities Code.

6.3. (Rule 6.3) Petition for Rulemaking.

(@) Pursuant to this rule, any person may petition the Commission
under Public Utilities Code Section 1708.5 to adopt, amend, or repeal a
regulation. The proposed regulation must apply to an entire class of
entities or activities over which the Commission has jurisdiction and
must apply to future conduct.

(b) Form and Content. A petition must concisely state the justification
for the requested relief, and if adoption or amendment of a regulation
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is sought, the petition must include specific proposed wording for that
regulation. In addition, a petition must state whether the issues raised
in the petition have, to the petitioner's knowledge, ever been litigated
before the Commission, and if so, when and how the Commission
resolved the issues, including the name and case number of the
proceeding (if known). A petition that contains factual assertions must
be verified. Unverified-factual-assertions-will- be-given-only-the weight
of argument.-—The caption of a petition must contain the following
wording: "Petition to adopt, amend, or repeal a regulation pursuant to
Pub. Util. Code § 1708.5."

(c) Service and Filing. Petitions must be served upon_the Executive
Director, Chief Administrative Law Judge, Director of the appropriate
industry division, and Public Advisor. Prior to filing, petitioners must
consult with the Public Advisor to identify any additional persons upon
whom to serve the petition. If a petition would result in the
modification of a prior Commission order or decision, then the petition
must also be served on all parties to the proceeding or proceedings in
which the decision that would be modified was issued. The assigned
Administrative Law Judge may direct the petitioner to serve the
petition on additional persons.

(d) Responses and Replies. Responses to a petition must be filed and
served-on-al-persons-who-were-served-with-the-petition-within 30 days
of the date_the notice of the filing of that-the petition_first appears in
the Daily Calendarwas-served, unless the assigned Administrative Law
Judge sets a different date. The petitioner and any other person may
reply to responses to the petition. Replies must be filed and-served
within 10 days of the last day for filing responses, unless the
Administrative Law Judge sets a different date.

(e) The requirements of Article 8 regarding communications with
decisionmakers and Commissioners' advisors do not apply to petitions
for rulemaking.

(f) The Commission will not entertain a petition for rulemaking on an

issue that the Commission has acted on or decided not to act on within
the preceding 12 months.

Note: Authority cited: Sections 1701 and 1708.5, Public Utilities
Code. Reference: Section 1708.5, Public Utilities Code.

8.1. (Rule 8.1) Definitions.

For purposes of this Article, the following definitions apply:
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(a) "Decisionmaker" means any Commissioner, the Chief
Administrative Law Judge, any Assistant Chief Administrative Law
Judge, the policy or legal advisory staff assigned to a Commissioner’s
office, the assighed Administrative Law Judge, or the Law and Motion
Administrative Law Judge.

(b) "Ex parte communication"” means a written communication
(including a communication by letter or electronic medium) or oral
communication (including a communication by telephone or in person)
that:

(1) concerns any issue in a formal proceeding, other than
procedural matters,

(2) takes place between an interested person and a decisionmaker,
whether from the interested person to the decisionmaker or from
the decisionmaker to the interested person or a combination
thereof, and

(3) does not occur in a public hearing, workshop, or other public
forum, that has been noticed to the official service list or on the
record of the proceeding, or does not occur in a public hearing of
the California Legislature.

“Ex parte communications” include communications that are one-way
from a decisionmaker to an interested person, except as provided in
Rule 8.3(b).

(c) "Interested person" means any of the following:

(1) any party to the proceeding or the agents or employees of any
party, including persons receiving consideration to represent any of
them;

(2) any person with a financial interest in a matter at issue before
the Commission, or such person's agents or employees, including
persons receiving consideration to represent such a person;

(3) a representative acting on behalf of any formally organized
civic, environmental, neighborhood, business, labor, trade, or
similar organization who intends to influence the decision of a
Commission member on a matter before the Commission, even if
that association is not a party to the proceeding; or

(4) a person involved in issuing credit ratings or advising entities or
persons who invest in shares or operations of any party to a
proceeding.
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(d) “Party” includes any Commission staff assigned to a proceeding in
an advocacy capacity.

(e) "Procedural matter" means:

(1) an inquiry regarding the proceeding schedule, location or format
of a hearing or other event in the proceeding, general Commission
practice, or the requirements of the Rules of Practice and
Procedure, provided that the person making the inquiry reasonably
believes that the subject of the inquiry is not in controversy;

(2) a discussion of issues related to submission, filing or service of
a document;

(3) a request for a specific procedural action, so long as the parties
are included in the communication; or

(4) an inquiry pertaining to the forms and requirements for filing an
intervenor compensation notice of intent or request for
compensation.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Sections 1701 and 1701.1, Public Utilities Code.

8.2. (Rule 8.2) Ex Parte Requirements.

(a) In any quasi-legislative proceeding, ex parte communications are
allowed without restriction or reporting requirement.

(b) In any adjudicatory proceeding, ex parte communications and
communications concerning procedural matters between interested
persons and decisionmakers other than the assigned Administrative
Law Judge are prohibited.

(c) In any ratesetting, er-catastrophic wildfire proceeding,_or on any
pending intervenor compensation claim, ex parte communications are
permitted if consistent with the following requirements:

(1) All-party meetings:

(A) Oral ex parte communications are permitted at any time with
a Commissioner provided that the Commissioner involved (i)
invites all parties to attend the meeting or sets up a conference
call in which all parties may participate, and (ii) gives notice of
this meeting or call as soon as possible, but no less than three
working days before the meeting or call.
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(B) Oral ex parte communications at all-party meetings are not
subject to the reporting requirements set forth in Rule 8.4.

(2) Individual oral ex parte communications:

(A) If a decisionmaker, other than the policy or legal advisory
staff assigned to a Commissioner’s office, grants an ex parte
communication meeting or call to any interested person
individually or to a group of interested persons outside of an all-
party meeting, all other parties shall be granted an individual
meeting of a substantially equal period of time with that
decisionmaker.

(B) If a decisionmaker grants an ex parte communication
meeting or call to any interested person individually or to a
group of interested persons outside of an all-party meeting, the
interested person requesting the initial individual meeting shall
notify the parties that its request has been granted, and shall file
this notification, at least three working days before the meeting
or call. A single notification on behalf of a group of interested
person will suffice.

(C) Individual oral ex parte communications are not permitted
during the three working days before the Commission’s
scheduled vote on the decision in the proceeding and extending
until after the Commission’s voting meeting concludes.

(D) Individual oral ex parte communications are subject to the
reporting requirements set forth in Rule 8.4.

(3) Written ex parte communications:

(A) Written ex parte communications are permitted provided
that the interested person making the communication serves
copies of the communication on all parties on the same day the
communication is sent to a decisionmaker.

(B) Written ex parte communications permissible under Rule
8.2(c)(3)(A) are not subject to the reporting requirements set
forth in Rule 8.4.

(4) No oral or written ex parte communications may occur during
any “quiet period” established pursuant to Public Utilities Code

Sections 1701 3 {6 A and 17019 (6){(P)1701.9(b), unless
otherwise permitted by Public Utilities Code Section 1701.9(d).

(d) Notwithstanding subsections (a) and (c) of this rule, the assigned
Commissioner may issue a ruling to restrict or prohibit ex parte
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communications in a quasi-legislative, ratesetting, er catastrophic
wildfire proceeding, or on any pending intervenor compensation claim,
or to require reporting of ex parte communications in a quasi-
legislative proceeding.

(e) Ex parte communications concerning categorization of a given
proceeding are permitted, but must be reported pursuant to Rule 8.3.

(f) Ex parte communications regarding the assignment of a proceeding
to a particular Commissioner or Administrative Law Judge, or
reassignment of a proceeding to another Commissioner or
Administrative Law Judge, are prohibited.

(g) Ex parte communications that are one-way from a decisionmaker
to an interested person are banned.

(h) If a prohibited communication occurs, the interested person shall
report it pursuant to Rule 8.4.

(i) The requirements of this rule, and any reporting requirements
under Rule 8.4, shall apply until (1) the date when the Commission
serves the decision finally resolving any application for rehearing, or
(2) where the period to apply for rehearing has expired and no
application for rehearing has been filed.

(j) Upon the filing of a petition for modification, the requirements of
this rule, and any reporting requirements under Rule 8.4, that applied
to the proceeding in which the decision that would be modified was
issued shall apply until and unless a scoping memo has issued
determining that a different category shall apply.

(k) Where a proceeding is remanded to the Commission by a court or
where the Commission re-opens a proceeding, the requirements of this
rule and any reporting requirements under Rule 8.4 that previously
applied to the proceeding shall apply until and unless a Commission
order or a scoping memo has issued determining that a different
category shall apply.

(I) When the Commission determines that there has been a violation of
this rule or of Rule 8.3, the Commission may impose penalties and
sanctions, or make any other order, including but not limited to:

(i) penalty of from $500 up to $50,000 for each offense, except
that, if the person or entity that committed the violation may obtain
financial benefits that exceed this maximum penalty, the
Commission may impose a penalty up to the amount of those
benefits. If the violation consists of engaging in a prohibited ex

-14 -



Resolution ALJ-485 ALJ/ZK1/sgu DRAFT (Rev. 1)

parte communication, each day that the violation is not disclosed to
the Commission and to parties to the proceeding is a separate
violation.

(ii) adverse consequences in the subject proceeding or in other
Commission proceedings.

In determining the appropriate penalties or sanctions, the Commission
shall consider (i) the harm caused by virtue of the violation, (ii) the
person’s or entity’s conduct in preventing, detecting, correcting,
disclosing, and rectifying the violation, (iii) the amount of penalty that
will achieve the objective of deterrence based on the person’s or
entity’s financial resources, (iv) penalties or sanctions that the
Commission has imposed under reasonably comparable factual
circumstances, and (v) the totality of circumstances from the
perspective of the public interest.

(m) The Commission shall render its decision based on the evidence of
record. Ex parte communications, and any notice filed pursuant to Rule
8.3, are not a part of the evidentiary record of the proceeding.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Sections 1701, 1701.1, 1701.2, 1701.3, and-1701.4, 1701.8, and
1801 et seq., Public Utilities Code.

9.2. (Rule 9.2) Motion for Reassignment on Peremptory Challenge.

(@) A party to a proceeding preliminarily or finally determined to be
adjudicatory may file a motion, once only, for automatic reassignment
of that proceeding to another Administrative Law Judge in accordance
with the provisions of this subsection. The motion shall be filed and
served on all parties, and on the Chief Administrative Law Judge and
the President of the Commission. The motion shall be supported by
declaration under penalty of perjury (or affidavit by an out-of-state
person) in substantially the following form:

, [declares under penalty of perjury:] That [s]he is
[a party] [attorney for a party] to the above-captioned adjudicatory
proceeding. That [declarant] believes that [s]he cannot have a [fair]
[expeditious] hearing before Administrative Law Judge [to whom the
proceeding is assigned]. That declarant [or the party declarant
represents] has not filed, pursuant to Rule 9.2, any prior motion for
reassignment on peremptory challenge in the proceeding. Dated

, at , California.
[Signature]
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Where there is more than one complainant or similar party, or more
than one defendant or similar party, only one peremptory challenge for
each side may be made, and the declaration shall include a showing
that either (1) no previous peremptory challenge has been filed in the
proceeding, or (2) the interests of the moving party are substantially
adverse to those of any party who previously moved for reassignment
under this rule.

(b) A party to a proceeding preliminarily or finally determined to be
ratesetting, or a person filing a concurrent motion to become a party
under Rule 1.4(a)(4), may file a motion, once only, for reassignment
of that proceeding to another Administrative Law Judge in accordance
with the provisions of this subsection; however, no more than two
reassignments pursuant to this subsection shall be permitted in the
same proceeding. The motion shall be filed and served as provided in
subsection (a) of this rule, and shall be supported by a declaration
similar in form and substance to that set forth in subsection (a) of this
rule.

(c) Any motion filed pursuant to this rule shall be filed no later than 10
days after the date of the notice of the assignment or ruling, if any, on
reassignment.

(d) The Chief Administrative Law Judge shall issue either a ruling
reassigning the proceeding to another Administrative Law Judge or, in
consultation with the President of the Commission, a ruling explaining
why the motion is not proper under this rule.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Sections 1701.2_and 1701.3, Public Utilities Code.

9.3. (Rule 9.3) Motion for Reassignment for Prior Service.

(a) Irrespective of the limits in Rule 9.2 on number of motions for
reassignment, a party may move for reassignment in any adjudicatory
proceeding or ratesetting proceeding in which the assigned
Administrative Law Judge (1) has, within the previous 12 months,
served in any capacity in an advocacy position at the Commission or
been employed by a regulated public utility, or (2) has been a party or
served in a representative capacity in the proceeding.

(b) A motion under this subsection shall be supported by declaration
under penalty of perjury (or affidavit by an out-of-state person)
setting forth the factual basis for the motion, and shall be filed and
served_on all parties, and on the Chief Administrative Law Judge and

the President of the Commission as-provided-in-Rule 9.2(a).
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(c) Any motion filed pursuant to this rule shall be filed no later than 10
days after the date of the notice of the assignment.

(d) The Chief Administrative Law Judge shall issue either a ruling
reassigning the proceeding to another Administrative Law Judge or, in
consultation with the President of the Commission, a ruling explaining
the basis for denial of the motion.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Sections 1701.2_and 1701.3, Public Utilities Code.

9.4. (Rule 9.4) Motion for Disqualification of Administrative Law Judge
for Cause.

(a) A party may move in any proceeding to disqualify the assigned
Administrative Law Judge for having:

(1) a financial interest in the subject matter in a proceeding or in a
party to the proceeding.

(2) bias or prejudice in the proceeding. In a ratesetting or
adjudicatory proceeding, bias or prejudice may include either of the
following:

(A) Actions taken during the proceeding that demonstrate bias
or prejudice.

(B) Actions taken outside the public record of a proceeding
demonstrating any commitment to provide relief to a party.

(b) A motion filed pursuant to this rule shall be supported by a
declaration under penalty of perjury (or affidavit by an out-of-state
person) setting forth the factual basis for the motion, and shall be filed
and served_on all parties, and on the Chief Administrative Law Judge

and the President of the Commission-asprovided-in Rule 9. 2(a).

(c) A motion filed pursuant to this rule shall be filed at the earliest
practicable opportunity and in any event no later than 10 days after
the date the party discovered or should have discovered facts set forth
in the declaration filed pursuant to this rule.

(d) The Chief Administrative Law Judge, in consultation with the
President of the Commission, shall rule on any motion to disqualify the
assigned Administrative Law Judge. The assigned Administrative Law
Judge shall not rule on the motion.
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Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Sections 309.6, 1701, 1701.2, and 1701.3, Public Utilities Code.

9.5. (Rule 9.5) Motion for Disqualification of Commissioner for Cause.

(a) A party may move in any proceeding to disqualify a Commissioner
for having a financial interest in the subject matter in a proceeding or
in a party to the proceeding, or for having bias or prejudice in the
proceeding.

(1) In a ratesetting or adjudicatory proceeding, bias or prejudice
may include either of the following:

(A) Actions taken during the proceeding that demonstrate bias
or prejudice.

(B) Actions taken outside the public record of a proceeding
demonstrating any commitment to provide relief to a party.

(b) A motion filed pursuant to this rule shall be supported by a
declaration under penalty of perjury (or affidavit by an out-of-state
person) setting forth the factual basis for the motion, and shall be filed
and served_on all parties, and on the Chief Administrative Law Judge

and the President of the Commission-as-provided-in-Rule-9-2(a).

(c) A motion filed pursuant to this rule shall be filed within 30 days
after the date the party discovered or should have discovered facts set
forth in the declaration filed pursuant to this rule.

(d) The Executive Director, in consultation with the General Counsel,
shall present a recommended resolution for a vote of the Commission.

(e) A Commissioner who is the subject of a motion for disqualification
may not vote on the Executive Director’s recommended resolution of
the motion.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Sections 309.6, 1701, 1701.2, and 1701.3, Public Utilities Code.

11.4. (Rule 11.4) Motion for Leave to File Under Seal, Statements of
Confidentiality in Lieu of Motion.

(a) A motion for leave to file under seal shall attach a proposed ruling
that clearly indicates the relief requested.
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(b) Responses to motions to file pleadings, or portions of pleading,
under seal shall be filed and served within 10 days of the date that the
motion was served.

(c) In an application proceeding before a Commission examiner, aA
statement of confidentiality may be filed in lieu of a motion for leave to
file under seal when the Commission has presumptively designated

eertainthe subject information or documents as confidential in a

decision.

(1) Statements of confidentiality shall be filed concurrent with the
filing of the subject document(s).

formal-decision—The statement of confidentiality shall identify the
Commission decision that designates the subject information as

presumptively confidential.

(3) Responses to statements of confidentiality shall be filed and
served within 10 days of the date the statement of confidentiality

was served.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Section 3, Article I, California Constitution; Section 1701, Public
Utilities Code; and Sections-6253-4—£925-005-—7927.605. 7922.000

et. seq., Government Code.
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13.7. (Rule 13.7) Exhibits.

(@) Exhibits and copies of exhibits shall be legible and either prepared
on paper not exceeding 8 2 x 13 inches in size, or folded to that
approximate size. Exhibits of two or more pages shall be bound or
stapled and, wherever practicable, the pages of each exhibit shall be
numbered. Exhibits that contain multiple chapters or attachments
shall include a table of contents. Rate comparisons and other figures
shall be set forth in tabular form. The top sheet of an exhibit must
have a blank space two inches high by four inches wide in the upper
right-hand corner to accommodate the Commission's exhibit stamp.

(b) When exhibits are offered in evidence, the original plus one copy
shall be furnished to the presiding officer and one copy to the reporter
and to each party, unless the presiding officer directs otherwise.

(c) Documentary exhibits shall be limited to those portions of the
document that are relevant and material to the proceeding.

(d) If relevant and material matter offered in evidence is embraced in
a document containing other matter, parties shall be afforded
opportunity to examine the document, and to offer in evidence other
portions thereof believed material and relevant.

(e) All documents that are prepared, directly or indirectly, by the party
offering them into evidence shall be certified under penalty of perjury
by the person preparing or in charge of preparing them as being true
and correct, unless the person preparing them is dead or has been
declared incompetent, in which case any other person having
knowledge of such statements of fact may certify such documents.

(f) Exhibits shall be submitted as “supporting documents” using the
Electronic Filing System on the Commission's website at
http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/efiling.

(i) Prepared testimony (see Rule 13.8) shall be submitted on the
same day as it is served or for prepared testimony served

concurrently with a new application, within a reasonable time once
a proceeding number is assigned.

(i) All other exhibits shall be submitted by no later than three
business days from the conclusion of evidentiary hearing.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Section 1701, Public Utilities Code.
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13.8. (Rule 13.8) Prepared Testimony.

(@) Prepared testimony may be offered in evidence as an exhibit in lieu
of oral testimony under direct examination, provided that copies shall
have been served upon all parties prior to hearing and pursuant to the
schedule adopted in the proceeding. Prepared testimony shall
constitute the entirety of the witness's direct testimony, and shall
include any exhibits to be offered in support of the testimony and, in
the case of an expert witness, a statement of the witness's
qualifications.

(b) Direct testimony in addition to the prepared testimony previously
served, other than the correction of minor typographical or wording
errors that do not alter the substance of the prepared testimony, will
not be accepted into evidence unless the sponsoring party shows good
cause why the additional testimony could not have been served with
the prepared testimony or should otherwise be admitted. Corrections
to minor typographical or wording errors in prepared testimony may
be offered in evidence as an exhibit in lieu of oral testimony under
direct examination.

(c) Prepared testimony and accompanying exhibits may be offered and
received into evidence without direct or cross examination absent
objection by any party. A motion offering prepared testimony and
accompanying exhibits into evidence without direct or cross
examination shall include a declaration under penalty of perjury by the
person preparing or in charge of preparing the prepared testimony as
being true and correct, unless the person preparing them is dead or
has been declared incompetent, in which case any other person having

knowledge of such statements of fact may certify such documents, or
such a declaration was included as an attachment to the prepared

testimony.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Section 1701, Public Utilities Code.

14.3. (Rule 14.3) Comments on Proposed or Alternate Decision.

(a) Parties may file comments on a proposed or alternate decision
within 20 days of the date of its service on the parties.

(b) Except in general rate cases, comments shall be limited to 15
pages in length. Comments in general rate cases shall not exceed 25
pages. Comments shall include a subject index listing the
recommended changes to the proposed or alternate decision, a table
of authorities, and an appendix limited to setting forth proposed
findings of fact, and conclusions of law, and ordering paragraphs. The
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subject index, table of authorities, and appendix do not count against
the page limit.

(c) Comments shall focus on factual, legal or technical errors in the
proposed or alternate decision and in citing such errors shall make
specific references to the record or applicable law. Comments which
fail to do so will be accorded no weight. Comments proposing specific
changes to the proposed or alternate decision shall include supporting
findings of fact and conclusions of law.

(d) Replies to comments may be filed within five days after the last
day for filing comments and shall be limited to identifying
misrepresentations of law, fact or condition of the record contained in
the comments of other parties. Replies shall not exceed five pages in
length.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code; and
Section 2, Article XII, California Constitution. Reference: Section
311(d), Public Utilities Code.

14.5. (Rule 14.5) Comment on Draft or Alternate Draft Resolution.

Any person may comment on a draft or alternate draft resolution by
serving (but not filing) comments on the Commission within 20 days of
the date of its mailing and publication on the Commission’s website
and in accordance with the instructions accompanying the draft or
alternate draft resolution netice._Comments shall be limited to 15
pages in length.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code; and
Section 2, Article XII, California Constitution. Reference: Sections 311
and 1701, Public Utilities Code.

14.6. (Rule 14.6) Reduction or Waiver of Review.

(a) In an unforeseen emergency situation, the Commission may
reduce or waive the period for public review and comment on

proposed decisions, draft resolutions, and their alternates. "Unforeseen
emergency situation"” means a matter that requires action or a decision
by the Commission more quickly than would be permitted if advance
publication were made on the regular meeting agenda. Examples
include, but are not limited to:

(1) Activities that severely impair or threaten to severely impair
public health or safety.

(2) Crippling disasters that severely impair public health or safety.
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(3) Administrative disciplinary matters, including, but not limited to,
consideration of proposed decisions and stipulations, and pending
litigation, that require immediate attention.

(4) Consideration of applications for licenses or certificates for
which a decision must be made in less than ten days.

(5) Consideration of proposed legislation that requires immediate
attention due to legislative action that may be taken before the
next regularly scheduled Commission meeting, or due to time
limitations imposed by law.

(6) Requests for relief based on extraordinary conditions in which
time is of the essence.

(7) Deadlines for Commission action imposed by legislative bodies,
courts, other administrative bodies or tribunals, the office of the
Governor, or a legislator.

(8) Unusual matters that cannot be disposed of by normal
procedures if the duties of the Commission are to be fulfilled.

A rate increase is not an unforeseen emergency situation.

(b) The Commission may reduce or waive the period for public review
and comment on proposed decisions and their alternates, where all the
parties so stipulate, and on draft resolutions and their alternates,
where all persons identified in subsection (1), (2), (3) or (4) of Rule
14.2(d) so stipulate.

(¢) In the following circumstances, the Commission may reduce or
waive the period for public review and comment on draft resolutions
and proposed decisions, and may reduce but not waive the period for
public review and comment on alternate draft resolutions and alternate
proposed decisions:

(1) in @ matter where temporary injunctive relief is under
consideration.

(2) in an uncontested matter where the decision grants the relief
requested.

(3) for a decision on a request for review of the presiding officer's
decision in an adjudicatory proceeding.

(4) for a decision extending the deadline for resolving adjudicatory
proceedings (Public Utilities Code Section 1701.2(i)),-er for
resolving the issues raised in the scoping memo in a ratesetting or
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quasi-legislative proceeding (Public Utilities Code Section 1701.5),
or for issuing a proposed decision in an application for recovery of
the cost of implementing an electrical corporation’s wildfire
mitigation plan (Public Utilities Code Section 8386.4(b)(2)).

(5) for a decision under the state arbitration provisions of the
federal Telecommunications Act of 1996.

(6) for a decision on a request for compensation pursuant to Public
Utilities Code Section 1801 et seq.

(7) for a decision authorizing disclosure of documents in the
Commission's possession when such disclosure is pursuant to
subpoena.

(8) for a decision under a federal or California statute (such as the
California Environmental Quality Act or the Administrative
Procedure Act) that both makes comprehensive provision for public
review and comment in the decision-making process and sets a
deadline from initiation of the proceeding within which the
Commission must resolve the proceeding.

(9) for a decision on a motion for disqualification of a
Commissioner.

(10) for a decision in a proceeding in which no hearings were
conducted where the Commission determines, on the motion of a
party or on its own motion, that public necessity requires reduction
or waiver of the 30-day period for public review and comment. For
purposes of this subsection, "public necessity" refers to
circumstances in which the public interest in the Commission
adopting a decision before expiration of the 30-day review and
comment period clearly outweighs the public interest in having the
full 30-day period for review and comment. "Public necessity"
includes, without limitation, circumstances where failure to adopt a
decision before expiration of the 30-day review and comment
period would place the Commission or a Commission regulatee in
violation of applicable law, or where such failure would cause
significant harm to public health or welfare. When acting pursuant
to this subsection, the Commission will provide such reduced period
for public review and comment as is consistent with the public
necessity requiring reduction or waiver.

(11) in a catastrophic wildfire proceeding to a period of no less than
15 days at the discretion of the assigned Commissioner.

Note: Authority cited: Sections 1701 and 1701.8, Public Utilities
Code; and Section 2, Article XII, California Constitution. Reference:
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Sections 306, 311, 1701 and 1701.8, Public Utilities Code; and Section
11125.5, Government Code.

15.5. (Rule 15.5) Decision in Adjudicatory Proceeding.
In an adjudicatory proceeding:

(@) The decision of the presiding officer shall become the decision of
the Commission if no appeal or request for review is timely filed
pursuant to Rule 14.4. The Commission's Daily Calendar shall notice
each decision of a presiding officer that has become the decision of the
Commission, the proceeding so decided, and the effective date of the
decision.

(b) The Commission may meet in closed session to consider the
decision of the presiding officer that is under appeal pursuant to Rule
14.4. The vote on the appeal or a request for review shall be in a
public meeting and shall-be-accompanied-by-an-explanation-of-the
Commission's decision,~which shall be based on the record developed
by the presiding officer. A decision different from that of the presiding
officer shall include or be accompanied by a written explanation of
each of the changes made to the presiding officer's decision. The
decision shall become effective 20 days after issuance, unless
otherwise provided therein.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Sections 311(d), 1701.2(d), 1701.2(e) and 1705, Public Utilities Code.

16.1. (Rule 16.1) Application for Rehearing.

(@) Application for rehearing of a Commission order or decision shall
be filed within 30 days after the date the Commission mails the order
or decision, or within 10 days of mailing in the case of an order
relating to (1) security transactions and the transfer or encumbrance
of utility property as described in Public Utilities Code Section 1731(b),
or-(2) the Department of Water Resources as described in Public
Utilities Code Section 1731(c), (3) Article 5.7 or Article 5.8 of the
Public Utilities Code as described in Public Utilities Code Section
1731(d), or (4) an executive director disposition as described in Public
Utilities Code Section 1731(e).

(b) Filing of an application for rehearing shall not excuse compliance
with an order or a decision. An application filed ten or more days
before the effective date of an order suspends the order until the
petitionapplication is granted or denied. Absent further Commission
order, this suspension will lapse after 60 days. The Commission may
extend the suspension period.
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(c) Applications for rehearing shall set forth specifically the grounds on
which the applicant considers the order or decision of the Commission
to be unlawful or erroneous, and must make specific references to the
record or law. The purpose of an application for rehearing is to alert
the Commission to a legal error, so that the Commission may correct it
expeditiously.

(d) A response to an application for rehearing is not necessary. Any
response may be filed and served no later than fifteen days after the
day the application for rehearing was filed. In instances of multiple
applications for rehearing the response may be to all such applications,
and may be filed 15 days after the last application for rehearing was
filed. The Commission is not obligated to withhold a decision on an
application for rehearing to allow time for a response to be filed.

(e) An application for rehearing or a response to an application for
rehearing shall not exceed 50 pages.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Sections 1701, 1731, 1732, 1733 and 1735, Public Utilities Code.

16.4. (Rule 16.4) Petition for Modification.

(@) A petition for modification asks the Commission to make changes
to an issued decision. Filing a petition for modification does not
preserve the party's appellate rights; an application for rehearing (see
Rule 16.1) is the vehicle to request rehearing and preserve a party's
appellate rights.

(b) A petition for modification of a Commission decision must concisely
state the justification for the requested relief and must propose
specific wording to carry out all requested modifications to the
decision. Any factual allegations must be supported with specific
citations to the record in the proceeding or to matters that may be
officially noticed. Allegations of new or changed facts must be
supported by an appropriate declaration or affidavit.

(c) A petition for modification must be filed and served on all parties to
the proceeding or proceedings in which the decision proposed to be
modified was made. If more than one year has elapsed since the
effective date of the decision, the Administrative Law Judge may direct
the petitioner to serve the petition on other persons.

(d) Except as provided in this subsection, a petition for modification
must be filed and served within one year of the effective date of the
decision proposed to be modified. If more than one year has elapsed,
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the petition must also explain why the petition could not have been
presented within one year of the effective date of the decision. If the
Commission determines that the late submission has not been
justified, it may on that ground issue a summary denial of the petition.

(e) If the petitioner was not a party to the proceeding in which the
decision proposed to be modified was issued, the petition must state
specifically how the petitioner is affected by the decision and why the
petitioner did not participate in the proceeding earlier.

(f) Responses to petitions for modification must be filed within 30 days
of the date that the petition was filed. Responses must be served on
the petitioner and on all parties who were served with the petition. If a
person filing a response was not a party to the proceeding in which the
decision proposed to be modified was issued, the response must state
specifically how the person is affected by the decision and why the
person did not participate in the proceeding earlier.

(g) With the permission of the Administrative Law Judge, the petitioner
may reply to responses to the petition. Replies must be filed and
served within 10 days of the last day for filing responses, unless the
Administrative Law Judge sets a different date. A reply must state in
the opening paragraph that the Administrative Law Judge has
authorized its filing and must state the date and the manner in which
the authorization was given (i.e., in writing, by telephone
conversation, etc.).

(h) Unless otherwise ordered by the Commission, the filing of a
petition for modification does not stay or excuse compliance with the
order of the decision proposed to be modified. The decision remains in
effect until the effective date of any decision modifying the decision.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code; and
Section 2, Article XII, California Constitution. Reference: Section 1708,
Public Utilities Code.

17.3. (Rule 17.3) Request for Award.

A request for an award of compensation may be filed after the
issuance of a decision or resolution that resolves an issue on which the
intervenor believes it made a substantial contribution, but in no event
later than 60 days after the issuance of the decision closing the
proceeding_or the resolution. If an application for rehearing challenges
a decision or resolution on an issue on which the intervenor believes it
made a substantial contribution, the request for an award of
compensation may be filed within 60 days of the issuance of the
decision denying rehearing on that issue, the order or decision that
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resolves that issue after rehearing, or the decision closing the
proceeding.

Note: Authority cited: Section 1701, Public Utilities Code. Reference:
Section 1804, Public Utilities Code.

18.1. (Rule 18.1) Forms.

The following skeleton forms of applications, complaint, answer,
protest-and certificate of service contained below are merely
illustrative (Numbers 1-4). The content of a particular document
will vary, depending on the subject matter and applicable rules.
The Statement of Confidentiality format (Number 5) is illustrative
and subject to the Commission decision or order authorizing its
use in a particular circumstance.

Application

Complaint

Answer

Certificate of Service
Statement of Confidentiality

nrwNE

-08 -
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No. 1—Application
(See Articles 1 and 2)
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of JOHN JONES (Jones Rapid Transit) to Application No.
operate bus service between San Francisco and South

San Francisco; to establish fares; and to issue a

$10.000 note.

(Commission will
insert number)

APPLICATION

The application of (exact legal name, mailing address and telephone number of
each applicant) respectfully shows:

1. That communications in regard to this application are to be addressed to (name,
title, and address).

2. (Here, and in succeeding numbered paragraphs, set forth the specific facts
required by the applicable rules, together with additional facts deemed material.)

WHEREFORE, applicant requests an order (here state clearly and concisely the
specific authorization sought by applicant).

Dated at , California, this day of , 20

(Signature of applicant)

(Signature, address, telephone number, facsimile transmission number,
and e-mail address (if consenting to e-mail service) of attorney, if any)

VERIFICATION"
(See Rule 1.11)
(Where applicant is an individual)
I am the applicant in the above-entitled matter; the statements in the foregoing
document are true of my own knowledge, except as to matters which are therein stated
on information or belief, and as to those matters I believe them to be true.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on at , California.
(Date) (Name of city)

(Applicant)

-29._
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* Where execution occurs outside California, verification must be made in accordance
with the law of the state where execution occurs.

-30 -
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No. 1—Application—Continued

VERIFICATION(See Rule 1.11)

(Where Applicant is a Corporation)

I am an officer of the applicant corporation herein, and am authorized to make
this verification on its behalf. The statements in the foregoing document are true of my
own knowledge, except as to matters which are therein stated on information or belief,
and as to those matters I believe them to be true.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on at , California.
(Date) (Name of city)

(Signature and Title of Corporate Officer)

(Where applicant is absent from

County of Attorney’s Office)

I am the attorney for the applicant herein; said applicant is absent from the
County of , California, where I have my office, and I make this
verification for said applicant for that reason; the statements in the foregoing document
are true of my own knowledge, except as to matters which are therein stated on
information or belief, and as to those matters I believe them to be true.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on at , California.

(Date) (Name of city)

(Attorney for Applicant)
-31-
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No. 2 — Complaint

(See Articles 1 and 4)
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

(B) ) CASE

(for Commission use only)
(A) Have you tried to resolve this matter

) informally with the Commission’s Consumer
) Affairs staff?
) /
(Fill in Complainant (s) name) YES NO .
v, Has staff responded to your complaint?
/
©) ) YES NO
Did you appeal to the Consumer Affairs
) Manager?
) /
) YES NO
Do you have money on deposit with the
) Commission?
(Fill in Defendant (s) name) / /$
YES NO AMOUNT
Is your service now disconnected?
/
YES NO
COMPLAINT

(D) The complaint of

(Insert exact legal name, mailing address and telephone number of each complainant)

respectfully shows that:
-33-
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(E) 1. Defendant(s)

(Insert full name and address of each defendant)

(F) 2. Explain fully and clearly the details of your complaint. (Attach additional pages if
necessary.)

(G) 3. Scoping Memo Information
(@) The proposed category for the Complaint is (check one):
O adjudicatory
O ratesetting (if the complaint challenges the reasonableness of a rate)
(b) Are hearings needed?  YES NO

(c) The issues to be considered are:

-34 -
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(d) The proposed schedule for resolving the complaint within 12 months (if

categorized as adjudicatory) or 18 months (if categorized as ratesetting) is as
follows:

Prehearing Conference: 30 to 40 days from the date of filing of the Complaint.
Hearing: 50 to 70 days from the date of filing of the Complaint.

Explain here if you propose a schedule different from the above guidelines.
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(H)  Wherefore, complainant(s) request(s) an order: State clearly the exact relief
desired. (Attach additional pages if necessary)

D OPTIONAL: I/we would like to receive the answer and other filings of the
defendant(s) and information and notices from the Commission by electronic
mail (e-mail). My/our
e-mail address(es) is/are:

1) Dated California, this day of , 20 (city)

(date) (month) (year)

(Signature of each complainant)
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(Signature, address, telephone number, facsimile transmission number, and,
if the representative consents to e-mail service, the e-mail address, of
representative, if any)

VERIFICATION

(For Individual or Partnerships)

I am (one of) the complainant(s) in the above-entitled matter; the statements in
the foregoing document are true of my knowledge, except as to matters which
are therein stated on information and belief, and as to those matters, I believe
them to be true.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

(K) Executed on , at , California.
(date) (city)

(If more than one complainant, only one need sign)

(Complainant)

VERIFICATION

(For a Corporation)

I am an officer of the complaining corporation herein, and am authorized to make this
verification on its behalf. The statements in the foregoing document are true of my own
knowledge, except as to the matters which are therein stated on information and belief,
and as to those matters I believe them to be true.

_D-
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I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

(L) Executed on , at , California.
(date) (city)

(Signature and Title of Corporate Officer)

(M) FILE the original complaint plus 6 copies, plus 1 copy for each named defendant,
with the Commission.

(N) MAIL TO: California Public Utilities Commission
Attn: Docket Office
505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 2001
San Francisco, CA 94102
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No. 3— Answer
(See Article 1 and Rule 4.4)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

John A. Jones,
Complainant,
Case No.
VS.
Smith Public Utility System, a corporation, (Insert
v / P / number of
Defendant. complaint)
ANSWER

Defendant (exact legal name, mailing address and telephone number of each
defendant joining in answer), for answer to the above complaint, respectfully shows:

1. (Here, and in succeeding numbered paragraphs, admit or deny material
allegations of the complaint, and set forth any matters constituting a defense.)

WHEREFORE, defendant requests that the complaint be dismissed (or other
appropriate request).

Dated at California, this day of , 20

(Signature of each defendant joining in answer)
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(Signature, address, telephone number, facsimile transmission number, and e-
mail address (if consenting to e-mail service) of attorney, if any)

VERIFICATION
Use appropriate form of verification as set forth following Form 1, substituting “defendant” for
“applicant.”
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No. 4—Certificate of Service
(See Rule 1.9)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

John A. Jones,

Complainant,

Case No.
VS.
Smith Public Utility System, a corporation, (Insert
7 ’ P ' number of
Defendant. complaint)
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this day served a copy of [title of document, e.g., “Applicant
UtilCorp’s Motion to Strike” or “Notice of Availability of Application”] on all known
parties to [proceeding number, e.g., A.93-01-010] by [here describe manner of service,
e.g., mailing a properly addressed copy by first-class mail with postage prepaid, or
transmitting an e-mail message with the document attached, etc.] to each person named
in the official service list [or appropriate special service list or specific persons required
to be served by ruling or order, etc.]. (If more than one means of service is used,
identify which persons were served by which means.)

Executed on [date] at [location], California.

[signature]

John Jones
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No. 5 —Statement of Confidentiality

(See Rules 11.4(c), 18.1)

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY

[Title of Document e.g., “1013 Simplified Registration”]

Name of Applicant/Company

My name is .Jam (Title) of
(Applicant). I have personal knowledge of the documents
for which I am requesting confidential treatment.

The documents for which I am requesting confidential treatment meet the financial

information requirements set forth in [Decision e.g., “D.24-11-003, Appendix F”], and
consist of one or more of the following documents: [List documents included e.g., “(1)

Unaudited bank statements; (2) ....”

I affirm and declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of

California and Rule 1.1 of the California Public Utilities Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure, that, to the best of my knowledge, all of the documents herein contain

information protected from public disclosure pursuant to [Decision e.g., “Decision 24-
11-003"].

Signature
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Name and Date




Resolution ALJ-485 ALJ/ZK1/sgu

DRAFT (Rev. 1)

Table of Filing Fees
(See Rule 1.16)

Type of Filing Type of Utility Fee PU Public Utilities
Code and
Commission
Decision
Reference
Passenger stage corporation $500 §1036(a)
UNLESS already operating in
Application for Certificate of Public the immediate vicinity under the
Convenience and Necessity (CPCN) Commission’s jurisdiction
All others, including street railroads, $75$500 effective §§1001, 1007, 1008, 1904(a)
gas corporations, electric corporations, January 1, 2016, with
telegraph corporations, telephone annual adjustment Res. ALJ-464
corporations, water corporations, and based on the United
common carrier vessels States Bureau of Labor
Statistics Consumer
Price Index for All
Urban Consumers (CPI-
U), as posted on the
Commission’s website
Passenger stage corporation $300 §1036(b)
Applicatic_m to sell, mortgage, All others, including street railroads, $75%$500 effective §1904(a)
Lease, assign, transfer, or encumber a . K . .
CPCN gas corporations, electric corporations, January 1, 2016, with
telegraph corporations, telephone annual adjustment Res. ALJ-464
corporations, water corporations, and based on the United
common carrier vessels States Bureau of Labor
Statistics Consumer
Price Index for All
Urban Consumers (CPI-
U), as posted on the
Commission’s website
Interstate highway carrier of $5 per vehicle, plus $25 §3902(a)(3)z

Application te-registerfor
registration

household goods or passengers

for carriers exempt from
ICCInterstate Commerce
Commission regulation

Res. TL-18582

Res. TL-18520

S35 mitialron: -
$30-renewal

§4006
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Type of Filing

Type of Utility

Fee

PU Public Utilities
Code and
Commission
Decision
Reference

Application for telephone
corporation registration license

Resold local exchange carrier, Non-
dominant interexchange carrier, Non-
facilities-based interconnected Voice
over Internet Protocol carrier

$250, with annual
adjustment based on the
United States Bureau of
Labor Statistics
Consumer Price Index
for All Urban
Consumers (CPI-U)
effective August 1, 2025

as posted on the
Commission’s website

§1013

Decision 24-11-003

Application for permit

Heusehold-goods-earrier

$500

§5136

Charter-party carrier of
passengers

$5001,000 (new) or
$100 (renewal) plus
$15 per tour bus to a

maximum of $6,500

§5373.1(a)(Z)-(8), (b)

Application for issuance or
renewal of Class A certificate

Charter-party carrier of
passengers

$1,500 (new) or $500
(renewal) plus $15

per tour bus up to a
maximum of $6,500

§§5371.1(b), 5373.1(a)(1)-
(2), (b)

Application for issuance or
renewal of Class B certificate

Charter-party carrier of
passengers

$5001,000 (new) or

$100 (renewal) plus
$15 per tour bus up to

a maximum of $6,500

§85371.1(b),
5373.1(a)(3)-(4), (b)

Application for issuance or

Charter-party carrier of

$5001,000 (new) or

§85371.1(b),

renewal of Class C certificate passengers $100 (renewal) plus 5373.1(a)(5)-(6)4), (b)
$15 per tour bus to a
maximum of $6,500
T £ Eili T £ Utilit E PU-Cod
Reference
Application to sell, lease, assign, Charter-party carrier of $300 §5377.1

or otherwise transfer or
encumber a certificate

passengers
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Type of Filin Type of Utilit Fee PU Public Utilities
Yp 8 Yp y
Code and
Commission
Decision
Reference
roolicat : - Houschold ] - 51500r 925 5136
transfer-after- death-of
permittee-and-after
court-approval-of
tisteibuti : ’
or-itno-probate-or
icteibuts
neeessary
(End of Appendix A)
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

RESOLUTION ALJ-485 Approves modifications to the Rules of Practice
and Procedure (Title 20, Division 1, of the California Code of Regulations)

INFORMATION REGARDING SERVICE

I have electronically served all persons on the attached official service list
who have provided an e-mail address.

Upon confirmation of this document’s acceptance for filing, I will cause a
copy of the filed document to be served by U.S. mail on all parties listed in the
“Party” category of the official service list for whom no e-mail address is

provided.

Dated April 20, 2026, at San Francisco, California.

/s/ SHANE GUTTO
Shane Gutto
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NOTICE

Persons should notify the Process Office, Public Utilities Commission,

505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 2000, San Francisco, CA 94102, of any
change of address to ensure that they continue to receive documents.

You must indicate the proceeding number on the service list on which

your name appears.

k kkkkkkhkkhkkkkhkkhkkhkkkhkkhkkhkkkkkhkkhkkhkkkkhkhkkhkkkhkkhkkkkhkkhkk*kkkk*k*k**k

The Commission’s policy is to schedule hearings (meetings, workshops,
etc.) in locations that are accessible to people with disabilities. To verify
that a particular location is accessible, call: Calendar Clerk (415)
703-1203.

If specialized accommodations for the disabled are needed, e.g., sign
language interpreters, those making the arrangements must call the
Public Advisor at (415) 703-2074 or TDD# (415) 703-2032 five working
days in advance of the event.
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Walid Abdul-Rahim
walid.l@att.com

Poonum Agrawal
poonum.agrawal@svcleanenergy.org

Aisha
acissna@redwoodenergy.org

Diana Alcala
dalcala@semprautilities.com

Tommy Alexander

Energy Division

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(916) 894-5697
tmy@cpuc.ca.gov

Alisha Lawrence
alawrence@wavebroadband.com

Cathie Allen
cathie.allen@pacificorp.com

Peter Allen
pvallen51@outlook.com

Amir
Sony.Notebook@hotmail.com

Shirley Amrany
samrany@semprautilities.com

Dawn Anaiscourt
dawn.anaiscourt@sce.com

Shirley Anders
shirley.anders@zitomedia.com

Andy
abb@eslawfirm.com

DRAFT (Rev. 1)

Marna Paintsil Anning
mpanning@turn.org

Mina Arasteh
marasteh@rosettelaw.com

Tani Arau
insurancequeen26@gmail.com

Jonathan Arnold
ja@verticalresearchpartners.com

Alejandra Arzola
Alejandra.Arzola@sce.com

Leisure Lake Ho Association
leisurelakehoa@gmail.com

Stacie Atkinson
satkinson@semprautilities.com

David Attias
david@pennytone.com

Sophia Austin
sophia.austin@sce.com

David Azevedo
Davideazevedo234@gmail.com

Winafred R Brantl
wbrantl@kelleydrye.com

Jennifer Baak
jbaak@pacbell.net

Mona Badie
mona.badie@energy.ca.gov

Sam Bailey
sam.bailey@iwirelesshome.com

Daniel Baker
dwb-atty@pacbell.net

April M Barnes
aprilbarnes@koolkidstalent.com

Amy F Barnett
amy.barnett@csd.ca.gov



Jennifer Angell
jennifer.angell@pacificorp.com

Sean Barry
sean.barry@mto.com

Jeremy Battis

Safety Policy Division

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-3041
jbe@cpuc.ca.gov

Kayla Baum
kayla.baum@sanjoseca.gov

Paula Beauchamp
givedgiving@gmail.com

Elizabeth F Beaver
ebeaver@semprautilities.com

Rhonda Beebe
bbzrnch@yahoo.com

Andrea Beggs
a9bs@pge.com

Jennifer Berg
jberg@bayareametro.gov

Susan Berlin
sberlin@fh2.com

Susie Berlin
berlin@susieberlinlaw.com

Jason Bezis
bezis4dlaw@gmail.com

Brian Biering
Bsb@eslawfirm.com

Rachel Bird
rbird@borregosolar.com

Jennifer Blackburn
jblackburn@ammcglaw.com

Robert Blackney
robert.r.blackney@sce.com

Donna Blasko
rulesmonitoring@aderant.com

Michael Blomquist
michaelsblomquist@gmail.com

Leon Bloomfield
Imb@wblaw.net

Leanne Bober
leanne@cal-cca.org

Bruce M. Boogaard
bruceboogaard@gmail.com

Stephen P. Bowen
steve.bowen@bowenlawgroup.com

Kelly Boyd
kmom®@equinor.com

Caitlin Brady
caitlin@ridewithvia.com

Donna Brandon
donna@icommlaw.com

Melissa Brandt
mbrandt@ebce.org

Saba Breighner
saba.breighner@ridealto.com

Jeff Brooks
jeffrey.brooks@fire.ca.gov

Vyctoria Brooks
vyckieb@yahoo.com

Monica Brozowski
monica.brozowski@bbklaw.com

Simone Bryan
simone.s.bryan@sce.com

Bryan K Clark
bryankino7@gmail.com



Scott Blaising
blaising@braunlegal.com

Calcca
regulatory@cal-cca.org

Luis A Calderon
Luisc@lascolinasengineering.com

Calendarrules
rules@calendarrules.com

Michael Callahan-Dudley
mcallahan-dudley@mcecleanenergy.org

Michael Callahan
mcallahan@mcecleanenergy.org

Kari Cameron
KCameron@buchalter.com

Kari Cameron
kari.cameron@bbklaw.com

Kari Cameron
klc@a-klaw.com

Kari Cameron
klc@alcantar-law.com

Kathleen Campbell
kathy.campbell@cinbell.com

Leah Capritta
leah.capritta@hklaw.com

Eric Cardella
bigeo9@hotmail.com

Theodore Caretto
theodore@cbecal.org

Faith Carlson
fcarlson@redwoodenergy.org

Christina Caro
ccaro@adamsbroadwell.com

Daniel Culhane

daniel.culhane@sce.com

Charles Carrathers
chuck.carrathers@ftr.com

Michael Carrillo
m.carrillo0803@gmail.com

Kelley Casimere

Legal Division

RM. 5125

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1707
kc9@cpuc.ca.gov

Tina Catalano
tina.catalano@sfcityatty.org

Ronald Cavalleri
rscavalleri246@gmail.com

Cbohon
bnbgrlz222@gmail.com

Aisha Cervantes-Cissna
acissna@sdcommunitypower.org

Lori Charpentier
lori.charpentier@sce.com

Brent Chastain
sdairportexpress@gmail.com

Darren Chen
dchen3@sdge.com

Wini Chen
wcce@pge.com

Robert Chiang
robertchiang747@gmail.com

Rachelle Chong
rachelle@chonglaw.net



Vicki Carr-Donerson
vicki.carr.donerson@sce.com

Gabrielle Carrasco
gabriellecarrasco4@gmail.com

William Chung
Will.chung@sharpershape.com

Sarah Van Cleve
svancleve@tesla.com

Sarah Cole
sarah.cole@mto.com

Jordan Collins
jordan@calcomsolar.com

Matthew Collom
mcollom@bakersfieldcity.us

Kathryn Colson
kathryn.colson@energy.ca.gov

Chad Colton
chad.colton@bbklaw.com

Joseph Peter Como
jpcomoll@gmail.com

Operational Compliance
RegulatoryCompliance@sce.com

Chris Cone
chris.cone@rcpa.ca.gov

Diane Conklin
djOconklin@earthlink.net

Michelle Cooke

Administrative Law Judge Division
RM. 5118

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298

(415) 703-2377

mlc@cpuc.ca.gov

Rachelle Chong
rachellechong@gmail.com

Yue-Han Chow
Yue-Han.Chow@sanjoseca.gov

Marc Costa
mcosta@energycoalition.org

Lisa Cottle
lcottle@winston.com

Raquel Coupas
raquel.junolux@gmail.com

Caryn Craig
caryn.craig@conservation.ca.gov

Sally Crossno
11485palitocourt@gmail.com

Charlene Crowley
cmh8@pge.com

Laura Crump
lerump@socalgas.com

Michelle Dangott
mdangott@energyattorney.com

Aichi Daniel
adaniel@lyft.com

Brittney Daniel Daniels
bdaniels@sdge.com

Jenny Darney-Lane
jadarneylane@gswater.com

Ester David
ester.david@pge.com

Mari Davidson
maridavidson@google.com

Mari Davidson
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Chuck Cornwall
cc@environmentalvision.com

Susana M. Cosio

Legal Division

RM. 5139

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1160
sco6@cpuc.ca.gov

Louise Davis
louisedavis2017@oru.edu

Mukunda Dawadi

Public Advocates Office

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-2741
md6@cpuc.ca.gov

Michael Day
mday@goodinmacbride.com

Helen Marie Delang-Sironen
helensironen7@gmail.com

Jacqueline Dean
jdeanl8@swlaw.edu

Keishyra Dean
kdean@callitc.com

Mcnicoll Debra
damcnic@aol.com

Remmert Dekker

Consumer Protection and Enforcement Division

505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
rd7@cpuc.ca.gov

Diane
dlevine@esassoc.com

Johana Diaz
johanad@scefcu.org

maridavidson@waymo.com

Mechelle Davidson
mdavidson@originconsults.com

Jean Davis
davisje@metro.net

Jill Davis
jdavis@puc.nv.gov

Daniel Douglass
douglass@energyattorney.com

Gladys Dreiling
gladys.dreiling@supplier.io

Eric Dupre

Energy Division

AREA 4-A

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1458
ed4@cpuc.ca.gov

Emma
ekaboli@earthjustice.org

Robert Ennis
rennis@riversideca.gov

Ogeonye Enyinwa

Safety Policy Division

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 355-5564
oe2@cpuc.ca.gov

Ricardo Espinoza
rcrde68@gmail.com

Lara Ettenson
lettenson@nrdc.org

Hans Eysenbac
heysenbach@verrill-law.com



Rafaela Diaz
RDiaz@socalgas.com

Ken Dickerson
kendickersonconsulting@gmail.com

Luis De Dios
rabhyia@gmail.com

Teresa Reed Dippo
teresa.reeddippo@mto.com

David Discher
david.discher@att.com

Sarah Findley
sarah_findley@kernhigh.org

Marjory Finn
marjoryfinn@dwt.com

Diane Fishburn
diane@olsonhagel.com

Mike Florio
Mikeflorio@rocketmail.com

Patti Flunker
patricia.flunker@nexteraenergy.com

Mark Fogelman
mfogelman@friedmanspring.com

Shannon Ford
stf6@pge.com

Dawn Forgeur
dawn.forgeur@bbklaw.com

Lauren Frazer
lgodinez@semprautilities.com

Pamela Fredieu
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-11 -



sumi.lee@truconnect.com

Christian Lehner
lehner.christian@fronius.com

Adam Leising

Energy Division

320 West 4th Street Suite 500
Los Angeles CA 90013

(213) 266-4767
adl@cpuc.ca.gov

Gina Leisure
gina.leisure@sce.com

Christine Leone
Christine.Leone@nexteraenergy.com

Sarah Lerhaupt

Executive Division

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1101
srh@cpuc.ca.gov

Heather Lewis
hlewis@clinical.law.berkeley.edu

Matthew H. Lewis
mlewis@hansonbridgett.com

Pui-Wa Li

Public Advocates Office

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-5327
pwl@cpuc.ca.gov

Tim Lyons
timothy.lyons@bbklaw.com

Brittany M
Bmalowney@sdge.com

Mrw
mrw@mrwassoc.com

Heidi Liu
hliu@counsel.lacounty.gov

Janet Liver
Janet.Liver@ERM.com

Tom Long
tlong@turn.org

Rudy R Lopez
lopez5051414@gmail.com

Lori
LDolqueist@nossaman.com

Angela Louis
al2594@att.com

Alexandra Lucas
ALucas@semprautilities.com

Aaron Lui
aaron.lui@panoramaenv.com

Aaron Lui
aarontlui@gmail.com

Julia Lum
jlum@leonardcarder.com

Gary S. Lutzker
glutzker@bakerlaw.com

Lydia
Ithames@sacrt.com

Penny Lynn
Pennycycle@protonmail.com

Jill Mccormick
historicpreservation@quechantribe.com

Michele Mcfarland
michelemcfarland@mac.com

Jeanne M Mckinney
jeannem8760@gmail.com

-12 -



Thomas Macbride
tmacbride@goodinmacbride.com

Anna Wojtyna Machon
anna.wojtyna-machon@sce.com

Janice Di Magdich
jmagdich@sjrrc.com

Madelin Mailander
mmmm@pge.com

Nathaniel Malcolm
nmalcolm@mcecleanenergy.org

Karen Mar
kmar@socalgas.com

Demetrio Marquez
demetrio.marquez@amwater.com

Jon Marshall
jmarshall@macivil.com

Elisa Marty
Elisa.Marty@pge.com

Michael Mathai-Jackson
mgml@pge.com

Martin A. Mattes
mmattes@NOSSAMAN.com
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Richard Rauschmeier

Public Advocates Office

RM. 4209

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-2732
rra@cpuc.ca.gov
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(415) 703-2403
It3@cpuc.ca.gov

Ty Tosdal
ty@tosdalapc.com

Ty Tosdal
ty@tosdallaw.com

Shagun Tougas
Info@CleanEnergyRegResearch.com

Shagun Tougas
s.tougas@cleanenergyregresearch.com

Dinah Touny
dtouny@socalgas.com

Safeguard Medic Transport
info@safeguardtransport.com

Samantha Nicole Treadwell
streadwell@cblpipelinelaw.com

Tovah Trimming

Legal Division

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(916) 823-4836
ttl@cpuc.ca.gov

Ann Trowbridge
atrowbridge@daycartermurphy.com

Cem Turhal
cemturhal@gmail.com
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Margaret Tobias
info@tobiaslo.com

Margaret Tobias
marg@tobiaslo.com

Jacob Topf
jacobtopf@dryutility.com

Claire Torchia
claire.torchia@sce.com

Carissa La Torre
carissa.latorre@sce.com

Sinue Torres
Sinuetorres@yahoo.com

Hadi Vasquez
Hadi.Vasquez@gmail.com

Hadi Vasquez
Hadi@pearltrans.com

Julie Veit
Julie.Veit@sfcityatty.org

Matt Vespa
mvespa@earthjustice.org

Brenda Villanueva
bvillanueva@turn.org

Christie Villarreal
christie.villarreal.1@att.com

Inna Vinogradov
inna@icommlaw.com

PW
pennywhistle@becknet.com

Jeremy Waen
jwaen@peninsulacleanenergy.com

Shari Walker
swalker@nrdc.org

Tauvela U'U
tvul@pge.com

Andy Umana
Andy.Umana@att.com

Andy UmaA+a
AU9027@att.com

Anna Valdberg
Anna.Valdberg@sce.com

Jason Vanarsdall
jvanarsdall@iwirelesshome.com

Matthew C. Vanderbilt
mvanderbilt@semprautilities.com

Holly Wehrman
holly.wehrman@cpuc.ca.gov

Cindy Beck Weller
cweller@cwclaw.com

Angela Whatley
angela.whatley@sce.com

Debra White
dwhite@ocpll.org

Mike Widmann
mike.widmann@tylin.com

Joseph Wiedman
joe@jfwiedman.com

Angie Williams

Utility Audits, Risk and Compliance Division

400 R Street

Sacramento CA 95814 6200
(916) 327-0578
awl@cpuc.ca.gov

Carrie K Williams

Carrie.Williams@bherenewables.com

Sarah Williams
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Sabrina Wallace
bree.wallace@breckpoint.com

Ali Ward
ali.ward@pge.com

Sarah Warisi
sarah.warisi@sbcglobal.net

Sharon Warren
swarren@tminc.com

Ann Watson
watconsult@sbcglobal.net

Janee Weaver
jweaver@lyft.com

Rikki Weber
rweber@earthjustice.org

Jenny Wu
jenny.wu@pge.com

Mabel Wu

Safety and Enforcement Division
RM. 400

300 Capitol Mall

Sacramento CA 95814 4309

(916) 928-2786
mw?7@cpuc.ca.gov

Randolph Wu
rleewu88@gmail.com

Cheryl Wynn

Energy Division

320 West 4th Street Suite 500
Los Angeles CA 90013

(213) 372-1368
cwy@cpuc.ca.gov

Deana Xryztion

Executive Division

300 Capitol Mall
Sacramento CA 95814 4309

Sarah.Williams@jenner.com

Robert Williamson
rwilliamson@hartkinglaw.com

Michelle Wilson

Energy Division

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 696-7371
mwi@cpuc.ca.gov

Mei Tei Wong
MeiTei.Wong@pge.com

Helen Woo
hwoo@socalgas.com

Jean Woo
jean.woo@gmail.com

Amy S. Yu
ASY2@pge.com

Sindy J. Yun

Legal Division

AREA 4-F

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1999
sjy@cpuc.ca.gov

Katie Zack
kzack@truconnect.com

Yochanan Zakai
yzakai@smwlaw.com

Zeb Zankel
zzankel@jenner.com

Daniel ]. Zaragoza
daniel@zaragozaconsulting.com

Ellen M. Zimbalist
ezimbalist@parkwater.com
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Xry@cpuc.ca.gov

Sarah Xu
sarah@brightlinedefense.org

Silvia A. Yanez
syanez@ene.com

Ivy Yan
iyan@msh.law

Fred G. Yanney
fredyanney@gmail.com

Daisy E. Yee

Safety and Enforcement Division
505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1432

dey@cpuc.ca.gov

Garabed Yegavian
gyegavian@firelinebroadband.com

Angela N. Yess
ayess@freemanfirm.com

Regina DeAngelis

Administrative Law Judge Division
505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298

(415) 703-2011

rmd@cpuc.ca.gov

Ebi Esule
motor61@msn.com

Kerrie Evans

Public Advocates Office
AREA 3-B

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-2191
kke@cpuc.ca.gov

Joseph Gabrill
mercyjmj@gmail.com

Mary Zimney
mez3@pge.com

Molly Zimney
mzimney@zoox.com

Carlos Alcantar
carlos@race.com

Zaida C. Amaya

Rail Safety Division
770 L Street, Suite 1250
Sacramento CA 95814
(916) 928-4702
zca@cpuc.ca.gov

Yolanda Cabral
ymc2@pge.com

Jerome Candelaria
jerome@calcable.org

Kenneth Cooke
cookes2@comcast.net

Daniel Settlemyer

dsettlemyer@mcecleanenergy.org

Thomas Solomon
tsolomon@winston.com

Test

testermctestington@aol.com

Kieuchinh Tran

Communications Division

300 Capitol Mall

Sacramento CA 95814 4309

(415) 703-2474
ktn@cpuc.ca.gov

Tabitha Valdez
tabwhittier@gmail.com

Bonnie Vetterli
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Genivy Gonzalez
gen2587sag@gmail.com

Jeremiah Hallisey
jfhallisey@gmail.com

Audra Hartmann
audrahartmann@gmail.com

Gerald F. Kelly

Administrative Law Judge Division
320 West 4th Street Suite 500

Los Angeles CA 90013

(415) 355-5506

gkl@cpuc.ca.gov

Jarrett Kessler
jarrettdkessler8@gmail.com

Michele M King
michele.king@gmail.com

Lisa D Mcghee
lisamcghee@aol.com

Rosalee Medina
rmedina@primehealthcare.com

Mayra Perez
Perezfam1986@gmail.com

bxvo@pge.com

Natalie Guishar
Natalie.Guishar@cpuc.ca.gov

Jesse Cason
jesse.cason@water.ca.gov

Milja Miric
miljamiric@gmail.com

Sara Schmidt
Sara.Schmidt@cpuc.ca.gov

-24 -


mailto:Natalie.Guishar@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:jesse.cason@water.ca.gov
mailto:miljamiric@gmail.com
mailto:Sara.Schmidt@cpuc.ca.gov

	This notice of revisions to the originally proposed rule amendments starts the 15-day notice and comment period pursuant to Government Code § 11346.8(c), which closes at 5:00 p.m. on May 5, 2026 Any person may submit written comments concerning the revisions to the originally proposed rule amendments to ALJ Zita Kline by email to Zita.Kline@cpuc.ca.gov or by post at California Public Utilities Commission, 505 Van Ness Ave., San Francisco, CA 94102.
	Michelle Cooke Chief Administrative Law Judge
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