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SUBJECT INDEX OF RECOMMENDED CHANGES

The Commission should revise the Guidance PD to provide meaningful regulatory guidance to
the utilities regarding what Wildfire Mitigation Plan (WMP) approval “means.” The programs
and activities in the utilities’ WMPs are designed to achieve the “highest level of safety” and the
Commission should recognize and endorse those efforts.

The Guidance PD’s “risk assessment” methodological proposals should be limited in the near-
term to programs and activities that meet the Commission’s existing financial thresholds for such
analysis or that have been previously evaluated in RAMP.

“Outcome-based” measurements to evaluate WMP program effectiveness are important, but the
PD should appropriately recognize that in the near-term those proposed “metrics” are largely
outside of the reasonable control of the utilities, and that it will likely take several WMP cycles
to effectively and fairly judge the long-term efficacy of the proposed activities.

The Guidance PD should be modified to conform with SB 901and existing Commission General
Orders requirements regarding inspection reporting criteria. The final decision resulting from
this extremely expedited proceeding should not re-write long-standing Commission General
Orders, which have been measuredly developed over decades with detailed input from staff and
many parties.

The Guidance PD’s “offramp” provision should be clarified to include consideration of utility-
identified improvements to current programs.

The various going-forward procedural filing requirements should be modified to most efficiently

conserve scarce Commission and party resources.




Pursuant to California Public Utilities Commission (Commission or CPUC) Rule of Practice and
Procedure 14.3, Southern California Edison Company (SCE) respectfully submits these Opening
Comments on the Guidance Proposed Decision (Guidance PD). In compliance with Administrative Law
Judge Thomas’s direction in a May 7, 2019 email ruling, SCE structures its Opening Comments below
pursuant to the “common outline based on the headings in the Guidance Decision.” In addition,
pursuant to Rule 14.3(b) and (c), in Appendix A attached hereto SCE proposes specific language
changes to the PD’s proposed Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Ordering Paragraphs.

I
SCE OPENING COMMENTS ON GUIDANCE PROPOSED DECISION

4. Requirements of SB 901

The PD misstates SB 901°s requirements when it claims that Section 8386(c)(10) requires “[a]
ranking of ‘all wildfire risks, and drivers for those risks,” throughout the filer’s service territory, which
shall include wildfire risk and risk mitigation information contained in the utility’s Safety Model
Assessment Proceeding (S-MAP) and Risk Assessment Mitigation Phase (RAMP) filings ... .”1 The
statute does not require any such inflexible “ranking.” Instead, the statute requires “[a] list that
identifies, describes, and prioritizes” any relevant risks.2 As discussed in more detail in Section 8 below,
the Commission should not at this early stage be overly prescriptive in requiring utilization of
quantitative measures to “rank” all WMP-related programs, but should instead limit RAMP or MAVF
methodology criteria to programs that have been previously evaluated in RAMP or that meet the
financial impact thresholds set forth in the S-MAP settlement. In addition, the PD should explicitly
recognize that other factors outside of stand-alone risk analysis, such as resource availability, field

conditions, and emergent events, are valid and relevant considerations when evaluating WMP programs.

Guidance PD at p. 12 (underline added, italics original in Guidance PD (not in the statute)).
See Public Utilities Code (P.U.C.) Section 8386(c)(10).
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5. Meaning of Commission Approval of WMP Under SB 901

After discussing at some length what Commission approval of a WMP does not mean (e.g., an
approval of cost reasonableness,3 a determination of prudent utility management,? a measurement of
“substantial compliance,” and a refusal to even “consider” let alone “approve” program costs®), the
Guidance PD then asks: “The question remains: what does WMP approval mean?”? The Guidance PD
answers its own question in the narrowest way possible: “[A]pproval means that every WMP contains
19 elements that the SB 901 Legislature deemed essential to catastrophic wildfire mitigation. Without
SB 901, existing wildfire-prevention and other safety requirements might not include all of the elements
on the list.”8

SCE respectfully submits that the Legislature did not intend for Commission approval of these
critical public-safety and utility infrastructure plans to be limited to literally a “check-the-list” exercise.
Such a determination would not fulfill this Commission’s responsibilities to protect the public, is
inconsistent with the Commission’s approvals of the utilities’ WMPs in the utility-specific PDs, and
would provide the utilities no regulatory guidance about what the Commission believes is appropriate
and prudent to mitigate wildfire risk.

First, if the only thing Commission approval of a WMP means is a confirmation that a utility has
“listed” the 19 items contemplated in the statute, that would be inconsistent with the statute’s primary
consideration and overarching requirement; namely that the utilities’ WMPs implement programs that
are designed to achieve the “highest level of safety, reliability and resiliency.” The Commission’s sign-
off that the utilities successfully “listed” 19 things is not equivalent to a determination that those are the
right programs and activities (and at the right levels) to ensure the “highest” level of safety, reliability
and resiliency.

Second, in language approving the utilities’ specific WMPs, the Commission clearly indicates

that it does have strong preferences about what programs and activities it considers ideal,19 which ones it

Guidance PD at p. 22.

Guidance PD at p. 20.

Guidance PD at pp. 23-24.

Guidance PD at p. 24.

Guidance PD at p. 24.

Guidance PD at p. 24.

P.U.C. Section 8386(c)(12) (emphasis added).

See, e.g., SCE PD at p. 32 (situational awareness and alternative technologies).
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considers appropriate but which require further refinement or clarification,l1 and which ones it has
concerns about.12 It is inconsistent for the Guidance PD on the one hand to determine that Commission
approval means only that the utilities have listed the 19 things the statute requires, but on the other hand
requiring and opining on scope and cost data about specific programs and activities.13 That is especially
inappropriate when considering the Guidance PD would impose specific prescriptive reporting
requirements for those programs that is wholly untethered from the statutory language, as discussed
further below.

Third, it is inconsistent with the longstanding regulatory compact for the Commission to not
provide some degree of assurance that those activities and programs that it provides specific guidance on
through its approval of the utility-specific WMPs (including their scope and high-level costs) are in
some way “approved.” It is untenable to require the utilities to propose programs that achieve the
“highest” level of safety, but to give no up-front indication that the scope of those programs is generally
reasonable and prudent. As stated in SCE’s Reply Comments, this is far from a “guaranteed cost
recovery,” “blank check” request; rather it is a reasonable request for some measure of regulatory
certainty, namely that approval of the WMPs means approval of the scope of the programs and activities
set forth there,14 that prudently incurred costs associated with those programs and activities (to be
reviewed in future GRCs or other proceedings) will be eligible for future cost recovery, and that
substantial compliance with Commission-approved WMP requirements should mean that the utilities are
acting as prudent managers of their systems.

Nothing in SB 901 precludes this common-sense interpretation of what plan approval “means.”
Relevant statutes specifically contemplate that compliance with the performance metrics should inform a

future reasonableness review of certain costs,13 and also authorize memorandum accounts to track costs

—
—

See, e.g., SCE PD at p. 17 (covered conductor).

See, e.g., SCE PD at pp. 21-24 (enhanced vegetation management).

See, e.g., SCE PD at p. 13 (observing “that installing covered conductors is costly”); Guidance PD at p. 3
(“Generally speaking, the key and most costly aspects of the individual Wildfire Mitigation Plans consist of
vegetation management; system hardening ...; new inspection programs; and ‘situational awareness’
technology ... .”).

In addition, if WMP approval does not mean approval of specific programs and activities, any future
compliance audit of the WMPs would be meaningless. See also Guidance PD at p. 20: “One of the factors
relevant to recovery of such costs — which occur after a catastrophic wildfire — is ‘The electrical corporation’s
compliance with regulations, laws, commission orders, and its wildfire mitigation plans prepared pursuant to
Section 8386, including its history of compliance.’”

15 See P.U.C. Section 451.1(9).

(il =l



for future cost recovery.l® SCE is recommending the Commission develop an upfront approach that
appropriately takes into account the fact that many of the factors listed in Section 451.1 substantially
overlap with the content of the utilities’ WMPs. As SCE has made clear, while the statutory language
does not explicitly mandate that compliance with the approved WMP is equivalent to a finding that the
utilities met the “prudent manager” standard, neither does it preclude such an interpretation. It is well
within the Commission’s inherent authority to interpret the statute that way.

SCE is not seeking to weaken the traditional standard, nor create a new one. The prudent
manager standard has always meant that the Legislature passes laws, the Commission implements them
through interpretation and the promulgation of regulations, and the utilities follow those rules and
regulations in conjunction with sound management judgment informed by good utility practices.
Nothing SCE proposed in this proceeding is inconsistent with that traditional process. The Legislature
passed SB 901, which required the use of performance metrics to implement wildfire mitigation plans
and activities that would inform a future reasonableness review of the costs associated therewith. The
Commission opened this Rulemaking to consider which specific metrics, programs, and activities were
necessary and appropriate to best reduce wildfire risk associated with utility infrastructure. SCE
proposed a suite of programs and activities to accomplish those goals and provided the Commission-
required cost estimates associated with them. After the Commission approves the WMP, to the extent
that SCE executes on them consistent with sound management judgment informed by good utility
practices, and also demonstrates compliance with the requirements set forth therein, it should be judged
to have been prudent managers of its system. This is not a “radical change”!Z to the “prudent manager”
standard; rather it honors its traditional embodiment.

Finally, the Guidance PD holds that “substantial compliance” is only “relevant to whether
penalties are proper, not whether rate recovery is appropriate.”8 But the Guidance PD is also critical of
the utilities’ “performance-based” (rather than “outcome-based”) metrics, and nowhere in the utility-
specific WMP approval PDs does the Commission explicitly approve a specific scope of work for the
WMP programs. In addition, the utility-specific PDs specifically decline to equate the utility-proposed

metrics with “compliance” metrics.l2 But SB 901 also requires the utilities to hire Independent

See P.U.C. Section 8386(j).

See March 13,2019 TURN Comments at p. 11.
Guidance PD at pp. 23-24.

See, e.g., SCE PD at pp. 43-44.
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Evaluators (IEs) to “review and assess the electrical corporation’s compliance with its plan.”20 In
addition, the IEs must “determine whether the electrical corporation failed to fund any activities
included in its plan.”2L In compliance audits or reviews, compliance is typically judged against
Commission-approved regulatory requirements or activities. Here, if the Commission is not
“approving” specific activities and targets (with their associated estimated costs), the IE will not have
any Commission- approved requirements or activities against which to measure SCE’s compliance.
This disconnect illustrates how the Guidance PD provides little meaningful guidance on what standards
the utilities will be measured against when determining “substantial compliance” with the approved

plans in the future.

6. Metrics, Monitoring and Reporting Required of All WMP Filers

The Guidance PD requires metrics that track the number of elevated fire danger days and the
number and types of potential ignition events that occur on those days. SCE agrees that consistent
tracking for these data points and other outcome-based data related to wildfires will be necessary to
support analysis and understanding wildfire risk caused by electrical lines and equipment. As stated in
SCE’s 2019 WMP, SCE expects that analysis of outcome-based measures, referred to as “indicators” in
the 2019 WMP, will inform views on how effective SCE’s mitigation strategies and programs are over
time.

SCE tracks the count of potential ignition events with the CPUC Reportable Ignitions measure.
As stated in the 2019 WMP, this measure tracks any event where utility facilities are associated with (a)
a self-propagating fire of material other than electrical and/or communication facility, (b) the resulting
fire traveled greater than one linear meter from the ignition point, and (c) the utility has knowledge that
the fire occurred. In addition to these attributes that qualify an event for this measure, the reportable
ignition data tracked by SCE includes several fields to track the type of the ignition event, including type
of utility equipment (e.g., overhead, padmounted, subsurface) and suspected initiating event or driver
(e.g., contact from object, equipment/facility failure, wire-wire contact).

SCE also tracks other key outcome-based measures, including counts of wire down events and

faults on circuits in High Fire Risk Areas (HFRA). A variety of attributes are documented for these

P.U.C. Section 8386(h)(2)(B)(i).
Id.
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outcome-based measures, including driver details that document the suspected initiating event such as
contact from object and equipment failure. SCE anticipates that analysis associated with counts by
driver-type across multiple outcome-based measures will inform evaluations on the effectiveness of
various programs included in the SCE WMP over the course of several years.22

Longer-term trends in outcome-based measures, such as those identified as “indicators” in the
2019 WMP, are necessary to measure the effectiveness of wildfire mitigations over time, however these
measures are not well-suited to measure program effectiveness for a single year.23 In the short term, it is
important for SCE to monitor that planned work is being performed in a timely and quality-controlled
manner along with continuing to evaluate the efficacy of the programs developed, and identify
modifications or refinements as appropriate. Over relatively short periods of time such as one year, SCE
relies on execution-based measures such as those defined as “metrics” in the metrics chapter of the 2019

WMP to help ensure that risk mitigation work is being completed per its WMP.

7. Evaluation of Current Inspection Plans

The PD appropriately cites Section 8386(c)(19)(C) and the requirement for electrical
corporations to “monitor and audit the effectiveness of electrical line and equipment inspections,
including inspections performed by contractors, carried out under the plan and other applicable statutes
and commission rules.”2* The PD goes on to state that “because many of the existing inspection
practices include simple drive-by patrols or are limited to visual observation, they may not be effective
in detecting anything but the most egregious problems with overhead utility poles, lines and other
equipment.”2S Furthermore, the PD claims that “the WMPs filed do little to address this issue.”26 As a
result, the PD concludes the discussion with additional requirements beyond what is required by Section
8386(c)(19)(C), by stating that “at a minimum, the discussion should detail what the inspection is

looking for, the number of each type of inspection conducted, the cost of each type of inspection, and a

22 SCE does not identify elevated fire danger days as a metric or indicator in the Performance Metrics and
Monitoring chapter, however SCE tracks Red Flag Warnings and utilizes an internal Fire Potential Index
(FPI) tool to estimate wildfire potential based on weather and fuel conditions. SCE supports tracking of
elevated fire danger days and plans to continue tracking using both methods.

See also SCE Comments on SCE PD at pp. 12-14.

Guidance PD at p. 27.

Guidance PD at p. 27.

Guidance PD at p. 27.
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listing of the top five violations or hazards identified by each inspection program, including its location
and GO 95, Rule 18 priority level rating.”2?

SCE disagrees with the PD’s characterization that many of the existing inspection practices
involve a “simple drive-by patrol” and that the existing inspection programs “may not be effective in
detecting anything but the most egregious problems.” As described in Section 4.2.3.1 of SCE’s WMP,
EOI is not a “drive-by” patrols program, but rather involves thorough inspections performed by
qualified electrical works (the same employees that build and maintain electrical systems), and focused
specifically on detecting and remediating potential ignition risks.28 Furthermore, Section 4.2.2 of SCE’s
2019 WMP describes the existing inspection programs, many of which are required by GO 165 (which
details their specific requirements). As explained in GO 165, only the “Patrol” inspection is defined as a
“simple visual inspection,” and many of the other inspections involve more detailed and thorough
assessments. Moreover, these previous programs have been included and approved in SCE’s GRCs for
many years. Similarly, the EOI is subject to audit by the Commission following the completion of the
2019 WMP.

Additionally, as explained in Section 4.2.2.5 of SCE’s WMP, the Quality Oversight/Quality
Control group performs quality assessments of these GO 165 inspections and various other activities.
Section 4.2.3 of SCE’s 2019 WMP describes the new inspections SCE is conducting to keep pace with
the rapidly evolving wildfire risks. The WMP explains that, in response to evolving wildfire risk, EOI is
incremental to existing inspection and maintenance programs described in Section 4.2.2 of the WMP,
and Sections 4.2.3.2 and 6.5.3 of SCE’s 2019 WMP describe how SCE monitors and audits
effectiveness of inspections carried out under the plan. The decision resulting from this extremely
expedited proceeding should not re-write long-standing Commission General Orders, which have been
measuredly developed over decades with detailed input from staff and many parties. The additional
requirements regarding inspection plans contained in the PD are unnecessary, unwarranted and should

be removed from the final decision.

Guidance PD at p. 27.

Qualified Electrical Workers are trained resources capable of working on SCE’s high voltage, overhead and
underground electrical system. They can perform inspections and maintenance, assess system damages, make
repairs to restore service, and serve as SCE’s first responders.
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8. Integration of GRC Process with WMP Review

SCE supports the Guidance PD’s recommendation that future WMP filings should provide the
elements necessary to evaluate the cost effectiveness of proposed programs and strategies in terms of
risk reduction. It should be noted however that while the Multi-Variable Value Function (MAVF)
methodology has been adopted in the S-MAP settlement, that settlement requires SCE to use the
methodology starting in its RAMP report to be filed in November 2021. Accordingly, SCE is currently
in the process of developing its MAVF methodology and does not expect this process to be complete
prior to the 2020 WMP filing.

However, SCE is already using risk analysis, as presented in its 2018 RAMP report.
Importantly, these RAMP-based models already “provide[] a single value to measure the combined
effects of each mitigation measure on a certain risk event [and] provide[] a means to compare the
programs against each other for effectiveness, especially when multiple overlapping programs are
proposed for the same assets and intended to mitigate the same risk event.”22 This is the point of the
Guidance PD’s proposed requirement to use MAVF for all programs and activities. SCE respectfully
requests that for the next WMP filing the Commission limit the required utilization of quantitative risk-
informed decision making, such as SCE’s RAMP methodology or MAVF, to the programs designed to
lower the risk of ignitions that can potentially become catastrophic, and with the most material financial
impact to customers (e.g., for SCE, WCCP and vegetation management programs). Moreover, even
when MAVF is fully implemented in late 2021 per the S-MAP settlement, SCE requests the
Commission clarify that only the WMP programs and activities that have been previously evaluated in
RAMP or that meet that the S-MAP settlement’s cost criteria threshold be subject to MAVF .30

In addition, SCE will continue refining its data and analyses over time. For example, SCE is
developing and utilizing sophisticated models to refine how work within important programs is
prioritized based on risk factors. As risk and other analyses are modified or refined to drive WMP

activities and programs, SCE will share the changes transparently in subsequent filings. The wildfire

Guidance PD at p. 28.

See May 2, 2018 Settlement Agreement Among Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Southern California
Edison Company, Southern California Gas Company, San Diego Gas & Electric Company, The Utility
Reform Network, Energy Producers and Users Coalition, Indicated Shippers, and the Office of Ratepayer
Advocates Appendix A at p. A-15 in A.15-05-002. Additionally, where it is no longer applicable to perform a
MAVF risk analysis on a program or activity in RAMP (due to, for example, program completion,
improvements in modeling, etc.) SCE will explain why the MAVF is not being applied in the WMP.

1B 12
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risk mitigation proposals presented in any WMP or other proceeding is based on the best knowledge at
that time. Improved data and analytics available in a different WMP or proceeding should not prejudice
requests put forward earlier. This would have the undesirable effect of potentially chilling continuous
improvement. Moreover, for wildfire risk, the metrics and analyses agreed upon in the WMP
proceedings, which are focused on wildfire, should supersede any metrics or analyses requirement from
S-MAP. Finally, it is crucial to recognize that risk analysis is one of several important inputs to
management decision making on funding and resource allocation. Practical considerations of resource
availability, field conditions, emergent events, and operational judgment must supplement the results of

risk analyses as SCE develops its wildfire mitigation proposals.

9. Off Ramps

SCE appreciates the Guidance PD’s determination that “[i]t is essential that there be a process
for modifying, reducing, increasing, or ending mitigation measures that are not working™3! and affording
the utilities the flexibility to inform the Commission of necessary “mid-course corrections” to planned
work and activities reflected in the annual WMPs. Indeed, SCE specifically previewed the need for such
flexibility in its 2019 WMP:

In addition, the Commission has long recognized that utilities need appropriate flexibility
to use management discretion to assess and respond to emergent risks and as they arise.
Because ... activities described in this WMP are in the early stages of development and
deployment, such flexibility will be especially important. If such circumstances arise, SCE
will make changes, as appropriate, to its wildfire risk mitigation efforts consistent with the
Commission’s expectation that utilities will exercise operational discretion and flexibility
to maintain safe, reliable, and resilient service for their customers, and will inform the
Commission should such changes in 2019 significantly deviate from this WMP. In the
event that it is necessary and appropriate to make mid-year changes ... SCE will seek
timely approval from the Commission for such changes or deviations.32

SCE requests three changes. First, the necessary flexibility the Guidance PD appropriately
provides should be expanded from allowing modifications or terminations of “mitigation measures that

are not working,”33 to include improvements for those that are working, but for which the utility has

subsequently discovered methodological improvements or programmatic changes that more efficiently

(98]
—

Guidance PD at p. 29.
SCE 2019 WMP, p. 8.
Guidance PD at p. 29 (emphasis added).
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and/or expeditiously mitigate wildfire risk for customers. For SCE, a likely “mid-course correction” for
2019 will be a refinement to its WCCP risk-prioritization methodology, which will use more advanced
analytics to assess overhead conductor wildfire risk on a more granular level,34 in line with TURN’s
recommendations in SCE’s Grid Safety & Resiliency Program (GSRP) proceeding. While the details of
that particular improvement are more appropriately resolved in that proceeding, it is important for the
Commission in this proceeding to more broadly send a clear message to the utilities that continuous
improvement is important, and in fact is expected. SCE believes that may have been the Guidance PD’s
actual intent (especially because it contemplates “increasing” certain programs), and respectfully
provides suggested clarification edits to the relevant Conclusion of Law in Appendix A.

Second, the PD should be modified to require one, optional “Off Ramp” filing, within six months
after the decision date of this WMP cycle, and a symmetrical requirement for future WMP cycles.

There is no need for a second filing, which the current PD would make due during a time period that the
next WMP will be undergoing consideration for approval. Any course corrections at that time can be
considered in the WMP cycle then being litigated.

Third, as noted below and in SCE’s Comments on the SCE PD, SCE is concerned that the PD
would establish a series of administratively inefficient and burdensome filing and approval processes
that are not merited, and in some cases will be counterproductive, by requiring utilities to file several
Tier 3 and Tier 1 Advice Letters (ALs). Tier 3 ALs take a minimum of four months to resolve, and
often much longer. Instead of the current annual WMP approval process, such a requirement would lead
to many, additional subsequent and untimely “mini-WMP” approvals throughout the yearly cycle and
carrying over into subsequent years. While SCE appreciates the Commission’s focus and urgency on
this year’s WMP filing, it should not establish a burdensome administrative process that is not necessary
and that would strain all parties’ resources.3> Finally, the Commission should not have to “approve” the
utilities” Off Ramp filings. Rather, they should be considered compliance filings and pursuant to GO

96-B these should be information-only submittals, especially considering the utility-specific PDs

34 See SCE Comments on SCE PD at pp. 6-7 for a more thorough discussion of this anticipated re-prioritization
change.

35 For example, a Tier 3 Off Ramp filing in November would likely not get approved by the Commission until
after the following year’s WMP is filed (assuming utilities file their WMPs in February). Putting in place this
approval process during the development of the following year’s WMP would be counterproductive.
Moreover, utilities are already required, by statute, to file a compliance report three months after the end of
the WMP year. Reviewing and approving a Tier 3 AL during this time is not warranted and is likely
duplicative of what will be included in the compliance report.

10



specifically decline to “approve” the original scope of work in the first instance. The PD should be
modified to require the utilities to file one Off-Ramp report as an information-only submittal within six
months of the final decision approving the WMP, to be circulated to the service list at the time it is
submitted to SED, with the ability for parties to submit Comments to SED on the report. SCE believes

this process would be significantly more efficient, transparent, and inclusive of stakeholder input.

10. Future WMPs

SCE appreciates the Guidance PD’s direction to begin planning for the 2020 WMP in 2019. The
Guidance PD includes three specific post-decision actions that the respondents are to complete. While
SCE supports the three requirements, SCE provides necessary context and recommends a few changes
to the language in the PD.

The first two requirements in the Guidance PD are regarding filing two separate Tier 3 Advice
Letters (ALs). The first AL consists of a list of data the utilities collect, the data collection systems
utilities use, ideas and opportunities to collect new areas of data, a schedule for collecting and using the
data, as well as process for making such data available to other parties and stakeholders to improve risk
identification and assessment of the effectiveness of wildfire mitigation efforts.3¢ The second AL
consists of proposing additional output-based performance metrics that are intended to improve
evaluation of the effectiveness of the approved WMP at mitigating catastrophic wildfires. SCE supports
both requirements but recommends certain modifications to the procedural and timing requirements.
First, the requested information in both ALs does not rise to any Tier-level AL matter requirement, let
alone matters reserved for Tier 3 filings. SCE believes these AL requirements are more appropriately
designated as information-only submittals consistent with GO 96-B. The information requested in both
ALs should be provided in a report to SED. Parties should then be given the opportunity to submit
Comments on the report to SED. Respondents could then respond to those Comments, as applicable,
and SED could use this information to begin the metric discussion in early fall 2019. The purpose of
these two ALs is to provide SED, parties and stakeholders with additional information prior to SED
leading a robust process, as discussed in the Metrics, Monitoring and Reporting section above, to

improve data tracking and performance metrics for the 2020 and subsequent-year WMPs. It is not clear

36 SCE notes that depending on any new data that should be collected, setting up new systems, processes and
controls could be a multi-year effort to develop and operationalize.
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why the Commission would need to review and authorize information that will essentially be comprised
of data elements, databases, recommended improvements, and setting up performance metrics. If there
is some relief the PD had in mind, it should clearly state what relief the utilities should be seeking
through such Tier 3 AL filing.

A Tier 3 AL would also likely delay SED’s ability to initiate the metric process in early fall 2019
given that, once filed, there is roughly a 30-day protest period, Staff would then have to develop and
issue a Draft Resolution, parties would file Comments and Reply Comments and the Commission would
need to wait 30 days to vote on it. The AL requirements clearly fit more in-line with an information-
only submittal as opposed any AL Tier filing. If the intent of the proposed Tier 3 designation is to allow
party and stakeholder feedback, this could be done by directing parties and stakeholders to send
comments on these reports to SED prior to the commencement of the metrics process in early Fall 2019.

Second, SCE proposes that these two AL be combined into a single information-only submittal
report. Data collection and metrics are closely linked, and it is more efficient to discuss them in the
same report. To this end, the proposed data collection AL also strongly recommends that utilities
consult with presenters at the Wildfire Technology Innovation Summit, yet would provide less than 30
days to assemble and describe the data and data collection methods and conduct this consultation.3?
Setting up contracts with new vendors takes several weeks if not longer. As such, the two ALs should
be combined, designated as an information-only submittal, and be due by July 30, 2019, which should
allow ample time for parties and stakeholders to review and provide their feedback to SED prior to the
start of the metric development process.

The third requirement is for the large IOUs to lead a meet-and-confer process for the 2020 WMP
prior to August 30, 2019. SCE supports such a process but requests two changes. First, SCE
recommends the Commission direct SED to lead this process. SED is in a better position to act as the
neutral arbiter between parties to attempt to reach consensus on better approaches and methods for the
2020 WMPs. SCE supports the filing of a report summarizing the results of this process. Second, SCE

recommends a series of workshops as opposed to “meet-and-confer” sessions. Various parties made

37 SCE also requests that the requirement to consult with presenters at the Wildfire Technology Innovation
Summit be removed as several presenters were from utilities and traveled as far away as Australia. Such a
requirement for utilities to seek consultation from a limited pool of experts is not warranted and would place
utilities in an unfavorable position to compete for services when other experts can satisfy the requirement.
Moreover, being an expert on certain technologies does not make them experts in wildfire risk reduction data
analysis as a whole.
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several recommendations for what should be included in the next WMPs. However, the PD does not
address all of these, nor does it provide a process for determining what should be included in the next
WMP. The contemplated meet-and-confer process seems to be more procedural- and schedule-focused,
rather than focused on content of the WMPs. Instead, SCE believes a more productive and appropriate
process would be a series of workshops conducted in August 2019 to attempt to gain consensus for
WMP timing, discovery, content and process improvements. SED successfully led the three workshops
from the 2019 WMP cycle in February 2018, and SCE believes it should also lead a series of workshops
in August 2019 to commence the planning for the 2020 WMP.

I1.
CONCLUSION

SCE appreciates the opportunity to submit these Opening Comments on the Guidance PD and
looks forward to working with the Commission and all stakeholders in a constructive process regarding
future WMP development and approvals.

Respectfully submitted,

PATRICIA CIRUCCI
RUSSELL A. ARCHER
MARGARITA GEVONDYAN

/s/ Russell A. Archer
By:  Russell A. Archer
Attorneys for
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Post Office Box 800
Rosemead, California 91770
Telephone:  (626) 302-2865
E-mail: Russell.Archer@sce.com

May 20, 2019
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Conclusions of Law

3. SB 901 does not previde-that preclude the Commission from determining that approval of a
WMP is informative regarding dispesitive-of whether the WMP filer acted reasonably and
prudently when the filer seeks recovery of WMP-related costs. Here, we exercise that existing
discretion and authority to conclude that, as a matter of law, substantial compliance with the
metrics set forth in the utility-specific approved WMPs is equivalent to a finding that the utilities
prudently managed their respective systems in regards to mitigating wildfire risk, and that such a
determination is informative and relevant when considering future requests for cost recovery for
the expenditures necessary to fund those approved activities and programs.

4. While recognizing that outcome-based metrics are largely outside of the utilities’ reasonable
control, SB 901requires WMPs to contain metrics that allow the Commission, CAL FIRE and
other stakeholders to assess whether the WMPs will over time reduce the risk and impact of
catastrophic wildfires.

Ordering Paragraphs

1. All electrical corporations named as respondents may if necessary shall file submit one twe
Fier3 information-only submittal report to the Commission’s Safety and Enforcement Division
(SED) AdvieeLetters entitled “Reports on Possible Off Ramps,” describing any concerns about
the effectiveness or planned methodological improvements or other prudent modifications of any
program in their individual Wildfire Mitigation Plans. The first AdvieeLetter report shall be
filed and served if necessary on the service list for this proceeding no later than 6 months from
the effective date of this decision and-the-second-Advice Letter shall be filed-and servedne-later
than 1 2-months-after the-effeetive-date-of this-deeiston. The report Eachreport shall clearly
describe the concern or planned improvement or modifications, contain a specific proposal for
action, including if applicable a recommendation to reduce, ex-end or modify the specific
mitigation identified, and include any expert or other authoritative information available received
on the efficacy of the mitigation. Parties may submit Comments on this report to SED within 20
days from the date the report is submitted.

2. All electrical corporations shall, by July 30, 2019, file-and-serve-on-the-servieedist submit an
informational-only submittal report to SED and serve this report on the service list for this
proceeding. a-Fier3-Adviceletterentitled The report shall be entitled “Data Collection and
Results Oriented Metrics for Assessing Wildfire Mitigation Plans” prepesing that: a) lists the
data the electrical corporation collects that could be useful in assessing the effectiveness of its
Wildfire Mitigation Plan (WMP) in reducing wildfire; b) suggests new areas of data collection
that could assist in assessing WMP effectiveness; ¢) proposes a schedule for collecting and using
the data for future wildfire mitigation efforts; d) proposes a manner of making the data available
to third party researchers for the purposes of improving wildfire mitigation; and €) proposes
metrics that assess whether the Wildfire Mitigation Plans are having or will have the desired
result — a reduction in catastrophic wildfire. The electrical corporation may make such proposals
singly or in combination with other electrical corporations or parties to this proceeding. The




metrics shall not focus on the number of actions taken, but instead on how those actions
measurably reduce the risk of catastrophic wildfire.

fmﬁgaﬁen— Before maklng thls ﬁl—m-g submlttal the electrlcal corporatlons shall consult experts
in data analysis, inehading such as presenters at the Wildfire Technology Innovation Summit co-
sponsored by this Commission on March 20-21, 2019, to ensure they gather the data in a manner
that allows assessment, including using common data gathering methods across all respondent
electrical corporations. The filing report shall include the results of this consultation. Parties
may submit Comments on this report to the SED within 20 days from the date the report is

submitted.

4. On or before August 30, 2019, SED respondent-eleetrical-corporations shall convene a series
of workshops meet-and-confersesston with the parties to this proceeding and other interested

stakeholders for the purpose of initiating the 2020 Wildfire Mitigation Plan (WMP) process. The
workshops meet-and-cenfersesston shall include discussion of: a) the timing of WMP filing,
including whether to stagger large investor owned utility filings and those of the small and
multijurisdictional utilities; b) discovery and data exchange in 2019 that will assist stakeholders
in assessing and commenting on the WMPs; and c) other process improvements to reduce the
time constraints faced during this proceeding to date.

5. The electrical corporations shall file and serve a report on the service list for this proceeding
on-this-meet-and-confersession summarizing the results of the workshops meet-and-eonfer
proeess. This report shall include a description of all ether parties’ input, and include
recommendations that reflect both the electrical corporations’ and parties’ suggestions for next
steps. The report shall be filed and served no later than October 1, 2019.

6. The series of workshops meet-and-cenferpreeess described in the previous ordering
paragraphs shall not be governed by the Commission’s settlement rules; that is, it should be open
to all interested in attending, and not confidential.

8. In order to comply with Public Utilities Code Section 8386(c)(19)(C), future Wildfire
Mitigation Plans must include a discussion of how the utility evaluates the effectiveness of
routine inspection programs developed in accordance with existing regulations such as the
Commlsswn S 1nfrastmcture 1nspect10n requlrements 1n General Order (GO) 165. Atamintmti




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Implement
Electric Utility Wildfire Mitigation Plans R.18-10-007
Pursuant to Senate Bill 901 (2018).

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that, pursuant to the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, I
have this day served a true copy of SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY’S
(U 338-E) OPENING COMMENTS ON GUIDANCE PROPOSED DECISION ON 2019
WILDFIRE MITIGATION PLANS SUBMITTED PURSUANT TO SENATE BILL 901 on
all parties identified on the attached service list(s) R.18-10-007. Service was effected by one or
more means indicated below:

Transmitting the copies via e-mail to all parties who have provided an e-mail
address.
Placing the copies in sealed envelopes and causing such envelopes to be delivered

by U.S. Mail to the offices of the Assigned ALJ(s) or other addressee(s).

ALJ Peter V. Allen

ALJ Sarah R. Thomas

California Public Utilities Commission
Division of Administrative Law Judges
505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Executed on May 20, 2019, at Rosemead, California.

/s/ Edith Leon

Edith Leon

Legal Administrative Assistant

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Post Office Box 800
Rosemead, California 91770
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Los Angeles, CA 90013

FADI DAYE
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
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BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY OUTREACH
320 West 4th Street Suite 500
Los Angeles, CA 90013

JOAN WEBER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OFFICE OF THE SAFETY ADVOCATE

320 West 4th Street Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

FOR: OSA

KOKO M. TOMASSIAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRIC SAFETY AND RELIABILITY BRANCH
320 West 4th Street Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

FOR: SED

ANNMARIE LETT

COORDINATOR - RATES & REG AFFAIRS
LIBERTY UTILITIES (CALIFORNIA)
9750 WASHBURN ROAD

DOWNEY, CA 90241

JANE TERJUNG

TOPANGA COMMUNITY ALLIANCE
1639 OAK DRIVE

TOPANGA, CA 90290

DANIEL W. DOUGLASS

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DOUGLASS & LIDDELL

4766 PARK GRANADA, SUITE 209
CALABASAS, CA 91302

CONNOR FLANNIGAN

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE.

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

MARGARITA GEVONDYAN

SR. ATTORNEY

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE / PO BOX 800
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

SIMONE S. BRYAN
PROJECT / PROGRAM ANALYST
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ELECTRIC SAFETY AND RELIABILITY BRANCH
320 West 4th Street Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

FOR: SED

JOCELINE PEREIRA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRIC SAFETY AND RELIABILITY BRANCH
320 West 4th Street Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

JOHN R. TODD

DEP. CHIEF-PREVENTION SVCS. BUREAU
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES FIRE DEPT.
1320 N. EASTERN AVENUE, RM. 254
LOS ANGLELES, CA 90063-3294

FOR: COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SHARON YANG

DIR - LEGAL SERVICES

LIBERTY UTILITIES (CALPECO ELECTRIC) LLC
9750 WASHBURN ROAD

DOWNEY, CA 90241

FOR: LIBERTY UTILITIES (CALIFORNIA)

FRED G. YANNEY

ATTORNEY

YANNEY LAW OFFICE

17409 MARQUARDT AVE. UNIT C-4
CERRITOS, CA 90703

CASE ADMINISTRATION

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
8631 RUSH STREET

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

GARY STERN

MANAGING DIR.

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

8631 RUSH STREET

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

RYAN STEVENSON

PRINCIPAL ADVISOR / REG - POLICY
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
8631 RUSH ST., GEN. OFFICE 4
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

NGUYEN QUAN
REGULATORY AFFAIRS MGR.
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

JOSEPH W. MITCHELL, PH.D

M-BAR TECHNOLOGIES AND CONSULTING, LLC
19412 KIMBALL VALLEY RD.

RAMONA, CA 92065

MARIA C. SEVERSON, ESQ.
ATTORNEY

AGUIRRE & SEVERSON LLP

501 WEST BROADWAY, STE. 1050
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-3591
FOR: RUTH HENRICKS

JOHN W. LESLIE, ESQ
ATTORNEY

DENTONS US LLP
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 92121

JAMIE K. YORK

GRC PROGRAM MGR.

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP32D
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

NORMA G. JASSO

MGR - REGULATORY

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK CT, CP31E

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT (CP31lE)
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1548

ERIC CARDELLA

SUPERVISOR, ENGINEERING & PLANNING
BEAR VALLEY ELECTRIC SERVICE

42020 GARSTIN DRIVE / PO BOX 1547
BIG BEAR LAKE, CA 92315

WILLIAM R. SMITH
CITY MGR
CITY OF COLTON
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BEAR VALLEY ELECTRIC SERVICE
630 EAST FOOTHILL BLVD.
SAN DIMAS, CA 91773

MARIA BYRNES

LEGAL ASSISTANT

AGUIRRE & SEVERSON LLP

501 WEST BROADWAY, STE. 1050
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

FOR: RUTH HENRICKS

ESTHER NORTHRUP

STATE REGULATORY AFFAIRS
COX CALIFORNIA TELCOM, LLC
5887 COPLEY DRIVE, STE. 300
SAN DIEGO, CA 92111

CHUCK MANZUK

DIR - GRC & REVENUE REQUIREMENTS
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

KEITH MELVILLE

SR. COUNSEL

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTIRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK CT., CP-32D

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

FOR: SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

CENTRAL FILES

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK CT, CP31-E

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1530

BRITT K. STROTTMAN

BARON & BUDD, P.C.

11440 WEST BERNARD COURT

SAN DIEGO, CA 92127

FOR: COUNTIES OF SONOMA, NAPA,
MENDOCINO, LAKE, YUBA, NEVADA.
OF SANTA ROSA, AND CLEARLAKE.

CITIES

PAUL MARCONI

DIRECTOR

BEAR VALLEY ELECTRIC SERVICE
42020 GRASTIN DRIVE / PO BOX 1547
BIG BEAR LAKE, CA 92315

JESUS G. ROMAN
ASSIST. GEN. COUNSEL
VERIZON

5/20/2019



CPUC - Service Lists - R1810007

650 N. LA CADENA DRIVE
COLTON, CA 92324
FOR: CITY OF COLTON

DOUG KARPA

PENINSULA CLEAN ENERGY
2075 WOODSIDE ROAD
REDWOOD CITY, CA 94061

SUE MARA

CONSULTANT

RTO ADVISORS, L.L.C.
164 SPRINGDALE WAY
REDWOOD CITY, CA 94062

MILES F. MAURINO

ADAMS BROADWELL JOSEPH & CARDOZO
601 GATEWAY BLVD., SUITE 1000
SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94080

FOR: COALITION OF CALIFORNIA UTILITY

EMPLOYEES (CUE)

AMY C. CHAMARTY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSIONER RECHTSCHAFFEN

ROOM 5210

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ANAND DURVASULA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSIONER RANDOLPH

ROOM 5130

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ANNA WRIGHT
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ELECTRICITY PLANNING & POLICY BRANCH

AREA
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

BRIAN STEVENS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION
ROOM 5023

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CAROLINA CONTRERAS
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OFFICE OF THE SAFETY ADVOCATE
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15505 SAND CANYON AVE. D201
IRVINE, CA 92618

JOSEPH F. WIEDMAN

DIR - REGULATORY & LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS
PENINSULA CLEAN ENERGY AUTHORITY

2075 WOODSIDE ROAD

REDWOOD CITY, CA 94061

MARC D. JOSEPH

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ADAMS, BROADWELL JOSEPH & CARDOZO
601 GATEWAY BLVD., STE. 1000
SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94080

ROSS NAKASONE

PLANNING & REGULATORY COMPLIANCE

SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITES COMMISSION
525 GOLDEN GATE AVE., 7TH FL.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

AMY C. YIP-KIKUGAWA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4107

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ANDIE BIGGS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRIC SAFETY AND RELIABILITY BRANCH
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

BILLIE C. BLANCHARD

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING AND PERMITTING B
AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CANDACE MOREY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5031

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHARLOTTE TERKEURST
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRIC SAFETY AND RELIABILITY BRANCH
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AREA
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHLOE LUKINS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY SAFETY & INFRASTRUCTURE BRANCH
ROOM 4102

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHRISTOPHER HOGAN
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ELECTRICITY PRICING AND CUSTOMER PROGRAM

AREA
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

COLIN RIZZO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION
ROOM 5042

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DAVID LIEVANOS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY SAFETY & INFRASTRUCTURE BRANCH
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

FRANZ CHENG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
MARKET STRUCTURE, COSTS AND NATURAL GAS
AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JAMES RALPH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
PRESIDENT PICKER

ROOM 5037

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JONATHAN J. REIGER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4107

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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ROOM 2201

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA
FOR: SED

94102-3214

CHRISTOPHER CHOW

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
NEWS AND SOCIAL MEDIA

ROOM 5301

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHRISTOPHER PARKES

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OFFICE OF THE SAFETY ADVOCATE
AREA 2-D

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DAPHNE GOLDBERG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMUNICATIONS AND WATER POLICY BRANCH
ROOM 4208

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DAVID PECK

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
PRESIDENT PICKER

ROOM 5215

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

GARY C. ERMANN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RISK ASSESSMENT AND ENFORCEMENT
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JESSICA T. HECHT

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION
ROOM 5116

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JULIA ENDE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
MARKET STRUCTURE, COSTS AND NATURAL GAS
ROOM 4011

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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JUNAID RAHMAN LESLIE L. PALMER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

RISK ASSESSMENT AND ENFORCEMENT SAFETY AND ENFORCEMENT DIVISION

AREA ROOM 2203

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
FOR: SED

LEUWAM TESFAI MARIANNE DIVINA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

COMMISSIONER SHIROMA ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION

ROOM 5137 ROOM 5013

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MARY F. MCKENZIE MASOUD FOUDEH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION DEMAND RESPONSE, CUSTOMER GENERATION, AN

ROOM 5109 AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MATTHEW YUNGE NATHAN POON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ELECTRIC SAFETY AND RELIABILITY BRANCH ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION

AREA ROOM 5013

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NATHANIEL SKINNER PETER V. ALLEN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENERGY SAFETY & INFRASTRUCTURE BRANCH ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION

AREA 4-A ROOM 5017

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

QUANG PHAM RACHEL MCMAHON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ELECTRIC SAFETY AND RELIABILITY BRANCH MARKET STRUCTURE, COSTS AND NATURAL GAS

AREA 2-D AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

RICK TSE ROBERT HAGA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ELECTRIC SAFETY AND RELIABILITY BRANCH ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION

AREA 2-D ROOM 5006

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SARAH R. THOMAS SEAN A. SIMON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION COMMISSIONER RECHTSCHAFFEN

ROOM 5033 ROOM 5201

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SHELBY CHASE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY SAFETY & INFRASTRUCTURE BRANCH
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

TRUMAN L. BURNS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENERGY COST OF SERVICE & NATURAL GAS BRA
ROOM 4205

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

WENDY AL-MUKDAD

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RISK ASSESSMENT AND ENFORCEMENT
AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ERIC BORDEN

ENERGY POLICY ANALYST

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
785 MARKET STREET, STE. 1400
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

MARCEL HAWIGER

STAFF ATTORNEY

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
785 MARKET ST., STE. 1400
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

SCOTT CASTRO

HORIZON WEST TRANSMISSION, LLC
ONE POST STREET, SUITE 2550
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

FOR: (FORMERLY NEXTERA ENERGY
TRANSMISSION, LLC)

GARETH STAMP

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
245 MARKET STREET, ROOM 914C

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

KARI CAMERON

LEGAL ADMINISTRATOR
BUCHALTER

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 94105
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SIMI ROSE GEORGE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSIONER RECHTSCHAFFEN

ROOM 5119

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

VALERIE KAO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION
ROOM 5005

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

WILLIAM K. SANDERS

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

CITY HALL RM 234

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-4682

FOR: CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

KATY MORSONY

STAFEF ATTORNEY

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
785 MARKET STREET, SUITE 1400
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

JAMES M. BIRKELUND

PRESIDENT

SMALL BUSINESS UTILITY ADVOCATES
548 MARKET STREET, STE. 11200
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

CHARLES R. MIDDLEKAUFF
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, B30A / BOX 7442

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
JANE WHANG

STAFF COUNSEL

VERIZON

201 SPEAR STREET, 7TH FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

LISE H. JORDAN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, B30A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105
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MEREDITH ALLEN

SR. DIRECTOR, REGULATORY RELATIONS
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, B10C

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

MICHAEL CADE

ANALYST - ENERGY & NAT'L RESOURCES
BUCHALTER, A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
55 SECOND STREET, SUITE 1700

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

TRACY MARATUKULAM

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
245 MARKET STREET, ROOM 903

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

LILLIAN RAFIT

ATTORNEY

BUCHALTER, A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
55 SECOND STREET, STE. 1700

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105-3493

FOR: ENERGY PRODUCERS AND USERS
COALITION

GWEN JOHNSON

QUALITY TESTING

AT&T SERVICES, INC.

430 BUSH STREET, 5TH FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94108

BRIAN T. CRAGG

ATTORNEY

GOODIN, MACBRIDE, SQUERI & DAY , LLP
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

EMILY LIEBAN

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, STE. 2800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

KATIE JORRIE

ATTORNEY

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

MICHAEL B. DAY
ATTORNEY

GOODIN, MACBRIDE, SQUERI, DAY & LAMPREY,

505 SANSOME ST., STE. 900
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MICHAEL ALCANTAR

ATTORNEY AT LAW

BUCHALTER, A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
55 SECOND STREET, SUITE 1700

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

SPENCER OLINEK

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, ROOM 2333

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

VIKTORIYA MALKINA

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MC B23A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

FASSIL FENIKILE

DIR - REGULATORY

AT&T SERVICES, INC.

430 BUSH STREET, 5TH FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94108

MICHELLE CHOO

ASSISTANT

AT&T SERVICES, INC.

430 BUSH STREET, 3ND FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94108

BUCK B. ENDEMANN

PARTNER

K&L GATES LLP

4 EMBARCADERO CENTER, STE. 1200
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

JIM TOMLINSON

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

MARK P. SCHREIBER

ATTORNEY

COOPER, WHITE & COOPER LLP

201 CALIFORNIA STREET, 17TH FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

PATRICK FERGUSON

ATTORNEY

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111
FOR: TRANS-ELECT NTD PATH 15, LLC

TAHIYA SULTAN

ASSOCIATE

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, STE. 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

TONY BRUNELLO

CALIFORNIA STRATEGIES & ADVOCACY, LLC
1 EMBARCADERO CENTER, STE. 1060

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP
505 MONTGOMERY STREET, STE. 800

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111
STEVEN MOSS

PARTNER

M.CUBED

296 LIBERTY STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94114

FOR: THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT SUSTAINABLE
ENERGY COALITION

DEBORAH BEHLES

OF COUNSEL

2912 DIAMOND STREET, STE 162

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94131

FOR: CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
ALLIANCE (CEJA)

CASE COORDINATION

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000; MC B23A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

PETRA BRUGGISSER

DEPUTY COUNTY COUNSEL

COUNTY OF SONOMA

575 ADMINISTRATION DRIVE, ROOM 105-A
SANTA ROSA, CA 94503

BRETT T. KAWAKAMI

EBMUD

375 11TH STREET, STE. 200
OAKLAND, CA 94541

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

TARA KAUSHIK

PARTNER

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 2800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

TRINA HORNER

DIRECTOR

NAVIGANT CONSULTING

101 CALIFORNIA STREET, STE. 4100
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

SUZANNE TOLLER

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

MAVIS SCANLON

EDITOR

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS
425 DIVISADERO ST., STE 303
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117

DEBORAH BEHLES
OF COUNSEL
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CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE ALLIANC

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 94131

WILLTIAM V. MANHEIM

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000, MAIL CODE B30A
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

MARY NEHER

DISTRICT SECRETARY

CONTRA COSTA WATER DISTRICT
PO BOX H20

CONCORD, CA 94524

AVIS KOWALEWSKI

VP - GOV'T & REGULATORY AFFAIRS
CALPINE CORPORATION

4160 DUBLIN BLVD, SUITE 100
DUBLIN, CA 94568

https://ia.cpuc.ca.gov/servicelists/R1810007 86056.htm

5/20/2019



CPUC - Service Lists - R1810007

KATHERINE C. PIPER
REGIONAL MANAGING COUNSEL
CALPINE COPORATION

4160 DUBLIN BLVD., STE. 100
DUBLIN, CA 94568

BENJAMIN BODELL

ATTORNEY

BEST BEST AND KRIEGER LLP
2001 N MAIN ST., STE. 390
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94596

APRIL ROSE SOMMER

LEAD COUNSEL

PROTECT OUR COMMUNITIES FOUNDATION
1547 PALOS VERDES MALL, NO. 196
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94598

FOR: PROTECT OUR COMMUNITIES FOUNDATION

ALLIE DETRIO

POLICY MANAGER

ENGIE SERVICES

500 12TH STREET, SUITE 300
OAKLAND, CA 94607

SAJI THOMAS PIERCE

EAST BAY MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
375 11TH STREET

OAKLAND, CA 94607-4240

PAUL NELSON
CONSULTANT

BARKOVICH & YAP, INC.
PO BOX 11031

OAKLAND, CA 94611

SHERIDAN PAUKER

PARTNER

KEYES & FOX LLP

436 14TH STREET, SUITE 1305
OAKLAND, CA 94612

PAUL SCHULMAN

SR RESEARCH FELLOW

CTR FOR CATASTROPHIC RISK MGNT
MILLS COLLEGE

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA
BERKELEY, CA 94720

PHILLIP MULLER
PRESIDENT

SCD ENERGY SOLUTIONS
436 NOVA ALBION WAY
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MARK T. PRESTWICH

CITY MGR

CITY OF ST. HELENA

1480 MAIN STREET

ST. HELENA, CA 94574
FOR: CITY OF ST. HELENA

JAMIE PANG

LEGAL FELLOW

PROTECT OUR COMMUNITIES FOUNDATION
1547 PALOS VERDES MALL SUITE 196
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94597

ALICE L. HARRON
CEO

HARRON, LLC

4016 EVERETT AVE.
OAKLAND, CA 94602

RACHEL JONES

EAST BAY MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
375 ELEVENTH STREET

OAKLAND, CA 94607

CATHERINE E. YAP
BARKOVICH & YAP, INC.
PO BOX 11031

OAKLAND, CA 94611l

LEON BLOOMFIELD

ATTORNEY

LAW OFFICES OF LEON BLOOMFIELD
1901 HARRISON STREET, SUITE 1400
OAKLAND, CA 94612

ALEX J. MORRIS

VP - POLICY & OPERS

CALIFORNIA ENERGY STORAGE ALLIANCE
2150 ALLSTON WAY, STE.400
BERKELEY, CA 94709

FRANK LINDH

ATTORNEY

CITIZENS ENERGY CORPORATION

110 TAYLOR STREET

SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901

FOR: CITIZENS ENERGY CORPORATION

MARC KOLB

GRID DEL SOL CONSULTING
46 VISTA DEL SOL

MILL VALLEY, CA 94941
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SAN RAFAEL, CA 94903

SUSIE BERLIN

LAW OFFICES OF SUSIE BERLIN
1346 THE ALAMEDA, SUITE 7-141
SAN JOSE, CA 95126

CORY O&€™DONNELL

CHIEF DEPUTY COUNTY COUNSEL
COUNTY OF SONOMA

575 ADMINISTRATION DRIVE,
SANTA ROSA, CA 95403

ROOM 105-A

SUE A. GALLAGHER
CITY ATTORNEY

CITY OF SANTA ROSA
100 SANTA ROSA AVE.,
SANTA ROSA, CA 95404

RM 8

JORDAN PINJUV

COUNSEL

CALIFORNIA INDEPENDENT SYSTEM OPERATOR
250 OUTCROPPING WAY

FOLSOM, CA 95630

FOR: CALIFORNIA ISO

JOHN DRISCOLL

CITY ATTORNEY

CITY OF PLACERVILLE
31001 CENTER STREET
PLACERVILLE, CA 95667
FOR: CITY OF PLACERVILLE

AMY WARSHAUER

MGR - GOV'T & EXTERNAL AFFAIRS
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS

1201 K STREET, SUITE 1980
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

AUDRA HARTMANN
PRINCIPAL

SMITH, WATTS & HARTMANN
925 L STREET, SUITE 220
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

CHERYL COX

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
PROCUREMENT STRATEGY AND OVERSIGHT BRANC
300 Capitol Mall

Sacramento, CA 95814
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BRUCE GOLDSTEIN

COUNTY COUNSEL

COUNTY OF SONOMA

575 ADMINISTRATION DRIVE,
SANTA ROSA, CA 95403

ROOM 105-A

ADAM ABEL
ASSIST. CITY ATTORNEY
CITY OF SANTA ROSA
100 SANTA ROSA AVENUE,
SANTA ROSA, CA 95404

RM 8

KATHARINE L. ELLIOTT
COUNTY COUNSEL

COUNTY OF MENDOCINO

501 LOW GAP ROAD, RM 1030
UKIAH, CA 95482

FOR: COUNTY OF MENDOCINO

LAURA J. MANZ
DIRECTOR

ENERGY NAVIGANT

35 IRON POINT CIRCLE,
FOLSOM, CA 95630

STE. 225

LANDIS MARTTILA

IBEW 1245

30 ORANGE TREE CIRCLE
VACAVILLE, CA 95687

ASISH GAUTAM

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OFFICE OF THE SAFETY ADVOCATE

300 Capitol Mall

Sacramento, CA 95814

CHARLIE BORN

FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS
1201 K STREET, STE. 1980
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

DRUCILLA DUNTON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENTERPRISE RISK AND COMPLIANCE OFFICE
300 Capitol Mall

Sacramento, CA 95814
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FILIBERTO A. PINEDA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OFFICE OF THE SAFETY ADVOCATE

300 Capitol Mall

Sacramento, CA 95814

LAURA FERNANDEZ

ATTORNEY

BRAUN BLAISING SMITH WYNNE, P.C.
915 L STREET, STE 1480

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL UTILITIES
ASSOCIATION

NICK CRONENWETT

LEGISLATIVE ANALYST

CALIFORNIA STATE ASSOC. OF COUNTIES
1100 K STREET, STE 101

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

JEFFERY D. HARRIS

ATTORNEY

ELLISON SCHNEIDER HARRIS & DONLAN LLP
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, STE. 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816

JOY MASTACHE

SR. ATTORNEY - OFF. OF GEN. COUNSEL
SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
6301 S STREET, MS A31ll

SACRAMENTO, CA 95817

SARBJIT BAGRI

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OFFICE OF THE SAFETY ADVOCATE

180 Promenade Circle, Suite 115
Sacramento, CA 95834

KERRI TIMMER

SIERRA BUISNESS COUNCIL
10183 TRUCKEE AIRPORT RD
TRUCKEE, CA 9616l

HEIDE MARIE CASWELL
PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH, STE. 1700
PORTLAND, OR 97232
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JOSHUA NELSON

ATTORNEY

BEST BEST AND KRIEGER LLP
500 CAPITOL MALL, STE. 1700
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

LAURA MCWILLIAMS

STATE SENATOR JERRY HILL
STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 5035
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

ANDREW B. BROWN

ELLISON SCHNEIDER HARRIS & DONLAN LLP
2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, STE. 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816

BRIAN S. BIERING

ATTORNEY

ELLISON SCHNEIDER HARRIS & DONAN LLP
2600 CAPITOL AVE., STE. 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5931

FOR: DATC PATH 15, LLC

TIM MASON

POLICY DIR

LARGE-SCALE SOLAR ASSOCIATION
2501 PORTOLA WAY

SACRAMENTO, CA 95818

SULTAN BANU ACIMIS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRIC SAFETY AND RELIABILITY BRANCH
180 Promenade Circle, Suite 115
Sacramento, CA 95834

FOR: SED

CATHIE ALLEN

DIR - REGULATORY AFFAIRS
PACIFICORP

825 N. E. MULTNOMAH, SUITE 300
PORTLAND, OR 97232
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