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P, 0. Box 7960

Stockton, California 93267
Telephone: (209) 478-4584
E-mail; mom209@sbeglobal.net

March 23, 2009

Via Fax

Ms. Stacey Karpinen
Asgistant Corporate Seqcretary
California ISO

151 Blue Ravine Road
Folsom, California 95630

Aitn: Deanna
Re: Appeal to the IS0 Board of Govemors

Dear Ms, Karpinen:

I am faxing an appeal to be submitted to the California ISQ Board of Governors for
consideration at their meeting on Friday, March 27 th, 1t is my understending that this is on their
agenda and [ have been told to arrive prior to 11:30 a.m. If this is incorrect please advise, You
can reach me at the above phone number or ¢-mail address.

Pursuant to the request in the letter of Mr. Shonkwiler to Mr. Charles E. Keen, the
attornsy who has been helping me with this, Mr. Shonkwiler requested that the correspondence
be sent to you by today, thus T am faxing it.

Appatently, over the weekend Mr. Shonkwiler started e-mailing information to Mt, Keen.
We have not had & chance to examine all of it yet but will as soon as possible. If we need to
supplement anything in firis document, we will do so before the close of buginess on Wednesday,

March 25%.

Sincerely,

%mﬂe

Enclosure
ce: My, Charles C, Keen
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Julie Ann Sarale

P.O. Box 7960

Stockton , California 95267
Telephone: (209) 478-4584

In Re:

APPEAL TO THE BOARD OF
GOVERNORS OF THE CALIFORNIA
INDEPENDENT SERVICE OPERATOR
CORPORATION OF THE DENIAL OF
RECORDS AND DECISION ON APPEAL
TO GOVERNANCE BOARD DATED
MARCH 3,2009

L

STATEMENT OF AFFEAL AND PROCEDURAL STATUS

This appeal relates to total or pertial denial for Request for Records mads by myself,

JULIE ANN SARALE, on December 31, 2008. A copy of my Request for Records is given at

Exhibit “A” hereto, Appeal is made on two general grounds:

1. CAISO’s March 3, 2009, refusal and failure to identify and/or provide me with all
records which it was required to provide by law and its own Tnformeation Availability Policy
dated October 22, 1998 (Referred to below as “CAIS0 POLICY™); and

2 CAIS0’s denial of due process by failure to follow its own procedure as established
in the CAISQ POLICY by (1) in failing to respond to my original Request for Records of
December 31, 2008; and (2) on March 3, 2009, in summarily and incompetently disposing of my
appeal of February 19, 2009; and (3) in providing evasive, unlawful responses, incomplete
production of documents, and documents redacted to the point of being meaningless by its
responses of Mezch 3, 17, 20, and 21, 2009, |

I made my otiginal request following the CAISO POLICY which was approved by
Public Utility Code Section 345.5(c). CAIS0’s response to my request was due within 10 days.
Mo response was provided by CAISO, so Imade a second request on January 19, 2009, The
second request was ignored as Was my third request on February 2, 2009. The follow-ups are

aitached at Exhibits “B” and “C”, When my three requests went ignored and fifty(50) days had
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passed on a tequest to which a response was due in ten (10) days , an appeal was made on
February 19, 2009, to the Corporate Governance Board under Section 7 of the CAISQ POLICY.
A copy of that appeal is given at Exhibit “D™.

No response to my eppeal was received from the Corporate Governance Board and, in
fact, later correspondence from CAISO counsel suggested that the Governance Board does 1ot
exist, Ultimately a response was received signed by Assistant General Counsel - Corporate,
Daniel Shonkwiler, stating that he was responding to both the original request of December 31,
2008, seomingly assuming the authority of the Board “to the notice of appeal” of February 19,
2008, Unless Mr, Shonkwiler is the Corporate Governance Board, he has no authority to hear or
decide an appeal under the CAISO POLICY. And since the Governance Board, (if it existed)
would have no right as an appellant tribupal to initially offer objections on appeal that had not
earlier been raised in the required initial response by CAISO, Mr. Shonkwiler’s letter of Match
3, 2009, is not only non-complient with the CAISO POLICY, but is a misguided procedural
mistake disregerding the most basic concept of due process, i.e., he appears to be making the
rules up as he goes along. In any event, since Mr. Shonkwiler stated on behalf of the California
IS0 he was disposing of my appesl to the governance bipard, albeit in disregard of CAISO
POLICY, this appeal is hereby presented to you, the Corporation's Board of Governors.

1 have tried to comply with the CAISO’s POLICY, To this point the CAISO response (or
lack thereof) suggest that those responding were either unaware of the Policy, chose to ignore
it, decided to make the rules up as they went along, or were waiting for PG&E to tell them what
to do.

I regret that this Board’s time and attention has to be devoted to a routine request such as
this; however, the documents I am asking for are important to husband and I and to other
growers whose crop producing walnut tress have been destroyed by PG&E; who have besn told
by PG&E and in newspaper articles written by PG&E that the CAISO standards end trimming
clearances mandated by CAISO required PG&E destroy their trees ; who have been actively
urged by CAISO’s Vice President Manz in her letter of November 6, 2008, to cooperate in

compliance with these maintenance practices adopted by CAISQ: and now have been told by
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CAISQ’s response of March 3, 2009, that it cannot provide a copy of the niaintenance standards
and practices by which it ordered PG&E's destruction of their trees because these documen o
. are protected from disclosure as confidential . . * There are other creative responses in Mr.
Shonkwiler’s March 3, 2009, and later lettets offered to avoid production in response 1o my
requests that are addressed below which, while not quite as ridiculous as telling me thet 1
cannot see the rules that Ms, Manz asked me to obey, are comparably inane,

Along with Mr. Shonkwiler’'s all-in-one decision on appeal/response were include several
Jink references (in lieu of documents) and small number of marginally responsive documents;
these were followed on March 13, 20 (after hours) and 21 (Saturday) by an emails attaching with
PG&E's consent and redaction what might otherwise have been useful copies of CAISO
Approved PG&E Practices of January 2002 and J anuaty2005.! Unfortunately they were redacted
to the point of being useless, €.8, PG&E redacted reference fo trimming cleqrances. Late last
Friday, March 20, 2009, after 5:00 p.m. close of business hours, and on the following Saturday
afternoon, with having earlier advised that your board required my submission of my writien
appeal was due on the following Monday (today) , M. Shonkwiler emailed a large quantities of
irrelevant matter which is still grossly incomplete, redacted to the point of uselessness, internally
duplicative, and in the case of anmual maintenance reporting directly violative of Public Utilities
Code section 348.2 'We have dong our best to sift through this last minute s;rmwstorm and have
found & few useful documents, but the bulk of what we asked for and are entitled to has not been
produced, I may need to supplement this appeal afier more review of the documents just
received.

IL
FACTUAL BACKGRO OF APPEAL

| Also produced were CAISO approved Practices for 1997 and 1999 which were superceded by the 2002
document relevant to our claim and & 2006 document that does not shew CAISO approval. No document relating to
tha consideration of these practives was produced.

*Many of these documents were produced by after hours ¢mail on Friday 3/20/09, end on Saturday March
21,2009, which would be sffectively received on 3/23/09 under notmal business hours, but along with the other
belatedly producad documents bear a marginally annotated date of 3/3/09 — which is false,
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My husband and I are walnut growers, with a small family operation of approximately 50
acres in northeastern San Joaguin County. PG&E had for over 80 years maintained power lines
(mow 115kV) over approximately 3 of acres of our walnuts. For these 80 years PG&E
periodically trimmed the vegetation to a radial distance prescribed in PUC General Order 95 of
approximately 10 feet, which was more than adequate for safety, GO 95 is the only regulation
that we have found that specifies minimum clearances and clearances at time of rimming. Ten
foot trimming allowed the trees to grow to 17 feet and produce walnuts. [ know Since my
husband started farming the land in 1983, there have been no fires, shorts, arcing or
encroachments within the 19 inch clearance specified by the Ceneral Order.

In 2004, PG&E started trimming to minimum radial clearance of 20 feet, rather than the
10 feet set in Appendix E to Rule 35 of General Order 5. This extra 10 fest of trimming
reduced what had been produeing walnut trees into seven foot stumps that might produce 2ot 3
walnuts in a good year. PQ&E told us when doing so, that it was complying with General Order
95, [which is not what I read in GO 95} and said it was required to do the new destructive
trimming by your corporation, the California ISO. Attached as Exhibits “B” and “F* are articles
from the October, 2005, and January, 2006, San Joaguin Form Bureau News, Exhibit “E, ” the
October, 2003, article written by PQ&E. says in the teble at the lower left the CAIS
Transmission Maintenanc cement requires minimum sustained clearance distance of 10 feet
at all imes. The diagtam at the upper right of that article explains how when PG&E adds
another 10 feet [which it apparently mace up] to CAISO’s minimum sustained clearance of 10
feet, we end up with a seven foot stump.

Exhibit “F*, the January, 2006, Farm Bureau News atticle states:

“The California Independent Systemn Operator (CAISO) has approved

PG&R's vegetation management procedures, which include what many

farmners regard as severe to disastrous euts.”

Since, according to PG&E, it was CAISO that approved and required the new “disastrous
cuts, * I am sure that the Board of Governors understands why it is reasonable for growers like

us, who had the disaster happen to them, to ask the CAISO to see its corporate documents which

spell out that rule and, also importantly, explain the analysis and evaluation that your board
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made when it decided to give PG&E the order to destroy our walnut trees,

Ta avoid any misunderstanding on the board’s part as to PG&E's giving you full credit
[and responsibillity] for oversight of its vegetation management and thet it is regulated by you,
the CAISO, not the PUC as to vegetation managerment standards, pleass refer to Exhibit “G, ”
which part of PG&E's written comments to the te PUC in comnection with ongoing Commission
proceedings related to revision of General Order 95°. You will be reassured that PG&E has
represented to the PUC that since 1998, .. The CAISO has actively regulated the field of
inspection and maintenance . . . including audits of PG&E’s . . , vegetation management. .. And
maintenance programs . . .» Given CAISO's active regulation of PG&E, it is odd that in
response to my requests, your organization has found only a handfol of documents related to
audit, inspection, or even communication with PQ&E about its practices and standards.

Last year I searched your website and the internet for the regulations, standards and
practices that PG&E said that CAISO had mendated with respect to the new, destructive
teimming limits and had given up finding anything when the letter of November 6, 2008, to “all
Californien’s” signed by Lora J. Manz, Vice President of Infrastructure Development, was
brought to my attention. The letter appears on the CAISO website, Her letter reads in part:

“In 1996, the California Legislatute passed a law that requires the CAISO to adopt

standard For the maintenance of transmission facilities to provide for reliable

electric service, As part of these standards the CAISQ has adopted the specific

transmission maintenance practices of the transmission owners Pacific Gas &

Electricity. . .These transmission owners are required to comply with the CAISO

adopted maintenance practices, . «

To insure reliable service in California, it is important that transmissions owners

adhere to these standards and practices this requires cooperation from affected

landewners and governiment agencies [0 ensure that the transmission owners

have access to the iransmission facilities and nearby area to trim or remove

vegetation or perform other maintenance. CAISO request all landowners and

agencies to cooperate in allowing the performance gf these maintenance

standards and practices for the benefit of the CIASO system and the entire Stale

of Californic.” [Letter Is attached as Exhibit “H; “ Emphasis odded)

The partial response to production request atiached to Mz, Shunkwiler’s reply to appeal

on March 3, 2009, indicates that the Manz letier of November 6, 2008, was drafted in copcert

3The entire document is available on the PUC website under proceeding R.08-11-005
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with PG&E, i.e., the exact wording of the letter was suggested and its being published was
instigated by PG&E.

The fow documents produced also indicate that PG&E really commumicated within other
utilities on CAISO's committees sharing information and policies in connection with it
vegetation management practices. Sections 7 and 8 of Appendix C to the tariff you provided
require a committee of with members from the other power utilities to review PG&E proposed

maintenance practices.

I
CAISO'S BASES OF DE OF RECORDS WERE UNTIMELY
WERE MERITLESS

As a matter of due process, objections to otherwise lawful prodﬁction of records are made
in initial response to & request, not invented on appeal. Objections to production were not
properly raised by timely response, since response was never made despite repeated follow-on
requests, Any objections — even if they were valid — were waived by failure to respond. The
objections interposed by Mr. Shoxkaile; wete made for first time in his disposition of appeal
were not only untimely but {nappropriate to the point of being embarrassing, As mentioned
above, it is absurd to suggest that practices which CAISO Vice President Manz® publicly urges
ATl Californians” to comply with under force of law are “confidential.”

A second problem with the assertion of confidentially is that PG&E waived any claim to
confidentially by urging the CAISO over the course of mamy months to publicly issue Ms, Manz’
letter demanding citizen compliance with PG&E’s “CAISO approved” maintenance practices,
Waiver of confidentially was also publicly effected in the newspaper articles (Exhibits “E” and
“F*) in which PG&E told growets they were vequired by law (CAISQ’s law) 1o allow PG&E to
cut their trees down to 7 feet and attributing grower outrage o outragous cuts to the California
Independent System Operator approval of vegetation management procedures, which mandated
those cuts. (Exhibit “F™)

Finally, the assertion of confidentiality to protect competitive, commercially valuable, or

sensitive information of PG&E is ridiculous. Utility vegetation management practices are neither
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confidential nor economically significant in that they are done in the open; announced in writing
to growers; and the cost associated with them reimbursed by the PUC. Among the dociments
produced were minutes of your maintenance coordinating commitiee which, on Qetober 15,
1999, had *. . . completed its review of the PTO-submitted vegetation practices. , . Unless [ am
missing something, under the tariff appendix, this committee is meade up of representatives of the
other TSO’s in California who could be the persons remotely considered as competing, How can
you setiously suggest confidentiality, when the other TSO’s not only read, but approved PG&E’s
practices?

If, in fact, California Indspendent Service Operator has authorized an extra 10 foet of
trimming beyond that mandated by General Order 95, [19 inch minimum trimming clearance and
10 foot ‘at time of rimming] by authorizing an new 10 foot ‘at all times” clearance, and, under
that CAISO rule, PG&E destroyed my trees, there has. been a teking of my property because it is
between that 7 and 17 foot hight that the walnuts grow. So the extra trimming has turmed what
were crop ptoducing, economically useful trees and the land on which the sit into nonpraductive
stumps on land unusable for prowing walmnts. The documents are needed to determine {f CAISO

has made any such law or rule under which my trees were destroyed and how and why they made

it.

Ivl
CAISO OT REASON, Y DEMAKD OR ENCOURAGE “ALL
ALIFO NE” LIANCE WITH | TEN PRACTICES HIT

REFUSES TO DISCLOSE

The CAISO’s refusal to produce documents in response to maintenance practices at
request 10, 11 and 13 ate based on confidentially, These are aecording to PG&E and VF Manz
the laws that PG&E and the other TSO's were *, , . required to comply with , , . (Exhibit “H").

As discussed above, any such confidentially is doubtful based on publicly visible condnet
, absence of any hint of ‘commercial sensitivity’, and the fact that the other T30's actually
approve each other's practices through required review by your TMCC. If it ever existed, any
hint of confidentiality was waived many times over by PG&E: CAISO has announced by letter
of November 6, 2008, published at the urging of PG&E , that compliance with the its practices is

KEYBOARD() 7
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required and solicited citizen coopetation in compliance; PG&E has published statoments in
letters and newspapet articles that excess and destructive trimming performed by it was
mandated by CAISO (Exhibits “F” and “G"), and PG&E openly and publicly executes the
practices it claims are confidential.

It is inconceivable that CAISO can demand, under color of law, cooperation by affeected
landowners and their compliance with maintenance practices it has adopted and subsequently
deny those landowners copies of the rules it mandated they obey.

The objections made globally and specifically as to items 10, 11, and 13, by CAISO’s
wg]l-in-one”response/denial of appeal (Shonkwiler, letter of March 3, 2009) are further
inappropriate in their reliance on Section 26.3 of the Transmission Control Agreement,
suggesting that the requested information is confidential based on that gections’s definition of
confideptial matter in Section 26.3.1; those definitions have nothing to do with vegetation
menagerent and further, the subject matter neither economically *valuable” nor “confidential™
_ other in the context of it being valuable fo public gafety and grid reliability., The standards
sought in my request deal with practices conducted in public as to the trimming of vegetation,
There is nothing “confidential” about them, not are they “oommercially sensitive” whether or not
they fall into the other specific criteria required for maintenance of confidentially, Considered in
the kight of public welfare, vegstation management practices deal with public safety and grid
reliability. The information is not related to competition or trade secrets and is related to
assuring protection of the public, Public policy would demand thet it be shered. What possible
reason would this board have to restrict access to information which, if exchanged, would further
the objectives this public benefit organization was formed to achieve?

Further, Section 26.3.3 requires the affected party to raise, ot its own expense defense, to
disclosure rather than be granted veto or editing/redaction tights or be elzvated to a position
requiring that it has to grant permission to the CAIB0, which is supposed to be its regulator, to
obey the law, |

As far as assertion of confidentially based on the definition of maintenance practices as

confidential, in Section 1 Appendix “C" of the Tariff No. 7, the meaintenance practices
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designated as confidential are those uged by a PTO for the maintenance of that PTO's
transmission facilities, The tariff that defines wransmission facilities™ (which appears in the
ame sheeet, 140 of Tariff No. 7) a5 ‘equipment and components transferred by & PTO to the IS0
for operational conirol pursuant {0 Transmission Control Agreement, such as overhead and
underground transmission lines, stations, and associated facilities.” The requested documents

deal with vegetation management, not to meintenance of eny of these facilities. The objection is

inappropriate.
Iv.
CAISO’S RESPONSE BY REFER ING TO APPENDIX C OF THE TRANSMISSION
CONTROL AGREEMENT IN RESPONSE TQ REQUEST NO. 1, 2.3, 4,5 AND 6 I8

MISLEADING AND AN EMBARRASSMENT TO YOUR CORPORATION

Section 248 of the Public Utilities Code says that, “the independent system operator shall

adlopt inspection, maintenancs, repair and placement standards for the transmission facilities
under its control no later than September 30, 1997.” The requests to which this inane response
was given ask simply for those standards applicable to vegetation management, trimuming,
removal and, in particular, those standards to which CAISO Vice President Mans refetred in her
letter of November 6, 2008, The “glever” tesponse given in CAISO’s Mareh 3, 2009, letier was
1o refer me to Appendix C of the Transmission Control Agreement . 1 looked there and the
Transmission Control Agreement has no standard contained in it. n fact, as relevant to this
request, Appendix C makes only one oblique reference 0 management of vegetation, i.e., at

Section 5.2.1 of Appendix C, Section 52,11 of the tariff states that:

“As may be appropriate for the specific transmission lnes circuits under the 1S0’s
operational control each PTO’s maintenance practices shall describe maintenance
activities for the various attributes listed below:. ..

o Vegetation management”

While it may be embarrassing to candidly admit in response to a request for & document
that the Legislaturs commanded the CAISO to publish back in 1997, that no such document
exists, it might have been more honestly stated that the CAISO has not yet adopted a

maintenance practice rather than to interpose this meaningless response, however clever, that
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avoids the question and insults the intelligence and wastes the time of the person who asked it,
My family is going to be out over $100,000 in lost crops because of PG&E’s over trimming. We
want to find out who ordered or authorized the trimming that destroyed our trees and find out
why was ordered. This request is not a joke or & game. If the response is that CAISO has adopted
1o such standards of its own, i.e., that no such stendards exist, it is appropriate that it be honestly
stated by the CAISO. The furnishing of 2 lipk to a pon-responsive provision of a Tariff which
avoids the question and insults my intelligence is neither responsive, nor particularly honest, nor

pefitting a corporation created for the public benefit.
V.

THE REFUSAL TO DISCLOSE DOCUMENTS BASED ON VAGUE ASSERTION OF
PRIVILEGE IS INAPPROFRIATE

The pervasive suggestion in responses that “some of these withheld documents are also
privileged, as work product and trade secrets” does not make sense. If documents are being held
based on work product or lawyer-client privilege, please identify them and tell the specific
privilege involved. It is called a privilege log. As to claiming irade secret privilege fora
function openly performed in public regulated by a public agency, CAISQ cannot be serious. A
practice submitted to the CAISQ for approval giving it the force of law approved by a
copmitiee consisting of the other TSQ’s is not a secret. Outside the CIA budget, I do not think
we have secret laws in this county, It is just not the American way and I think there may be an
issue of due process. In addition, CAISO should not be asserting privilege for the companies it is
supposed to be regulating and would seem to have no right or standing to assert this privilege a8
to PG&E . Further, Policy 4.3.1 does not provide for blanket holding of preliminary drafts,
notes, memoranda, but only those which are “not retained in the ordinary course of buginess.” Tt
would appear that there are some memoranda or other notes which © were maintalned ina
normal course of business.” They should be produced.

The response to Item 9 is unnecessarily evasive, The links do not lead to anything
responsive to this request, I do not mind following & relevant link on the internet to find my

document, but it is useless if it links toa dead end or reference to an [EEE standard I cannot
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access, If you have these documents (and you should) please attach a copy 1o an email. Anpd
please do not include links that have nothing to do with my request, One link to which I was
referted was a 691 page document containing technical data and mathematical formulas, none of
which have to do anything with trimming or vegetation management. Unless Ms. Manz.
contemplated that “all Californians” of whom she asked compliance with these standards had a
Ph.D. in math, the response is a sad commentary on the CAISQ, Ifthere is a relevant
FERC/NERC standard that has to do with vegetation management in the possession of CAIBO,

‘ the CAISO should follow its information policy and the law and produce that document, not send
fhe citizen requesting information on a wild goose chase.

As 1o item 13, you might find it odd that someone who lives in Sen Joaquin County
requested the maintenance standards for SDG&E*, There is a good reason for the request. We
know growers to the South who have overhead lines who have not have their trecs destroyed.
Other utilities have used mechanical trimmers which have managed to trim the trees safely and
quickly and leave them big epough to produce crops. In other cases théy adjusted the line height
1o allow for safety and for the grower to use the land productively. The reason we want the
dacurments is 1o convinee you or whoever is supposed t0 be regulating PG&E , that there might
he another approach to vegetation management besides destroying crop producing trees. We
have knowledge that vegetation management is working for both the growers and the utilities in
other areas which you regulate. It is worth checking out and we need the documents. One other
item s to safety. My husband, Bill, attended 2 public PUC hearing in Santa Cruz gatlier this
month ( the matter related o Exhibit “G ") . During the hearing, the PUC Commissioner present,
Commisgioner Timothy Alan Simon, asked the PUC official with him if there had ever been a
fire related 1o ngrieultural vegetation coming into contact with the lines, The answer given was
“No.” Ifthat is correct, there may be no valid safety or system reliability concern involved with

the 20 foot trimming clearances under which PG&E used to destroy my trees. I would ask that in

4 Mr. Shonkwiler's after hours document production of March 20, 2009, included some of SDGE's
practices which, like PG&E had been redacted to remove all usefial information. Thie is surprising since 8DGE had
been reputed 1o be reasonable in its trimming practices and fir in its dealings with growers..
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gpproving trimming clearances, assuming you louk at them before you approved them, you do
not authotize PG&E to save a couple thousand in trimming expenses which results in eliminating
tens of thousands of dollars of my family’s income.
VI
SUMMARY
CAISO’s response to this citizen’s request for documents which, under statute and
CAISQ's policies, CAISO is obligated to produce Jis an unnecessary embarrassment. My inquiry
was triggered by Vice President Mans's November 6, 2008, letter urging that “all Californians™
comply with standards CAISO has adopted, Iam a citizen of California who asked for those
standards and documents related to them. At first my request was ignored; when I resorted to
appeal under CAISO policy, I was initially given hollow responses, specious assertions of
confidentiality, a token production of documents and, essentially, stonewslled. Since the initial
regponse, I had initially been provided with a handful of PG&E documents and, over the
weekend, with a mass of other documents which were redacted beyond recognition and were
timnestamped as being produced two weeks earlier. Last week , Mr. Shorkwiler advised that my
request for CAISO documents was being reviewed for possible additional production, i.g,, two
and one half months and CAISOQ will agres to look for the documents. Last Friday, after close of
business and on Saturday my lawyer got a email deluge of mostly irrelevant maiter, aka chaff,
The CAISO's assertions of confidentiality are ludicrous. The subject of my request is
vegetation management. Trimming is done in the open; it is not commercially sensitive; ftigin
ne way related to competitive advantage in that the utilities are reimbursed for these services and
the area of trimming is related to public safety and gtid reliability, Under your commitiee system,
the utilities sit on the TMCC which reviews and approves each others practices, Emails
produged show the CAISO’s attomey and PG&E who drafted Ms, Manz’ letter and urged her to
publish it are now hesiant to produce the very standards they asked her to enforce, ie., PGEE
set herup in the uncomfortable position of blindly urging compliance with something they did
not consent to make public. PG&E.'s instigation of this letter and participation in its drafting

weived any suggestion it might have that the matter is confidential. PG&E has asked CAISO to
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use its muscle and statutory mendate to ensure compliance with standards which PG&E wrote
and, supposedly, CAISO has adopted. Outside of national security, there should be no such thing
gs a ‘confidential’ law, .
RELICF REQUESTED

There i8 no valid reason that the documents requested should not have been produced in
| 10 days or, allowing for the weekend, on January 12, 2009, There is no valid reason thet I be
required to submit two follow-up reguests, seel the assistance of a lawyer, and have to submit an
appesl — waiting 62 days before the CAJSO made its first written acknowledgment of my request.

And there is no conceivable reason that after 62 days the responses given me by CAISO, was

I devoid of centrally relevant documents, interposed frivolous objections, and were procedurally
non-compliant with CAIS0 owned statutorily approved policy. The relief I ask on this appeal is

Fitst: that CAISO comply procedurally with its own policy document, Tn doing so it
would obey the law and might afford me some minium level of dué process. [ am following your
rules; you should;

Second: thet CAISO produce the documents requested — including not only the standards
and practices it has mandated that 1 obey, but also the internal pon-privileged documents related
1o the practices that it has originated and acquired in the course of regulating vegetation
management, ] understand that truly privilsged documents are not in play; I have not agked for
lawyer-client ¢ommunications or documents relating 1o price-setting, sconomic straiegy, of
sechnical trade sectets, We are talking about documents related to trimming trees in pullic view
under an ANSI standard,

Thitd, T ask that CAISO make an independent determination as to what is to be provided
under the law and the policy which was approved by the legislature, i, that CAIS0Q, not PG&E
decide my request. I do not think you statutory mandate envisioned my waiting for two months
1o be advised that you were waiting for approval from the entities you regulate.

In closing I would suggest that the CAISO update its procedure to reflect the
corporations existing structure and its policy so that it is not going through hoops to j:rotect

information that the law, public policy, and the CAISO’ g remson for existence demand should not
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be withheld from the public. As to my present request and futute requests that 1 or other eitizens
might make in the future, it would also suggest that the CAISO not designate a person to be in
charge of responding to the request who might have a personal stake in the maiter or be
embarrassed by its outcome, In this instance, documents produced indicate that the attorney who
is handling my response and the “appeal below’ had also participated in drafting Manz’ letter
which triggered the request for documents and he had done so in concert with PG&E. He is now
in an uncomfoﬂable position of answering to your vice president as to why he set her up with the
unnecessary and embarrassing latter and to PG&E whose interests he is vigorously trying to
protect. The CAIS(Os interests and PG&E’s may also be in conflict, He is probably 2 fine
lawyer and a good individual , but his handling of this matter seems inconsistent with common

semse, with CAISO’s own policy and with the law. Thank you for your consideration of this

Ju%’ IAnh Sarale

appeal.
Dated: B-2 %~ 0%
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P, O, Box 7960
Stockton, California 95267

December 31, 2008

Records Coordinator

Califomia ISO

P.O. Box 639014

Folgom, California 95762-9014

RE: Requests for Records Pursuant to Public Utilities Code § 3455 (&) (3)

Dear Records Coordingtor:

This letter is to request access to records in the possession of the California Independent
System Operator for purpose of inspection and copying, pursuant to Purauant to Puhﬁic Uilities
Code § 345.5 (c) (4) consistent with the California Public Records Act, Government Code
Section 6250 et seq. This request was discussed earlier with your counsel, Dan Shonkwiler. He
has azked that he be advised by you when this request has been received.

The records that I am asking to inspect and copy are:

1. Bvery maintenance standard related to vegetation management adopted by
CAISO pursuant to Public Resources Code § 348 since formation of CAISO.

2. Bvery maintenance standard related to vegetation trimming adopted by CAISO
pursuant to Public Resources Cade § 348 gince formation of CAISO.

3. Every maintenance standard related to vegetation removal adopted by CAISO
pursuant to Public Resources Code § 348 since formation of CAISO.

4, Every maintenance standard related to vegetation management which are
subject of the request for cooperation by landowners made by Vice Pregident Laura Mantz
in the second paragraph of ber letter dated November 6, 2008, & copy of which is attached
for your reference at Exhibit “A” to this request.

5. Every maintenance standard related to trimming of vegetation which are subject
of the request for cooperation by landowners made by Vice President Laura Mantz in the
szcond paragraph of her letter dated November 6, 2008, a copy of which is attached for
your reference at Exhibit “A” to this request.

6. Every maintenance standard related to vegetation removal which are subject of

EXHIBIT ‘4"
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Records Coordinator
December 31, 2008
Page 2

the request for cooperation by landowners made by Vice President Laura Mantz in the
second paragraph of her letter dated MNovember 6, 2008, & copy of which is attached for
yaur reference at Exhibit “A” to this request,

7. Bvery document received by CAISO from PG&E or its agents or attorneys
which was in any way related to the letter of Vice President Laura Mantz of Noverber 6,
2008, & copy of which is attached for your reference at Exhibit “A” .

8. Every document (other than those documents excepted from production under
para 4.3.1, 4.3.3, and 4.3,5 of CAISO Information availability policy dated October 22,
1998) which is any way related to purpose, content, or issuance of the letter of Vice
Prosident Laura Mantz of November 6, 2008, a copy of which is aftached for your
reference at Exhibit “A”,

9. Bvery maintenance standard related to vegetation managerment, trimming, or
removal including but not limited to North American Electric Reliability Standards
approved by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission to which transmission owners
are subject which standards are referred to in the request for cooperation by landowners
made by Vice President Laura Mantz in the fist paragraph of her letter dated November 6,
2008, a copy of which is attached for your reference at Exhibit “A” to this request,

10. BEvery description of maintenance practices related to vegetation management
submitted by PG&E to CAISO pursuant to para 2.3 Appendix “C" CAISO FERC Electric
Tariff No. 7, & copy of which Is attached for your reference at Exhibit “B” to this request,
for the years 1999 through 2007 inclusive.

11. Bvery document relating to meintenance practices related to vegetation
management relating to PG&E or submitted by PG&E to CAISO pursuant to para 5.2.1.1
Appendix “C” CAISO FERC Electric Tariff NO. 7, a copy of which is attached for your
reference at Exhibit “B” to this request, for the years 1999 through 2007 inclusive.

12. Every document relating to complaints of excess triraming relating to PG&E
for the years 1999 through 2007 inclusive,

13. Bvery description of maintenancs practices related to vegetation management
submitted by SDG&E to CAISO pursuant to para 2.3 Appendix “C” CAISO FERC
Blectric Tariff NO. 7, a copy of which is attached for your reference at Exhibit “B” to this
request, for the years 2002 through 2007 inclugive,

I believe there exist no provisions of law exempting the records from disclosure under the
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Records Coordinator
December 31, 2008
Page 3

Public Utlities Code or Pursuant to Government Code Section 6257, so I ask that you notify me
and make the records available to me for inspection within 10 days pursuant to para 5.2 of
CAIRO Information availability policy dated Qctober 22, 1998, Since CAISO’s Vice President
has asked all Californians to cooperate in complying with these maintenance standards and
practices, I doubt that any privacy or confidentiality concerns would relate to the bulk of these
documents,

. I you believe a portion of the information I heve requested is exempt from disclosure by
express provisions of the law or other authority including Government Code Section 6257
additionally requires segregation and deletion of that material in order that the remainder of the
information may be released.

If you believe that an express provision of law exists to exempt from disclosure all or &
portion of the matetial T have requested, Government Code Section 6256 provides you notify me
of the reasons for the determination not later than 10 days from your receipt of this request, I
apsume that under the mandate of consistency with that law as set forth in Public Utilities Code §
345.5 (o) (4), you will provide those reasons.

Finally, if you plan to charge me for any expense incurred in complying with this request,
please notify me in advance. Thank you for your timely attention to my request, If it is more
convenient for you, you may respond to my attorney, Charles E, Keen of Geiger, Coon & Keen
LLP, 311 East Main Street, Suite 400, Stockton, California 25202; Telephone: (209) 948-0434.

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Sarale

¢cc: Charles E. Keen, LLP

1GHE-BHE (B02)  d17 U3ay % ‘ucon ‘ua®t1es WAOB!S BODE EZ JeW



B. Q. Box 7960
Stockton, California 95267

January 19, 2009

Records Coordinator
California IS0

_P.0. Box 635014

Folsom, Californis 95763-9014
RE: Reguests for Recqrds Pursuant to Public Utilitles Code §345.5 (c) (3)
Dear Records Coordinator:

On December 31, 2008, I sent you a letter requesting information. To date I have had no
reply. A copy of said letter is enclosed for your reference,

Again, I request documents, gs indicated in the enclosed letter, I request that you respond
to sgid request according to law and your policy.

Once again, if' it is rore convenient for you, you may respond to my attorney, Charles E,
Keen of Geiger, Coon & Keen LLP, 311 East Main Street, Suite 400, Stockton, California 95202,
Telephone: (209) 948-0434.

Sincerely,

ulie Amn Sarale
c¢: Chatles E. Keen, LLF

EXHIBIT “B"
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P. O. Box 7960
8tockton, California 95267

7 a
L e ‘ rabY February 2, 2009 \) '\ﬂk)ﬁ

Records Coordinator
California ISQ

P.O. Box 639014

Folsom, Californis 95763-9014

RE: Requests for Records Pursuant to Public Utilities Code § 345.5 (¢) (3

Dear Records Coordinator:

On December 31, 2008, I sent you 4 letter requesting information. Agein on January 19%
I sent and faxed you the request. To date I have had no reply.

I believe you have ten (10) days to provide me with the information, Since the time hag

certainly passed, | reguest that you tespond to said request as soon as possible,

Again, if it i§ more convenient for you, you may respond to my attorney, Charles B, Keen
of Geiger, Coon & Keen LLP, 311 East Main Street, Suite 400, Stockton, California 95202;
Telephone; (209) 948-0434.

Sincerdly,

ce: Charles E, Keen, LLP

EXHIBIT "C'
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P, . Box 7980
Stockton, California 95267

February 19, 2009

Certified Mail - Retirn Receint Requested

Carporate Secretary of California Independent Setvice Operator
for presentment to California Independent Service Operator Corporate Governanee Roard
in accordence with Information Availability Policy dated October 22, 1998 and California
Publie Utilities Code section 345.5 (c)(4)

151 Blue Raving Road

Folsom, Califormia 95830

RE:  Natice of Appeal of Denial of Request for Records pursuant to Section 7, California
Independent Service Operator Corporate Governance Board Information Availability
Policy, October 22, 1998

Gentlepetsons:

CAIBO’s Board of Governors adopted the corporation’s Information Availability Policy
on October 22, 1998, In enacting California Public Utilities Code section 345.5 (c)(4) the
legislature subsequently recognized this policy as consistent with the CPRA and mandated
CAISQ maintenance of a policy no less consistent with the CPRA than that which was set forth
in the policy document of October 22,1998, CAISO's repeated refusal to respond to my lawful
requests for records as described below violates its own policy and statute and necessitates this
appeal.

Acting in compliance with Information Availability Policy of October 22, 1998 , 1
submitted a request for records on December 31, 2008, Receiving no response within ten day
response deadline specified by your writien policy, a follow-up request was made on J anuary 19,
2009. Ittoo was ignored. A second follow-up dated February 2, 2009 was submitted via
certified mail on February 3, 2009, This, like earlier raquests, was ignored. Copies of the earlier
requests are attached. They were sent by confirmed facsimile as well as mailed.

Your policy at section 7 provides for appeal of requests which are “denied,” but says
nothing about those which are repeatedly ignored. In that the ignoring of repeated requests
constitutes de facto denial, please consider this an appeal of CAISO refusal to provide the
recotds. I am atternpting to pursue all available administrative remedies.

EXHIBIT" D
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Corporate Secretary of California Independent Service Operator
February 19, 2009 )
Page Two

You have a clear statutory duty to respond and produce in compliance with the
Information Availability Policy of October 222, 1998 and the law.

More that sufficient time has slapsed in which CAISO could have objected ar requested
additional time as is require by its written policy and the law; consistent with the CPRA,
CASIO’s right to object ar firther delay has been waived. Please respond to the instant appeal in
writing confinming that you will make the requested documents available by March 6, 2009,

Enclosures

e

Records Coordinator, California ISO
P. Q. Box 639014
Folsom, California 95763-9014
and
151 Blue Ravine Road
Folsom, California 95830

Yakout Mansour, CEOQ
California ISO

151 Blue Ravine Road
Folsom, California 95830

Nancy Saracino, Agent for Bervice
California ISO

151 Blue Ravine Road

Folsom, California 95830

Charles E. Keen, Esq.
311 E. Main $t., Suite 400
Stockton, California 95202

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Sarale
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P. Q. Box 7960
Stockton, Californis 95267

December 31, 2008

Records Coordinator

California ISO

P.O. Box 639014

Folsom, California 95762-8014

RE: Requests for Records Pursuant to Public Utilities Code § 345.5 ) (3)

Dear Records Coordinator:

Thig letter is to request access to records in the possession of the California Indspendent
System Operator for purpose of inspection and copying, pursuant to Pursuent to Public Utilitles
Code § 345.5 (c) (4) consistent with the California Public Records Act, Government Code
Section 6250 et seq. This request was discussed eatlier with your counsel, Dan Shonkwiler. He
has asked that he be advised by you when this request has been received.

The records that I am asking to inspect and copy are:

1. Bvery maintenance standard telated to vegetation management adopted by
CAIBO pursuant to Public Resources Code § 348 since formation of CAISO,

2. Every maintenance standard related to vegetation trimming adopted by CAISO
pursuant to Public Resources Code § 348 since formation of CAISQ.

3. Bvery maintenance standard related to vegstation removal adopted by CAISO
pursuant to Public Resources Code § 348 since formation of CAISQ,

4. Every maintenance standard related to vegetation management which are
subject of the request for cooperation by landowners made by Vice President Laure Mantz
in the second paragraph of her letter dated November 6, 2008, & capy of which is attached
for your reference at Exhibit “A” to this request.

3. Every maintenance stendard related to trimming of vegetation which are subject
of the request for coaperation by landowners madea by Vice President Laura Mantz in the
second paragraph of her letter dated Novembier 6, 2008, a copy of which is attached for
your reference at Exhibit “A” to this request,

6. Every maintenance standard related to vegetation removal which are subject of
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Records Coordinator
December 31, 2008

Page 2

the request for cooperation by landowners made by Vice President Laurs Mantz in the
second paragraph of her letter dated November 6, 2008, a copy of which is attached for
your reference at Exhibit “A™ to this request,

7. Every document received by CAISO from PG&E or its agents or attorneys
which was in any way related to the letter of Vice President Laura Mantz of November 6,
2008, a copy of which is attached for your reference at Exhibit “A”

8. Bvery document (other than those documents excepted from production under
para4.3.1, 4.3.3, and 4.3.5 of CAISO Information availability policy dated October 22,
1998) which is any way related {0 purpose, content, or issuance of the letter of Vica
President Laura Mantz of November 6, 2008, a copy of which is attached for your
reference ut Exhibit “A”,

9. Every maintenance standard related to vegetation menagement, trimming, or
removal including but not limited to North American Electric Relisbility Standards
approved by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commigsion to which transmission owners
ere subject which standards are referred to in the request for cooperation by landowners
made by Vice President Laura Mantz in the fist paragraph of her letter dated November 6,
2008, a copy of which is attached for your reference at Exhibit “A” to this request.

10. Every description of maintenance practices related to vegetation management
submitted by PG&E to CAISO pursuant to para 2.3 Appendix “C” CAISO FERC Electic
Tarlff No. 7, a copy of which is attached for your reference at Exhibit “B” to this request,
for the years 1999 through 2007 inclugive,

11, Every document relating to maintenance practices related to vegetation
manzgement relating to PG&E or submitted by PG&E to CAISO pursuant to para 5.2.1,1
Appendix “C” CAISQ FERC Electric Tariff NO. 7, a copy of which is attached for your
reference at Exhibit “B” to this request, for the years 1999 through 2007 inclusive.

12. Bvery document relating to complaints of excess trimming relating to PG&E
for the years 1999 through 2007 inclusive.

13, Every description of maintenance practices related to vegetation management
submitted by SDGE&E to CATSQ pursuant to para 2,3 Appendix “C” CAISO FERC
Electric Tariff NO. 7, a copy of which is attached for your reference at Exhibit “B” to this
request, for the years 2002 through 2007 inclusive,

I believe there exist no provisions of law exempting the records from disclosure under the
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Records Conrdinator
Deverber 31, 2008
Page 3

Public Utilities Code or Pursuant to Government Code Section 6257, go 1 ask that you notify me
and make the records available to me for inspection within 10 days pursuant to para 5.2 of
CATSO Information availability policy dated Qctober 22, 1998, Since CAISOs Vice President
haa asked all Californians to cooperate in complying with these maintenance standards and
practices, I doubt that any privacy or confidentiality concerns would relate to the bulk of these
documents,

_ Ifyou believe a portion of the information I have requested is exempt from disclosurs by
express provisious of the law or other authority including Government Code Section 6257
additionally requires segregation and deletion of that material in order that the remainder of the
information may be released,

If you believe that an express provigion of law exists to exempt from disclosure all or 4
portion of the material 1 have requested, Govemnment Code Bection 6256 provides you notify me
of the reasons for the determination not later than 10 days from your receipt of this request. I
assume that under the mandate of consistency with that law as set forth in Public Uilities Code §
345.5 (o) (4), you will provide those reasons.

Finally, if you plan to charge me for any expense incutred in complying with this request,
please notify me in advance. Thank you for your timely sttention to my request. If it is more
convenient for you, you may respond to my attorney, Charles E. Keen of Geiger, Coon & Keen
LLP, 311 East Main Street, Suite 400, Stockton, California 95202; Telephone: (209) 948-0434,

Bincerely,

Julie Ann Sarale

¢c; Charles E. Keen, LLP
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P, Q. Box 7960
Stockton, California 95267

Yanuary 19, 2009

Records Coordinator

* California ISO
PO, Box 639014

Folsom, California 95763-9014
RE: Requesis for Records Pursuant to Public Utilities Code § 345.5 (¢) (3)
Dear Records Coordinator:

On December 31, 2008, 1 sent you a lstter requesting information. Toe dats I have had no
reply. A copy of said letter is enclosed for your reference.

Aggin, I request documents, as indicated in the enclosed letter. I request that you respond
to said request according to law and your policy.

Once agein, if it is more convenient for you, you may respond to my attorney, Charles E.
Keen of Geiger, Coon & Keen LLP, 311 East Main Street, Suite 400, Stockton, California 95202,
Telephone: (209) 948-0434,

Sincerely,

2uii’e Anmn Sarale

¢o: Charles E. Keen, LLP
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P, Q. Box 796Q
Stockton, California 95267

February 2, 2009 \) m}o

Records Coordinator
California IS0

P.0. Box 639014 W J"V)'

Folsom, California 95763-9014 b

RE: 8 for Records Pursnant to Public Utilities Code & 345, 3 3

Dear Records Coordinator:

On Drecember 31, 2008, I sent you 2 letter requesting information. Again on January 19%
I sent and fhxed you the request, To date I have had no reply.

I believe you have ten (10) days to provide me with the information. Since the time heg

certainly passed, Lrequest that vou respond to said request as soon as posaible,

Again, if'it }s more convenient for you, you may respond to mty attomey, Charles E, Keen
of Geiger, Coon & Keen LLP, 311 Bast Main Street, Suite 400, Stockton, California 95202;
Telephone: (209) 948.0434, .

Sincerdly,

cc: Charles E. Keen, LLP
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PG&E to trim walnut trees after harvest 3

Asticle written by PG&E

aifizr this month, sepresentatives
from PG&E met with Han
Josquin Farm Buresu Presi-
dent Mike Robingen snd Execusive
Director Bruce Blodgett, and Karen
Mills of the Californis Farm Burcan
Federetion, to disenss the wilicy's up-
coming walnut arf:han‘l trims, teking
& POSMIVE Step to Enpiine cantual-
carion with the growers snd grower
asspoiations in S Jonquin County.
PG&E will soon begin marking the
walnut trees for postharvdest tnms
PGE&E'"s director of the Blectrie Dis-
tribution Maintenanee sid Vege
Mausgement Department, Lise Jor-
dan, stated that PGBE wants to'he
sure growess are udeguarely notified
abour this works ’
“We intend to explein what wears
doing abd why we are daing i, =
how it will affect the growers’ trees,”
Jordan awid, *Growers have voiced
their disappointment with previous
communieation eforts and we have
hm'dg them l?m clear.”
y way o
inning of the 20% ezntesrys when the
?im Ban Joaquin farmers grauced
vransmission ling easenaents to PERE
and most of the lines were mmalie
San Joaquin Connty was primadily
cultivated with grain o row crope
waaffectad by the tranenission: lines.
Apyearawent by, many growers b
gan caltieasing their land with waloue

atiost P

ound, a¢ the he.  Califor

treer, including the land diractly un-
der the high voltage elestric lines. As
the walnut trees continued to nfmw and
mature, ssrious concerns aldo grew
ahout clearances herween the trees and
the aldetric lines which enpure the
safery of the publicand orchards werk-
ers, and the zeliability of the' sawe's
elecoric symem, -
Strioter enforcement of reagularions
overning power line clearances
ecome necesgary pa the elecrricicy de-
mand in California continues to soar,
TJuse lase year, aix contacts between
elnuy’ trems and high veleage power
lings occurzed, one of which created s
ower on a 230,600-volt eans.
mission ling, Power outages to key
transmission lines can and have in the
pust affacead ehe How of electricity in
the wantern United Stetes,
“One branch from one tree has the
potential to out power to the
entire westarn U8, and weaimply can-
o allow that to happen, Jordan ssid,

The Celifornia Independent System

Operaror (GAISO) is responsible for -

operating the tranaznisgion prid in
rnils, and requices all Transmis-
si:la Ovrners l(am 23 BG&E) 1o de
¥ QP vegetarion managummt proce:
dures 10 ﬁ\u‘e safe and relisble elece
wic serviee, .

PGEE's vﬁemlon managemant
procedures, which have bew:owd
sad are enforced b1y~ the , T8
guire minimum clearances between
vegesation and high voltage power

Minlmmgs sumsioad clearence distinees in feet

(hust be mnintsined ot alf times)
m‘-:v 'ﬂ;:v 11:.-;{\? - H::GW 5‘33‘0&",_
T ! G i
E i3 33 X} T
e e e

Dotohar 2008 | San JGEqulFatm Bunell NewWs &
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Wid
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lines to exise ax 2] times, Oither regu-
lasiona-giply to FGAE's vegetation
management practices as well,

According to Beb Prmini, PGIZE"S
Ero}ect manager, grower: want o

now how the tres work iy deter-
mined and why so much of the tree
st be yrimeed in certaln locations
under thé wransmisedon lines., Accords
ing to Fratini, tims are determined
by theee crieetiar 1) the minimum
ground clearance of the #leccrle line
2) the necessary vegetation clearance
betwsen the ling and the wree; and 3)
the annual growth of the sree. The
following dingesant depiced how these
cxiteria are applicd.

Uking these criteria, PGAR's pre-
inspacrors heve hegun murking frees
far subasquent, postharest trims, *To
improve communication with the
growers about thie wozk, inspectoss
will aweach whire carda ta the trees

{anted unidernesth reangmissiog

ines,” commented Fratind, *Each ear
is abous + iuches squaze end will show
information w'helg inform the grower
abiout the height of the zres after trim-
sming, Tewill alse Be yaed by the eree
trimmers to determing exactly how

high to Jeave the trees.”

Az shown in che diagram, trees
plinted diréctly under the *belly” of
the high valtage line will be trimmed
insmanner that s not expected o leave
much oo for Sdnu production,

“PG&F understands the coneerns
growers have with the necessary tree
trimming work, especially in the belly
zome," Jordan expﬁingd “ft Is unfor
tunate the treas’ groteth and nut pro-
duction are sffecied by the need to
engure trop cleavences wre maintained
at all times. There iz oo casy ansiver
and not much flexbility, s it ls o
porwnt that wi kesp the el of coro-
municarion open and flowing,’

Tnresponante the growers” congerns
and in an effort to %mvid: 4 viable
optiox. 1o the future lost ut produc-
tinh from the tring, PGBCE has devels
oped an Qrchard Trae Regmoval Incen-
tive P‘mﬁe . "PGRE wouid prefer
#p havethe trees rimoved from within
the sasement,” Pravini indicated, *afd
especially undemeath the belly zone,”
Fratim spid thie finsnclal incentive will
consider-crehard land value wich the
egsement encumbeapee and the num-
ber of trees remaved,

Guality Apubicatisl of Linuin & DYy FErVZERs,
- Seens and Pesuciles .
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gan cultivating therr land with walnut  vegetation and high voltage power

Minimum sustained clearance distances in feet

(Must be maintained at all times)
60=-kVY Th-kV 1158-kV 230-kV 500-kV
CPUC General Order 95 1.5 1.5
CAISO Transmiszion ) 4
Maintenance Agrecment
{ North American Electric n/a 1.3
Relish Counecll (ERC)*
Califernis OSHA. ** 10 10 10 10 16
Federsal OEHA *+ 10°4” 10°8" 122" 16 25

* proposed federal standard expected to be adopted by late 2005
** minimum approsch distancés for unqualified electrical workers

Note: California Pubhc Resource Code 4293 hes additional clearance reqmremenm in
forest and wildland areas throughout California

(209) 466-0266  PYING

TRAILER MFG, - SALES ||

B0 years of service hauling equipment
1946-1996

.mumamiﬁemam
4754 E. Marlpuaa Road Stockton, GA 95205
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County .gr"oWérs upset at .
PG&E tree removal offer

By Willion Weet
any growers who werg
shocked ::;Gﬂth;s‘ tree
MmNy renmen Fear
e ditsayed over 3 nrw PGYE pro-
gram that pays growers for tree de-
tnyction in the sssements under their
owerful transmission lines, Whils o
orr wilntit growara have neospted the
offer, hany find the money o dis
worth leas ean viva yean produstion
e o e ez o

5 Vogel; s grown ovaloute
near Cappg:m adis Roard for 40 yoars,
was offered ahout $20,000 on & s
of trees that producs about §12,000

per E.:. Lo .
“Last time { met, with ehqes top-

cerned, they falt, it wten'y eton
woney for'what they. hud in the
round,” giid Benoy Warkins, &alslz
JFB president dod newly slssted Calle
fornis Rarm Bureu sazond viee presis
dear. “Buc soma of the youngee piys
whe bave signed up doo’t have thar
o invastment.”
‘ige] adid it doma’t

en Wiy

come cloas 15
y wouk
iy

uld make 3o, ¢y extd

it would be 15 feet from their lines.
In resporweto bt year's over
what many growess termed “butche
ety,” PGRE says it i:ntgmg o tench

v 4
designed the new progriny, which &
ealled tgc Cizch 'I‘molfhmm Ine
tentive Frogsam, ws put ofan o
essz ¢ tough altuation, Thsir mission i
15 prowst the eleatrio prid aguingt pece
ing berwern 2 walnwr wee aid o traas-
rmirion ling, which has the potentiaito
AusE manive POWAY futages.

Tha Califocaia Indageodent Syatem
O ggﬁa&w (CAISO) bas spproved
K} )t stagenyent prose-
dures, whi:% intelode what many farme
ez regard as gevere ty clisastrous guts,
“For yasrs we hed o good refation-
ship with PGHE,* Vopel sald. *They
used 10 prne about 1C feer from cha

g1°d

Sapivary. 3008 | SavsJoacuin P Buresy Neva 3

- Anmual Wine Lasting

wh iy

ling, but wwhen started daing 20
faet, itherams iPm bans, Up unci lase
year, it wat QK7

To some growers it ssemy thar
PGRE It trying to.polve a bad mun~ 4
ggemnent practics with a8 inadequnse A
buyour. Still, evan Vugel {s open to  Ji
the Qrchard Teas Removal Incendve

g tr
l

I’;ﬁﬂm If it atlowed him to planr
ess to replnes the walnuts,

“It i unclese whedher PGRCE will
vl!o'& ;uch g !:iml. suoh a8 I:I;‘Ilng i
to 12-foor chesry wasy, said.
“Purt of thelr iReaitive prooa] 19-
volvat ut tigntinga newr eqpingnt, which
wi ghoight faduded th posib iy of
pl ~teezs, Mow it s up in
iy o S, P

‘s Bob Bratini), a e
torellal fellogy, but we haven't beard
backe from ki jn overa month.*

In tha wimrtiae, Vogel's trem have
bese chopped down to seven-foat
stuinpt, evenmiore dradochan lam e,
hoowleda o e PR Ny,

owledes in erarcly. in
fome _ge.” Vogel sild, "The;h' xo 8
major cut fike they have, snd iu:\g faae

oving waltintd will storm back even
i e o i b
okl Kibe o0l o gut ¢
Eﬁck aguin gad agwin, 7 the did's
aoderate trim, like tHiy used o, we

Tt ebighy e

saynit's. aympatliaticto

- theph tbg‘hemm;éz ks qut
e e
must comply. They also sid

growers ware paid oniginaly for the

&atextuem wrhere tho trees now grerw,

The mefor disconnect hasween AR

vk the grovrers is the drawis difference in
whatsIs niow the sranded For res cuthack
versus pst years. At Yiogel poluted outy
upuntll fa year thers weitn' v probleri,
Modetary at:d ¢arrect pruning of the s
crowmsallovred fur prirluesion of walmae
wnd eafety for the eleeels goid, The Or-
ched Tite Rznorval Incentive Progranis
anatvemped xesolurion of that centeal dis-
sgreamert. Acnding ¢o many gmmus,
iz it 2 welbintentioned mrempt that f3lls
thare ¢f masonsble solution.

* HEALTH

= WORIERS'
COMPENTATION
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fornia Farm Bureau second vice presi-
dent, “But some of the younger guys
who have signed up don’t have that
longterm investment,”

Vogel said it doesn’t come close to

fair compensatiof, <If they would ler
s havé 15408 bl

work. [ could make some tonsy afid
it would be 15 feet from their lines.
In response to last year's outcry over
what many growers termed “butch-
ery,” PG&E says it is trying to reach

out to -farmers with information and

better lines of communication, They
designed the new program, which is
called the Orchard Tree Removal In-
centive Program, as part of an effort to
ease a tough situation, Their mission 1s
to protect the electric grid against arc-
ing between a walnur tree and a trans-
mission line, which has the potential to
CausE Massive power outages.

'The California Indepéndent System
Qperator (CAISO) has approved
PG&E’s vegetation management proce-
dures, which include what many farm-
ers regard as severe to disastrous cuts,

“For years we had a good relation-
ship with PG&E,"” Vogel said. “They
used to prune about 10 feet from the

By

Stumps, even mot
“Tt seems lik
knowledge in the
SOMe Ways,
major cut like th
rowing walnuts
faster, but no
; wcfa Yee vl
ack again and
mmoderate trim, |
would both win
. PGXE i sa hit’s
the plgnt ol the
thﬁt%h have stg
which they must ¢
ETOWETS Were pa
easements where'
The major discc
and the growers is
what is now the st
Versus past years.
up untt last year t
Moderate and cor
crowns allowed for
and safery for rhe
chard TreeRen.
anartempted resol
agreement. Accor
it is a wellintenti
short of reasonabk
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" BEFORE THE PFUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION FILED
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

12-03-08
Order Instiwting Rulemaking to Revise and 04:59 PM
Clarify Commission Regulations Relating to R.08-11-005
thc SafEty Qf Elﬂetric Uﬁlit}" and (Filed Novamber 6 2008)
Communications Infrastructure Provider :
Fuaeilities,
U3%E

COMMENTS OF PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC
COMPANY (U39E) ON THE SCOPE, SCHEDULE, AND
PROCEDURES TCO BE USED IN R.08-11-005

LISE H. JORDAN

Pacific Gas and Electric Company

77 Beale Street

Ban Francisco, CA 94105

Telephone:  (415) 973-6965

Favcsimile:  (415) 973-0516

E-Mail: LEI2@pge.com

Attorney for

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

Dated: December 3, 2008
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

QOrder Instituting Rulemaking to Revise and
%lagfj;_ Con';fnéxlssion Ri?gixlauorgs Relating to R.08-11-005
the Safety of Electric Utility an '
Communications Infrastructure Provider (Filed Noveniber 6, 2008)
Facilities,
U39E

COMMENTS OF PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC
COMPANY (U39E) ON THE SCOPE, SCHEDULE, AND
PROCEDURES TO BE USED IN R.08-11-005

L INTRODUCTION
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) will be actively participating in this state-

wide Rulemaking, and appreciates the opportunity to comment on the scope of the rulemaking,
the schedule, as well as the process for reaching resolution on proposed rule changes. As the
recent fires in Southern California demonstrate, there are high fire risk arcas within California
where electric and communications lines exist to provide service to California residents and
businesses. When high winds combine with extremely dry weather and sbundant fuel, the
potential for a devastating fire escalates, While certainly the CPUC plays an important role in
regulating electric end communications utilities vo ensure public safety, many factors play into
high fire danger, and understanding all of these factors is important to ensure that the
Commission’s rules and regulations effectively address what is within the utilities’ purview.
PG&E shares the Commission's goal of ensuring that utilities provide safe service to
customers. PG&E has always considered public safety in its design, construction and

maintenance activities around its electrle facilities, and welcomes a review of the regulatory

requirements that govern these activities.

.1
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IL IN ITS ADOPTION OF NEW RULES, IT I8 IMPERATIVE THAT THE
COMMISBION ENSURE REGULATORY CONSISTENCY AND COST
RECOVERY FOR THE UTILITIES

While this rulemaking will look at the CPUC’s current rules and evaluate proposals for
modifications or additions to the general orders, it is important to inelude all of the regulatory
agencies that oversee utility practices in the area of firs prevention in this rlemeking. For
instance, the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CalFire) is the agency that
enforoes various vegetation management regulations promulgated by the California Board of
Forestry (BOF) pursuant to the Public Resources Code. Ensuring that CalFive and the BOF
participate in this proceeding will help to establish consistent and hopefully complimentary
requirements.

Another important factor to consider in this proceeding is how any new rules or
requirements will be .hnplemented, and the environmental as well as financial effects of
implementation, Given the size of California and its highly diverse mix of vegetation, climatic
conditlons, topography, and natural habitat, it is impractical and prohibitively expensive to
completely eliminate all fire risks, perceived or actual, agsociated with utilities, However, it 15
possible that this rulemaking can achieve substantive improvements that do address actual risk.
The CPUC’s requirements, as well as other regulatory agencies' requiretnents, that apply to
utilities to address public safsty must be clear, effective, schievable, as well as economically and
environmentally sound, In addition, in adopting new rules, the Coramission should make clear
that increases in costs ineurred by the utilities to implement ¢hese new rules will be recoverabls

in rates, whether it be through their general rate cases, or through some other rate recavery

process,

. PGEE'S COMMENTS ON SCOPE
The Commission proposes to address six areas within this proceeding, and offers parties

an opportunity to suggest other areas for consideration. At this point in the proceeding, PG&E is

not proposing to add topics for consideration.

- ' _— ~ -
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A.  InLight of the CAIS0’s Jurisdiction Gver Electric Transuilssion Inspestion
and Maintenance Activities, the Commission Should Not Adopt Regulations
Over Electrle Transmission Facilities

With respect to the six areus in the OIR, the only item PG&E proposes to eliminate is the
suggestion that the Commission apply GO 165 or similar maintenance and inspection
requirements to ¢leciric transmission facilities. In 1998, the legislature adopted Public Utilities
Code section 348, which conferred upon the California Independent System Operator (CATS0)
the obligation to adopt inspection, maintenance, repair end replacement stanclards for the
transmission facilities under its control Since then, the CAISO has actively regulated the ficld
of inspection and maintenance of PG&RE's electric iransmission fasilities, including annual audits
of PG&F's transmission vegetation management and facility inspection and maintenance
programs, In it decision authorizing the conveyance of operational control of designated
transmission lines to the CAISO, the Commission acknowledged the CAIBO as the appropriate

entity to oversee the maintenance and inspection of elsctric transmission facilities.?

B. Propesed Rule Changes Must be Effective by Demonstrating How They Will
Mitigate or Prevent Public Hazards From Qeeurring, sud Include a
Benefit/Cost Analysis to Support the Adoption of the Rule Change

The remaining areas included in the OIR are all appropriate for exploration in the context
of ensuring adequate regulations to address public safety. In arder to ensure that the
Commission adopts effective and reasonable rules, problems must be clearly defined and

corresponding proposals should be supportad with documentation and enalysis that demonstrate

L pU.C. section 348 statos: The Independent System Operator shall adopt inspection, maintenance, repair, and
raplacement standerds for the transmission facilities under its control no later than September 30, 1997. The
standards, which shall be performence or prescriptive standaxds, or both, as appropriate, for aach substantial
type of transmission equipment or facility, shall provide for high quality, safs, and reliable service, In adopting
its standards, the Independent System Qpetator shall consider: cost, local geography end westher, applicable
cades, national elestrlc Industry practices, sound engineering judgment, and experience, The Independent
System Operator shall also adopt steridards for reliability, and safety during periods of emergency and disaster,
The Independent Systets Operator shall report o the Oversight Board, af such times as the Oversight Board
may specify, on the development and implementation of the standards in relatlon to facilitles under the
operatienal contral of the Independent System Operator, The Independent System Operator shall require each
weansmiiseion facility owner or aperator o teport annually on iis cotnpliance with the standerds, That report
shall be mads available to the publle.

¢ 78 CPUCZA 307, 312 (1998).
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@ California ISO

Your Link te Powar Califernla indapandent Systei Opacator Corpatation

Laurs J, Menz
Viee Prazltgnt, Markat & Infrastructuore Devalopment

November 6, 2008

All Califomians:

In 1988, the Callfornla Leglslature passed a law that requires the CAISC 1o edapt standards for the
malntenance of franamission facililies to provide for rellable electric service, As part of adopting thess
standards, the CAISO has adopted the speclflc transmisslon maintenance practices of transmiasion owners
Pacific Ges & Elsctrlc Company, Southern Califomia Edison Company, San Diego Gas & Elsciric
Company, and Westarm Area Power Adminlstration, Slerra Nevada Reglon, Thess transmission owners
gre required to comply with the CAISO adopted mainienance practices. The transmissioh owners are also
subject to mandatory North American Electric Rellebliity Corporation Reliability Standards approved by the

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.

To ensure reliable service in Galifornia, It Is Important that ransmission owners adhers to these stendards
and practices. This ragulres cooperation from affected landowners and goveramental agencles to ensure
that the tranemleslon owners have access to the fransmission facllities and nearby area to trim or remove
vegetstion, or perform other maintenance. CAISO requests all landowners and agencies to cooperate n
gllowing the performancs of these maintenance standards and practices for the benefit of the CAISQ
transmigsion system and the entire State of Califomia.

i you have any questions please feel fres to contact our currant Grid Assets Manager through our website

Jocation: hito/lwww.calso.com/contact.himl

R
Vice Prealdent Markst & Infrabtrugtura Development

EXHIBIT “H"
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