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JOINT PREHEARING CONFERENCE STATEMENT OF  
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY (U 338-E) 

I. 

INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to Rule 7.2(a) the California Public Utilities Commission’s (Commission) Rules 

of Practice and Procedure and the Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling Setting Prehearing 

Conference and Ordering Joint Prehearing Conference Statement dated July 2, 2024 (ALJ 

Ruling), Southern California Edison Company (SCE) respectfully submits this Joint Prehearing 

Conference Statement (PHC Statement). SCE files this PHC Statement on behalf of itself and the 

other parties to this proceeding: the Public Advocates Office at the California Public Utilities 

Commission (Cal Advocates) and California Community Choice Association (CalCCA) 

(CalCCA, SCE, and Cal Advocates, are collectively referred to as the Parties).1 The Parties met 

and conferred on July 12, 2024.  

 

1  Pursuant to Rule 1.8(d), SCE confirms that counsel for CalCCA and Cal Advocates have authorized 
SCE to file this PHC Statement on their behalf. 
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II. 

INFORMATION FOR THE PREHEARING CONFERENCE AS REQUESTED IN THE 

ALJ RULING 

A. Scope of the proceeding 

Cal Advocates proposes to make the following edits to scoping issue 7 as listed in the 

ALJ Ruling: 
Whether SCE’s administrative costs entries for its Greenhouse Gas 
Ccompliance Instrument procurement are reasonable, accurate, 
consistent with Commission and state policies and laws, and 
whether SCE met its burden of proof regarding its claim for these 
entries. 

SCE and Cal CCA do not object to this proposal.  

Otherwise, the Parties agree that the scoping issues listed as 1 through 10 in the ALJ 

Ruling represent all issues in dispute to be determined or otherwise considered in this 

proceeding. 

B. Need for Evidentiary Hearing 

The Parties agree that it is too early to say definitively whether an evidentiary hearing 

will be necessary in this proceeding, though the need for briefing is highly likely. The discovery 

process, which is ongoing, pending intervenor/Cal Advocates prepared testimony, and SCE 

rebuttal testimony will narrow the material factual issues in dispute and clarify the need for an 

evidentiary hearing. As required by Rule 13.9 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure, unless ordered otherwise the Parties intend to meet and confer no later than 10 days 

after submission of rebuttal testimony to consider, among other things, whether material factual 

disputes exist such that an evidentiary hearing is necessary. The same may also be discussed at 

the status conference after the joint status report on settlement discussions, which is included in 

the proceeding schedule in the ALJ Ruling.  
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 SCE has served prepared testimony from over three dozen witnesses so far and may 

serve testimony from additional witnesses on rebuttal. If an evidentiary hearing proves to be 

necessary, SCE is not able to say at this time which of these witnesses may be called to testify at 

an evidentiary hearing. If a hearing is to occur, CalCCA may call expert witnesses Brian 

Dickman and/or Brian Shuey, though CalCCA reserves the right to add to or modify its list of 

witnesses. At this early stage, Cal Advocates is unable to identify the witness(es) it may call 

during an evidentiary hearing and reserves the right to determine which witnesses it will call at a 

later date.  

The Parties agree that it is prudent at this time to designate three hearing days on the 

proceeding schedule as a placeholder in the event an evidentiary hearing is necessary. The 

Parties also request that the evidentiary hearing be scheduled to take place remotely, via Webex. 

C. Proceeding Schedule  

With respect to the proceeding schedule presented in the ALJ Ruling, the Parties jointly 

propose to remove the entry imposing a date for the close of discovery. As discussed in the next 

section, the Parties agree to allow discovery up to and through the date of evidentiary hearings.2  

The Parties request that the Commission specify with respect to the deadline for service 

of final hearing materials that any prepared cross-examination exhibits must be disclosed one 

day before the scheduled evidentiary hearing. The Parties acknowledge, however, that this 

requirement would not preclude the use of undisclosed exhibits that become relevant through 

testimony at the hearing. The Parties otherwise agree with the deadline for service of final 

hearing materials no later than March 14, 2025. 

Apart from these proposals, the Parties agree to the proceeding schedule presented in the 

ALJ Ruling. 

 

2  Pursuant to Public Utilities Code section 309.5, Cal Advocates may conduct discovery on a regulated 
entity at any time, in order to perform its duties.  Cal Advocates does not waive that right herein. 
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D. Joint Discovery Plan 

Discovery in this proceeding is currently ongoing. So far Cal Advocates has issued 23 

sets of data requests to SCE and CalCCA has issued one set. The Parties propose the following 

as a Joint Discovery Plan: 

Scope of Discovery 

The Parties agree that discovery is appropriate on any topic identified in the Scoping 

Memo as an issue in this proceeding. 

Discovery End Date 

As noted above, the Parties jointly agree to allow discovery up to and through the date of 

evidentiary hearings. The Parties are represented by practitioners with significant experience 

litigating utility rate proceedings and have found that allowing discovery in this fashion can 

facilitate dispute resolution and help avoid the need for evidentiary hearings if possible.  

Confidential Information Handling 

The Parties agree to follow the typical practice in utility proceedings for the handling of 

confidential information. Specifically, SCE will provide confidential information to Cal 

Advocates pursuant to the procedures set forth in General Order 66-D, and to other parties 

subject to their execution of a Non-Disclosure Agreement. Such a Non-Disclosure Agreement is 

in place between SCE and CalCCA.  

Identified Discovery Disputes 

There have been no discovery disputes between the Parties to date.  

Other Anticipated Discovery Issues 

The Parties do not currently anticipate other discovery disputes but acknowledge that 

such disputes may occur during this proceeding. The Parties will bring any discovery disputes 

that arise to the ALJ’s attention if they cannot be resolved by the Parties through meeting and 

conferring.  
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E. Anticipated Motions 

At this time, the Parties do not anticipate motions or other issues requiring early 

resolution. 

F. Environmental and Social Justice Issues 

At this time, the Parties have not identified and do not anticipate any environmental or 

social justice issues in this proceeding.  

G. Related Cases 

At this time, the Parties have not identified any cases or proceedings pending before the 

Commission, a court, or administrative body that are related to the issues to be decided in this 

proceeding.  

H. Settlement 

Given the early stage of this proceeding and the ongoing discovery process, the Parties 

have not yet engaged in settlement discussions. The Parties, however, are open to engaging in 

settlement discussions as the case proceeds. It is similarly premature at this stage to determine 

whether referral to the Commission’s Alternative Dispute Resolution program would facilitate a 

settlement. If the Parties later determine such a referral is appropriate, they will request 

assistance using appropriate Commission processes. 

I. Other Topics 

The Parties have not identified any other topics for discussion at the prehearing 

conference. 
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III. 

CONCLUSION 

The Parties appreciate the opportunity to provide these recommendations before the 

prehearing conference scheduled for July 19, 2024 and look forward to participating in the 

prehearing conference.  

 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
JANET S. COMBS 
DANIEL R. CULHANE 
 

/S/  Daniel R. Culhane 
By: Daniel R. Culhane 

Attorneys for 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue 
Post Office Box 800 
Rosemead, California  91770 
Telephone: (626) 302-9326 
E-mail: Daniel.Culhane@sce.com 
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