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REQUESTING PARTY:
INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS AND PUBLIC 
ENTITY PLAINTIFFS

RESPONDING PARTY: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

SET NO.: THREE (3) 

Pursuant to California sections 2031.010, et seq of the California Code of Civil 

Procedure, Individual Plaintiffs and Public Entity Plaintiffs request that Defendant Southern 

California Edison Company (“SCE”) produce for inspection and copying the documents and 

things described below within thirty (30) days after the service hereof. Failure to respond in the 

time permitted by law shall result in a waiver of all objections.

I. DEFINITIONS, INSTRUCTIONS, AND PRODUCTION FORMAT

A. Definitions

1. “CO-DEFENDANT EDISON INTERNATIONAL” shall mean Edison 

International, including all of its officers, directors, employees, agents, attorneys (including 

outside counsel), representatives, contractors, staff and other persons working for or acting on, 

their subsidiaries, unincorporated divisions, operations, affiliates, successors and predecessors. 

2. “COMMUNICATION” or “COMMUNICATIONS” shall mean and include any 

contact or act by which any information or knowledge is transmitted or conveyed between two or 

more PERSONS, including written contact (by such means as letters, memoranda, facsimiles, 

tape recordings, computer transmissions, computer readable recordings, voicemails, emails, text 

messages, instant messenger messages, online chat messages or any other DOCUMENTS or 

ESI), oral contact (by such means as face-to-face communications or telephone conversations), 

or any other transfer of information, written or otherwise. 

3. “CONCERNING”, “REFERRING TO”, or “RELATING TO” as used herein 

shall be construed in the broadest possible sense, and shall mean without limitation and whether 

in whole or in part: referring to, constituting, bearing upon, commenting upon, reflecting, 

evidencing, pertaining to, describing, resulting from, depicting, consisting of, containing, 
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comprising, embodying, identifying, stating, discussing, analyzing, studying, summarizing, 

dealing with, mentioning, relating to, or having any logical or factual connection whatsoever 

with the subject addressed, regardless whether the factual connection is favorable to or adverse 

to YOU.

4. “DIRECTIVE(S)” shall mean any formal or informal activities, standards, 

POLICIES, practices, procedures, guidelines, protocol, specifications, requirement, course of 

conduct, internal POLICY, custom, plan, framework, methodology, or instruction whether 

written, unwritten, published, unpublished, internal, external, adopted, recommended, or 

followed that is used by YOU to govern, guide, regulate, influence, or evaluate behavior, 

operations, performance, safety, compliance, decision-making, or management within YOUR 

organization by its agents, employees or contractors. 

5. “DISTRICT” shall mean the subdivision of YOUR SERVICE TERRITORY into 

geographical areas that align with population clusters, grid topology, and operational needs and 

that are supported by YOUR service centers (dispatch hubs and local offices). 

6. “DOCUMENT” or “DOCUMENTS” shall mean all documents, electronically 

stored information, and tangible things, including without limitation all writings, as defined by 

section 250 of the California Evidence Code and all other means of recording information, 

whether written, transcribed, taped, filmed, microfilmed, or in any other way produced, 

reproduced, or recorded, and including but not limited to: originals, drafts, computer-sorted and 

computer-retrievable information, electronic data, technical data, copies and duplicates that are 

marked with any notation or annotation or otherwise differ in any way from the original, e-mails, 

correspondence, memoranda, reports, notes, minutes, contracts, agreements, books, records, 

checks, vouchers, invoices, purchase orders, ledgers, diaries, logs, calendars, computer printouts, 

computer disks, card files, lists of persons attending meetings or conferences, sketches, 

diagrams, calculations, evaluations, analyses, directions, work papers, press clippings, sworn or 

unsworn statements, requisitions, manuals or guidelines, audit work papers, financial analyses, 

tables of organizations, charts, graphs, indices, advertisements and promotional materials, 
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audited and unaudited financial statements, trade letters, trade publications, newspapers and 

newsletters, PHOTOGRAPHS, emails, electronic or mechanical records, facsimiles, videotapes, 

VIDEO files, audiotapes, audio files, voicemails, SMS, MMS or other text messages, or chat or 

instant message conversations. Each draft, annotated, or otherwise non-identical copy is a 

separate DOCUMENT within the meaning of this term. DOCUMENTS shall also include any 

removable sticky notes, flags, or other attachments affixed to any of the foregoing, as well as the 

files, folder tabs, and labels appended to or containing any documents. 

7. “EATON FIRE” shall mean the wildfire that began at or around coordinates 

N34.1860422292 W118.09357612511549, in Eaton Canyon, on January 7, 2025, at 

approximately 6:11 p.m. 

8. “ELECTRICAL FACILITY” or “ELECTRICAL FACILITIES” shall mean all 

electrical equipment and facilities, including but not limited to: cables, communication lines, 

conduits, distribution facilities, electrical conductors, electrical infrastructure, electrical 

insulators, electrical lines, electrical transmission or distribution systems, electrical wires, high-

voltage transmission and distribution lines, overhead electrical power lines, overhead 

transformers, poles, power lines, reclosers, substation circuits, system protective devices, 

transformers, bolts, supporting or associated equipment, and any combination thereof.  

9. “IDLE” shall mean, in the context of transmission facilities, any ELECTRICAL 

EQUIPMENT that were not used to serve load. 

10. “IDLE ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION FACILITIES” shall mean and refer to any 

transmission line facilities that were not used to serve transmission load or generating facilities, 

regardless of whether YOU believe they had a potential future use.

11. "INSPECTION(S)" shall mean any visual, physical, technical, or instrumental 

examination, assessment, or review of utility-owned, operated, or maintained property, 

infrastructure, or ELECTRICAL FACILITY—including but not limited to poles, lines, meters, 

conductors, spacers, transformers, and VEGETATION MANAGEMENT areas—conducted by 

the utility, its agents, contractors, or regulators. This includes both routine and emergency 
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inspections, whether documented or undocumented, and encompasses those defined by the 

California Public Utilities Commission, including under General Order 165 as “systematic 

examinations of facilities to identify hazards and assess condition”, and General Order 95, which 

mandates regular inspections of overhead line construction for safety and compliance.  

12. “LANDING ZONE”  shall mean and refer to the Evidence Preservation Landing 

Zone, located off West Loma Alta Drive, and identified in Eaton Field Protocol # 3. 

13. “MAINTENANCE” means any operation to keep anything to in good working 

condition including, but not limited to, performing repairs.  

14. “PERSON” shall mean any natural person, partnership, joint venture, corporation, 

association, firm, or any other kind of organization or entity.  

15. “POLICY” or “POLICIES” means any formal or informal plan, standard, 

practice, procedure, rule, regulation, directive, protocol, custom, or course of conduct whether 

written, unwritten or electronically maintained by you.   

16. “SCE’S AUTHORIZED CPUC RATE BASE” shall have the same meaning as 

the phrase is used on page 35 of YOUR 2024 Annual Report [“SCE's CPUC authorized return on 

investment is established by multiplying an authorized rate of return, determined by the CPUC in 

standalone cost of capital proceedings, by SCE's authorized CPUC rate base.”]  

17. “SERVICE TERRITORY” means the entire geographic area served by SCE.  A 

map of the SERVICE TERRITORY is available online at https://www.sce.com/about-us/who-

we-are/leadership/our-service-territory.   

18. “SUBSTATIONS OF INTEREST” shall mean and refer to Southern California 

Edison’s Vincent, Eagle Rock, Mesa, Goodrich, and Laguna Bell substations. 

19. “VEGETATION MANAGEMENT” shall mean any and all activities, plans, 

DIRECTIVES, standards, practices, procedures, operations, inspections, or programs—whether 

formal or informal, written or unwritten, internal or external relating to the assessment, control, 

trimming, pruning, removal, or clearance of trees, brush, shrubs, or other vegetation in proximity 

to any ELECTRICAL FACILITY.   
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20. “YEAR-END RATE BASE” shall refer to the figures reflected in the 2024 

Financial & Statistical Report published by Edison International & Southern California Edison, 

which defines these values as “capital expenditures related to certain FERC-approved projects 

during the construction phase, and excludes rate base related to wildfire risk mitigation capital 

expenditures required by California Assembly Bill 1054.”  

21. “YOU” or “YOUR” or “SCE” means and refers to Defendant Southern California 

Edison Company, including all of its officers, directors, employees, agents, attorneys (including 

outside counsel), representatives, contractors, staff and other persons working for or acting on, 

their subsidiaries, unincorporated divisions, operations, affiliates, successors and predecessors. 

22. The words “and” and “or” shall be construed conjunctively or disjunctively as 

necessary to make the Requests inclusive rather than exclusive; the singular includes the plural 

and the plural includes the singular; the use of a verb in any tense shall be construed as the use of 

the verb in all other tenses whenever necessary to bring within the scope of the Request for 

Production any response that might otherwise be construed outside its scope. 

B. Instructions

1. These Requests are to be answered by YOU based on information that is or may 

be available to YOU or any PERSON, and not merely information within YOUR personal 

knowledge. 

2. YOU are to produce all requested DOCUMENTS which are in YOUR possession, 

custody, or control, including all such DOCUMENTS in the possession of any of YOUR agents, 

employees, or attorneys, and any other PERSON under YOUR control or acting on YOUR 

behalf.

3. If, in answering any of these Requests, YOU encounter any ambiguity in 

construing either the Requests for Production or a definition or instruction, please set forth the 

matter deemed ambiguous and the construction used in answering the Requests. 
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4. When a Request does not specifically request a particular fact, but when such fact 

or facts are necessary to make the answer to the Request for Production comprehensible, 

complete, or not misleading, include such fact or facts as part of YOUR answer. 

5. If any Request is deemed to require the disclosure of privileged information, state 

the nature of the privilege claimed; describe the subject matter to which the claim of privilege 

relates; identify any documents as to which the privilege is claimed; identify any person who was 

a party to the privileged conversation or received the privileged document; and disclose any 

portions that are not privileged. 

6. If YOU contend that YOU are not required to produce certain DOCUMENTS called 

for by these Requests on the grounds of a privilege or protection that YOU are not prepared to waive, 

identify each such DOCUMENT, and provide the following information: 

a. the date and type of the DOCUMENT, the author(s), and all recipients; 

b. the privilege or protection that YOU claim permits YOU to withhold the 

DOCUMENT;

c. a description of the DOCUMENT sufficient to identify it without revealing 

information as to which privilege is claimed; and,

d. any additional facts on which YOU base YOUR claim of privilege or 

protection. 

7. If there are no DOCUMENTS responsive to a particular Request, you should so 

state in writing. If any responsive DOCUMENT has been lost or destroyed, identify: (a) the 

author; (b) the date of loss or destruction; (c) the reason for loss or destruction; (d) the identity of 

those directing the destruction, if any; and (e) the substance of the document.  

8. If YOU are unable to comply with a Request, state the name and address of any 

person or organization YOU believe to have possession, custody, or control of the requested 

DOCUMENTS.

9. Pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure Section 2031.250, a verified response to 

these Requests must be served on the undersigned within thirty (30) days of service of these 
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Requests. YOU shall be obligated to supplement YOUR responses to these requests at such 

times and to the extent required by law. 

C. Production Format & Search Terms

1. Unless otherwise agreed to by the parties in writing, all responsive documents 

shall be produced consistent with the parties’ stipulated ESI protocol, any protective orders

entered in this litigation, and any other orders entered by the Court in this litigation. 

2. To the extent search terms are used in connection with these requests, Plaintiffs 

demand the prompt disclosure of all search terms and null sets consistent with the parties’ 

stipulated ESI protocol. 

3. To the extent any responsive documents have been produced in this litigation, 

please specifically identify such documents by bates number in the body of your responses. 

II. REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 252: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO meetings of YOUR Board of Directors and/or any 

committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of Directors from January 1, 2015 to the 

present in which MAINTENANCE of YOUR ELECTRICAL FACILITIES was on the agenda or 

discussed, including, but not limited to, agendas, notes, minutes, and recordings of meetings of 

YOUR Board of Directors and/or any committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of 

Directors.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 253: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO meetings of YOUR Board of Directors and/or any 

committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of Directors from January 1, 2015 through 

the present in which INSPECTION of YOUR ELECTRICAL FACILITIES was on the agenda or 

discussed, including, but not limited to, agendas, notes, minutes, and recordings of meetings of 

YOUR Board of Directors and/or any committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of 

Directors.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 254: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO meetings of YOUR Board of Directors and/or any 

committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of Directors from January 1, 2015 through 

the present in which the topic of IDLE ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION FACILITIES was on the 

agenda or discussed, including, but not limited to, agendas, notes, minutes, and recordings of 

meetings of YOUR Board of Directors and/or any committee comprised of members of YOUR 

Board of Directors.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 255: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO meetings of YOUR Board of Directors and/or any 

committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of Directors from January 1, 2015 through 

the present in which the topic of executive compensation was on the agenda or discussed, 

including, but not limited to, agendas, notes, minutes, and recordings of meetings of YOUR 

Board of Directors and/or any committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of Directors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 256: 

All of YOUR Organizational Charts as they existed on January 7, 2025 reflecting any 

Divisions, Departments, Units or Groups, any Corporate level positions, any Director and First 

Line Reports, any Operations Business Units Organization Charts, the names of any persons 

serving as President, Senior Vice-President, Vice-President, Director, Manager or Supervisor 

within any Division, Department or Unit, and any common management structure or 

management position between you and co-Defendant EDISON INTERNATIONAL

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 257: 

All of YOUR Organizational Charts from January 1, 2015 to the present reflecting any 

Divisions, Departments, Units or Groups, any Corporate level positions, any Director and First 

Line Reports, any Operations Business Units Organization Charts, the names of any persons 

serving as President, Senior Vice-President, Vice-President, Director, Manager or Supervisor 

within any Division, Department or Unit, and any common management structure or 

management position between you and co-Defendant EDISON INTERNATIONAL.     
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 258: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any loans from co-Defendant EDISON 

INTERNATIONAL to YOU from January 1, 2015 to the present. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 259: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any loans from YOU to co-Defendant EDISON 

INTERNATIONAL from January 1, 2015 to the present. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 260: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any loans from any member of YOUR Board of 

Directors to co-Defendant EDISON INTERNATIONAL from January 1, 2015 to the present. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 261: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any loans from any member of YOUR Board of 

Directors to YOU from January 1, 2015 to the present. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 262: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any loans from any member of co-Defendant Edison 

International’s Board of Directors to YOU from January 1, 2015 to the present. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 263: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any loans from any member of co-Defendant Edison 

International’s Board of Directors to co-Defendant Edison International from January 1, 2015 to 

the present.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 264: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any guarantee by co-Defendant Edison International 

of any of YOUR loans from January 1, 2015 to the present. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 265: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any guarantee by YOU of any of co-Defendant 

Edison International’s loans from January 1, 2015 to the present.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 266: 

All YOUR financial statements, audited or unaudited, from January 1, 2015 to the 

present, including but not limited to, any monthly, quarterly, and year-end balance sheets, 

income statements and cash flow statements.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 267: 

 All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO YOUR capitalization from January 1, 2015 to the 

present.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 268: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any annual incentive awards paid under YOUR 

Executive Incentive Compensation (EIC) Plan to any person in SCE director-level or higher 

executive positions from January 1, 2019 to the present, including but not limited to, all 

DOCUMENTS RELATING TO how all annual incentive awards were calculated, how any 

“point deductions” reflected in YOUR annual Safety Performance Metric Reports equated to 

actual dollar reductions, and/or how much executive compensation declined in dollars, if at all, 

because of missed safety goals. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 269:

 ALL DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any annual incentive awards paid to any person 

employed by Co-Defendant EDISON INTERNATIONAL in director-level or higher executive 

positions from January 1, 2019 to the present including but not limited to, all DOCUMENTS 

RELATING TO how all annual incentive awards were calculated, how any “point deductions” 

reflected in YOUR annual Safety Performance Metric Reports equated to actual dollar 

reductions, and/or how much executive compensation declined in dollars, if at all, because of

missed safety goals. .  

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 270: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATING TO how any calculation of annual incentive award 

deductions for safety performance were applied to executive compensation for SCE senior 

executive officers (senior vice-presidents or above) from 2019 to 2024 as reflected in Table I-3 
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of YOUR (U-338-E) 2024 Safety Performance Metrics Report including but not limited to, all 

DOCUMENTS RELATING TO how all annual incentive awards were calculated, how any 

“point deductions” reflected in YOUR annual Safety Performance Metric Reports equated to

actual dollar reductions, and/or how much executive compensation declined in dollars, if at all, 

because of missed safety goals.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 271: 

 ALL DOCUMENTS RELATING TO how any calculation of annual incentive award 

deductions for safety performance (as reflected in Table I-3 of YOUR (U-338-E) 2024 Safety 

Performance Metrics Report) were applied to executive compensation for co-DEFENDANT 

EDISON INTERNATIONAL senior executive officers (senior vice-presidents or above) from 

2019 to 2024 including but not limited to, all DOCUMENTS RELATING TO how all annual 

incentive awards were calculated, how any “point deductions” reflected in YOUR annual Safety 

Performance Metric Reports equated to actual dollar reductions, and/or how much executive 

compensation declined in dollars, if at all, because of missed safety goals. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 272: 

 ALL DOCUMENTS prepared by and/or reviewed by YOUR Compensation and 

Executive Personal Committee RELATING TO any annual incentive awards paid under YOUR 

Executive Incentive Compensation (EIC) Plan to any person in SCE director-level or higher 

executive positions from January 1, 2019 to the present.  

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 273: 

 ALL DOCUMENTS prepared by and/or reviewed by YOUR Compensation and 

Executive Personal Committee RELATING TO any annual incentive awards paid under YOUR 

Executive Incentive Compensation (EIC) Plan to any person employed by Co-Defendant 

EDISON INTERNATIONAL in director-level or higher executive positions from January 1, 

2019 to the present. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 274: 

 ALL DOCUMENTS prepared by and/or reviewed by YOUR Safety and Operations 

Committee RELATING TO any annual incentive awards paid under YOUR Executive Incentive 

Compensation (EIC) Plan to any person in SCE director-level or higher executive positions from 

January 1, 2019 to the present.  

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 275: 

 ALL DOCUMENTS prepared by and/or reviewed by YOUR Safety and Operations 

Committee RELATING TO any annual incentive awards paid under YOUR Executive Incentive 

Compensation (EIC) Plan to any person employed by Co-Defendant EDISON 

INTERNATIONAL in director-level or higher executive positions from January 1, 2019 to the 

present.   

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 276: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATED TO your calculation of SCE’S AUTHORIZED CPUC 

RATE BASE for 2024.  

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 277: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATED TO the methodology used to calculate the SCE’S 

AUTHORIZED CPUC RATE BASE for 2024.  

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 278: 

ALL DOCUMENTS identifying the assets included in the calculation of the SCE’S 

AUTHORIZED CPUC RATE BASE for 2024.  

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 279: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATED TO your calculation of YOUR YEAR-END RATE 

BASE for 2024.  

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 280: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATED TO the methodology used to calculate the YEAR-END 

RATE BASE for 2024.  
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 281: 

ALL DOCUMENTS identifying the assets included in the calculation of the YEAR-END 

RATE BASE for 2024. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 282: 

ALL DOCUMENTS CONCERNING YOUR access to the LANDING ZONE on May 

10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 283:

ALL DOCUMENTS CONCERNING any activities that occurred in the LANDING 

ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 284:

ALL DOCUMENTS CONCERNING any work or repairs performed in the LANDING 

ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 285:

ALL DOCUMENTS CONCERNING the removal of any items, evidence, or equipment 

from the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025, including but not limited to, 

DOCUMENTS sufficient to identify where the items, evidence or equipment went upon its 

removal.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 286:

ALL security camera footage that captured any activity in the LANDING ZONE on May 

10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 287:

ALL video footage and photographs taken by any mobile ECAM SECURE device in or 

near the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 288:

ALL video footage, photographs, or any other imagery taken by YOUR employees or 

contractors in or near the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 
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Dated:  June 25, 2025 
SINGLETON SCHREIBER, LLP

By: _________________________ 
Gerald Singleton 
Paul Starita

Liaison Counsel for Individual Plaintiffs

Dated:  June 25, 2025 
COREY, LUZAICH, DE GHETALDI & 
RIDDLE, LLP

By: _________________________ 
Amanda L. Riddle 
Sumble Manzoor 

Liaison Counsel for Individual Plaintiffs
Dated:  June 25, 2025 BARON & BUDD, P.C.

By: _________________________ 
Victoria E. Sherlin
John P. Fiske 

Liaison Counsel for Public Entity Plaintiffs

Dated:  June 25, 2025 DIAB CHAMBERS LLP

By: _________________________ 
Ed Diab
Kristen Barton

Liaison Counsel for Public Entity Plaintiffs





EXHIBIT B 



2024 ANNUAL REPORT
EDISON INTERNATIONAL & SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 











EXHIBIT C 

































 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT D 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Further 
Develop a Risk-Based Decision-Making 
Framework for Electric and Gas Utilities. 

Rulemaking 20-07-013 

NOT CONSOLIDATED 

Application of Southern California Edison 
Company (U 338-E) Regarding 2022 Risk 
Assessment Mitigation Phase. 

Application 22-05-013 

NOT CONSOLIDATED 

Application of Southern California Edison 
Company (U 338-E) for Authority to 
Increase its Authorized Revenues for 
Electric Service in 2025, Among Other 
Things, and to Reflect that Increase in 
Rates.

Application 23-05-010 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY’S (U 338-E) 
2023 SAFETY PERFORMANCE METRICS REPORT 

CLAIRE E. TORCHIA 
PETER VAN MIEGHEM 

Attorneys for 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue 
Post Office Box 800 
Rosemead, California  91770 
Telephone: (626) 543-8527 
E-mail: Peter.Vanmieghem@sce.com 

Dated:  April 2, 2024 



1

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Further 
Develop a Risk-Based Decision-Making 
Framework for Electric and Gas Utilities. 

Rulemaking 20-07-013 

NOT CONSOLIDATED 

Application of Southern California Edison 
Company (U 338-E) Regarding 2022 Risk 
Assessment Mitigation Phase. 

Application 22-05-013 

NOT CONSOLIDATED 

Application of Southern California Edison 
Company (U338E) for Authority to 
Increase its Authorized Revenues for 
Electric Service in 2025, Among Other 
Things, and to Reflect that Increase in
Rates.

Application 23-05-010 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY’S (U 338-E) 
2023 SAFETY PERFORMANCE METRICS REPORT 

Pursuant to Ordering Paragraphs 1 and 2 of Decision 19-04-020 and Ordering Paragraph 

9 of Decision 21-11-009,1 Southern California Edison Company (SCE) respectfully submits the 

2023 Safety Performance Metrics Report, attached as “Appendix A.” 

1 In compliance with D.21-11-009 at Ordering Paragraph 9, p. 145, this 2023 SPMR is being filed in 
and served on the “most recent or current Risk Assessment Mitigation Phase (RAMP) (A.22-05-013) 
and GRC proceeding (A.23-05-010),” and on the successor S-MAP proceeding, Rulemaking 
(R.) 20-07-013. SCE will also concurrently email the Safety Performance Metrics Report to 
RASA_Email@cpuc.ca.gov. D.21-11-009 (issued November 9, 2021) at Ordering Paragraph 9, 
p. 145. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

CLAIRE E. TORCHIA 
PETER VAN MIEGHEM 

   /s/ Peter Van Mieghem 
By: Peter Van Mieghem 

Attorneys for 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue 
Post Office Box 800 
Rosemead, California  91770 
Telephone: (626) 543-8527 
E-mail: Peter.VanMieghem@sce.com 

Dated: April 2, 2024 
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Southern California Edison Company’s 2023 Safety Performance Metrics Report 



 

 

Southern California Edison Company’s 
2023 Safety Performance Metrics Report 

April 2, 2024 
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c) Asset Failure and Mitigation Register (Metrics 1 and 2) 

The Asset Failure and Mitigation Register (AFMR) was established in 2021 with 

the designed intent to track key asset failures and associated mitigations. The asset failures are 

investigated through events such as ignitions, wires down, and Underground Equipment Failures (UEF). 

The investigation results are evaluated by engineers for trends based on the asset and failure types. This 

evolving process continues to undergo enhancements to help inform appropriate mitigation strategy 

development with input from a variety of perspectives such as asset engineers, data scientists, risk 

management, reliability, wildfire, and public safety. As asset failure mitigations are implemented, failure 

engineers continue to track failure trends to provide data-driven feedback on mitigation effectiveness 

through the AFMR process. The AFMR process has enabled SCE’s ability to further analyze and 

evaluate leading causes/trends for wire-downs and recognized SCE identified approximately 43% of all 

2023 wire-downs occurred during Q1 due to the significant weather conditions experience throughout 

Southern California. For 2023 Distribution wire-downs SCE recognized the top three (3) leading causes 

were vegetation contact (~27%), contact from object (~25%), and equipment/facility/failures (~21%). 

Also, of the 25% contact from object, approximately 19% account for car-hit pole events. These insights 

have led SCE to further evaluate opportunities to enhance maintenance strategies for the current 

Vegetation Management Program and potential design standards to help reduce future trends or 

occurrence of wire-downs and/or circuit interruptions. The maintenance strategies for both vegetation 

and car-hit poles are still in progress and any new strategic changes post implementation will be 

evaluated to measure effectiveness.  

B. Description of Executive Compensation Links and Bias Controls 

Pursuant to D.19-04-020,6 this section discusses (1) SPMs linked to or used for the purpose of 

determining executive compensation level and/or incentives, (2) SPMs linked to individual and group 

performance goals, (3) the director-level or higher executive positions linked to SPMs, and (4) bias 

controls associated with the reporting of SPMs. 

 
6 See D.19-04-020, Ordering Paragraph 6.A-C. 
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During 2023, five SPMs were directly linked to SCE’s incentive compensation plans, including 

for those individuals in executive positions through SCE’s goal measures. Specifically, Fire Ignitions, 

Employee SIF, Public SIF, Employee DART Rate and GO-95 Corrective Actions contributed, in part, to 

determining whether SCE’s corporate goals were met which, in turn, impacted the amount of incentive 

compensation paid under SCE’s Executive Incentive Compensation (EIC) Plan.7 As further described 

herein, SCE annually conducts audits of corporate goal metrics to prevent bias in metrics reporting. 

1. Overview of Annual Incentive Awards Programs Applicable to Executives 

For SCE employees holding director-level or higher positions, the annual incentive 

awards are paid under the EIC Plan and are based on the achievement of specific safety, operating, 

financial stability, and strategic objectives that benefit our customers and other stakeholders. Whether 

SCE meets those objectives directly impacts the level of incentives paid under the EIC Plan. For 

additional information  on the EIC Plan, please refer to SCE’s 2025 GRC testimony and 2023 Executive 

Compensation Structure Submission  pursuant to Assembly Bill 1054.8

2. Development of SCE’s Corporate Goals 

The process for establishing SCE’s 2023 corporate goals began in June 2022 when the 

Company’s senior management conducted a strategic refresh of business priorities with the Board of 

Directors (Board). A supplemental review and refresh of the resulting Goal Framework was performed 

in July 2022 to validate goal categories and alignment with business priorities. Thereafter, the team 

developed representative success measures for goals within each category reflecting desired outcomes. 

Criteria employed to develop success measures include the meaningfulness of the metric 

in representing the desired outcomes or performance levels, the maturity of the metric (e.g., the 

availability and quality of data, level of understanding of the drivers that influence the metric, and the 

degree of influence the company has over those drivers), the likelihood of achievement due to various 

7 In lieu of the EIC, non-executive employees are eligible for incentive compensation under the Short Term 
Incentive Plan (STIP). STIP and EIC are aligned with the same set of Company performance goals. 

8 See Exhibit SCE-06 Vol. 04 – Employee Benefits, Training & Support and Executive Compensation 
Submission of Southern California Edison Pursuant to Assembly Bill 1054 (accessible at Executive 
Compensation | Office of Energy Infrastructure Safety (ca.gov). 

For SCE employees holding director-level or higher positions, the annual incentive

awards are paid under the EIC Plan and are based on the achievement of specific safety, operating, 

financial stability, and strategic objectives that benefit our customers and other stakeholders. Whether

SCE meets those objectives directly impacts the level of incentives paid under the EIC Plan. 
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factors (e.g., budgetary and regulatory commitments, resource availability and/or constraints, and 

historical performance) and the potential for improvement over past years’ performance. 

Draft metrics and milestones were refined through a series of reviews by senior 

executives beginning in September 2022, by the Safety and Operations Committee in October and 

December 2022, and by the Compensation and Executive Personnel Committee (Compensation 

Committee) in December 2022 and February 2023, when it approved final metrics and milestones. The 

Compensation Committee is comprised of independent Board members who have significant experience 

and qualifications in using incentive compensation to drive performance. No SCE officers or employees 

serve on the Compensation Committee. 

In February 2024, the Compensation Committee assessed company performance against 

goals for 2023. The Compensation Committee duly considered both what was accomplished and the 

manner in which it was accomplished. The goals must be achieved while living SCE’s values, which 

include safety. The Compensation Committee retains discretion to reduce or eliminate entirely annual 

incentive awards should circumstances warrant. The Compensation Committee has exercised this 

discretion in recent years to reduce or eliminate payouts when safety goals were not met.9

3. Safety Performance Metrics Linked to Executive Compensation Through SCE’s 

Corporate Goals 

SCE’s corporate goals for 2023 are shown in Table I-2. In 2023, SCE’s corporate goal 

structure continued to include an overarching goals framework related to safety and compliance, 

consistent with prior years. Safety and compliance are foundational to SCE, and events such as 

employee fatalities or serious injuries to the public can result in meaningful deduction or full elimination 

of EIC awards, regardless of the performance of the other goal categories. The overarching goals 

framework can supersede all of the other goals for purposes of determining incentive payouts. The 

Compensation Committee has the discretion to determine whether the reduction or elimination tied to 

that framework applies to all plan participants, all executives, or only specific officers. After year-end, 

9 See Table I-3 below. 

SCE’s corporate goal 

structure continued to include an overarching goals framework related to safety and compliance,

The overarching goals 

framework can supersede all of the other goals for purposes of determining incentive payouts. 
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the Compensation Committee assesses the individual representative success measures approved at the 

beginning of the year alongside other important activities and developments during the year. At that 

point, the Compensation Committee evaluates the relative importance of the various success measures 

and scores the subcategories. 

SCE’s 2023 goals and goal framework were largely consistent with those in 2022. The 

2023 goals and goal framework incorporated a new High Hazard Safety Observation goal (a leading 

indicator for employee safety) and modified Diversity, Equity and Inclusion and Operational Excellence 

goals. In addition, SCE shifted to pre-set weights specified at the individual goal success measure level 

instead of using a pre-set weight at the goal category level.  Overall weighting for Safety and Resiliency 

(55%) and Performance and Operational Excellence (45%) goal categories remain unchanged from 

2022. Table I-2 identifies the instances where SMAP Safety Performance Metrics are linked to a 

corporate goal in the third column. 
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Table I-2 
SCE Company Goals Included in EIC for the 2023 Plan Year 

 

Goal Category and 
Target Score for 
Goal Category 

Representative Success Measures for Goal Category 
SMAP Safety Performance Metrics 
Linked to Executive Compensation 

Overarching Goals 
Framework10 

o The goals will be achieved while living the Company’s values, which include safety o No employee fatalities 
(Employee SIF Rates – fatality 
component) 

o Public SIF  
o Safety and compliance are foundational and events such as fatalities or significant non-compliance 

issues can result in meaningful or full elimination of short-term incentive compensation 

Safety and 
Resiliency 

55 

o Employee Safety: Make significant progress toward eliminating Serious Injuries and Fatalities (SIF) 
o Reduce Employee Edison Electric Institute (EEI) SIF Rate 
o Reduce Employee Days Away, Restrictions, and Transfer (DART) Rate 
o Percentage increase in number of observations of employees in high-hazard occupations11 that 

include either opportunities for improvement or recognition 

o Employee SIF Rate 
o Employee DART rate 

o Public Safety & Wildfire Resiliency: Reduce risk of public injuries and catastrophic wildfires related to 
our electric infrastructure by executing our Wildfire Mitigation Plan (WMP) and programs  
o CPUC reportable ignitions in High Fire Risk Areas (HFRA)  
o Covered Conductor: installation of circuit miles    
o Overhead Inspections: complete ground and aerial HFRA inspection scope and remediate findings 

30 days before compliance due date 
o Vegetation Line Clearing: execute trims within planned schedule to support compliance with GO 

95 requirements  
o Improve PSPS customer notifications: Percentage of customers receiving at least one notification 

prior to de-energization and percentage of customers receiving notifications once de-
energization is initiated  

o Subset of Fire Ignitions 
metric (HFRA only) 

o % of GO-95 Corrective 
Actions Completed on Time 

o Cybersecurity: Maintain effective controls to prevent and mitigate significant disruptions, data breach 
or system failure by maturing enterprise-wide phishing program 
o Simulation exercise click rate 
o Simulation exercise reporting rate 

 

 
10 The potential score for each goal category (other than Overarching Goals Framework described above) ranges from zero to twice the target 

score for the goal category. The potential total score is from zero to 200. 
11  High-hazard occupations defined as all job titles included in the following OUs and/or departments: Distribution, Transmission, Substation 

Construction & Maintenance, Grid Operations, Generation, Transportation Services, and Supply Chain. Opportunities for Improvement 
include recommendations for how work can be performed more safely. 
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Goal Category and 
Target Score for 
Goal Category 

Representative Success Measures for Goal Category 
SMAP Safety Performance Metrics 
Linked to Executive Compensation 

o Quality: Sustain execution quality in operations 
o Sustain quality performance in key programs: quality conformance index 

 

o Capital Deployment: Execute grid, technology, electrification, and other improvements to deliver safe, 
reliable, clean, and affordable energy for customers.  
o Achieve CPUC and FERC jurisdictional capital improvement plan execution, consistent with 

appropriate regulatory direction 

 

Performance 
Management and 

Operational 
Excellence 

45 

o Financial Stability: Achieve SCE core earnings target   

o Reliability: Improve reliability for repair outages 
o Achieve System Average Interruption Duration Index (SAIDI), Repair.  

 

o Diversity, Equity and Inclusion: Improve Organizational Unit (OU) accountability for employee diversity, 
equity and inclusion and sustain a diverse supplier base  
o Implement OU DEI action plans measured by milestone completion index Achieve Diverse 

Business Enterprise (DBE) spend 

 

o Clean Energy Transition: Advance electric technology adoption to enable emissions reductions across 
economic sectors 

o Advance SCE’s clean energy pathway objectives 
o Transportation Electrification installs, charging port installations and medium/heavy duty 

electric vehicle conversions 
o Building Electrification heat pump installs 

 

o Customer Experience: Improve customer experience to address targeted interactions 
o Achieve Billing and Payment (B&P) and Outage Net Score Index 

 

o Operational Excellence: Execute continuous improvement efforts for Catalyst Program 
o Implement planned improvement projects 
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Annual incentive awards are based on corporate and individual performance. Corporate 

performance is based on accomplishments related to the goal success measure weights established at the 

beginning of the year. For each goal success measure, the Compensation Committee assigns a target 

score and potential score range reflecting the relative weight given that goal success measure. Some 

goals have quantitative metrics for determining if the goal was unmet, met or exceeded. Other goals are 

activity-based or assessed by the quality of the respective outcome, all of which are subject to the 

judgment of the Compensation Committee. 

In review of SCE’s 2019 SPMR, Safety Policy Division (SPD) requested information on 

what years executive compensation was impacted, how many executives were impacted, and what 

percentage of their total bonus compensation was affected.12 For 2023, SCE’s year-end performance 

resulted in a total deduction of 25 points due to unmet foundational goals and due to Employee Safety 

SIF and DART rates and below-target performance for PSPS customer notifications. As mentioned 

above, the Compensation Committee has exercised discretion frequently in recent years to reduce or 

eliminate payouts for not meeting safety goals. Table I-3 below summarizes SCE’s annual incentive 

award deductions for senior vice presidents and above due to safety performance in the past five years.  

 
12 SPD’s Review of Southern California Edison’s 2020 Safety Performance Metrics Submittal Pursuant to 

Decision 19-04-020, p. 20. 
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Table I-3 
Annual Incentive Award Deductions for Safety Performance

Year 

Total Deduction for Executive Officers 
Due to Unmet Safety Goals, Wildfire 
Resiliency Goals and/or Overarching 

Goals Framework 

Summary of Unmet Safety Goals, Wildfire 
Resiliency Goals, and/or Overarching Goals 

Framework 

2023 25-point deduction13 

Employee fatality; two serious public injuries 
from power lines; below-target performance for 
employee SIF and DART and PSPS customer 
notifications  

2022 12-point deduction14 Public injury from a downed power wire; SIF 
and DART rates worse than threshold 

2021 5-point deduction15 
Below-target performance for Wildfire 
Resiliency, Safety and Resiliency Capabilities, 
and Contractor Management 

2020 13-point deduction16 
Three contractor fatalities; third-party contractor 
seriously injured from contact with line with 
insufficient clearance; SIF rate worse than target 

2019 14-point deduction17 
Three contractor fatalities; transformer failure 
that seriously burned a member of the public; 
DART injury rate worse than target 

 

Corporate goals for 2024 continue to use the same goal structure as 2023. Notable 

changes to goal measures include: 

 
13  The 25-point deduction was comprised of: 8-point deduction to overall company modifier and 5-point 

deduction to individual performance modifier due to unmet foundational goals and 12-point deduction due to 
below-target performance for employee SIF and DART and PSPS customer notifications. 

14  The 12-point deduction was comprised of: 2-point deduction due to unmet foundational goal and 10-point 
deduction to Employee Safety goal due to SIF and DART rates. 

15  Wildfire Resiliency was scored 2 points below target due to reportable ignitions in High Fire Risk Areas and 
assessment and mitigation of hazardous trees being worse than target; Safety and Resiliency Capabilities were 
scored 1 point below target due to some field and work management tool development occurring behind 
schedule; Contractor Management was scored 2 points below target due to a delay in the revised end-to-end 
contractor management process. 

16 The 13-point deduction was comprised of: 10-point deduction to the company modifier due to unmet 
overarching goal for all senior officers (and certain other officers) due to three contractor fatalities and a third-
party contractor serious injury; and Worker Safety portion of the Safety and Resiliency goal category was 
scored 3 points below target for all employees (including non-executive) due to the SIF rate. 

17 The 14-point deduction was comprised of: 10-point deduction to company modifier due to unmet overarching 
goals; Safety portion of Operational and Service Excellence goal category was scored 4 points below target 
due to DART injury rate. 
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Individual and group performance goals are specific to an employee or organizational unit’s scope of 

work, and are intended to align with and support the company’s overall corporate goals. Thus, while 

individual and group performance goals may include safety competencies, they are generally not 

specific to any of the SPMs outside those already linked to corporate goals.18 Additionally, to the extent 

that an individual or group performance goal intersects with one of the SPMs, success or lack of success 

on that goal would not necessarily impact compensation. For each individual, success on individual and 

group performance goals is typically determined holistically by the organizational unit’s management 

(or, in the case of senior officers, by the    Compensation Committee), which takes into account that 

individual’s performance across all of their goals and benchmarking based on a comparison to the 

performance of that individual’s peers within the organizational unit. Any impact on compensation 

(whether through an annual incentive award or a base salary increase) based on this assessment is 

subject to management discretion.19 For executive officers, the compensation impact is decided by the 

Compensation Committee rather than by management. 

C. Interim Risk Mitigation Accountability Report Requirements 

In D.14-12-025, the Commission determined that IOUs should include in their annual Safety 

Performance Metrics Reports some of the information originally envisioned as part of the Risk 

Mitigation Accountability Report (RMAR) which is the subject of the SMAP proceeding. Specifically, 

the IOUs were directed to include an explanation of how the reported SPM data reflects progress against 

the safety goals in their respective RAMP and approved GRC application, and a high-level summary of 

total estimated risk mitigation spending level as approved in its most recent GRC. 

 
18 Based on SCE’s review of all director level and above individual performance plans for 2023, SCE identified 

instances where a Safety Performance Metric outside those already linked to corporate goals was directly 
incorporated into an individual director level or higher performance goal. It should be noted that these goals 
are only one of various considerations in individual performance goals and their compensation.  

19 The final component of compensation approved each year for director level and above positions is long-term 
incentive awards. Unlike with annual incentive awards, which are determined by looking back at the prior 
year’s performance, long-term incentive awards are typically determined by considering the individual’s 
longer-term performance as well as the company’s longer-term goals and needs. None of the Safety 
Performance Metrics is linked to executive compensation through long-term incentive awards. 
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HUESTON HENNIGAN LLP
Douglas J. Dixon, State Bar No. 275389
ddixon@hueston.com
Brittani A. Jackson, State Bar No. 320897
bjackson@hueston.com
Michael A. Behrens, State Bar No. 284014 
mbehrens@hueston.com
620 Newport Center Dr # 1300
Newport Beach, CA 92660
Telephone: (213) 788-4340 
Facsimile: (888) 866-4825 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
Belynda B. Reck, State Bar No. 163561
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Patricia A. Cirucci., State Bar No. 210574
patricia.cirucci@sce.com
Brian Cardoza, State Bar No. 137415
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Telephone: (626) 302-6628 

Attorneys for Defendants
Southern California Edison Company and Edison 
International

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES – SPRING STREET

EATON FIRE CASES

JEREMY GURSEY, Individually, 

Plaintiff,

vs. 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 
COMPANY, a California corporation, and 
EDISON INTERNATIONAL, a California 
corporation, 

Defendants.

Lead Case No. 25STCV00731

Hon. Laura A. Seigle 

DEFENDANT SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
EDISON COMPANY’S RESPONSES AND 
OBJECTIONS TO INDIVIDUAL AND 
PUBLIC ENTITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION, SET 
THREE

E-Served: Jul 29 2025  6:57PM PDT  Via Case Anywhere
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PROPOUNDING PARTY: INDIVIDUAL and PUBLIC ENTITY Plaintiffs  

RESPONDING PARTY: Defendant SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 

SET NO.: THREE (Nos. 252-294) 

Pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure sections 2031.010 et seq., Defendant Southern 

California Edison Company hereby submits the following responses and objections to the Requests 

for Production of Documents (Set Three) propounded by Individual and Public Entity Plaintiffs 

(“Plaintiffs”) on June 25, 2025. 

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

These responses and objections, while based on diligent inquiry and investigation by SCE, 

necessarily reflect only the current state of SCE’s knowledge, understanding, and belief based upon 

those facts and information presently and specifically known and readily available to SCE at this 

time. Discovery in this matter is ongoing. Further discovery, depositions, investigation, legal 

research, and analysis may supply additional facts, add meaning to known facts, and/or establish 

entirely new factual conclusions or legal contentions, all of which may lead to additions to, changes 

in, and variations from the present responses. 

Furthermore, SCE’s responses will be given without prejudice to its right to produce, use, or 

rely upon, at a hearing, trial, or otherwise, facts, documents, things, or information that is 

subsequently discovered, the relevance of which has not yet been determined, or which was omitted 

from their responses by mistake, error, inadvertence, excusable neglect, or otherwise.  Without in 

any way obligating itself to do so, SCE reserves the right to supplement, modify, revise, or amend 

these responses and objections and to correct any inadvertent errors or omissions which may be 

contained herein, based upon information that SCE may subsequently obtain or discover.  A partial 

response to any Request for Production that has been objected to in whole, or in part, is not a waiver 

of the objection.  SCE makes these responses subject to all appropriate objections that may be made 

later in the proceedings. 

SCE reserves the right to interpose any such objection at the time of deposition or in any 

subsequent proceedings in, or the trial of, this or any other action.  
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Nothing contained herein is intended as, nor shall in any way be deemed, a waiver of the 

attorney-client privilege, the attorney-work-product privilege, the right of privacy, or any other 

privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the Constitution of the State of 

California, any federal or state statute, or common law. SCE further objects that discovery is ongoing, 

and that information obtained during discovery may be necessary or relevant for SCE to respond to 

this Request. In the event SCE inadvertently discloses information protected by any applicable 

privilege or immunity, SCE specifically reserves the right to demand the return of such information 

without prejudice. 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

SCE makes the following general objections (collectively, the “General Objections”) to each 

Request for Document Production (“Request”) propounded by Plaintiffs. The assertion of the same, 

similar, or additional objections, or the provision of responses to the Requests does not constitute 

waiver of any of SCE’s objections as set forth below. 

Each of the General Objections is incorporated by reference in each of the specific objections 

and responses below as if fully set forth therein. For emphasis, one or more of the General Objections 

may be reiterated in a specific response. The absence or inclusion of any reiteration in a specific 

response is neither intended as, nor shall be construed as, a limitation or waiver of any General 

Objection or any other specific objection made herein. SCE reserves the right to make such additional 

objections as may be appropriate and nothing contained herein shall be in any way construed as a 

waiver of any such objection. 

By making this response, SCE does not concede that any of the requested information is 

relevant or properly discoverable or admissible and reserves its right to object to discovery into the 

subject matter addressed in any information produced and to the introduction of such information 

into evidence. 

1. SCE further objects to each Request to the extent that it expressly or impliedly seeks 

the disclosure of information prepared in anticipation of litigation or trial, or is protected by any 

privilege or immunity including, without limitation, the attorney-client privilege, the attorney-work-

product privilege, the right of privacy, or any personal privilege or immunity available under the 
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United States Constitution, the Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or 

common law. SCE further objects that discovery is ongoing, and that information obtained during 

discovery may be necessary or relevant for SCE to respond to this Request. Information covered by 

such privileges is not subject to disclosure, and these Requests will not be construed to seek such 

information. Specific objections on the grounds of privilege are provided for emphasis and clarity 

only, and the absence of a specific objection should not be interpreted as evidence that SCE does not 

object to a Request on the basis of an applicable privilege. Nothing contained in SCE’s responses is 

intended as, nor shall in any way be deemed, a waiver of the attorney-client privilege, the attorney-

work-product privilege, the right of privacy, or any other applicable privilege or immunity. SCE does 

not waive its right to assert any and all privileges at any time.

2. SCE further objects to the Requests including, but not limited to, the definitions, to 

the extent they are inconsistent with, seek to impose obligations not required by, or seek to expand 

the scope of permissible discovery under the California Code of Civil Procedure, the Local Rules for 

the Superior Court for the County of Los Angeles, or any order or ruling by the Court in this action. 

3. SCE further objects to the Requests, and to any individual Request set forth therein, 

to the extent that they are vague, ambiguous, overbroad, or otherwise lack sufficient precision to 

permit a response. SCE has made an effort to respond to the Requests, where possible, as it

understands and interprets them. 

4. SCE further objects to each Request to the extent that it is not reasonably calculated 

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, purports to require production of information that is 

not relevant to the claims and defenses in the action or is not proportional to the needs of this case.  

In SCE’s response to each Request, SCE will not undertake to provide such information.  

5. SCE further objects to the Requests and to each and every definition contained therein 

as overly broad, unduly burdensome, to the extent that they seek irrelevant information and to cause 

SCE unwarranted annoyance, embarrassment, or undue expense. 

6. SCE further objects to the Requests and to each and every definition contained therein 

to the extent that they require SCE to produce information not in its possession, custody, or control, 

or is equally accessible to Plaintiffs.
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7. SCE further objects to each Request to the extent that it expressly or impliedly seeks 

information that is confidential, personal, or proprietary in nature, or that constitutes protected 

commercial, financial, or trade secret information of SCE or third parties.

8. SCE further objects to the Requests to the extent they seek a legal conclusion. Any 

response of SCE to an individual Request is not intended to be, and shall not be construed as, an 

admission that any factual or legal predicate stated in the Request is accurate.

9. SCE further objects to the Requests, and to the definitions, to the extent they assume 

facts not in existence or the occurrence of events that did not take place. Any response of SCE to an 

individual Request is not intended to be, and shall not be construed as an admission, assertion, or 

implication of any factual or legal predicate stated in the Requests is accurate.

10. SCE further objects to the definition of the terms “DOCUMENT” as overly broad and 

unduly burdensome to the extent that it exceeds any definition provided in the California Code of 

Civil Procedure, the Local Rules for the Superior Court for the County of Los Angeles, or any order 

or ruling by the Court in this action. Defendant will respond to these Requests by treating 

“DOCUMENT” and “DOCUMENTS” as having the scope provided by the California Code of Civil 

Procedure, the Local Rules for the Superior Court for the County of Los Angeles, or any order or 

ruling by the Court in this action. 

11. SCE further objects to the definition of the terms “COMMUNICATION” and 

“COMMUNICATIONS” as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it exceeds any 

definition provided in the California Code of Civil Procedure, the Local Rules for the Superior Court 

for the County of Los Angeles, or any order or ruling by the Court in this action. Defendant will 

respond to these Requests by treating “COMMUNICATION” and “COMMUNICATIONS” as 

having the scope provided by the California Code of Civil Procedure, the Local Rules for the Superior 

Court for the County of Los Angeles, or any order or ruling by the Court in this action. 

12. SCE further objects that the definitions of “YOU,” “YOUR,” and “SCE,” “YOU,” 

and “YOUR” as overbroad, vague, and ambiguous, and calling for information about entities that 

SCE does not control or have knowledge of, because it purports to include any “agents, employees, 

attorneys, representatives, and any PERSON . . . acting on behalf of” SCE. SCE will interpret these 
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Requests as applying only to Southern California Edison Company, its current officers, and its 

current employees.

13. SCE further objects that the definition “CO-DEFENDANT EDISON 

INTERNATIONAL” as overbroad, vague, and ambiguous, and calling for information about entities 

that SCE does not control or have knowledge of, because it purports to include any of Edison 

International’s its officers, directors, employees, agents, attorneys (including outside counsel), 

representatives, contractors, staff and other persons working for or acting on, their subsidiaries, 

unincorporated divisions, operations, affiliates, successors and predecessors.” SCE will interpret 

EDISON INTERNATIONAL as applying only to Edison International, its current officers, and its 

current employees.

14. SCE further objects to the definition of the terms “CONCERNING”, “REFERRING 

TO”, “RELATING TO,” “IDLE ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION FACILITIES,” “INSPECTION(S),” 

“MAINTENANCE,” and “VEGETATION MANAGEMENT” as impermissibly vague, ambiguous, 

and overbroad. 

15. As used in these Responses, “SUBJECT CIRCUITS” refers to the Eagle Rock-Mesa, 

Goodrich-Gould, Mesa-Vincent No. 1, Mesa Vincent No. 2, Mesa-Sylmar, and Eagle Rock-Gould 

circuits.

RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION (SET THREE)

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 252: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO meetings of YOUR Board of Directors and/or any 

committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of Directors from January 1, 2015 to the present 

in which MAINTENANCE of YOUR ELECTRICAL FACILITIES was on the agenda or discussed, 

including, but not limited to, agendas, notes, minutes, and recordings of meetings of YOUR Board 

of Directors and/or any committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of Directors. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 252: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 
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Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “discussed” and “notes” as vague and ambiguous.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: Agendas or minutes from meetings of SCE’s Board of Directors 

referencing maintenance of the SUBJECT CIRCUITS, dated 2020 to 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 253: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO meetings of YOUR Board of Directors and/or any 

committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of Directors from January 1, 2015 through the 

present in which INSPECTION of YOUR ELECTRICAL FACILITIES was on the agenda or 

discussed, including, but not limited to, agendas, notes, minutes, and recordings of meetings of 

YOUR Board of Directors and/or any committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of 

Directors.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 253: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “discussed” and “notes” as vague and ambiguous. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 
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conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: Agendas or minutes from meetings of SCE’s Board of Directors 

referencing inspection(s) of the SUBJECT CIRCUITS, dated 2020 to 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 254: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO meetings of YOUR Board of Directors and/or any 

committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of Directors from January 1, 2015 through the 

present in which the topic of IDLE ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION FACILITIES was on the agenda 

or discussed, including, but not limited to, agendas, notes, minutes, and recordings of meetings of 

YOUR Board of Directors and/or any committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of 

Directors.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 254: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “discussed” and “notes” as vague and ambiguous.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: Agendas or minutes from meetings of SCE’s Board of Directors 

referencing the Mesa Sylmar circuit, dated 2020 to 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 255: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO meetings of YOUR Board of Directors and/or any 

committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of Directors from January 1, 2015 through the 

present in which the topic of executive compensation was on the agenda or discussed, including, but 
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not limited to, agendas, notes, minutes, and recordings of meetings of YOUR Board of Directors 

and/or any committee comprised of members of YOUR Board of Directors. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 255: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “discussed” and “notes” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 256: 

All of YOUR Organizational Charts as they existed on January 7, 2025 reflecting any 

Divisions, Departments, Units or Groups, any Corporate level positions, any Director and First Line 

Reports, any Operations Business Units Organization Charts, the names of any persons serving as 

President, Senior Vice-President, Vice-President, Director, Manager or Supervisor within any 

Division, Department or Unit, and any common management structure or management position 

between you and co-Defendant EDISON INTERNATIONAL.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 256: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.
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SCE further objects to “Organization Charts,” “Division(s),” “Departments,” “Units,” 

“Groups,” “Corporate level positions,” “Director and First Line Reports,”  “Operations Business 

Units Organization Charts,” “common management structure,” and “management position” as vague 

and ambiguous. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: organizational charts in SCE’s possession, custody, or control 

referencing both SCE and Edison International, as of January 7, 2025.  

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 257: 

All of YOUR Organizational Charts from January 1, 2015 to the present reflecting any 

Divisions, Departments, Units or Groups, any Corporate level positions, any Director and First Line 

Reports, any Operations Business Units Organization Charts, the names of any persons serving as 

President, Senior Vice-President, Vice-President, Director, Manager or Supervisor within any 

Division, Department or Unit, and any common management structure or management position 

between you and co-Defendant EDISON INTERNATIONAL. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 257: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “Organization Charts,” “Division(s),” “Departments,” “Units,” 

“Groups,” “Corporate level positions,” “Director and First Line Reports,”  “Operations Business 

Units Organization Charts,” “common management structure,” and “management position” as vague 

and ambiguous. 
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SCE further objects to this Request as unintelligible. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: organizational charts in SCE’s possession, custody, or control 

referencing both SCE and Edison International, dated 2020 to 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 258: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any loans from co-Defendant EDISON 

INTERNATIONAL to YOU from January 1, 2015 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 258: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “loans” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 259: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any loans from YOU to co-Defendant EDISON 

INTERNATIONAL from January 1, 2015 to the present.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 259: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 
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irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “loans” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 260: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any loans from any member of YOUR Board of 

Directors to co-Defendant EDISON INTERNATIONAL from January 1, 2015 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 260: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “loans” and “member” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 261: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any loans from any member of YOUR Board of 

Directors to YOU from January 1, 2015 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 261: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.
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SCE further objects to “loans” and “member” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 262: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any loans from any member of co-Defendant Edison 

International’s Board of Directors to YOU from January 1, 2015 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 262: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “loans” and “member” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 263: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any loans from any member of co-Defendant Edison 

International’s Board of Directors to co-Defendant Edison International from January 1, 2015 to the 

present.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 263: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “loans” and “member” as vague and ambiguous. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 264: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any guarantee by co-Defendant Edison International of 

any of YOUR loans from January 1, 2015 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 264: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “loans” and “guarantee” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 265: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any guarantee by YOU of any of co-Defendant Edison 

International’s loans from January 1, 2015 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 265: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “loans” and “guarantee” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 266: 

All YOUR financial statements, audited or unaudited, from January 1, 2015 to the present, 
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including but not limited to, any monthly, quarterly, and year-end balance sheets, income statements 

and cash flow statements.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 266: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “financial statements,” “unaudited,” and “income statements,” as 

vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 267: 

All DOCUMENTS RELATING TO YOUR capitalization from January 1, 2015 to the 

present.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 267: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “capitalization” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 268: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any annual incentive awards paid under YOUR 
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Executive Incentive Compensation (EIC) Plan to any person in SCE director-level or higher 

executive positions from January 1, 2019 to the present, including but not limited to, all 

DOCUMENTS RELATING TO how all annual incentive awards were calculated, how any “point 

deductions” reflected in YOUR annual Safety Performance Metric Reports equated to actual dollar 

reductions, and/or how much executive compensation declined in dollars, if at all, because of missed 

safety goals.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 268: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “incentive awards,” “director-level or higher executive positions,” 

“actual dollar reductions,” “executive compensation,” and “missed safety goals” as vague and 

ambiguous.  

SCE further objects to this Request to the extent it assumes facts not in existence or the 

occurrence of events that did not take place.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 269: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATING TO any annual incentive awards paid to any person 

employed by Co-Defendant EDISON INTERNATIONAL in director-level or higher executive 

positions from January 1, 2019 to the present including but not limited to, all DOCUMENTS 

RELATING TO how all annual incentive awards were calculated, how any “point deductions” 

reflected in YOUR annual Safety Performance Metric Reports equated to actual dollar reductions, 

and/or how much executive compensation declined in dollars, if at all, because of missed safety 

goals. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 269: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “incentive awards,” “director-level or higher executive positions,” 

“actual dollar reductions,” “executive compensation,” and “missed safety goals” as vague and 

ambiguous.  

SCE further objects to this Request to the extent it assumes facts not in existence or the 

occurrence of events that did not take place.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 270: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATING TO how any calculation of annual incentive award 

deductions for safety performance were applied to executive compensation for SCE senior executive 

officers (senior vice-presidents or above) from 2019 to 2024 as reflected in Table I-3 of YOUR (U-

338-E) 2024 Safety Performance Metrics Report including but not limited to, all DOCUMENTS 

RELATING TO how all annual incentive awards were calculated, how any “point deductions” 

reflected in YOUR annual Safety Performance Metric Reports equated to actual dollar reductions, 

and/or how much executive compensation declined in dollars, if at all, because of missed safety 

goals. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 270: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  
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SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “incentive awards,” “safety performance,” “executive compensation,” 

“actual dollar reductions,” “executive compensation,” and “missed safety goals” as vague and 

ambiguous.  

SCE further objects to this Request to the extent it assumes facts not in existence or the 

occurrence of events that did not take place.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 271: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATING TO how any calculation of annual incentive award 

deductions for safety performance (as reflected in Table I-3 of YOUR (U-338-E) 2024 Safety 

Performance Metrics Report) were applied to executive compensation for co-DEFENDANT 

EDISON INTERNATIONAL senior executive officers (senior vice-presidents or above) from 2019 

to 2024 including but not limited to, all DOCUMENTS RELATING TO how all annual incentive 

awards were calculated, how any “point deductions” reflected in YOUR annual Safety Performance 

Metric Reports equated to actual dollar reductions, and/or how much executive compensation 

declined in dollars, if at all, because of missed safety goals. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 271: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “incentive awards,” “safety performance,” “executive compensation,” 
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“actual dollar reductions,” “executive compensation,” and “missed safety goals” as vague and 

ambiguous.  

SCE further objects to this Request to the extent it assumes facts not in existence or the 

occurrence of events that did not take place.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 272: 

ALL DOCUMENTS prepared by and/or reviewed by YOUR Compensation and Executive 

Personal Committee RELATING TO any annual incentive awards paid under YOUR Executive 

Incentive Compensation (EIC) Plan to any person in SCE director-level or higher executive positions 

from January 1, 2019 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 272: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “reviewed,” “incentive awards” and “director-level or higher executive 

positions” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 273: 

ALL DOCUMENTS prepared by and/or reviewed by YOUR Compensation and Executive 

Personal Committee RELATING TO any annual incentive awards paid under YOUR Executive 

Incentive Compensation (EIC) Plan to any person employed by Co-Defendant EDISON 

INTERNATIONAL in director-level or higher executive positions from January 1, 2019 to the 

present.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 273: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 
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extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “reviewed,” “incentive awards” and “director-level or higher executive 

positions” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 274: 

ALL DOCUMENTS prepared by and/or reviewed by YOUR Safety and Operations 

Committee RELATING TO any annual incentive awards paid under YOUR Executive Incentive 

Compensation (EIC) Plan to any person in SCE director-level or higher executive positions from 

January 1, 2019 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 274: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “reviewed,” “incentive awards” and “director-level or higher executive 

positions” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 275: 

ALL DOCUMENTS prepared by and/or reviewed by YOUR Safety and Operations 

Committee RELATING TO any annual incentive awards paid under YOUR Executive Incentive 
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Compensation (EIC) Plan to any person employed by Co-Defendant EDISON INTERNATIONAL 

in director-level or higher executive positions from January 1, 2019 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 275: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “reviewed,” “incentive awards” and “director-level or higher executive 

positions” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 276: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATED TO your calculation of SCE’S AUTHORIZED CPUC 

RATE BASE for 2024. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 276: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “calculation” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 277: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATED TO the methodology used to calculate the SCE’S 
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AUTHORIZED CPUC RATE BASE for 2024.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 277: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “methodology” and “calculate” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 278: 

ALL DOCUMENTS identifying the assets included in the calculation of the SCE’S 

AUTHORIZED CPUC RATE BASE for 2024.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 278: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “assets” and “calculation” as vague and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 279: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATED TO your calculation of YOUR YEAR-END RATE BASE 

for 2024. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 279: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “calculation” and “YEAR-END RATE BASE” as vague and 

ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 280: 

ALL DOCUMENTS RELATED TO the methodology used to calculate the YEAR-END 

RATE BASE for 2024. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 280: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “methodology,” “calculate” and “YEAR-END RATE BASE” as vague

and ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 281: 

ALL DOCUMENTS identifying the assets included in the calculation of the YEAR-END 

RATE BASE for 2024. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 281: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad (including but not limited to with respect to 

time period), vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not reasonably particularized, seeking 

irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence.

SCE further objects to “assets,” “calculation,” and “YEAR-END RATE BASE” as vague and 

ambiguous. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 282: 

ALL DOCUMENTS CONCERNING YOUR access to the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 

2025, or May 11, 2025. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 282: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

The origin(s) and cause(s) of the Eaton Fire are the subject of an ongoing confidential 

investigation at SCE being conducted under the direction of SCE’s legal department. Information 

related to SCE’s investigation is protected from disclosure under the attorney-client and/or work-

product doctrines. No waiver of these privileges is intended or should be inferred from SCE’s 

response. 

SCE further objects to “access” as vague and ambiguous. 

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably 

particularized, seeking irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. 
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: documents referencing SCE’s access to the LANDING ZONE on May 

10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 283: 

ALL DOCUMENTS CONCERNING any activities that occurred in the LANDING ZONE 

on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 283: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

The origin(s) and cause(s) of the Eaton Fire are the subject of an ongoing confidential 

investigation at SCE being conducted under the direction of SCE’s legal department. Information 

related to SCE’s investigation is protected from disclosure under the attorney-client and/or work-

product doctrines. No waiver of these privileges is intended or should be inferred from SCE’s 

response. 

SCE further objects to “activities” as vague and ambiguous. 

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably 

particularized, seeking irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: documents referencing SCE’s activities occurring in the LANDING 

ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 284: 

ALL DOCUMENTS CONCERNING any work or repairs performed in the LANDING 

ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 284: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

The origin(s) and cause(s) of the Eaton Fire are the subject of an ongoing confidential 

investigation at SCE being conducted under the direction of SCE’s legal department. Information 

related to SCE’s investigation is protected from disclosure under the attorney-client and/or work-

product doctrines. No waiver of these privileges is intended or should be inferred from SCE’s 

response. 

SCE further objects to “work” and “repairs” as vague and ambiguous. 

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably 

particularized, seeking irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. 

SCE further objects to this Request to the extent it assumes facts not in existence or the 

occurrence of events that did not take place.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: documents referencing any work or repairs performed in the LANDING 

ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 285: 

ALL DOCUMENTS CONCERNING the removal of any items, evidence, or equipment from 

the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025, including but not limited to, 

DOCUMENTS sufficient to identify where the items, evidence or equipment went upon its removal.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 285: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 
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Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

The origin(s) and cause(s) of the Eaton Fire are the subject of an ongoing confidential 

investigation at SCE being conducted under the direction of SCE’s legal department. Information 

related to SCE’s investigation is protected from disclosure under the attorney-client and/or work-

product doctrines. No waiver of these privileges is intended or should be inferred from SCE’s 

response. 

SCE further objects to “items,” “evidence,” and “equipment” as vague and ambiguous. 

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably 

particularized, seeking irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. 

SCE further objects to this Request to the extent it assumes facts not in existence or the 

occurrence of events that did not take place.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: documents referencing any item(s) being removed from the LANDING 

ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 286: 

ALL security camera footage that captured any activity in the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 

2025, or May 11, 2025. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 286: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to “security camera footage” and “activity” as vague and ambiguous. 

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably 

particularized, seeking irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. 
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: photographs or videos in SCE’s possession, custody, or control of the 

LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 287: 

ALL video footage and photographs taken by any mobile ECAM SECURE device in or near 

the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 287: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to “mobile ECAM SECURE device” and “in or near” as vague and 

ambiguous. 

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably 

particularized, seeking irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: photographs or videos in SCE’s possession, custody, or control of the 

LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 288: 

ALL video footage, photographs, or any other imagery taken by YOUR employees or 

contractors in or near the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 288: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 
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Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

The origin(s) and cause(s) of the Eaton Fire are the subject of an ongoing confidential 

investigation at SCE being conducted under the direction of SCE’s legal department. Information 

related to SCE’s investigation is protected from disclosure under the attorney-client and/or work-

product doctrines. No waiver of these privileges is intended or should be inferred from SCE’s 

response. 

SCE further objects to “other imagery” and “contractors” as vague and ambiguous. 

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably 

particularized, seeking irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: photographs or videos in SCE’s possession, custody, or control of the 

LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 289: 

All DOCUMENTS sufficient to identify the individuals present in the LANDING ZONE on 

May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 289: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

The origin(s) and cause(s) of the Eaton Fire are the subject of an ongoing confidential 

investigation at SCE being conducted under the direction of SCE’s legal department. Information 

related to SCE’s investigation is protected from disclosure under the attorney-client and/or work-

product doctrines. No waiver of these privileges is intended or should be inferred from SCE’s 

response. 

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad, vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, 
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not reasonably particularized, seeking irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead 

to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

SCE further objects to this Request as unintelligible. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: documents sufficient to identify individuals known to SCE to be present 

in the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 290: 

Any sign-in sheet or log of individuals who accessed the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, 

or May 11, 2025. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 290: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

The origin(s) and cause(s) of the Eaton Fire are the subject of an ongoing confidential 

investigation at SCE being conducted under the direction of SCE’s legal department. Information 

related to SCE’s investigation is protected from disclosure under the attorney-client and/or work-

product doctrines. No waiver of these privileges is intended or should be inferred from SCE’s 

response. 

SCE further objects to this Request vague and ambiguous, seeking irrelevant information 

and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

SCE further objects to “sign-in sheet” and “log” as vague and ambiguous. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: documents referencing SCE’s access to the LANDING ZONE on May 

10, 2025, or May 11, 2025; documents sufficient to identify individuals known to SCE to be present 

in the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 291: 

ALL DOCUMENTS sufficient to identify the vehicles present in the LANDING ZONE on 

May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 291: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad, vague and ambiguous, unduly burdensome, 

not reasonably particularized, seeking irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead 

to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

SCE further objects to this Request as unintelligible. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: documents sufficient to identify individuals that operated vehicles known 

to SCE to be present in the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 292: 

ALL DOCUMENTS CONCERNING the helicopter activity occurring in or near the 

LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025, including but not limited to, in the areas near 

TOWER 227 and 226. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 292: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to “helicopter activity,” “in or near,” and “in the areas near” as vague and 

ambiguous. 

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably 
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particularized, seeking irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: documents sufficient to identify any helicopters that took off from or 

landed within the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 293: 

ALL DOCUMENTS CONCERNING any work performed by helicopter near the LANDING 

ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025, including but not limited to, in the areas near TOWER 

227 and 226. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 293: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to “work performed,” “near,” and “in the areas near” as vague and 

ambiguous. 

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably 

particularized, seeking irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: documents sufficient to identify any helicopters that took off from or 

landed within the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 294: 

ALL DOCUMENTS CONCERNING any items, evidence, or equipment that was removed 

from areas in or near the LANDING ZONE by helicopter on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025, 

including but not limited to, where the items, evidence, or equipment went upon its removal. 



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

- 33 -
SCE RESPONSES & OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFFS' REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION (SET THREE)

55357343.1 7075197

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 294: 

SCE restates its Preliminary Statement and General Objections, and further objects to the 

extent that the information requested is protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product 

doctrines or any other privilege or immunity available under the United States Constitution, the 

Constitution of the State of California, any federal or state statute, or common law.  

SCE further objects to “items,” “evidence,” “equipment,” and “or near” as vague and 

ambiguous. 

SCE further objects to this Request as overbroad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably 

particularized, seeking irrelevant information and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. 

SCE further objects to this Request to the extent it assumes facts not in existence or the 

occurrence of events that did not take place.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SCE responds as follows: SCE will 

conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged records it locates (if any) 

consisting of the following: documents sufficient to identify any helicopters that took off from or 

landed within the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025; documents referencing any 

item(s) being removed from the LANDING ZONE on May 10, 2025, or May 11, 2025. 

Dated: July 29, 2025 HUESTON HENNIGAN LLP

By: 
Douglas J. Dixon 
Brittani A. Jackson 
Michael A. Behrens
Attorneys for Defendant 
Southern California Edison Company 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 
AND EDISON INTERNATIONAL

Belynda B. Reck
Patricia A. Cirucci
Laura A. Meyerson
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) ss.
)COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I, MARIA ROSAL, declare:

I have read the foregoing DEFENDANT SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 

COMPANY’S RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO INDIVIDUAL AND PUBLIC ENTITY 

PLAINTIFFS’ REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION, SET THREE and know its contents. 

I am an agent of Southern California Edison Company, a party to this action, and am 

authorized to make this verification for and on their behalf, and I make this verification for that 

reason.  I am informed and believe and, on that ground, allege that the matters stated in the foregoing 

document are true.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 

is true and correct.

Executed on this 29th day of July, 2025, at Rosemead, California. 

Maria Rosal





 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT F 



808 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 450  
Santa Monica, CA 90401
P: (310).929-4200  
F: (310) 566-5900
robinscloud.com

Bill Robins
August 19, 2025 

Mr. Doug Dixon
Mr. Michael Behrens
Ms. Brittani Jackson
Ms. Annie Banks  
Hueston Hennigan LLP

Re: MEET AND CONFER REGARDING DEFENDANT SCE’S RESPONSES TO 
PLAINTIFFS’ REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION SET TWO AND THREE

Dear Counsel:

Plaintiffs are in receipt of Defendant SCE’s responses to Plaintiffs’ Request for 
Production Set Two and Set Three.1  Unfortunately, as was the case with Defendants’ responses 
to Plaintiffs’ Set One Discovery, SCE has once again failed to comply with its obligations under 
the Code of Civil Procedure.  

SCE has again arbitrarily altered the discovery rules in two significant ways. First, in 
numerous responses, SCE failed to provide any substantive response where discoverable 
information and documents clearly exist, and instead withheld that discovery to initiate a 
prolonged meet and confer process to discuss the scope of the discovery request before any 
response would be provided.  SCE cannot refuse to identify or produce any documents on a 
subject, under the guise that Plaintiffs must first agree to alter the scope of its requests.  
Discovery does not work on SCE’s timetable or at SCE’s discretion.  The rules require timely 
and substantive responses.  SCE has chosen to do neither.    

California courts have consistently held that a party must produce all non-objectionable 
materials in its possession, custody, or control, even if it objects to other aspects of the discovery 
request. (See e.g. Manlin v. Milner, 82 Cal.App.5th 1004 (2022) [even where a responding party 
has objections to certain discovery requests, it still must produce responsive documents to the 
extent possible].   

Second, in response to numerous requests for production of documents, SCE generally 
referenced (but did not produce or cite to bates labels) a series of limited documents that SCE 
indicated it will produce at some unidentified date in the future. SCE’s repeated response was: 
“SCE will conduct a reasonably diligent search for and produce non-privileged documents it 

1 Subrogation joins in this meet and confer for all requests in which it was a joining Propounding Party.
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locates (if any).”  It is unacceptable for SCE to arbitrarily decide that it does not have to produce 
any responsive documents when its discovery responses are due, leaving Plaintiffs without a 
production date and without any indication of what is to be produced. This is unacceptable and 
inconsistent with California law.  A party must produce documents in accordance with its 
discovery responses and cannot delay production indefinitely. (See e.g. Pollock v. Superior Court
(2023)93 Cal.App.5th 1348 [in discussing the distinction between a formal response to a 
production demand and the actual production itself, the court noted that Section 2031.280 
requires not just production of documents, but identification of the specific request numbers the 
documents are responding to]; Nursing v. Superior Court of Orange County (2021) 59 
Cal.App.5th 1011 [party must produce documents on the date specified for production].)   

SCE requested extensions to respond to Set Two and Set Three Request for Production, 
which Plaintiffs granted.  In return for Plaintiffs’ professional courtesy SCE took the additional 
time to provide nothing in the way of substantive responses or documents.  In this meet and 
confer letter, Plaintiffs detail the deficiencies in SCE’s discovery responses.  However, SCE has 
robbed Plaintiffs of any meaningful meet and confer process by failing to identify or produce a 
single responsive document and by refusing to provide any substantive responses until a meet 
and confer takes place.  Defendant SCE cannot skip the initial step of providing a substantive 
response and actually producing non-objectionable documents.  Plaintiffs will not allow SCE to 
operate pursuant to its own rules or timeline, nor will SCE be permitted to re-write Plaintiffs' 
discovery to avoid providing complete responses and all discoverable materials.  SCE must 
comply with the code, like any other party to litigation.

Please immediately confirm the date SCE will produce responsive documents and 
amended responses with bates label references and actual substantive responses. Otherwise, 
Plaintiffs will have no choice but to seek judicial intervention.   

I. Plaintiffs’ Request for Production Set Two

A. Photographs & Videos of Tower 208 from 2015-2025 [RFPs 110-129]  

Plaintiffs asked for all photographs of Tower 208 on the Mesa-Sylmar circuit taken 
during the calendar years 2015 through 2024, inclusive. (Nos. 110, 112, 114, 116, 118, 120, 122, 
124, 126, 128.) Plaintiffs also asked for all videos of Tower 208 taken during the same time 
periods. (Nos. 111, 113, 115, 117, 119, 121, 123, 125, 127, 129.) Tower 208 is the suspected 
ignition source of the Eaton Fire and where the parties and the investigating agencies have 
focused their efforts during physical evidence inspections. (See e.g., Tower Removal Protocol; 
Warehouse Inspection Protocols.) The pre-fire condition of Tower 208 is necessarily relevant to 
the claims and defenses in this case, and Defendant’s objections do not support withholding 
documents responsive to these requests. Please provide a supplemental response to each of these 
requests and produce all responsive documents.  

1. Privilege

In response to each of these requests, Defendant objects based on privilege and work-
product. This objection is unsupported and has no merit. Documents that predate the Eaton Fire 



3 | P a g e
 

 

(in some cases as much as 10 years) are not entitled to privilege or work product protection in 
this litigation. (Evid. Code § 952 [communications “in the course of” attorney-client relationship 
may be privileged; Uber Technologies, Inc. v. Google, LLC (2018) 27 Cal.App.5th 953, 969 
[factual information transmitted to counsel not entitled to work product protection].) If
Defendant has authority to support its position, please provide it. And if any photographs or 
videos of Tower 208 from 2015-2024 are being withheld on the bases of privilege or work-
product, please provide a privilege log. (Code Civ. Proc. § 2031.240.) Otherwise, please produce 
all responsive documents. 

2. Relevance

These requests seek admissible and relevant evidence because the pre-fire condition of 
Tower 208 is directly probative of multiple claims and defenses in this litigation. Defendant is 
disputing proximate cause. (See e.g., Answer to IP Master Complaint [“Answer”] at ¶ 7, 9, 19: 
Butigan v. Yellow Cab Co. (1958) 49 Cal.2d 652, 658.) Further, Plaintiffs allege that Defendant 
is liable for punitive damages, which may require Plaintiffs to prove that Defendant was on 
notice of risks posed by its electrical facilities. (Butte Fire Cases (2018) 24 Cal.App.5th 1150, 
1169, 1174.) Clearly, the condition of Tower 208 on the Mesa-Sylmar circuit—and particularly 
the extent to which its condition was documented over time leading up to the Eaton Fire—is 
relevant to whether Defendant was on notice or whether the Eaton Fire was foreseeable for 
purposes of proximate cause. 

Historical photographs and videos of the pre-fire condition of Tower 208 are directly 
relevant to the condition of the tower over time. The condition of the tower over time may show, 
among other things: (i) whether any evidence of arcing observed on Tower 208 or its connected 
hardware after January 7, 2025 pre-dated the Eaton Fire; (ii) whether Defendant or anyone acting 
on its behalf adequately documented the condition of Tower 208 or its connected hardware 
before January 7, 2025; (iii) whether Defendant or anyone acting on its behalf documented any 
evidence of the Mesa-Sylmar circuit becoming energized existed before the Eaton Fire. And, 
perhaps obviously, Defendant would like to show that the Eaton Fire was not foreseeable 
because it had no reason to suspect the abandoned Mesa-Sylmar circuit, including Tower 208, 
could become energized. Plaintiffs want to prove otherwise. 

 Historical photographs of the pre-fire condition of Tower 208 are also relevant to 
Defendant’s inspection, maintenance, and record retention practices which, as alleged, may 
support Plaintiffs’ negligence claims. (See IP Master Compl. at ¶¶ 48, 70, 76, 104, 106, 110, 
111(i)-(xii), 112(i)-(viii), 113, 130, 134, 138, 143, 147, 150-175; Answer at ¶¶ 8 [alleging SCE 
exercised reasonable care; 9, 10, 17, 37 [disputing causation, including proximate cause].) 
Whether and to what extent the condition of Tower 208 was documented over time, what that 
condition was (including arcing or corrosion before the Eaton Fire), and what other information 
was or could be ascertained from photographs or videos that can reasonably be identified as 
depicting Tower 208 can support or refute both sides’ claims. These photographs and videos 
should be produced. 

Further, during our July 29, 2025 meet and confer regarding Plaintiffs’ Requests for 
Production, Set One, Defendant offered to produce documents as far back as 2015 related to the 
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Mesa-Sylmar circuit. We do not understand how, now that a specific request seeks overlapping 
documents, Defendant can credibly argue they are not relevant.2

3. Nonresponsive Documents

 Regardless, the documents Defendant offered to produce in response to Requests Nos. 
110-129 are not even responsive to the requests. Each request seeks either (a) photographs of 
Tower 208; or (b) videos of Tower 208. Anything else is not responsive. Further, these requests 
are broken down by year: 2015; 2016; 2017; 2018; 2019; 2020; 2021; 2022; 2023; and 2024. 

 Defendant offered to produce the same two categories of documents in response to each 
of these requests: (1) photographs and videos of Tower 208 taken by SCE employees between 
January 1, 2025 to February 28, 2025; and (2) photographs and videos taken during aerial 
surveys of Tower 208 on the Mesa-Sylmar transmission circuit for 2020 through 2024. These 
documents are not responsive to the majority of the requests, and Plaintiffs do not need to accept 
nonresponsive documents. 

Defendant must identify every request to which a document responds. (Code Civ. Proc. § 
2031.280(a); ESI Protocol at § F.1, p. 15.) While certain documents may be responsive to more 
than one request, that is not true for these specific and narrow requests. For example, only a 
photograph of Tower 208 from the year 2015 is responsive to Request No. 128. An inspection 
record of the same circuit from 2020 or 2025 is not responsive to Request No. 128. The same is 
true for the rest of Defendant’s one-size-fits-all responses to Requests 110-129.  Amended 
responses, appropriately drafted to respond to each request, are required. 

B. Photographs, Video, Documents and Data from Inspections of the Mesa 
Sylmar Circuit (Towers 208-228) [Request Nos 130 – 140]

There is no question that these towers were the subject of patrols and inspections given 
the fact that SCE advised the California Public Utilities Commission over 6 months ago, on 
February 6, 2025, that it was reviewing these inspections and patrols: 

SCE maintains transmission facilities in accordance with its Transmission 
Inspection and Maintenance Program and its filed Wildfire Mitigation Plan (for 
lines located in HFRA), which include comprehensive processes and standards 
that design, operate, inspect, and repair its equipment. SCE is conducting a 
review of its inspection and maintenance records related to its transmission 
facilities in Eaton Canyon. The four energized transmission lines were subject 
to numerous inspections in recent years. Each of the lines was patrolled 
annually from 2020-2024 and the most recent detailed inspection reviews for 
the M6Tl and M24T3 structures were performed in 2024. The idle line was also 
patrolled annually from 2020-2024 and the most recent detailed inspection 
review of the Ml6Tl structure was performed in 2024.

2 As Plaintiffs made clear during our July 29, 2025 meet and confer, we are not agreeing to any wholesale time 
limitations regarding the Mesa-Sylmar circuit.
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Plaintiffs anticipate that photographs and/or video from these various types of inspections 
and maintenance activities conducted by or on behalf of Southern California Edison in the 
ordinary course of its business exist, including but not limited to: Aerial, Construction and 
Maintenance Patrol and Detail, Pre-PSPS / Red Flag (aerial and/or ground patrol), Skyline 
Patrol, Transmission Wildfire Inspection Program in HFRAs, Vegetation Management, Canyon / 
High Fire Risk Inspections, and/or Quality Review.   

The Plaintiffs are also acutely aware that routine vegetation management inspection and 
maintenance on the Mesa Sylmar Circuit, conducted in the ordinary course of SCE’s business, 
were conducted in March and April of 2025 as the crews conducting the vegetation maintenance 
arrived during the joint inspection of Tower 227, and SCE’s counsel represented the crews were 
there solely for routine maintenance activities. 

Relative to documents and data from at least the aerial inspections, the Plaintiffs 
anticipate that SCE and its contractors input data from their inspections into an electronic 
system, and that system would contain all of the information provided to those inspectors, 
including photographs and videotape, and that the inspector then inputs their inspection findings 
into the computer program on screen(s) which contains inquiries to which the inspector is to 
respond or leave blank if they have no findings on that topic, and a “Notification” screen for data 
if corrective action is needed based on the inspection.  This inspection data would also identify 
the contractor providing the photographic / videographic data and well as the contractor whose 
employees have conducted the inspections. The information viewed by the inspector, the 
inquiries on the inspection screens to be completed, and the data entered by each inspector is all 
discoverable.

Further, all inspection activities conducted via helicopter, whether an Aerial Inspection, a 
Pre-PSPS patrols, or some other inspection, would necessarily contain the flight data which 
includes the route taken and the names of the individuals participating on the flight/patrol.  
Again, this is all discoverable. This data and information should be produced without further 
delay.

C. “Subject Span” Limitation [RFP Nos. 130-144, 206-210, 212-216, 218-222, 
224-228, 230-234, and 251]

Under the Civil Discovery Act, SCE is obligated to respond to discovery requests as 
propounded. Thus, SCE cannot unilaterally alter terms or definitions in Plaintiffs RFPs. SCE 
clearly violates their discovery obligations by unilaterally changing the terms used in Plaintiffs in 
RFP No. 130-144, 206-210, 212-216, 218-222, 224-228, 230-234, and 251. Instead of 
responding to the request for specific electrical information, SCE severely limits their response 
by using the term “Subject Span.” California Code of Civil Procedure and related case law 
strongly disfavors undermining the discovery process in this manner.  

To be clear, SCE’s unilateral imposition of the term “Subject Span,” defined as “facilities 
within two conductor spans in each direction” from structures M6T1, M24T3, M16T1, and the 
Gould substation is unacceptable. Plaintiffs are entitled to inspection records and work orders on 
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the Mesa-Sylmar transmission circuit, as well as plans and profiles of other identified electrical 
facilities. SCE’s attempt to only produce records within two conductor spans of the requested 
circuits and facilities is a material omission that would create a substantial gap in Plaintiffs 
investigation. Please correct this major deficiency and produce responsive documents to the 
requests as written. 

D. Work Order Packages [RFP Nos. 141-144] 

Plaintiffs requested all documents generated by Defendant during inspections of the 
Circuits from 2015 through 2025, including the work orders identified using Defendant’s 
publicly available records. (Requests Nos. 141-144.) Defendant did not agree to produce them. 
Instead, Defendant offered to produce “work orders and documents reflecting work orders” for 
the Circuits for limited spans from 2020 through 2025.3 This is insufficient.

Publicly available documents list inspections of certain electrical facilities, including the 
Mesa-Sylmar, Eagle Rock-Gould, Goodrich-Gould, Mesa-Vincent No. 1, and Mesa-Vincent No. 
2 overhead transmission circuits.4 (See SCE_DR-Summary_20231019.xlsx [Row 30, Column H 
summarizing table values]; 05_CalAdvocates-2023WMP Set 5 Q5 Response – Final_xlsx.xlsx 
[“Work Order Sheet”].) Column J of the Work Order Sheet contains circuit names. Columns K 
and L contain longitude and latitude coordinates, respectively. By filtering these three columns, 
Plaintiffs identified work orders for the Mesa-Vincent No. 1, Mesa-Vincent No. 2, Mesa-Sylmar, 
Eagle Rock-Gould, and Goodrich-Gould overhead electrical transmission circuits (“Circuits”).

As we have detailed at length, the pre-fire condition of Defendant’s electrical facilities 
over time is relevant to the claims and defenses in this litigation. That would also include any 
claims Defendant intends to bring against third parties based on any particular equipment on the 
Circuits. These records are also relevant to the nature and extent of Defendant’s maintenance and 
inspection activities on these Circuits.

SCE’s Transmission Inspection and Maintenance Program in effect at the time of the 
Eaton Fire requires SCE to maintain transmission maintenance records for the longer of 6 years 
or SCE policy. (See SCE-EATON_0088707.) Assuming SCE follows its own policies, then 
responsive documents would extend into 2019 at a minimum. To the extent these records no 
longer exist, SCE must so state. (Code Civ. Proc. § 2031.210(a), 2031.220, 2031.230.) Please 
confirm whether transmission work orders extend to 2015 and, if so, please produce them as 
requested.

E. Benchmarking with Pacific Gas & Electric Company [RFP Nos. 145-162] 

After the 2019 Kincade Fire, Pacific Gas & Electric Company discussed the management 
of idle electric transmission facilities with other utilities, including Southern California Edison. 
Plaintiffs sought communications between and documents exchanged between Defendant and 
PG&E about the management of facilities, generally. (Nos. 145-162.) 

3 As we’ve detailed in I.C above, Defendant’s definition of “SUBJECT SPANS” is insufficient and improper.
4 For convenience, these publicly available documents can be accessed through this link.  
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Defendant limited the scope of these requests to the Mesa-Sylmar circuit. This limitation 
is improper. Plaintiffs alleged that Defendants’ negligence encompasses deficiencies in the 
management of all idle electrical transmission facilities, not just Mesa-Sylmar, which 
contributed to the Eaton Fire. Put another way, the negligent management of idle and abandoned 
electric transmission facilities at a company-wide level is the fundamental problem.  A fire
caused by one facility is one symptom of that fundamental problem. But the problem itself 
remains relevant.

Defendant also improperly collapsed all requests into a single set of responsive 
documents from 2020 to 2025. This is improper. The requests follow a formula: (1) what PG&E 
sent SCE; (2) what SCE sent PG&E; and (3) communications between the two. While some may 
be responsive to multiple requests, others will not. For example, a document received from 
PG&E is categorically not responsive to a request seeking a document sent to PG&E unless there 
is another independent instance of it being transmitted. Plaintiffs do not need to accept 
nonresponsive documents. Please provide amended responses with properly identified responsive 
documents with the requested scope. 

F. Documents from the February 6 Letter [RFP Nos. 171-182] 

In a letter dated to the California Public Utilities Commission dated January 27, 2025, 
Southern California Edison recognized that its work done in the Eaton Canyon in January 2025  
was performed in the ordinary course of business when it advised the CPUC that: 

SCE has undertaken extensive work to make its system in Altadena safe and to 
restore power.

This message was reiterated in SCE’s February 6, 2025 letter to the CPUC when it stated: 

As the four active transmission lines in Eaton Canyon and the Eagle Rock-Gould 
line were again re-energized on January 19, 2025, following the January 12 
PSPS de-energization, SCE assigned field observers - who are qualified 
electrical workers - to monitor and visually observe the lines in Eaton Canyon 
from a distance. They observed a small flash of white light upon each 
reenergization, which appeared to be in the vicinity of the M24T3 structure, 
carrying the Mesa Vincent No. 1 220kV and Goodrich-Gould 220kV
transmission lines and the M16Tl structure, carrying the Mesa-Sylmar 
transmission line. The field observers viewed the lines for a reasonable period 
of time after re-energization and observed no further flashes or safety concerns 
with the lines. 

The “FEBRUARY 6 LETTER” reference to SCE having taken “ immediate steps to 
further strengthen and standardize its grounding practices with respect to idle lines, including 
updating SCE's Transmission Operations and Maintenance Policies and Procedures (TOM),” 
(page 4, footnote 1) confirms that these steps were taken in the ordinary course of SCE’s 
business and are not protected by the attorney client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any 
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other privilege.  See RFP No. 171.   

TOM policies are purely factual information about SCE’s electrical operations. The TOM 
policies employed by SCE personnel on electrical facilities are not confidential attorney client 
communications, nor are they any form of legal records prepared in anticipation of litigation. In 
the Letter, SCE implicitly admits that the ongoing investigation is separate from the updated 
TOM policies and, despite asserting privilege, responds that it will “conduct a reasonably 
diligent search for non-privileged records of TOM policies from 2020 to 2025 (inclusive).” This 
response is not code compliant. If SCE has responsive records, it must say so and produce them.  

SCE’s responses to RFP No. 172-182 that “SCE is available to meet and confer to 
ascertain a proper scope (if any) for his Request” is completely improper and  not code-
complaint.  RFP Nos. 172-182 are not overbroad, vague and ambiguous, or unduly burdensome
and SCE has provided no explanation as to its basis for making those objections. The same is 
true of its boilerplate relevance objection. Plaintiffs have made narrowly tailored requests for 
documents specifically referenced in the February 6 Letter.  Accordingly, there is nothing to 
meet and confer upon. Each RFP sufficiently details the scope of production Plaintiffs seek. 
Defendants must immediately produce the responsive materials, or provide a privilege log should 
any documents be withheld on the basis of privilege. 

G. SCE’s Remaining Responses Contain Numerous Deficiencies

RFP Nos. 183-188: These requests seek documents concerning earth potential rise or 
ground potential rise (the terms are used interchangeably) studies at certain substations. SCE’s 
objections are meritless. Specifically, the documents requested cannot credibly be claimed to be 
related to litigation. These studies are conducted around the time of design, construction, and 
configuration of substations and are each likely decades old. If SCE has conducted earth 
potential rise or ground potential rise studies at the substations following the Eaton Fire and in 
connection with this litigation, then please identify on a privilege log which specific studies SCE 
is withholding on the basis of privilege. No such objection can pertain to studies conducted prior 
to the fire.

Similarly, it is not a serious contention that these terms are vague and ambiguous. They 
are standard terms of art within the field of electrical engineering. See, e.g., IEEE Standard 367. 
As with several other requests in this letter, these are simple fetch requests. These studies would 
be part of SCE’s records for each substation and likely have been pulled by SCE as part of its 
analysis of the fault events in January 2025. Due to the uncertainty of when any study or studies 
were conducted, Plaintiffs are unable to limit these requests as to time without further 
information. If there are multiple versions of these studies and older versions do not accurately 
reflect the circumstances as of January 2025 due to geological changes or renovations to the 
protection equipment at the substations, we are willing to meet and confer to narrow the scope. 

RPF Nos. 189-190: These requests seek documents related to the design, installation and 
maintenance of system protection and personal protection devices at the Substations of Interest.  
As set forth below with respect to RFP No. 251, on January 7, 2025 a massive fault occurred on 
the Eagle Rock-Gould 220kV line, which caused an increase in current to the active lines in 
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Eaton Canyon near simultaneously with the arcing event that occurred on Tower 208.  Indeed, 
SCE explained to the CPUC that its system is “networked,” and the fault on one networked line 
(Eagle Rock- Gould) caused the increase in voltage on the lines in Eaton Canyon, simultaneously 
with the ignition of the Eaton Fire at Tower 208. The personal and system protection devices 
(including ground grids), apparently did not function correctly in the lead up to the Eaton Fire 
(e.g., “unsuccessful” attempts to deactivate automatic reclose functions) and are part of SCE’s 
network. Information about the protective devices’ placement, installation and maintenance is 
likely to lead to admissible evidence in this matter.   

Rather than provide the documents sought by these RFPs, SCE responds only that it will 
produce documents “sufficient to identify the equipment protection devices…”  This is not a 
complete or sufficient response.  First, it completely ignores that the request seeks documents 
related to the ground grids.  Second, it also ignores that Plaintiffs have documents that ID 
recloser devices already.  To be clear, Request Nos. 189-190 go beyond mere identification and 
requires SCE to “go fetch” documents related to design, installation and maintenance for both 
personal and system protection devices.  To the extent SCE requires a time limitation, Plaintiffs 
are agreeable for purposes of this meet-and-confer only to limit the request for system protection 
devices to the years 2015-2025.  Plaintiffs cannot outright make any such limitation to the 
personal protection devices, but are willing to discuss a limitation with SCE if SCE is willing to 
provide information about ground grids. 

RFP No. 191: Request No. 191 seeks all ground grid plans for the substations of interest.  
SCE’s objections to this request lack merit.  Ground grid plans, by their nature, are not attorney-
client privileged or work-product. They are detailed engineering drawings that show how the 
grounding (or earthing) system is designed and installed beneath and around the substation. 
These plans are critical for safety and system performance, and are unrelated to litigation. Nor is 
the term “ground grid plan” vague or ambiguous and SCE acknowledges as much later in its 
response. 

Setting aside SCE’s baseless objections, SCE agrees only to produce “Grounding Grid 
Plans posted on the walls of the Mechanical Electrical Equipment Room at the Eagle Rock, 
Gould, Mesa, and Vincent substations in January 2025.”  This is insufficient.  Ground grid plans 
are a simple “go fetch” item that SCE has for every substation and which counsel can easily 
acquire and produce (and should have already produced along with this response).  SCE cannot 
unilaterally limit the request to only those plans “posted on the walls” at the MEERs in January 
2025 when it is unclear what, if any, of those plans were posted or how posting it relevant at all 
to the analysis whether the plans are discoverable.  It is an illogical position.  SCE concedes the 
plans are discoverable. They must be produced regardless of whether they were “posted” in 
January 2025.  Additionally, Plaintiffs are entitled to learn whether and how the ground grid 
plans changed over time at these substations.  

To address any issue with respect to limits on timing, Plaintiffs agree to limit the request 
to ground grid plans for the substations of interest between 2015-present.

RFP No. 192 – This RFP appropriately seeks documents regarding the maintenance 
history of the Goodrich substation, including those documents that indicate the extent of SCE’s 
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responsibility for performing such maintenance. Because this is directly relevant to Plaintiffs’ 
inverse and negligence claims against SCE, the RFP is reasonably calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence. 

Defendants’ objection to the term “responsibility” is similarly disingenuous. 
“Responsibility” is not a term of art, nor is it open to more than one interpretation. It is a 
commonly used term, the meaning of which is understood by school-age children. Consistent 
with the plain English meaning of word, the RFP is seeking documents that evidence SCE’s 
obligation to maintain the Goodrich Substation. SCE must respond to this request. 

RFP No. 193-201 – RFP Nos.193-201 seek SCE’s corporate policies, records, and 
communications about how it conducts specific electrical engineering and public safety tasks 
with regard to circuits that SCE is not actively using to transmit electricity. One of SCE’s idle 
and abandoned circuits is directly involved in the ignition of the Eaton Fire. Accordingly, SCE’s 
policies, records, and communications regarding that long-abandoned circuit are directly relevant 
to Plaintiffs’ negligence claims. 

SCE’s privilege objections are confusing. The Mesa-Sylmar transmission line has been 
inactive since the 1960s. It is impossible for SCE’s pre-fire records regarding the Mesa-Sylmar 
circuit to have been created in connection with an “internal investigation” for a fire that had yet 
to occur.  Moreover, these RFPs seek only objective facts and information, which would not 
constitute attorney-client communications or attorney work product, regardless of when the 
documents were created. And, to the extent that SCE contends any documents responsive to 
these requests are subject to privilege, it is required to provide a privilege log identifying the 
documents and SCE’s basis for invoking the privilege. SCE has failed to do so.   

Nor are RFP Nos. 193-201 overbroad. SCE took the Mesa-Sylmar transmission line out 
of service in 1971. As a highly regulated investor-owned electrical utility, SCE had presumably 
done some operational planning prior to decommissioning the circuit. Accordingly, Plaintiffs’ 
request for documents from 1965 through the present is reasonably tailored to the relevant time 
period.  

SCE consistently and inappropriately makes vague and ambiguous objections to certain 
plain English terms in RFP No. 193-201. For example, “standards” and “philosophies” are 
certain and have reliable meaning because they are another way of saying principles justifying 
the policies. SCE also objects, inconsistently, to the term “Idle” in some but not all of the RFPs 
in which it is used. “Idle” is not a term of art and is used in a manner consistent with its 
dictionary definition to refer to equipment and circuits that are not actively being used to 
transmit electricity.  The same is true for the other plain-language terms to which SCE objects: 
governing, designating, removal, disposal, segment, decision, portion, remain, all devices. These 
are not terms of art or used in a manner open to multiple interpretations.  

Similarly, SCE objects to the terms “DECOMMISSIONING” and “ABANDONMENT” 
as vague and ambiguous despite the fact that Plaintiffs defined these terms on page 3 of their 
RFPs, served on May 23, 2025.  

RFP Nos. 204-205: These requests seek documents concerning engineering analyses of 
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the fault events on January 9, 2025. First and foremost, SCE has advised the CPUC that its 
analysis of the fault and fault data, and patrols of the circuit, were conducted to confirm that the 
circuit was “safe” prior to its re-energization. SCE’s need to analyze the fault to determine that it
no longer posed a threat to the safety of the public prior to re-energizing the circuit is too obvious 
to ignore.  

Further, SCE has stated in public records that it uses post-fault analysis to learn from 
system failures in order to further harden its systems and protect customers from outages. These 
requests seek those analyses—these analyses are by SCE’s own words part of its normal course 
of operations to improve customer safety and reliability of the grid. These analyses cannot 
credibly be protected under claims of privilege.  

For clarity, the type of analysis conducted by SCE’s engineers could fall under a number 
of approaches including Fault Tree Analysis, Failure Modes and Effects Analysis, or Model-
Based Systems Engineering. Plaintiffs are unaware of which methodology or methodologies 
SCE employes in the normal course of business but each is responsive to these requests.
Again, these are simple fetch requests for analyses which are generated in the normal course of 
business. These should not be difficult to identify or locate. The documents which SCE has 
promised to produce in response to this request are insufficient. Logs, data files, and 
oscillography measurements are raw data—this request seeks the engineering analysis which 
relies on these raw data points to identify how the fault occurred, which system protection 
devices worked as intended (and which did not) and provides analysis on how grid behavior 
could be improved.  

RFP Nos. 206-210, 212-216; 218-222, 236-240; 242-246: These requests seek 
documents concerning the plan and profiles (including initial and final sag depictions and 
phasing documents) for the Goodrich-Gould, Mesa Vincent 1, Mesa Vincent 2, Eagle Rock-
Mesa and Eagle Rock-Gould lines.5  SCE agrees only to provide one-line documents and limited 
GIS maps information for the “Subject Spans,” or more generally to merely “meet and confer” 
without agreement to produce anything.   

First, neither of the items that SCE agrees to provide are the comprehensive plan and 
profile documents sought by these requests.  

Second, as discussed throughout this letter, the limitation as to “Subject Spans” is 
inappropriate and unduly limiting.  SCE cannot unilaterally decide to provide information for 
only a small sub-portion of the lines at issue in this action.  

Third, SCE’s other objections are baseless.  Plan and profile documents are a standard 

5 “DOCUMENTS CONCERNING the plan and profiles,” “transmission plan and profile 
drawings,” “DOCUMENTS depicting the INITIAL SAG and FINAL SAG depictions for the 
PHASE CONDUCTORS and STATIC CONDUCTORS”, “DOCUMENTS depicting the phasing 
diagrams/drawings” and “phasing diagrams sufficient to show the location/arrangement of the A, 
B, and C phase conductors.” 
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type of engineering drawing used for infrastructure projects—especially for things like electric 
transmission lines at issue here. They are not attorney-client communications or work product.  
Nor are they part of SCE’s investigation into the Eaton Fire cause—they are documents that are 
required in the planning, engineering, building and maintaining of electrical infrastructure.

As SCE is aware, plan and profile documents typically include things like station 
numbers (like mile markers) along the route, pole/tower locations, wire sag and tension data, 
ground profile elevations, obstructions, crossings (roads, rivers), easements, and property lines, 
among other things.  They typically provide both a birds-eye and side view of a transmission 
line, laid along the same horizontal access (or some iteration of that).  They provide the precise 
physical layout and topographical context necessary for building and maintaining transmission 
lines. SCE has them for the requested lines, and counsel needs to “go fetch” them and produce 
them in this litigation. 

RFP Nos. 211, 217, 223, 229, 235, 241 & 247: These requests seek documents 
concerning a 66kV circuit at times identified as Eagle Rock-Arroyo, and at other times in SCE’s 
documents simply as “Arroyo”. The discussion on these requests is substantially identical to that 
above regarding RFP Nos. 206-210, 212-216; 218-222, 236-240; 242-246 (sag depictions, 
phasing documents, plan and profile diagrams) and RFP Nos. 224-228, 230-234 (corrective 
actions) but concerning an additional circuit not included in SCE’s unilateral definition of 
‘SUBJECT CIRCUITS’.

In addition to the objections SCE has raised as to the SUBJECT CIRCUITS, SCE raises 
an additional objection to these requests as to relevance. The Arroyo 66kV lines (including 
sections running to the north of the Eagle Rock substation) reported alarms in the hours before 
and after the electrical fault at approximately 6:11pm on January 7, 2025. Given the close 
physical proximity between the Arroyo and the Eagle Rock-Gould circuits through the Scholl 
Canyon Landfill area, it is feasible that an equipment failure affecting the Arroyo line either 
caused the Eagle Rock-Gould ground fault at 6:11pm or that an independent event caused issues 
on both lines. In any case, given the close physical proximity to the Eagle Rock-Gould circuit (it 
is the adjacent line to Eagle Rock-Gould through the Scholl Canyon Landfill area and at times 
within 50 feet) it is undoubtedly possible that issues affecting one line could affect the other. 
Information on this circuit clearly falls within the universe of relevant material. Please produce 
responsive documents as requested. 

RFP Nos. 224-228, 230-234: These requests seek documents concerning corrective 
actions taken following LiDAR analysis on the Goodrich-Gould, Mesa Vincent 1, Mesa Vincent 
2, Eagle Rock-Mesa and Eagle Rock-Gould lines.  SCE does not agree to produce any 
documents actually responsive to the requests, and instead says it will produce limited LiDAR 
data for 1 tower and the “Subject Spans.” 6  This is non-responsive and insufficient.   
SCE does not just collect LiDAR data for fun or for its records. In connection with SCE’s system 

6 In response to Request Nos. 230-234, SCE appears to just list random documents it has 
otherwise agreed to provide Plaintiffs, without any connection whatsoever to the documents 
sought by the requests.  This is confusing and appears to be done for the purpose of muddying 
Plaintiffs’ discovery efforts. 
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safety, reliability, and wildfire mitigation obligations, it both obtains LiDAR analysis and must 
implement corrective actions. In response to these requests, SCE must produce all corrective or 
remedial action plans, work orders, or related documentation developed in response to LiDAR 
surveys or analysis conducted for the identified infrastructure. This includes, but is not limited 
to, documents identifying locations where vegetation or structures were determined to be in non-
compliance or presented safety risks based on LiDAR data; internal assessments or
prioritizations of such risks, planned or completed corrective actions (e.g., vegetation trimming, 
equipment upgrades, etc.), schedules or timelines for mitigation activities, and communications 
or directives issued to internal teams or contractors as a result of LiDAR findings. 

Because multiple LiDAR surveys were conducted over time, please provide the 
responsive documents for each round of analysis, along with any comparisons, change reports, or 
trend evaluations that informed corrective planning.  With respect to a time limitation, Plaintiffs 
agree to limit the request to the years 2015-present.
.

RFP No. 248-50 – RFP Nos. 248-250 are reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery 
of admissible evidence because they seek specific electrical records regarding equipment 
suspected to have been involved in the ignition of the Eaton Fire, which only SCE has in its 
possession. The request is narrowly tailored to the geographic region in which the suspected 
electrical anomalies are suspected to have occurred and limited to a two-hour window around the 
time the fire ignited on January 7, 2025.  

SCE’s assertion of the attorney client privilege and work product doctrines is improper 
because the records, communications, and data requested do not seek information about SCE’s 
internal investigation. Rather, Plaintiffs are seeking the objective electrical data that is produced 
in the ordinary course of business, including records that were created before the Fire ignited. 
Accordingly, SCE cannot plausibly assert that such records were prepared in anticipation 
litigation or reveal any attorney impressions or opinions formed during an investigation of the 
subsequent fire.  

SCE’s vague and ambiguous objections to RFP Nos. 248-250 are unfounded. SCE 
objects to “SmartMeter data” but simultaneously markets several products to their customers 
involving “SmartMeter Data.” For example, in 2011, SCE published “Southern California 
Edison to Install Smart Meters in the Santa Clarita Valley and Surrounding Communities.” SCE 
knows what this term means. The same can be said about their objections to “Early Fault 
Detection sensors” and “Rapid Earth Fault Current Limiter devices” 

Since RFP Nos. 248-250 are reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 
evidence, they cannot be overbroad. RFP Nos. 248-250 are sufficiently certain, definite, have 
reliable meaning, and do not unduly burden SCE. Therefore, SCE must comply with these 
requests.

RFP No. 251: This request seeks documents related to repairs and maintenance on the 
Eagle-Rock Gould line and its protective devices between May 1, 2024, and May 1, 2025.  As 
SCE is aware, at about 6:10:59PM on January 7, 2025, a massive fault occurred on the Eagle 
Rock-Gould 220kV line, which caused an increase in current to the active lines in Eaton Canyon. 
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Concurrent with the fault, the first arcing event/flash occurred at Tower 208 on the Mesa-Sylmar 
line in Eaton Canyon Near immediately thereafter, the Eagle Rock-Gould recloser (e.g., a system 
protection device) automatically reclosed. This shot energy back into the now-faulted Eagle 
Rock-Gould Line. Apparently, SCE had attempted to deactivate the automatic reclose setting 
because of the weather conditions, but was for an unknown reason “unsuccessful” in its attempts 
to do so earlier in the day.  A second arcing event/flash occurs at Tower 208 in Eaton Canyon 
consistent with the timing for the reclose event on the Eagle-Rock-Gould recloser. 

Given this background, it is evident that documents related to the Eagle Rock – Gould 
line and its protective devices are relevant and/or may lead to admissible evidence in this case.  
Nonetheless, SCE refuses to produce any documents responsive to this request, and instead 
oddly does a copy-and-paste job of prior responses referring only to documents related to SCE’s 
defined “Subject Spans.”  For all the reasons previously stated in this letter, the “Subject Spans” 
limitation is improper on its face. But it is particularly improper and nonsensical in response to 
Request No. 251, which seeks documents related to lines outside Eaton Canyon, but that may be 
causally related to the events that ignited the Eaton Fire.  SCE needs to provide documents 
responsive to the requests that Plaintiffs actually sent.

II. Plaintiffs’ Request for Production Set Three

A. Documents Relating to Meetings of the Board of Directors (RFP Nos. 252-
255) 

RFP Nos. 252-255 seek documents relating to meetings of SCE’s Board of Directors 
from January 1, 2015 to present, including documents pertaining to maintenance, inspection, idle 
transmission facilities, and executive compensation. SCE makes various baseless objections 
including to the easily understood English words “discussed” and “notes.” While SCE ultimately 
appears to be agreeable to producing responsive documents, it nonetheless unduly limits the 
production from 2020 to 2025.  This date restriction is not reasonable, particularly given 
Plaintiffs’ claims for punitive damages.  For example, if SCE’s Board of Director meeting 
minutes going back to 2015 reflect an appreciation of the risk associated with leaving idle 
transmission facilities in place, this knowledge would undoubtedly support a claim of punitive 
damages.  Accordingly, because documents from 2015 to the present are reasonably likely to 
lead to admissible evidence, all such documents should be produced. 

B. Organizational Charts (RFP No. 257) 

RFP No. 257 seeks organizational charts for SCE and Edison International from 2015 to 
the present.  Once again, SCE makes a number of baseless objections including, remarkably, that 
it does not understand what the phrase “organizational chart” means, even though it ultimately 
agrees to produce organizational charts from 2020-2025.  Once again, SCE’s date limitation is 
not reasonable, and SCE should produce all responsive documents from 2015 to the present. 

C. Financial Documents (RFP 258-267) 

RFP Nos. 258-267 seek financial documents relating to the relationship between SCE and 
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Edison International, and specially relate to whether the corporate veil can be pierced as between 
SCE and Edison International such that Edison International, SCE’s parent company, is liable for 
the acts and omissions of SCE.   The determination centers on whether there is such a unity of 
interest and ownership between the corporation and its equitable owner such that the separate 
personalities of the corporation and the parent-shareholder do not in reality exist.  Sonora 
Diamond Corp. v. Superior Court (2000) 83 Cal. App.4th 523, 538-539.  Factors that may be 
considered include commingling of funds and other assets of the two entities, inadequate 
capitalization, and identical directors and officers.  Id.  

In responding to the requests, SCE claims that it cannot understand straightforward 
financial terms such as “loan”, “guarantee”, “financial statement” or “capitalization.”  These 
objections are frivolous.   SCE surely knows what these terms mean, and should produce all 
documents that are responsive to these requests because they go to one of the core issues in this 
case, i.e. whether Edison International can be held accountable for the acts and omissions of its 
subsidiary, SCE. 

D. Documents Relating to Annual Incentive Awards (RFP No. 268-275) 

RFP Nos. 268-275 seek documents relating to SCE’s and Edison International’s Annual 
Incentive Awards paid under the Executive Compensation (EIC) plan).  SCE claims it cannot 
understand what the term “incentive awards” means even though this term is used annually by 
SCE in its Safety Performance Metric Reports” filed with the CPUC.  See e.g. 
https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/-/media/cpuc-website/divisions/safety-policy-
division/reports/r2007013-sce-2023-spmr-report.pdf

In fact, the term “incentive award” was used by Southern California Edison in both its 
2020 and 2021 Executive Compensation Submission of Southern California Edison Pursuant to 
Assembly Bill 1054, wherein it used that exact phrase in the following statement :  

The Compensation Committee has discretion to reduce or eliminate an annual 
incentive award in the event of a significant lapse in safety or compliance, 
including if SCE is the ignition source of a catastrophic wildfire. 

Remarkably, SCE makes the objection that Plaintiffs’ requests “assume facts not in evidence” 
even though SCE’s annual incentive awards are not only discussed in its Safety Performance 
Metric Reports, but also were the subject of an extensive news article in the LA times.  See 
https://www.latimes.com/environment/story/2025-05-18/edison-executives-receive-millions-of-
dollars-in-pay-despite-poor-safety-statistics.  The LA Times article revealed that four out of five 
of Edison International’s top executives received increased annual bonuses despite a decline in 
safety performance.  Discovery related to the SCE and Edison International’s Annual Executive 
Awards is undoubtedly relevant to Plaintiffs’ claims for negligence and punitive damages, as 
well as the jury’s consideration of whether the corporate veil can be pierced.  As such, SCE 
should produce all documents responsive to RFP Nos. 268-275. 
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E. Documents Relating to SCE’s Authorized CPUC Rate Base for 2024 (RFP 
No. 276-281) 

Plaintiffs requested documents reflecting how Defendant calculated its rate base for 2024, 
including the method of calculating that rate base and the assets included in that calculation. 
(Requests Nos. 276-281.) This information is relevant to the claims and defenses in this action. 
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2017.010.) 

Individual Plaintiffs allege that one of Defendant’s motives for not removing the Mesa-
Sylmar circuit was to continue including it as an asset in its rate base, which would increase the 
potential rate of return Defendant could earn on its physical assets. (See e.g., IP Master Compl. at 
¶¶ 58(iii)-(iv), 93, 154(xxviii), (xxx).) This financial motive is relevant to Plaintiffs’ punitive 
damages claims.

Obviously, Defendant wants to prove otherwise. (See e.g., Answer at ¶¶ 8 [exercise of 
reasonable care; compliance with regulation]; 14, 15 [conduct authorized by CPUC].) 7

Defendant may also want to argue that it had a foreseeable future use for the Mesa-Sylmar 
circuit. If the circuit was included in rate base, then Defendant may use that inclusion as 
evidence of foreseeable future use. If it was not included in rate base, then Defendant may need 
to produce other evidence to support its position. Further, Defendant’s rate base calculations 
include costs associated with wildfire mitigation and vegetation management (both of which are 
relevant to the claims and defenses in this litigation).8

Either way, Defendant’s processes for calculating rate base and whether it included 
Mesa-Sylmar in its rate base is relevant. Please produce all documents that describe Defendant’s 
methodology for calculating rate base and identifying what assets were included in its rate base 
as of 2024. 

F. Documentation Of Work In, And Initiated From, The Landing Zone 
[Request Nos 289 – 293] 

As Southern California Edison was aware, there was to be no work on the circuits in the 
landing zone where the towers were being stored as evidence under the supervision of Fire Cause 
Analysis, outside the presence of Fire Cause Analysis and all other parties to this litigation. In 
addition to that restriction of the Landing Zone, there was to be no work performed on the 
circuits in Eaton Canyon without the prior notification of all parties. In spite of these very clear 
restrictions, on May 10th (and potentially 11th), SCE had individuals in the Landing Zone who 
appear to have come in contact with the Tower pieces being stored there, and SCE flew its 
HALO work crew to and from towers to perform work in Eaton Canyon from helicopter flights 
originating in the Landing Zone.  

7 Plaintiffs find it curious that, although Defendant objects these requests are vague and ambiguous, various public 
statements show Defendant is well aware of how rate base is calculated  As one example: https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/-
/media/cpuc-website/divisions/news-and-outreach/documents/pao/pphs/2024/sce-2025-grc-pph-fact-sheet_final.pdf. 
8 See https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/news-and-updates/all-news/southern-california-edison-2025-general-rate-
case#:~:text=Summary,revenue%20requirement%20of%20%248.582%20billion



17 | P a g e

Given the agreements of the parties and the orders of the court relative to the preservation of 
the evidence in this case, the Plaintiffs requests for documentation: 1) identifying all individuals 
who were present in the LZ on May 10/11, 2) helicopter activity originating from the Landing 
Zone on May 10/11 and the work performed by the crews utilizing those helicopters, and 3)  
identify any equipment or material removed from the Eaton Canyon or Landing zone, should be 
produced without further delay.   

Please advise us at your earliest convenience when SCE is available to meet and confer 
regarding Plaintiffs’ Requests for Production Set Two and Three. 

Very truly yours, 

       ROBINS CLOUD LLP

       
_____________________ 
Bill Robins 
For Individual Plaintiffs

COZEN O’CONNOR

        

        
______________________ 
David D. Brisco
For Subrogation Plaintiffs

       BARON & BUDD, P.C.

  
______________________ 

        Victoria E. Sherlin
For Public Entity Plaintiffs
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>=�
��9�*17100)5-,=�51/,17.�3*,=�.:1�74551*.�0.).1�3/�
���0�O*3?,1+@19�4*+150.)*+-*@9�)*+�>1,-1/�
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�%&'()*�+%)&,()-.�'-/-()�(0�()&-).-.�,01�)%/�0',22�()�,)3�4,3�5-�.--6-.1�,�4,(7-/�%8�&'-�

,&&%/)-3�+2(-)&�9/(7(2-*-1�&'-�,&&%/)-3�4%/:�9/%.;+&�9/(7(2-*-1�&'-�/(*'&�%8�9/(7,+31�%/�,)3�%&'-/�

9/(7(2-*-�%/�(66;)(&3�,7,(2,52-�;).-/�&'-�!)(&-.�
&,&-0��%)0&(&;&(%)1�&'-��%)0&(&;&(%)�%8�&'-�
&,&-�%8�

�,2(8%/)(,1�,)3�8-.-/,2�%/�0&,&-�0&,&;&-1�%/�+%66%)�2,4<�
���8;/&'-/�%5=-+&0�&',&�.(0+%7-/3�(0�%)*%()*1�

,).�&',&�()8%/6,&(%)�%5&,()-.�.;/()*�.(0+%7-/3�6,3�5-�)-+-00,/3�%/�/-2-7,)&�8%/�
���&%�/-09%).�&%�

&'(0��->;-0&<��)�&'-�-7-)&�
���(),.7-/&-)&23�.(0+2%0-0�()8%/6,&(%)�9/%&-+&-.�53�,)3�,992(+,52-�

9/(7(2-*-�%/�(66;)(&31�
���09-+(8(+,223�/-0-/7-0�&'-�/(*'&�&%�.-6,).�&'-�/-&;/)�%8�0;+'�()8%/6,&(%)�

4(&'%;&�9/-=;.(+-<�

?@A@BCD�EFG@HIJEAK�


���6,:-0�&'-�8%22%4()*�*-)-/,2�%5=-+&(%)0�"+%22-+&(7-231�&'-�LM-)-/,2��5=-+&(%)0N$�&%�-,+'�

�->;-0&�8%/��%+;6-)&��/%.;+&(%)�"L�->;-0&N$�9/%9%;).-.�53��2,()&(880<��'-�,00-/&(%)�%8�&'-�0,6-1�

0(6(2,/1�%/�,..(&(%),2�%5=-+&(%)01�%/�&'-�9/%7(0(%)�%8�/-09%)0-0�&%�&'-��->;-0&0�.%-0�)%&�+%)0&(&;&-�

4,(7-/�%8�,)3�%8�
���0�%5=-+&(%)0�,0�0-&�8%/&'�5-2%4<�

�,+'�%8�&'-�M-)-/,2��5=-+&(%)0�(0�()+%/9%/,&-.�53�/-8-/-)+-�()�-,+'�%8�&'-�09-+(8(+�%5=-+&(%)0�

,).�/-09%)0-0�5-2%4�,0�(8�8;223�0-&�8%/&'�&'-/-()<��%/�-69',0(01�%)-�%/�6%/-�%8�&'-�M-)-/,2��5=-+&(%)0�

6,3�5-�/-(&-/,&-.�()�,�09-+(8(+�/-09%)0-<��'-�,50-)+-�%/�()+2;0(%)�%8�,)3�/-(&-/,&(%)�()�,�09-+(8(+�

/-09%)0-�(0�)-(&'-/�()&-).-.�,01�)%/�0',22�5-�+%)0&/;-.�,01�,�2(6(&,&(%)�%/�4,(7-/�%8�,)3�M-)-/,2�

�5=-+&(%)�%/�,)3�%&'-/�09-+(8(+�%5=-+&(%)�6,.-�'-/-()<�
���/-0-/7-0�&'-�/(*'&�&%�6,:-�0;+'�,..(&(%),2�

%5=-+&(%)0�,0�6,3�5-�,99/%9/(,&-�,).�)%&'()*�+%)&,()-.�'-/-()�0',22�5-�()�,)3�4,3�+%)0&/;-.�,0�,�

4,(7-/�%8�,)3�0;+'�%5=-+&(%)<�

�3�6,:()*�&'(0�/-09%)0-1�
���.%-0�)%&�+%)+-.-�&',&�,)3�%8�&'-�/->;-0&-.�()8%/6,&(%)�(0�

/-2-7,)&�%/�9/%9-/23�.(0+%7-/,52-�%/�,.6(00(52-�,).�/-0-/7-0�(&0�/(*'&�&%�%5=-+&�&%�.(0+%7-/3�()&%�&'-�

0;5=-+&�6,&&-/�,../-00-.�()�,)3�()8%/6,&(%)�9/%.;+-.�,).�&%�&'-�()&/%.;+&(%)�%8�0;+'�()8%/6,&(%)�

()&%�-7(.-)+-<�

�<� 
���8;/&'-/�%5=-+&0�&%�-,+'��->;-0&�&%�&'-�-O&-)&�&',&�(&�-O9/-0023�%/�(692(-.23�0--:0�

&'-�.(0+2%0;/-�%8�()8%/6,&(%)�9/-9,/-.�()�,)&(+(9,&(%)�%8�2(&(*,&(%)�%/�&/(,21�%/�(0�9/%&-+&-.�53�,)3�

9/(7(2-*-�%/�(66;)(&3�()+2;.()*1�4(&'%;&�2(6(&,&(%)1�&'-�,&&%/)-3�+2(-)&�9/(7(2-*-1�&'-�,&&%/)-3�4%/:�

9/%.;+&�9/(7(2-*-1�&'-�/(*'&�%8�9/(7,+31�%/�,)3�9-/0%),2�9/(7(2-*-�%/�(66;)(&3�,7,(2,52-�;).-/�&'-�
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!%&'()�
'*'(+��,%+'&'-'&,%.�'/(��,%+'&'-'&,%�,0�'/(�
'*'(�,0��*1&0,2%&*.�*%3�0()(2*1�,2�+'*'(�+'*'-'(.�,2�

4,55,%�1*67�
���0-2'/(2�,89(4'+�'/*'�)&+4,:(23�&+�,%;,&%;.�*%)�'/*'�&%0,25*'&,%�,8'*&%()�)-2&%;�

)&+4,:(23�5*3�8(�%(4(++*23�,2�2(1(:*%'�0,2�
���',�2(+<,%)�',�'/&+��(=-(+'7��%0,25*'&,%�4,:(2()�83�

+-4/�<2&:&1(;(+�&+�%,'�+-89(4'�',�)&+41,+-2(.�*%)�'/(+(��(=-(+'+�6&11�%,'�8(�4,%+'2-()�',�+((>�+-4/�

&%0,25*'&,%7�
<(4&0&4�,89(4'&,%+�,%�'/(�;2,-%)+�,0�<2&:&1(;(�*2(�<2,:&)()�0,2�(5</*+&+�*%)�41*2&'3�

,%13.�*%)�'/(�*8+(%4(�,0�*�+<(4&0&4�,89(4'&,%�+/,-1)�%,'�8(�&%'(2<2('()�*+�(:&)(%4(�'/*'�
���),(+�%,'�

,89(4'�',�*��(=-(+'�,%�'/(�8*+&+�,0�*%�*<<1&4*81(�<2&:&1(;(7��,'/&%;�4,%'*&%()�&%�
���+�2(+<,%+(+�&+�

&%'(%)()�*+.�%,2�+/*11�&%�*%3�6*3�8(�)((5().�*�6*&:(2�,0�'/(�*'',2%(3�41&(%'�<2&:&1(;(.�'/(�*'',2%(3�

6,2>�<2,)-4'�<2&:&1(;(.�'/(�2&;/'�,0�<2&:*43.�,2�*%3�,'/(2�*<<1&4*81(�<2&:&1(;(�,2�&55-%&'37�
���),(+�

%,'�6*&:(�&'+�2&;/'�',�*++(2'�*%3�*%)�*11�<2&:&1(;(+�*'�*%3�'&5(7�

�7� 
���0-2'/(2�,89(4'+�',�'/(��(=-(+'+�&%41-)&%;.�8-'�%,'�1&5&'()�',.�'/(�)(0&%&'&,%+.�',�

'/(�(?'(%'�'/(3�*2(�&%4,%+&+'(%'�6&'/.�+((>�',�&5<,+(�,81&;*'&,%+�%,'�2(=-&2()�83.�,2�+((>�',�(?<*%)�

'/(�+4,<(�,0�<(25&++&81(�)&+4,:(23�-%)(2�'/(��*1&0,2%&*��,)(�,0��&:&1��2,4()-2(.�'/(��,4*1��-1(+�0,2�

'/(�
-<(2&,2��,-2'�0,2�'/(��,-%'3�,0��,+��%;(1(+.�,2�*%3�,2)(2�,2�2-1&%;�83�'/(��,-2'�&%�'/&+�*4'&,%7�

�7� 
���0-2'/(2�,89(4'+�',�'/(��(=-(+'+.�*%)�',�*%3�&%)&:&)-*1��(=-(+'�+('�0,2'/�'/(2(&%.�

',�'/(�(?'(%'�'/*'�'/(3�*2(�:*;-(.�*58&;-,-+.�,:(282,*).�,2�,'/(26&+(�1*4>�+-00&4&(%'�<2(4&+&,%�',�

<(25&'�*�2(+<,%+(7�
���/*+�5*)(�*%�(00,2'�',�2(+<,%)�',�'/(��(=-(+'+.�6/(2(�<,++&81(.�*+�&'�

-%)(2+'*%)+�*%)�&%'(2<2('+�'/(57�

�7� 
���0-2'/(2�,89(4'+�',�(*4/��(=-(+'�',�'/(�(?'(%'�'/*'�&'�&+�%,'�2(*+,%*813�4*14-1*'()�

',�1(*)�',�'/(�)&+4,:(23�,0�*)5&++&81(�(:&)(%4(.�<-2<,2'+�',�2(=-&2(�<2,)-4'&,%�,0�&%0,25*'&,%�'/*'�&+�

%,'�2(1(:*%'�',�'/(�41*&5+�*%)�)(0(%+(+�&%�'/(�*4'&,%�,2�&+�%,'�<2,<,2'&,%*1�',�'/(�%(()+�,0�'/&+�4*+(7��

�%�
���+�2(+<,%+(�',�(*4/��(=-(+'.�
���6&11�%,'�-%)(2'*>(�',�<2,:&)(�+-4/�&%0,25*'&,%7��

�7� 
���0-2'/(2�,89(4'+�',�'/(��(=-(+'+�*%)�',�(*4/�*%)�(:(23�)(0&%&'&,%�4,%'*&%()�'/(2(&%�

*+�,:(213�82,*).�-%)-13�8-2)(%+,5(.�',�'/(�(?'(%'�'/*'�'/(3�+((>�&22(1(:*%'�&%0,25*'&,%�*%)�',�4*-+(�


���-%6*22*%'()�*%%,3*%4(.�(58*22*++5(%'.�,2�-%)-(�(?<(%+(7�

�7� 
���0-2'/(2�,89(4'+�',�'/(��(=-(+'+�*%)�',�(*4/�*%)�(:(23�)(0&%&'&,%�4,%'*&%()�'/(2(&%�

',�'/(�(?'(%'�'/*'�'/(3�2(=-&2(�
���',�<2,)-4(�&%0,25*'&,%�%,'�&%�&'+�<,++(++&,%.�4-+',)3.�,2�4,%'2,1.�

,2�&+�(=-*113�*44(++&81(�',��1*&%'&00+7�
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�%� 
���&'()*+(�,-.+/)0�),�+1/*��+2'+0)�),�)*+�+3)+4)�)*1)�5)�+36(+0078�,(�59675+:78�0++;0�

54&,(91)5,4�)*1)�50�/,4&5:+4)517<�6+(0,417<�,(�6(,6(5+)1(8�54�41)'(+<�,(�)*1)�/,40)5)')+0�6(,)+/)+:�

/,99+(/517<�&5414/517<�,(�)(1:+�0+/(+)�54&,(91)5,4�,&�
���,(�)*5(:�61()5+0%�

	%� 
���&'()*+(�,-.+/)0�),�)*+��+2'+0)0�),�)*+�+3)+4)�)*+8�0++;�1�7+=17�/,4/7'05,4%��48�

(+06,40+�,&�
���),�14�54:5>5:'17��+2'+0)�50�4,)�54)+4:+:�),�-+<�14:�0*177�4,)�-+�/,40)('+:�10<�14�

1:95005,4�)*1)�148�&1/)'17�,(�7+=17�6(+:5/1)+�0)1)+:�54�)*+��+2'+0)�50�1//'(1)+%�


%� 
���&'()*+(�,-.+/)0�),�)*+��+2'+0)0<�14:�),�)*+�:+&545)5,40<�),�)*+�+3)+4)�)*+8�100'9+�

&1/)0�4,)�54�+350)+4/+�,(�)*+�,//'((+4/+�,&�+>+4)0�)*1)�:5:�4,)�)1;+�671/+%��48�(+06,40+�,&�
���),�14�

54:5>5:'17��+2'+0)�50�4,)�54)+4:+:�),�-+<�14:�0*177�4,)�-+�/,40)('+:�10�14�1:95005,4<�100+()5,4<�,(�

59675/1)5,4�,&�148�&1/)'17�,(�7+=17�6(+:5/1)+�0)1)+:�54�)*+��+2'+0)0�50�1//'(1)+%�

��%� 
���&'()*+(�,-.+/)0�),�)*+�:+&545)5,4�,&�)*+�)+(90�?���!����@�10�,>+(78�-(,1:�14:�

'4:'78�-'(:+40,9+�),�)*+�+3)+4)�)*1)�5)�+3/++:0�148�:+&545)5,4�6(,>5:+:�54�)*+��175&,(451��,:+�,&�

�5>57��(,/+:'(+<�)*+��,/17��'7+0�&,(�)*+�
'6+(5,(��,'()�&,(�)*+��,'4)8�,&��,0��4=+7+0<�,(�148�,(:+(�

,(�('754=�-8�)*+��,'()�54�)*50�1/)5,4%��+&+4:14)�A577�(+06,4:�),�)*+0+��+2'+0)0�-8�)(+1)54=�

?���!����@�14:�?���!����
@�10�*1>54=�)*+�0/,6+�6(,>5:+:�-8�)*+��175&,(451��,:+�,&��5>57�

�(,/+:'(+<�)*+��,/17��'7+0�&,(�)*+�
'6+(5,(��,'()�&,(�)*+��,'4)8�,&��,0��4=+7+0<�,(�148�,(:+(�,(�

('754=�-8�)*+��,'()�54�)*50�1/)5,4%�

��%� 
���&'()*+(�,-.+/)0�),�)*+�:+&545)5,4�,&�)*+�)+(90�?����!��������@�14:�

?����!��������
@�10�,>+(78�-(,1:�14:�'4:'78�-'(:+40,9+�),�)*+�+3)+4)�)*1)�5)�+3/++:0�148�

:+&545)5,4�6(,>5:+:�54�)*+��175&,(451��,:+�,&��5>57��(,/+:'(+<�)*+��,/17��'7+0�&,(�)*+�
'6+(5,(��,'()�

&,(�)*+��,'4)8�,&��,0��4=+7+0<�,(�148�,(:+(�,(�('754=�-8�)*+��,'()�54�)*50�1/)5,4%��+&+4:14)�A577�

(+06,4:�),�)*+0+��+2'+0)0�-8�)(+1)54=�?����!��������@�14:�?����!��������
@�10�

*1>54=�)*+�0/,6+�6(,>5:+:�-8�)*+��175&,(451��,:+�,&��5>57��(,/+:'(+<�)*+��,/17��'7+0�&,(�)*+�
'6+(5,(�

�,'()�&,(�)*+��,'4)8�,&��,0��4=+7+0<�,(�148�,(:+(�,(�('754=�-8�)*+��,'()�54�)*50�1/)5,4%�

��%� 
���&'()*+(�,-.+/)0�)*1)�)*+�:+&545)5,40�,&�?B�!<@�?B�!�<@�14:�?
��<@�?B�!<@�

14:�?B�!�@�10�,>+(-(,1:<�>1='+<�14:�19-5=','0<�14:�/17754=�&,(�54&,(91)5,4�1-,')�+4)5)5+0�)*1)�


���:,+0�4,)�/,4)(,7�,(�*1>+�;4,A7+:=+�,&<�-+/1'0+�5)�6'(6,()0�),�54/7':+�148�?1=+4)0<�+967,8++0<�

1)),(4+80<�(+6(+0+4)1)5>+0<�14:�148����
���%�%�%�1/)54=�,4�-+*17&�,&@�
��%�
���A577�54)+(6(+)�)*+0+�
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�%&'%()(�*(�*++,-./0�1/,-�)1�
1')2%3/��*,.413/.*��5.(1/��16+*/-7�.)(�8'33%/)�144.8%3(7�*/5�.)(�

8'33%/)�%6+,1-%%(9�

��9� 
���4'3)2%3�1:;%8)(�)2*)�)2%�5%4./.).1/�<����������������
���

�������������=�*(�1>%3:31*57�>*0'%7�*/5�*6:.0'1'(7�*/5�8*,,./0�413�./4136*).1/�*:1')�%/).).%(�

)2*)�
���51%(�/1)�81/)31,�13�2*>%�?/1@,%50%�147�:%8*'(%�.)�+'3+13)(�)1�./8,'5%�*/-�14��5.(1/�

�/)%3/*).1/*,�(�.)(�144.8%3(7�5.3%8)13(7�%6+,1-%%(7�*0%/)(7�*))13/%-(�"./8,'5./0�1')(.5%�81'/(%,$7�

3%+3%(%/)*).>%(7�81/)3*8)13(7�()*44�*/5�1)2%3�+%3(1/(�@13?./0�413�13�*8)./0�1/7�)2%.3�(':(.5.*3.%(7�

'/./813+13*)%5�5.>.(.1/(7�1+%3*).1/(7�*44.,.*)%(7�('88%((13(�*/5�+3%5%8%((13(9=�
���@.,,�./)%3+3%)�

���
�����������������*(�*++,-./0�1/,-�)1��5.(1/��/)%3/*).1/*,7�.)(�8'33%/)�144.8%3(7�*/5�.)(�

8'33%/)�%6+,1-%%(9�

��9� 
���4'3)2%3�1:;%8)(�)1�)2%�5%4./.).1/�14�)2%�)%36(�<���������A=7�<��������A�

��=7�<�������A���7=�<������������������
��

�������������
7=�<��
�������"
$7=�

<�����������7=�*/5�<B�A������������A�����=�*(�.6+%36.((.:,-�>*0'%7�*6:.0'1'(7�

*/5�1>%3:31*59�

��9� �(�'(%5�./�)2%(%��%(+1/(%(7�<
!����������!��
=�3%4%3(�)1�)2%��*0,%��18?��%(*7�

A1153.82�A1',57��%(*�B./8%/)��19��7��%(*�B./8%/)��19��7��%(*�
-,6*37�*/5��*0,%��18?�A1',5�

8.38'.)(9�

CDEFGEG�HEIJKFIEI�CFG�KLMENOPKFI�OK�HEQREIOI�SKH�JHKGRNOPKF��

TIEO�OUHEEV�

HEQREIO�SKH�JHKGRNOPKF�FKW�XYXZ�

�,,����!����
��������A����6%%)./0(�14�[�!���1*35�14��.3%8)13(�*/5\13�*/-�

8166.))%%�816+3.(%5�14�6%6:%3(�14�[�!���1*35�14��.3%8)13(�4316��*/'*3-��7������)1�)2%�+3%(%/)�

./�@2.82�������������14�[�!����������������������
�@*(�1/�)2%�*0%/5*�13�5.(8'((%57�

./8,'5./07�:')�/1)�,.6.)%5�)17�*0%/5*(7�/1)%(7�6./')%(7�*/5�3%8135./0(�14�6%%)./0(�14�[�!���1*35�

14��.3%8)13(�*/5\13�*/-�8166.))%%�816+3.(%5�14�6%6:%3(�14�[�!���1*35�14��.3%8)13(9�

HEIJKFIE�OK�HEQREIO�SKH�JHKGRNOPKF�FKW�XYXZ�


���3%()*)%(�.)(��3%,.6./*3-�
)*)%6%/)�*/5�A%/%3*,��:;%8).1/(7�*/5�4'3)2%3�1:;%8)(�)1�)2%�

%])%/)�)2*)�)2%�./4136*).1/�3%&'%()%5�.(�+31)%8)%5�:-�)2%�*))13/%-�8,.%/)�+3.>.,%0%�*/5�@13?�+315'8)�
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%&'()*+,-�&)�.+/�&(0,)�1)*2*3,4,�&)�*556+*(/�.2.*3.73,�6+%,)�(0,�!+*(,%�
(.(,-��&+-(*(6(*&+8�(0,�

�&+-(*(6(*&+�&9�(0,�
(.(,�&9��.3*9&)+*.8�.+/�9,%,).3�&)�-(.(,�-(.(6(,8�&)�'&55&+�3.:;��


���96)(0,)�&7<,'(-�(&�(0*-��,=6,-(�.-�&2,)7)&.%�"*+'36%*+4�76(�+&(�3*5*(,%�(&�:*(0�),-1,'(�(&�

(*5,�1,)*&%$8�2.46,�.+%�.57*46&6-8�6+%63/�76)%,+-&5,8�+&(�),.-&+.73/�1.)(*'63.)*>,%8�-,,?*+4�

*)),3,2.+(�*+9&)5.(*&+�.+%@&)�+&(�),.-&+.73/�'.3'63.(,%�(&�3,.%�(&�(0,�%*-'&2,)/�&9�.%5*--*73,�

,2*%,+',;�


���96)(0,)�&7<,'(-�(&�A%*-'6--,%B�.+%�A+&(,-B�.-�2.46,�.+%�.57*46&6-;�


67<,'(�(&�.+%�:*(0&6(�:.*2*+4�(0,�9&),4&*+4�&7<,'(*&+-8�
���),-1&+%-�.-�9&33&:-C�
���:*33�

'&+%6'(�.�),.-&+.73/�%*3*4,+(�-,.)'0�9&)�.+%�1)&%6',�+&+�1)*2*3,4,%�),'&)%-�*(�3&'.(,-�"*9�.+/$�

'&+-*-(*+4�&9�(0,�9&33&:*+4C��4,+%.-�&)�5*+6(,-�9)&5�5,,(*+4-�&9�
���-��&.)%�&9��*),'(&)-�

),9,),+'*+4�5.*+(,+.+',�&9�(0,�
!����������!��
8�%.(,%������(&�����;�

DEFGHFH�IFJKLGJF�ML�IFNOFJM�PLI�KILHOQMRLG�GLS�TUTC�


���),-(.(,-�*(-�&)*4*+.3�),-1&+-,8�*+'36%*+4�.33�&7<,'(*&+-8�(&�(0*-��,=6,-(;��


67<,'(�(&�.+%�:*(0&6(�:.*2*+4�(0,�9&),4&*+48�
���),-1&+%-�.-�9&33&:-C�
���:*33�'&+%6'(�.�

),.-&+.73/�%*3*4,+(�-,.)'0�9&)�.+%8�*9�3&'.(,%8�:*33�1)&%6',�),-1&+-*2,8�+&+�1)*2*3,4,%�),'&)%-�

'&+-*-(*+4�&9�(0,�9&33&:*+4C��4,+%.-�&)�5*+6(,-�9)&5�5,,(*+4-�&9�
���-��&.)%�&9��*),'(&)-�

),9,),+'*+4�5.*+(,+.+',�&9�(0,�
!����������!��
�&)�*%3,�,=6*15,+(8�%.(,%������(&�����;�

IFNOFJM�PLI�KILHOQMRLG�GLS�TUVC�

�33����!����
��������W����5,,(*+4-�&9�X�!���&.)%�&9��*),'(&)-�.+%@&)�.+/�

'&55*((,,�'&51)*-,%�&9�5,57,)-�&9�X�!���&.)%�&9��*),'(&)-�9)&5��.+6.)/��8������(0)&640�(0,�

1),-,+(�*+�:0*'0���
��������&9�X�!����������������������
�:.-�&+�(0,�.4,+%.�&)�

%*-'6--,%8�*+'36%*+48�76(�+&(�3*5*(,%�(&8�.4,+%.-8�+&(,-8�5*+6(,-8�.+%�),'&)%*+4-�&9�5,,(*+4-�&9�

X�!���&.)%�&9��*),'(&)-�.+%@&)�.+/�'&55*((,,�'&51)*-,%�&9�5,57,)-�&9�X�!���&.)%�&9�

�*),'(&)-;�

IFJKLGJF�ML�IFNOFJM�PLI�KILHOQMRLG�GLS�TUVC�


���),-(.(,-�*(-��),3*5*+.)/�
(.(,5,+(�.+%�W,+,).3��7<,'(*&+-8�.+%�96)(0,)�&7<,'(-�(&�(0,�

,Y(,+(�(0.(�(0,�*+9&)5.(*&+�),=6,-(,%�*-�1)&(,'(,%�7/�(0,�.((&)+,/�'3*,+(�1)*2*3,4,�.+%�:&)?�1)&%6'(�

%&'()*+,-�&)�.+/�&(0,)�1)*2*3,4,�&)�*556+*(/�.2.*3.73,�6+%,)�(0,�!+*(,%�
(.(,-��&+-(*(6(*&+8�(0,�
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�%&'()(*()%&�%+�(,-�
(.(-�%+��./)+%0&).1�.&2�+-3-0./�%0�'(.(-�'(.(*(-1�%0�4%55%&�/.67��


���+*0(,-0�%89-4('�(%�(,)'��-:*-'(�.'�%;-080%.3�")&4/*3)&<�8*(�&%(�/)5)(-3�(%�6)(,�0-'=-4(�(%�

()5-�=-0)%3$1�;.<*-�.&3�.58)<*%*'1�*&3*/2�8*03-&'%5-1�&%(�0-.'%&.8/2�=.0()4*/.0)>-31�'--?)&<�

)00-/-;.&(�)&+%05.()%&�.&3@%0�&%(�0-.'%&.8/2�4./4*/.(-3�(%�/-.3�(%�(,-�3)'4%;-02�%+�.35)'')8/-�

-;)3-&4-7�


���+*0(,-0�%89-4('�(%�A3)'4*''-3B�.&3�A&%(-'B�.'�;.<*-�.&3�.58)<*%*'7�


*89-4(�(%�.&3�6)(,%*(�6.);)&<�(,-�+%0-<%)&<�%89-4()%&'1�
���0-'=%&3'�.'�+%//%6'C�
���6)//�

4%&3*4(�.�0-.'%&.8/2�3)/)<-&(�'-.04,�+%0�.&3�=0%3*4-�&%&�=0);)/-<-3�0-4%03'�)(�/%4.(-'�")+�.&2$�

4%&')'()&<�%+�(,-�+%//%6)&<C��<-&3.'�%0�5)&*(-'�+0%5�5--()&<'�%+�
���'��%.03�%+��)0-4(%0'�

0-+-0-&4)&<�)&'=-4()%&"'$�%+�(,-�
!����������!��
1�3.(-3������(%�����7�

DEFGHFH�IFJKLGJF�ML�IFNOFJM�PLI�KILHOQMRLG�GLS�TUV�


���0-'(.(-'�)('�%0)<)&./�0-'=%&'-1�)&4/*3)&<�.//�%89-4()%&'1�(%�(,)'��-:*-'(7��


*89-4(�(%�.&3�6)(,%*(�6.);)&<�(,-�+%0-<%)&<1�
���0-'=%&3'�.'�+%//%6'C��<-&3.'�%0�5)&*(-'�

+0%5�5--()&<'�%+�
���'��%.03�%+��)0-4(%0'�0-+-0-&4)&<�)&'=-4()%&"'$�%+�(,-�
!����������!��
�

%0�)3/-�-:*)=5-&(1�3.(-3������(%�����7�

IFNOFJM�PLI�KILHOQMRLG�GLS�TUWC�

�//����!����
��������X����5--()&<'�%+�Y�!���%.03�%+��)0-4(%0'�.&3@%0�.&2�

4%55)((--�4%5=0)'-3�%+�5-58-0'�%+�Y�!���%.03�%+��)0-4(%0'�+0%5��.&*.02��1������(,0%*<,�(,-�

=0-'-&(�)&�6,)4,�(,-�(%=)4�%+�������������������
��

�������������
�6.'�%&�(,-�.<-&3.�

%0�3)'4*''-31�)&4/*3)&<1�8*(�&%(�/)5)(-3�(%1�.<-&3.'1�&%(-'1�5)&*(-'1�.&3�0-4%03)&<'�%+�5--()&<'�%+�

Y�!���%.03�%+��)0-4(%0'�.&3@%0�.&2�4%55)((--�4%5=0)'-3�%+�5-58-0'�%+�Y�!���%.03�%+�

�)0-4(%0'7�

IFJKLGJF�ML�IFNOFJM�PLI�KILHOQMRLG�GLS�TUWC�


���0-'(.(-'�)('��0-/)5)&.02�
(.(-5-&(�.&3�X-&-0./��89-4()%&'1�.&3�+*0(,-0�%89-4('�(%�(,-�

-Z(-&(�(,.(�(,-�)&+%05.()%&�0-:*-'(-3�)'�=0%(-4(-3�82�(,-�.((%0&-2�4/)-&(�=0);)/-<-�.&3�6%0?�=0%3*4(�

3%4(0)&-'�%0�.&2�%(,-0�=0);)/-<-�%0�)55*&)(2�.;.)/.8/-�*&3-0�(,-�!&)(-3�
(.(-'��%&'()(*()%&1�(,-�

�%&'()(*()%&�%+�(,-�
(.(-�%+��./)+%0&).1�.&2�+-3-0./�%0�'(.(-�'(.(*(-1�%0�4%55%&�/.67��


���+*0(,-0�%89-4('�(%�(,)'��-:*-'(�.'�%;-080%.3�")&4/*3)&<�8*(�&%(�/)5)(-3�(%�6)(,�0-'=-4(�(%�
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%&'(�)(*&+,$-�./01(�/2,�/'3&01+14-�12,156�31*,(24+'(-�2+%�*(/4+2/356�)/*%&715/*&8(,-�4((9&20�

&**(5(./2%�&2:+*'/%&+2�/2,;+*�2+%�*(/4+2/356�7/5715/%(,�%+�5(/,�%+�%<(�,&47+.(*6�+:�/,'&44&35(�

(.&,(27(=�


���:1*%<(*�+3>(7%4�%+�?,&47144(,@�/2,�?2+%(4@�/4�./01(�/2,�/'3&01+14=�


13>(7%�%+�/2,�A&%<+1%�A/&.&20�%<(�:+*(0+&20�+3>(7%&+24-�
���*(4)+2,4�/4�:+55+A4B�
���A&55�

7+2,17%�/�*(/4+2/356�,&5&0(2%�4(/*7<�:+*�/2,�)*+,17(�2+2�)*&.&5(0(,�*(7+*,4�&%�5+7/%(4�"&:�/26$�

7+24&4%&20�+:�%<(�:+55+A&20B��0(2,/4�+*�'&21%(4�:*+'�'((%&204�+:�
���4��+/*,�+:��&*(7%+*4�

*(:(*(27&20�%<(��(4/�
65'/*�7&*71&%-�,/%(,������%+�����=�

CDEFGEG�HEIJKFIE�LK�HEMNEIL�OKH�JHKGNPLQKF�FKR�STU�


���*(4%/%(4�&%4�+*&0&2/5�*(4)+24(-�&2751,&20�/55�+3>(7%&+24-�%+�%<&4��(V1(4%=��


13>(7%�%+�/2,�A&%<+1%�A/&.&20�%<(�:+*(0+&20-�
���*(4)+2,4�/4�:+55+A4B��0(2,/4�+*�'&21%(4�

:*+'�'((%&204�+:�
���4��+/*,�+:��&*(7%+*4�*(:(*(27&20�%<(��(4/�
65'/*�7&*71&%�+*�&,5(�(V1&)'(2%-�

,/%(,������%+�����=�

HEMNEIL�OKH�JHKGNPLQKF�FKR�STWB�

�55�+:�X�!���*0/2&8/%&+2/5��</*%4�/4�%<(6�(Y&4%(,�+2��/21/*6��-������*(:5(7%&20�/26�

�&.&4&+24-��()/*%'(2%4-�!2&%4�+*�Z*+1)4-�/26��+*)+*/%(�5(.(5�)+4&%&+24-�/26��&*(7%+*�/2,��&*4%��&2(�

�()+*%4-�/26��)(*/%&+24��14&2(44�!2&%4��*0/2&8/%&+2��</*%4-�%<(�2/'(4�+:�/26�)(*4+24�4(*.&20�/4�

�*(4&,(2%-�
(2&+*�[&7(��*(4&,(2%-�[&7(��*(4&,(2%-��&*(7%+*-��/2/0(*�+*�
1)(*.&4+*�A&%<&2�/26�

�&.&4&+2-��()/*%'(2%�+*�!2&%-�/2,�/26�7+''+2�'/2/0('(2%�4%*17%1*(�+*�'/2/0('(2%�)+4&%&+2�

3(%A((2�6+1�/2,�7+��(:(2,/2%����
����������������=�

HEIJKFIE�LK�HEMNEIL�OKH�JHKGNPLQKF�FKR�STWB�


���*(4%/%(4�&%4��*(5&'&2/*6�
%/%('(2%�/2,�Z(2(*/5��3>(7%&+24-�/2,�:1*%<(*�+3>(7%4�%+�%<(�

(Y%(2%�%</%�%<(�&2:+*'/%&+2�*(V1(4%(,�&4�)*+%(7%(,�36�%<(�/%%+*2(6�75&(2%�)*&.&5(0(�/2,�A+*9�)*+,17%�
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Table 1
Summary of Earnings At Present and Proposed Rates

($000) 
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Table 2 
S-MAP – RAMP – GRC Cycle and Integration 



Figure 1 
SCE’s 2022 RAMP Risks 
















































































































































































