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Pursuant to Rule 14.3 of the California Public Utility Commission’s (Commission) Rules of
Practice and Procedure, Southern California Edison Company (SCE) has reviewed the Proposed Decision
Denying The City Of Ontario’s Amended Petitions For Modification Of Decision 09-12-044, As Modified
By Subsequent Decisions, To Stay Construction Of Segment 8 Of The Tehachapi Renewable Transmission

Project (Project) And To Underground Segment 8 In Ontario (Proposed Decision or PD).



SCE appreciates the PD’s analysis of the applicable law and facts, careful consideration of the
parties’ positions, and appropriate resolution of these issues. As such, SCE concurs with the analysis and

conclusions reached in the PD and supports its prompt adoption.
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