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Subject:
DIMP-Driven Activities, Vehicular Damage Above Ground Facilities 

Please provide the following:

1. With regard to the discussion on vehicular damage associate with above-ground distribution facilities on page RKS-44 to RKS-45, please provide the following:

a. The annual expenses associated with mitigating vehicular damage to above-ground distribution facilities for years 2005-2010 and the tracking account used to track these expenses.

b. A copy of all documents and/or calculations relied on to determine the statement on page RKS-45, “...while the projected incident rate is low, the consequences can be high.”

c. Please provide the incident rate for each year from 2005-2010.

d. A copy of the preliminary assessment, including any and all risk analyses performed with regard to the identified facilities, as referenced on page RKS-44.

e. A copy of the survey referenced on page RKS-45.

f. The cost range for each of the mitigation measures identified on page RKS-45.

2. With regard to the statement on page RKS-45, “Although SoCalGas has existing design standards to address the protection of facilities due to vehicular damage under the code, it is not sufficient to protect facilities for vehicular damage where the vehicle leaves the road at a high rate of speed”, please provide the following:

a. Please identify SoCalGas’ existing design standards to address this issue and explain in detail why these standards are not sufficient to protect facilities for vehicular damage.

b. When did SoCalGas discover that its’ existing standards were not sufficient enough?  What has SoCalGas done to address this problem?

c. A copy of SoCalGas’ procedures to protect meter set assemblies and other above ground facilities prior to DIMP.

d. A copy of SoCalGas’ procedures to protect meter set assemblies and other above ground facilities as a result of DIMP.

3. SoCalGas states on page RKS-45, “Approximately 145,000 potential residential MSAs were identified, and approximately 10,500 of those MSAs were determined to be at high/moderate risk of severe vehicle collision...”  Please provide a copy of all documents and/or calculations used to determine this statement.

4. On page 65 of the workpapers, SoCalGas states, “This program addresses those AGFs that may not be identified by existing procedures, but after additional analysis do require mitigative resolution.”  Please provide the following:

a. A detailed explanation of what is meant by “additional analysis”.

b. When did this program come into existence?

c. What was SoCalGas’ policy and procedure regarding the AGFs that were not identified using existing procedures?

5. Page 65 of the workpapers show SoCalGas’ estimates of costs for installing excess flow valves (EFV) for years 2010-2012. Please provide the following with regard to SoCalGas’ estimates:

a. A table showing the total EFVs installed, hours per installation, hourly rate for installation, and the number of FTEs used, for each year from 2005-2010.

b. A table showing the cost per EFV, permit cost, excavation costs, and contingency, for each year from 2005-2010.

c. A showing, along with all supportive documents and calculations, used to determine each of the labor and non-labor components on page 65 of the workpapers.

6. Please identify the 2012 forecast and tracking account for vehicular damage mitigation to above ground gas facilities as requested by Distribution.  Also, please provide citations to the Distribution testimony where this issue is discussed.

Provide two copies of the above information as it becomes available but no later than the due date identified above.  If you are unable to provide the information by this date, please provide a written explanation to the data request Originator seven calendar days before the due date as to why the response date cannot be met and your best estimate of when the information can be provided.  Please identify the person who provides the response and his (her) phone number.

Provide electronic responses if possible, and set of hard copy responses with your submittal to the data request originator and the DRA Project Coordinator(s).  All data responses need to have each page numbered, referenced, and indexed so worksheets can be followed.  If any number is calculated, include a copy of all electronic files so the formula and their sources can be reviewed.

If you have any questions regarding this data request, please call the originator at the above phone number.
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