A.10-12-005/A.10-12-006 Sempra 2012 TY GRC
TURN Data Request to SoCalGas and SDG&E
Data Request Number: TURN-SCG-39

(Payroll Tax Rebuttal)

Date Sent: October 26, 2011

Date Due: November 9, 2011

Please provide the name of the witness/responder.

For any questions requesting numerical recorded data, please provide all responses in working excel spreadsheet format if so available.

For any question requesting documents, please interpret the term broadly to include any and all hard copy or electronic documents or records in SoCalGas’ possession.

Referring to SCG-228/SDG&E-234:

1. Regarding Mr. Rose’s rebuttal testimony, page RGR-18, lines 6-12:

a. Please confirm that the Federal Government established a wage base for 2012 of $110,100 – less than both Sempra’s and TURN’s estimates. If you cannot confirm this fact, please state what you believe the wage base is for 2012 and provide your sources.

b. Please confirm that on July 1, 2011, the Federal Unemployment Tax rate was reduced from 0.8% to 0.6%.  If you cannot confirm this fact, please state what you believe the Federal Unemployment Tax rate is for 2012 and provide your sources.

c. Is it Mr. Rose’s contention that changes to the Social Security wage base and the federal unemployment tax rate are not changes ordered by governmental bodies that are the subject of update testimony?  If so, cite all Commission decisions and other authorities that support this contention.  

2. Regarding Mr. Rose’s rebuttal testimony, page RGR-18, lines 13-19:

a. What wage escalation rate would Mr. Rose recommend for SoCal Gas?  Explain the reasoning behind this escalation rate.

b. Please confirm that the wage escalation rates used by TURN in its analysis came from Exhibit SCG-31. Table SCG-SWR-2 labor O&M index and were calculated as 1.0261 X 1.0302 X 1.0237, where 2.61% was he 2010 labor escalation rate, 3.02% was the 2011 labor escalation rate, and 2.37% was the 2012 labor escalation rate.

c. Is it Mr. Rose’s contention that there is no empirical evidence supporting the validity of SoCal’s inflation factors contained in Exhibit SCG-31

d. Is it Mr. Rose’s contention that zero is a better estimate of wage escalation from 2009-2012 than 8.21%?  If so, please provide all documents and other information that would suggest that SoCal’s wage escalation was closer to zero than to 8.21%.

3. Regarding Mr. Rose’s rebuttal testimony Exhibit 234, page RGR-19, lines 16-22. 

a. What wage escalation rate would Mr. Rose recommend?  Explain the reasoning behind this escalation rate.

b. Please confirm that the wage escalation rates used by UCAN in its analysis came from Exhibit SDG&E-38, Table SDG&E-SWR-2 labor O&M index and were calculated as 1.0261 X 1.0302 X 1.0237, where 2.61% was the 2010 labor escalation rate, 3.02% was the 2011 labor escalation rate, and 2.37% was the 2012 labor escalation rate.

c. Is it Mr. Rose’s contention that there is no empirical evidence supporting the validity of SDG&E’s inflation factors contained in Exhibit SDG&E-38?

d. Is it Mr. Rose’s contention that zero is a better estimate of wage escalation from 2009-2012 than 8.21%?  If so, please provide all documents and other information that would suggest that SDG&E’s wage escalation was closer to zero than to 8.21%.
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