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TURN Data Request to SoCalGas

Data Request Number: TURN-SCG-45
(TIMP and DIMP)

Date Sent: November 16, 2011

Date Due: November 30, 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.

1. On pp. RKS-25 of SCG-205 and RKS-10 of SDG&E-204, the utilities state: “It is also inappropriate to raise this matter in this GRC when TURN and UCAN could have raised it in other proceedings addressing pipeline safety.”  Please identify the specific proceedings to which SoCalGas and SDG&E refer.

2. If the Commission declined to adopt a balancing account in this case, is it SoCalGas and SDG&E’s contention that it would not undertake the necessary actions to ensure safe and reliable service if those actions were to cost in excess of the revenue requirement adopted by the Commission for TIMP and DIMP?  Please fully explain your position.

3. Referencing p. RKS-8 of SDG&E-204, please provide a copy of the original and most recent version of the pending legislation sponsored by Senator Lautenberg, as it relates to “Damage Prevention, excess flow valves, public awareness, pipe data collection, expansion of HCAs, etc.” (lines 16-17).

4. Please acknowledge that the items listed as being the cause of what the utilities call regulatory uncertainty for TIMP—i.e., the proposed Senator Lautenberg legislation and PHMSA rulemaking, and the state bills, consisting of SB 44, AB 56, SB 705, SB 216, and SB 879—have application to SDG&E and SoCalGas’s DIMP activities.  If you cannot do so, please identify and explain all specific instances where these items do apply to the utilities DIMP activities.
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