OIR ON THE COMMISSION’S OWN MOTION TO ADOPT NEW SAFETY AND RELIABILITY REGULATIONS FOR NATURAL GAS TRANSMISSION AND DISTRIBUTION PIPELINES AND RELATED RATEMAKING MECHANISMS                                      (R.11-02-019/A.11-11-002)

(DATA REQUEST DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07)
______________________________________________________________________


QUESTION  DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-01:

Please provide a copy of the contract and/ or project scope for the testimony of

witness, George W. Tenley, Jr. in this case.
RESPONSE DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-01:

[image: image1.emf]Tenley Retention  Ltr.pdf



QUESTION  DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-02:

Has Mr. Tenley been involved in any other proceedings before the California

Public Utilities Commission?

a. If so, please identify the proceeding number and provide a short description of the

witness’ involvement.

RESPONSE DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-02:
No.
a.
Not applicable.

QUESTION  DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-03:

Please identify and provide copies of all documents reviewed and/ or relied on by

this witness other than those identified in Chapter 3.

RESPONSE DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-03:

I reviewed the following documents, all of which are either already in the record of this proceeding and/or are publicly available:

· Report of the National Transportation Safety Board entitled “Pacific Gas and Electric Company Natural Gas Transmission Pipeline Rupture and Fire, San Bruno, California, September 9, 2010.”

· The excerpts of testimony cited in footnote one of my testimony.

· 49 CFR 192

QUESTION  DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-04:

In Chapter 3, p. 3 at lines 10-11, the witness states that, “Since retiring, I have

remained actively involved in the pipeline industry as an advisor to both public and private

enterprises concerning issues of emergency planning and response systems as well as

pipeline inspection.” At line 12, the witness states that “Specifically, I served on a blue

ribbon panel to review the emergency planning and response program of PG&E and make recommendations for improvement in the wake of the San Bruno accident.”
a. Please identify what “blue ribbon panel” the witness served on.

b. Was the witness acting as an advisor to a public or private enterprise in this?

c. Has any report been issued by the panel? If so, please provide a copy.

RESPONSE DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-04:

a.
 I was part of a panel of experts retained by Contingency Management Consulting Group, a consulting firm retained by PG&E, to review the emergency planning and response program of PG&E and make recommendations for improvement in the wake of the San Bruno accident at a workshop led and facilitated by Bob Bradshaw of Contingency Management Consulting Group, on September 15, 2011.  
b.
Private.
c.
I believe a report was produced, and that it is dated October 24, 2011, but I have been unable to reach Bob Bradshaw to obtain a copy of the report or confirm whether the report may be made public.  

QUESTION  DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-05:

In Chapter 3, p. 8, lines 8-12, the witness states, “Thus the focus should not be on

the mere existence of traceable, verifiable and complete test records, but on whether the

records are indispensible to demonstrate the current safety of the operation. Indeed, this is

the standard that was employed during my career as a federal regulator.”

a. By whom or what was “this” the standard that was employed during this witness’

career as a federal regulator?

b. Please provide a citation that identifies “whether the records are indispensible to

demonstrate the current safety of the operation” as the standard that was

employed, or is still employed.

RESPONSE DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-05:

a.
See Data Request Response TURN-TCAP-PSEP-07-05. 

b.
Not applicable.

QUESTION  DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-06:

Has the witness read the Accident Report of the National Transportation Safety

Board entitled “Pacific Gas and Electric Company Natural Gas Transmission Pipeline

Rupture and Fire, San Bruno, California, September 9, 2010?

RESPONSE DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-06:

Yes.

QUESTION  DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-07:

Has the witness read “Records Management within the Gas Transmission Division of Pacific Gas and Electric Company prior to the Natural Gas Transmission Pipeline Rupture and Fire, San Bruno, California, September 9, 2010,” also referred to as the “Duller and North Report,” which is Exhibit 46 in R.11-02-019 and is also available at

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/events//sanbruno/htm?
a. Is the witness generally familiar with the Recordkeeping Standards used in the

Duller and North Report, and described in that report at pages 3-14 through 3-

18?

b. If the witness conducted any similar analysis of the record keeping practices of

the Sempra Utilities for their natural gas transmission pipelines?

c. If so, please provide a copy of that analysis and all supporting documentation.
RESPONSE DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-07:

No.

a.
Not applicable.

b.
The witness has not read the cited report, and is not familiar with the analysis used therein.  The witness has not reviewed the recordkeeping practices of SoCalGas or SDG&E.
c.
Not applicable.

QUESTION  DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-08:

Has the witness read the “Revised Report of Margaret Felts” in I.-11-02-016, which is Exhibit 45 in R. 11-02-019 and is also available at http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/events//sanbruno/htm?
RESPONSE DRA-DBP-TCAP-PSEP-07-08:

No.
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