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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION POk eare
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA FILED

04-29-10

04:59 PM

Application of Central Valley Gas Storage, )
LLC for a Certificate of Public Convenience ) Application 09-08-008
and Necessity for Construction and ) (Filed August 19, 2009)
Operation of Natural Gas Storage Facilities )

)

NOTICE OF EX PARTE COMMUNICATION

In accordance with Rule 8.3 of the Rules of Practice and Procedure (“Rules”) of
the California Public Utilities Commission (“Commission”), Enerland, LLC (“Enerland”) hereby
provides notice of an ex parte communication in the above-captioned proceeding. On April
27, 2010, Mr. Stephen Larson, a Principal with California Strategies, LLC, consultants to
Enerland, met with Matthew Tisdale, Advisor to Commissioner Grueneich, at Mr. Tisdale’s
office at 505 Van Ness Avenue, in San Francisco, California. The meeting began at about
1:30 pm and lasted for approximately 30 minutes.

In the course of the meeting, Mr. Larson explained Enerland’s interest in the
application of Central Valley Gas Storage, LLC (“Central Valley”), for authorization to
construct and operate a natural gas storage field and transmission pipeline in Colusa County.
Mr. Larson noted that Enerland holds leasehold interests in land underlying and adjoining the
proposed site for Central Valley’s metering station and point of interconnection with Line
400/401A of Pacific Gas and Electric Company (“PGandE”).

Mr. Larson explained that PGandE currently is completing construction of a major
gas-fired power plant on land leased from Enerland in the vicinity of Central Valley’s
proposed metering station and interconnection point and that the concentration of energy
facilities in this vicinity has caused Enerland to be concerned about its potential liability in the
event of an accident related to Central Valley’s project. Mr. Larson noted the recent

disastrous gas explosion that destroyed a very similar gas-fired power plant under



construction in Connecticut and explained that the Connecticut disaster had caused a
heightening of Enerland’s concern about its own potential liability.

Mr. Larson emphasized that the presumption of need for Central Valley’s project
is premised on Central Valley accepting all the risks that its project presents. He noted that
Central Valley, in fact, has not provided sufficient protection against such risks and that
Enerland is justified in asking for better evidence of effective insurance of a magnitude
sufficient to protect Enerland and other neighboring property owners against the risks
presented by Central Valley’s project.

In the course of their meeting, Mr. Larson furnished Mr. Tisdale a copy of the
reply brief of Enerland, LLC, which was submitted for filing on April 23, 2010. A copy of that
document is attached to this notice.

To obtain a copy of this notice, please contact:

Ms. Jeannie Wong

NOSSAMAN LLP

50 California Street, 34" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111-4799
Tel: (415) 398-3600

Fax: (415) 398-2438
E-mail: jwong@nossaman.com

Respectfully submitted,

NOSSAMAN LLP

By _/S/ MARTIN A. MATTES.
Martin A. Mattes

50 California Street, 34th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111

Tel: (415) 398-3600

Fax: (415) 398-2438

E-mail: mmattes@nossaman.com

Attorneys for ENERLAND, LLC

April 29, 2010



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Maura Bonal, hereby certify that on this date | will serve by electronic mail and
by hand delivery, the foregoing NOTICE OF EX PARTE COMMUNICATION on the
parties in Application 09-08-008, below:

By electronic mail:

CASchindler@hhlaw.com; SDPatrick@SempraUtilities.com; rhd@cpuc.ca.gov;
kts1@pge.com; jarmstrong@goodinmacbride.com; mmattes@nossaman.com;
dcarroll@downeybrand.com; atrowbridge@daycartermurphy.com;
PVillegas@SempraUtilities.com; peteresposito@earthlink.net;
JLSalazar@SempraUtilities.com; NROhanlon@hhlaw.com;
michael.alexander@sce.com; cem@newsdata.com; RegRelCPUCCases@pge.com;
KJBh@pge.com; mike.ahmadi@Granitekey.com; mrw@mrwassoc.com;
cpe@cpuc.ca.gov; pzs@cpuc.ca.gov; ram@cpuc.ca.gov; rmp@cpuc.ca.gov;
tim@cpuc.ca.gov

By hand delivery:

Hon. Timothy Kenney

Administrative Law Judge

California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 5021
San Francisco, CA 94102

Executed this 29" day of April, 2010, in San Francisco, California.

/S/ MAURA BONAL
Maura Bonal
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Service Lists
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I. Parties

CHRISTOPHER A. SCHINDLER
HOGAN & HARTSON LLP
COLUMBIA SQUARE

555 THIRHTEENTH STREET, NW
WASHINGTON, CA 20004

FOR: CENTRAL VALLEY GAS STORAGE, LLP

RASHID A. RASHID

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4107

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA
FOR: DRA

94102-3214

JEANNE B. ARMSTRONG
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP

505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: WILD GOOSE STORAGE, LLC
DAN L. CARROLL

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DOWNEY BRAND, LLP

621 CAPITOL MALL, 18TH FLOOR
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: LODI GAS & STORAGE, LLC

II. Information Only
PEDRO VILLEGAS

SEMPRA ENERGY UTILITIES
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

DANIEL MCNAMARA

CENTRAL VALLLEY GAS STORAGE LLP
1844 FERRY ROAD

CR317

NAPERVILLE, IL 60563

STEVEN D. PATRICK

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY

555 WEST FIFTH STREET, GT14Gl

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013-1011

FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY

KEITH T. SAMPSON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

77 BEALE STREET (PO BOX 7442)

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

MARTIN A. MATTES

NOSSAMAN, LLC

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, 34TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-4799
FOR: ENERLAND, LLC

ANN TROWBRIDGE
DAY CARTER MURPHY LLC

3620 AMERICAN RIVER DRIVE, SUITE 205
SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

FOR: GILL RANCH STORAGE, LLC

STEPHEN CITTADINE

CENTRAL VALLEY GAS STORAGE, LLC

3333 WARRENVILLE ROAD, STE. 630

LISLE, IL 60532

PETER G. ESPOSITO
CRESTED BUTTE CATALYSTS LLC
PO BOX 668 / 1181 GOTHIC CORRIDOR

CRESTED BUTTE, CO 81224
FOR: LODI GAS STORAGE, LLC



JEFFREY L. SALAZAR

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
555 WEST FIFTH STREET, GT14D6
LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

MICHAEL ALEXANDER

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE, QUAD 1C
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

CASE COORDINATION

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST., PO BOX 770000 MC BSA
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

MIKE AHMADI
GRANITEKEY, LLC

1295 HEATHER LANE
LIVERMORE, CA 94551

III. State Service

EUGENE CADENASSO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

BRA

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

RICHARD A. MYERS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

BRA

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

TIMOTHY KENNEY
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES

ROOM 5015
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NEIL R. O'HANLON

HOGAN & HARTSON LLP

1999 AVENUE OF THE STARS, SUITE 1400
LOS ANGELES, CA 90067

HILARY CORRIGAN

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

425 DIVISADERO ST. SUITE 303
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117-2242

KENNETH BRENNAN

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000, MC N15A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

MRW & ASSOCIATES, LLC
1814 FRANKLIN STREET, SUITE 720
OAKLAND, CA 94612

PEARLIE SABINO
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY COST OF SERVICE & NATURAL GAS

ROOM 4209
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT M. POCTA
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY COST OF SERVICE & NATURAL GAS

ROOM 4205
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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REPLY BRIEF
OF ENERLAND, LLC

NOSSAMAN LLP
Martin A. Mattes

50 California Street, 34th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111

Tel: (415) 398-3600

Fax: (415) 398-2438

E-mail: mmaties@nossaman.com

’ Attorneys for ENERLAND, LLC
April 23, 2010
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of Central Valley Gas Storage, )
LLC for a Certificate of Public Convenience ) Application .09-08-008
and Necessity for Construction and ) (Filed August 19, 2009)
Operation of Natural Gas Storage Facilities )

)

REPLY BRIEF
OF ENERLAND, LLC

In accordance with Rule 13.11 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (“Rules”) and the procedural schedule set by the Assigned Commissioner’s
Ruling and Scoping Memo (“Scoping Memo”), Enerland, LLC (“Enerland”) hereby
respectfully submits its reply brief addressihg the abovefcaptioned application of Central
Valley Gas Storage, LLC (“Applicant” or “CVGS”) for a Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity authorizing it to construct and operate a natural gas storage field and
associated pipelines and facilities in Colusa County, California'. Enerland’s reply brief

responds to the opening brief of CVGS and is timely filed.

I. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

CVGS has asserted a “Presumptive Showing of Need” for its project-based on
its willingness to accept all of the financial risks associated with the project. CVGS Opening
Brief, at 3. However, its conduct toward Enerland makes clear that CVGS is not willing to
bear all of the financial risks associated with its project. To the contrary, CVGS has failed
to provide adequate evidence of liability insurance or to indémnify Enerland or other
underlying or neighboring property owners against the substantial risks of serious harm
presented by the project.

In its opening brief, Enerland emphasized the hazards associated with the

proposed natural gas project, as illustrated by recent disastrous accidents affecting natural



gas fired power plants and other natural gas facilities. Enerland explained the basis for its
concern as an owner of interests in real éstate, including the site of a 660 MW power
generating station currently under construction, in the immediate vicinity of the proposed
point of interconnection of the CVGS project with the Pacific Gas and Electric Company
(“PG&E”") gas transmission system. Enerland also explained its efforts to achieve
meaningful assurance from CVGS that property owners such as CVGS would be
adequately protected against the risks of catastroph’ic harm presented by the CVGS project.
and the lack of success of those efforts as of the time opening briefs were filed.
| Enerland’s concerns were addressed in the opening brief of CVGS, but not in a
- constructive way. Rather than address Enerland’s concerns on their merits, CVGS chose
to launch an ad hominem attack on Robert Mussetter, Enerland’s managing member and a
former Commiséioner of the California Energy Commission (“CEC”), and to submit as an
exhibit to ité brief a “Certificate of Insurance” on the same day that document was first
delivered to counsel for Enerland. The attack on Mr. Mussetter’s good faith is 'unseemly.
The so-called Certificate of Insurance is of minimal value. The whole approach taken by
CVGS in its opening brief discredits the Applicant in this proceeding and casts serious
doubt upon its qualifications to undertake a majof energy project involving serious risk of

| catastrophic harm.

Il. ISSUES

A. The Efforts of CVGS, in lts Opening Brief, to Attack Enerland and to Create an
lllusion of Protection Against Risk Leave Serious Doubt About the Qualifications of
CVGS to Construct and Operate a Gas Storage Project Presenting Public Safety
Concerns That Have Yet to Be Resolved.

Rather than seriously address the safety concerns Enerland has raised,
CVGS discounts them, attacks Enerland’s credibility, and purports to provide evidence

of insurance against the risks that it has already discounted. These efforts present



grounds for serious doubt about the qualifications of CVGS to construct and operate a

gas storage and pipeline project presenting unresolved safety risks.

1. CVGS'’s attack on Enerland’s good faith fails to recognize the substantial
changes of circumstances over the years since Enerland was seeking to
bring energy projects to its Colusa County property.

CVGS attempts to paint Enerland’s expressions of grave concern about the
safety risks presented by the CVGS project as “a transparent attempt to gain leverage
in connection with negotiations for a 30-foot right-of-way easement.” CVGS Opening
Brief, at 5. There is no basis for this claim. While it is true that CVGS has yet to
demonstrate good faith in its meager gestures toward initiating discussion of terms for
obtaining access and use of Enerland’s property, the potential for garnering a fair
compensation from an easement agreement is not what motivates Enerland’s
participation in this proceeding. Enerland is genuinely concerned about the risks of
serious harm presented by CVGS’s plan to interconnect its new pipeline with PG&E’s
Line 400/401A in the immediate vicinity PG&E'’s Colusa Power Plant. The Commission
" should share that concern and so, fran‘kly, should CVGS. |

Rather than seriously address Enerland’s safety conbern, CVGS attacks
Enerland and Robert Mussetter, its managing member, for what Enerland perceives to
be an inconsistent past effort to move energy projects onto Enerland property. As
evidence of such inconsistency, CVGS cites Mr. Mussetter’s correspondence with CEC
staff in 2003 in support of re-routing the proposed Ruby Pipeline to serve the Colusa
County power plant site on Enerland’s property and Enerland’s participation, also in
2003, in the CEC’s Walnut Energy Center proceeding. CVGS Opening Brief, at 5-7.

CVGS fails to recognize the substantially changed circumstances of the
present project as compared to those under consideration in 2003. For one thing,
there is now a nearly completed 660 MW power generating station on Enerland’s

property, in close proximity to the point at which CVGS plans to have its pipeline
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interconnect with PG&E’S Line 400/401A. Considering the PG&E gas transmission
facilities and four high-voltage electric transmission lines in the same vicinity, Enerland
conservatively estimates that the potential loss in the event of a catastrophic natural
~gas accident at or near that interconnection point is in the range of one billion dollars.
Another major change of circumstances since 2003 is a heightened
sensitivity to the risk of such catastrophic events. The Kleen Energy disaster that
occurred in Middletown, Connecticut just as the parties were preparing for the
prehearing conference in this case, discussed in detail in Enerland’s opening brief,
was a shocking reminder of the hazards presented by construction activities involving
natural gas. The Commission should not merely understand Enerland’s concern in that

regard. The Commission should share that concern.

2. The certificate of insurance on which CVGS relies provides no comfort to
Enerland and should give the Commission no confidence in the claim of
CVGS to be bearing all the financial risks associated with its project.

Ever since Enerland became active in this proceeding, the Applicant, CVGS,
has claimed to offer liability insurancé as its response to Enerland’s safety concerns.. At the
prehearing confere.nce held February 10, 2010, ALJ Kenney encouraged the parties to
meet and confer in this regard. Inits opening brief, Enerland noted that discussions had
been held, promises made, but no resolution achieved. Specifically, CVGS had not
“followed through in any concrete way on its commitment to provide evidence of adequate
insurance coverage.” Enerland Opening Brief, at 5.

CVGS addressed this issue in its opening brief by asserting that it will be
covered by the corporate insurance policies of its parent company, Nicor, Inc. (“Nicor”), and
by attaching to its brief a Certificate of Insurance “for comprehensive general liability
coverage in the amount of $35 million,” which was delivered to counsel for Enerland a few

hours before the brief was filed. CVGS Opening Brief, at 10 and Exhibit 3.



The purported Certificate of Insurance is a very questionable document. 1t does
not extend any insurance coverage to Enerland or any other third party. Enerland is not
named as an “additional insured,” and the Certificate states that it “does not confer rights to
the certificate holder.” The document purports only to certify the coverage provided by an
entity called “Associated Electric & Gas Services Ltd” to an entity named as “Central Valley
Gas.” See CVGS Opening Brief, Exhibit C. Nicor is not mentioned at all.

The certified coverage is limited to “EXCESS / UMBRELLA COVERAGE" up to
$35 million and is subject to a self-insured retention (“SIR”) of $2 million. /d. A self-insured
retention is a tricky provision that the International Risk Management Institute, Inc., has
defined and described as follows:

Self-insured Retention (“SIR”): A dollar amount specified in an insurance

policy (usually a liability insurance policy) that must be paid by the insured

before the insurance policy will respond to a loss. SIRs typically apply to

both the amount of the loss and related costs, e.g., defense costs, but

some apply only to amounts payable in damages, e.g., settlements,

awards, and judgments. An SIR differs from a true deductible in at least

two important ways. Most importantly, a liability policy's limit stacks on top

of an SIR while the amount of a liability insurance deductible is subtracted

from the policy's limit. As contrasted with its responsibility under a

deductible, the insurer is not obligated to pay the SIR amount and then
seek reimbursement from the insured; the insured pays the SIR directly to

the claimant.’

What this means is that the policy CVGS claims to have in force appears to
provide protection, at best, only to the extent that CVGS already has incurred and paid
costs exceeding $2 million. If CVGS fails to pay costs resulting from its liability — or is
" unable to do so due to insolvency — the excess/umbrella insurance policy appears to be
useless and of no value either to CVGS or to any injured party. Moreover, the Certificate of
Insurance indicates that the self-insured retention applies only to personal and advertising
injury — and not to property damage. This strbngly implies that the excess/umbrella

coverage is equally limited — and so would provide no protection whatsoever for the

1 http://www.irmi.com/online/insurance-glossary/terms/s/self-insured-retention-sir.aspx
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apprbximately $1 billion value of utility plant assets in the immediate vicinity of the proposed
point of interconnection between the CVGS project and PG&E’s natural gas transmission
system. And, of course, the umbrella coverage is limited to $35 million, an inadequate
amount.

On April 16, 2010, counsel for Enerland directed a series of information requests
regarding the Certificate of Insurance to counsel for CVGS. These included questions
about the qualifications of the purported insurer, the effects of the self-insured retention, the
willingness of CVGS to endorse the policy to show Enerland as an additional named
insured, and the willingness of Nicor, the parent company of CVGS, to provide ‘a guaraniee
to cover the liabilities 6f CVGS. Shortly before noon on April 23, 2010 (the day this brief is
being filed), CVGS provided a partiai response to Enerland’s information requests. This
response included a new Certificate of Insurance (attached to this reply brief as Exhibit A),
apparently intended to replace the previous one. The new Certificate indicates that the self-
insured retention is not limited to personal and advertising injury but may have a broader
scope, implying that the excess/umbrella coverage offered by the policy also may be
broader in scope. Also, the CVGS response indicates, contrary to the Certificate, that the
named insured is Nicor rather than Central Valley Gas and that Nicor “is responsible for
paying the first $2 million on a claim, not Central Valley.” Only once the $2 million Nicor
pays is exceeded, _wiIl the insurer provide coverage to CVGS.

Neither the original Certificate of Insurance nor its rép!acement provides any
-substantial sense of security to Enerland. Even if Nicor's insurance provides some value to
CVGS, it offers little if any protection to Enerland, either in the form of insurance or
indemnification. The possible commitment by Nicor to stand behind its limited liability

subsidiary is unsubstantiated and inconsistently described.



Enerland is seriously concerned by the inadequacy of the showing CVGS has
provided on the insurance issue, and the lateness of the effort by CVGS to remedy that

situation. The Commission should share these concerns.

B. Reporting Requirements.

Not addressed.

C. The Commission Should Not Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration Pursuant
to CEQA for the Construction and Operation of the Central Valley Gas Storage
Project Until Risks to Public Safety Have Been Sufficiently Mitigated.

On April 22, 2010, Enerland received notice that a draft Initial Study/Mitigated
Negative Declaration (“IS/MND”) for the CVGS project was available for review on the
Commission’s website for the project. The notice indicated that the public review period for
the 1S/MND would start on that date and that comments will be accepted until May 22,
2010.

As of this time, Enerland has had only minimal opportunity to review the
- IS/MND. Enerland notes.that well over 100 pages of the IS/MND are devoted to safety
issues but that the mitigation measures proposed to address hazards to the public do not
appear designed to address the concerns Enerland has raised. Acéordingly, it is premature
to address in the present brief whether the proposed IS/MND should be approved.
Enerland must again affirm, however, that the Commission should not adopt an MND with
respect to the CVGS project until identified risks to public safety have been sufficiently

mitigated, a goal that still has not been achieved.

I1l. CONCLUSION
For the reasons stated above and in its opening brief, Enerland respectfully
urges the Commission not to grant a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity,

adopt a Mitigated Ne'gative Declaration, or otherwise authorize the CVGS project until



CVGS has provided clear and fully documented evidence that it has taken all appropriate
steps to protect underlying and neighboring property owners and the public at large against
the substantial risks of harm presented by its project, including adequate insurance and

indemnification of those parties against potential liability for such harm.

Respectfully submitted,

NOSSAMAN LLP

By _/S/ MARTIN A. MATTES.
Martin A. Mattes

50 California Street, 34th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111

Tel: (415) 398-3600

Fax: (415) 398-2438

E-mail: mmattes@nossaman.com

Attorneys for ENERLAND, LLC

Aprit 23, 2010
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¥ CERTIFICATE OF LIABI

PRODUCER
MARSH USA INC.
500 WEST MONROE STREET
CHICAGO, IL 60661

LITY INSURANCE |

DATE (MM/DDM i
04/21/2010

THIS CERTIFICATION IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION
ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE |
HOLDER. THIS CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AMEND, EXTEND OR
ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES BELOW.

THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BE

12345 --XSLIA-08-09 INSURERS AFFORDING COVERAGE NAIC #
INSURED INSURER A: Associated Electric & Gas Services Ltd
Central Valley Gas R — -
3333 Warrenville Road INSURER B: N/A N/A
Lisle, IL 60532 SURER ST ivared ) B
INSURER D:
INSURER E:
COVERAGES B 6

EN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD INDICATED.
NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE
MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN 1S SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS, EXCLUSIONS AND
CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. AGGREGATE LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.

SPECIAL PROVISIONS below

INSR ADD'L; POLICY EFFECTIVE POLICY EXPIRATION
LTR|INSRD TYPE OF INSURANCE POLICY NUMBER DATE (MWDDYYYY) | DATE (MMEDYYYY) LIMITS
c GENERAL LIABILITY 06/30/2009 | 06/30/2010 [ chOCCHRRENCE 9 SIR 2,000.000
X | COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY PREMISES(Ea occurrence) |9
X ] cLams MaDE D OCCUR MED EXP (Any one person) |§
777777 o PERSONAL & ADV INJURY |§
E GENERAL AGGREGATE  {§ 2,000,000
| GENERAL AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER PRODUGTS - COMPIOP AGE G
7 poucy| | et [] toc I T T
AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY COMBINED SINGLE LT |
ANY AUTO (Ea accident)
ALL OWNED AUTOS BODILY INJURY $
SCHEDULED AUTOS (Per person)
HIRED AUTOS BODILY INJURY $
| | NON-OWNED AUTOS (Per accident)
I PROPERTY DAMAGE
I (Per accident) $
GARAGE LIABILITY AUTO ONLY - EA ACCIDENT|§
ANY AUTO OTHERTHAN _EAACC 1§
AUTO ONLY: $
AGG
A _?(PESS /UMBRELLA LIABILITY X0061A1A09 06/30/2009 06/30/2010 EACH OCCURRENCE $ 35,000,000
) 1 OCCUR {;X‘] CLAIMS MADE AGGREGATE $ 35,000,000
$
DEDUCTIBLE 3
RETENTION $ Iy
WORKERS COMPENSATION AND WC STATU- OTH-
EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY TORY LIMITS ER 3
éNY PROF;\’AREIETORIE/)\(ETNERIE’?(ECUTIVE YIN E-L. EACH ACCIDENT
FFICERMEMBER EXCLUDED? } E L DISEASE - EA EMPLOYER S
(Mandatory in NH) If yes, describe under E | DISEASE - POLICY LIMIT $

OTHER

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS/LOGATIONS/VEHICLES/EXCLUSIONS ADDED BY ENDORSEMENT/SPECIAL PROVISIONS

CERTIFICATE HOLDER

CHI-002822747-02

CANCELLATION

ENERLAND, LLC

P. 0. BOX 789

1387 "E" STREET
WILLIAMS, CA 95987

30

UPON THE

INSURER,

iTS

AGENTS OR

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE THE
EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, THE ISSUING INSURER WILL ENDEAVOR TO MAIL
DAYS WRITTEN NOTICE TO THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER NAMED TO THE LEFT,
BUT FAILURE TO DO SO SHALL IMPOSE NO OBLIGATION OR LIABILITY OF ANY KIND
REPRESENTATIVES.

Mary Radaszewski

I

ACORD 25 (2009/01)

© 1998-2009 ACORD CORPORATION. All Rights Reserved
The ACORD name and logo are registered marks of ACORD



IMPORTANT

If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must be endorsed. A statement
on this certificate does not confer rights to the certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s).

If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may
require an endorsement. A statement on this certificate does not confer rights to the certificate
holder in lieu of such endorsement(s).

DISCLAIMER

This Certificate of Insurance does not constitute a contract between the issuing insurer(s), authorized
representative or producer, and the certificate holder, nor does it affirmatively or negatively amend,
extend or alter the coverage afforded by the policies listed thereon.

Acord 25 (2009/01)




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Jeannie Wong, hereby certify that on this date | will serve by electronic mail
and by hand delivery, the foregoing corrected REPLY BRIEF OF ENERLAND, LLC on
the parties in Application 09-08-008, below:

By electronic mail:

CASchindler@hhlaw.com; spatrick@sempra.com; rhd@cpuc.ca.gov;
kts1@pge.com; jarmstrong@goodinmacbride.com; mmattes@nossaman.com;
dcarroll@downeybrand.com; atrowbridge@daycartermurphy.com;
pvillegas@semprautilities.com; peteresposito@earthlink.net;
JLsalazar@semprautilities.com; NROhanlon@hhlaw.com;
michael.alexander@sce.com; cem@newsdata.com;
RegRelCPUCCases@pge.com; KIBh@pge.com; mike. ahmadl@Gramtekey com;
mrw@mrwassoc.com; cpe@cpuc.ca.gov, pzs@cpuc ca.gov; ram@cpuc.ca.gov,
rmp@cpuc.ca.gov; tim@cpuc.ca.gov

By hand delivery:

Hon. Timothy Kenney

Administrative Law Judge

California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 5021
San Francisco, CA 94102

Executed this 27" day of April, 2010 in San Francisco, California.

/S/ JEANNIE WONG
Jeannie Wong -




CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

Service Lists

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

PROCEEDING: A0908008 - CENTRAL VALLEY GAS S
FILER: CENTRAL VALLEY GAS STORAGE, LLC

LAST CHANGED: MARCH 30, 2010

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

CHRISTOPHER A. SCHINDLER
HOGAN & HARTSON LLP

COLUMBIA SQUARE

555 THIRHTEENTH STREET, NW
WASHINGTON, CA 20004

FOR: CENTRAL VALLEY GAS STORAGE, LLP

RASHID A. RASHID

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION
ROOM 4107

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA
FOR: DRA

94102-3214

JEANNE B. ARMSTRONG

GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: WILD GOOSE STORAGE, LLC

DAN L. CARROLL

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DOWNEY BRAND, LLP

621 CAPITOL MALL, 18TH FLOOR
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: LODI GAS & STORAGE, - LLC

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

PEDRO VILLEGAS

SEMPRA ENERGY UTILITIES
EMATIL ONLY

EMATIL ONLY, CA 00000

DANTIEL MCNAMARA
CENTRAL VALLLEY GAS STORAGE LLP
1844 FERRY ROAD

NAPERVILLE, IL 60563

JEFFERY L. SALAZAR

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
555 W. FIFTH STREET, GT14Dé

LOS ANGELES, CA- 30013

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

STEVEN D. PATRICK

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SEMPRA ENERGY

555 WEST FIFTH STREET, STE 1400

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013-1011

FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY

KEITH T. SAMPSON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

77 BEALE STREET (PO BOX 7442)

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

MARTIN A. MATTES

ATTORNEY AT LAW

NOSSAMAN, LLC

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, 34TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-4799
FOR: ENERLAND, LLC

ANN TROWBRIDGE

DAY CARTER MURPHY LLC
3620 AMERICAN RIVER DRIVE,
SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

FOR: GILL RANCH STORAGE, LLC

SUITE 205

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

STEPHEN CITTADINE

CENTRAL VALLEY GAS STORAGE, LLC
3333 WARRENVILLE ROAD, STE. 630
LISLE, IL 60532

PETER G. ESPOSITO

CRESTED BUTTE CATALYSTS LLC

PO BOX 668/1181 GOTHIC CORRIDOR CR317
CRESTED BUTTE, CO 81224

FOR: LODI GAS STORAGE, LLC

NEIL R. O'HANLON

HOGAN & HARTSON LLP

1999 AVENUE OF THE STARS, SUITE 1400
LOS ANGELES, CA 950067



MICHAEL ALEXANDER

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE, QUAD 1C
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

CASE COORDINATION

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000 MC BY9A

77 BEALE STREET

~SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

MIKE AHMADI
GRANITEKEY, LLC

1295 HEATHER LANE
"LTVERMORE, CA 94551

State Service

...............................................................................

EUGENE CADENASSO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

RICHARD A. MYERS
CALTF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

TIMOTHY KENNEY
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES

ROOM 5015
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 954102-3214

HILARY CORRIGAN

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

425 DIVISADERO ST. SUITE 303
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117-2242

KENNETH BRENNAN

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000, MC NI15A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

MRW & ASSOCIATES, LLC
1814 FRANKLIN STREET, SUITE 720
ORKLAND, CA 94612

............................. 99T P ass P s o0 s Hesosr TR Isa0050000900020NONTPUIIIPIOITS

PEARLIE SABINO
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENERGY COST OF SERVICE & NATL GAS BRA

ROOM 4209
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT M. POCTA :
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENERGY COST OF SERV & NATURAL GAS BRA

ROOM 4205
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 954102-3214



