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COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED DECISION OF AL] BUSHEY
InR.11-02-019, issued May 10, 2011
Of the
UTILITY WORKERS UNION OF AMERICA (UWUA)
LOCALS 132,483,522

I. Introduction and Overview

These Comments will primarily focus on the application of the Proposed
Decision (hereafter MAOP Validation PD) to and implications for the Southern
California Gas Company (hereafter SoCal). The UWUA supports the direction and
the requirements of the MAOP Validation PD as applied to Southern California Gas
specifically and the California natural gas industry generally. The PD imparts a
strong sense of commitment to extending to the entire industry in California the
most urgent lessons learned by the National Transportation Safety (NTSB) Board in
its investigation of the San Bruno explosion. This is an entirely appropriate first
step as the Commission begins the process of developing a comprehensive safety
culture that seeks to identify hazards in the industry and eliminate them before they
cause injury and damage.

From the perspective of UWUA the PD represents an important affirmation of
a systems approach to safety:

This Commission is currently confronting the most deadly tragedy in
California history from public utility operations. We are resolute in our
commitment to improve the safety of natural gas transmission
pipelines. In this context, it is absolutely essential that our regulated
utilities display the highest level of candor and honesty. We understand
that the issues at hand implicate substantial expenses and capital
investments, and that the optimum means to address these safety
issues may be subject to reasonable debate. To perform our
Constitutional and statutory duties, we must have forthright and timely
explanations of the issues, as well as comprehensive analysis of the
advantages and disadvantages of potential actions. MAOP Validation
PD, page 17

The NTSB is in the midst of a comprehensive root cause analysis of the San

Bruno tragedy. It has identified uncertainty about PG&E’s approach to determining



maximum allowable operating pressure for transmission pipe (MAOP) as a
fundamental safety problem caused in part by inadequate documentation (both
missing documents and inaccurate documents) and a resulting reliance on
engineering-based assumptions about pipeline element quality and characteristics

that may be factually inaccurate. The objective is to establish adequate safety

margins above the level of normal pipeline operations for high pressure pipe located
in densely populated areas. UWUA supports that objective.

As the entity that enforces gas safety in California pursuant to the Public
Utilities Code,! including NTSB recommendations, the Commission has ordered all
California gas utilities to assemble the materials needed to undertake an as-built
document-based approach to calculation of MAOP and safety margins for all
transmission pipe? located in high consequence areas3 that has not been
hydrostatically pressure tested. This represents nearly 50 % of all “criteria pipe” for
SoCal. Document identification and a complete engineering analysis based on

documents as a basis for MAOP validation has not been completely availing for any

1 The Commission cites PU Code section 451 as the basis for its action in the MAOP
Validation PD; PU Code 761 is also authority for an order directing changes to correct
conditions it finds to be unsafe or inadequate.

2 Transmission pipe is described by federal regulation (adopted for state regulatory
purposes by General Order 112-E, section 101.2) as pipe that is used to transport gas
upstream of a distribution center and that operates at a “hoop stress of more than 20 % of
SMYS.” 49 CFR 192.3 SMYS is in turn defined by 49 CFR 192.3 as “specified minimum
yield strength” which is either (1) a manufacturer’s specification or (2) if there is no
manufacturer’s specification either an assumption (24,000 psi) or a value developed
through certain specified tests. 49 CFR 192.3; 49 CFR 192.107 and Appendix B - Qualified
Pipe, Section II. Appendix B, section III creates special requirements for pre-1970 pipe.
Defining transmission pipe based on operational characteristics and history suggests that
there may be ambiguities in the scope of the MAOP Validation PD. See below, pp.

3 The MAOP Validation PD applies to Class 3 and 4 locations and class 1 and 2 “high
consequence areas.” These are locations defined by federal regulation as having relatively
high concentrations of population and structures. 49 CFR 192.5 (definition of area
classifications); 49 CFR 192.903 (definition of high consequence area)



of the state’s gas utilities. SoCal has concluded that an alternate approach -
identification of historical pressure testing or pressurization records where possible
- should be utilized.# SoCal proposes to utilize data from pressure tests using any
medium including inert gases and - in a few cases -- natural gas, not restricted to
hydrostatic pressure tests. UWUA supports SoCal’s approach to the use of testing
media as practical under the circumstances.

The MAOP Validation PD adopts the fundamental skepticism of the CPSD and
consumer advocate organizations TURN, Disability Rights Advocates and
City/County of San Francisco about the use of engineering assumptions to establish
MAOPs for transmission pipe in the absence of documentation, expressed in their
responses to PG&E'’s Motion for Adoption of a Maximum Allowable Operating
Pressure Validation Methodology, filed April 21, 2011. It approves for all utilities the
CPSD proposal that all transmission pipe that has not been properly pressure tested
be tested or replaced. MAOP Validation PD at page 20; Finding 7 at page 26;
Ordering Paragraphs 4 and 6, pp. 29-30. The drill of document compilation and
analysis is to be continued for the potential value it might have for ongoing
operation of the affected transmission pipe. Ibid. As detailed below, UWUA agrees
with this suggestion. To sum up, the MAOP Validation PD seeks to bring all
transmission pipe operated by gas utilities in densely populated areas up to what it
characterizes as “modern standards for safety.” MAOP Validation PD at 18

UWUA recognizes that the MAOP Validation PD arises primarily out of the
Commission’s interaction with PG&E in the aftermath of the San Bruno explosion,
and that the context for evaluating its directives to the Sempra Companies, Southern
California Gas and San Diego Gas and Electric, is factually different: there has been
no comparable catastrophic explosion in Southern California. Nonetheless, UWUA

fully supports the policy rationale underlying the PD: all of the residents and

4 “Report of Southern California Gas Company and San Diego Gas & Electric Company on
Actions Taken in Response to the National Transportation Safety Board Recommendations,”
filed April 15, 2011, hereafter “April 15 Report.”



businesses of California should have fundamentally similar assurances that the
physical systems for delivering gas are safe. In this first stage of the Gas Safety

Rulemaking all gas customers in California should have similar assurances, based on

sound engineering practices and physical demonstrations, that the pipes carrying
gas at high pressures in densely populated areas are operated with a substantial
margin of safety built into the physical system.

The directive to the Sempra Companies to develop the documentation for
SMYS and MAOPs for current levels of operating pressures to the extent feasible,
and to develop a plan for testing and/or replacing transmission pipe for which no
documentation of adequate pressure testing exists, will clearly and transparently
establish a foundation for preserving that safety margin going forward. SoCal’s
proposed actions outlined in the April 15 Report are also generally in accordance
with the Commission’s direction in the MAOP Validation PD and UWUA is generally
supportive of those proposals. SoCal proposes to test or replace all criteria pipe that
has not been pressure-tested under its expanded test protocols (Category 4 pipe)

Its enhanced testing apparently would include in-line inspection as a substitute for
pressure testing where feasible. C.f.,, April 15 Report, pp. 11-12 UWUA supports
SoCal’s proposal to use in-line inspection as a complement to pressure-testing, with
the caveat noted below at page 10 (suggestion (g)).

However, UWUA does not agree that transmission pipe in Class 4 locations
that tests to 125 % of MAOP is adequate to comply with the Commission’s objectives
in the Gas Safety Rulemaking; c.f., April 15 Report at 7. Federal regulations, 49 CFR
192.619(a) and 192.620(a), appear to require safety margins of 1.4 times MAOP for
pre-1970 pipe and 1.5 times MAOP for post-1970 pipe in those locations. The
Commission should not accept grandfathered safety margins going forward. The
April 15 Report should be updated to reflect actual test pressures for all criteria pipe

--including pipe in Categories 1, 2 and 3 -- to assure compliance with modern safety



standards going forward. Pipe testing between 125% and 150% of MAOP in Class 3

and 4 locations should be identified and subjected to further scrutiny.

The Remainder of these Comments will situate the MAOP Validation PD in the
larger Gas Safety Rulemaking and suggest potential improvements to the proposals
contained in SoCal’s April 15 Report, to be developed primarily through workshops
as suggested by the MAOP Validation PD.

II. Scope of Gas Safety Rulemaking in Relation to MAOP Validation PD

(1) Transmission focus of MAOP Validation PD does not exhaust R. 11-02-019

The scope of the Gas Safety Rulemaking as respects facilities is not exhausted
by the MAOP Validation PD. The adequacy of physical facilities associated with
delivery downstream from high pressure transmission pipe - distribution, service
lines, meters and pressure regulation devices associated with those facilities - is
equally important to the public’s sense of well-being and confidence in the safety of
the gas service they receive. The aspiration of the Commission to create a
comprehensive safety culture is broader than the MAOP Validation PD’s entirely
understandable focus on the urgent recommendations of the NTSB. UWUA will
make a proposal at the PHC to be held on June 2 that the MAOP Validation Order,
approving the MAOP Validation PD, be considered Phase 1 of the Gas Safety
Rulemaking.

The anticipated MAOP Validation Order, as the first order of the Commission
following its issuance of the Gas Safety Rulemaking, will establish a process that
results, after workshops, in Commission approval of a testing/replacement plan for

the pipe that fits within the scope of the transmission/HCA matrix that is the focus



of the NTSB Urgent Recommendations and SoCal’s April 15 Report proposals.> That
Order should note that a parallel process for distribution pipe integrity will be
developed in the Gas Safety Rulemaking, in accordance with the proactive hazard
mapping and elimination/mitigation approach in a comprehensive safety plan as

proposed by UWUA in its Comments.

(2) Assuring Correct Identification of Transmission Pipe Covered by PD/Order

Another reason to reaffirm the broad scope of the Gas Safety Rulemaking is
the arbitrariness in the definition of transmission pipe itself, based on operation of
pipe at a specified percentage (20%) of the SMYS of the pipe. SoCal has identified
1416 “criteria miles” that fit within the location/operation matrix, and has
categorized them based on a history of prior pressure testing. SoCal also operates a
substantial amount of pipe it designates as “high pressure distribution pipe,” which
is located in densely populated areas - Class 3 and 4 locations and High
Consequence Areas 1 and 2. C.f, the system map on SoCal’s website:
http://www.socalgas.com/safety/pipeline-maps/index.shtml

This pipe is excluded from the remedial program outlined in the April 15
Report presumably because it is operated at less than 20 % of SMYS. If operational
requirements or conditions fluctuate or change due to seasonal demand or
commercial considerations, or due to longer-term factors such as population shifts,
load growth from commerecial activities such as increased natural gas vehicle fueling

or new manufacturing or electric generation, these pipes may cross the definitional

5> The NTSB recommendations do not cover all transmission pipe, only pipe that is located
in densely populated areas. The combined Sempra Companies note in the April 15 Report
that their analysis identifies over 4000 pipe segments comprising 1622 miles (1416
attributed to SoCal). UWUA is concerned that this focus may be too narrow and
underinclusive, because of the imprecise, arbitrary definition of transmission pipe (see
above fn. 2.) That potential defect can be remedied by a clear expression in the MAOP
Validation Order that the object under examination for safety is the SoCal system as a
whole.



threshold, with safety implications and regulatory consequences that should be
anticipated and covered as part of a comprehensive pro-active safety plan.6 Any
MAOP Validation Order should include an initial workshop to clarify and refine the
application of the location/operation matrix for testing and validation purposes, to
more accurately reflect the dynamic character of SoCal’s system. UWUA notes that
this may address a curious feature of the SoCal remedial program - the
discontinuities in the pipe segments subject to remedial action under Category 4.
The extremely chopped-up list of pipe segments in Appendix B to the April 15 Report
suggests a rote application of the definition. The remedial activities could be made
more thorough and coherent with a hands-on, operational understanding of the pipe

as it exists in the field.

3) Dynamic nature of pipe integrity reflected in Operation and Maintenance History

subsequent to a Pressure Test

Appreciating and capturing the spatially dynamic character of SoCal’s system
is important for accurately identifying pipe segments ripe for more intensive testing
and/or replacement. Equally important is assessing possible changes in pipe
integrity over time, through an evaluation of operation and maintenance of the pipe
segment subsequent to the pressure test that establishes baseline pipe capability.

Pressure testing establishes pipe capabilities at a single point in time, either
at the time of construction or later at the time of the test. But reliance only on the
test presents a static and possibly outdated picture of pipe segment and element
characteristics. Pipe operation and maintenance (O&M) is a dynamic process. The
quality of O&M, especially cathodic protection and other corrosion control; leak

identification and correction; repair history; direct and indirect inspection and

6 49 CFR 192.609 and 192.611 include procedures for conducting these types of
reassessments. The consequence of moving from a lower to a higher class area is a
substantial reduction in MAOP or a required upgrade in pipe strength. This may provide a
substantial deterrent to accurate classification of pipe segment location.



testing subsequent to installation are all key elements in assuring an ongoing safety
margin for all pipe, particularly for the pipes operated at high pressures that are the
subject of the MAOP Validation PD. The concern is that a static analysis at a single
point in time will substitute for steady vigilance and attention to the possibility of
change over time that degrades pipes’ physical quality after testing or installation.
Old pressure tests may not tell us enough.

One significant outcome of the document drill that the Commission has
instituted and the MAOP Validation PD continues is to provide confidence that
previously tested pipe has not degraded through internal and external corrosion,
accidental penetration, inadequate maintenance, insufficient repairs, etc. While
UWUA agrees with SoCal’s basic premise that MAOPs and safety margins should be
based on pressure tests and pressurization history, the issue of the quality of the
pipe, particularly for old pipe, should also reflect actual operating history and
performance. Pipe quality is a function both of initial quality (either at installation
or at the time of the pressure test) and O&M history subsequent to the
determination of initial pipe quality. The Commission should conduct workshops
that enable the parties and CPSD to assess the probability that pipe segments in
SoCal’s Categories 1, 2 and 3 (previously pressure tested) have been adequately
maintained since the pressure test and can be excluded from Category 4 treatment
(new test or replacement to assure adequate safety margin above MAOP) based on

current condition.

III. Treatment of “Category 4 Pipe” in the April 15 Report

As indicated above, the scope of the MAOP Validation PD/Order may be
insufficient if it is limited to the pipe segments described in the April 15 Report.
There may be more pipe than the identified 1416 miles of “criteria pipe.” There may
be more activity required than identification of a pressure test, whether hydrostatic

or gaseous medium, to track pipe capability over time as affected by operation and



maintenance practices. These matters should be addressed in workshops as
proposed in the MAOP Validation PD. This will enable the Commission and the
parties to evaluate whether SoCal’s identification of pipe segments in Categories 1, 2
and 3 are accurate and adequate, or whether there are more pipe segments to place
into Category 4.

Be that as it may, it is apparent that there is plenty of remedial work to
accomplish with respect to the pipe segments already identified and placed in
Category 4 by SoCal, without inclusion of additional pipe based on the above
considerations. UWUA is concerned that the Implementation Plan for testing
and/or replacement of Category 4 pipe be effective, and offers the following
considerations for additional workshop treatment. The purpose of these
suggestions is to provide a sound interim approach to what promises to be an
ongoing multi-year process for Category 4 pipe segments; in some respects it

improves on current standard O&M practices.

(a) Immediately institute expanded patrol and surveillance of all category 4
segments, with improved leak detection equipment and adequate time for on-
ground patrol (no aerial patrol). This should include periodic direct inspection
and excavation if necessary, based on the documentary O&M record.

(b) Where O&M documentation is inadequate or missing, create appropriate
baseline records based on direct inspection or non-destructive tests.

(c) Monitor cathodic protection on a short interval and assure immediate
correction of any break in cathodic protection.

(d) Enhance warnings to excavators and other third parties with access to pipe
segments to eliminate the possibility of inadvertent damage to pipe segments.
(e) Train and deploy sufficient permanent employees to perform patrol, leak
detection, inspection and repair activities on a bi-monthly basis (as proposed by

SoCal).

10



(f) Re-evaluate all Category 4 pipe, based on 150 % of MAOP, for test/replace
prioritization purposes.

(g) Supplement in-line inspection (ILI) as a test for pipe capability with external
inspection, evaluation and testing to assess external corrosion.

(h) Adopt a broad and aggressive public relations campaign about any testing
program, (comparable to PG&E’s) with expanded call-center involvement made
effective through appropriate adjustments to staffing levels.

(i) Perform a cost/benefit analysis of repair versus replacement for all priority
pipe segments, with the intention of keeping revenue requirement impacts

within reasonable levels.

IV. Ratemaking for SoCal Gas

The MAOP Validation PD specifically requests proposals for ratemaking
treatment of the MAOP validation activities it proposes to order. This directive as
applied to SoCal is significantly complicated by two considerations :

(1) many of the activities and programs anticipated by the PD overlap with

ongoing operation, maintenance, repair and replacement activities that SoCal

would undertake anyway;

(2) SoCal has commenced a general rate case (GRC), A.10-12-006 consolidated

with A.10-12-005, in which going forward revenue requirements for these

activities will be established.
The net effect of the MAOP Validation Order for SoCal will be to accelerate and re-
prioritize certain testing, repair and replacement activities as compared with the
proposals in the GRC, with consequent implications for revenue requirements and
rates. UWUA supports the direction of the MAOP Validation PD, and the
programmatic changes to enhance system safety and the public’s confidence in
system safety. UWUA also supports the PD’s evident intention to make utility

spending on safety transparent and to provide the public a sense of accountability

11



for safety-related expenditures. With respect to PG&E, the concern for
accountability involves a directive to parties to consider proposals for sharing safety
and remediation costs between shareholders and ratepayers. The same directive is
not made with respect to the Sempra Companies and UWUA will not make any
proposals in that vein.

UWUA is concerned that fragmentation and complexity of revenue
requirement determination and cost recovery has made utility pricing opaque and
impenetrable. Creating yet another off-set proceeding and related surcharge for
SoCal may contribute to confusion, not clarity and accountability. At the present
time, UWUA suggests that the MAOP Validation PD/Order as respects SoCal should
focus on programmatic changes that contribute to improved safety and the
perception of safety. The revenue requirement implications can then be reflected in
updated exhibits in the SoCal GRC, which is scheduled for hearings in December.

This approach is particularly appropriate for SoCal because of the important
accounting and ratemaking decisions to be made about expensing versus
capitalizing the safety-related programmatic expenditures and the evident
implications for the workforce that enhanced patrol, communications, accelerated
testing, repair and replacement for pipe segments will entail. These devilish details
should be addressed in a comprehensive and consistent manner in the GRC. The
GRC Order can be structured in a way that makes new and enhanced safety-related
initiatives and programs transparent for the public, and can provide for assurances

that the public will not exploited or abused in the name of enhanced safety.

CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, UWUA proposes that the Commission enter an
Order substantially similar to the Proposed Decision of Administrative Law Judge

Maribeth Bushey directing the creation of a test or replace Implementation Plan for

12



untested pipe, with the following supplemental elements included with respect to
Southern California Gas Company:

(1) evaluation of the April 15 Report to assure identification of the complete
complement of Criteria Pipe;

(2) evaluation of the April 15 Report to assure accurate identification of
Category 4 Pipe, based on analysis of operation and maintenance of pipe classified
as Categories 1, 2 and 3;

(3) approval of SoCal’s proposal contained in the April 15 Report for
enhanced patrol, operation and maintenance for Category 4 Pipe with the
modifications, additions and improvements suggested in Part IIl above;

(4) workshops to develop the factual basis for the foregoing items;

(5) coordination of ratemaking and revenue requirement development for
programs to validate MAOP pursuant to the Proposed Decision with the procedural
schedule of the SoCal General Rate Case, A. 10-12-006 consolidated with A.10-12-
005 in order to avoid fragmentation of the revenue requirement determinations for

Southern California Gas.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ /s/

Carl Wood William Julian II

Regulatory Affairs Director 43556 Almond Lane
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E-mail: carl.wood@uwua.net
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GILL RANCH STORAGE,
220 NW SECOND AVENUE
PORTLAND, OR 97209
FOR: GILL RANCH STORAGE,

LLC

LLC

ART FRIAS
UWUA LOCAL 132
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

CHRISTINE TAM
CITY OF PALO ALTO - UTILITIES



EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

CHUCK MARRE

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

ENRIQUE GALLARDO

THE GREENLINING INSTITUTE
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

GREG CLARK

COMPLIANCE MGR.

LODI GAS STORAGE, LLC
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

JOHN W. LESLIE

LUCE FORWARD HAMILTON & SCRIPPS LLP
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

LAUREN DUKE

DEUTSCHE BANK SECURITIES INC.
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, NY 00000

RAY WELCH

ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR
NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

SCOTT COLLIER

LOCI GAS STORAGE, LLC
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

TIMOTHY TUTT

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT

EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

MRW & ASSOCIATES, LLC
EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

CLEO ZAGREAN

MACQUARIE CAPITAL (USA)
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, NY 00000

GRANT KOLLING

CITY OF PALO ALTO
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

JAMES J. HECKLER

LEVIN CAPITAL STRATEGIES
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, NY 00000

KARLA DAILEY

SR. RESOURCE PLANNER
CITY OF PALO ALTO
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

NANCY LOGAN

UWUA LOCAL 132

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

ROBERT RUSSELL

LODI GAS STORAGE, LLC
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

TIMOTHY REA
EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

PEDRO VILLEGAS
SEMPRA ENERGY UTILITIES
EMAIL ONLY



SCOTT SENCHAK
DECADE CAPITAL
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, NY 00000-0000

DANIEL J. BRINK
COUNSEL

EXXON MOBIL CORP.

800 BELL ST., RM. 3497-0
HOUSTON, TX 77002

CHRISTY BERGER

MGR - STATE REG AFFAIRS
SOUTHWEST GAS CORPORATION
5241 SPRING MOUNTAIN ROAD
LAS VEGAS, NV 89150-0002

PRISCILA CASTILLO

LOS ANGELES DEPT OF WATER & POWER
111 NORTH HOPE ST., RM. 340

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

GREG HEALY

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
555 W. FIFTH ST., GT14Dé6

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

NADIA AFTAB
SOCALGAS/SDG&E

555 W. FIFTH STREET (GT14D6)
1.0OS ANGELES, CA 90013

RASHA PRINCE

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
555 WEST 5TH STREET, GT14D6

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013-1034

GREATER

JIM MCQUISTON
MCQUISTON ASSOCIATES
6212 YUCCA STREET

LOS ANGELES, CA 90028-5223
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EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000-0000

ANDREW GAY

ARC ASSET MANAGEMENT, LTD
237 PARK AVENUE, 9TH FLOOR
NEW YORK, NY 10017

KRISTINA M. CASTRENCE

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST., MC B1lOA

SAN FRANCISOC, CA 84105

JIM MATHEWS

ADMIN - COMPLIANCE - ENGINEERING
SOUTHWEST GAS CORPORATION

5241 SPRING MOUNTAIN ROAD

LAS VEGAS, NV 89150-0002

ROBERT L. PETTINATO

LOS ANGELES DEPT. OF WATER & POWER
111 NORTH HOPE ST., RM. 1150

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

JEFFREY L. SALAZAR

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

DEANA NG

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
555 WEST FIFTH STREET, SUITE 1400
LOS ANGLELES, CA 90013-1034

JORGE CORRALEJO

CHAIRMAN / PRESIDENT

LAT. BUS. CHAMBER OF GREATER L.A.
634 S. SPRING STREET, STE 600
I.OS ANGELES, CA 90014

FOR: LATINO BUSINESS CHAMBER OF

LOS ANGELES

ELLEN ISAACS

TRANS. DEPUTY

ASM MIKE FEUER

9200 SUNSET BLVD., STE. 1212
WEST HOLLYWOOD, CA 90069



DAVID E. TORRES

FIELD OPERATION MANAGER
CITY OF SOUTHGATE

4244 SANTA ANA ST.
SOUTHGATE, CA 90280

GREGORY KLATT
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL

411 E. HUNTINGTON DR.,
ARCADIA, CA 91006

STE. 107-356

CHRISTINA SCARBOROUGH

REGIONAL CONSERVATION ORGANIZER
SIERRA CLUB

8125 MORSE AVE.

NORTH HOLLYWOOD, CA 91605

CASE ADMINISTRATION

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE, PO BOX 800
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

JANET COMBS

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

MARCIE A. MILNER

SHELL ENERGY NORTH AMERICA (US), L.P.

4445 EASTGATE MALL,
SAN DIEGO, CA 92121

STE. 100

JASON HUNTER
RIVERSIDE PUBLIC UTILITIES
3435 14TH STREET

RIVERSIDE, CA 92501
LAURA SEMIK

PO BOX 1107

BELMONT, CA 94002

GEOFF CALDWELL
POLICE SERGEANT - POLICE DEPT.
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PAT JACKSON

BRANCH MANAGER

TEAM INDUSTRIAL SERVICES,
14909 GWENCHRIS COURT
PARAMOUNT, CA 90723

INC.

DANIEL W. DOUGLASS

DOUGLASS & LIDDELL

21700 OXNARD ST., STE. 1030
WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91367

FOR: TRANSWESTERN PIPELINE COMPANY

LESLIE CARNEY
4804 LAUREL CANYON BLVD.,
VALLEY VILLAGE, CA 91607

NO. 399

GLORIA ING

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

ROBERT F. LEMOINE

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE. SUITE 346L
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

CENTRAL FILES
SDG&E AND SOCALGAS

8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP31-E
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1550

WISAM ALTOWAIJI
PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER
CITY OF TUSTIN

300 CENTENNIAL WAY
TUSTIN, CA 92780

KLARA A. FABRY

DIR. - DEPT. OF PUBLIC SERVICES
CITY OF SAN BRUNO

567 EL CAMINO REAL

SAN BRUNO, CA 94066-4247

FOR: CITY OF SAN BRUNO

ROCHELLE ALEXANDER
445 VALVERDE DRIVE



CITY OF SAN BRUNO
567 EL CAMINO REAL
SAN BRUNO, CA 94066-4299

MARC D. JOSEPH

ADAMS BROADWELL JOSEPH & CARDOZO
601 GATEWAY BLVD., STE. 1000

SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94080-7037

JOE COMO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DRA - ADMINISTRATIVE BRANCH

ROOM 4101

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA
FOR: DRA

94102-3214

ROBERT FINKELSTEIN

LEGAL DIRECTOR

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
115 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

KAREN TERRANOVA
ALCANTAR & KAHL

33 NEW MONTGOMERY ST., STE. 1850
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

SEEMA SRINIVASAN

ALCANTAR & KAHL

LAMPREY

33 NEW MONTGOMERY ST., SUITE 1850
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

JEANNE B. ARMSTRONG

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

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

FOR: WILD GOOSE STORAGE,, LLC

AARON J. LEWIS
UC-HASTINGS COLLEGE OF LAW
721 BAKER STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94115

ROBERT GNAIZDA

OF COUNSEL

200 29TH STREET, NO. 1
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94131
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SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94080

SHARON RANDLE

SAN BRUNO GAS SAFETY TEAM
505 VAN NESS AVE., RM. 2-D
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

THERESA L. MUELLER

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
CITY HALL, ROOM 234

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-4682

DAREN CHAN

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST., MC B1lOC

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

KERRY C. KLEIN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST., MC B30A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

BRIAN T. CRAGG

GOODIN, MACBRIDE, SQUERI, DAY &
505 SANSOME STREET,

SAN FRANCISCO, CA

SUITE 900
94111

MARTIN A. MATTES

COUNSEL

NOSSAMAN, LLP

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, 34TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-4799

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS
425 DIVISADERO ST. STE 303
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117-2242

ALLIE MCMAHON

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, RM. 1056

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177



JANET LIU
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
JUSTICE

PO BOX 770000;
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

MC B9A
94177

MICHAEL ROCHMAN
MANAGING DIRECTOR
SPURR

1850 GATEWAY BLVD.,
CONCORD, CA 94520

SUITE 235

BRITT STROTTMAN
ATTORNEY AT LAW

MEYERS NAVE

555 12TH STREET, STE.
OAKLAND, CA 94607
FOR: CITY OF SAN BRUNO

1500

THOMAS BEACH

CROSSBORDER ENERGY

2560 9TH ST., SUITE 213A
BERKELEY, CA 94710-2557

CATHERINE M. ELDER
ASPEN ENVIRONMENT GROUP

8801 FOLSOM BLVD., SUITE 290
205
SACRAMENTO, CA 95826

DIANA S. GENASCI

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DAY CARTER & MURPHY LLP
3620 AMERICAN RIVER DRIVE,
SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

STE. 205

State Service

AIMEE CAUGUIRAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
SAFETY & RELIABILITY BRANCH

AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ELIZABETH M. MCQUILLAN
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION
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SUSAN DURBIN
CALIFORNIA STATE DEPARTMENT OF

1300 I STREET, PO BOX 944255
SACRAMENTO, CA 94244-2550

LAURENCE L. GEORGE

RELIABILITY ENGINEER / STATISTICIAN
1573 ROSELLI DRIVE

LIVERMORE, CA 94550

DAVID MARCUS
ADAMS BROADWELL & JOSEPH
PO BOX 1287

BERKELEY, CA 94701-1287

WILLIAM JULIAN
UTILITY WORKERS UNION OF AMERICA
43556 ALMOND LANE

DAVIS, CA 95618

ANN L. TROWBRIDGE
DAY CARTER & MURPHY LLP
3620 AMERICAN RIVER DRIVE, SUITE

SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

MIKE CADE

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

1300 SwWw 5TH AVE, SUITE 1750
PORTLAND, OR 97201

ANGELA K. MINKIN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5017

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

EUGENE CADENASSO
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION



ROOM 4107
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JONATHAN J. REIGER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5035

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JULIE HALLIGAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CONSUMER PROTECTION AND SAFETY DIVISION
GAS BRA

ROOM 2203

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MARCELO POIRIER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

JUDGES

ROOM 5025

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MATTHEW TISDALE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5303

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

PAUL S. PHILLIPS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

GAS BRA

ROOM 5206

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

RICHARD A. MYERS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT M. POCTA
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AREA 4-A
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JOYCE ALFTON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

KELLY C. LEE
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY COST OF SERVICE & NATURAL

ROOM 4102
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MARIBETH A. BUSHEY
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW

ROOM 5018
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

PAUL A. PENNEY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
SAFETY & RELIABILITY BRANCH

AREA 2-D

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

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

ROOM 4209
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

RICHARD CLARK
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CONSUMER PROTECTION AND SAFETY

ROOM 2205
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SARAH R. THOMAS



CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENERGY COST OF SERVICE & NATURAL GAS BRA
ROOM 4205

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JANILL RICHARDS

DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL

CALIFORNIA ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE
1515 CLAY STREET, 20TH FLOOR
OAKLAND, CA 94702

FOR: DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

ROBERT KENNEDY

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET, MS-20
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
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CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5033

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

GEOFFREY LESH

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET, MS-46
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814



