
TURN Data Request 2 to Southern California Gas in A. 08-09-023

1. Please provide a spreadsheet that tracks and identifies each of the AMI operational benefits contained in Table III-10 (SCG-3, p. III-27) to its FERC Account or Subaccount on a year by year basis for the full AMI evaluation period for avoided expense benefits. Also, please provide the same information for avoided capital benefits tracking the AMI benefit to its SoCalGas Budget Number. Further, where any of the costs of those operational benefits differ from those costs authorized (or proposed and please differentiate the two) from those contained in SoCalGas’ 2008 general rate case, please reconcile, describe and quantify the difference between the operational benefit proposed in AMI and those contained in the 2008 GRC. Please ensure the information is reported on a year-by-year basis rather than on a present value basis.

2. With regard to the meter reading benefits discussed on p. III-29 of SoCalGas’s AMI Testimony (SCG-3, p. 29), please reconcile the number of meter readers assumed to be avoided by AMI (i.e., 718 FTEs in 2008) with the number of estimated meter readers for 2008 (663 FTEs) contained in SCG’s 2008 Workpapers (A. 06-12-010, Workpapers Supporting SCG-7, Customer Services Operation, J. Patrick Petersilia, p. 81).  

3. Has SoCalGas estimated any benefits from avoided Gas Telemetry activities? If not, please explain why not. If avoided Gas Telemetry is included as an AMI benefit please report where that benefit is calculated in SCG’s AMI workpapers. 

4. Please explain whether SoCalGas has included any benefits from avoiding the costs contained in FERC #184.4 (Tools and Uniforms). If SoCalGas has included those benefits please report where those benefits are contained in the AMI business case analysis. If they are not considered an operational benefit, please explain why. 

5. Please explain whether SoCalGas assumes any benefits from reduced management of its meter reading force (FERC #902.5). If that operational benefit is contained in the AMI business case, please explain where it is contained in the benefits calculations, show how it was calculated and track the avoided costs back to SCG’s 2008 GRC (FERC #902.5) and reconcile and explain any differences between the AMI business case analysis, and the 2008 GRC. If SCG did not include avoided management or supervision of meter readers as an AMI operational benefit, please explain why. 

6. Please confirm that SoCalGas forecasts that its AMI deployment will result in the full elimination of “Change of Account” orders as explained in Chapter III of SoCalGas’ AMI application (p. III-34). If the SoCalGas is assuming full elimination of manual activities associated with “Change of Account” please explain why AMI will only eliminate 40 FTE when SCG’s 2008 GRC requested funding for 164 FTEs associated with “Change of Account” activities (A. 06-12-010, Workpapers supporting SCG-7, p. 30). Please provide all calculations, assumptions and other inputs used to support the response to this request. 

7. Please explain why SoCalGas’ assumption that its AMI deployment will eliminate “Read & Verify” costs results in the elimination of a single FTE for a cost savings over the 2009-2034 period of $1.1 million when SoCalGas’ 2008 GRC workpapers indicate that approximately 25 FTEs work on approximately 145,000 “Read & Verify” orders per year at a cost of $1.56 mm per year (A. 06-12-010, Workpapers Supporting SCG-7, pp. 29-30). 

8. Please provide the percentage of “High Bill Inquiries” that SoCalGas assumes a) occur every year, and b) will be eliminated by AMI. Further, is it SoCalGas’ contention that AMI will only save one FTE over the deployment period versus its 2008 general rate case showing that it currently employs 8 FTE to investigate “High Bill Inquiries”. Finally, please reconcile SoCalGas’ assumptions concerning avoiding “High Bill Inquiries” benefits for AMI, with its showing in A. 06-12-010 and explain any and all differences between its AMI workpapers and its workpapers supporting SCG-7 in A. 06-12-009. 

9. Please provide in electronic format SoCalGAs’ responses to the 13th data request, and onward, of the Division of Ratepayer Advocates. Further, please provide all responses to any past or future DRA data responses deemed confidential. If there are any other intervenors in this proceeding asking data requests, also please provide all responses (confidential or public) to those parties’ data requests.  

10. Please explain whether or not SoCalGas’ AMI project will eliminate its Remote Access Meter Reading project (A. 06-12-010, Capital Workpapers Supporting SCG-7, p. CWP-1). If SoCalGas has not included elimination of this project’s capital and expense costs in its AMI business case analysis, please explain why? If it has included these benefits in AMI, please show where they are contained, and provide SoCalGas’ quantification of these AMI benefits, including all assumptions, calculations, and other factors supporting those benefits.  

