TURN DATA REQUEST DR-04 A.08-09-023

SOCALGAS RESPONSE

DATE RECEIVED: 2/17/09

DATE RESPONDED: March 11, 2009

1) Please provide a list of all other gas-only utilities known by SoCalGas to have installed either a) an advanced metering system with two-way communication capability similar to that being proposed in this application or b) a remote meter reading system with one-way communication. If SoCalGas has not investigated AMI or AMR deployed by other gas-only utilities please explain why it has not. If it has investigated the experience of other utilities please include the following information, 

a. The year the system went in, 

b. The economic justification for the system, 

c. The number of meters covered by the system, and 

d. Whether the business case analysis justifying the system included other benefits such as gas conservation to justify the project. 

SoCalGas Response 01: 

Please refer to the table below for gas-only utilities known by SoCalGas to have installed either two-way communication systems similar to that being proposed by SoCalGas or remote one-way communication systems.  SoCalGas’ investigation of deployments at other utilities focused primarily upon gas AMI technology.

SoCalGas is aware that although PG&E is a combination utility, it is implementing a “stand alone” gas AMI system.  There may be other combination utilities within the United States that are also deploying “Stand alone” gas AMI systems unbeknownst to SoCalGas.  SoCalGas visited Baltimore Gas & Electric, a combination utility that was running a pilot test that included two “stand alone” gas AMI technologies.

a.   The following table indicates the year the system was implemented, where known by SoCalGas.  All listed utility implementations were initiated within the last five years.

 b.  SoCalGas did not discuss specific business case justifications with these utilities.  Please refer to PG&E Proceeding A.05-06-028 for their “stand alone” gas AMI business case justification.

c.  The number of meters covered by each system is presented in following table.
d.  SoCalGas did not discuss the details of other utility’s business case analyses, nor utility perspectives on gas conservation benefits.

SoCalGas Response 01- Continued: 

	Gas Only Utilities with AMI or One-Way Fixed Network AMR

	Utility
	Project Start
	Currently Installed
	Planned Installation

	Atmos Energy
	2007
	75,000
	3,200,000

	Energy Services of Pensacola
	2008
	50,000
	50,000

	Wisconsin Public Service
	2003
	278,000
	278,000

	
	
	
	

	Gas / Electric Utilities with AMI or One-Way Fixed Network AMR

	Company
	
	Currently Installed
	Planned Installation

	Pacific Gas & Electric
	2005
	1,100,000
	4,100,000

	Baltimore Gas & Electric
	2007
	3,400
	Unknown

	Alliant Energy
	2008
	25,000 Gas
	400,000 Gas

	Montana Dakota
	2006
	277,000 G&E
	277,000 G&E

	Gas / Water Utilities with AMI or One-Way Fixed Network AMR

	Company
	
	Currently Installed
	Planned Installation

	Corpus Christi, TX
	2005
	146,000

(85,000 water & 61,000 gas)
	146,000


Response prepared by:  Rick Jefferson

2) In Chapter III, SoCalGas states that, for labor and non labor costs SoCal used 2007 expenses as a basis and then escalated those costs to 2008 dollars. Please provide the following information,
a. Are the 2007 costs used for AMI the 2007 forecast costs reported in A. 06-12-010 or are they actual recorded 2007 costs?
b. If SoCalGas used 2007 recorded costs not contained in the A. 06-12-010 application, please provide a table that shows, 

i. The 2007 costs reported in the 2008 GRC, 

ii. The 2007 recorded costs contained in the AMI filing, and 

iii. The GRC adjustments that take 2007 forecast costs to 2008 test year costs as proposed by SoCalGas in A. 06-12-010. 

SoCalGas Response 02:
a. Where SoCalGas used 2007 costs as a basis for estimating costs or benefits, 2007 recorded costs were used.  
b. i.-iii.  The following table provides the requested data for the meter reading department which is reported on in its entirety in the SoCalGas AMI filing.  Other activities with associated costs and/or benefits included in the SoCalGas AMI business case (such as customer services field, billing, and customer contact center) are subsumed within various TY 2008 GRC FERC Accounts, and thus not readily reconcilable at that itemized level to the amounts put forth in that proceeding.
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Forecast & Costs

In 2008 $000s

 i. 2007 Forecast in TY 2008 GRC $28,027

 ii. 2007 Recorded Costs Used in AMI $28,040

iii. TY 2008 GRC Adjustments

      (From 2007 to 2008)

$535

Note:  GRC labor costs are adjusted in order to exclude vacation & sick which 

is treated as a loader in SoCalGas AMI 


Response Prepared by:  Kerry Johnson
