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10.1. With respect to the document entitled “Redacted SCG Strategic Outlook” that was provided in response to SCGC Data Request Question 5.7.2, please provide a complete definition of the term “biofuels” as it is used in Slides 4 & 7.
10.2. With respect to SoCalGas’ proposed provision of biogas production and biogas conditioning services as described in 4.10.4: 

10.2.1 If SoCalGas provides the biogas production services, would SoCalGas be the developer that is referred to in the table?

10.2.2 If SoCalGas is the developer, would it own the biogas?

10.2.3 What are the GHG credits referred to in the last section of the final column?

10.2.4 Please provide specific details explaining how the developer or the feedstock owner or SoCalGas, respectively, would each qualify for “GHG credits.”  Cite specific ARB regulations or other relevant information in support of this explanation.
10.3. With respect to the testimony of Gregory Shimansky at GDS-5 that states: “The NERBA will record the actual costs that have been proposed in this application against the corresponding revenue requirement that is authorized in this GRC. Specifically, these costs include: 1) an allocation of administrative fees charged by the California Air Resources Board (CARB) which are an authorized recoverable by CARB under Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32); 2) costs associated with CARB’s proposed cap-and-trade (C&T) program; and 3) additional monitoring and reporting requirements required by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) under a proposed new “Subpart W” of the GHG Mandatory Reporting Rule (MRR).”
10.3.1 Please identify the amount of the “corresponding revenues requirement” for the “costs associated with CARB’s proposed cap-and-trade (C&T) program” and provide specific citations to the testimony and workpapers of the relevant witnesses in support of the figures.
10.3.2 Please identify the amount of the “corresponding revenues requirement” for the “additional monitoring and reporting requirements required by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) under a proposed new “Subpart W” of the GHG Mandatory Reporting Rule (MRR)” and provide specific citations to the testimony and workpapers of the relevant witnesses in support of the figures.

10.4. In reference to the August 9, 2011 letter from the Director of the Commssion’s Energy Division that rejects SoCalGas’ Advice Letter 4172, at page 3:

10.4.1 Does SoCalGas intend to use excess or underutilitized capacity in pursuing its proposed non-tariffed product and services (“NTP&S”) biogas conditioning services or bioenergy production facilities services?

10.4.2 If the answer to the previous question is “yes,” please specify what excess or underutilitized capacity that would be utilized.

10.4.3 Does SoCalGas intend to file a separate application to request Commission approval of NTP&S biogas conditioning services or bioenergy production facilities services as proposed in Advice Letter 4172?
10.4.4 Does SoCalGas consider the NTP&S biogas conditioning services or bioenergy production facilities services to be an issue in its pending GRC, A.10-12-006?

10.4.5 If the answer to the previous question is “no,” does SoCalGas intend to pursue its proposed changes to NTP&S activities exclusive of biogas development/conditioning in the pending GRC?
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