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TURN Data Request to SCG 

Data Request Number: TURN-SCG-49
(Real Estate Rebuttal SCG-14)
Date Sent: November 22, 2011
Date Due: December 6, 2011

Please provide the name of the witness/responder. 

For any questions requesting numerical recorded data, please provide all responses in working excel spreadsheet format if so available.

For any question requesting documents, please interpret the term broadly to include any and all hard copy or electronic documents or records in SCG’s possession.

1. Does SoCalGas intend on revising its 2010 non-shared services capital forecast of $27.162 million contained in Table SCG-DGT-5 (SCG-14, p. 13) to reflect the recorded 2010 costs of $1.922 million in this proceeding? If it does not intend on updating forecast 2010 capital costs to 2010 recorded costs, please explain how this benefits ratepayers and provide a quantified example justifying that response. 
2. With regard to SoCalGas’ revised project schedule for its Monterey Park Data Center Master Plan, please provide the following information, 

a. Please provide the date when SoCalGas revised the schedule for this project and include all internal company communication discussing the need to move that schedule up, 
b. Please provide the economic analysis comparing the original “Building C” project with the new proposal to construct an addition to the current Data Center. Please ensure the response includes all supporting assumptions and calculations. 

c. Please explain whether the revised capital workpaper contained in Attachment 2 to SCG-214 was created after intervenor testimony was filed on September 22, 2011. If the capital project workpaper for this project was created before September 22, 2011, please explain why that update was not included in SoCalGas’ revised or update testimony. 

d. Please provide a more detailed project cost estimate that disaggregates the major cost components contained in “building and site construction” for both the original capital project worksheet contained in SCG-14 with the capital project worksheet contained in SCG-214. Please ensure the more detailed project cost estimates explain any and all cost, scheduling, or project scoping differences, 

e. SoCalGas’ original project was estimated to cost a total of $9.5 million while its revised project cost estimate is $6.7 million. Please explain why the original project would have cost $2.8 million more than the revised project cost estimates, and provide an itemized cost sheet showing what equipment and or construction activities that were originally to be funded by this $2.8 million will now not be funded. 

f. Please provide an updated report on the status of this project and provide the latest project milestone report.  

3. With regard to the Redlands Headquarter Parking Lot Project please provide the following information, 

a. When did SoCalGas re-establish the Redlands facility as a regional headquarters? 

b. For recorded years 2005-2010, please provide the beginning-of-year and end-of-year employee counts for the Redlands facility, broken into full-time employees and part-time employees. 

c. Please provide a schematic map that shows a) the location of the current parking lot and b) the location of the 2 acres where SoCalGas intends on building a parking lot. 

d. How many parking spaces does the proposed parking lot have? 

4. Please reconcile the figures contained in Attachment 3 to SoCalGas’ rebuttal (SCG-214, Attachment 3) for budget items #653, #654, and #716 to the 2010 recorded costs provided by SoCalGas to DRA/TURN in a data set provided on April 19, 2011. Furthermore, 

a. Please explain which source of data is correct. If the 2010 recorded costs provided to DRA/TURN were incorrect, please explain when SoCalGas knew they were incorrect, and explain if SoCalGas communicated that correction to DRA or TURN. 

b. If any other data contained in the above-cited 2010 recorded data (for all capital and all expenses) is incorrect, please provide a corrected version that includes the new corrected figure as well as a strikethrough or redline indicated the corrected number.  

5. Please provide all cost-effectiveness or other economic analysis justifying SoCalGas’ proposed energy efficiency capital project (Budget Item #653) and identify 

a. The location of the PV installations as well as their installed capacity, installed price, and ongoing operation and maintenance costs, 

b. The location and type of demand response initiatives associated funded through this program. Specifically identify how SoCalGas will spend capital items on demand response and provide, 

i. The demand response program SoCalGas will participate in, 

ii. The equipment funded by that capital investment, 

iii. The utility that runs that demand response program, 

iv. A quantification of the financial incentives that SoCalGas will receive for participating in this demand response program as well as SoCalGas’ plans for allocating those incentives to ratepayers. If SoCalGas has no plans to allocate incentives to ratepayers please explain why. 

c. Is SoCalGas currently enrolled in any demand response programs? If so, please describe the program, the amount of SoCalGas load subscribed to that program, the location, and any ratepayer incentives received by SoCaGas in 2011. 
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