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Q.
Please state your name and business address.

A.
My name is Kirk T. Morgan.  My business address is 295 Chipeta Way, Salt Lake City, Utah  84158.
Q.
By whom are you employed and what are your current responsibilities?

A.
I am employed by Kern River Gas Transmission Company (“Kern River”) and Northwest Pipeline Corporation (“Northwest”) as Director, Business Development.

Q.
Have you previously provided testimony in this proceeding?

A.
Yes, I submitted prepared direct testimony on May 5, 2000 in support of Kern River’s position that the Commission modify the proposed Comprehensive Settlement by requiring Southern California Gas Company (“SoCalGas”) to establish primary receipt point access available at new interconnections for new and existing pipelines on the same basis as scheduling criteria for existing receipt points, as long as the new points do not constrain existing points. 

Q.
What is the purpose of your rebuttal testimony in this proceeding?

A.
I am providing rebuttal testimony in this proceeding to clarify the issue raised in prepared direct testimony of Richard C. Hall on behalf of Pacific Gas and Electric Company (“PG&E”). The PG&E proposal to change the primary and secondary access rights for Wheeler Ridge designated in the Comprehensive Settlement is based on an erroneous assumption.  

Q.
Would you please summarize PG&E’s reason for its proposal?

A.
PG&E is concerned that SoCalGas’ shippers might nominate for primary delivery to Wheeler Ridge (south) the full 680 MMcf/d available for the combined Wheeler Ridge (north and south) receipt points.  PG&E assumes in error that Kern River and Mojave Pipeline Company (“Mojave”) are unable to deliver that full 680 MMcf/d at Wheeler Ridge (south).  PG&E then argues that SoCalGas would have to curtail nominations down to the 500 MMcf/d of physical interconnect capacity at the Wheeler Ridge south meter station.   PG&E calculates that 180 MMcf/d of primary capacity nominations would be lost under its assumption that only 500 MMcf/d of capacity is available from Kern/Mojave. 

Q.
What is the error underlying PG&E’s proposal?

A.
Pure and simple, the error is PG&E’s assumption that only 500 MMcf/d of capacity is available from Kern/Mojave at Wheeler Ridge (south). In fact, if Kern/Mojave shippers desire to move the full 680 MMcf/d to Wheeler Ridge, Kern/Mojave can deliver the full 680 MMcf/d. Thus, capacity has been and continues to be available from Kern/Mojave at Wheeler Ridge (south), AND if competition leads the marketplace to nominate all 680 MMcf/d in primary deliveries at Wheeler Ridge (south), we should listen to the marketplace. 

Q.
Do you have a recommendation with respect to the proposal raised by PG&E? 

A.
Yes, my proposal is to not change the allocation of primary access capacity to Wheeler Ridge (north and south) as designated in the Comprehensive Settlement. 

Q.
Does this conclude your testimony?

A.
Yes.
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AFFIDAVIT

Kirk T. Morgan, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that the “Prepared Rebuttal Testimony of Kirk T. Morgan on behalf of Kern River Gas Transmission Company” which accompanies this affidavit was prepared by him or under his direction and supervision; that he is familiar with the contents of the testimony; that the facts set forth therein are true and correct to the best of his knowledge, information and belief; and that he adopts the same as his sworn testimony in this proceeding.








______________________________________








Kirk T. Morgan

Subscribed and sworn to before the undersigned, a notary public of the State of Utah, this ____ day of May, 2000.

______________________________

Notary Public

My commission expires ____________________________________
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