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FOLLOW-UP DATA REQUESTS OF THE PUBLIC UTILITIES 

COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

To:  Transwestern Pipeline Company

Because some of the responses of Transwestern Pipeline Company (“Transwestern ”) to the First Set of Data Requests submitted by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California (“CPUC”) are incomplete or lack sufficient clarity, the following data requests are being resubmitted. Where possible, to facilitate Transwestern providing a response within the restrictive timetable for this proceeding, the request has been narrowed.  To allow time for review prior to the scheduled hearing, we ask that Transwestern’s responses be sent by e-mail by 6 p.m. California-time on  Thursday, August 23, 2001.   Please e-mail the responses to the following, all of whom have signed non-disclosure certificates:

  bcp @cpuc.ca.gov    loe@cpuc.ca.gov      imp@cpuc.ca.gov

The same definitions and instructions of the First Set of Data Requests apply. All references to CPUC data requests refer to those set forth in the CPUC’s First Set of Data Requests.  The prior agreements regarding confidential treatment of protected material apply. 

1.    In CPUC Data Request No.4, Transwestern was asked to explain and justify any differences between the volumes nominated by SoCalGas and by PG&E, and the volumes that flowed for each nomination in October 2000, and in January, February, and June 2001.   Transwestern failed, however,  to provide the requested explanation and justification for each day there was a difference between nominations and flows as shown in Transwestern response to CPUC Data Request No. 3.   Accordingly, the CPUC requests again that Transwestern complete the response to Data Request No. 4 by explaining the specific causes for the differences between nominations of PG&E and of SoCalGas, and the corresponding flows for each day in February 2001.  If the differences were caused on any of the relevant days in February 2001 by actions of PG&E or of SoCalGas, please provide all relevant documentation.

2. In CPUC Data Request No. 8, Transwestern was asked to explain the market conditions under which transportation based on a tariffed recourse rate would be uneconomic for a shipper on Transwestern and whether these conditions existed in December 2000, January 2001, an February 2001.  Transwestern’s response simply directed the CPUC to all of the prepared direct testimony of Steven M. Harris.  This response is incomplete and does not assist in an efficient and reasonable consideration of the issues in this proceeding.  For example, Mr. Harris refers vaguely to the relevance of “market conditions” in his testimony, but does not specify what they are or how they are applicable. (Exhibit No. TW-3, page 15, lines 1 and 2.  The CPUC, therefore, asks Transwestern again to explain, in detail, the market conditions that made tariffed recourse rates uneconomic for Sempra Energy Trading Corp. (Sempra Trading), Richardson Products Company (Richardson), BP Energy Company, Astra Power LLC, and Reliant Energy Services when they negotiated rates higher than the recourse rate in 2001.

3. In CPUC Data Request No. 11, the CPUC requested an illustration of how the transportation rates charged Sempra Trading and Richardson were calculated.  In response, Transwestern merely referred to the schedules provided in response to CPUC Data Request No. 6. The schedules indicate a formula in some of the columns.  In order to make discussion of the facts in this case clear and the hearing process thus more efficient, the CPUC again asks for an illustration of the calculation for at least February 13 and 14, 2001 for Sempra Trading and for Richardson.  The calculation should include the total amount each shipper paid Transwestern for the volumes shipped each of those days and the applicable amount of any “sharing” of a basis differential. 
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Dated:  August 22, 2001
 The State of California
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Dated at San Francisco, California, this 22nd day of August, 2001.
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