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PUBLIC UTILITIES COKKISSION OF Tl~ STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COMMISSION ADVISORY 
AND COMPLIANCE DIVISION 
Energy Branch 

RESOLUTION G-2902 
February 7, 1990 

B~~Q!!Y~!Q!! 

RESOLUTION G-2902, PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
(PG&&) AND SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY (SOCAL) 
ORDER AUTHORIZING A MASTER EXCHANGE GAS DELIVERY 
AGREEMENT FOR GAS SERVICE UNDER CONDITIONS OF NORMAL 
BUSINESS DELIVERIES AND, UNDER SPECIFIED CONDITIONS, 
·STANDBY· SUPPORT. BY ADVICE LETTERS 1564-G (PG&E) AND 
1916 (SOCAL) FILED NOVEMBER 16, 1989. 

SUMMARY 

1. PG&E and SoCal have negotiated a new Master Exchange Gas 
Delivery Agreement (Agreement) to replace 23 existing agreements 
which provide gas service to California customers under normal 
business condi~ions. The Agreement also provides, under 
specified conditions, ·standby· support between the two utilities 
at locations where such deliveries are the most feasible means of 
serving the customer and providing normal business deliveries. 

2. This Resolution authorizes PG&E and SoCal's jOint request for 
approval of the Agreement. 

BACKGROUND 

1. The last agreement between PG&& and SoCal was called the 
General Service Mutual Assistance Agreement. It terminated May 
5, 1988. This filing responds to Ordering paragraph 2 of 
Resolution G-2812, dated September t8 , 1988, and Ordering 
paragraph 5 of Resolution G-2849, .dated January 27, 1989, 
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ordering PG&E and SoCal respectively to negotiate a new 
agreement. 

2. The proposed new Agreement establishes uniform procedures for 
the exchange of gas bet~een the two utilities. The Agreement 
supercedes and terminates 23 existing general exchange service 
agreements covering 39 tapsl dating between the years of 1949 
through 1989 (see Appendix A) and also includes PG&E Schedule 
G-70, Exchange of Natural Gas with SoCal for Resales Service in 
Mojave, Lancaster, Palmdale, and Rosamond. 

3. This filing is different frem the Emergency Assistance 
Agreement approved by Resolution G-2849, dated January 27, 1989. 
Resolution G-2849 authorized PG&E and SoCal to provide emergency 
service and protect conditions of curtailment to the core, 
Priority 1 and Priority 2A customers. It is unaffected by the 
Master Exchange Gas Delivery Agreement and remains in effect 
until terminated by either party on ninety days notice or by 
Order of the Commission. 

4. Agreement Terms and Conditions. 

1 

Exchanges. Mutual exchanges of gas eliminate the need for 
expensive duplication of transmission facilities in adjacent 
service territory areas. Under the Agreement, exchanges may 
be either ongoing or temporary. 

Ongoing Exchanges, Ongoing gas exchanges occur under 
circumstances ~nd in localities where the utilities agree 
that gas service under one utility is best accomplished using 
gas provided by the other utility. 

A tap is a physical connection between a transmission 
pipeline and the distribution syst~m, 
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Standby Exchanges. Standby exchanges are interruptible or of 
a temporary nature, distinct from ·ongoing- exchanges. 
Standby gas exchanges occur in order to avoid curtailments 
resulting from either (1) a temporary local operating 
failure, or (2) an instance where the gas requirements 
temporarily exceed the capacity of the utility's local area 
pipelines. 

Standby deliveries accepted by PG&E from SoCal at the Topock 
Tap (Valve 10.24B) will be under the terms and conditions 
outlined in Appendix 0 of the Contract. This is a special 
agreement concerning the operation of the intertie facilities 
at TOpOck between SoCal's 34- Line 3000 and PG&E's J4- Line 
3008. 

Quantities and Costs. Quantities of gas delivered in anyone 
month under the Agreement shall be returned in the next month 
or at other times agreed to. A monthly accounting summary 
will record any month-end imbalance, and redeliveries, during 
the following month or other mutually agreeable times, shall 
be adjusted to eliminate any imbalance as soon as it is 
operationally practical. The delivering party will receive 
10~/decatherrn (dth) for gas delivered to the other's system. 
One exception is that PG&E shall pay SoCal 2¢/dth for gas 
delivery at the Adelaida Tap, if the corresponding redelivery 
by PG&E is made at the Atascadero Tap. 

Compression Fees. Gas delivered or redelivered to either 
system is also subject to a compression fee to recover the 
operational costs of compressing and transporting the gas to 
particular delivery and redelivery points. Compression fees 
vary by four zones listed in Section 5.2, Article V of the 
Contract and range from O¢ to 15¢ per dth in 5¢ increments, 
per Zone. These fees may be redetermined any time after two 
years from the effective date of the Agreement. 
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Other Conditions. Future additions or deletions will be 

entered in the List of Contracts and Deviations, subject to 

Commission authorization, by separate filing. By mutual 
agreement, all prior agreements listed in Article XIX of the 

new agreement are terminated and superceded as of the 
effective date of this Agreement. 

Ongoing deliveries are subject to termination only on ninety 

days notice (Article III, 3.5). Standby deliveries are 

subject to interruption at any time the ~elivering Party 
judges that service to its own customers or operations would 
be adversely impacted (Article III, 3.2.b). 

The Agreement does not require either party to construct, 

install, or modify facilities to provide deliveries. If 
either party is requested to and, in its sole discretion 
agrees to install any new, additional, or relocated 
facilities, the facilities cost shall be paid by the 

requesting party, including indirect expenses, taxes, 

permits, rights-of-way, cost of licenses, easements, and 
administrative and qeneral office allocated costs. In 
addition, the requesting party will pay increased income tax 

liability resulting from receipt of such funds. If the 

primary use of the facility is for standby deliveries, the 

requesting party shall also pay a cost of ownership charge 

(Article VI). 

Disputes involving the term, conditions and implementation 
under the Agreement will be subject to binding arbitration • 

. 
5. These advice letter filings will not increase any rate or 

charge, conflict with any rule or schedule, nor cause the 

withdrawal of service . 
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6. If approved, the Agreeffient will be added to the List of 
Contracts and Deviations of both PG&E and SoCal's tariffs. 

7. The Agreement would become effective on the first day of the 
month following Commission approval and written acceptance of 
Commission approval by the parties. The Agreement will continue 
in effect until terminated by either party in accordance with the 
Contract provisions. 

8. Advice Letters 1564-G (PG&E) and 1916 (SoCal) we~e mailed to 
interested parties, other utilities and governmental agencies. 

PROTESTS 

1. Protests were received from the Spot Market Corporation 
(SPOT), an interruptible shipper on PGT; and Salmon Resources 

~ Ltd. and Mock Resources Inc. (SALMON/MOCK), marketers. 

• 

2. SPOT -takes great exception to (Resolution) G-2849 - if in 
fact it grants or has granted rights beyond the state of 
emergency that has nowexpired.· 2 SPOT continues with the 
following objectionsl 

2 

-(I) No ongoing deliveries and or exchanges should be 
allowed; 

(2) All unused firm transportation of PGT shall revert 
back to the interruptible entitlement shippers. 
This is the FERC's (Federal Energy Regulatory 

Resolution G-2849 authorized the Emergency Mutual 
Assistance Agreement between PG&E and SoCal. See 
previous reference under Background, Item 3. 
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Corr~ission) fundamental requirement of open access 
transportation; 

(3) PG&E should not be allowed to make sales outside of 
its franchised area, especially gas coming from 
Canada through PGT (pacific Gas Transmission 
Company), that would preempt the interruptible 
shipper's rights; 

(4) Any delivery fee should be equal to the 
interutility charges. Otherwise, they are 
noncompetitive and discriminate against other 
shipp~rs and the people of California who could 
make a better deal by buying spot gas; and 

(5) We want assurances that PGT and PG&E are upholding 
the basic conditions for being an open access 
carrier. It must be realized that PG&E is the 
marketing affiliate of PGT, an intrastate pipeline 
under the jurisdiction of FERC.-

Both PG&E and SoCal responded to SPOT's protests regarding the 
potentIal abuse of interstate capacity on PGT, which SPOT alleged 
might occur should the Commission approve the Agreement. PG&E 
replies that SPOT's concern regarding capacity on PGT are without 
foundation, since deliveries and redeliveries under this 
Agreement would be provided from PG&E's southern system, fully 
within California boundaries. 

SoCal responded that the Agreement does not -attempt to allocate 
any capacity rights on interstate pipelines. Because SOCalGas 
has no capacity rights on the PGT pipeline and must repay PG&E an 
equivalent volume of gas, there will be no overall effect on 
capacity utilization on PGT.-
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SoCal added that SPOT's objections are wholly unrelated to the 
Agreement. It states that -(t)his Agreement provides for 

temporary exchange of gas only. It is not a supply arrangement. 
PG&& will not be making any sales under this agreement.-

3. SALMON/MOCK protested the Agreement on the appearance that it 

was executed to permit the utilities to circumvent the rates and 
conditions of the interutility transportation program that was 

adopted by the Commission in Decision (D.) 87-05-069. Coupled 

with SPOT's concern about fees and costs, SALMON/MOCK's primary 

concern is how the -exchanges· are any diffe£ent from 

interutility transportation and why PG&E and SOCal should not be 

obliged to pay the same default rates as third party 
transporters. 

SALMON/MOCK also questioned value of the priority for exchanged 

gas with the priority of interutility transportation volumes. It 

is concerned that the exchanged gas will take precedence over the 

interutility transportation volumes, effectively bumping these 

volumes from the system. SALMON/MOCK requests that the 

Commission reject both advice letters and instead convene a 

workshop or hearing to address the issues raised by the exchange 
agreement. 

Both PG&E and SoCal argued that the Agreement provides for 

·ongoing- and -standby· types.of gas exchanges, emphasizing that 

this service is distinct and apart from interutility 
transportation service. PG&E stated thata 

·(u)nder an ongoing exchange, one utility delivers· gas to 

an interconnection with the other utility. The other 

utility then provides gas service to its customers 

through distribution facilities. This type of exchange 

takes place when customers and the distribution 

facilities of one utility·are more easily and efficiently 



. . . 

• 

• 

• 

-8-
Resolution G-2902 
PG&E 156(-G/SoCal 1916/awp 

February 7, 1990 

served through the transmission facilities of the other 
util ity •• 

SoCal concurred with PG&E·s description and explained further 
that. 

"a standby exchange will occur only when an emergency 
condition exists which will result in curtailment of one 
or more customers in the absence of the standby 
exchange.-(Emphasis added.) 

DISCUSSION 

1. SPOT, an interruptible shipper on PGT, is primarily concerned 
that Commission approval of the Agreement will serve to 
disadvantage the interruptible shipper's ability to use 
interstate capacity on PGT, and wants assurances that ·PGT and 
PG&E are upholding the basic conditions for being an open access 
carrier", stating that ·PG&E is the marketing affiliate of PGT, 
an intrastate (sic) pipeline under the jurisdiction ~f FERC." A 
few misconceptions by SPOT need to be clarified. 

On June 28, 1989 pacific Gas Transmission Company (PGT) filed 
tariff sheets (RP89-200) with the FERC for authority to implement 
firm and interruptible transportation on an open access basis 
pursuant to the Natural Gas Policy Act (NGPA), Section 311. 
On January 24, 1990 the FERC approved PGT's application. 

PGT is an affiliate of PG&E, but PGT is an interstate pipeline 
under FERC jurisdictionJ PG&E is an intrastate pipeline under 
C'PUC jurisdiction. 

Both PG&E's and SoCal's intrastate transmission pipelines are 
wholly subject to CPUC jurisdiction. Under the Hinshaw Amendment 
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to the Natural Gas Act (NGA, added in 1954, as Section l(c) (15 

U.S.C.S717(c» PG&E and SoCal are subject to CPUC regulation, 

not the FERC. The Hinshaw Amendment exempts a company or its 

facilities, if the gas is received at or within the boundary of a 

state and ultimately consumed within the same state, provided 
that the rates and service of the company and its facilities are 

subject to regulation by a state commission. Both SoCal and PG&E 

receive gas at or within the boundary of California and their gas 

is consumed wholly within California. 

2. SPOT argues that CPUC approval of the Agreement would allow 

capacity re5erv~d for PG&E to be used indirectly by SoCal and 

that it would allow PG&E to expand the use of its firm 

transportation capacity on PGT, which would otherwise revert to 

the other interruptible shippers. 

The PG&E gas transmission system has two arteries of supplyt 

deliveries of Canadian supplies from PGT to PG&E at the northern 

california border near Malin, Oregon, and deliveries from El paso 

Natural Gas Company (El Paso) to PG&E, at the southeastern 

California border, at Topock. PG&E's northern gas flows south 

from the border towards the San Francisco Bay area. PG&E's 

southeastern gas flows west from Topock and then north, towards 

the San Francisco Bay area. 

Under the current arrangement of compressors, PG&E' s northe.rn gas 

received from PGT cannot and does not flow south beyond the san 

Francisco Bay area to supply the southern part of PG&E's gas 

service territory, because of the counter flow of gas cominq west 

to Bakersfield and then north through Fresno via PG&E's southern 

transmission system. 

The Commission Advisory and Compliance Division (CACO) has 

reviewed all the Master Exchange Agreement Tap Information sheets 
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(see Appendix A) and confirms that in every case, the supply 
exchanges of the Agreement would occur only along the southern 

system where the service territories of PG&E and Socal meet. 

nona of the exchanqes would occur along the northern system 

physically supplied to PG&E by PGT at the border. 

3. SPOT is concerned that the Agreement would allow additional 

firm capacity to be used by PG&E under the guise of an exchange 

to SoCal, capacity which otherwise would be used by an 

interruptible shipper on PGT. 

CACD requested PG&E to provide recent information on the averago 
daily volumes of ·ongoing" exchanges delivered to PG&E by SoCal 

and those delivered to SoCal by PG&E. (See Appendix B). The 

volumes of gas-exchanged on an ongoing basis from January through 

October, 1989 show that SOCal on average provided more exchange -

gas than did PG&E by roughly 2,500 Mcf/d (Thousands of cubic 
feet/day). Firm capacity does not appear to be disappearing-from 

PG&E to benefit SoCal. Moreover, total capacity for california 

is 4,660 MXcf/d* PG&E has 2,160 MMcf/d and SoCal has 2,500 
MMcf/d. Total average daily exchanged volumes for either utility 

is 8,600 Mcf/d, a ratio of 3 to 1000. The exchanged volumes are 

trivial to either system. 

If PG&E had the intrastate transmission capability to reach its 

distribution areas without SoCal's assistance, PG&E's ·overa11-

system capacity requirements would be greater and, therefore, 

would reduce the currently available capacity for SPOT and other 

interruptible shippers. CACD concludes that PG&E is not using 

additional PGT capacity to supply exchanges of gas to the service 

territory adjacent to SoCal, where the Agreement taps are 

located. 

4. SPOT's additio_nal COncern is that approval of the Agreement 

would allow sales of gas outside PG&E's service territory. CACD 
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agrees with SoCal's response to this concern that sales are not 

occurring under the Agreement. The exchanges are transfers of 

gas from the transmission system of one utility to the 

distribution system of the other. The service territories remain 

intact and each utility is selling gas to their OWO, respective 

customers. The transactions exchange gas; money is exchanged 

only to equalize differences in exchange service and compression 

costs. 

S. Both SPOT and SALMON/MOCK question why these exchanges should 

not be subject to the interutility tariffs. Both protestors 

claim that these agreements appear to permit the utilities to 

circumvent the rates and conditions of the interutility program 

adopted by D. 87-05-069. 

COSTS 
The interutility ~as transportation program provides 

transportation to any shipper which wishes to transport gas 

through one utility's system from an interstate pipeline, other 

local distribution company (LDC), or California gas·well to 

another LDC for its own use or on behalf of any customer lor use 

within the State of California. 

Interutility gas transportation is an unbundled service3 

available from PG&E or SoCal. The rate from SoCal's system is 

10¢/dth. The rate on the PG&E system varies from 11¢/dth to 

19.6¢/dth (See App~ndix C), depending where the transport 

origination point occurs. 

3 An unbundled service segregates commodity costs from 
other components of total cost, such as transportation 
or storage. 
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The proposed rates for the exchanges outlined by the Agreement 
between SoCal and PG&E are 10¢/dth for the exchange plus 
co~pression fees. The compression fees would vary by zone (See 
Appendix A), 

Zone 1, Oc/dth at Topock only; 
Zone 2: 5¢/dth between pisgah and Needles; 
Zone 31 lOt-/dth between Bakersfield and Pisgah; and 

Zone 4 t l5¢/dth between Fresno and Bakersfield or along the 
coast toward Morro Bay. 

When asked about the development of the zone fess, PG&E responded 
that the fee~ were mutually agreed to by both PG&E and SoCal and 
that they were based on system average costs for compression, 
stemming from a survey done in 1983. 

The gas exchanges plus compression fees do not circumvent the 
interutility rates for transportation. A single example 
comparing interutility transport versus an exchange between PG&E 
and soeal should resolve the issue of cost. 

If a Soeal, noncore transporter were to request interutility 
transportation from PG&E, off of the northern PG&E system (Line 
400), to the Kettleman area (near Fresno), PG&E ~ould charge 
19.6¢/dth (See Appendix e). Conversely, the rate soCal would pay 
PG&E to exchange gas at the same Kettleman intertie is ~S.O¢/dth. 
(lOt- for the exchange service plus lS¢/dth compression. CACO 
could not construct any instance where an interutility 
transportation customer would pay mora than either PG&E or SoCal 
would pay to exchange gas at any of the taps. The costs charged 
individual customers using interutility transportation are 
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consistently less than what each utility charges to exchange gas 
under the Agreement. 

PRIORITIES 
SALMON/MOCK also questions the priority value of the exchanged 
volumes with interutility transport volumes. The priority of 
interutility gas (noncore gas transported over one system to a 
customer in the other system) is lower than that of all other 
customers on the utility'S system. Priority arr~ng all 
interutility transporters as a group is based on the rate paid 
for service under the tariff. 

The exchanged volumes betweell PG&E and SoCal are small, typically 
providing gas to residential and small corr~ercial customers, Pl­
PlAt However, noncOre customers of each respective utility also 
receive gas through the Agreement. Interutility volumes are 
permitted only after a utility'S P-5 customer volumes are 
transported • 

Since the exchanges are consistently costlier than the 
interutility transportation volumes, CACD suggests that a price 
for a higher priority has been paid by the utility exchanges, 
This may appear to be discriminatory to each utility'S 
respective customers, but the benefit is that all the rates would 
be much higher if each utility had constructed duplicate 
transmission capacity to each of the distribution taps. 

Conversely, a priority charge to equalize interutility 
transportation with other types of transportation or exchanges 
cannot be addressed until hearings and a decision is rendered in 
Order Instituting Investigation (011) 88-08-018 on procurement 
and reliability issues. 

6. CACD had difficulty finding Commission records of each of the 
exchanges and agreements identified under the Master Exchange 
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Agreement. Some of the agreements were listed in the tariff 
sheets listing Contracts and Deviations, others were not; some 
were ordered by Co~~ission decision or resolution, others were 
not. The proposed Kaster Exchange Gas Delivery Agreement advice 
letter filings have organized and updated all of the existing 
exchange agreements between PG&E and SoCal. It should be noted 
for the record that the agreements have evolved over 40 years and 
have developed for the following reasons. 

o to acco~T.odate spreading populations; 
o to settle territorial disputes; 
o to minimize duplication of facilities; 
o to provide service to remote areas; and 
o to comply with Corr~ission decisions and 

resolutions. 

CACO believes that these advice letter filings are complete and 
serve to clarify the history and the spotty record of all the 
exchange agreements between PG&E and SoCal. 

These filings comply with Ordering Paragraph 2 of Resolution 
G-2812 and Ordering Paragraph 5 of Resolution G-2849, ordering 
PG&E and Soeal respectively to negotiate another agreement. 

FINDINGS 

1. PGT has applied with the FERC for authority to implement firm 
and interruptible transportation on an open access basis, 
pursuant to S 311 of NGPA. The PERC approved this application on 
January 24, 1990. 

2. PG&E and SoCal and their respective intrastate transmission 
and distribution pipeline facilities are wholly subject to CPUC 
jurisdiction under the Hinshaw Amendment exemptions of the NGA. 
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3. Gas supply exchanges between PG&E and SoCal have no capacity 

impact on the PGT interstate system. 

4. Gas supply exchanges between PG&E and SoCal are transactions 

between PG&E and SoCal and do not constitute sales by one utility 

to the other utility's customers. 

5. The purpose of gas exchanges between PG&E and Socal is to 
provide customer service in adjacent service territory areas 

where the distribution systems of each company are served most 

efficiently and economically from the transmission system of the 

other. 

6. Gas supply exchanges between PG&E and SoCal are costlier than 

interutility transportation for any shipper which wishes to 

transport gas through one utility's system to the other's for use 

in the State of California. 

7. The priority for interutility transporters is lower than all 

other priorities within a utility's service territory. Gas 

exchanges pay a premium for priority above interutility 

transportation. An equal priority for interutility transport gas 

with utility exchange service gas can only be resolved through 

011 88-08-018. This issue cannot be resolved here and remains 

open before the Commission in the 011. 

8. Pacific Gas and Electric Company Advice Letter 1564-G and 

Southern California Gas Company Advice Letter 1916 comply with 

Ordering paragraph 2 of Resolution G-2812 and Ordering Paragraph 

5 of Resolution G-2849 respectively, by the submission of a 

negotiated Master Exchange Gas Delivery Agreement. 
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THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that. 

1. Pacific Gas and Electric Company and Southern 
California Gas Company are authorized to enter 
into the Haster Exchange Gas Oelivery Agreement 
under the provisions of Public Utility Code 
Section 532. 

2. PG&E and SoCal shall file, in accordance with 
General Order 96-A, a revised List of Contr~cts 
and Deviations incorporating the General 
Service Mutual Assistance Aqreement to their 
respective tariffs dnd removing all superceded 
contracts. 

3. PG&E Advice Letter 1564-G and Socal Advice 
Letter 1916 shall be marked to show that they 
were approved by Commission Resolution G-2902. 

4. This Resolution is effective today. 

I hereby certify that this Resolution was adopted by the Public 
Utilities Commission at its regular meeting on February 7, 1990. 
The following Commissioners approved itl 

G. MjTCA~~~LI. WiU< 
Pf~( "''-''ll 

r~OER'.c:< i't O\'DA 
{"i-G\NLEY W. hULETT 
,,!0H~~ H. OHo\t;lAN 
PA-IHC!A M. ECKERT 
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lurttll Arn SoC.1 ~fng 96 IOlZ8/M 
Crestoo tUE CIn9oi09 4MO ",'/62 
frts.no (ft. I ~OI..Ith) soe.1 Sttrd:y 4!000 711150 
l'tttieman IIllls ~.I ~fng 12/29/11 
(tttt~~ rntertle $oC., Stardly 66500 
~r() hi SoCd Stardly 124000 9/23/69 
hfsin (Hy SoCal ~fng 6n 6/28/'9 
$&1 JOoaq-J f 1'1 (l hps) SOC., ~Ir>g 2SO 711150 
Stlm $>GI£ ~ft>g ,0.8 7/7/50 
Shandon ~e ~it>g 'lO ""/61 
lerplelM SOC" ~tng 17 11/1/61 

IUsor.S 

...............•...• 
'~Ju ttU¥fty Pofnt 
~'lu Ottivery PoJnt 

soe.". tOlp"«s~ 
locUd ••• Kh 

J(aruat Op. I~. St •• 
140 Cust<netS 
8 SoC,l cust()lfttr. 
Mu lu.le 
eelhert Point 
....... PlodJetfcn teteu 
Oist. SylU~ St..wly 
Mas hu!e 
P({~ry: ~ttiv~';I;tti~ 

~ell; dist. S)'stM 

~t st~ s\..Wly 
~t. st..-d:y 

h change ••• bot" 
C/",ed. villvts 
Mas huh 
SVGas leu t t 
Mas tuale 
PUE distribution 
3 customets 
SVCas Resale 

~il E •• tot Atlse&6tro 
"'so Robles/San Ardo 
hcl:~ St..wly 
~t SoC,1 lfne S14 
V.rious Customers 
Varfous retets 

U:evron 'tod.octlcn .ctus 
Cellvtri-polnt; ~l~ 
VEG Sl.WOtt ... $H ~te 
Rf9UIU~ $utfon 
local Dfst. & , lndUsttJ.l 
13 Meltrs 
Vir lous r.eten 
Various rur.' tvitOMtt. 

'ebf~ry 1. 1~ 
.tsQl~tfon ,·2902 
tG&£ '~·G/$oe.l '9f6/.wp 
$tJ:~lAl.CJ.ls"1lJ~ 
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lOCATlOli ~lI\-tt 

TO .. ~~ •.•..•.•........ , Mehfda (S1l\ ArOO) F>G&E 
1 .ltasc6dtro (£&!I r"",,} SoC.l 
5 AveNI fG&E 
( hlttsfleld SoCIlI!. soeat 
5 hhrsfftld Stltlon ] rG&£ 
6 Idttsfftld Pahl/\lesttrn soe" 
7 laldy Mesa Id. F>G&E 
8 Buttell Station Inttrtie SoCe. 
9 Sutrell Aru SoC a I 

10 lutl 0t'1W it (O'ol So-CJl 

n Crutoo PG&E 
12 Ul Illls x.&E 

\3 hHows K.&E 
tc. fusno (U. , Sovth) SoCal 
1~ I!nperfa pc'\f 

16 (ern l'~er (~ford fntertie) 2-'011,( 

.7 (ettlf<llat\ lIills SoCat 
18 (rttleman Intertff SoCal 
19 MariCOpa PUE 
20 Moj .... e SoC a I • 21 Monolith SoCat 
22 ~,.o lal SoCal 

2J IIHdlts SoCal 

2' Oil~lf (C#lester A ... e.) SoC a I 
2S hlema SoCal 

26 "sgao\ PG&E 
27 his{n (Hy SoC a I 
23 la.-.cf\.o Rd. (Adelanto) PG&E 
29 ttvd.9 \/ay VWlt VaHey) PC&( 
~ San Joavtn (2 hps) SoCal 
31 SelN PG&E 
32 Shardon PUE 
11 ~h fret In. PGlf 
34 hft (lincoln' Ash, PG&E 
lS taft SoC" 
36 lttrpleton SoC a I 
31 f~k (VaIn .2(1) l-Vay 

~ TOpOCl (El Paso) 2-Vay 

39 Y!ttu ... Hle ~&E 

• 

AU{1I01l I 

PC,,! . SoC.!~u 

ht"io~e hp Inf~Ntfon • AlH.lUHOL 

ocu.,~ VOl. lU.l. CAlf 
1ft( (""Udaj) 

........ . ................ 
~rt19 1000 5}16J10 
Chp¢1f'19 17000 t/8/64 
Stardly 2'00 3/4170 
St..-dy ~ 

<in9o t f'19 240 
~ir>g 1 • 73 

Oro9¢i('09 M 1124/89 
Stard:>y 96000 1124/"9 
o-.gof('09 96 lOIlS/!.) 
Stan.:by 22S{)QQ 

o-.gof~ ~ 11/1162 
$tardr( 1f\~/SO 

(:ngor~ 720 10/llJ~ 

StMd:oy CUtOO 1/1150 
~ir09 '6800 lI/'UU 
Sttncbt 6f.(JIjXJ 

Or>9oiog lunal 
5 tardy 66S00 
Or'90 i ('09 960 10/'2/~O 
Stvd;y 24000 'IllS' 
$lard:')' 24000 '2/U/S6 
Stan.:by 124000 9123/69 
Stard7y 16fJ1'.1J:) 8/1/61 
Stardry noo 3'1Jn 
Stardy Ssooo 1J1/~ 

Stardy ]OOO()O 1/8/64 
(Ingolr>g 6n 6/23"9 
Cr>9Qiog 16&10 7{l4J89 
~ir>g 2MOO '/25/M 
OngQtr>g 2SO 1Jl1SfJ 
Oog-ol~ ('0& U7/SfJ 
(Ingo t l"l9 '10 1111/62 
(Ingoftli M 1I241!'iJ 
Ongoing 1000l/~ 
(:ngofng n 10lll/50 
Ongol~ 11 \111162 
Stardry 50'2'~f 1/15/19 
StMd:oy 
Stardy 2UCtO (/25/M 

lCioE IUSOI.S 
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J 
5 
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3 
2 
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J 
J 
3 , 
1 
1 
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•......•........••.. 
JCobIl h. for- Atascadero 
'ISO loblfS/S&n ArOO 
I6d\.p Stwl y 

KNual Cp. 1f'9. Stl. 
t(O ClJStOl'lffS 
8 SoC,\ custOlTlfrs 
Mas itute 
~, SoCal line ~U 
V,rf~ Customers 
Orllvfty Point 
V.rlous ~ters 
v'yY ProductIon access 
Dist. Systfla S<..wly 

MilS bult 
Pr hnarYI [)elinry/8aclup 
Che ... ron PtO<J.xtloo KCesS 

Oellvery point; baclup 
Shell: dist. systeQ 
~rt ,tlf'd:,y sUWly 
~rt. staidr/ 
lJEG Sl.W)ft ... Stt q,JOte 
So(:al's (~essw 
hch;,nge .•• both 

thKk valves 
locktd ••• ~6s 
ItgVtator StatIon 
$\/Cas lesale 
Mas ieule 
locat Cist. , rrdJstrfal 
ta MUttS 

v.rrous litters 
$\/Cas leSlie 

PG&E distribution 
3 (us tomers 
V.tfcus turll (ustomers 
M'Jor Oelivery Point 
MIJot Oellvety Point 
Mu·ltsa!e 

te«-uary 7, 1m 
leJolutlon ,·2902 
PC( 156(·C/Soe.1 19!6/a~ 
$tl:M£XA.(,ll1/2ll90 

J,-~H 

Cout 
tout 
rust» 
(un 
(un 
(ern 
(1St 
UurJO 
frt5rlO 

{ern 

Coast 

{ern 
fern 
frtsno 
last 
(ern 

'usno 
frtsno 
(trn 

tlSt 
tlSt 
Coast 
lopxl: 
Tern 
lfrn 
lqxd 
fttsno 

flU 

£1st 
tresrJO 
trtsr>O 
(out 
tut 
{ern 

Tern 
Cout 
topocl 
topocl: 
last 
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Resolution G-2902 February 7, 1990 
PG&& 1564-G/SoCal 1916/awp 

APPENDIX B 

PG&E ·ONC~ING· Daliveries To SoCal 
January Thru October 1989 

Location 

Atascadero" 
Bakersfield-Palm & Western 
Burrell/Raisin 
San Joaquin 
Templeton Area 
Kettleman Hi11s5 

Daily Average Delivery 
Met Dth 

7,~78 
1 

44 
11 
13 
38 

7,642 
1 

46 
1~ 
14 
40 

SoCal ·ONGOING~ Deliveries To PG&E 
January Thru October 1989 

Location 

Adelaida 6 
Bakersfield-Stockdale & Allan 
Creston/Shandon Area 
Hesperia (SoWestGas) 
Maricopa 
Round Up Way (SoWestGas) 
Selma Area 
Taft/Fellows Area 

Daily Average Delivery 
Kef Dth 

5,692 
65 

6 
91 
81 

2,948 
3 

919 

5,977 
69 

6 
95 
85 

3,095 
3 

964 

Notet CACD information request received 1/9/90 from PG&E. 

4 

5 

6 

Net deliveries to SoCal in paso Robles area are 1,586 
'Met/day. 
PG&E's Kettleman Hills contracts terminated September, 
1989. 
Net deliveries to SoCal in Paso Robles area are 1,586 
'Mcf/day. 
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AJ>PLliDIX 

paclflc lias and Er~c1rit C~1Hpa"J" 
5<1/1 FrallCi5<o. Ca!:fjnua 

c 
Ca} P Cc. Sb..'\'1 So. 1HS1-C· 
Cal pce Sbft.-r So. 

SCHEOVl£ C-I~l·-lhT[~J'llIJY T~~\S~~TATIOS SERVICE 
r 

AP?lIC~ll'TY: Sc~~~~le C-IST applies to fnterutility transrort.tfon of n.tural 96$. 
fra~sportition u~er Sc~~~le C-rNT is IYiilable to .~y s~f~tr ~~ ~fshes to tr.nsport g.s 
thro~~h PC'E's S)5te~ fro~ a~ Interst.te pfyelfr.e, otf~r lce.l dIstribution (~~any, or 
California gas _ell to-.nothef loc.l distribution c~pany outs{~e PC!!'s gas service tt!rlt~~y 
for Its Of!!) use or onte!'l.1f of any C\lstOC'"~r uhty fer \j'~ .. Hhio t~~ State of California. 

TERRITORY. S<t~dule C-IN' applle$ to transportatfco service fr~~ and to ~e s~eclffc t~.tf~s 
listed telO¥1. 

RAllS: If you tele service under G-lkI, you .. ill ~y tt.e foll""lng (~..,tgu for. gas 
trar,sportation. As sr-.o..n betOll, )Olir utes lIill differ dtye:'iding t.lp¢I'l ~here your 9U Is 
received into or is 6ell~ered fr~ PC~E's syste~. 

S/Tl:enw 
fku Kern V.he Near 

To: Top«k J(ettJe:r.~n Rher 0.2'8 8t~tt·.e 

fronl: 

"ear Valin 0.01500. 0.01960 0.01360 O.01~ 0.01500 

Near Top«\ 0.(11100 0.01100 

C~Hf. Proouction off: 

lir·e "00 O.(HSOO O.C)1960 0.01960 0.0)>00 0.0150() 

line 300 0.01100 0.01100 O.OUOO 0.01100 0.01100 

Near 
Needles 

0.01$00 

0.01S00 

0.01100 

Note: Rates different th~n those she ...... at.ove Ny be nt·;othted. My oegothted fnterutHfty 
transportatfon t.te can not te les$ than PC1E's short-ruo Y.rla~le cost of provldir~ service her 
more than the short-run variable cost plus ~.e ceiling tates she .. n above. . 

Ad~ed to your transportation charge will be any applicable costs. ta~es and/or fees. Such 
d-ar9H r:01 ir,d~e, but ue not limited to, fnterstate pfpe1:fr.e surcharges. 

Effective ~~rch " 1981. a per-therR standby charge shall be applied to all gas transported via 
t~~ [I Paso Natural Cas Co~any (£1 Paso) syst~. except as Irdicated belo ... 

St~nGby Sur<h~r~e, ~~r t~~rm ••••• I ..••....• ~ .....•... I ..•..•.• ~ •••.•..••.•• I...... ••• $&.00297 

STk~D6Y CHARGE: Per $ettle~.ent of fIRe Oocket No. RPS£·\S-OOO. £1 Paso Instituted a standby 
surcharge that Is applfed to all Sa$ tr~n$ported via t~e [1 P~so $1$te~ e.c~pt fn certain cases 
~hfch are ~tllned In EI Paso's t~rif'J Rate Sc~~dule G (Cereta1 Seryfce--Callforhla). 

SKRlh~[t !~t~ental fuel use and lost .nd unaccounted-for gas ~tll be deducted fr~ the 
q~ant{tfe$ of natural gas received at the Point of Receipt as srecified in your $erylce 
a;ree<-..ent or trl.y be r.~got fated as a separate {dent Utable rate cO!!CpO(\eot. . 

PRIORITY Of SERVICE: Shippets ta\f~ $trylce v~er this schedule lIill have a curtailment 
prlorlty loner than all cust~er$ talin9 slles and/or fotr~uttlfty transpottatlon servIce ~ the 
PC!£ $y$te~. Priority a~~ shippers on thIs tariff ""1 t~ ~sed on the tate paid lor s~tvfce 
under this tariff. 

CUR1AILY£NT OF SERVICEs Service u~et this schedu1e r.ay be curtailed ~cause of cap~elty, 
sv~ply. or loeal ~etatl~ constraints. PG'E shall be t~.e so1e Jud1e 01 ~~ether it has 
sufficient capacity ttansport gas. (N) 

Ad,ice kiter ,\"0. lU9-C 
lJ\'Li5ivn So. 87-09-021 

SJUE02 (SO') p. 2 

I.ulit·d b.­
Gordon R. Smith 

"ice Pr~s(dE'U1 
Fil1mlU and Rates 
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Pacific Gas Qlld Eledrlc C.cmpuy 
SaIl Fr(J11(iJC<>, CaftjonriQ 

ltvlsed 
Orlgl!'" 

(AI. pre. Sl:~1 ,\"0. 
Cal. PCe. 5h~ SQ 

lZH!-5 

lZ!!!-S' 

Cl·HAIl)l{U 
OJ: SUYIC£: 
(Corot'd. ) 

SERYICE 
AG"[(foIU1: 

TUK OF 
SUVJCE: 

sc~rOVlE S-I"--I'l(~aTJllt' TRl\5;C~lATJC' S(.V1C{ 

(Cc,.,\ II\',Jt6) 

IPI a UPH It, shOrta,e, 'U£ ,,,.11 flue V.e right to CiH ta 11 Ve lhip;er' s 
tra:'lsj:'ort urvlce so '''.at It .lgM sene cloistoScers vlth hfg!':er priority 
cl'lslffcatlo~,. I~ s~ch • Clse, t~! '~fr¥er .111 It setyt~ tefore ot~lr 
shIppers PlY'~g lew.r r.tts (or tr.ns~rt Slrylce. )f lwo or rore shtp~tt •• re 
plying t~e sl~e r.te t~eft elth shlp~er vlll be curtailed on a pro-t.t. ~,sts. 

If t~e C."fornl. 'ubllc UtIlities t~~tsslon deel.res tfllt • svyply-sh¢rl.;e 
ere'geftcy txlsts. gas delIvered to t6S[ (or tr.nsport to the shipper ray ~e 
dlYerted to '6'£ custc4er. (~tl\ reiular sates and IntllutSllty tr,~sport) 
hawIng the trlorlt)' classlfleatton. I and l. 

PG\(. at Its te.so~,blt discretIon. may c~rtail it. tecelpl of t~e s~I~Der's 
ga. if accepting t~t shlpDer', 9'S for tranJport _ould obllg.te 'S,( to 
purchase gas It w~uld not purc~.se ot~er.lse. or O~trltl Its s)ste~ any 
dUhunt I,. 
'HE 5",11 ghe H.e tlisto-Tef IS "lIeh not fee of '" h'·ct"dlng curtatlrer,t IS Is 
re&$o~.bl, PCfsible Ioi~ter t~! ctrCIoi~st,nets at t~e tIre. 

ro~ vlll be requlre1 to slgll • -Service Agrtt~ent- for serviCe u"der 
5c~tdllle 6-1.1 (for. 10. 19-130). Any terms and tondltlons of trinsport 
serrici not covered In this sct.t~lIle .111 be d~1.i1~d In ,our str~f(e 
agrte~el\t. Your .gree~ent r,y s~ect(J negotl.ted rates t~lt ate dlffere,.,t fro' 
tl'>ose shown ibowe. h tP\.t tHllt. the ne;ot hted rates "Ill ateply. 

l~e .Inlr.~~ initial ter. fet strvlce under this schedule ",11 te 
ont ~nth. After t~e Inttlal ter •• ~nth-to-month rentwal is .uto~atlc.l1y 
proylded. You must notify fG\£ 30 d'Y1 ~tfore t~e expiratIon o( )our serwice 
.greer-tnt If )O~ wish to ctrocel t~t 6gfee~ent • 

... d,i((> liller .\"0. lSlS-G 
Dt--<isio'1.\'o. U.OC-089 

ISSCltd by 
Gordon R. Smltb 

"itt' PriSMtll1 
Fillon(t cmd RattS 

~:~/~'~f M&t 6 I ~§t" 
R~/lti(J" SrJ. 

lU A015U p. 9 


