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MOTION OF THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK 
TO SET ASIDE SUBMISSION AND REOPEN THE RECORD FOR THE 

TAKING OF ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE 

Pursuant to Rule 13.14(b), the Utility Reform Network (TURN) submits 

this Motion to Set Aside Submission and Reopen the Record in order to take into 

evidence a portion of the October 2,2012 Reporter's Transcript of PG&E's oral 

testimony in the Joint Evidentiary Hearings conducted in 1.12-01-007 and 1.11-02

016 concerning valve automation. This portion of the transcript, including pages 

194-214 of the joint evidentiary hearing transcript, is attached as Appendix A. 

TURN explains below how this evidence, which was unavailable prior to 

the submission of the record on May 31, 2012, constitutes admissions by PG&E 

witnesses concerning the response times of remote controlled valves (RCVs) and 

automatic shut-off valves (RCVs). These admissions are directly relevant to the 

scope of the valve automation program proposed in R.11-02-019, and specifically 

to the choice between RCVs versus ASVs, which was a primary issue in dispute. 

NATURE AND RELEVANCE OF EVIDENCE 

The evidence consists of the oral testimony, in response to cross-

examination by Ms. Strottman from the City of San Bruno, of PG&E expert 

witnesses Kazimirsky and Slibsager. These witnesses submitted testimony in 

Investigation 11-12-007 concerning "PG&E'sSCADA System and the Milpitas 

Terminal." Mr. Slibsager is the Manager of Gas System Operations, and has been 

with PG&E for 29 years. Mr. Kazimirsky is a Principal Engineer in charge of 

SCADA and Controls Group, and has been with PG&E for over 32 years. 
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During cross examination, these witnesses (primarily Mr. Slibsager) 

discussed the differences between RCVs and ASVs and the amount of time 

required to initiate closure of these valves by a control room operator (RCV) or 

an automated signal (ASV). Of particular relevance are pages 201,202 and 206 of 

the Reporter's Transcript; however, TURN submits the entire 20-page section of 

cross-examination by Ms. Strottman (2 RT 194 to 2 RT 214) for completeness. 

Mr. Slibsager testified that depending on the amount of SCAD A 

information they were receiving, a control room operator would initiate closure 

of an RCV in "as short as 25 or 30 minutes and as, you know, as long as maybe 

an hour and a half." Mr. Slibsager further explained that given the conditions on 

September 9,2010, a gas control operator might never have initiated closure 

without on-site assistance. 

PG&E has proposed its automated valve program in this proceeding as a 

tool to achieve gas flow shut-off within 30 minutes of a rupture. Mr. Slibsager's 

testimony is directly relevant to assessing the efficacy of using RCVs, rather than 

ASVs, to accomplish this goal. In particular, Mr. Slibsager's testimony is directly 

relevant to the testimony PG&E submitted in this proceeding contending that gas 

shut off after a rupture can be achieved with an RCV within 30 minutes.1 

The choice between RCVs and ASVs is no small matter. It is the primary 

issue in dispute concerning the scope of PG&E's valve automation program. 

1 See, Exh. 1, p. 4-24, Menegus/PG&E. 
TURN Motion to Reopen 2 
R.11-02-019 
November 16,2012 

SB GT&S 0366318 



WHY EVIDENCE WAS NOT PREVIOUSLY ADDUCED 

The record in this proceeding was submitted on May 31,2012. The oral 

testimony in the Joint Evidentiary Hearings in 1.12-01-007 and 1.11-02-016 was 

taken on October 2, 2012, more than four moths after submission of the record in 

this proceeding. The Proposed Decision in this proceeding was issued on 

October 19,2012. TURN is moving for the admission of this evidence, which we 

have cited in our comments on the Proposed Decision. 

November 16, 2012 Respectfully submitted, 

By: /s/ 

ThomasJ. Long, Legal Director 
Marcel Hawiger, Energy Attorney 

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK 
115 Sansome St reet, Su i te 900 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
Phone: (415) 929-8876, ex. 311 
Fax: (415)929-1132 
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Appendix A: 

Joint Evidentiary Hearing in 1.12-01-007/1.11-02-016 

October 2, 2012 

2 RT 194-214 
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MS. STROTTMAN: Yes, thank you. 

CROSS-E XAMINATI 0N 

BY MS. STROTTMAN: 

Q (3ood afternoon. My name :Ls Br:L11: 

S t r o 11 rrt a n a n d. I r e p resent 1: h e C :L t y 

o f S a n B r u n o . 

C a n y o u h e a r m e ? 

WIT NESS KA ZIMIR S K Y: A Yes. 

WIT N E S S S I, IB S A G E R : A Yes. 

Q So I am going 1:o ask you a few 

questions about your automated valve program 

and automated, valves in general. So to whom 

s h ou 1 d I d. 1 r e c t 1: ha t que s 1:1 on - - 1: h o s e 

que s 1:1 on s 1: o ? 

WITNESS KAZIMIRSKY: A I guess it 

d e p e n d s o n t h e q u e s 11 o n . 

Q Well, I'll direct turn your 

a11en11 on t o page 8 -1 7 of your t es 1:1mony, 

lines 12 through 14. Who could speak to 

1: h a t ? 

WITNESS SI, IBS ACER: A I think I would 

s p e a k 1: o 1: h a 1: . 

Q Okay. Can you please take a minute 

j u s 1: 1: o re ad. 11 ? 

A Then 1:ha t wa s , I ' m so rry, 11 ne s 12 

through 14 ? 

Q 1,1 n e s 12 t h r o u g h 1 4 . 

A (Rev1ew1ng documentj 0kay . 
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Q So it says PG&E has embarked on an 

aggressive program to :Lncrease SCADA 

v :L s i b i 1 :L 1: y a n d c o n t r o 1 c a p a b :L 1 :L t y (3 n :L t s 

1: r a n s m i s s :L o n p i p e 1 :L nes, f o c u s :L n g (3 n 1: h e m o s t 

dense 1 y popu 1 ated areas in (3ur serv:Lce 

1:err:L 1:ory; :L s 1:hat correct ? 

A T ha t is correct. 

Q So does this aggress ive program, 

quote, unquote, aggressive program inc1ude 

the automated valve program you testified to 

1 a t e r o n ? 

A That is what it's referring to, 

\ 7 mo c; 1 EG >-> • 

Q Is th e p r o g r a m a g g ress i v e be c a u s e 

o f t h e p r o b 1 ems PG&E h a d w :L t h :L t s c o n t r o 1 

capabilities on September 10, 2010? 

MR. WEED: Objection, assumes facts not 

:L n e v :L d e n c e . 

MS. STROTTMAN: Your Honor, I don't 

1: h i n k i t ass umes . I ' m j u s t a s k i n g a qu e s t :L o n 

:L f the aggress :L ve p rogr am :L s be cau se o f 

1: h e p r o b 1 ems f r o rrt S e p t e rnb e r 1 01 h . 

AL3" WETZEI,I,: Overru 1 ed.. 

MS. STROTTMAN: I'm sorry. 

September 9. 

WITNESS SI, IBSAGER : So I 1:hink i 1:'s 

actua] 1 y a resporise to process :Lmprovement 

related to the events of September 9th that 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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PG&E h a s been m o v :L n g f o r w a r ci o n a n d h a s been 

a recommendation by the National 

T r a n s p o r t a t i o n S a f e t y Bo a r d t ha t ' s been 

1 s soed t o PG&E and the industry. 

Q So is that a yes to my question? 

A W e 11, t h o s e are 1: h e a c t i v i t i e s 

we're undertaking as a resu 11 of 1:hose 

p rocess imp rovernents . I ' m — 

Q To answer rny question — 

A So --

Q — i s 1: h e p r o g r a m a g g r e s s i v e 

because of wha 1: happened on Sep 1:ernber 9, 

2 0 1 0 ? 

A In res p o n s e t o i t be i ng a p r o cess 

improvernent 1:o what occurred, yes. 

I ' m n o t s u r e I u n d e r s t a n d 

the question. I mean, aggressive — I mean 

it ' s process irnprovement re 1 ated to 

1: h e i n c i d e n t a n d t h e a c c i d e n t 1: h a t h a p p ene d 

on Sep tember 9, 2 010. 

Q S o 1: h e p r o g r a m — I ' rn u s i n g y o u r 

w o r d s, an a g g ress i v e p r o g r a rn . 

A That's right. Installation of this 

number o f va 1ves and this amount o f wo rk i s 

re a11y qu i t e, qu i t e 1a rge. 

Q And it's because of the events of 

S e p t e rnb e r 9, 2 0 1 0 ? 

A In respect of it being process 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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improvements associated with that event, yes. 

Q I'm sorry. I don't think you're 

answer in g my q ue s t i o n. I ' m s o r r y. I'm 

a s k i n g — 

A We 11, we undertook 1:his activity as 

a r e s n 11: o f o u r — o f t h e N T S B 

recommendations and PG&E's review of 

1:he incident and insta 11 ing these va 1 ves as 

p a r t o f t h e (3 u r P S E P p r o g r a m . 

Q Is the program 1abe1ed aggressive 

bee a u s e (3 f t h e p r o b 1 ems PG&E h a d w i t h i t s 

A Maybe I misunderstood then. I 

1:h i n k aggress i ve , i t ' s s u ch a 1 a rge amoun t o f 

work 1:hat ' s being done in such a short period 

o f 1: i m e . 

Q Okay. So could you please explain 

to me in layman's terms how an automated 

v a 1 v e w i t h a n a u t o rn a t e d c a p a b :L 1 i t y w o r k s ? 

A A n a u t o rn a t i c v a 1 v e w :L t h a u t o rn a t i c 

c a p a b :L 1 i t y, i n s t a 11 i n g a n a u t o rn a 1: e d v a 1 ves 

1: h a t h a v e b o t h e i t h e r a u t o rn a t :L c or r e rn. o t e 

cap:)ability. 

T h e a u t o m a 1: i c f u n c t :L o n i s i n t e n d e d 

to be a functionality we're using where we 

h a v e t h e p i p e 1 i n e c r o s s :L n g e a r t h q u a k e f a u 11: s 

a n d t h e a u t o rn a t i c n a tnre o f :L t, :L t w i 11 

a c t u a 11 y a c t :L v a 1: e a n d c 1 o s e 1: h e v a 1 ves base d 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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(3 n t h res h o 1 d s a n d t r :L g g e r s w i t h o u t o p e r a t (3 r 

:Lnterven 1: ion i n rny cont ro 1 room . 

Q W h a t (31 h e r 1: r :L g g ers bes :L d e s 

earthquakes ? 

A 11 ' s :L n c r e a s e d f 1 o w t h r o u g h 

1: h e p :L p e 1 :L n e t h a t m a y s i g n i f y t h a t a p :L p e 1 :L n e 

:Ls rIIptured or broken as a resu 11: (3f 

a n e a r 1: h q u a k e (3 c c u r r i n g . 

Q And coII 1 d you p 1 ease exp 1 ain to rne 

:L n I ayman's t e rrns how an au t oma 1:ed va 1 ve w:L 1:h 

a rem o 1: e c o n t r o 1 c a p a b :L 1 i t y works ? 

A 11 w (3 u 1 d b e a v a I v e :L n m y c o n t r o 1 

room. It would be actually operated by my 

contro 1 roorn, rnean 1 ng 1:hat my contro 1 roorn 

o p e r a tors w o u 1 d sen d a s 1 g n a 1 1: o o p en or 

c 1 o s e 1: h e v a 1 v e . 

Q So how do you make the dec 1 s 1 on 1:o 

p 1 ace — or how does PG&E make the dec 1 s 1 on 

whether to place an — can I call it an 

a u t o m a 11 c o r a u t o rn ate d v a 1 v e w 11 h a u t o rn a 11 c 

capability an ASV? 

A Yes. 

Q I s t h a t f a 1 r ? 

A T h a t ' s f 1 n e . 

Q Can I c a11 a n a ut o ma t e d va 1ve w11 h 

r e rn o t e c o n t r o 1 c a p a b 1111 y a n R C V ? 

A T h at wo II 1 d w o r k . 

Q S o h o w d o e s PG&E rn a k e 1: h e d e c 1 s 1 o n 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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1: (3 p 1 a c e a n A S V (3 r a n R S V (3 n a I :L n e ? 

A T he A S V s were det e r mi n e d a s 

a res u 11 (3 f t h e f a u 11: p r <3 c ess a n d 1: h e 1: h o u g h 1: 

that if there were an earthquake that we 

w (3 ii 1 d w a n t a q u i c k s h u t (3 f f (3 f t h o s e p :L p e 1 i n e s 

w :L t h o u t i ntervent i on f r o in t h e contr o 1 r o o in t o 

make that happen. And the RCVs were intended 

1: o b e a d e c :L s i o n m a d e :L n 1: h e c o n t r o 1 r o o rn 1: o 

c 1 o s e 1:h o s e va 1 ves. 

Q So that an RCV, you said a contro1 

r o o rn o p e r a tor m a k e s t h e d e c i s :L o n 1: o c 1 o s e — 

A That's right. 

Q — t h e v a 1 v e ? 

A (Nods.) 

Q A n d w h a t 1: r a i n i n g d o e s t h a t c o n t r o 1 

r o o m o p e r a t o r h a v e i n rn a k i n g 1: h a t 

d eter rn i n a t i o n ? 

the remote operation of valves. So they are 

1: r a i n e d o n h o w t o u s e t h e S C A D A s y s t e rn 1: o 

rn a k e t h a t c o n t r o 1 v a 1 v e c 1 o s e base d o n 

a n a 1 y s i s o f u p s t r e a rn a n d d o w n s t r e a m 

A One o f t h e o p e r a tor 0 Q s or o p e r a t o r 

m y o p e r a tors h o 1 d :L s 

c o n d i t i o n s 1: o t h e p i p e 1 i n e 

condi t i ons. So i t's an opera t or 

1: h a t 1: h e y h o 1 d 1: h a t a 11 o w s 1: h e rn 

to do that. 

Q S o d o e s 1: h e c o n t r o 1 r o o rn o p e r a tor 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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have 1:o check in w:Lth 1:he superv:Lsor 1:(3 rnake 

that dec i s :Lon ? 

A T h e sen i o r 1: r a n s m i s s :L o n c (3 o r d i n a t (3 r 

(3n sh i f t i s a c<3n t r(31 room ope ra t o r that ' s 

1:here 24 by 7 , part (3f rny con t ro 1 room s t af f 

h a s 1: h e a u t h o r i t y 1: o :L s s u e t: h o s e orders a n d 

ha ve 1:he contr o 1 r oorn op e r a tors a c t :L va t e 

1: h o s e va I ves 1: o c 1 o s e . 

Q So i f 1:here was an RSV on Line 1 32 

placed upstream from the break in Segment 

1 8 0 , h o rr 1 o n g w o u 1 d :L t h a v e 1: a k e n 1: o s h u t o f f 

1: h e g a s ? 

A So a remote con t ro 1 va 1 ve :L f :L t had 

ex i sted, :L t wou 1 d ha v e, the 1: ime :L t wou 1 d 

h a v e 1: a k e n t o m a k e t h e d e c :L s i o n w o u 1 d h a v e 

d e p e n d e d o n t h e a m o u n t o f i n f o r m a t :L o n 1: h e 

o p e r a tor c o u 1 d h a v e g 1 eane d f r o m 1: h e SCAD A 

s y s t e rn b e f ore 1: h e y m a d e t h a t d e c :L s :L o n . 

So I don't have precise answer in 

1:he respect of they didn ' 1: exi s t on 

September 9. As we are installing these 

across our system, we're adding a number — 

great number of these, 220 of them in 

1:he f i r s t ph a se between now and 2 0 1 4 . So 

wi 1:h 1:hat cornes a 1 ot of increased 

v i s i b i 1 i t y . 

So, it's hard for me to give you 

a precise number but I mean the actual 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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activat:L(3n (3f 1:he va 1 v e once the person sends 

1:he s:Lgna 1 :Ls about 1:w(3 to five rninutes. But 

:L t ' s a 11 a b <3 u t 1: h e a n a 1 y s :L s an d t h e a mo u n t o f 

d a t a t hey h a v e a v a i 1 a b 1 e t o 1: h e m t o rn a k e t h a t 

d e c i s i o n 1: (3 sen d 1: h e s :L g n a 1 . T h a 1: w (3 u 1 d 

requi re time. 

Q C(3IIId. you give me a range? 

A Y <3 ii k now, every s i t u a t i on' s 

d i f ferent, D e p e n d s o n h o w m ii c h i nfor rn a 1: i o n 

1:hey ire get t i ng . But I me an I th in k i t cou 1 d 

be - - i t c o II 1 d b e I t h i n k a s s h o r t a s 2 5 or 

3 0 miniites and as, you know, as 1 ong as maybe 

an hoIIr and a ha 1 f . Depends on the amoiint o f 

information they're getting to make that 

d e c i s i o n . 

Q And what about an ASVh What if an 

AS V wa s p 1 a c e d ups t r e am f r orn 1: h e b r e a k i n 

Segment 180, how long would it have taken to 

1: u r n o f f t h e g a s ? 

A A S V a u 1: o rn a ted - - a c t u a t e d 

a u t o rn a t :L c a 11 y s o :L t w o u 1 d h a v e c 1 o s e d as s o o n 

a s :L t g o t 1: h e s :L g n a 1 f r o m t h e v a 1 v e . 

Q S o i t's f a i r t o say t ha t i f a n A S V 

w a s o n L i n e 1 3 2 , 1: h e g a s w o u 1 d h a v e been c u t 

off right away? 

A Providing the valve operated 

appropriately as it was designed to, yes. 

Q A n d w h a t a b o u t a n R C V ? 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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A That's back to the answer I gave 

a m :L n u t e ago. D e p e n d s o n h o w rn ii c h a n a 1 y s :L s 

a n d h o w q ii i c k 1 y rn y f o 1 k s c o u I d h a v e 

assimilated information. And based on 

1: h e 1 eve 1 o f i n f o r rn a 1: i o n 1: h e y rece i v e d o n 

1: h a t d a y, I t h i n k i t w o u 1 d h a v e 1: a k e n 1: h e rn 

a c o n s i d e r a b 1 e a m o u n t o f t i m e 1: o rn a k e 

1: h e d e c i s i o n 1: o c 1 o s e t h a t v a 1 v e . 

Q W o u 1 d n 1 1: a p r u d e n t o p e r a t o r i n s t a 11 

an RCV to shu 1: off 1:he gas in an event of 

a c a t a s t r o p hi c f a i1ure? 

A R e rn o t e 1 y c o n t r o 11 e d v a 1 v e ? 

Q Yes. 

A W e 11, PG&E h a d a t 1: h e t i m e over 3 0 0 

rernote 1 y contro 11 ed va 1 ve s in thei r systern . 

We just didn't have one at that location. 

Q So is it your answer then that -

so I guess the answer to my question wouldn't 

a p r u d e n t o p e r a t o r i n s t a 11 a n R C V t o s h u t o f f 

1: h e g a s :L n a h i g h pressure g a s 1 :L n e 1 i k e L i n e 

13 2 an event o f a cat a s tr ophi c f a i1ure? 

MR. WEED: Ob j e c 1: i o n . 11:'s a n 

:Lncomp 1 ete hypothet:Lca 1, ca 11 s for 

s p e c u 1 a t i o n . 

MS. STROTTMAN: I don't think it does. 

We can just say the hypothetical is the exact 

s i t ua ti on o f wha t happened on Sep t embe r 9, 

2010, which I'm sure you're familiar with. 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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MR. WEED: It's still objectionable as 

it's just those two valves or is it every 

va 1ve on 5 0 0 0 mi1e s o f p ipe or — 

MS. STROTTMAN: Segment 180. 

MR. WEED: — which is it? 

MS. STROTTMAN: Q Actually, just Line 

1 3 2 . 

WITNESS SI, IBS ACER: A Well, PG&E like 

I s a 1 d, w e h a d o v e r 3 0 0 r e rn o t e 1 y c o n t r o 11 e d 

valves on the system. So we actually over 

time, we installed them where we thought it 

was prudent and necessary, and that's just 

the process we've had in place. 

S o I t h1n k we've been d o1n g 

1:he prudent 1:h 1 ng by 1 nsta 111 ng 1:hem as we 

re 1:rof 111:ed fac 11111 es and as we saw need for 

them. Just didn't -- we did not have them at 

1: h a t 1 o c a 11 o n o n Sep t e rn b e r 9 . 

Q And is it fair to say that a fire 

f u e 1 e d b y g a s rn a k e s t h e f i re more d a n g e r o u s ? 

A I ' rn n o t s u r e I k n o w t h a t . 

Q Y o u d o n o t k n o w 1: h a t ? 

A Well, I mean — 

Q A f ire f ue 1 ed by gas , doesn ' 1: 1:hat 

make a fire more dangerous? 

A That's something else. I'm --

Q I s a f I r e f u e 1 e d b y g a s a d a n g e r o u s 

s 11: u a 1:1 o n ? 
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A Of course, yes. 

Q And that can contr:Lbute 1:o property 

damage; correct? 

A Yes, of course . 

Q And put people's lives at risk; 

correct? 

A Yes, 11 c o u1d. 

Q And if I could please direct your 

attention to it's CPSD-9 which is the NTSB 

r e p o r t . D o y o u h a v e t h a t w i t h y o u ? 

A The NTSB report? 

Q Yes. Sorry. 

A So did you give us a page number? 

Q Yes. It's small Roman numeral X. 

Top of the page it says Executive Summary. 

A 0 k a y . 

Q If y o u c o u1d p1ease r e a d t o 

yourse 1 f the first 1 ine and 1:he 1 ast 

p a r a g r aph . 11 s t a r 1: s w i th " H owever . " 

A (Reading document) . 

Q I'll just read it out loud: . 

H owever, PG&E t o o k 9 5 m i n u t e s 1: o s t o p 

1: h e f 1 o w o f g a s a n d t o i s o 1 a t e 

1:he rupture si te , a resporise t ime that 

was excessive 1 y 1 ong and cont ribu 1:ed 1:o 

1: h e extent a n d sever i t y o f p r o p erty 

damage and increased the 1i f e-

1:hreatening r i s k 1:o 1:he res idents and 
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emergency respenders. 

Do yon agree wi th 1:ha t s t a tement 

frorn 1:he NTSB :Ln the Executive Suinmary? 

A S o , I ' rn n o t s u r e I a g ree 1: h a 1: i t 

w a s a n excess :L v e I o n g per i o d o f 1: :L m e 1: h a t i t 

took us to shot off the flow of gas. But 

I guess I a g ree t h a t h a d :L t been s h u t o f f 

f a s t e r , t h a t p o t e n t :L a 11 y s o rn e o f 1: h o s e 1: h i n g s 

woII 1 d no 1: have happened. 

Q If I can could please have you look 

at page 125. And it's NTSB finding No. 13, 

1:he f 1 r s 1: f 1 nd 1 ng — we 11, 11 ' s 1:he f 1 r s t 

p a r a g r a p h o n p a g e 12 5 . 

A It's you said No. 13? 

Q Yes. 

A (Reviewing document) Okay, I read 

Q A n d 1: h at states: 

II s e o f a u t orn a t i c s h u t - o f f v a 1 ves o r 

r e rn o t e c o n t r o 1 v a 1 ves a 1 o n g t h e 1 e n g t h 

o f L i n e 1 3 2 w o o t d. h a v e s i g n ...i .C i. c a. n L t y 

r e d u c e d t h e a m o u n t o f 1:1 m e 1: a k e n t o 

s t o p 1: h e f 1 o w o f g a s a n d 1: o i s o 1 a t e 

1: h e r u p t u r e . 

Do you agree wi 1:h 1:hat finding? 

A N o t i n respect to r e rn o t e contr o 1 

va 1 ves because I 1:hink remote contro 1 va 1 ves 

still would have taken the operator's 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 



1 

3 

q 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

1 6 

17 

1 8 

1 9 

20 

2 1 

22 

2 3 

2 4 

25 

2 6 

2 7 

28 

2 06 

a n a 1 y s :L s t o ma k e a de c i s :L o n 1: (3 a c t :L vate 1: h (3 s e 

r e mo 1: e c <3 n t r <31 v a 1 ves . 

I'm not so sure looking at what 

1: r a n s p i r e d o n t h a t d a y 1: h a t t h e y w o u 1 d h a v e 

had enough knowledge to have done that or how 

fast they would have been able to do that. 

Q But you agree that the automatic 

s h u t - o f f v a1ves w o u1d ha v e s1g n1f1c a n 11y — 

1: h e u. s e o f 11 w o u 1 d h a v e s 1 g n 1 f 1 c a n 11 y 

reduced the amount of time taken to stop 

1: h e f 1 o w o f g a s a n d 1: o i s o 1 a t e t h e r u p t u. re? 

A N o , n o t - - I t h i n k 1: h a 1: 1: h a t ' s 

a c o n c 1 u s i o n o n e c o u 1 d d r a w, b u t I 1: h i n k i t 

depends on how they were set, what thresholds 

were a u t o mate d i n t o t he v a1ves t o sen d 

1: h e s i g n a 1 s t o s h u t t h e m o f f , a n d w h e t h e r 

1: h e v a 1 ves a c t e d p r o p e r 1 y o n 1: h a t d a y f i f 

1: h e y acta a 11 y ex i s t e d . J 

Q If they hadn't worked properly? 

A Well that, and if they had been, 

y o u k now, p r o g r a m me d p r o p e r1y. I me a n, y o u 

k now, a n a u t o m a 11c s h u t o f f v a 1v e w o u1d 

a c 11vate b a s e d o n t h e a mou n t o f f1o w 11 w a s 

registering, something about a threshold. It 

would have had to have been programmed 

correct Iy and des igned cor rec 1:1 y . 

Q Ass u mi n g t h e y w o r k e d p r o p e r1y, 

d e sIg n e d -- w ere d e sIg n e d p r o p e r1y, w o u1d 
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that ASVs have reduced the amount of time 

taken to stop the flow of gas? 

WITNESS KAZIMIRSKY: A This location 

w a s n o t s u 11: a b 1 e f o r 1: h e A S V, bee a u s e 1: h e 

a u t o rn a 11 c s h u t o f f v a 1 v e w o u 1 d n e e d t o d e t e c t 

the rupture in line. So far up to now 

1: e c h n o 1 o g y f o r t h a t i s not re a 11 y re 1 i a b 1 e . 

Technology is not available. That is why we 

1 n s t a 11 e d t h e a u t o rn a 11 c v a 1 v e o n 1 y a t 1: h e 

f a u11 11nes. L o c a t i o n 1i k e S a n B r un o w o u1d 

c a 11 f or — w o u 1 d b e rn ore for re m o t e c o n 1: r o 1 

v a 1 v e , n o t a u t o rn a 11 c v a 1 v e . R e rn o t e c o n t r o 1 

valve, like Keith said, would still require 

0 p e r a t o r i n v o 1 v e rn e n t 1: o rn a k e d e c 1 s 1 o n 1: o 

c 1 o s e 1: h e v a 1 v e . 

Q So I guess I don ' 1: unders tand why 

an ASV is not, could not be properly placed 

in San Bruno. Could you please explain that? 

A Bee a u s e t h e A S V, 1: h e v a 1 v e t h a t 

c o u 1 d c 1 o s e a u t o m a 11 c a 11 y w 11 h out a n y h u rn a n 

intervention, would require exact means of 

detecting line rupture. And currently there 

1 s n o r e 11 a b 1 e 1: e c h n o 1 o g y a v a i 1 a b 1 e f o r s u c h 

application. For the earthquake faults the 

technology is available. Valve can detect 

1: h e ear t h m o v e rn e n t . Sens o r s c a n detect e a r t h 

rn o v e m e n t o r a c c e 1 e r a 11 on, a n d 1: h e y can a c t 

upon that. On a straight line like we have 
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:Ln San Bruno , 1:he 1:echno 1 ogy :L s not re 1 :LabIe . 

Q D o e s P G & E h a v e any p 1 a n s 1: o p 1 a c e 

a n R S V o n I. i n e 2 2? 

A We have. We already implement it. 

We already have several valves on Line 132. 

Q How ma ny ? 

WIT NESS S I, IB S A G E R : A We've 1 nst a 11 e d 

5 0 o f 1:he s e remote cont ro 1 — approx 1 mate 1 y 

5 0 1 n oIIr sys t ern . The ma j o r 11 y o f tho se ha ve 

been o n t he San Fr a n c1s c o P e n1n s u1a. 

Q B u t n o , y o n h a v e n o t 1 n s t a 11 e d a n y 

ASVs on Line 132? 

A You know, I don't know the answer 

1: o 1: h a t. T h e y a r e 1 n t h e — t h e y are 1 n 1: h e 

automated valve program wherever we have 

f a u 11 c r o s s 1 n g s o n 1: h e Pen 1 n s u 1 a . I d o n ' 1: 

know if they've been installed at this time. 

Q D o y o II k n o w h o w I c a n f 1 n d 1: h a t 

out? 

WITNESS KAZIMIRSKY: A How to find it 

out? 

Q H o w 1: o f 1 n d o u t 1: h a t 1 n f o r rn a 11 o n 

a n d - -

A That information is available; but 

n o t here, n o t now. 

Q Do you know from whom? 

A Pr obab 1 y f rorn 1:he Pipe 1 ine Sa f ety 

E n ha n c e m en t P r o g ram. 
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Q So :L f I cou 1 d. p 1 ease di rect your 

a 11 e n t i o n 1: o t h e C P S D rep o r t t h a t h a s b e e n 

marked 1. Do you have that in front of you? 

A I b e 1 :L eve :L t i s 1: h e 1: e s t i m o n y ? 

Q Yes. 

A 1 :L s p r o b a b 1 y 1: h e very beg :L n n i n g o f 

i t ? 

Q I'm sorry, I just have one more 

question to ask you about RSVs. Assuming all 

1: h e f a c 1: s t h a t SCAD A h a d on Sep t ember 91 h, 

had there been an RSV upstream of Segment 

180, Line 132, how long would it have taken 

to taken shut off the flow of gas? 

WITNESS SLIBSAGER: A So is your 

question how long would it have taken my 

o p e r a t o r s t o a n a 1 y z e 1: h e s i 1: u a 1: i o n 1: o s h u 1: 

o f f 1: h e f 1 o w o f g a s ? 

Q Yes. Assuming all the facts that 

SCAD A ha d on September 91 h, yes. 

A I don't have a precise answer. It 

probab 1 y wou 1 d have 1:aken as 1 ong as havIng 

somebod.y on s11e to 1:e 11 us the precise 

Iocat I on o f 1:he I i ne bre a k t o unders t and 

which valve to actually upstream and 

downstream of the break. 

Q So 1:hen sornebody wou 1 d. have 1:o be 

o n s 11 e ? 

A A t 1 e a s t 1: o a 11 o w u s 1: o u n d ers t a n d 
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preci se 1 y where 1:he break was i n 1:he sys t em . 

Q And. I'm sorry, why is that? 

A Because 1:hen we wou 1 d have to know 

1: h e p r o x i m i t y o f t h e n e a rest u pstre a m a n d t h e 

nearest downstream valve to that location. 

Q Is that common practice within 

PG&E? 

A That is what we rea11y were doing 

that day when we were dispatching our 

einp 1 oyees, our fie 1 d emp 1 oyees 1:o go out 

there and be our eyes and ears. Because we 

didn't have that information available to us 

on SCADA. 

Q S o I 1m sorry, i f I c o u1d h a v e y o u 

g o b a c k t o t ft e C P S D re p o r 1:, p a g e 1 6 7 . 11: ft a s 

been marked 1. 

A It Is 167? 

Q Yes, CPSD Recommendation No. 27. 

A T ft a t I s I n r e g a r d s 1: o R C V 

per f o r mance s t ud y. 

Q Yes, did you have a chance to read 

11 ? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q So j us t f or tfte record 11 says, 

It's Recommendation No. 27: 

RCV/ACV- PG&E should 

perfo rrii a s t udy to p rovI de 

Gas Contro 1 w11ft a means of 
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d e t e r m :L n i n g a n d i s o 1 a t i n g 

the location of a rupture 

re mo t e 1 y b y :L n s t a 11 :L n g 

RCVs, ASVs, and 

a p p r o p r i a t e 1 y s p a c e d 

pressure and f1ow 

1:ransmi11:ers on cr:Lt:Lca 1 

1: r a n s m i s s :L o n 1 :L n e 

:L m p 1 e rn e n t t h e res u 11 s . 

D:Ld I read 1:hat correct Iy . 

A Yes. 

Q Has PG&E perforrned 1:hat study? 

A That is the study I referred to 

e a r 1 :L e r 1: h i s rn o r n i n g 1: h a t w e are per f o r rn i n g 

a t 1: h i s p o i n t :L n t :L rn e . 

Q How long -- I assume you can't tell 

us any cone 1 us:Lons yet to 1:ha 1: study? 

A I r e a 11 y c a n ' 1: . 11 i s 1 o o k i n g a t 

b a s :L c a 11 y 1: h e s p a c :L n g o f o u r 1: r a n s m i 11: ers t o 

deterrnine the effect:Lveness of 1:he too 1, 1:o 

whether it can tell us -- what site it could 

1: e 11 u s h a d o c c u r r e d . A t 1: h i s p o i n t I d o n ' 1: 

h a v e 1: h e r e s u 11 s b a c k . 

Q Excuse me, one rninute . 

MS. STROTTMAN: Thank you, I have 

n o t h i n g f u r t h e r . 

AI, J W E T Z EI, I,: Mr. Y a n g . 
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MR. YANG: No ques 1::Lons for 1:hese 

w :L 1: n esses, y o u r H o nor. 

EXAMINATION 

BY ALJ WETZELL: 

Q I have just one question to 

follow-up on the very last question asked by 

Ms. Strottman regarding Recommendation 27 

1: h a t w e j u s 1: 1 o o k e d a 1:. 

You mentioned that — you talked 

about th1s morn1ng a study that PG&E 1s 

conducting. Does that study include whether 

1: o i n s t a 11 A S V s ? 

WITNESS SLIBSAGER: A The study Is 

actua 11y to Iook at the use of Ieak detec11on 

on the system to pinpoint where a Ieak wou1d 

have occur red so 1:hen we cou 1 d e f f ect I ve 1 y 

use RSVs on our system. 

Q I g u ess I w o u 1 d f o 11 o w - u p o n 1: h e 

q u est Io n s he as k e d. Is PG&E or ha s P G & E 

performed a study with regard to ASVs? 

A So the whole — I mean It Is sort 

of the prem 1 se of 1:he who 1 e PSEP program w11h 

a u t o ma ted v aIves. 11 Is that res p onse to 

PG&E's effort to Install those ASV and RCVs 

on system. We are embarked upon a program to 

In s ta 11 2 0 o f them so we ma ke tha t 

determ 1 na11 on to do that In 1:he C1 a s s 3 , 

C1 ass 4 I o c a 11 o n s w h 1 c h a r e 1: h e h 1 g h 1 y 
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p o p u 1 a ted. a reas . 

AL J WETZElLL : Tharik you. Redirect? 

MR. WEE D : No 1: h i ng r e a 11 y . Ju s t one 

question to follow up on Recommendation 27. 

REDIRE C T E XAMINA TI 0N 

BY MR. WEED: 

Q I f I u n d e r s t a n d c o r r e c 11 y f 

Mr. Slibsager, PG&E has installed numerous 

R S V s a n d A S V s ; 1 s 1: h a t c o r r e c t ? 

WITNESS SI, IBSAGER : A That 1 s correct. 

Q And that 1 s re 1 ated 1:o 

R e c o rn m e n d a 11 o n 2 7 ? 

A Ye ah , 1:hr ough our PSEP p rogr am . 

MR. WEED: Thanks. 

AI.J WETZELL: Anything further on that 

one question? 

MR. REIGER: One point, your Honor. 

RECROSS-E X AMINA T10N 

BY MR. REIGER: 

Q P r i o r t o :L nsta 11 i n g t h e — y o u rn a k e 

1: h e d e c i s i o n s for t h e s e :L n s t a 11 a t :L o n s base d 

upon on a s 1:udy or p 1 an? 

WITNESS SLIBSAGER: A The PSE Project 

p e r f orme d 1: h o s e a n a 1 y s :L s , a n d t h e y rn a k e a 

decision on how we would actually implement 

1:he — the pre c i s e 1 oca t i ons o f 1:he va 1 ves we 

w o u 1 d a c t u a 11 y a u t o m a t e a n d 1: h e d i s t a nee i n 

spacing between them. So I would have to 
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re 1 y on 1:heir exper 1:Ise how we rnade 1:hat 

d e c x s :L o n . 

MR. RE IGE R: Tha n k y o uf y our Ho nor. 

MS. STROTTMAN: Your Honor, I'm sorry. 

N o w I h a v e a q u e s t i o n . 

RECROSS-EXAMINAT ION 

BY MS. STROTTMAN: 

Q Just going back the RSVs, if you 

ha d t o di sp a 1: ch somebody 1: o be ons i 1: e , why 

bo t he r eve n ha vin g a R C V? 

MR. WEED: Ob j ect i on, bey o n d 1: h e 

redirect . 

ALJ WETZELL: I have to agree. 

S u s t a i n e d . 

There being nothing further, that 

cornp 1 etes your test imony . You are excused . 

We wi11 go off the record. 

(Reces s 1: a ken) 

.ALJ' WETZELL: We are on the record. 

Ms. Jordan, you may call PG&E's next 

s c h e d u1e d w11 n ess. 

MS. JORDAN: Thank you, your Honor. At 

this time we call Mr. David Harrison to the 

s 1: a n d . 

AI, J WETZELL: T h a n k you, Ms. J o r d a n . 

DAVID HARRISON, called as a witness 
by P a c i f i c Gas a n d EIe c t r i c Co mpany, 
h a v i n g been s w o r n , 1: e s 11 f 1 e d a s 
f o 11 o w s : 
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PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
MIRSKY 

Q 1 ase state your name and business address, 

A My name is Mark Kazimirsky. My business address is Pacific Gas and 
Electric Compan irth Wiget Lane, Walnut Creek, California, 

Q ii 3fly describe your responsibilities at Pacific Gas ai ictric Company 
(PG&E), 

A 17 I ar > r ncipat Engineer in charge of tr i. jervisoi 1 - i fro! and Data 

Acquisition (SCADA) and Controls Group in the Gas Transmission 
Engineering department, 

Q 18 Please summarize your educational and professional background, 

A II I I ive an engineering degree in Electromechanical Engineerir k i the 
Institute of Technology, Odes raine. I have been with PG&E for over 
32 years in various engineering and management positions. I have 

extensive experience in gas syst erations, SCADA, control systems 

and automation technologies for the natural gas industry, 
Q 19 What is the purpose of your testimony? 

A 19 I am jointly sponsoring Chapter 8.A. F.3., PG&E's SCAI stem and the 
Miipitas Terminal, with Keith Slibsager. 

Q 20 Does this conclude your statement of qualifications? 

A 20 Yes. 

14 4 
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PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 

Q 38 Please state your name and business address, 

A 38 My name is Keith Slibsager. My business address is Pacific Gas and 
Electric Company, 77 Beale St., Sar risco, California, 

Q ii 3fly describe your responsibilities at Pacific Gas ai ictric Company 
(PG&E), 

A 37 I a "anager in the Gas Syst > • >erations department, I have 

responsibility for the gas control room operations including the remote 

monitoring and controlling function of the pipeline and management of the 
natural gas pipeline inventory, 

Q 38 Please summarize your educational and professional background, 

A 38 I have a Bachelor of Science degree in Agriculture/Plant Science from 
California Ste . • n varsity of Fresno, I have worked at PG II r 29 years, 
holding various positions of increasi sensibility in gas operations, 

Q 39 What is the purpose of your testimony? 
A 33 I am jointly sponsoring Chapter 8.A v • tern and the 

Milpitas Fermtnal, with Mark Kazimirsky. 
Q 40 Does this conclude your statement of qualifications? 
A 40 Yes. 

14 8 

SB GT&S 0366344 


