BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Investigation on the

Commisston’s Own Motion mto the [.11-02-016
Operations and Practices of Pacific Gas (Filed February 24, 2011)

and Electric Company with Respect to
Facilities Records for its Natural Gas
Transmission System Pipelines.

AMENDMENT TO THE OPENING BRIEF OF THE CONSUMER
PROTECTION AND SAFETY DIVISION

Attached, please find an amendment to the Opening Brief of Consumer Protection
and Safety Division. CPSD’s Opening Brief was filed on March 25, 2013. On March 29,
2013, the Administrative Law Judge to this proceeding granted CPSD’s request to file
this amendment. CPSD and PG&E have agreed to the procedure of filing this

amendment,

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ DARRYL GRUEN

Darryl Gruen
Staff Counsel

Legal Division Counsel for CPSD
California Public Utilities Commuission
505 Van Ness Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: 415-703-1973

April 2, 2013 Email: DJG@@cepuc.ca.oov

63700734

SB GT&S 0683412
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624 49 CFR §192.13{c). 181
625 CPSD Exhibif 8, p. 22 ot 72, lines 16-17; PG&E Response to CPSD DR 24, Qs 1 and 2. 181
626 181
627 2, hines 1 181
628 PG&E Exhibit 61, p, 3-28, lines 19 182
629 PG&E Response to CPSD DR 25, G 6. 182
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659 15 p. MD-7,1 p. 1-2, hine 7; p. 0-1 188
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664 188
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663 PG&E Exhibit 62, p. MD-9, lines 10-13. 189

664 CPSD Exhibit 8, p. 29 of 72, lines 25-28. 1&9
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