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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Order Instituting Rulemaking on the 
Commission's Own Motion to Adopt New 
Safety and Reliability Regulations for Natural 
Gas Transmission and Distribution Pipelines 
and Related Ratemaking Mechanisms 

R.11-02-019 
(Filed February 24, 2011) 

COMMENTS OF PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC 
COMPANY ON SAFETY AND ENFORCEMENT 

DIVISION'S PROPOSAL FOR CHANGES TO GENERAL 
ORDER 112-E 

Pursuant to the Assigned Commissioner's Revised Scoping Memo issued on May 2, 

2013, Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) submits its comments on the California Public 

Utilities Commission's (Commission) Safety and Enforcement Division's (SED) Proposal for 

Changes to General Order 112-E, served on August 15, 2013. 

To aid SED's review, PG&E has provided its comments in spreadsheet format at 

Attachment A. 

As an overall comment, certain of the proposed amendments to GO 112-E, many of 

which PG&E fully supports, have far-reaching implications with respect to cost, resources and 

programmatic changes. If the proposed changes are adopted, PG&E encourages the Commission 

to allow sufficient time for operators to implement the changes, as well as support reasonable 

cost recovery for all significant program updates that are required. 

PG&E appreciates the opportunity to participate in the recent Commission workshops on 

SED's proposed changes to GO 112-E and for this opportunity to provide written comments. 
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Respectfully Submitted, 

ALEJANDRO T. VALLEJO 
JONATHAN D. PENDLETON 

By: /s/ 
JONATHAN D. PENDLETON 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 Beale Street, B30A 
San Francisco, CA 94105 
Telephone: (415) 973-2916 
Facsimile: (415) 973-5520 
E-Mail: JlPC@pge.com 

Attorneys for 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 

Dated: September 27, 2013 
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Attachment A: PG&E Comments on SEP Proposed Revisions to GO 112-E 

105 Definitions 

105 Definitions 
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Minor to moderate impact to process and procedures No cost recovery i 
implications. PG&E will need to update its procedure and this will most 
likely increase the number of reportable incidents due to media I 
presence. PG&E requests a clear definition of what constitutes a "large 
number of people" to ensure consistent compliance. I 

PG&E is generally supportive of this change. However, it does 
represent a significant impact to our Operator Qualification (OQ) | 
program, construction program and the applicant installation process. j 
PG&E has identified 12 new OQ tasks that will need to be j 
proceduralized and communicated to all PG&E field personnel and | 
contractors. PG&E anticipates 3 to 5 years to develop and 
communicate the new processes, with approximately 3 trainers 
dedicated to supporting these efforts, at a cost of approximately $1 
million. PG&E estimates that the cost for each employee to be fully 
operator qualified would be approximately 513,000, totalling 
approximately S3.25 million to implement the program on PG&E 
facilities. It should be noted that this number is a best-case scenario, 
and there may be some re-testing or re-training associated, as well. 
Additionally, the applicant installation advice letter "GENERAL TERMS 
AND CONDITIONS FOR GAS AND ELECTRIC EXTENSION AND 
SERVICE CONSTRUCTION BY APPLICANT, Advice 3248-G" will need 
to be updated and filed with the CPUC Significant cost recovery impact. 
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This proposed change would cause a significant impact to PG&E's 
Transmission integrity Management Program (T1MP). PG&E currently 
utilizes Method 2, which is consistent with common industry practices. 
In 2009. PG&E reported the second highest number of HCA miles for 
any operator in the United States, representing 9.3 percent of the total 
number of HCA miles within the nation. A Method 1 HCA calculation 
based on current transmission mileage would result in an Increase of 
approximately 618 miles to PG&E's TIMP. Method 2 is a technical basis 
for HCA determination because it considers the actual area where a 
potential failure of a pipeline could have significant impact on people or 
property. Method 1 is based upon class location, which is determined 
with an evaluation of structure counts within 660' of the pipeline 
regardless of Potential Impact Radius (PIR). Many locations have PiR's 
that are much smaller than 660' and even though pipe may be 
designated as class 3 or 4, the pipe will pose no risk to structures or 
property outside the PIR. An example would be to consider a pipe with a 
PIR of 200'. and where a housing development or a "class 3 structure" is 
300' away. This would be class 3 based on buildings within 660', but all 
of the buildings are located outside the PIR and therefore are not at risk 
due to their distance from the pipeline. PG&E is committed to expanding 
integrity management principles outside of HCAs. However, additional 
requirements for TIMP integrity assessments using Method 1 may shift 
the prioritization of additional assessments toward lower risk class 3/4 
areas where structures may not exist within the PIR. instead of toward 
higher risk non HCA areas. Significant cost recovery impact. 

Need to clarify that the events are within the sphere of influence of the 
operator. Operators have no way of identifying near misses for which 
they have not been made aware. This will take some time to implement. 
No signifcant cost recovery impact anticipated. 
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PRC-4 122 Incident Reports 122.2 (a) New criteria: Incidents which have either attracted public Minor impact. Already collecting this information, but will need to update 
reportable incident process to get the information in a timely fashion and 
report. No significant cost recovery impact anticipated. 

PRC-4 122 Incident Reports 
attention or have been aiven sianificant news media coveraae that are 

Minor impact. Already collecting this information, but will need to update 
reportable incident process to get the information in a timely fashion and 
report. No significant cost recovery impact anticipated. 

PRC-4 122 Incident Reports 

suspected to involve natural . - - which occur in 
the vicinitv of the operator's facilities: regardless of whether or not the 

Minor impact. Already collecting this information, but will need to update 
reportable incident process to get the information in a timely fashion and 
report. No significant cost recovery impact anticipated. 

PRC-4 122 Incident Reports 

operator's facilities are involved. 

Minor impact. Already collecting this information, but will need to update 
reportable incident process to get the information in a timely fashion and 
report. No significant cost recovery impact anticipated. 

PRC-4 122 Incident Reports 122.2 (d) Quarterly Summary Reports. Each operator shall submit to the 
CPUC quarterly, not later than the end of the month following the quarter, a 
summary of all CPUC reportable and non I reportable gas leak related 
incidents which occurred in the preceding quarter as follows: 

io which an under-oressure conditiorTcauspd bv !ht» failure of 

Minor impact. Already collecting this information, but will need to update 
gas quarterly incident process to include the information in the report. 
No sigrrficant cost recovery impact anticipated. 

PRC-5 123 Annua! Reports and 
Mecharrcal Fitting 
Reports 
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Assume "leaks replaced" should be "leaks repaired". This information 
can be collected. No signficant cost recovery impact anticipated. 

PRC-5 123 Annual Reports and 
Mechanical Fitting 
Reports 

PG&E does not currently have the capability to track the response times 
from when the report is received to the time the reported leak is not 
hazardous. The response times are tracked from the time the report is 
received to the time the first responder is on scene. Request a c.'ear 
definition of what is meant by making a leak non-hazardous. Minor to 
moderate process impact, no significant cost recovery impact 
anticipated. 

PRC-5 123 Annual Reports arid ! . 
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We currently are not able to provide this information, as there is not a 
mechanism in place to account for time spent on these activities that are 
performed in the course of a field employee's work day. 



PRC-5 123 Annual Reports and 
'Mechanical Fitting 
i Reports • -2:/ "• P •. _|We currently are not able to provide this information, as there is not a 

. " " L .:T--jmechariism in place to account for time spent on these activities that are 
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PRC-5 1123 Annual Reports and I - • - :: -- - .. ". • • - - _ r . 
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This information is not currently available, PG&E does not track various 
LUAF causes. Instead, our LUAF calculation comes from a mass 
balance of the system: LUAF = Measured inputs - Measured outputs, 
adjusted for changes in pipeline inventory. 

PRC-5 123 Annual Reports and I • ,\r 
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This information is not currently available. Information on gas released 
to atmosphere is available from the Green House Gas reporting 
provided to the California Air Resources Board. 

PRC-3 142 Plastic Pipe 142,1 Plastic Pipe Storage At the time of installation, plastic pipe to be 
used for gas transportation, shall not have been subjected to unprotected 
outdoor exposure longer than the time recommended by the manufacturer, 

PG&E respectfully disagrees with this proposed change. Current 
manufacturer recommendations is 3 years which has been validated 
through testing. PG&E installs PE pipe manufactured in accordance with 
the latest edition of ASTM D2513, which requires that the pipe be 
suitable for at least 3 years of outdoor storage. Our approved 
manufacturers guarantee the pipe they produce can be stored outdoors 
for 3 years or more and still meet all performance requirements. 
Performance Pipe has performed and documented testing that 
demonstrates that 3 years of outdoor storage is acceptable (and is 
actually a conservative limit). 

PRC-10 143 Distribution 
- Systems 

Pft.fo'.bjB employee ws.i perform the 

No comment other than to request a definition of "similar". No significant 
cost recovery impact anticipated. 

PRC-12 :145 Transmission Lines' 
J Recording 

i 

! 
patrols, surveys, inspections, or tests reouired by subparts L and M of 49 

More clarity on what is meant by "tests" would be helpful. No significant 
cost recovery impact anticipated. 

PRC-12 145 Transmission Lines: 
Reeorc.rsg 

More clarity on what is meant by "tests" would be helpful. No significant 
cost recovery impact anticipated. 

FRC-14 162 Liquefied Natural 
Gas Facilities 

SO 
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using modified equipment for actual field use. 

It is PG&E's opinion that 192.605 is not the correct code reference for 
OM&E procedures for mobile LNG equipment, as Part 192 is written for 
pipeline facilities. The more appropriate reference would be parts of 49 
CFR Part 193 and NFPA 59A. PG&E is currently working with AGA and 
the NFPA 59A code committee to expand the requirements for mobile 
LNG facilities to include more sections of the existing 59A code. PG&E 
has an extensive manual for operations, maintenance and emergency 
response for its mobile LNG facilities. 
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