SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY

2013 TRIENNIAL COST ALLOCATION PROCEEDING (A.11-11-002)

(DATA REQUEST DRA-PZS-6)
______________________________________________________________________


QUESTION PZS6-1:

Please provide the recorded noncore throughput volumes for each of SDG&E and SoCalGas for each year in the period 2000 thru 2011 (in MMCF/day)
RESPONSE PZS6-1:

Table PZS-06-1(a)

SoCalGas Noncore Throughput

	
	
	SoCalGas
	SoCalGas
	SoCalGas

	
	
	Noncore
	System
	Noncore

	Year
	#Days/Yr
	(MMDth/Yr)
	( Dth/Mcf )
	(MMcf/d)

	2000
	366
	791
	1.0192
	2,120

	2001
	365
	809
	1.0239
	2,164

	2002
	365
	660
	1.0234
	1,766

	2003
	365
	604
	1.0258
	1,614

	2004
	366
	621
	1.0255
	1,653

	2005
	365
	559
	1.0276
	1,491

	2006
	365
	612
	1.0302
	1,628

	2007
	365
	638
	1.0305
	1,697

	2008
	366
	668
	1.0299
	1,771

	2009
	365
	615
	1.0273
	1,639

	2010
	365
	608
	1.0235
	1,629

	2011
	365
	589
	1.0209
	1,582


Table PZS-06-1(b)

SDG&E Noncore Throughput

	
	
	SDG&E
	SDG&E
	SDG&E

	
	
	Noncore
	System
	Noncore

	Year
	#Days/Yr
	(MMDth/Yr)
	( Dth/Mcf )
	(MMcf/d)

	2000
	366
	92.6
	1.0130
	250

	2001
	365
	106.9
	1.0180
	288

	2002
	365
	90.3
	1.0136
	244

	2003
	365
	67.4
	1.0117
	183

	2004
	366
	78.7
	1.0123
	213

	2005
	365
	64.5
	1.0150
	174

	2006
	365
	70.3
	1.0175
	189

	2007
	365
	64.6
	1.0217
	173

	2008
	366
	74.2
	1.0230
	198

	2009
	365
	71.1
	1.0196
	191

	2010
	365
	71.0
	1.0194
	191

	2011
	365
	62.8
	1.0105
	170


QUESTION PZS6-2:

Please provide the adopted forecast noncore throughput volumes for each of SDG&E and SoCalGas for each year in the period 2000 thru 2011 (in MMCF/day) based on average temperature year.

RESPONSE PZS6-2:

Table PZS-06-2(a)

SoCalGas Noncore Adopted Throughput

	
	
	SoCalGas
	SoCalGas
	SoCalGas

	
	
	Noncore
	System
	Noncore

	Year
	#Days/Yr
	(MMDth/Yr)
	( Dth/Mcf )
	(MMcf/d)

	2000
	366
	658.7
	1.0192
	1,766

	2001
	365
	658.7
	1.0239
	1,762

	2002
	365
	658.7
	1.0234
	1,763

	2003
	365
	658.7
	1.0258
	1,759

	2004
	366
	658.7
	1.0255
	1,755

	2005
	365
	658.7
	1.0276
	1,756

	2006
	365
	658.7
	1.0302
	1,752

	2007
	365
	658.7
	1.0305
	1,751

	2008
	366
	658.7
	1.0299
	1,747

	2009
	365
	658.7
	1.0273
	1,757

	2010
	365
	602.3
	1.0235
	1,612

	2011
	365
	602.3
	1.0209
	1,616


Table PZS-06-2(b)

SDG&E Noncore Adopted Throughput

	
	
	SDG&E
	SDG&E
	SDG&E

	
	
	Noncore
	System
	Noncore

	Year
	#Days/Yr
	(MMDth/Yr)
	( Dth/Mcf )
	(MMcf/d)

	2000
	366
	98.4
	1.0130
	265

	2001
	365
	98.4
	1.0180
	265

	2002
	365
	98.4
	1.0136
	266

	2003
	365
	98.4
	1.0117
	267

	2004
	366
	98.4
	1.0123
	266

	2005
	365
	98.4
	1.0150
	266

	2006
	365
	98.4
	1.0175
	265

	2007
	365
	98.4
	1.0217
	264

	2008
	366
	98.4
	1.0230
	263

	2009
	365
	98.4
	1.0196
	264

	2010
	365
	71.6
	1.0194
	193

	2011
	365
	71.6
	1.0105
	194


QUESTION PZS6-3:

Please describe any observed disparity between the adopted forecast and the recorded actual throughput in each year based on the information provided in the above items PZS6-1 and PZS6-2.  
RESPONSE PZS6-3:

Table PZS-06-3(a)

Difference: Actual less Adopted Noncore Throughput

	
	
	SoCalGas
	
	SDG&E
	

	
	
	Noncore
	
	Noncore
	

	
	
	Diff= (Adopted less Actual)
	Diff as % of Actual
	Diff= (Adopted less Actual)
	Diff as % of Actual

	Year
	#Days/Yr
	(MMcf/d)
	 ( %_Actual )
	(MMcf/d)
	 ( %_Actual )

	2000
	366
	-355
	-17%
	16
	6%

	2001
	365
	-401
	-19%
	-23
	-8%

	2002
	365
	-3
	0%
	22
	9%

	2003
	365
	145
	9%
	84
	46%

	2004
	366
	102
	6%
	53
	25%

	2005
	365
	266
	18%
	92
	53%

	2006
	365
	124
	8%
	76
	40%

	2007
	365
	54
	3%
	91
	52%

	2008
	366
	-24
	-1%
	65
	33%

	2009
	365
	117
	7%
	74
	39%

	2010
	365
	-16
	-1%
	2
	1%

	2011
	365
	35
	2%
	24
	14%


In the table above we observe that all the apparently large magnitude values of difference (Adopted less Actual) values occur prior to year 2010 when the adopted noncore throughput values in place were the result of analyses and forecasts developed in the course of SoCalGas’ and SDG&E’s 1999 BCAP applications.  For 2010 and 2011, the adopted noncore throughput values were from the two utilities’ 2009 BCAP gas demand forecasts.  The yardstick that is used to measure a large difference is key.  A widely used statistic to measure the statistical performance of a predictor is the Root-Mean-Squared-Error (RMSE) of the predictor’s values as compared to the observed data (i.e., the values of “Diff” in the above table).  

For the 2000-2011 time period, the RMSE of the SoCalGas differences in Table PZS-03(a) above is 187.7 MMcf/d; the RMSE of the SDG&E data is 60.3 MMcf/d.  The data in Tables PZS-03(b) and PZS-03(c), below show how each of these values were calculated from the data in columns #3 and #5 in Table PZS-03(a).

Table PZS-06-3(b)

Calculation of RMSE for

SoCalGas Differences: Actual less Adopted Noncore Throughput

and their Significance

	
	
	SoCalGas
	SoCalGas
	SoCalGas
	SoCalGas

	
	
	Noncore
	
	
	Noncore

	
	
	Diff= (Adopted less Actual)
	Squared value of Diff  (“Diff2”)
	Standardized Variables using RMSE
	RMSE-Based Est. of Stat. Significance of "Diff"

	Year
	#Days/Yr
	(MMcf/d)
	(MMcf/d)2
	(ABS(Diff) / RMSE)
	( %Chance of > ABS(Diff) )

	2000
	366
	-354.5
	125,692.6
	1.889
	9%

	2001
	365
	-401.2
	160,970.2
	2.138
	6%

	2002
	365
	-2.7
	7.2
	0.014
	99%

	2003
	365
	145.1
	21,062.7
	0.773
	46%

	2004
	366
	101.7
	10,342.6
	0.542
	60%

	2005
	365
	265.6
	70,541.0
	1.415
	19%

	2006
	365
	124.1
	15,394.8
	0.661
	53%

	2007
	365
	53.9
	2,901.7
	0.287
	78%

	2008
	366
	-23.9
	573.5
	0.128
	90%

	2009
	365
	117.4
	13,774.9
	0.625
	55%

	2010
	365
	-16.4
	270.5
	0.088
	93%

	2011
	365
	34.7
	1,202.6
	0.185
	86%


For SoCalGas, the RMSE is calculated in three steps from the data in the fourth column of Table PZS-03(b), above:


Sum of “Diff2“ Values (SSQ) = 422,734.4,


Mean Sum of Squares (MSSQ) = 35,227.9 (= SSQ / #observed values, i.e. 12),


"Root Mean Squared Error" (RMSE) = 187.7 (= [MSSQ]½)
Table PZS-06-3(c)

Calculation of RMSE for

SDG&E Differences: Actual less Adopted Noncore Throughput

and their Significance

	
	
	SDG&E
	SDG&E
	SDG&E
	SDG&E

	
	
	Noncore
	Noncore
	Noncore
	Noncore

	
	
	Diff= (Adopted less Actual)
	Squared value of Diff  (“Diff2”)
	Standardized Variables using RMSE
	RMSE-Based Est. of Stat. Significance of "Diff"

	Year
	#Days/Yr
	(MMcf/d)
	(MMcf/d)2
	(ABS(Diff) / RMSE)
	( %Chance of > ABS(Diff) )

	2000
	366
	15.7
	246.7
	0.260
	80%

	2001
	365
	-22.9
	526.7
	0.381
	71%

	2002
	365
	21.9
	481.3
	0.364
	72%

	2003
	365
	84.0
	7,051.4
	1.393
	20%

	2004
	366
	53.1
	2,818.8
	0.881
	40%

	2005
	365
	91.6
	8,390.7
	1.519
	16%

	2006
	365
	75.7
	5,727.0
	1.255
	24%

	2007
	365
	90.7
	8,230.7
	1.505
	17%

	2008
	366
	64.6
	4,176.7
	1.072
	31%

	2009
	365
	73.5
	5,406.0
	1.219
	25%

	2010
	365
	1.7
	3.0
	0.029
	98%

	2011
	365
	23.8
	567.9
	0.395
	70%


For SDG&E, the RMSE is calculated in three steps from the data in the fourth column of Table PZS-03(c), above:


Sum of “Diff2“ Values (SSQ) = 43,627.1,


Mean Sum of Squares (MSSQ) = 3,635.6 (= SSQ / #observed values, i.e. 12),


"Root Mean Squared Error" (RMSE) = 60.3 (= [MSSQ]½)
The data in column 6 of each table above (Table PZS-06-3(b) and Table PZS-06-3(c)) provide estimates of the statistical significance of the differences in the respective column 3 data of each table.  The likelihood values reported in each table’s row of column 6 are an estimate of the probability that we would observe a difference in absolute value that is greater than the absolute value of the calculated difference for that row.  Typically, a “1-in-20” chance (i.e., a 5% likelihood) is used to define a statistically significant (absolute value) difference.  Under this 5% threshold, there are no statistically significant differences for the adopted throughput values for either SoCalGas or SDG&E.    

If a “1-in-10” chance is used to define a threshold for statistically significant differences, then the only two differences are for the years 2000 and 2001 in the SoCalGas data--recall that these were years of very substantial turmoil in California’s electricity and natural gas markets.

The likelihood in column-6 of each table is calculated assuming that the random variables z = Diff / RMSE follow a Student’s T-Distribution with 9 (=12-3) degrees of freedom.

QUESTION PZS6-4:
Please state whether SoCalGas and SDG&E were at risk for any observed disparity in each year as described in the above PZS6-3.
RESPONSE PZS6-4:

2000-2002

At risk for 25% of noncore revenues

2003 – 2012

Not at risk for noncore revenues

QUESTION PZS6-5:
On page 4 of the above exhibit reference, witness Beth Musich states “The result of placing the Utilities at risk for noncore throughput is that any difference in actual throughput compared to the Commission’s adopted demand forecast used to set customer rates would cause a variation in the recovery of the Utilities’ fixed costs.  An at-risk structure makes utility earnings rise or fall based on whether actual throughput is greater or less than the adopted demand forecast.”  Please describe how any observed disparity between the adopted forecast and the recorded actual throughput has affected SoCalGas’ earnings in each year that this occurred.

RESPONSE PZS6-5:

Since 2003, SoCalGas has not been at risk for noncore revenues.  Therefore, there has not been any earnings impact to the company. 

QUESTION PZS6-6:
Please provide a comparison of SoCalGas’ and SDG&E’s energy savings (i.e., natural gas savings in million therms) versus the corresponding goals set by the Commission for energy efficiency programs for each year for the period 2000 through 2011.  Please identify the source of this information, preferably one that could readily be verified.

RESPONSE PZS6-6:

SoCalGas:


[image: image1.emf]SCG Response to  PZS6-6 and PZS6-7.xlsx


SDG&E:


[image: image2.emf]SDG&E Response to  PZS6-6 and PZS6-7 (4).xlsx


QUESTION PZS6-7:
Please provide a comparison of SoCalGas’ and SDG&E’s total actual spending for the energy efficiency programs versus the total budget amounts authorized by the Commission for each year for the period 2000 through 2011.  Please identify the source of this information, preferably one that could readily be verified.
RESPONSE PZS6-7:

See Response 6-7.
QUESTION PZS6-8:
Please provide the historical recorded SoCalGas (and SDG&E if applicable) noncore throughput for electric generation for the period 2000 through 2011
RESPONSE PZS6-8:

Table PZS-06-8(a)

SoCalGas Noncore Electric Generation Throughput

	
	
	SoCalGas
	SoCalGas
	SoCalGas

	
	
	Noncore-Elec Gen
	System
	Noncore-Elec Gen

	Year
	#Days/Yr
	(MMDth/Yr)
	( Dth/Mcf )
	(MMcf/d)

	2000
	366
	438.6
	1.0192
	1,176

	2001
	365
	468.0
	1.0239
	1,252

	2002
	365
	325.4
	1.0234
	871

	2003
	365
	293.6
	1.0258
	784

	2004
	366
	294.0
	1.0255
	783

	2005
	365
	254.5
	1.0276
	678

	2006
	365
	287.6
	1.0302
	765

	2007
	365
	319.4
	1.0305
	849

	2008
	366
	343.1
	1.0299
	910

	2009
	365
	304.0
	1.0273
	811

	2010
	365
	286.9
	1.0235
	768

	2011
	365
	270.0
	1.0209
	725


Table PZS-06-8(b)

SDG&E Noncore Electric Generation Throughput

	
	
	SDG&E
	SDG&E
	SDG&E

	
	
	Noncore-Elec Gen
	System
	Noncore-Elec Gen

	Year
	#Days/Yr
	(MMDth/Yr)
	( Dth/Mcf )
	(MMcf/d)

	2000
	366
	85.3
	1.0130
	230

	2001
	365
	102.4
	1.0180
	276

	2002
	365
	86.7
	1.0136
	234

	2003
	365
	63.6
	1.0117
	172

	2004
	366
	75.1
	1.0123
	203

	2005
	365
	60.7
	1.0150
	164

	2006
	365
	66.0
	1.0175
	178

	2007
	365
	61.1
	1.0217
	164

	2008
	366
	69.8
	1.0230
	186

	2009
	365
	66.9
	1.0196
	180

	2010
	365
	66.5
	1.0194
	179

	2011
	365
	58.3
	1.0105
	158


QUESTION PZS6-9:
In A.11-11-002, SoCalGas seeks continued 100% balancing account treatment for noncore transportation revenues.  If SDG&E likewise seeks the same 100% balancing account treatment for noncore transportation revenues, then please clarify whether SDG&E requests the same.  Please identify the periods of time (which years) when SoCalGas was at risk for noncore transportation revenues.  For any periods of time identified, please state whether the at-risk provision had any impact on SoCalGas earnings.  If SDG&E requests the same, then please also respond for SDG&E.
RESPONSE PZS6-9:

A.11-11-002 is a joint application of SoCalGas and SDG&E so SDG&E is also seeking continued 100% balancing account treatment for noncore transportation revenues.  

With regards to the historical treatment of noncore revenues, D.00-04-060 (1999 BCAP) reinstituted the 75/25 balancing account protection for noncore revenue that was in place prior to the adoption of the Global Settlement for both throughput variation and lost revenue resulting from discounting.  

Subsequently, when the SoCalGas and SDG&E’s 2001 BCAP filings were delayed the Utilities submitted a request to provide for 100 percent balancing account protection for noncore revenues which was adopted in D.02-12-017, effective 1/1/2003.

In the 2009 BCAP, D.09-11-006 approved the Settlement Agreement that provides that SDG&E and SoCalGas shall not be at risk for throughput during the term of the Settlement Agreement. 

Since 2003, SoCalGas and SDG&E have not been at risk for noncore revenues therefore, there has not been any earnings impact to the company. During the period of 2000 through 2002, SoCalGas was at risk for 25% of the authorized noncore margin and actual costs recorded in the NFCA.  SoCalGas shareholders benefited by $8.0 million in 2000, $2.2 million in 2001, and incurred a loss of $$0.5 million in 2002 for a net total earnings of $9.7 million over the 3-year period.  SDG&E’s accounting records do not reflect any earnings impact from 2000-2002.
QUESTION PZS6-10:
In A.11-11-002, DRA understands that SoCalGas is not seeking balancing account protection for core transportation revenues.  Please identify the periods of time (which years) when SoCalGas was at risk for core transportation revenues.  If SDG&E is likewise not seeking balancing account protection for core transportation revenues, then please also respond for SDG&E.

RESPONSE PZS6-10:

The Commission’s decision to not put SoCalGas and SDG&E at risk for core throughput was adopted in the early 1980’s and SoCalGas and SDG&E are not seeking to change that decision. 
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Therm Savings

		Prog Yr		Actual Savings (MM Therms)		Source		Savings Goals (MM Therms)		Source

		2000		11.6		SDGE and SoCalGas EE Savings and Spending History(CO2-Cars).xls		N/A		"Since 2003, the CPUC has established energy efficiency goals based on legislative requirements set in SB 1037." -http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/energy/Energy+Efficiency/Energy+Efficiency+Goals+and+Potential+Studies.htm

		2001		10.0		SDGE and SoCalGas EE Savings and Spending History(CO2-Cars).xls		N/A		"Since 2003, the CPUC has established energy efficiency goals based on legislative requirements set in SB 1037." -http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/energy/Energy+Efficiency/Energy+Efficiency+Goals+and+Potential+Studies.htm

		2002		6.9		2002 Annual Report Table 1.2		N/A		"Since 2003, the CPUC has established energy efficiency goals based on legislative requirements set in SB 1037." -http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/energy/Energy+Efficiency/Energy+Efficiency+Goals+and+Potential+Studies.htm

		2003		10.2		2003 Annual Report Table 1.2		N/A		"Since 2003, the CPUC has established energy efficiency goals based on legislative requirements set in SB 1037." -http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/energy/Energy+Efficiency/Energy+Efficiency+Goals+and+Potential+Studies.htm

		2004		12.3		2004 Annual Report Table 1.2d		9.6		Annual Goals (D.09-09-047) - Table 2

		2005		15.4		2005 Annual Report Table 1.2d		9.6		Annual Goals (D.09-09-047) - Table 2

		2006		10.6		2007 and 2008 Annual Reports Table 1		14.7		Feb 1 2006 Compliance Filing, "Attachment 1 SoCalGas Overview.pdf", Table II.2

		2007		22.0		2007 and 2008 Annual Reports Table 1		19.3		Feb 1 2006 Compliance Filing, "Attachment 1 SoCalGas Overview.pdf", Table II.3

		2008		40.9		2008 Annual Report Table 1		23.3		Feb 1 2006 Compliance Filing, "Attachment 1 SoCalGas Overview.pdf", Table II.4

		2009		24.2		2009 Annual Report Table 1		27.0		Annual Goals (D.09-09-047) - Table 2

		2010		27.7		2010 Annual Report Table 1		28.0		Annual Goals (D.09-09-047) - Table 2

		2011		36.7		2011 Annual Report Table 1		30.0		Annual Goals (D.09-09-047) - Table 2





Expenditures

		Prog Yr		Actual Spending ($000s)		Source		Budgeted Spending ($000s)		Source

		2000		$   31,891		SDGE and SoCalGas EE Savings and Spending History(CO2-Cars).xls		$   30,560		Authorized vs Actual.xls

		2001		$   37,827		SDGE and SoCalGas EE Savings and Spending History(CO2-Cars).xls		$   33,932		Authorized vs Actual.xls

		2002		$   26,458		2002 Annual Report Table 1.1		$   37,186		2002 Annual Report Table 1.1

		2003		$   28,623		2003 Annual Report Table 1.1		$   25,729		2003 Annual Report Table 1.1

		2004		$   21,012		2004 Annual Report Table 1.1		$   33,183		2004 Annual Report Table 1.1

		2005		$   42,315		2005 Annual Report Table 1.1		$   32,938		2005 Annual Report Table 1.1

		2006		$   19,730		2006 Annual Report Table 3		$   47,640		Feb 1 2006 Compliance Filing, "Attachment 1 SoCalGas Overview.pdf", Table II.2

		2007		$   41,897		2007 annual report less 2006 annual report expenditures Table 3		$   60,941		Feb 1 2006 Compliance Filing, "Attachment 1 SoCalGas Overview.pdf", Table II.3

		2008		$   59,818		2008 annual report less 2007 annual report expenditures Table 3		$   73,781		Feb 1 2006 Compliance Filing, "Attachment 1 SoCalGas Overview.pdf", Table II.4

		2009		$   45,197		2009 Annual Report Table 3		$   80,034		2009 Annual Report Table 3

		2010		$   50,690		2010 Annual Report Table 3		$   95,526

Ayala, Leticia B.: Includes $3.8MM for EM&V		11-23-09 Refiling "SCG Table 4.1 - Programs Budget Totals.pdf"

		2011		$   57,100		2011 Annual Report less 2007 annual report expenditures Table 3		$   95,225

Ayala, Leticia B.: Includes $3.8MM for EM&V		11-23-09 Refiling "SCG Table 4.1 - Programs Budget Totals.pdf"
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Therm Savings

		SDG&E Gas Goals and Actual Savings

		Prog Yr		Actual Savings (MM Therms)		Source		Savings Goals (MM Therms)		Source

		2000		1.6		2000 Annual Report Table 1.2		4.0		This is a "planned" therm goal from 1999 Annual Report -Table 1.2. "Since 2003, the CPUC has established energy efficiency goals based on legislative requirements set in SB 1037." 1 

		2001		2.9		2001 Annual Report Table 1.2		2.3		This is a "planned" therm goal from 2000 Annual Report -Table 1.2. "Since 2003, the CPUC has established energy efficiency goals based on legislative requirements set in SB 1037." 1 

		2002		1.7		2002 Annual Report Table 1.2		1.6		This is a "planned" therm goal from 2001 Annual Report -Table 1.2. "Since 2003, the CPUC has established energy efficiency goals based on legislative requirements set in SB 1037." 1 

		2003		3.6		2003 Annual Report Table 1.2		2.0		This is a "planned" therm goal from 2002 Annual Report -Table 1.2. "Since 2003, the CPUC has established energy efficiency goals based on legislative requirements set in SB 1037." 1 

		2004		3.4		2004 Annual Report Table 1.2d		1.8		Annual Goals (D.09-09-047) - Table 2

		2005		3.6		2005 Annual Report Table 1.2d		1.8		Annual Goals (D.09-09-047) - Table 2

		2006		1.8		2006 Annual Report Table 1.4		2.7		Annual Goals (D.09-09-047) - Table 2

		2007		3.0		2007 Annual Reports Table 1.4		3.1		Annual Goals (D.09-09-047) - Table 2

		2008		3.2		2008 Annual Report Table 1.4		3.7		Annual Goals (D.09-09-047) - Table 2

		2009		5.4		2009Annual Report Table 1.4		3.3		Annual Goals (D.09-09-047) - Table 2

		2010		0.6		2010 Annual Report Table 1.4		3.5		Annual Goals (D.09-09-047) - Table 2

		2011		1.4		2011 Annual Report Table 1.4		3.8		Annual Goals (D.09-09-047) - Table 2

				1		http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/energy/Energy+Efficiency/Energy+Efficiency+Goals+and+Potential+Studies.htm
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Expenditures

		SDG&E Gas Budget and Spending 

		Prog Yr		Actual Spending ($000s)		Source		Budgeted Spending ($000s)		Source

		2000		$9,682		2000 Annual Report Table 1.1		$12,054		2000 Annual Report Table 1.1

		2001		$9,821		2001 Annual Report Table 1.1		$9,132		2001 Annual Report Table 1.1

		2002		$7,439		2002 Annual Report Table 1.1		$9,777		2002 Annual Report Table 1.1

		2003		$7,438		2003 Annual Report Table 1.1		$6,662		2003 Annual Report Table 1.1

		2004		$3,883		2004 Annual Report Table 1.1		$5,779		2004 Annual Report Table 1.1

		2005		$6,384		2005 Annual Report Table 3.1		$6,312		2005 Annual Report Table 3.1

		2006		$3,073		December 2006 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report		$5,641		January 2006 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report

		2007		$10,113		December 2007 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report less December 2006 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report		$11,762		January 2007 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report less January 2006 Energy Efficiency Expenditures

		2008		$7,010		December 2008 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report (revised Feb. 2009) less December 2007 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report		$5,399		January 2008 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report less January 2007 Energy Efficiency Expenditures

		2009		$6,409		December 2009 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report (revision E-6) less December 2008 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report		$9,380		January 2009 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report less January 2008 Energy Efficiency Expenditures

		2010		$5,106		December 2010 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report less December 2009 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report		$8,026		January 2010 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report less January 2009 Energy Efficiency Expenditures

		2011		$13,375		December 2011 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report (revised with fund shifts) less December 2010 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report		$17,329		January 2011 Energy Efficiency Expenditures Report less January 2010 Energy Efficiency Expenditures

						QUESTION PZS6-7:



						Please provide a comparison of SoCalGas’ and SDG&E’s total actual spending for the energy efficiency programs versus the total budget amounts authorized by the Commission for each year for the period 2000 through 2011.  Please identify the source of this information, preferably one that could readily be verified





Sheet3






