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Questar Gas Company dba Enbridge Gas Utah (Enbridge Gas Utah or the Company) 

respectfully submits this report and its accompanying exhibit to the Utah Division of Public Utilities 

(Division) in accordance with the Report and Order issued February 21, 2014 in Docket No. 13-057-

05 (Order).  In the Order, the Utah Public Service Commission (Commission) approved a Partial 

Settlement Stipulation (attached to the Order as Appendix A).  Paragraph 22(c) of the Partial 

Settlement Stipulation indicates that the Company will file quarterly variance reports showing the 

actual expenditures in the infrastructure replacement program, as compared to the budget, and 

describing any material variances from the most current replacement schedule. 

On November 15, 2023, Enbridge Gas submitted its Replacement Infrastructure Annual Plan 

and Budget in Docket No. 23-057-18 (2024 Budget) to the Commission.  The 2024 Budget included 

a budget for high pressure feeder line (HP) and intermediate high-pressure belt main (IHP) 

replacement projects during 2024. 
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The attached Exhibit 1 provides budgeted amounts for both HP and IHP projects replaced in 

2024, as well as the amount spent for each replacement project through December 31, 2024.  Column 

B of Exhibit 1 shows the budget by project.  Column C shows the costs through the fourth quarter of 

2024.  Column D shows the variance for 2024 for each of these projects.  

As shown in EGU Exhibit 1, the Company spent $85.7 million through the fourth quarter of 

2024 and finished 2024 under budget by $979,750.  The causes for this variance vary by individual 

project and are discussed below.  

Line 1 of EGU Exhibit 1 addresses costs related to Feeder Line 22, which was under budget 

by approximately $911,000.  The initial budget reflected the disposal of pressure test water to an 

upland discharge area located away from the project, which would have required several more weeks 

and additional resources.  The Company acquired a discharge permit which allowed the water to be 

discharged into the sewer system adjacent to the project, which reduced cost.  The contractor also 

acquired a temporary laydown yard adjacent to the project for storing materials and equipment, which 

increased efficiency and production.  UDOT, which was the permitting agency for this project, 

allowed millings from the temporary shoulder to remain in place instead of hauling material off, 

further reducing costs. 

Line 2 of EGU Exhibit 1 addresses costs related to Feeder Line 33, which was over budget by 

approximately $1.5 million.  The costs of the project were greater than anticipated because the 

planned tie-in location was significantly deeper than anticipated.  The depth of the original tie-in 

would have caused significant cost increases associated with excavation and pumping water, while 

also adding time to the project schedule.  To mitigate the increase and delay, the Company chose an 

adjacent, more cost-effective tie-in location.  Though the second location was less expensive than the 

original location, it was still more costly than the original budget because of the increased total install 

footage and related costs. 
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Line 4 of EGU Exhibit 1 addresses the cost related to FL43, which was approximately $2.1 

million under budget.  The Company originally planned to obtain easements, and to construct and 

restore right-of-way on property owned by several members of indigenous tribes.  During discussions 

with the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the Company’s research of the property rights substantiated an 

existing property right that allowed it to install the pipeline with less delay and cost. 

Line 5 of EGU Exhibit 1 addresses costs related to Feeder Line 26, which was approximately 

$6 million under budget.  Construction for this project began later in the year than anticipated because 

of permitting issues.  As a result, the Company did not make as much progress on the project during 

2024 as originally planned, reducing the 2024 spend.  The Company expects to complete this project 

in the future and will likely incur the costs at that time. 

Line 6 of EGU Exhibit 1 addresses costs related to Feeder Line 34, which is over budget by 

approximately $2.6 million.  Costs for this project exceeded the estimate because it had to employ 

alternate, more expensive construction methods.  Specifically, the Company initially planned to 

construct the project in an open trench.  However, municipal requirements drove design changes that 

required boring instead of open trenching in portions of the project.  The Company’s progress was 

also delayed by West Jordan’s waterline replacement project, which encumbered the proposed work 

zone.  These delays slowed production and required demobilization of crews and equipment to 

different locations until production could continue.  Together, these issues resulted in increased 

project costs. 

Line 7 of EGU Exhibit 1 addresses costs related to Feeder Line 23-2, which is under budget 

by approximately $1 million.  This project came in under budget because the Company did not 

actually encounter ground water, as it had anticipated.  As a result, the Company did not incur 

dewatering costs as originally projected.  
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Line 8 of EGU Exhibit 1 addresses costs related to Feeder Line 21-50, which was 

approximately $1.3 million under budget.  This project was forecast to be complete in 2024, but due 

to conflicts with UDOT’s road construction a portion of the project could not be completed during 

the year.  Costs for construction will be incurred in the future, when the project is completed. 

Line 9 of EGU Exhibit 1 addresses costs related to Feeder Line 21-19, which is approximately 

$3.6 million over budget.  Costs for the project exceeded projections because North Salt Lake City 

required the Company to construct at night for most of the project, and to work extended hours and 

weekends for critical infrastructure crossings (e.g., water vault, petroleum pipelines, etc.).  North Salt 

Lake also required the Company to setup and remove of traffic control devices and temporary road 

plates with every shift, to limit work zones, and to have extra flaggers for emergency services.  North 

Salt Lake also expanded its hard surface restoration limits.  The Company also encountered shallow 

ground water and contaminated soils, which delayed the project and increased project costs due to 

unanticipated dewatering and excavation costs.  Together, all of these issues resulted in the increased 

costs.  

Line 11 of EGU Exhibit 1 addresses costs related to Intermediate High-Pressure lines.  Costs 

for constructing on 200 south in Salt Lake were higher than anticipated due to controlling foot traffic 

and vehicle traffic beyond typical requirements.  In addition, congested utilities and lack of options 

for pipeline location slowed construction and added to the project costs.  

The Company will continue to provide quarterly feeder line progress updates on an ongoing 

basis.   

 

 

 

 



5 
 

 

DATED this 3rd day of March 2025.       

      Respectfully submitted, 

     
    Jenniffer Clark (7947) 

Enbridge Gas Utah 
333 S. State Street 
PO Box 45360 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84145-0360 
(801) 324-5392 
Jenniffer.clark@dominionenergy.com  

         
Attorneys for Enbridge Gas Utah  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that a true and correct copy of the Replacement Infrastructure Annual Plan 

and Budget, 4ty Quarter 2024 Tracker Variance Report was served upon the following persons by 

e-mail on March 3rd, 2025: 

 
Patricia E. Schmid 
Patrick Grecu 
Assistant Attorneys General 
160 East 300 South 
P.O. Box 140857 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114-0857 
pschmid@agutah.gov 
pgrecu@agutah.gov 
Counsel for the Division of Public Utilities 
 

 
Chris Parker 
Brenda Salter 
Utah Division of Public Utilities 
160 East 300 South 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-6751 
chrisparker@utah.gov 
bsalter@utah.gov 

 
Robert J. Moore 
Assistant Attorney General 
160 East 300 South 
P.O. Box 140857 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114-0857 
rmoore@agutah.gov  
Counsel for the Office of Consumer Services 

 
Michele Beck 
Director 
Office of Consumer Services 
160 East 300 South 
PO Box 146782 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114-6782 
mbeck@utah.gov 
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