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I. INTRODUCTION 1 

Q. Please state your name and business address. 2 

A. My name is David C. Landward.  My business address is 333 South State Street, Salt 3 

Lake City, Utah 84111.  4 

Q. Did you file direct and rebuttal testimony in this docket? 5 

A. Yes.  I submitted direct and rebuttal testimony on behalf of Questar Gas Company dba 6 

Enbridge Gas Utah (“Enbridge Gas,” “EGU,” or the “Company”).  7 

Q. What is the purpose of your surrebuttal testimony in this Docket? 8 

A. I briefly address two points raised in the rebuttal testimony1 of Mr. Matt Pernichele, 9 

witness for the Division of Public Utilities (“DPU”, “the Division”). 10 

II. DESIGN DAY MODELING AND TEMPERATURE ASSUMPTION 11 

Q.  Mr. Pernichele asserts that the Company’s assumed design day mean temperature 12 

of -5 degrees Fahrenheit in the Salt Lake City region has not occurred2.  Is that 13 

true? 14 

A.  No.  Mr. Pernichele presumably rests that claim on the data he used to derive DPU Table 15 

6.01R, embedded in DPU Exhibit 6.0R.  The Company’s hourly temperature data shows 16 

that the mean temperature of the December 22-23, 1990 gas day (8:00 AM to 8:00 AM) 17 

was -5 degrees Fahrenheit.  The Company estimates its systemwide design day demand 18 

using data summarized by gas day.  Note that the Company’s hourly data is provided by 19 

AccuWeather which uses the National Weather Service’s Salt Lake International Airport 20 

weather station as its source.  21 

 
1 DPU Exhibit 6.0R 
2 DPU Exhibit 6.0R, Line 70 
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Q.  Mr. Pernichele states that the Company’s systemwide design day demand is 22 

estimated from monthly cycle billing data3.  Is he correct? 23 

A.  No.  The Company’s systemwide design day demand is estimated from daily sendout 24 

data, not monthly billing data.  The Company estimates class-level design day demand 25 

for the GS and FS classes from billing data, but these estimates are used to derive relative 26 

portions for distributing the systemwide estimate across the rate classes for cost 27 

allocation. 28 

Q. Does this conclude your testimony? 29 

A. Yes.  30 

 
3 DPU Exhibit 6.0R, Line 74 



State of Utah ) 

) ss. 

County of Salt Lake ) 

I, David C. Landward, being first duly sworn on oath, state that the answers in the 

foregoing written testimony are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and 

belief. Except as stated in the testimony, the exhibits attached to the testimony were prepared by 

me or under my direction and supervision, and they are true and co1Tect to the best of my 

knowledge, information, and belief. Any exhibits not prepared by me or under my direction and 

supervision are true and correct copies of the documents they purport to be. 

~~n~ff2----rr 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO this 4th day of November, 2025. 

~ ---
Notary Public State of Utah 
My Commlaalon Expires on: 

• 

UNA.--.. ,.i 

Aprll 25, 2027 
Comm. Number: 730604 
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