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BEFORE ZEE RAILROlill C01~SSION OF' TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA~ 

CITY OF EL SEG~~O, 
CIT~ ~f ITU][IillG1nN ~At~p 
CITY QP INGLEWOOD; 
CITY 0? L~NOOD~ 
CrT! o~· ~L~..J..TTA}! BEACH. 
CITY OF REDONDO EEACH, 
CIl':t OF SIGlV.hL RILL, 
C!!y OF ~vliITTIBR, 

CO::lpl~inants, 

vs. 

SOU'I'h"ERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 
COlvt?lu'fi, LTD. 

Defendant. - - .. ~ - - .. ) 
In the Matter of the Investigation 
on the Co::u:nlszionT~, own Motion into 
the rates, rules, regu1atic~s, 
contracts, practices, oper8.tion~, and 
service ~ etc.. of oOUTEaUV' CALIFORNIA 
EDI;;;ON COMPAJ."ff, LTD., in connection 1 
with street and highway lighting 
se:,vice. 

-

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Case No .. 4337. 

Case No. 4463. 

E,IRST SUPPLE11Z1"TAL O~ 

In Appendix r.,AtT of Decision !~o. 32834, in Schedule LS-2 

(Lighting - Street and Highw~y) Zones A, B and C, under Section I 

of Rates~ Subsection (b) Mu1tipl~ Systems, there appe~~s unde~ 

the col~ of t~mp R~ting n250 Watts." 

Good cause appearing, said 2S0-watt lamp ratir~ is 

.. 
-l.-



a.::lended to read "200 Watts." 

In all other respects Decision No. 32834 sh~ll 

rem~in in full force and effect. 

This Sup?lecent~l Order sh~ll be effective 

immediately. 

Dated at San Francisco, California, this /). u. day 

of March, 194.0. 


