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Decision No.. 4.2560 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COl~ISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

. 
In the Matter of the Application ) 
of COAST COUNTIES; GAS AND 3LECTRIC ) 
COr.iPANY, a corporation, to::- author- ) 
ity to,increase rates applicable to ) 
gas service ,furnished within the ) 
State, of': Ca1ifornia~ ) 

Application No .. 34392 

Fo::.'" Applicant: W. E. Johns and Pillsbu.7, Madison 
and Sutro by ~oel ~~r. 

For Interested Parties: ~obeck, Phleger and 
Harrison by George D. Rives and Robert N. 
Lown:, for Call.fornia l'l~uracturers ' 
Association; Eldon N. ~ie,for California 
Farm Bureau'Federation. 

For Commission Staff: Harold J. McCarthy, ~ 
F. Donovan and Charles W. More. 

OPINION -- ..... ~-~-

Coast Counties Gas and Electric CompanY1 a California 

corporation operating gas" electric and water sys1jems, in cen~ra1 

and northern Cali£ornia, by this application, filed Y~y 26, 1953 
" 

and as amended,August 24, September 11 and December 9,1953, seeks 

an ord'er of this COmmission apothonzing an increase in rates :tor 

gas service in order to, provide additio%}.al gross revenues, in the 

approximate amount of $$00,'000 annually based upon the level of 

business for the 12 months ended June 30, 1953-

A public hearing in the matter was held before COmmissioner 

Craemer and Examiner Emerso::l on December 22, 1953 in San Francisco. 

No person appeared in protest to applicantTs, rate increase proposal. 

The matter was submitted upon receipt of two' late-filed exhibit~;, 

on December 24~ 1953 ... 
•... . 

. 
... 

'. 
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Applicant's Position and Request 

Applicant ~I'fas, befo:4'e this Commission in 1951 seeking gas 
I '" 

rate increases and 1 by Decision No. 45926, in Application No •. 316l.4., 

was authorized.to file new rates designed to produce a rate of. 

return of 6.$ per cent on .'3, depreciated rate ,base of $13,$15,.157 

fora past test period. 

In. the 26 months :f'o11owing issuance of the a£oresaid 

deCision, applicant's investment in gas properti'es has increased by 

approximately ,24 per cent. During the same period applicant'S 

operating expenses also have increased materially, labor costs alone 

having increased by over 10 per cent. In addition, federal taxes 

·on income' have increased over 10 per cent during the Sall.e period. 

According to its books, the rate of return realized in the first 

12 months following the test period'used in the last rate proceeding 

. amounted only to. 5.5; per cent.. It now estimates" that, if present 

rates are continued, gas operations during the year 1954 would' 

produce" no :c.ore than a 4.19 per cent rate of return. It claims such 

rates of return are below a reasonable level and inadequate to 

attract capital to the enterprise .. 

In the interest or expeditious proc'essing of this rate 
i 

matter 1 so that needed rate relief might be obtained promptly on a 

basis eoopatiole With ~hat employed by the Commission in the 1951 

rate case, applicant reduced its Original requested gross revenue 

increase from ~,1,125,700 to $$00,000 per ann\lIll based upon operating 

results adjusted to current conditions, applied to a test period of 

12 months ended June 30, 1953. In addition, the company,attempt~d~ 

follOWing conferences with the Commission staff and interested', 

parties, to follow methods used by the Commission staff ,in presenting 

evidenee in proceedings or this nature.. Applicant alleges. that its 

pre3entrate proposal will barely be adequate to' meet its public, 
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obligations and re~uests that such shoWing and the methods employed 

therein be accepted Without prejudice to applicant f s position :in 

any future rate proceeding. 

--. . 

In essence, applicant seeks no more than to be returned 

to the earning position in~ended to result frO'I1l' this Commission's 

Decision No. 45926. 

Applicant's specific rate proposals, as contained in the 

original application and in the third amendn'.ent thereto·, based on· 

adjusted operations" are summarized as follows: 

Schedules 

General Service 
Firm Industrial 
Dehydrator 

Interruptible (excl. re£sJ 
Interrup~ib1e (re~ineries) 

Resale' ,(Coalinga) 
Wholesale (P-G.& E.) 

Total 

: Original ProRosala : Amended PrORosaltr : 
:~G~r~o~.z~s~._I_n~cr~e~a~s~e~~_: Gross Increase : 

Amo1.::r.'C : Per Cent : Amount : Per Gent.: 

$ 535,,700 9.44% 
150,4.00 16.66 

;,800 l4..50 

) 429 ,200 6.9$ ) 

) 6,600 9 .. 51 ... J 

$ 466,,654 
92,$84· 
2,844 
, 

( 197,$51 
( 34,35.9' 

( 5,.349 
( 22 

7.97% 
S.$O 
9.72 

3 .. 8-5, 
3.71,' 

7.87 
, 3.58 

l, 12', , 700 $, .. 7$, SOO ,,000", 6 .12~ 

a. Based on l2 months ended 12-31-52 
b. Based on 12' months ended 6-30-53 

Nature of Evidence. 

Applicant f s showinS', consi sted of the placing in evidence 

of six exhibits and the testimony or 'three witnesses. Exhibits of 

major import; had previously been distributed to interested parties. 

The Y~nufacturers Association and the Farm Bureau made no affirma

tive presenta.tions but, with, the Commission staff, participated in 

the cross-ex3l!lination of witnesses. The staff, by its counsel, 

stated that it was of the o'pinion that the company had followed the 

basis a~optedby the Commission in the prior gas rate proce~di~, 

with certain relatively minor ¢xceptions, and that it believed that 

the .. results set forth 1n a,pplicant' s exhibit concerning, resu1ts-., of 
-',,"'" ./ . ; 

'\ . 
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operations were reasonable for the purpose of this ,proceeding. The 

s~aff also indicated that it had made an examination of applicantTs 

books and records, for the purpose of verifying the recorded and 

underlying fi~es OIl which applicant based its showing .• 

Calculations dev€!loping the net tor return were made for 

six periods, :five ot which contain adjustments designed to. eliminate 

the effect. of abnormalities and nonrecurring items and to reflect 

recent changes in levels of revenues and costs exclusive o.f thos~ 

attributable to growth. No adjustments were lliade for the sixth 

period, the calendar year 1954, except as to those ordinarily'made 

in the course of estimating o.r forecasting future results of 

operations.. Depreciated rate bases· were developed for the same 

periods and include $;00,000 as a provision for working cash capital, 

an amount identical with that developed 'by the' staff in t.he rate 

base' which it calculated for use in the prior p!oceeding.. The 

results of these calculations respecting results ef operations under 

present rates are summarized as follows: 

TwelveMonths Ended: 
December 31, l~$l 

Net for Ret1..'lrn 
Rate Base 
Rate of Re,turn 

June )0, .1952 
Net for Return 
Rate Base 
Rate of Return 

, December 31, 1952 
Net for Return 
Rate' Base 
Rate of Return' 

June 30, 1953 
Net 'for Return 
Rate" Base 
Rate of Return 

PRESENT RATES 

Resul'ts of Operations 

Ga.s·Department 

$ 76$,968 
14,,$49,464-

5·.1$% 

$ 789,283 
1;,74;,632' 

5.01% 

$ 779,19$ 
16,6;0,014 

4.68% 

$ 820,l26 
17,,435,090 

4.70% 

-4-

Total Companx 

$ 1,39l1 700 
24,162,620. 

;· .. 76%: . 

$ 1,399,174 
27,336,,;$2:, , 

;.12% 

$ 1,453,741' 
2$,695,470 .. 

. ; .. 07%·, 
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TwelveMonths Ended~ 
December 51,19533. 

Net for Return 
Rate Base 
Rate of: Return 

Dec etlb er. ·3l 1 1954. (Est.) 
Net for Return 
Rate Base· 
Rate of Return 

Ga.s Department' 

$. 818,373 
18,309,.9$5 

4.47% 

$ 823 1 699 
19,670,751 

4.19% 

Total Company , 

$ 1,457,739 
30,074,641 

4~g5% 

... 

$ 1145l,9S,:r: 
32,456,76,6. 

4.47% .. 

a. L::~st six months estiruated ... 

The downward tre~d in rateo! return, apparent in the 

acove tabulation, has been averaged .at 0.34 per ce,nt per year by 

a:p'plicant in making a comparison with its forecast of 19~4 opera:,,:. 

tions. The company estimates that its propo,sed tariff schedules 

would produce inc~'I~ased revenues of $86S, 940 during the calendar 
," 

year 1954. 
,:~ , • 'I, • , 

Such a:n increase would produce a rate of return of 

6.19 per cent for 1954 operations assun.d.ng a continuation of the" 

same downward trend, or 6.21 per cent based upon company estimates .. 
, . 

Wh~le applicant doi~s not agree that either of such rates or"return 

WOUld' constitute a fair rate of return, it accepts . them for the 

purposes 01: this proceeding without prejudice to its pos1 t1on. in . 

any future rate proceeding. 

Included in applicant's presentation herein was a cost or 

service study (Exhibit No.2) showing cost of gas service by classes 

of customers for the adjusted year 1952. Such study occas1oned 
. 

considerable cross-examina~ion. It was used by applicant as an 
" .,' < 

over-all guide in determining the spread of the company (s pr~posed 

rates but it was not supported by applicant as representing. a con

trolling factor' in the construction of such, rates.. The study found 

ravor in the opinion of cour.sel for the Manufact~ers Association 

and he urged that the results of such study be gi~en considerable 

weight, particularly as to the influence such results might have 

upon any rate increase for customers se,rved under firm-industrial 

and interruptible schedules. 
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During ,the heari'ng, by cross-examir.etion, '!. the represont-
, 

ative of the Farm'Bi!t'~au 'brought to the attention of the Corr:mission 

the reluctance, if not ref'l.lsal) of applicant to extend gtlS ser'V'ice, 

i:lto certain sections of. its certificated area. In this connection 

we ?.re cOf.r.st:rained to point out th.at ~pplico.ntf s reBul~::"ly filed 

r-J.lcs and regulntions 3ra t\s binding upon a.pplicant as they are upon 

applicant's patrons. The extension of gas rt.:lins is a IIJO.tt.er of 

:."Ule ane. p:-ospective C".lst.Olllcrs o'::'e en~:i.tled to receive P!"O:ll?t, 
" 

factual and aCC4J.I'ate inform<ltion as to the detailz respecting 

establishment of servi'ce. They must be Coc'corded an equc.l: and impar-
, 

tial applic:;ltion of applica.."lt f s filed rule. As the rule itself 

clec.rly states 1 recourse to this Commission for special ruling is 

always·, available should it appear to eithe r party that the applica

tion of t2'le rule in a particular in:;t~ce may be ;~nequitable.lf 

suc'h recourse is not tc.ken c.eviation from t.he provisions. of the rule· 

may not lawfully ,be m~de. Aside from the above :Ur..cle.menta\s1t~o 

increased reven'les re5ulting from the in.creased rates herein.U"~er 

aut.horized my be helpful to pro3pecti ve customers in now q1J.llifying 

for the' inst~llat.io::l. of those e:...-tensions hithert:o thought to, be 

, uneconomi c by the c om~any. 

Conclu~:t~~. 

We find that applicant is in need of :lnd entitled to 

.increased revenues in the total e.mount sought. Ecwe\"l;)r, in view of 

the evidence D.nd particu.lC!.rly that with respect to cost of se:-vice, 

i tszpreo.d of revenue requit'€:I:ler.ts 'between classGs o-f custo:ners 

appears to contain certain inequities. 

Cost of service st~di es can provide \"alu,'lble information." 

The study presented in this proceeding , howe "ler, has certai..'f'J. 
" 

i nfirI:li tie s • 
, 
0:" In particular i/c was predicated on an "abnormal" 

, 

ffdesign"pec.k day and took no cognizance of actual or experienced 
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peak-day demands.. In addi,tion, with respect to its treatment of 

i terruptible-industrialeuston.ers, ' it ga.ve no weight 'to the actual 

cur~iltlent of servi~e rendere,d sueh customers. ,In' this latter 

res~ect, the :'eecrd' disclos,es ~hat' total' system curtD.i~entto 
, , 

interruptible customers, excluding refineries, was 102,572 me! 
" 

( 
t 
\ 

(0 ... 66 ~er cent) of their total usage of 15,6-53',911 lliCt during 1952 \ 

, and. o:uy 193 me! (.0012 E2:~nt) to the l.ltest available dZ'ee \ 
- .. I 

(December 21) in 195:3 ,o,ut o,f total s,ales estimated at i6:,6S1,OS4 me!. i 
From the practical stancipointthese customers have' recei vedthe 

, , • r 

equivalent of firm service for the past 21 months. Such 5i tuat,ion 

is not reflected. in applicant's cost 'of serVice study. In the. light' 
. . . 

of' t.he evidence respecting the service actually rendered, we conclude 

'that applic:mt' s proposed rates for interruptible service would 

produce a disproportionate relationship between this·cla.ss and other 

classes of serVice _ The rates hereinafter au-e'horized .;:.re intended 

more equitably, to spread revenue' requirement.s ~ongst· applicant's 

customers ~ , 
• ,I .... ' •••• '. 

, Applicant T s presentation has been predicated' on a cont,in

'uing ~gg;r-eg.:~.t'e !ede:-al' income tax 'of 52 per cent. Such',rate, under 

present, law';' 'willoe reciueedtO 47 'per cent on April 1; 1954 .. , That 

such reduc tion will actuallY;"c'cUr is 'seriously questioned by appli-
" . 

can't. However, to insure that. apIJlieant T s customers, will not b'e 

required to provide more than 't-he :aI:lount of taxes properly Cha;ge

able to operating expenses, applicant has entered into Do written 

underst.:nd·ing (contained. in Exh1bit No .. 1 in this proceeding)' by , 

which it agrees to adjust its rate schedules to reflect the, effect' 

of' any change in income taxes.. Such written understanding is, 

) 
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Authoriz.ed Rates 
, .' 

The rates hereinafter authorized arc;l designed to produce 

incre~ses in gross revenues by the amounts and percentages shown in 

the following tabula~ion, based upon the level of business in the 

12'-month period ended June 30, 195.3: 

Schedules 

General Service 
Fi:::,n 'Indm.trial 

AuTHORIZED RATES· 

Dehydratcr . 
Intetruptible (excl. re:fineries) 
Int.erruptible ' (refineries) 
Res'ale, (Co'alinga), 
Wholesale. (P.G.& E. - curtailed) 

'Total' 

Gross Increase, 
Amount Per Cent 

$466-700 " , ' 

S9,JOO~ , 
Z,.800 

225,600' 
4.0,200 

5,300, 
100 

7~97% 
5.62 
9.72" 
4.3-9 ' 
4.34 -
7.$7 . 
4.34, 
6.12 

It will be noted in this ta'bulation that firm-indus trial 

rates are intended to produ: e a lesser amount than that proposed by 

applictLnt ~ Interr~ptib'le-i:ldustrial rates are increased by' an 

equivalent amount. ~he effect of such rearrangem.e'r.t is to·: increase 

i:lterruptible rates by 0 .. 2 cents per mcf in the "excess" 'block above 

the company's proposal for the Contra Costa area and to lower'appli-
- , 

cant." s proposal for firm industria.l rates, by approximatelY,l.Orcent 

. per :llc.:f' in all blocks· .. 

Wi th respect, to the rate schedule applicable to resale 

service furnished the City of COalinga. we shall' authorize the 

inclusion in said schedule of an appropriate Btu a~justment clause 

as agreed upon 'by applicant in the course of this proceeding. The 

affected rule and regulation will likewise be appropriately modified.' 

Clarification of the applicability clause in Schedules . 
r:os. 0-51, G-52, 0-53, ~54 and 0-55 will be authorized so as to 

remove therefrom any ambiguity respecting the intent to apply such 

schedules to service from exi$ting mains having a delivery capacity 

in excess of the then existini~ requirements of customers not served 

under said. schedules. 

-$-
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o R D E R ..., ... -- '--' .-. 

Coast Counties Cas and Electric Company h~ving applied to· 

the Commission for an order authorizing increases in gas· ra~es and 

cha:rges, pul)lic hearing having 'been held, the matter having been 

submitted and now being ready for decision, 

IT IS HEREBY FOUND AS A. FACT that the increases in rates 

and charges authorized her~in are jUS~iried and tha~ the present 

rates, in so far as they differ from those herein authorized, for 
, ... " 

the future are unjust and unreasonable; ~herefore, 

IT IS ORDERED AS FOLLOWS: 

1. Applicant is authorized to file in quadruplicate 
with thi,s COmmission, a!'t~r the effective date or 
this order .and in conformity with the prOVisions 
of General Order No. 96, the schedules of rat.es 
.at the increased char~es set forth in Exhibit 
No. , in this pro~eed~ng as specifically approved 
or'modified by Ap~endix A attached to this order 
andi after not less than five days' notice to the 
pub ic and to this Commission to make 'said rates t--
effec'tivefcr ser".,ice rendered on and after 
February S~~ 1954 .. -. 

2. The memO'randum of understanding regarding federal 
income taxes cO'nt~Lined in Exhibit NO'. 1 in 1;his 
proceeding is her.eby approved and applicant, is· 
directed to~ govern itself in accordance with the 
terms thereof. . 

,. Applicant shall file in ~uadruplicate with this 
Commission, after the e.ffecti ve date 0'.£ this order 
and in conformity with General Order NO'. 96, its 
presen't Rule and Regulat.ion No: .. 2C as modified by 
Appendix B attached to this order, said modified 
rule and regulatiot"l to be made effective Febx-uary a~ 
1954. ---

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at~~.M.r ;PIV, California, this /~ 

. ' 

, . . ~ .. ear of ~~ ,1954. -z. 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

-9- .. 'w . , 
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APPENDIX A 
Page 1 of l~ 

The proposed, tariffs set forth in Exhibit No. 3 of this 
proceeding are spccific~ly approved or modified asfol1ows~ 

1. 

2. 

J. 

General Natur,9.1 Gas Service Schedules 

Schedules Nos,. G-l, G-2, G-3, G-4, G-5, G-6.1, G-6 .. 2' and 0-6..3 
are approved as pr~pos,ed. ' 

Resa.le Na:tur,9.1 Gas. Service Schedule 

, Schedule No. G-7 is approved as proposed, with the following 
modifications: 

Renumber ~nd retitle schedule as G-6l~ Wholesale Natural 
Gas Service. 

APPLICABILITY 

Applicable only to the City of ·Coalinga for the purchase 
of natural gas at wholesale from Coast Counties G~s and Electric 
Company. 

TERRITORY' 

, A- (1100 Btu) The principal point of delivery for gas to , 
'be delivered by Seller: shall be at the existing meter station 
located at ..... 

RATES 

'Commodity Charge:. 

First 3~OOO Mcf, per Mcf .... ~ 
Over 3,000 Me!, :?er Mcf .... . 

Per Meter ~er Month 
Base Rates, , C1'ecti ve H,ates " 
Fuel Ol.'.1. ' ' 

$ .. 90: 'p~r Bbf A.' 
110C Btu 1100: Btu 

35.0¢ 
30 .. 4¢ 

The above effective rates are based on the average monthly 
heating value per cubic foot indicated and as set forth in Rule 
and Regulation No~ 2C and a market priceo£ .fuel oil (e.ffective 
February 16, 1953) of ~?1.90 per barrel, as set forth in SpeCial 
Condition 1 be'low. 

.' 

~ydrator Service Schedule 

Schedule No .. , G-42-D is approved as proposed~ with the follOwing 
modification: . 

S.chedule to be renumbered G-44 and retitled to read, "Dehydrator" 
Nat.ural Gas Service". 



" A-;4J92 ET 

APPENDIX A 
Page 2 of 4 

Firm Industrlal Gas Service Schedules 

Schedules Nos .. G-4l) G-42('and G-43 'are approved as proposed, 
Wi th the following modii'ieati<:lns: ' 

All schedules to 'be retitled to read 1 "Firm Industrial 
Natural Gas Service" .. '. 

Schedule No,. G-41 
I 

RATES 

Commodi ty Charge::: 
Per Meter rer Month, ':, 

RATES 

RATES 

First lOO Mcf,per Mef .••.• 
Next 900 Me!;', per, Mer ...... .. 
Over 1,000 Mef,' per Mer .. ~ ... .. 

Sch~dule No. G-42 

52.2¢ 
:3$'.9¢ 
3;.6¢ 

COmI:lodity ,Charge: ' 
, Per Mete%'" rer Month 
Sase R4ites ~i'ecti:ve .H.ates 

First 100 Me!, per Mer ••••• 
Next 900 Me!, per Mel' ...... .. 
Over 1,000' Mer, per M.ef ..... . 

Schedule No. G-43 

A ' 
1100 Btu 1100' Btu 

52.9¢ 
39.S¢· 
:37.6¢ 

, ;2.9¢ 
39.S¢ 
37.6¢ 

", Commodity Charge: 
Per Meter rer Month,' ' 

Base Rates E1' eetive Rates' 
A D 

1100 'Btu 1100 Btu, 250 Btu, 

First 100 Me!, per Me£' .. .. • • • 52 .. 9¢, 
Next 900 Me!, per Met"..... 39 .. S¢ 
Over 1,000 Me!, p~r' Mc! .. .. .. .. .. Yl-rl.-¢" ,. 

~ '7~~f' 

tJ1' 

52 .. 9¢ 
39 .. ,81-
37oo6¢ 

49.7¢ 
37.4¢ 
JS·.J¢ 
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APPENDIx A 
Page '3 of 4 

5. .~pterruptible I\atural Gas Service Schedules 

Schedules Nos. 0-51, C-52~ 0-.5:3, 0-$4 and 0-;5 are' approved 
as proposed, with the following modifications: 

Under TrApplicabili ty It of all schedules" the first sentence 
shall '0 ereplaeed by the following: . 

;.' 

"Available subject to interruption as provided below, 
to customers located along existing mains having a delivery 
capacity in excess or the then existing requirements of 
c'U,stomers other than those served under interruptible 
schedules, for natur~l gas, used for the following purposes 
where operation can b'e readily continued on other fuels in 
case of shutoff of gas supply:" 

RATES 

Schedule No. 0-51 

Commodity Charge: 

First 50 Me!, per Me! .... 
Next 200 Me!, per Mef ••• 
Next 750 Me! ,,: per ~te! ••• 
Next 1,000'I~ef,' per Mef ••• 
Over 2 , 000 Nc!, per Me! ..... 

Schedule No .. G-52 

. , 

Per Meter rrr Month .' 

;0'.'3¢ 
39.2¢· 
34.1¢ 
32 ... S¢ 
2.5.9¢ 

55,.l¢ 
44.2¢ 
39 •. 2¢ 
37.9¢ 
.31 .. 2¢., 

RATES' 
. Per Meter r'ar' Month" .• 

Commodity Charge: ,. Base Itites t 4 1'eetive' Rates. 
Fuel Oil, , .. 

$1.50 per Bbl.. A 
1100 Btu 1100 Btu 

First 50 Mcl', per Iv~ef ..... 52.0¢· 57.$¢ 
Next 200 Met" per Ivict ..... 40.5¢ 46 .. 3¢ 
Next 750 l ... .lef, per 'Me! ..... 35.3¢ 41.l¢ 
Next 1, 000 :l'-Jlc!, per M~£ .... 33.S¢ 39 ... 6¢ 
Ove'r 2,000 Mer" per Mer ..... 26.6¢ 32'.4¢ .' . 
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RATES 

APPENDIX A 
Page 4 of: 4 

Schedule No. G-53 

Commodity Charge: 
Per Meter ler Month ' 

Base Rates ·E fective Rates 
,l4'uel Oil . 

RATES: 

First 50 Mef~ per Me! ...... 
Next' 200 Mef 1 per Mcf ••• 
Next 750 l~ef ,: per Me! .... . 
Next l)OOO Me!l, per Me! .... .. 
Over 2,000 Met ,: per Met .... . 

$1.50 per',Bbl~ A 
1100 Btu 1100 Btu 

Schedule No. G-54 
, " 

Commodity.C:harge ' 
. Per Meter rieT "Month '., '. 

Base Rates. . l'ective· Rates " 
l'ueJ. ., 01J. ' . ' 

$1.50 per ,Bbl.. A : B 
1100~ Btu: '. 1100' Btu .1050 Btu . 

"First 50 Me! ,per Mer .... . 
Next 200 Me!', per Ncr ... . 

52.0¢. 
40.5¢' 
3S.3¢ 
33.S¢ 
26.6¢ 

57.S¢ 
46.3¢: 
41.1¢ 
39.6¢ 
3Z' .. 4¢ 

56.S¢. 
45 .. 54 
40.~.¢·· 

RATES 

Next 750' Me! ,per. Met ... . 
Next 1,000' Mer 1 per ~Ief' ... . 
Over 2~OOO !-i.cr, 'per ~4ef ... .. 

3$·.9¢ 
31.9¢· .... · 

Schedule No .. G-55' 

Commodity Charge:. 

Fir,st 50 Mer, per 'ttlef ... . 
Next ZOO Met, per Mer .... .. 
Next 750 .'Uief 1 per Me! ... .. 
Next, 1,000 Me!, per Mef ... .. 
Over 2.,000 Me£,p~r Met ... . 

Per Meter~erMonth 
Base Rates.· Ef1'ective'Ra~·-t-~-s, 
Fuel. Oil 

$1.50 per. Bbl. D . 
1100 Btu 950 Btu 

;2.0¢ 
40.,5¢ 
35.)¢ 
33 .. S¢ 
26.6¢ 

54.7¢ 
43~9¢ 
39.0¢ 
'37·.6¢ 
30.g'/.: ' 

6. Intermittent Natural Gas Service - Wholesale Schedule 

Schedule No. c-60 is a.pp~oved as proposed, With t.he following 
modification: '. 

RATES: 

Curtailed . Gas . . . . . . .. . . . . . . ~ . -. . . . . . . . . . . . 3l.2¢ 
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APPENDIX B 

. Rule and Regulation No. 2C, "Rate Adjustment For Heating Value~ 
shall be modified to include the following adjus,tment provisions:. 

WholeSale Natural Gas~S~vice 
Sehedule ••• ' ••••••• ~ • .. • • •• • • • . • • •• •. 2% per 50 B' •. T. U. 'step-. 

, " 

General· Service Schedules . shall be retitled: to read" 
"General Natural Gas. Service Schedules".; 


