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Decision No. 50~49 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~w.aSSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the matter of the application of ) 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON CO,r.:FANY ) 
for an order of the Public Utilities ) 
Commission of the State of Califo~ia ) 
authorizing applicant to increase ) 
rates charged by it for electric ) 
service. ) 

Application No. 33952 

Appearances and list of witnesses 
are set forth in Appendix C. 

Southern California Edison Company, a California corpora-
tion, hereinafter referred to as applicant, filed the above-entitled 

application on December 16, 1952 for authority to raise electric 

rates designed to increase gross annual revenues by approxim~tely 

$16,000,000 or 12.6 per cent at its 1952 level of sales under 

average rate year conditions. Because of growth such requested 

increase would be equivalent to $17,452,000 for 1953 and $18,627,000 

for 1954. This application is EdisonTs first general rate increase 

request in over 30 ye~s, the last one being granted in 1921. 

Nature of Business 

Applicant is engaged in the business of generating, trans-
mitting, and dist~buting e~ect~c energy 1n portions or central 
<ind southern California in t.he Counties o£ Fresno, Kern, l0.ngs.. Los 

Angeles, Orange) RiverSide, San Bernarcino, Santa Barbara
J 

Tulare 
and Ventura. Applicant owns and operates 24 hydroelectric plants,and 
five steam electric plants ~~d operates one eiesel generating plant 

under lease. Power from Hoover Dam also is available to applicant 
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over its high voltage transmission system which interconnects these 

many production resources. As of December 31, 195) applicant 

served 1,2SS,755 meters by means of 4,886.2 circuit miles of 

transmission line and 22,029 miles of distribution line. The 

population in applicant's service area is in excess of 3,000 , 000 

persons. 

Public Hearings 

After due notice a total of 54 days of public hearing were 
held on ~h1s application before COmmissioners Harold P. Buls1i and 

Kenneth Potter' and Examiner ~.:i. W.. Edwards during the period June 10) 
1953 to May 4, 1954. App11cant, the COmmission staff and other 

interested parties and protestants presented 71 witnesses who 

introduced 95 main exhibits and nearly as many stibexhibits and 

whose testimony covered 8)124 pages of transcript. 

All days of hearing were held in Los Angeles except on 
July 15, 1953 a day of hearing was held in Visalia for the purpose 

of receiving evidence from applicant's customers residing in the 
San Joaquin Valley area. 
Applicant's Position 

In justification of its need for rate increases applicant 

claims that the present rates are insufficient to provide a fair, 

just and reasonable return on properties devoted to the public 
service 1 and must be augmented in order to maintain its financial 

integrity, to preserve its credit standing and to attract, on an 

economical basis, funds necessary to build the plant additions 

Xl On the appointment of Commissioner HUls as a judge of the Superior 
Court, Los Angeles County, on OctOber 1, 1953, this matter was 
reaSSigned to COmmissioner Potter as Presiding Commissioner. 
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required to continue satisfactory electrical service to present 
customers and to meet requirements of new customers. Applicant 

asserts that it is feeling the effect of inflation in the currency, 

and with current dollars of a purchasing power of about one half 
of the 1939 dollar it claims that its rate of return is declining 

with the increasing unit cost of new plant additions. It states 

that its recorded unit cost of total plant averaged $542 per meter 

as of January 1, 1946 and t656 added meter during the years 1946 

through 1951 inclusive and approximately ::'$1)000 per added D.eter 

estimated for the years 1952 and 1953e 
Applicant also cla,ms that operating costs are increasing 

and refers to the asserted fact that in 1945 charges for operation, 

maintenance, depreciation and amortization were 39.6 per cent of 

gross operating revenue and by 1951 had risen to 51.4 per cent of 

gross operating revenue. In addition, during the same period tax 
rates increased. Applicant contends that it will continue to be 

affected in the future by the effects of rising prices, spiralinz 

wages and certain other economic developments over which it has no 
control. 

Applicant's proble~ in part stems from rapid growth in its 

territory, increasing from 654,969 custo~ers served at the end of 

1945 to 1,022,4$$ at the end of 1951, or by 56 per cent. During the 
same period the net peak load grew from 879 tOOO kw to lt53Z,600 kw t 
or 74 per cent and the kwhrs transmitted from 5.7 to 9.0 billions, 
or 5$ per cent. The population and demand for service in southern 
California have far outstripped the availability of additional hydro 
resources. Assertedly, all of the ~ore economic hydro sites in the 

state available to applicant have been developed. As a result applicant 

must rely to an increaSing extent on steam generating plants i.n'.ol~ relat1.veJy 
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higher operating cos~s. Such rapid growth required approximately 

~7~,0001000 addition to plant in 1952 and $76,000,000 in 1953. 
Applicant states that increased customer density, increased 

use per customer, improve~ents in efficiency and advances in the art 

of manuf~cturing and constructing electric facilities are factors 

which in 'the aggregate have assisted to some degree in deferring 
~ate increases, but that further develop:ents of ~his kind will be 

insufficient to reverse the downward trend of e&rnings. Applicant 

contends that the inflationary forces and governmental policies have 

introduced a rigidity into its increasing costs and an inherent 

uncertainty in the future volume of demand for service, and that in 
fixing rates for the future, recognition must be given to these 
factors which are beyond its control. 

Nature of Evidence 

Evidence was offered by witnesses for the applicant, by 

members of t.he Coz:u:nission staff) by representati'l'Tes for certain 

interested parties and protestants 1 public bodies, and inte~ested 

citizens. In addition, the Commission received communications from 
the public) some prot~sting and some a~proving the proposed increase. 

Careful consideration has been given to all matters brought to the 

CommissionTs attention by the eo~~ications and the many witnesses_ 
Comparatively few were of the view that the applicant 

should have no increase whatsoever. The main objection was to the 

applicant's proposed spread of the increase among the various 

classes of customers. Applicant would assess considerably larger 

increases percentagewise to agricultural, industrial and public 
authorities classes of customers than to the·domestic and commercial 

classes. Such proposal eliCited extended testimony and exhibits from 

those classes with the proposed higher percentage increases. If 

applicant had sought a uniform percentagewise increase by classes, 

undoubtedly the length and extent of this proceeding would have been 
considerably shortened. 
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Inflation 

Several of applicant's witnesses testified as to the 

effect of inflation on applicant's business due in large part to the 

fact that currently the dollar has about one half of the purchasing 
value of the prewar dollar. One witnes:> introduced Exhibit No. 15, 

entitled "Real Historical Cost Earnings, Average Year 1952", for the 

purpose of Showing that on a "constant" 1939 dollar basis the pro-

posed rates would show a rate of return of only 4.0, per cent 

compared to 5.$4 per cent on a "nominal" dollar oasis and. using a 
straight-line depreciation allowance. One of applicant'S conclusions 

was that the real rate of return is in all cases appreciably lower 
than the "nominal" rate of return. Another conclusion was that 

rates of return on a "nominal" dollar basis must contain a substanti31. 

differential adjustment above the computed "nominal" cost of money 
to make adequate allowance for inflation. 

Applicant further presented testimony by a consulting 

engineer on the present value of its properties based on such 

evidence of value as the nominal historical cost, reproduction cost, 
real historical cost using 1951 dollars, earning value, and. stock 
and debt value. 

Contrary testimony to that given by these two witnesses 

for applicant was presented by the staff. A consulting engineer 
with long regulatory experience, called by the staff, testified to 

the stability and advantages of the original cost method of 

determining rate base which has been consistently follc~ed by the 

Commission in regulation of utilities. Such method has been con-

sistently followed during periods of deflation as well as inflation. 

The law contemplates that buyers of securities do so 

with the knowledge that certain risks will be attached to their 
ownership and that one of the risks is the possibility of the 

decline in purchasing power of the dollar. Certainly the investing 
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public has not felt the same way about its holdings in utility stock 

as do the applicant and its witnesses. At the time applicant filed 

recently money was the one commodity o£ major imp~rtance which the 

company was able to hire at fairly reasonable prices. After pointing 
out that materials, su~plicS, cquip:ent and labor costs have 

increased rapidly and that taxes are at their highest level in 

history, this witness stated, nbut money costs have been relatively 
unaffected, on the upside, by inflation if we disregard the fact 

that it has been necessary to hire more inflated dollars to do the 
work done ~y a lesser n~ber in the preinf1ation period.~ 

Such state~ent was made on June 19, 1953 and shortly 

thereaft~r a downtrend started in the cost of money. During the 

first qu~ter of 1954 the advance in the stock market had carried to 
a new high for several years and applicant e~perienced one of its 

most suc~essful common stock offerings. By the time of submission 

of this ~tter for decision the outlook was for lower or stabilized 

cost of ~oney which one protest~~t characterized during final argum~ 

as "a climate of cheap money". 
No one can deny that there has been a serious inflationary 

trend s:nce 1941 and particularly since the close of the war. 

Howeve:-, it is significant to not.e that sofar D.S the applicant is 

concer~ed a large portion of the total p~nt has been installed 

d'Uring this inflationary period since 1945. For example, Exhibit 

No. 10 shows that the total electric plant in service was 

$363,650,046 on December 31, 1945 and $653,195,1$2 on December 31, 

1952. After allowing for the sharp rate of plant growth in 1953 and 

so far in 1954 we find that over one half of applicant's present· 

plant has been installed. with inflated dollars. 
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The record shows that appli~nt ha~ been eble to finance 

itself under reasonable terms during the inflationary period, the 
market has absorbed the additional and suostantial flotations of 

applicant's stock since 1945, and the current relatively high price 

of such stock on the mar~t bespeaks confidence of the investing 

public in the applicant's operations under the methods of regula~1on 

used by this Commission in the p~st. The claim here made oy the 

applicant is not unlike the claim for reproduction cost. Deprecia-

tion accruals will enable ~pplicant to recover its invest~ent 
regardless of the value of the dollar. 

Nhile t'here is currently emphasis in testimony on the 

subject of inflation, we find no reason to depart from our long-

established and stable method of computing rate base on the basis 

of the actual dollars in plant, unadjusted up or down for chlnges in 

the purchasing power of the dollar, and allo'ding expenses at the full . 
current rate adjusted for foreseeable ne~-future conditions. 

Applicant's inflation testimony is deSigned to support its request 

for extensive increases in rates, which would result in considerably 

higher earnings and dividends on the common stock, compared to the 

Commission's traditional allowance for an electric utility of 
equivalent stature. Such action would protect only one c~ss of 

security holder, the common stockholder, against the risk of loss of 
purch~sing power and not benefit the oondholder or preferred stock-

holder. It would penalize the ratepayer without a concomitant 

consideration. "je will proceed to analyze applicant's operations 

in the traditional manner. 

Rate of Return 

It is applicant's contention that rates should be pre-

scribed to produce earnings, based on the average year 1952, of 
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$34,877,000, an amount which would be equivalent to a r~~turn of 

6.29 per cent on a depreciated book cost rate b~se of $554)$S3,000.~ 
In arriving at the estimated required earnings, applicant 

takes into account the annual cost of bond and preferred stock 
monies and an allowance for equity capital based upon comparisons 
with other enterprises. The witness called on behalf of applicant 

took the pOSition that the company should earn 11.5 per cent on the 
common stock equity. 

The record shows that applicant'S capital structure, 
i~cluding its 1954 equity financing, consisted of bonds in the, amount 
of 46.36 per cent of the total, preferred and convertible preference 

stock 19.36 per cent, and common stock equity 34.2$ per cent. 
Applicant introduced testimony showing that in 1951 the average earn-
ings on equity capital of seventeen other utilities, ~th equity 
pOSitions comparable in percentage with applicant's, amounted to 
11.24 per cent and in 1952, 11.65 per cent. Of the seventeen 
companies, applicant'S witness se~ted for comparison five which he 
considered Irlost similar from the investor's viewpoint and he pre-
sented testimony showing that the average earnings on equi,ty capital 

for these five companies amounted to 10.55 per cent in 1951 and 

11.57 per cent in 1952. The range 0 f the five companies in, the 
• earlier of these two years wcs from S.95 per cent to 11.70 per c~nt 

and during the second year from 10.53 per cent to 13.7$ per cent~ 
Witnesses for other parties urged rates of return ranging 

from 5 per cent to " per cent, applied to a depreciated original 
cost rate base. One 0 f the witnesses developed his conclusions by 

Y Such earnings would be equivalent to a return of 5'.05 per cent.· on 
applicant's estimated fair value rate base of ~690,OOO,OOO and to 
a return of 4.26 percent on applicant'S so-called real historical 
cost rate base of $S19~606,OOO. 
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considering an allowance for equity capital based on earnings-price , 

ratios of eight selected utilities for the period 1947 to 1952, 
adjusted for an assumed pay-out ratio and for premium and flotation 
costs ~nd applied to an objective capital structure. Another w1tnes~ 

developed an over-all cost of capital to applicant of 4.955 per cent: 
including in the calculation an allowance of S per cent for common 
stock money, the rate at which the company has been paying annual 

dividends. 

The ultimate deter~nation of the rate of return to be 

allowed in this proceeding, in the final analysis, cust represent tht 
exercise of judgment by the CommisSion. Th~ testimony and the 
exhibits presented by each of the witnesses are of value in our 

conslderation of the subject but it is clear that the position of 
each, standing alone, is not conclusive. On the one hand, 
it appears that differences exist between applicantts operations and 

the operations of those corporations designated by applicant's w1t~ 
as most comparable and it does not' follow because certain other 
utilities on the average ha~oeen enjoying a return of 11.5 per cent 

on equity capital that applic~~t should have the s~e return. On 

the other hand 1 earnings-price ratios merely reflect the prospective 
investors' appraisal of the market value of stoCk and, as such, are 
influenced by prevailing ~arket and economic conditions and the 

individual requirements of the purchasers. 11.nile it is true that such . 
ratios may indicate the terms under which a new investor might devote 
his money to the bUSiness, it does not mean that they should measure . 
the return the applicant is entitled to receive on its investment in 

its properties. Certainly, the dividend rate the management has 
elected to establish for its common shares should not be used in 

arriving at the return the consumer should pay on the rate base. 

In making our determination in this matter numerous factors 
must be taken into consideration. 

financing and opcra~ing record, its plant characteri~t~cs7 ~ts 

service area, current interest and economic conditions and ~pplican~'a 
-9-



A-))952 ET 

past and prospective capital requiremen~s and growth experience enter 

into our analysis of the subject. Exhibit 32-B shows, among other 
things, that applicant's reported investment in electric plant has 

, 
increased from $369,55$,000 at the beginning of 1946 to $769,214,000 

at the close of 1953; its number of electric meters has increased 
from 670,463 to 1,1$$,755; its total plant capacity has increased 

from 1,226,450 kw to 2,064,420 kw, largely in steam plants, and its 
outstanding securities have increased in total amount from approxi-. 
mately $2$4,1$5,000 to approximately $572,$77,000. 

Infor.mation filed with the COmmission shows that applicant 
must continue with the extension of its plant facilities. In 

Application No. 35133 filed in our office on February $, 1954, 

applicant reported estimated expenditures during 1954 in the amount 

of $76,504,999 and during 1955 of $4$,274,067 on a construction 
program which includes, among other things, the c~p1etion of a new 

steam electric generating plant at Redondo Beach which is planned to 

include two generating units, each with an e£fective operating 

capacity of 156,000 kw, and a ste~ electric generating station at 

El Segundo which also will have two generating units, each with an 

expected effective operating: capacity of 156,000 kw. Under authori-
zation granted in that proceeding, applicant issued and sold 

600,000 shares of its common stock ~t $39.45 per share and it 

reported that it would be required to obtain approximately i29,OOO,OOO 
later in the year from the sale of additional securities. 

The record shows that applicant has found it nec_ 
essary to enter the market on numerous occasions to obtain capital 

funds to expand its prodUction and other facilities in order to take 
care of the increasing number of customers coming on to its lines and 
it is clear that if applicant is to continue to provide adequate , 

se~vice in the future it will be required to make additional public 

offerings of its bonds and stock. In our opinion it is in the public 
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interest for applicant to proceed with its plant development and tor 
it to be placed in a position where it can dispose of additional 

securities to finance such. development under prevailing market con-
ditions at advantageous terms. Upon a careful consideration of the 
evidence before us we are of the opinion that applicant's revenues, 

based on the estimated year 1954> should be increased to provide a 

return of 5.90 per cent on a, depreciated historical cost rate base. 
We find .such a return to be fair and reasonable. In our opinion it 
is a return which should permit applicant to maintain its credit 
and attract capital, improve its capital structure, finance the 
expansion of faci~ities reasonably necessary to render adequate 
service to present a~d prospective consumers and fully-perform its 
public duty .. 
Earnings Results 

The applicant and the Commission's starf presented evidence 
on revenues, expenses J rate base and rate of return. The applicant's 

study covered the years 1949 through 1954 and in Exhibit No.2 showed 
the follOwing trend of earnings adjusted to average conditions as 
reflected in a rate of return on a depreciated rate base, assuming 
5 per cent sinking fund depreciation allowance. 

App1icant Ts Exhibit No.2 

Year 1949 Recorded-Adjusted Basis ._ ••••••..•••.•.• 
Year 1950 Recorded.Adjusted Basis .••••••••••••••••• 
Year 1951 Recorded-Adjusted Basis ••••••••••••••••• 
Year 1952 Recorded-Adjusted Basis ••••••••••••••••• 
Year 1953 Estimated-Average Basis ••••••••••••••••• 
Year 1954 Estimated-Average Basis ................. . 

Rate of 
Return 

6.43% 
.5.$1 
5.19 
4.95 
4.96 
4.91 

The staff's study was confined to the years 1952, 1953 and 
1954; on a similar basis of sinking fund depreciation for 1952 and 
adjusted to a basis of remaining life straight-line depreciation for 
1953 and 1954 7 showed the. following results: 

StaffTs Exhibit No. 77 
Year 1952 decorded Basis ••.•••••••••••••••••• 
Year 1953 Estimated-Average Basis •••••••••••• 
Year 1954 Estimated-Average Basis •••••••••••• 

Rate of 
Return 

5.79% 
5.24 
5.31 

The two studies for the estimated year 1954 may be com-
pared in more detail as shown by Table No.1. 
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Onerating Revenues 
Domestic 
Agricultural 
Commercial 
Industrial 
Public Authorities 
Railways 
Electric Utilities - Muni. 
Electric Utilities - Other 
Other Electric Revenue 

Total Opere Revenue 

TABLE NO.1 

Applicant's 
Exhs. Nos. 2 ... :1;0 

$ 55,000,000 
11,800,000 
31,100,000 
37,007,000 
9,400,000 

700 , 000 
1,600,000 

100,000 
700.000 

147,407,000 

• • 
Difference 
$ 1,456,000 

(891,000) 
906,000 
836,000 
J.,.30,000 
152,000 
171,000 
240,000 
2~,000 3,32 ,000 

Oneratin~ Exnenses 
~oductlon 2S,953,OOO 27,994,000 (959,000) 
'!'ransmis sion 3 , 771,000 4,116,000 34.5,000 
Distribution 11,005,000 10,597,000 (408,000) 
Customer Acctg~ & Col1. 7,232,000 7,277,000 45,000 
Sales Promotio~ 1,700,000 1,662,000 (3S,000) 
Admin. & General $,010,000 7,147,000 (863,000) 
Adjustment to Jan. 1954 Wage 

Level - 877,000 877,000 
Depreciation 16,294,000 16,5.37,000 243,000 
Taxes ~.2;2,OOO 4.0,621,000 2,J99.oo0 Tot al Ope r • Exp s • -m-,:o.;;2~1-;r;7:-", ~OOO~-"'"I'1..r,;.1i-6~, 8~5;';;8r--)-xO;;(:OOiir:--"""1~, T04f"'1'"",""o~o~O 

Net Revenue 32,190,000 33,874,000 1)6$4,000 
Rate Base 
Eleetric Plant Fixed 

Plant in Service 
Acquisition Adjustment (BaL) 

Working Capital 
Materials and Supplies 
Prepayments on Fuel Oil 

Capital 

Working Cash 
Subtotal 

Adjustments 
Contributions in Aid of Cons. 
Customers' Advances for Cons. 
Nonoperative Plant (Net) 
Rural Line Extension Costs 
Rights of Way & Land 

Dept. Costs 
Depreciation 

764,3~2,000 
491,000 

(l,OOO,OGO) 
-(280,006) 

Total Adjustments ( .2 • 
Depreciated Rate Base 
Rate of Return 

656,11S,OOO 

4.91% 

770,720.,000 

(.. ) (4. ) 
) 

{ , ) 

637,521,000 

5 .. 31% 

(Red F'igure) 

(Applicant exceeds staff) 

... 12-

6,408,000 
(4-91,000) 

(4,925,000) 
(415,000) 
(272,000) 

(18,597,000) 

0.40% 
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From a review of T~ble No. 1 it will be observed that there 

was a sizable difference between the staff and applicant in every 

major item. These differences will be discussed in the sections 

following. Both of the above estimates are based on so-called 

"normal" or "average" conditions and a posted price of fuel oil of 
~1.$5 per barrel (tank car delivery). 

Operating Revenues 

The staff's estimate of revenues for 1954 is $~,325IOOO, 

or 2.3 per cent greater than applicant's estimate, due primarily to 

two factors. First, app1icant Ls estimate was prepared in the early 

part of 1953 whereas thestaftts estimate was made approximately 

eight months later; thus the staff had more recent experience to 

shape its estimate. Second, the staff predicated its estimate upon 

the trends from JanWlry 1949 through August 1953 for each class of 

service whereas the applicant turned these trends down so~ewhat to 

reflect what it considered to be a return to more normal conditions. 

Applicant states t~t the staff's study appears to be 

predicated upon a continuation throughout 1954 of the high level of 

business activity which has predominated in recent years. Applicant 

expects a leveling off in the rate of growth in 1954 and did not 

predicate its estimates upon what it terms a simple projection of 
continued overstiQulated expansion of sales. 

Applicant relies on econo~ic analyses of certain groups like 

the Presidentfs Council of Economic Advisors, National Industrial 

Conference Board, Security First National Bank of Los Angeles and 

National City Bank of New York. This latter analysis indicated in 

February 1954 that industrial production is now 10 per cent below its 

July 1953 peak. The stafffs witness had not consulted the f{rat two 

reports above mentioned but relied mainly on the latter two and 

others. App1i~nt) in substance, questions if the sta£.f gave 

sufficient weight to these reports in making its estimate. 
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This question in large part can be ~nswered by co~paring 

the detailed estim~tes tor tht year 1954 by the applic~nt and ~he 

start, or customers, sales and sales per customer l and by comparing 

the trend of the actual and estimated results for the first part' of 

1954. 

Estimated 192~ Sales, Customers and Sales per Customer 

: : : Sales : Average 
: Customers :Ydll~on Kwhr: Sales per ~ustomerl : 
: . ~'U'f:rD~e Nu::,~e,... :APP!"J.-: =_ Kwllr '~on.--: 

Class~_.App icant :ta1'f_, .. ~_c~~":.S~..?-~:r:_~p.p.li~4I,l:t,:_:::S~E,#_: 
Domestic 988,383 991,833 11 883 1,91$ 1,905 11 934 
Agricultural 22,179 21 1 gg7 1,032 925 46,531 42,253 
Commercial 124,$$3 12$,190 1,344 1,351 10,762 10,541 
Industrial 27,043 26,9$6 4,250 4,274 157,157 158,386 
Public 
Authorities 9,490 9,37$ 660 69$ 69 1 547 . 74,463 

Railways 2 2 97 120 48,500,000 60 1 000,000 
Other Electri e 
Utili tie $ -.....,_~S~-.no~'1':7'if$~~2~23~~7.2!±if7g~2._;Z ...... S ...... Z~.gg0 31,000.000 

Total 1,171,9$8 1,178,284 9,489 9,5$4 , 0 s,09I 

It is not apparent from the above tabulation that the staff's 

estimate represents overstimulated sales when compared to applicant's 
estimate beoause in total the ttain difference is due ~o a slightly 

greater customer estimate which, in turn, with nearly equal unit 

sales, results in greater total sales. The distribution of the 
sales is important; the higher usages in the domestic class (at rates 

above system average) accounts mainly for the staff's revenue 

estimate being 2.3 per cent greater. 

Looking now at the three classes, domestic, commercial 

and industrial which probably are affeoted the least by abnormal 

weather conditions and yet constitute a sufficient portion of appli­

cant's business to draw reasonable ,comparisons between estimated and 

recorded results: for the month of February 1954, the latest month 
available in the record, for the domestic, commercial and industrial 

classes applicant estimated 1,120,370 customers compared with a 

recorded figure of 1,135,139 ~~d estimated revenue of $10,950,000 
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compared ~tha recorded figure of $11,074,000. Such customer estimate 

was 1.4 per cent below, and revenue estima'te. was 1.1 per cent below 

recorded results. Revenues fluctuate from month to month and a 

comparison based on ) months' -results might be ~ore accurate. 

For the three months of December 1953, January 1954 and February 1954 
applicant's estimate of revenue for these three classes was 1.7 per 
cent below the recorded results. 

On further analysis of these classes we find that 
applicant underestimated the number of domestic and commercial 

customers but overestimated slightly the number of 1ndUS~"i' 

customers. For the 3 months enumerated applicant unaerest~mated ~he 

revenue trom each or these classes of service, except for the 
ind~trial revenue in ~anuary 1954 which fell only 1/10 of one 
per cent below its estimate. 

Our review of the staff's work papers indicates that 
the sta~r did give consideration to the swing in the business cycle, 
particularly with reference to the industrial bUSiness, but the 

indication is that the statffs estimate in total may be running 
about 1/2 of 1 per cent high compared to the above-~entioned 

recorded results. However, a new sizable industrial load o£ approxi-

mately 15,000 kw) being installed by Bree Chemicals~ Inc., is due 

on the system in 1954and such added load should bring the actual 
results closely in line with the sta.ff'·s estimate. 

The results for March, April and ~~Y'1954 have become 
available and have been compared with applicant's estimate for these 
three classes, showing that for March applicant underestimated 

revenue by 1.7 per cent, for April underestimated by 3.6 per cent, 
and for May underestimated by 5.1 per cent. 
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It is our opinion that the rate of growth that has 
been experienced in southern California generally will continue in 
the foreseeable future , though possibly at a somewhat lesser rate

1 

and that national surveys are not truly representative of conditions 

that can be expected in applicant's service area. It is concluded 
that the applicant's estimate of revenues for 1954 is too con-

servative and that the staff's estimate is ~ore appropriate to use 

under assumed average year conditions. For rate-making purposes 

an estimate of revenue of tlSO,732,OOO will be adopted for 1954. 
Production Expense 

The staff's e.stimate of production expense for 1954 1s 

~959,OOO below the applicant's estimate. A portion of this differ-
ence ($126 1 000) applicant claics is due to the failure of the staff 

to make an appropriate allocation to the year 1954 which is one 

tifth of the expected future maintenance cost to repair the dams at 

Huntington Lake. The staff did not include this item because it 

assumed that the work probably would not start until 1955 after the 

Vermillion Valley Dam is completed late in 1954. From the record 

it is apparent that this work is imminent and it is our concluSion 
that this item should be allowed. 

Another portion of this difference (~742,OOO) applicant 

claims is due to an inadequate estimate of li~e losses by the staff. 

Applicant used the monthly transmission loss pattern for the years 

1950 and 1951· in determining the monthly transmission loss pattern 

under average year conditions. Total losses were determined by 

applicant by addition of a straight 4 per cent distribution loss to 
the transmission loss pattern. The stair used a different approach 
and derived the total production requirements from the estimated 

sales and company usage plus losses. Such loss figures were 

developed from an analysis of historical trend of losses after 

giving due recognition to the higher losses involved in transmitting 

energy to the load centers from the more remote hydro plants. 
-16-
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The staff's analysis in Exhibit No. 77 may be snmmarized 

as follows: Hydro 
Millions of Kilo\,latt-Hours Loss Production 

12;: Production Losses Ratio Ratio 

1949 7,564 1,021 13.50% 54.8% 
1950 $,029 1,13$ 14.1$ ,6.4 
1951 9,015 1,1$3 13.12 47.3 
1952 9,462 1,436 15.18 66.2 
1953 Est. 10,287 1,341 13.04 4.5 .. 3 
1954 Est. 10,970 1,415 12.90 42.2 

The comparative analysis by the applicant in Exhibit 

No.4 after adjustment to an average year basis follows: 

rtdl1ions of Kilowatt-Hours 
Estimated Estimated Loss 

Year Transmitted Losses Ratio -
1949 7,48$ 1,017 13.59 
1950 7,990 1,116 13.97 
1951 9,072 1,268 13.9$ 
1952 97 584 X,3:37 13 .. 97 
1953 10,3$0 1,439 13.$6 
1954- 11,10:3 1,555 14.00 

It is evident tr~t applicant'S estimate for 1954 did not 

give recognition to the inherent trend toward a larger ratio of 

steam generation. Furthermore, the location of such steam plants 

near load centers results in a lower relative loss with growing 

load. Losses predicated on a 1950-1951 pattern would be too high 
in 1954. The staff's estimate of 12.90 per cent loss for an average 

year basis is considerably above the recorded figure of 12.52 per 

cent for 12 months ended February 28, 1954. ~mi1e the year 1954 

to date has been on the dry Side, with hydro ratio below average, 

it is our conclusion that the staff's figure provides sufficient 

margin above the latest recorded figure in the record to indicate 

that it is a reasonable transmission loss figure to adopt for 

average year conditions for the year 1954. 

The remaining difference of $9l , 000 between the staff and 

the applicant in production expenses is within the range of variation 

inherent in such estimates due to a variation in method of energy 

production which is properly related to the 1954 estimated sales. 
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This difference is not appropriate for use in this decision and will 

be disallowed. The production expense which we find to be reasonable 

and which we adopt for the estimated average year 1954 is $2S1120,00~ 
Transmission and Distribution Expenses 

. The staff's estimate of transmission expense was $345,000 

greater than applicant's and its distribution expense was $40$,000 

lower. In total these differences ere largely offsetting and 

applicant took no major exceptions to the staff's analysis. In view 

of the fact that the staff's estimates were made at a later date it 
is our opinion tr~t they are more precise and should be adopted for 
the purpose of this decision. 

Customer Accounting and Collecting Expense 

The staff's estimate of customer accounting and collecting 
expense is $45,000 greater than applicant's estimate. Despite this 

larger amount, applicant claims it is deficient by $60,000 because 

of the current bUSiness outlook for uncollectibles. The staff deter-

mined .uncollectibles by applying· 0.16 per cent of the operating revenue 
estimates after eliminating sales to railways and other utilities. 
For 1953 this percentage increased to 0.20 per cent. On the 

assumption that the 0.20 per cent rate will apply to 1954 busine~s 
the applicantts position appears warranted. However) on the basis of 

1,17S,OOO average custo~ers for 1954 the staff's estimate of 

$7,277,000 represents a per customer allowance of $6.18. This 

figure appears high and With over a million customers the app1ican~ 
should be able to show a lower unit cost for custcmer accounting 
and collecting expense. Accordingly, the estimate of ~7,232,000 
by the applicant Will be adopted. 
Sales Promotion Expense 

The staff's estimate of sales promotion expense is 
$1,662,000 or approximately $1.41 per customer for 1954. The 
applicant's estimate of $1,700,000 represer.ts a unit cost o£ 
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$1.44 for 1954. In our opinion the estimate of applicant is reason-

able ar~ it will be adopted for the purpose of this decision. 

~dministrative and General Expense 

The staff's estimate of administrative and general expense 

is $863,000 below the applicant's estimate, but after allowing for 
the lump sum wage adjustment ;t is $757,000 below. Nevertheless, 

applicant states that the staf~fs estimate .i5 ~1,l07,OOO too low. 

The several major items of difference betwe~~ the staff and the 
applicant are concerned With (1) right-of-way charges, (2) legal 

services, (3) group insur~Lnce, (4) supplem~ntal pension costs, 

(5) microwave communicatiCln expenses and (6) miscellaneous items. 

These will be discussed in the sections followir~. 
Right-of-~ay Charges 

The staff's estimate for right-of-way charges was 

$494,000 less than applicant's, the amount being considered by the 

staff as chargeable to plant. Upon the basis of the record as 

developed, we will accept applicant's estimate in arriving at our 

decision in this proceeding. 

At the s~e time, it appears that so~e question exists 

as to applicant's accounting procedure with respect to this item of 

expenditure. Applicant should r~~ine its practice to determine 
the reasonableness and propriety of allocating the charges between 

capital and operation. 

Legal Services 

Applicant maintains that the staff's failure to recognize 

the current level of legal expense as representative and its failure 

to recognize the continuing probability of tax, labor and regulatory 

litigation has resulted in a deficiency in its level of legal 

expense of at least $53,000. The staff's estimate for this item is 

$5;,000 for 1954 and if the applicant's contention ~ere adopted the 

staff's allowance would be increased to ~106,000 for 1954. In 
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Exhibit No.6 applicant estimated this item at $53,000 for 1953 and 

at so~e higher figure for 1954 but the detailed breakdown for this 

item was not individually shown for the year 1954. The staff 

considered cert~in of these legal expenses abnormal, such as those 

concerned with the stri~~e in 1953 or ~i th certain tax litigation 

and adopted the applicantts 195:3 level of es~imate for its 1954 

estimate. After considering this matter it is our opinion that some 
we,1ght ::5houJ.d 'be g~ven to app11ca.'"lt.' e cO:l'tention and an allowance ot 

$75,000 will be adopted for this item_ 

Group Insurance 
Applicant contends that the staff's failure to give 

adequate recognition to the effects of recent cortality experience 
and to costs as a:fected both by the present law relating to group 
insurance and by c~ar.ges in the plan made i~ 195:3 resulted in a 

deficiency of $100,000. Under the new law all funds collected from 

employees must be held for the benefit of the insured. In the past 
the applicant has applied the group insurance dividend to reduce the 

total expense under Ac':ount No. SOO.11 Employees Vfelfare E>..-penses. 

In final argument the staff's counsel stated that this $100,000 item 

represents t'he diffe:-enc e be'i;ween a $40, 000 credit and a $60 1 000 

expense and that for a n\~~er of years the ~~plo~ee contributions 

have more than covered the net cost of the group ins~ance. 

The staffT s study did not take il~:;o accot:.nt the changes 

under the new law and accordingly the staff ~grees that its estimate 
for Account No. $00.1 should be increased by $40,000. The staff 

claims there is no support for the applicant's contention that 

another $60 ,000 should be added for mortality experience and changes 

in the plan. It is our understanding that the applicant can revise 
the rates so that the e~ployees'contributions '~ll fully cover the 

net cost of the group insurance and the applicant under average 
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conditions will not be liable for the $60,000. We wi~l increase the 

staff's estimate by $40,000 for the purposes of this decision. 
Supplemental Pension Costs 

Applicant claims that the staff's method of amortizing 

the present costs of the 1952 supplemental pension plan fails to give 

proper recognition to the current and continuing expense involved 
and is deficient by approximately $162 , 000. The staff took the 

pOSition that the costs of this supplemental plan are not i~~erent1y 

continuing. It st8.ted the purpose of this supplemental plan is to 
bring an employee's retir~ent benefits, from all sources including 

social security, up to 50 per cent of his final average salary or 

wages and that such supplemental plan affects mainly the pensions of 
the higher salaried per$onnel and is intended to provide supplementary 

provisions for past service of ~ployees not now fully· covered by 
prior plans. In December of 1952 applicant set up this supplemental 

pension reserve in the amount of $1,400,000 by a charge to surplus 
of $1,196,000 and to expense of $204,000. 

In 1953 an additional provision of $240,000 was charged 

to expense to cover increased supple~ental pensions resulting from 

wage increases including the general increase effective J~~uary 1, 

1953. In view of the fact that by this method applicant has funded 

its liability for current, prior and future service, there would be 

no future expense except for wage increases. The staff's method 

does not anticipate or allow for wage increases prior to their 

happening. Applicant in its 1953 estimate allowed $50,000 for the 

1952 Supplemental Plan provision and the staff, on the basis of a 

10-year amortization, allowed $3$,000. For 1954. applicant did not 
show a detailed breakdown by accounts of its estimate but the staff 
again allowed $3$7000. 

-21-



A-3.39;2 ET 

In considering pension costs it is customary to allow's 

percentage of payroll that will cover current costs and under certain 

circumstances cover prior service costs. In view of the lack of 

sufficient information as to the breakdown of the current service 

portion of the 1952 supplemental plan, it is necessary to adopt some 

judgment figure for this purpose. After conSidering this matter 

further, it is our opinion that since the staff's lump sum adjustment 

covered the bulk of the increased penSion cost due to the wage 

:ncrease, an allowance of $50,000 should cover the added current 
service portion of the 1952 supplemental pension plan. 
;vlierowave Communiea tion Expenses 

Applicant states ~~at the staff failed to allow for 

maintenance of recently installed microwave communication equipment 
resultir~ in a deficiency of about $28,000. Our conclusion on this 

subject i~ ~hat the applicant's contention is reasonable and the 
staff's estimate should be' increased by this amount. 

Ydscellaneous Items - Administrative and General Expense 

Applicant claims that the inconsistent and improper use 
of differing averages, costs per eustomer, and application of 

unqualified opinions resulted in deficient estimates or at least 

$270 ,000 by the staff. Staff counsel in argument stated that both 

the assertion and conclusion are unwarranted and pointed out that 

the varied nature of the expenses requires the selection of an 

appropriate method of estimating in each instance. While applicant 
would ha~·e the Commission believe that an estimate predicated on 

anything but a Simple trend of the past two or three years produces 
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erroneous results staff counsel points out that applicant's own 

Exhibit No.6 reveals that it has estimated items in administrative 

and general expense on several bases, such as trend, trend adjusted 

by judgment, budget, and on a two-year average. 

In analyzing the material in the record it is difficult 

to verify applicant'S charge because it d~d not furnish an it~ized 

estimate for 1954 covering tre various accounts that it contends 

make up this difference of ~270,000. However, there is available 

in the record the applicant's 1953 estimate, subdivided by accounts, 

which we have been able to compare in arriving at our conclusion 

on this ~atter. Apparently the major difference is in Accounts 

Nos. 791 and 793 regarding general office salaries, supplies and 
expenses. After accounting for the portion assigned to right-or-way 

charges, heretofore discussed, a difference of $227,000 remains for 
1953. 

A comparison of applicant's estimate for these two accounts 
with the recorded results for 1953, after adjustment for the strike, . 
shows that the applicant's estimate was approximately $225,000 too 

high for 1953. In estimating for the year 1954 the staft adopted 

the applicant's 1954 operating budget allowance for Account No. 791 

and in addition included $106,000 in the lump sum wage adjustment 
for general office salaries. 
Wage Adjustment 

The staff included in its study a lump sum adjustment of 
$877,000 to bring its estimate up to the January 1954 wage level. 

Expenses other than ~es, as developed in the staff's study, reflect 
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1953 ~alar,y and wage levels 7 so it is appropr~ate ~or the sta££ to 

add this item separately. Applicant did not show a lump sum adjust-
ment for wages. Since app11c~~t's estimate 15 on a trend basis, the 
higher wage leve:1.,s arc embodied in the various 1 tem.5 o!' expenso.s and 

need not be set out separately. When comparing the two estimates 
this di£ference in method of handling the 1954 wage adjustment should 
be considered. 

Adopted Administrative ang General Expense 
Applicant's estimate for total administrative and general 

expense for 1954 is approximately 4 p~r cent higher than its 1953 
estimate. The discrepancy between applicantts estimate and recorded 

amounts after strike adjustment in 1953, in our opinion, is carried 

over into its 1954 estimate. Our conclusion on these oiscellaneous 

items is that the staff's estimate is adequate and that the $270~000 
deficiency claimed by applicant cannot be verified. For the purpose 

of this order we will adopt a figure of $7,743,000 as the allowance 

~r administrative and general expense for 1954. 
Depreciation and Aoortization 

The staff's estimate of depreciation expense for 1954 is 

$243,000 greater t~~n applicant's. The mmn reason for this difference 

is due to the fact that the staff used the straight-line remaining li:te 

method of computation while the applicant used the 5 per cent modified 

sinking fund method of computation. However, applicant claimed that 

the staff's allowance for depreciation is low by $342,000. During 

the course of the hearing the st~ff and the applicant came to an 

agreement on the method of computing depreciation and an interim 

order herein was issued, Decision No. 49665, containing the Iviemorandum 

of Understanding. When the staff recomputed the depreciation 
allowance in accordancewlth the method set forth in the Memorandum of 

Understanding to reflect the final revised plant balances for the 
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end of 1953 , it testified that its depreciation expense should be 

increased by $SO,OOO. Applicant claims the remaining deficiency 

of $262,000 is due to the fact that the staff disallowed for 
amortization of acquisition adjustments. 

Applicant states that the treatment regarding acquisition 

adjustments is inconsistent with the order of the Commission in 

Decision No. 47382 on the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, although 

the orders resulting from the reclas~ification study in the Pacific 

Gas and Electric COr:l:,>any's case, Decision No. 43826, were substan'-

tial1y identical with the earlier orders in applicant's reclassifi-

cation proceeding 1 Decisions Nos. 36150 and 36665. Applicant 
further states that no justification was given by the staff witness 

for the exclusion of this expense ite~ other than that it was done 
because acq~isition adjustments had been excluded ~rom the rate 
base. 

Since the year 1942 applicant has been amortizing the 

acquisition adjustment in the total amount of $3,925,12$.76 over a 
l5-ycar period at the annual rate of approximately ~262,OOO. During 
the period ~i~ce 19~2 we have not had a rate case wherein this 

amount "l<lZ d:L:::~:'l-:,\."'3ci. for r3.te-:.akin~ purpOS8S. During this period 

applica!'lt res redu-:e:i :i.ts rc.t.e:s and in ~:ffec-.:. we h.c.ve had opportunity 

to cons:id er this item a:'ld in effect have allowed it as an expense. 

While th:'s amc::-tizatio!l has only some two more years to run, in our 

opinion it is proper now to include it in expenses. Before the end 

of the l5-year period the Coomission will have ample opportunity to 

consider the effect of the termination of this annual allowance •. '. 

Xhe total allo~~~ce for depreciation and amortization being adopted 

by the Commission for ::-ate-making purposes is ~16,$79,000 for the 
estimated year 1954. 
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Taxes 

The staff's estimate of taxes exceeds the applicant's 

estimate by $2,399,000 for the year 1954. The major portion of this 

difference, $1,716,000, is accounted for by taxes on income (52 per 

cent federal income tax rate) primarily because of the higher net 

income computed by the staff. Another large item is the ad valorem 

taxes in which the staff exceeded the applicant by $503,000 due to 

a larger estimated assessed valuation and use of the 1953-1954 tax 

rate which was higher than tho applicant's assumed tax rate. 
Despite the extra allowance on ad valorem taxes of 

$503,000 computed by the staff the applicant claimed the staff's 
figure was $15,000 low because it rounded down the tax rate to two 

places rather than four places. Examination or the staff's work 

papers indicates that the staff used the four places in its computa-

tion but only rounded down the tax rate when describing it in 

Exhibit No. 77. In addition the applicant claimed that the staff 
should have used an estimated increase in its ad valorem tax rate 

estimate causing an additional deficiency of $50,000. The stafr 

witness used the latest actual rate from the 1953-1954 tax billings 
in making the estimate. In our opinion it is not proper to 
speculate as to future tax rate increases because there may be de-

, 
creases with expanding assessed valuation bases or for other· reasons. 
We find no reasonableness in applicant's claim of $65,000 total 
deficiency in the staff's estimate of ad valorem taxes when i~ 
already is ~50),000 greater than applicant's estimate. 

Applicant contends that the staff has under~stimated by 
$35,000 the expenses relating to state auto license and in lieu tax. 
Such underestimate is due to failure on the part of the staff to 

reflect the rev~sed rates effective July 1, 1953. In oral argument 
counsel for staff conceded this point. 
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Applicant contends that the staff's treatment of ad valorem 

taxes is inconsis~ent with its treatment of state corporation 
franchise tax in so far as deduction for income tax purposes is 
concerned and that it should have resulted in a $459 1 000 lesser 
deduction. The staff's position is that the deduction used for 

ad valorem taxes is the same as the deduction would be on the 

applicant'S regular tax return. State corporation franchise tax 
has been computed for the net revenue for the test period, rather 

than for the preceding year J so that for rate-fixing purposes the 

tax is on a current basis and will correspond to the inco~e for 

the period under study. After considering this matter it is our 

opinion that the staff's method 1s consistent for rate-making pur-

poses and is not contrary to applicant's actual practic~ in making 
its tax return. we fail to find any justification in applicant's 

charge of inconsistency or request for lower deduction for income 

tax purposes. 
No particular question was raised by the applicant regard-

ing the other tax estimates by the staff. The staff's estimate of 

taxes will be revised to ~40,2$1,000 because of the revised expenses 
being adopted by the Commission for certain items. Such a large 

portion of this item is income taxes th<lt a further explanation' 

appears necessary due to the recent federal tax law increasing the 

rate from 47 per cent to 52 per cent for the current year. 

It is the rule established by the Supreme Court of the 

United States that income taxes, both state and federal, are a 

proper charge to operating expense (Galveston Electric Company v. 

City of Galveston - decided in 1922 - 285 u.s. 3$$,399, 66 L.ed. 
678,684; Georgia Railway and Power Company v. Railroad Commission -

decided in 1923 - 262 u.s. 625,632,633, 67 L.ed. 1144,1148). The 
Court stated unequivocally that income taxes are a proper charge to 
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op~rating expense and that it is error not to allow such charge. 

In the circ~stances, we are of the opinion that the Commission 

is bound by the rule laid down by the Supreme Court of the United 

States concerning the subject in question. Therefore the income 

taxes levied against this applicant at the full 52 per cent rate 

must be allowed as a proper charge t¢ its operating expense for 
rate-making purposes. 

Rate Ease 

The rate base is composed of investment in plant in 
service and working capital less certain adjustments for such 

items as contributions, customers' advances, nonoperative plant 

and depreciation reserve. The rate bases for the estimated 

year 1954 as computed by the applicant and th~ staff are set forth 
and compared in the lower half of Table No.1. 

The applicant's estimated rate base for 1954 is 

$lS,597,000 higher than the staff's. In final argument applicant 

retreated somewhat from this position and stated that the record 

in this case de~onstrates that the staff's rate base is at least 

$15,285,000 deficient. It claimed deficiencies in the staff's 

estimate o~ fixed capital of ~~3,490)OOO, in working capital of 
$S,350,OOO, and in adjustments of $3,S87,OOO, and suggested a 

revision vi ~442,OOO in the deduction for depreciation reserve. 

These various items will be discussed in the sections following. 
Fixed Capital 

With regard to fixed capital, applicant stated that the 

recorded book r~gure~ ~or p~ant ~n ~er~ce at the end o£ ~9$3 

been used rather t~n an estimate o£ the last £our months of the 

year. In final argument staff counsel conceded this point that 
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the recorded figures were higher than the estimate prepared by the 
staff ba~ed on recorded figures for the first eight months of 1953. 
Applicant's position on this point 1s reasonable and will be 

recognized by the Commission. 
Applic~~t's second point regarding fixed capital dealt 

with the method the staff used to compute weighted net additions 

to plant during the year 1954- Applicant contended that the 

staff's method was inconsistent with the allowance for interest 

during construction and that the average plant balances should be 
increased by $2,990,000. Applicant'S list of additions for 1954 

showed completion of the various items on the last day of the 

respective months, such items to be placed in service on the first 

day of the succeeding month. The staff consistent with applicant 

allowed interest during construction to the end of the month shown 

for completion for the various items. 

Applicant created estimated monthly plant balances in 
1954 by successively adding net additions as they became operative 

on the first of each month, and therefrom computed the weighted 

averagE! plant by taking the average of the sum of the monthly 

averages of the plant balances. The difference between this 

weighted average plant and tho first-of-year plant would reflect 

the weighted average net additions during the year. In final 

argument counsel for the staff characterized applicant's method 

as a 13,-month basis of computing weighted average net additions 

that has the effect of advancing the operative date of new plant 

to a date 15 days prior to that which applicant intends. He 

stated that the applicant quite properly intends the operative 

-29-



A-33952 £T 

date to be that when interest during construction ceases, and that 

applicant's work papers show that interest ceases on the last day 

of the month preceding that d.uring which the plant is placed in 
service. 

The staff method is to multiply the amount of the plant 

add! ti on by the number of months remaining in the year after 

interest during construction rAS ceased and then to divide by 

twelve. As a practical illustration to demonstrate this point, 
for an item of plant becoming operative on July 1, 1954, the 

applicant's treatment would allow six and one half twelfths of 

the cost. Computations for plant additions for all other ~onths, 

except for January 1 additions) would show a greater allowance by 

the applicant'S method than tr~ staff's method. Based on this 

analysis, it is apparent that the applicant's method has the 

effect of advancing the in~service date by approximately one half 

m~nth. In our opinion, the staff's method is more precise and 

th6 contentions of applicant are not. correct for rate-making pur-

pose~ where first-of-month dates for cocpletion of items are 
assum.::.d. 

Plant A:::luisi tion Adjustments 

Applicant included $491,000 in its rate base which 
~epresents the unamorti~ed balance in Account No. 100.5, Plant 

AcquiSition Adjustments. The staff excluded the $491,000 because 

it represents an excess of purchase price over original cost for 

certain property purchased by applicant from another utility. The 
staff contended that the cost of property when first devoted to 

public use is the only proper figure in an original cost rate base, 

and that such prinCiple governs regardless of the fact that. the pur-

chaser may have incurred the purchase price actually and fairly in 

arm's length transaction. As previously noted, the staff also excmd€d. 

the expense of amortization which we have found to be a proper expense. 
; 
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Under circumstances which indicate that the acquisition of 

property of one utility by another clearly was in the public interes~ 
either thro"Ugh the elimin:-1t:ion 0:" duplicate facilities, lowered 

operating costs or economies, it appears to us to be fair and 

reasor~ble, in order to make the purchaser whole, to allow the 

amortization of the excess purchase price as an operating expense 

for rate-making purposes. In our opinion the $262,000 amortization 

item is a proper operating exp0nse for the purposes of the present 

proceeding. Howeve~we ~~ll follow our usual practice and not 

recognize the unamortized balance of $491,000 as an element of 
rate base. 

By this treatment we have recognized the fact that 

applicant did have to pay more than the original cost for the 

property in question, and we are allOwing applicant to recover such 

extra amount, but for rate-making purposes it is not proper to in cluoo , 

any of this extra amount where an original cost rate base is being 
used. 

Working Ca£ital - V~terials and Supplies 

The staff's allowance for materials and supplies is 

$1,200,000 below that of applicant but, nevertheless, applicant 

claims that the staffTs allowance is deficient by $2,000,000. 

Applicant states that the staffts allowance represents a reduction 

in physical inventory below the amount of materials and supplies 

on hand before the Korean \·Jo.r) despite the growth in its plant. 

Applicant classes the s~ff's study as unrealistic and in effect 

criticizes the staff for not allowing in the materials and supplies 
portion of the rate base the recorded book figures. 

Counsel for the staff contended in final argument that the 
staff's allowance is not a case of .guesswork but results from a 
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comprehensive study of the applicantTs procedure in requisitioning 

and purch~sing and from detailed discussions respecting material 

balances and usages with applicant's representatives. Based on its 

~tudy, the staff claimed that many items were stocked in large 

amounts due to the Korean l··:ar and material scarcity. For example, 

the staff deleted spare parts held for obsolete e~uipment at the 

Long Beach steam plant. Also, staff counsel pointed out 

that prior to the Ko::"ean 'dar, in 1950 for instance, the av.::rage 

balance of materials and supplies was $11,950,000, or $850,000 below 
its 1954 estimate. 

After conSidering this matter it appears to the Commission . 
that the staff made a careful study of materials and supplies and 

derived the figure of $12,800,000 as representative of average or 

normal conditions. It represents a ;.4 months' supply for 1954 

compared to a 1952 level of 7.6 months' supply based on issues. The 

staff's allowance appears reasonable for rate-making purposes and 
will be adopted. 

Prepeyments on Fuel Oil 

Applicant contends that the staff~s a1low~nce in rate base 

for prepayments on fuel oil is deficient by apprOximately $1,000,000. 

T'ne staff assumed a 40 per cent greater supply of gas available for 

boiler f'l.!el in 1954 compared to 1953 but, in view of the increased 
oil storage at Etiwanda and Redondo No. 2 s~am stations, receded 

from a 1952 recorded figure of $3,43e I 000 and a 1953 estimated figure 

of $2,82;,000, to a 1954 estimated figure of $2,000,000. Applicant 
eaims that as a consequence of the greater availability of gas, the 

inventory of fuel oil contracted ~nd committed for would be increased. 

In analyzing this situation it is o..:r view that applicant f s 

contention is worthy of consideration because the availability of 

such a large quantity of gas, which is on an interruptible baSiS, 
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is not a normal or average condition. Furthermore, it is highly 

important that this utility have an adequate supply of fuel oil on 

hand inazmuch as ~iteam generating plants are first on the curtailable 

list under the interruptible gas schedules. In materials and supplies 

the staff made an upward adjustm.~nt of about $400 , 000 for 1954 fuel 

oil on hand to reccgnize applicant's increased fuel storage capacity 

required at Redonc.o No .. 2 and Et,iwanda =tea:t stations. On such 

assumption an a110w~nce of $600,000 over the staffTs estimate should 

provide a reasonable baSis for prepayment on fupl oil for rate-making 

purpo~es. 

tlorking Cash 

With regard to working cash capital epplican~ used a figure 

of $6,500,000 for 1954. Such figure was set up more or less on a 

judgment basis after me.king two computations of working cash. The 

first computation1! was on an arbitra~ formula basis of the sum of 

tr.e average of one ~onth' s fuel and purchased power cost plus the 

average of two months' other expenses, exclusive of taxes and 

depreciation. For 1952 such method showed a figure of $6,764)000. 

The second computatio~ was based upon a~ analysis of certain bal-

ance sheet items and the lag in payment of expenses and taxes and 

the lag in collection of revenues. For 1952 this second computation 

showed an amount of $7,243,926. 

The staff's working cash study was made for the purpose 

of determining the amo~~t of capital supplied by investors for this 

item. The staff's method was simi13r to applicant's second computa-

tion and in substance agreed with the applicant's figures except for 

the component of revenue that represented return to the investors. 

Applicant cldmed t he staff's allowance of $1,150,000 is deficient 

by at least $5 1 350,000 primarily because of the fact that the staff· 

had not included the return portion of revenue in the amount of some 

$;1,000 1 000 for 7S-day lag. Applicant contends that the availability 

17 Page 29, EXhibit No. 10. 
~ Table $, Exhibit No. lO-D. 
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of such funds reduces the amount of securities outstanding and to 

disallow the amount in the rate base con5titutes a duplicate credit 
adjus tment • 

Counsel i'or the staff in final argument stated that to put 

the return component in the working cash computation at zero lag 

\as applicant did in its second computation) would result in per-

mitting the common stockholders to earn an added return on the entire 

company return. Staff counsel also stated that to the extent such 

monies are expended for construction, applicant is compensated either 

through the inclusion of the plant or construction work in progress 

in the rate base or through capitalization of interest during con-

struction, and to the extent that the money may be kept in cash or 

working funds it is included in the staff's working cash allowance. 

After considering the subject of working cash, it is our 

opinion that the lag in payment of bond interest tends to offset the 
lag in collection of the return portion of revenue, and that for 

rate-making purposes the steff's method gives a reasonable measure 

of the capital advanced by investors for working cash purposes. 

Furthermore, the stockholder is not paid dividends prior to the 

time the money is collected. The delay. in collection' 

of the return portion of revenue is only so:e 49 days rather than 

75 days as stated by applicant. In view of the fact that we have 

adjusted certain expenses herein, further adjustment in the allowance 

for working cash is ne cessary • An allowance of $1,570,000 for 

wor~~ng cash has been computed for 1954 but after allowing for the 

effects of earlier tax payments. in 1955 as provided in the recently 

revised federal tax bill an allowance of $2,570,000 will be adopted. 
Adjustments 

Applicant claimed defiCiencies of S3,SS7,OOO in the various 
adjustments ~ade by the staff. The principal item was Account 

No. 265, Contributions in Aid of Construction. The staff deducted 

this item in its entirety in arriving at rate base. Applicant's 

-34-



computation21 indicated 20 per cent of this account as being derived 

from customer advances and in effect did not question their deduct1on. 

As to the reIT!aining SO per cent of the account, which primarily 

represents donations ~y the U. S. Government, State, or by political 

subdivisions in connection with relocation of facilities, applicant 

argues that it has given a valid consideration other than cash, 

na~ely its existing facilities, for such dor~tions and should 

therefore be allowed to include them in rate base. 

It is the staff's contention that contributions which 

custor..ers ~1ave advanced in order to obtain service) which have not 

been returned and on which they receive no interest, do not represent 

investnlent by the applicant and should be deducted from the rate 

base. Applicant did not show as contributions the total cost of the 

new facilities; it deducted the ~~ecovered balance of the cost of 

the original facilities. By such ~ethod applicant still retains in 

its depreciated rate ~ase plant capital equivalent. to the unrecovered 

balance of the cost of the original facilities. The· proposed treat-

ment by the ~tc.ff appears fair to bC,th the applicant and the rate-
payers and will be adopted by the Co,IUnission. 

Applicant did not contest the deduction by the staff of 

Account No. 241, Custo~ers' Advances for Construction, of nonopera-
tive plant, an~ of rural line extension costs. 

With regard to the staff's right-of-way rate base adjust-
ment of )750,000, we r~vc already decided tr.at for the purposesof this 

decision certain right-of-way costs are chargeable to expense and 
therefore should be excluded fro~ rate base as requested by applicant. 
Depr~ciation Reserve 

Applicant clai~ that the de~reciation reserve as estimated .. 
by the staff for 1954 should be increased by approximately $442,000 
after the incl~sion of the revised weighted average reserve and the 

~ Page 9-B, Outline of Argument by Applic~~t. 
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elimination of that portion or the reserve applicable to certain 
rural lines. The staff's position was that the reserve for the 
rural lines should ~ot be eliminated in an amount estimated at 
$95,000. Thus the staff contends that its depreciation reserve as 
shown in Exhibit No. 77 should be increased by $537,000 to allow 
for revised weighted average of the depreciation reserve for 1954. 

The applicant has recovered from the ratepayers part 

of the cost (£ t..'" es c rural lines as represented by the depreciation 
reserve figure of $95,000 and it would be unfair to exclude such 
accumulated ~eserve in determining a depreciated rate base. 

Applicant's estimate of the 'weighted average deduction 
for depreciation for the year 1954; namel~$130,905,000 appearing 

in Exhibit 10, Table 1, is based on a trend of the recorded average 
depreciation reserves for the years 1949 th:ough 1952. The staff's 

estimate of $143,007~000 reflects the recorqed depreciation reserve 

as of the end of the year 1953, remaining life straight-line 
accruals during the year 1954, ~~d exclusion of certain nonoperative 
properties. The a??licant~ method of estimating assumes that the 
estimat~d periods will follow the recorded experience of the prior 
years. This assumption may be tested by comparing the recorded 

weighted average year 1953 results with the applicant's estimate which 

shows the recorded weighted average results to be about $6,000,000 

in excess of the applicant's estimate. Furthermore, the staff's 

estimate takes into account more recent actual experience in pro-

jecting the 1954 ex?erience, and it will be adopted for this decisio~ 
. JtClR" I ~fter adding $537,000 to produce~a total of $143,544,000. ~~~ 

\ 

Adopted Operating Results 

A summary of the adjusted operating results for the esti-
mated year 1954, constructed in accordance with the foregoing review, 

herebt found reasonable and adopted for the purposes of t.his decision, 

is set forth on Table No.2. For convenience of comparison the oper-

ating results prcser.ted by the <lpplicant a.~d staff are also included.' j~( 
on thi stable. 
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TAaLE NO.2 

~~ of Adopted Opernting Re3Ulte 
t~t~Cd Y~nr 19)4 

At -sent R<'ites 

Qperating Reve~es 
Domestic 
Agricultural 
Comerc:'al 
Industr!.31 
Public Authorities 
&ilwo.Y'~ 
Electric Utilities - l'ILUnieipal 
Electric Utilitie~ - Other 
Other El6ctric Revenue 

Total Oper~ting Revenue 

Oper~ting ~nse~ 
Prod.uctio:l 
Tr~,mist!.on 
Di~tribut~on 
Customer ~ccounting & Collecting 
Sale 5 Pro:r.otion 
Administ~tion & General 
Ad.justment. to Jan. 1954 'f!age Level 
Depreciation & ~rt. or Aeq. Adj. 
Taxes 

Total Operating Exponse~ 
Net Revem:e 

Rn.tc BMe 
Electric Plant ?ixed Capi t.ll 

Plant in Service 
Aequis1tion Adjustment (Bal~ee) 

t~orking Capita:. 
YlS.terWs ~C $upplie s 
Prepayment$ 0::1. Fuel Oil 
Working Cash 

Subtotal 

Ad. ju",tment$ 
Contribu.tion in Aid. of. Const:'Uction 
Cu~tomers' Advence~ for Construction 
Nonopcrat1ve Plant (Net.) 
Rural Line Extension Costs~ 
Rights of Wa7 & ~~d Dept.' Costs 
Depreci.ltion 

Total Adjustments 

De~reeiated Rate Base 

Bate of Return 

Co'llll:li.ssion 
Adopted Applicant 

O-e,er. Re3ul tf! ExlJ,3. No. 2~O 

.$ 2$,l2O,ooo 
4,ll6,OOO 

lO,597,000 
7,232,,000 
1,700,000 
7,743 1 000 
~7,OOO 

16,879,000 
40,281,000 

$1l7,545,OOO 
33,l87,000 

$77l,22O,000 

12,800,000 
2,600,000 
2.270,000 

S789,19'J,OOO 

$ 28,953,000 
3,77l,000 

ll,005,000 
7,2)2,000 
1,700,000 
8,010,000 

16,294,000 dS, 252. 000 
5,217,000 

32,190,000 

$764,312,000 
491,000 

14,000,000 
3,000,000 
61~OO.OOO 

$788,303,000 

Staff 
Exh. No.71 

~ Z7, 994,000 
4,ll6,000 

10,597,000 
7, Zl7, OCO 
1 .. 662 .. 000 
7,1.47,000 

877,000 
16,537,000 
40.651.000 

$116:858,000 
33,874,000 

$770,720,000 

12,SOO"OOO 
2,000,000 
11120 •000 

$786,670,000 
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Trend o£ Rate o~ Return 

During the postwar period of increased price5 of labor 

and ma,terials, utilities generally have been faced with the problem 

of adding to plant at unit prices which are above the system average 

unit prices. The result of this process usually is to lower the rate 

of return unless there are offsetting factors. ~fuile applicant's 

study showed a decline from 6.4; per cent return in 1949 to 4.96 
,per cent in 1953, the decline from 1953 to 1954 was less than 1/10 
of 1 per cent. The staff's study showed a small estimated increase 

from 5.24 per cent in 1953 to 5.31 per cent in 1954. It is apparent 

that factors are at work that currently have arrested the sharp 

decline shown between 1949 and 1953. For the purposes of this 

decision we find no reason to make an allowance to compensate for a 
decline in rate of return in the near future. 
Revenue Increase 

When a rate of retu.~ of 5.90 per cent is applied to a 
depreciated rate base of $6;8,754,000 for the test year 1954 after 

adjustments, a net revenue figure of $37,6S6,ooo results. Compared 
with the adopted net revenue of $33,1$7 ,000 for the test year an 
increase in net revenue of $4,499,000 is warranted. Under prevail:5.ng 

tax rates (52 per cent feder~l inco~e tax) a net-to-gross multiplier 

of 2.186 is ind:cated, which is equivalent to a~ increase in gross 

operating revenues of $9,$35,000. Such increase will be authorized 

and is estimated to result from the rate changes to be authorized 
by the order herein. 
Rate Factor~ 

, Among the factors which the CommiSSion has enumerated in 
recent decisionsE/ on other utilities as influencing the rate of 

return which also might affect the level of rates or of a particular 
rate are: investment in plant, cost of money, dividend-price and 

~ Decisions Nos. 47990 and 48833. 
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ccrnings-price ratios, territory, growth factor, com~rative rate 
levels, diversification of revenues, public relations, management, 

financial policies, rea'sonable construction requirements, prevailing 

interest rates and other economic conditions, the trend of rate of 
return J past financing success, future outlook for the utility, out-

standing securities and those proposed to be issued. Additional 

factors to be considered are adequacy of the service, rate history, 

customers'acceptance ~d usage developed under existing rat~ value 
of the service and cost to serve. No one of the above factors is 

solely determinative of what may constitute reasonableness of earn-

ings, rates, or rate of return. 

Cost of Service 

Applicant prepared a cost-of-service summary as part of 

Exhibit No. 13. Cost of service was. defined as equal to the sum of 
expense, income taxes znd return on inv~s~ent. Expenses were 
allocated to the various classes of customers in part on a judgment 

basis. Three alternate computations were presented, differing in the 

manner in which income taxes were allocated to the customer groups. 
Aft.er allocation of investment Do rat€ 0 f return was obtained for 

each customer grouping for each of the three methods of income tax 
treatment. Applicant considered the cost of service along with other 

factors in arriving at what it considered to be an equitable way of 

distributing the requested r~venue increase. 
Cost-of-service studies also were prepared by ~n engineering 

consultant appearing for the California Portland Coment Company and Brea 
Chemicals 1 Inc., and entered into evidence as Exhibits Nos. 53 and 54. 
Rates of return were comput0d at present and proposed rates for the 
two custo~rs concerned and for large power customers on transmission 
as Do group. Alternate calculations were made exclUding the effect of 
the transmission lines from Saugus to Santa Ba~ on the assumption 
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that the general system should not be burdened with the investment 

and expense associated with these lines. 

~I the exclusion of ~~e Saugus-Santa Barbara transmission 
lines and using a somewhat different basis of allocation ~s between 

"demand" and "commodity" the consultant found that at applicant's 

proposed rates the rate of return for service to these two large 

power customers was higher than the system average, and the rates 

of return for the two customers at present rates were higher than 
the Large Fower on Transmission group. 

A cost analysis also was prepared by the Kaiser Steel 
Corporation which submitted it as Exhibi~ No. 55 , using in part the 

basic studies prepared by the engineering consultant for California 

Portland Cement Company and Brea Chemicls, Inc •• Onthe basis of this 

study, Kaiser contends that applicant should not have included 

investment. and expense effects of substations as part of the 

"Power Pool" in determining cost of service, since tr~s procedure 

imposes. an unfair burden to a customer taking power at the trans-

miSSion line voltage. Kaiser also claims that consideration should 

be given to the fact that the Kaiser steel plant is favorably located 
to receive low-cost power from Hoover Dam. 

A somewhat similar cost contention was made by the 
representative o£ Monolith Portland Cement Company that the plant is 
located where it receives power primcrily from hydro sources, that 

it has been a power consumer for 0 ver 30 years and should not have 

to pay for expansion of facilities required for growth in the Los 
Angeles a.rea. 

On December 2, 1953, applicant's witness on cost of service 
, 

was extensively cross-examined by counsel for California r~ufac-

turers Association. The baSis which applicant used to assign 

investment and costs to the functions of demand, commodity and 

custome~s was questioned. Applicant, proceeding on a "load factor" 
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approach, assigned part of the investment costs to the commodity 

column whereas the California Manu£~cturers Association would prefer 

to assign such costs to the deL.and co1l.lllln.. Such revised tlethod of 
allocRtion mightSbow lower costs to serve a high-load factor type of 

customer. However, under a true load-factor ~cthod the 100 per cent 

load-factor customer would have no separate demand-cost allocation 

as there would be included in the commodity column an adequate pro~ 
rata of demand. 

The cost-of-service studies in the record are briefly 
s~~rized in the following tabulation: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
r:: 
",. 

6. ,.. 
i • 

'" e .. 
9· 

Rates of Return at Present Rates 
Estimated Average Year 1952 

Applicant's Exhibit No. 1.3 
I'Ii th Income Taxes Allocated on 

Taxable Customer Net Income Investment Incl')me Group Basis Basis Basis 
Domestic 5.9 7.0 5.9 Lighting & Small Pwr. 7.3 14 .. 4- 9.5 Large Pwr. on Dist. 4.0 1.1 ,3 .. 1 Large Pwr. on Transm. 3.5 0 .. 6 2.9 Agricultural .3.9 1 .. 0 3 .. 1 Street Lighting 4.1 1.2 3~2 Railways 3.2 0.4 2~S 
li~unicipal Utili ties .5.2 4~2 (~) Vernon 1~9 1.9 System Total 4 .. 97 4. 7 4.97 

(;ted li'igurc) 

Exhibits 
Numbers 

53 and 54 

Exhibit No. 53 indica ted th~t the California Portland 

Cement's return at presen~ rates is ,3.53 per cent and correspondingly 

Exhioit.No. 54 indicated that Brea Chemicals' return ;s 3;S9 per ee~ 

Exhibit No. 55 indicated a return under present rates of 3.96 per 
cent for Kaiser Steel Co. 
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Applicant's cost analysis also shows the demand, commodity 

and customer costs on a unit ba.sis which m:?/ be summarized in the 

manner following: 

Customer 
Group 

1 .. Domestic 
2. Lighting and Small ?wr. 
3. Large Pwr. on Dist. 
4. Large Pwr. on Transm. 
5. Agricultural 
6. Street Lighting 
7. Railways 
S. Municipal Utilities 
9. Vernon 

$27.$5 
27 .. $0 

,25.29 
20.30 
26.13 
22.47 
20.33 
20.57 
20~57 

O.79¢ 
0.79 
0 .. 72 
0.51 
0.76 
0.55 
0 .. 51 
0.51 
0.51 

$ 23.74-
33~90 

350.l7 
549.99 
82.59 

2, l03,.ll 
350.00 
300.00 ' 
670.75 

In the above tabulation the vario~ unit figures include 

the allocated expenses, income taxes and a 6 per cent return on the 

allocated invest~ent. 

Rate Zoning 
The primary purpose of rate zoning is to reflect the 

variation in cost-to-serve as between built-up and sparsely settled 

territory. The more important f,actors are density of load, number 

of customers, and relative location. In zoning, consideration also 

is given to historical, cO:I.petiti ve or other factors. ~ihere there 

are a la.rge number 0 f customers involved, as in the domestic and 

small cocmercial classes, the unit cost variations occur ~inly in 

the c~stomer component, the demand and commodity components being 
more 0 r less Uniform'. Where large cot'JIllercial, industrial 'or other 

types of la~ge loads ~re eoncerned~ usually the eustomer component~ 

comparatively, is a small part 0 f the total coet and ~oning is not 
warrcnted, tbe rates being so des~gncd as to ~na~udG a reaso~b~e 

customer component. Hence the policy of the Commission in general 

is to limit zoning to the domestic and commercial classes of business 
and place the other classes o£ business on system-wide rates. 

However, on some systems, there are areQS so f~r removed from produc-

tion sources or the main production-transmission tie system or 
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-conditions are such that special ~~oning is needed on most or all 

classes or rates. 
Apolicant's ioning System 

Applicant proposed a rearrangement and reduction in number 

of existing rate areas and levels applicable to the domestic and 

general lighting classes of customers. It proposed reducing the 

number of levels from 14 to 7 and changing the sequence of numbering. 

Presently the lowest rates are applied in level No. 6 which it would 

redesignate as Zone No.1. The highest rates presently are applied 

in levels Nos. 1, ll~ 21, 31, 41 and 42; these levels it would 

renumber to Zone 6 for incorpor.ated areas. 

Prooosed Seven Zones 
The proposed seven zones would replace the existing scheme 

of zoning established in 1940, conSisting of area Zones A, B, C and 
D, with several levels of r~tes within each area. In substance 

applicant's proposal is to have system-wide rates but for domestic 

and lighting service delimited to those areas qualifying in each 
particular zone. Applic~~tTs proposal would result in reclassifYing 
certain cities to a zone 1 evel different than under the pres.ent plan .. 

In Exhibit No. 13 applicant included a statistical summary 

of cities and communities showing the per-meter revenue and usage 
rate, meter density data, and revenue and usage per mile of pole 

line. The proposed number or meters in each zone and the density 

may be summarized as follows:· 

Proposed Nu:nber of Density 
Zone No. Meters Meters Eer Mile 

1 99 , 576 151 
2 55,790 190 
3 155,861 145 
4 375,819 97 
5 190,507 72 
6 35,350 . i% 7 lf8.~0$ Total 1,1 1, 11 ---;]" 

The above figurp.s are based on statistics for tre year 1952. 

-L..3-



. 'A ') ')..:J . ., 'C'. -.;.)',,111. _ • • 
Zoning Contentions By ?arties 

A customer residing in Lennox, whose main place of business 

was in Inglewood 1 with business and personal interests in Hawthorne, 

in final argument questioned applicant's proposal to place the City 

of Hawthorne in Zone NO.4. He stated that Hawthorne's density was 
\ 

higher the~ the average density of Zone No.4 as a whole and that 

certain other per-~eter statistics were better than for the Cit,r of 

Long Beach in Zone No.1. This customer presented Exhibit No. 5$ 

in this proceeding in which he stated: "the transition of southern 

California from a sparsely settled, agricultural community to a 

densely populated, hi~hly industrialized comm~ity warrants a com-

plete review of the matter of rate zones and a fresh approach to the 

problem of determining what would be a fair, just and reasonable 
rate to be applied to any given community. If He suggested consoli-

dating proposed Zones 1, 2, 3 and 4 into one group to give recogni-
tion to conditions as they exist today in the los Angeles 
1V:etropoli tan area. 

A customers' representative studied the zoning matter and 

in final argument indicated that the Los Angeles Metropolitan area 

has had such a rezarkable growth thct he proposed special zoning 
consideration for all cities within 20 1:'1iles of the Civic Center of 

the City of Los Angeles. He objected to the present nine levels of 

lighting and do~estic rates currently in effect in this area, and 

also objected to applicant's proposed zone differentials in this 

are~. This representative also int~oduced Exhibit No. 84 in protest 
to applicant's proposal to place the City of Onta~io in Zone No.5 

and the City of Upland in Zone No. 6 and compared such cities to the 
cities proposed for Zone NO.4. 

The recently incorporated City of Lakewood presented 

testimony and Exhibits Nos. 79, $0 and 81 in substantiation of its 
request for a parity of rates with those given the City of 
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Long Beach. Applicant's Exhibit No. l3-M showed the following 

statistics for 1953 for the area designated Lakewood-Mayfair and may 

be compared to the City of Long Beach as follows: 

Item -
Number of ~i.eters 
Miles of Line 
Revenue (Thousand Dollars) 
Sales-Kwhr (Thousands) 
Meters per lIdle 
Revenue per lIdle 
Kwhr per Y.i1e 
Revenue per Meter 
Kwhr per Meter 

Lakewood-Mayfair 

20,184 
191.3 

2,303.0 
148,530 

106 
$12,000 
776$~~~ 

7,400 

City of Long Beach 

111,385 
765.0 

9,414.6 
579,234 

146 
$12,000 
757,000 

$85 
5,200 

The above statistics of the Lakewood-~~lfair area were compiled 

prior to the incorporation of the City of Lakewood but the unit 

figures probably are representative of the present-day statistics 

for the area included in the City of Lakewood. 

A representativ~ from a district known as East v~ittier 

appeared on behalf of the Orchardale Community Association repre-

senting 1,000 homes, the Lake l~rie Association representing 

1,500 homes, the Dow K.~olls Association representing 240 homes, and 
the Whittwood Association representing 2;0 homes. He protested 

applicant's proposal to place ~his area in Zone No.5 and requested 

consideration be given to including this area in Zone No.4. 
Counsel for the Cities of Anaheim, Azusa, Colton and 

Riverside on January 19, 1954 extensively cross-examined applicant's 

witness on zoning to determine the basis which was used to assign 

the various cities and areas to the zones. iifhile indicating several 

factors as an aid to judgment in zoning,the two factors of density 
and historical cor..sideration were given nlajor attention. In 
applicantTs Exhibit No. 13 the subject of cost variation ~~th density 
was discussed. Chart I-2 in Exhibit No. 13 indicated that the annual 
distribution and operating expense drops sharply 'liith an increase 

in density fro~ roughly $25 per ~eter at 20 density to $S per meter 

at 150 density. In addition, the capital cost of distribution 

-45-



A~)3952 ET .~ 

facilities was sho~n to drop from roughly $350 per meter at 20 

density to $120 per meter at 150 density. At the close of this cross-
examination applicant's wi~ness admitted that in the zoning proposal 
the historical development was a~h~red ~o rather than attemptiDg 

to make any change as a result of the study on density. 
Rezoning by Commission 

In view of the contentions of the various interested 
parties and protestants and applicant's failure to give more weight 

to the changing dens:ty pattern and growth in certain areas, in our 
opinion it is necessary to revise applicant~s zoning proposal. 

Since th~ rate levels.proposcd for Zones Nos. 1 and 2 are relatively 

close together, Zones Nos. 1 4nd 2 are being consolidated and 

applicant's proposed seven zones are being reduced to six zones. 
The relative levels for certain cities and co~unities are being 

changed. Table No.3, pages Nos. 47, 48, and 49, shows the present 
zone, applicant's proposed zone and the Co~ssionts adopted zone 

for the va~ious cities and communities in applicant's service area. 

In addition statistics as to numbers of meters, indicative of size 

of load~ and number of meters per mile of pole line, indicative of 

density of load, are included on the table as of Dece~ber 31, 1953. 
The name of the City, community or area gives indication as to the 
general location of the load. 
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TABLE NO . .3 

System Zoning Data. - Southern Ca1ifornia_~1son Company 

Zone Level Number Density-Pres- Applicant Commission of Xv'Leters ent Proposed Adopted t City-Co~unitv-Area Meters Per Mile 
1 7 6 *Saugus-Malibu Area 8,215 14 2 5 3 El Segundo 3,896 77 2 5 3 Torrance 14,311 75 2 5 3 Palos Verdes 1,358 45 2 5 :3 *Avalon Village-Long Beach 2,184 $7 2 5 :3 *Dominguez-Long Beach ·1,705 82 2 5 3 *lo:nita 3,262 114 2 5 3 *Duarte 5,352 72 2 5 3 *l~onrovia - othe r 1,029 71 2 5 :3 *N. El Monte 4,9S0 89 2 5 3 >,'t5. E1 Xv'ionte 8,407 85 2 5 3 *Pico 3,605 96 2 5 :3 *Rivera 4,797 100 2 5 :3 *Whittier - other 7,756 93 2 5 3 *La Crescenta 6,192 85 2 5 3 *Montrose 2,674 98 2 5 :3 ",cLaCanada 3,605 5$ 2 5 :3 *Remainder of Metro Area 11,146 31 

:3 4- 3 Arcadia 11,798 Sl 
3 4- 2 Compton 19,709 97 :3 4 2 CuJvr.!r City 10,752 138 
:3 4 :3 El Monte 3,435 99 :3 4 3 Gardena 6,286 100 
:3 4- 2 Hawthorne 7,284 131 
":l 4 2 Hermosa Beach 5,958 174 '" ":l 4- 2 Lynwood 10,308 123 '" 3 4 2 l\I:ianhattan Beach 9,692 110 
:3 4 :3 Monrovia 9,251 101 
:3 4 :3 Montebello 9,167 91 
:3 4- 2 ?r.onterey Park 9,111 107 
:3 4 2 Redondo Beach 12,156 10$ 
:3 4- 3 Sa.¥J. Fernando 5,309 125 
:3 4- 2 San Gabriel 7,687 118 
:3 4 .3 San IvT.arino 4,429 67 
3 4- :3 Sierra Iv""lB.dre 3,163 73 
3 4- :3 *A1tadena 13,573 89 
:3 4 3 *Be11 Gardens $,0.31 77 3 4- 2 *Compton-Lynwood 15,006 97 ... 4- 3 *Cudahy 2,050 118 ) 

3 4- .3 *Downey 30,062 94-
~ 4 3 *East San Gabriel 29,773 95 .. 
3 4- .3 0. *Imperial-Lawndale 22,845 94 
.3 4 2 *Lennox 8,$40 lk1 
3 4 2 *Lakewood-~~yfair 20,1$4 106 
4 3 2 Alhambra 21,639 142 
4 .3 1 Bell 6 746.3 160 
4- :3 1 Huntington Park 14 7 625 187 
4 .3 2 Inglewood 20)482 13.3 
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TABLE NO. 3--Contd. 

Zone Level Number Density-Pres- Applicant COmmission ot Meters ent Propo~ed Adopted # City-Community-Area Meters Per Iv.d.le 

4- 3 1 Maywood 5,812 177 4 3 2 Signal Hill 2,174 60 4 .3 1 South Gate 20,459 172 4 :3 2 South Pasadena 7,916 115 4 :3 2 *Ea~~ Los Angeles 34,607 150 4- :3 2 *Inglewood Nos. 1 and 2 6,753 122 4- 3 1 *Wa1nut Park 19,491 167 
5 2 1 Beverly Hills 13,726 166 5 2 1 Santa l\l~onica .30,740 1$7 5 2 1 *~lest Hollywood 12,95$ 269 
6 1 1 Long Beach 111,385 146 

11(E) 6 5 Beaumont 1,602 50 11(E) 6 4 Brea 1,744 86 ll(E) 6 4. Buena Park 2,765 76 11(E) 6 5 Chino 2,265 47 11(E) 6 4 Costa Mesa 4,626 70 11(E) 6 5 Fontana 3,228 64 11(E) 6 4 Glendora 2,306 79 11(E) 6 5 Huntington Beach 2,705 59 11 1E) 6 4- La Habra 2,975 86 11(E) 6 5 La Verne 1,622 67 11(E) 6 4- Placentia 65$ 110 11{E) 6 4 Seal Beach 1,690 120 11(E) 6 5 Tustin 563 83 
ll(E~ 6 .5 Upland 4,121 L~5 ll(E 6 5 West Covina ;,571 57 
11(W) 6 5 Fillmore 1,511 73 11 (~J) 6 5 Oiai 1,321 61 .., 11 nv) 6 5 Port Heu."'leme 1,428 81 
11(E) 7 ; *Artesia ;,046 70 11(E) 7 5 *Baldwin Park 8,477 75 11(E) 7 5 *Gard en Gro ve 4,166 74-ll(E) 7 5 *Hawaiian Cardens 864- $4 ll(E) 5 3 *Norwalk 15)460 99 11(E) 7 5 *Puente 3 1 173 42 
11(E) 5 :3 *S~~shine Acres - Whittier 2,332 67 11(E) 5 ~ *Whittier - South 1$,$7$ 75 II (E) 7' ~Eastern Division 82,827 23 11 (iri) 7 5 ;(CCarpinteria 1)134 64 11 (\1) 7 ~ l(cNort.h Vent ura 1,.357 141 11(W) 7 ';CWestern Division 26,2$7 16 
13 5 4 Claremont 2,755 64 13 5 4- Covina 2,929 86 13 5 4 Fullerton $,06$ 71 13 5 4 Laguna Bea.ch 4 1 673 107 13 5 3 Newport Beach 9,822 174 
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TABLE NO. 3--Contd. 

Zone Level Number 
Pres- Applicant Commission of 
ent Proposed Ado~ted # 
13 
1; 
l3 
1; 
13 
11. 
14-
14-
:4 
:4 
:J... 
2: 
21 

:23 
~3 
23 
t!; 
23 
2~ ... 
23 
31 
:;1 
;1 
;l 
1...1 

42 

City-Community-Area Meters 
;; 4 Ontario 11,492 
5 4- Orange 4,735 
5 4 Oxnard 6,754 
5 4 Redlands 7,301 
5 4 Santa Paula 4,000 
4 3 Pomona 16,630 
4- 3 San Bernardin.o 20,209 
4- :3 Santa Ana 21,189 
4 3 Santa Barbara 1$,$72 
4 3 Ventura 7,,602 
4- .3 ~lhittier 11,998 
6 5 ~"ood1ake 860 
7 6 *San Joaquin. Valley 41,341 
5 4 Delano 3,23l 
5 4 Exeter 1,679 
5 4 Hanford 3,862 
5 4 Lindsay 2,046 
5 4- Porterville 3,184 
5 4 Tulare 4,$59 g 4 Visalia 5,411 

5 Ci ties jointly served 539 
6 5 Tehachapi 690 
7 6 :-:(Acton, etc. 13,865 
7 5 *Lancaster ;,765 
7 6 *Zone D 9,750 
7 6 etc. 

Total System 
Caliente, 2~100 

1,~6,475 

* Designates unincorporated community or area. 
# CommissionTs 6-zone plan represents one step 

downward from applicant'S proposalifor all 
zones except No. l,for equlvalent eve1. 

Summa~ ~ Ado'Oted Zones 
Adopted No. of Density Zone No. Meters l~eters/lld.le !-tii1es 

1 235,659 163.1 1,445.26 2 230,25$ l20 .. 5 1,911.0,3 3 388,423 SS.7 ·4,534 .. 23 4 93,743 77.3 1,213.29 S 54,008 57.3 942~Sl 6 184 ~ 28'2 14 .. 9 12:.221•16 
Total 1,186,476 53.0 ~2,397.7S 
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Per lJii1e 

76 
89 
90 
49 
90 
$4 
7$ 

122 
97 

100 
104-

65 
11 
60 
87 
92 
70 
88 
84 
90 
sf 
9 

48 

14 
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Addit~onal Areas 
The Metropolitan &ate Area was established to include the 

area of greatest domestic and commercial concentration in applicant's 
service area. Applicant's service area does not include the City of 
Los Angeles, other than a ~inor number of £~inge-boundary customers. 
The Metro'Ooli tan Ra.-ce ArM includ~~ cprt~in areas to the south and .. 
cast of the City of Los Angeles as well as certain areas entirely 

surrounded by the City of Los Angeles. There has been considerable 
development beyond and contiguous to this area in the portion of 

Los Angeles County east of the San Gabriel River and in the north-

western part of Orange County. This development is unusual in that 
it has taken the form of concentrated subdivisions in scattered 

locations in the agricultural areas. These subdivisions in many 

ins~~nces have almost filled the areas not set aside for industrial 

use and therefore represent complete saturation of the available lan~ 

From a zoning st~~dpoint, this presents a complex problem 
beca.use there is no tapering of custOl:l:ler density as one moves outward 

from the load center. There are areas of extremely high concentra-
tion with abrupt demarcation to either large agricultural or 

industrially zoned areas. In recognition of this development it 

appears appropriate that the 1-!etropolitan Rate Area should be 

extended in an easterly direction to include this growth. Under this 

situation the areas known as Norwalk, Sunshine Acres and v~ittier­

South are established in Zone No.3 compared to applicantTs proposed 

Zone No.5. Furthermore, to recognize the development beyond the 

San Gabriel River 1 south and east of los Angeles, the Southeastern 

Rate Area is established, which includes the areas known as Garden 

Grove, Artesia and Hawaiian Gardens. Similar development east of 

the San Gabriel River, in the vicinity of West COvina, is recognized 

by estab'lishment of the North "Eastern Rate Area, which includes" the 
areas of Baldwin Park and Puente. 
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In other places in applicant's serv.ice area urban growth 

has extended beyond city boundary lines and in certain cases isolated 

co~~unities have developed that warrant special zoning treatment. 

Applicant proposed Zone No. 7 for the following areas which are 
being established in Zone No.5: 

East San Bernardino 
Hanford Suburban 
Porterville Sl,lourban 
Visalia Subu~ba~ 
Tulare Sub urb~"l 

Palmdale 
Farmersville 
Carpinteria 
North Ventura 
lancaster 

Applicant will be required to file appropriate maps showing the rate 

zone~ established herein as applied to its service territory. 
Conclusion on Zoning 

In revising applicant's proposed zoning plan we have given 
weight to the development in the territory, variation in customer 
densi~y over the applicant's service area, number of customers, 

histo~ical and such other factors as appeared pertinent to this 

problem. With regard to the contention of the various protestants 
~nd interested parties we have: 

(1) Placed Hawthorne, Inglewood and Le~"lox in Zone No. 2 
in contrast to applicant'S proposed Zones Nos. 3 and 
4, but have not seen fit to consolidate Zones Nos. 1) 
2, 3 and 4. 

(2) Extended the Metropolitan Rate Area in places beyond 
the 20-mile b~lt but havi~ retained three zone levels 
in the area; have placed Ontario in Zone No. 4. as 
requested but do not find that the statistical 
indices warrant a lower zone than No. 5 for Upland. . 

(3) Granted Lakewood's request to the extent of lowering 
applicant's proposed Zone No. 4. to Zone No.2 but do 
not find that at present the statistics warrant a 
No. 1 zone classifica~ion. 

(4) Rezoned E~s~ Whittier £ro~ proposed Zone No. 5 to 
Zone No.3, one zone lower than requested. 

In developing this zoning plan we have obtained some data from appli-
cant's work papers supp~emental to that shown in applicant's Exhibits 

Nos. 1; and l3-1~) in order to establish a complete) up-tO-date and 

comprehensive zoning plan at this time. The presently established 

zones are not static and will be subject to review fro~ time to time 
as changing conditions require. 
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Rate Spread 

As previously mentio~ed applicant'S proposal to increase 

rates of certain classes of custo~ers ~_greater amoun~ percent~gewise 

than other classes elicited extended testimony from those With 

propooed larger increases. The extent of the proposed variation by 
classes is set forth in the following tabulation: 

Applic~E:~._~~_ .Prc:)'pos~d _ Il;lc:::.eases by Classes 

Class of Service 

Domestic 
General Lighting 
Street Lighting 
General Power 
Agricultural Power 
Heating and Power 
Power and Li~hting 
Municipal Pumpi~ 
Oil Field Power an~ Light 
Standby 
Other Utilities - ll'.unicipal 
Other Utilities 
Railways 
fTSpecials" 
Vernon 

Total 

19~ Estimated Revenue pplicant's Proposed 
Present I~a.se Rates Katio Amount 

$ 50,869,900 lh~% $ 2,504,500 
26,227,600 4.4 1,147,100 
2,322;100 22.4 ;20,600 

12,337,700 10.9 1,344,300 
13,308,900 17.2 2,2SS,600 

642,400 11.4 73,300 
20,$96,400 24.3 ;,074,400 

530,100 15.6 $2,700 
517,100 29.2 150,800 

7,100 8.1 600 
1,500,000 16.8 2;1,700 

800,000 13.6 109,000 
800,000 36.1 2$8,600 

1,448,;00 32 .. 4 470,000 
2)~22J200 48 .. ~ 2 z602z200 

$137,600,000 12.3% $16,911,400 
It will be noted that the above proposed total increase is nearly 

double the amount being found reasonable herein and gives room for 

readjustment in the proposed increases sufficient to allow for a 

revised zoning system and for so~e weight to the contentions of the 
various parties wi~~out exceeding the range of applicant's proposed 

rate increases. 

Schedule Terminolo~t 

Applicant now uses the "L" series of numbers to designate 
Lighting - General Service schedules.. Such rates apply to general 
lighting service with or without single-phase power service. Due to 

the growth of appliance ~~d single-phase power load it would appear 

more appropriate to drop the lighting designation and call this 

Genera.l Service under an "At? series 0 f numbers.. For the larger type 
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of li~hting customers, where three-phase service is taken in com-
bina~ion with power, applicant propo3es a "PL" des1gnation. This 
service is not limited to lighting and power and may involve 

appliance load as ~"ell. A general service designation under an "A" 

number,such as A-7, would appear to be more appropriate here. 
Applicant's proposed terminology for the remainder of most of the 

classes appears reasonable and will be adopted. The letter designa-
tions being adopted herein for the various classes of service 
follow: 

Class of Service 

General Service (Single Phase) 
General Service (Three Phase) 
Domestic Service - Single Family 
Domestic Service - Multifamily 
Heating and Power 
1ighting - Street and Highway 
Power - General 
Power - Agricultural and Pumping 
Power - Municipal ?lumpin~ 
Power and Light - Oil Field 
Standby 

Schedule Desigr~tions 
A-l to A-6 
A-7 
D-l to D-6 
DM 
H 
15-1, 1S-2 
P-l, P-2 
PA-l to FA-4 
PM 
PO 
S, 

In addition to the above schedules, applicant now renders resale 

service under contracts which we will require to be placed under an 

"R~ schedule and railway power service under a "PR" schedule. 
Domestic Service - Single Family 

Significant changes proposed by the applican~ for domestic 
schedules include tb~ eS'cablish:nent of uniform e!'lergy blocking for 

these schedules, energy blocking for simpler proration, the adoption 

of the custome~ charge rather than the minimum charge type of rate, 

the consolidation of the lighting and "combination" rates, a revised 

~ater heating rate to limit the kilowatt-hours at the one-cent rate 

to a quantity believed adequate for water heating, and elimir.ation 

of the seldom-used separately metered water heating ~ate. Of these 

many proposed changes probably the most radical i$ tile change from 

a minimum cha~ge forn. to a customer charge fo~ because of its 
predominant use in Cali£ornia~ 
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Applicant's present do~estic rates for levels 1 to 6 and 

21 are cocpared to its proposed rates and the rates being adopted in 
the next tabulation: 
A. Present Ra~es sCE"eaae Numb er 
First 14-17 kwhr per mo. 
Next 33-36 kwhr per kwhr 
Next 50 kwhr per kvlhr 
Next 100 kwhr per kwhr 
Over 200 kwhr per kwhr 

D-6 ~ ~4__ ~ D-2 D-l D-21 
~O.~; ~O-:05 ~ ~ ~O.9; $0.9; ~O.9S 
3.5¢ 3.6¢ 4.1¢ 4.3¢ 4.4¢ 4.S¢ 4.9¢ 
2.0¢ 2.1¢ 2.2¢ 2.9¢ 3.S¢ 3~8¢ 3.8¢ 
1.9¢ 1.9¢ 1.9¢ 2.1¢ 2.7¢ 2.S¢ 2.S¢ 
1.5¢ l.'¢ 1.s¢ l.,¢ 1.'¢ 1.6¢ 1.6¢ 

B. A~alicant's Proposed Rates 
Sche UIe Numb er - D-l D-2 ~ D-4 _D~_ _ n-6 D-7 
CustOlW r charge per month ~. 5ti ~O. 5'5" ~(J.C() :;;0. 7C ~ ~o .85 ;0. 90 
First 45 kwhr per kwhr 3.4¢ 3.5¢ 3.6¢ 3.9¢ 4.3¢ 4.6¢ 4.7¢ 
Next 60 kwhr per kwhr 2.2¢ 2.2¢ 2.5¢ 2.8¢ 3.l¢ 3.3¢ 3.4¢ 
~ext lOS kwhr per kwh: 1.9¢ 1.9¢ 1.9¢ 2.0¢ 2.0¢ 2.1¢ 2.1¢ 

.Over 210 kwh: per kwhr 1.3¢ 1.3¢ 1.3¢ 1.3¢ 1.3¢ 1.3¢ 1.3¢ 
C. Authorized Rates 
Schedule Number 
Customer charge per month 
First 45 kwhr per kwhr 
Next 60 kwhr per kwhr 
Next 105 kwhr per kwhr 
Over 210 kwhr per kwhr 

D-l 
JO.50 
3.4¢ 
2.2¢ 
1.9¢ 
1.3¢ 

D-2 ~ D-4 _D~ D-6 
$0. 60 ~o.1O" ~O .so ~5" JO":'W 
3.6¢ 3.9¢ 4.3¢ 4.6¢ 4.7¢ 
2.S¢ 2.8¢ 3.l¢ 3.3¢ 3.4¢ 
1.9¢ 2.0¢ 2.0¢ 2.1¢ 2.1¢ 
1.3¢ l.3¢ 1.3¢ 1.3¢ l.3¢ 

Where the customer has an electric water heating installation con-

forming to Rule and Regulation No. 32, the rate for monthly usage 

between 210 kwhr and 66C kwhr ~~ll be set at 1.0 cents per kwhr. 

In the above authorized schedules the minimum charge shall be the 

monthly customer charge and no usage is included in the customer 

charge. The total billing will be the sum of the custc:ter charge 
plus the energy charge. 

A representative for the California Institute of Social 

Welfare, appearing in behalf of the recipients of old age assistance 

residing in the ten southern counties served by the applicant, 
opposed any rate increase for the applicant. 
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Domesti c - MuJ&ifamily Servi ce 

Applicant proposed Schedule DM for all domestic service 

where more than a single-family acco~odation is served through a 

single meter. ~~en applied to a multifamily accommodation, where 

there are one or more separate struc~ures served through a single 

meter, the schedule is a ~cultiplier type" rate adaptation of the 

single-family domestic schedule applicable to the zone in which the 

multifruuily accommodation is located. However, the rate contains an 

exception where there is only '::Ine strt:.cture served through a singJe 

metor pe~ittL~g such st~cture to be served on applicant's proposed 

lighting-general service rate. 

Under this schedule applicant proposes to apply to all 

public housing projects the"multiplier type ff of rate except for 

some "'transi(::t.t3:pesn of housing. Such proposal elicited extended 

testimony and argument from public housing representatives. A 

witness for the Public Housing Administration of the United States 

Government presented Exhibit No. 52 to show that applican~'s pro-

posal would result in increases all of the way up to 230 per cent 

compared to existing contract rates. He indicated that the o~her 

electric utiliti~s in the State generally serve public housing 

projects on the lightir~ or general service rates by means of master 
meters. 

The applicant's pOSition was that a family unit in a 

housing project should pay approximately the same rate as the single-

family dwellin~ except for the saving in billing and secondary dis-

tribution costs, such position being predicated on its understanding 

of the principles in the Mutual Housing Association of Compton 

complaint case, Decision No. 46176, Cases Nos. 469S and 5012, 

September 4, 1951. The Public Housing Authority witness contended 
that applicantfs. proposal to use only one customer charge for a 

housing project, plus multiplying the length of the kwhr blocks by 

the number of single-family accommodations on the meter, would not 
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represent ·a proper c~st saving of distribution for the characteristic 

density of dw~111ngs in the area s~~ound1ng the project. Further-
more, the witness brought to our attention the fact that the Compton 

deciSion was meaningless because the Y~tual Association had sold its 

distributing equipment to the applicant during the course of the 

hearings and each single-family unit now is being individually served 

and metered by applicant. 

After considering the evidence on this subject it 1s con-

cluded that applicant'S proposed DM Schedule should be revised to 

permit multifamilr accotn:lodations 0 f more than one structure the 

option of takin~ service on the g~~eral service schedules. 

General S§1rvj.ce - Single Phase 

Applicant's present Lighting-General Service schedules are 

now of ~ minimum charge form and applicant proposes a change to the 

customer charge form similar to the domestic schedules. It proposes 

that the acount of the monthly custo~er charge and the rate charge 

for the first energy block be the sa~ as in the domestic schedules 

for corresponding terri tory. As in the present schadules applicant 

proposes two parts, Rate A and Rate B. Rate A is a "block rate n and 

Rate B is a ~d~and ra~e". Rate B is to be available at the 

customer's option and no special guarantees are required as in the 

present schedule. For Rate B, as proposed, there is a mi~lum billing 

de~And of 20 kw and, accordingly, the rate could prove advantageous 

to the custon.er only where the monthly use of energy exceeds 

3,000 kwhr. 

An electrical engineer fro~ a consulting engineering fir.m 
appeared on behalf of the Centin~la Valley Union High School District 

and presented Exhibit No. 66 for the purpose of showing ~he character-

istiCS of school load. He statea that s~~ools operate at high power 

factors, that peak loads occur during daylight hours and that.the 

ratio of demand to consumption is usually high. He stated that 
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sChools above the elementary level, because of the physical size of 

their plants, normally find it desirable to purchase energy at a 

volt~ge higher than the utilization voltage and to distribute 

throughout the premises at this higher voltage. Also he stated it 

is desirable to serve both power and light fro~ the same feeders and 

requested that consideration be given to ruaking available a schedule 

that will permit schools to purchase polyphase energy at voltages 

of 4S0 or higher for combined power and lighting at reasonable 

costs. 

School loads are so~ewhat sicilar to commercial office 

building loads and belong on the general service rates. Schedules 

A-I to A-6 being adopted by the CommiSSion at the rate lev~ls propoood 

by applicant for Schedules L-l, L-3, L-4, 1-5, L-6, and 1-7 will give 
reasonable rates to this low-load factor school load where single-

phase service is sufficient for the school's needs. However, where 

high voltage three-phase service is needed for schools with large 

combined power and light loads, Schedule A-~which is a combination 

of applicant's proposed PL-l and PL-2 rates) will be available. 

General Service - Three Phase 

Applicant proposed two power and lighting schedules, 

PL-l and PL-2, to apply to the larger general power and lighting 

customers. For Schedule PL-l it proposed a ~75 monthly minimum charge 

allowing 75-kw demand and for Schedule PL-2, a $1,400 monthly minimum 

charge allowing 2,OOO-kw demand. For each schedule it proposed a 

blocked demand charge plus a blocked energy charge) PL-l being higher 
than PL-2. Each schedule contains special conditions relating to 
voltage, billing demand, fu~l clause, high voltage discount, power 

factor adjustcent) and off-peak service. In addition applica~t 

proposed a 5-year contract prOvision on Schedule PL-2. 
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These two p~oposed schedules would replace the following 
existing schedules: 

Schedule 
pb-l 
PC-4l 
~cna A, ?~!-~ 
PCO-l (Dem.) 
Zone B, P-3 

Designation 
Power-CoItbim tion ~ervice 
Power-Combin~~~9A ~~rY~~~ 
Power-Cor~ir~tion Industrial Service 

(Now Closed Schedu~e) 
Power-Combination Oil Field Ser)1ce 
Power-General Service (Now Closed 

. Schedule) 

Studies presented by an independent consulting engineer 
retained by California Portland Cement Company and Brea Chemicals, 
Inc.) indicat.ed that the application of proposed Schedule PL-2 would 

result in an increasa of more than 34 per cent for the Colton cement 
plant and )) per cent increase for the new Brea Chemicals plant when 

compared t.o the application of the present PC-l rate. Based on the 

cost analysis prepared by this consulting engineer, it was his con-
clusion t~~t the proposed PL-2 rate appears high. 

Representatives of the l~ionolith Portland Cement Company 

submitted Exhibit No. 65 which shows that proposed Schedule PL-2 
would result in an increase of )6 per cent compared to present 

Schedule PC-l and that proposed Schedule PL-l would result in.an 
increase of 40 per cent. The competitive character of the cement 

indu3try was pointed out, as well as ~e compe~i~ion that Monolith 

must meet from cement ~ills having their own generating plants. 

Monolith's pOSition was that the proposed rates impose too great an 

increase upon the large power user in comparison with other classes or 
customers and favor the low-load factor customer at the expense of the 

high-load factor customer, and that the increase should not exceed 

the average system increase of 12.3 per cent. It submitted a ~ro­

posed Schedule PL-3 for large power users for consideration of the 
Commission. 

A representative of the Kaiser Corporation presented 

Exhibit No. 4$ wherein it was shown that the proposed PL-2 rate would 
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result in an increase from 30 per cent to 45 per cent compared With 

Schedule PC-l and that proposed PL-l would result 'in an additional 

increase of approximately 12 per cent. The competitive aspects of 

the steel industry and the availability of coke gas for local 
generation of electric power were pointed out. In final argument 

counsel for Kaiser Steel Corporation stated that this coke gas is 

now being sold to applicant and is the lowesy cost fuel being used 

by applicant, and that its load of 4$,000 kw and high-~oad factor 

of 70 per cent makes self generation economically feasible. He 

concluded that any greater increase than 10 per cent would endanger 
Kaiser Steel's competitive position and its future expansion. 

Bethlehem Pacific Coast Steel Corporatio~located in 

Vernon, opposed applicant's proposal to subject certain classes of 

custocer,s to moderate percentage increases in rates and to impose 

on certain other classes of customers what it classed as 

exceedingly heavy, unjust and unreasonaole increases in rates. 

It introduced Exhibit No. 37 in support of its.position~ 

Another Witness for the California Portland Cement Company 
testified regarding the cost of pro~uction of electric energy by 

a waste heat plant based on a report by the Fluor Corporation. His 

study for the Colton Cement plant indicated a cost of 4.49 mills 

per kwhr assuming 95,000 ,000 per year output. Such cost may be 

compared with a cost of approximately 5.6 mills per kwhr on present 

PC-l Schedule and 7.5 mills per kwhr on proposed Schedule PL-2, 

but was based on the assumption that the fuel cost was zero. 
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A representative of the United States Rubber Company 

presented Exhibit No. 78 which showed that the proposed PL-2 rate 
would result in a 36.4 per cent increase compared to' existing 
Schedule PC-l. This representative found no fault whatever with 

the calibre of applicant's service and stated that his company would 
" " probably accept without protest a proposal for a nominal increase. 

He objected, however, to a proposed increase of 36 per cent in 
contrast to 18.8 per cent for all industrial users as a class and 
12.6 per cent for the utility's total service. 

The Los Angeles County Fair Association, now operating on 
Schedule PC-l, paid an average rate of 1.074 cents per kwhr for the 

period November 30, 1951 to December 1, 1952. By Exhibit No. 30 

its representative stated that under the proposed PL-2 Schedule 

this rate would be 1.802 cents per kwhr, an increase of 68 per cent. 
The Association's rate is about double tr4t of other customers 

because it has a high seasonal demand with low annual usage. This 

representative requested that the present PC-l rate form be main-

tained at a higher level rather than changed to applicantTs proposed 
rate form. 

A custo~erfs representative objected to applicantTs 
proposal of two levels of rates (PL-l and PL-2) for industrial 
accounts and suggested that these two be consolidated into one 

schedule. 

Conclusion as to Rate Level 
Applicant'~ stuay (Exhibit NO.1;) indicates that its 

present large power rates are considerably below the national average. 

Applicant interpreted its cost study as justifying a sizable increase 
in the large p~wer ar.~ lighting class or service. For the group 
TTLarge Power on Transmission" applicant determined a customer 

cost of $45.80 per month, a demand cost of $1.69 per kw per month 
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and a commodity cost of 0'.51 cents per kwhr. In designing Sched-

ule PL-2 applicant used a basic demand component of ~1.60 per kw and 

a terminal commodity rate of 0.55 cents per kwhr. For a large, high-

load-factor custo:er it is obvious that applicant's schedule would 

return more than, the cost indicated by its cost study. r.-ioreover, 

the cost study prepared by the consulting engineer indicated slightly 

lower costs to serve two large custo~ers than was indicated by 
applicant's cost analysis. 

Existing Sched~le PC-l has a terminal rate of 0.40 cents 

per kwhr. Applicant t s proposed terminal rate of 0.55 cents per kwhr 

on PL-2 represents an increase of 37.5 per cent. For the larger type 
of customer 7 operating at a high load factor, changes in the terminal 

rate level are most significant. In our opinion, a terminal rate of 

0.40 cents is too low and an increase in this rate of roughly 20 per 

cent to a level of a~proximately 0.48 cents per kwhr at transmission 
voltage is warranted. 

With regard to the group "Large Power on Distribution", . 
applicant's cost s~udy showed a customer cost of $29.20 per month, 
a demand cost of $2.11 per kw per month and a commodity cost of 

0.72 cents per kwhr. Applicant's proposed Schedule PL-l for a basic 

load of 200 kw would yield a customer-ane-demand cost of this 

magnitude but contains a terminal rate of 0.60 cents per kwhr. For 

the tTsmaller type" of large power and light customer it is obvious 

that applicantts proposed rate is in line with or below its ind1cated 

cost of service. Little change in tr~s proposed Schedule PL-l appears 
necessary from a cost standpoL~t. H~ever) a suggestion has been ~de 

that these two proposed schedules be ~erged into one schedule. In 

our opinion such proposal has merit an,d this can be done wi thou't undUly 

lowering the rate to the smaller-load customer or inc~easing the 
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larger-load customer beyond applicant's proposal. In fact for 
the higher load factor type of customer a considerable reduction 

below applicant's proposal will result from lowering the proposed 

terminal rate level. 
With regard to the factor of competition from local 

generation, based on the figures and data contained in the record, 

the present level of Schedule PC-l is above the indicated cost of 

the substitute sources of energy. We find no reason for authorizing 
an unreasonably low power rate because of threatened local genera-

tion from waste heat. 
The factor of competition within the cement and steel 

industries is important fro~ the standpoint of value cf service. 

We have considered this factor and are of the opinion that the 

level of the rate as revised by the Commission gives proper consid-

eration to this factor. The basic rate levels being adopted for 

Schedule A-7 follow: 
Demand Charge: 

First 75 kw or less •••••••••••••••• 
Next -125 kw •••••• ~ •• ~ •••••••••••••• 
Next 1,800 kw .~ •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Next 8,000 kw •••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••• 
Over 1°1000 kw •••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••• 

$. 7$.00 per month 
$ O .. SO per kw per mo.· 

0.70 per kw per mo. 
0.60 per kw per mo. 
O.50-per kw per mo. 

E~ergy Charge (In Addition to Demand Charge) 
First 150 kwhr per kw of demand: 

1. 7 cents per kwhr 
0.9 cents per kwhr 
0.7 cents per kwhr 
o • 5 cents per kwhr 

First 15,000 kw'hr per month ............ , 
Over 15,000 kwhr per month ••••••• 

Next 150 kwhr per kw of demand ••••••• 
Over 300 kwhr per kw of demand .......... .. 

The m1nimu::n charge will be the demand charge but not less 

than $7~ per month. In considering the rate levels set forth above 

attention need be given to the various special conditions pertaining 

to three-phase general service. 
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Snccial Conditions 

Changes proposed by applicant in the special conditions 
under which power and lightir~ service would be rendered elicited 

extended discussion from the representatives of tho several customers 
affected thereby. The'first special condition deals with voltage 
of service. 

Voltage of Servi~and Voltage Discount 

For Schedule PL-l there was a different voltage of service 
provison than for Schedule Pl-2. Schedule PL-l wouJ.d be available 

at anyone standard voltage but Schedule Pl-2 would be limited to 
service at the available voltages of 10 kv or over. In view of the 

fact that we are combining the schedules,no limitation as to minimum 
voltage is necessary. 

Applicant proposed a discount of :2 per cent for service 
delivered and metered at a voltage between 2' kv and 10 kv ar.,d 4 per 
cent for service delivered and metered at a voltage above 10 kv on 

Schedule PL-l, and a disco~~t of 3 per cent for service delivered 
and metered at a voltage above 50 kv on Schedule PL-2. Some custome~ 

were concerned over the fact that they might have to provide stepdown 
substa tions or purchase applicant ~ s serving equipment to quality for 
the Pl-2 schedule. 

A represe:ltative of t.i.e United States Government, employed 
by the Eleventh Naval District, introduced Exhibit No. 51 for the 
purpose of showing that the proposed 2 per cant discount was too 

small to warrant a custo~er installing stepdown transformers or a 

substation to take advantage of the high voltage diScount provision. 
His computation indicated that an $.6 per cer.t discount would be 

necessary to warrant his e!Tlployer installing a transfomer bank with 

a spare transformer and switching equipment. A 40 per cent load 
factor of operation was assumed. 
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Other parties questioned the di~count allowance when only 

one transformation "ras required to go from transmission voltage 

level do~~ to a voltage level of 2 kv-10 kv. Their contention was 
that it did not cost the applicant ~ore to step down to the 2 kv-

10 kv range than to the 10 kv-50 kv range where such stepciown 

involved only one transformation. After giving weight to these 

contentions and to the fact that a single schedule is being 

established the follo~~ng voltage discounts are being provided: 

Disco~ 
Loero 
3% . 
4% 
4% 
5% 

Service Voltage RanKe 
Below 2 kv 
2 kv - 10 kv 
2 Kv - 10 kv (single transrorma-
11 Kv - ;0 kv tion) 
Over 50 kv . 

In Schedule PL-2 applicant proposed the following con-

di tion: TTThe company retains the right to cha.rg e its line voltage 

after reasonable advance notice to any customer receiving a discount 

hereunder and affected by such Change. Such customer then has the 

option of changing his system to receive service at the new line 

voltage or of accepting service without discount through transformers 

o~~ed by the company.n Such proposed condition was objected to on 

the ground that it might subject customers to a change-over cost 

that "/ould be for applicant f s convenience and efficiency of opera-

tions. In our opinion such a special condition is not necessary to 

protect the utility and we are certain that a reasonable ~eans of 

handling tr~s situation could be worked out individually for the few 
parties affected if applicant found it necessa~ to change se~vice 
voltage on any particular lines. 

Demand Ratchet 

Applicant proposed that the billing demand shall be the 

kilowatts of ~easured maxi~um demand but not less than 60 per ~ent of 

the highest billing demand established in the preceding eleven months. 

At present Schedule PC-l has a demand ratchet of (1) 40 per cent of 
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the connected load, or (2) the high e:5t In easured maximum d~mand in 

the preceding eleven months, whichever is lower. This condition is 
of concern primarily to a customer having a large seasonal load. In 

such cases there is diversity in the time of occurrence of demand 

, as between seasonal customers as a class. A demand ratchet of 50 per 
cent appears more reasonable ~~d will be authorized. 

Demand Interval 

Applicant proposed a l5-minute interval for measuring 
demand. Several customers objected claiming that they now enjoy a 

30-minute demand interval and that a l$-minute interval would increare 

the demand billing. After considering this matter it is our opinion 

that a l5-minute period is reasonable for loads under 400 kw, but for 
loads larger than 400 kw the 30-minute interval should be retained. 

Applicant also proposed that when the demand is intermittent 

or subject to violent fluctuations the maximum demand nay be based 

on a shorter interval. This provision appears reasonable except that 

some time interval should be sped fied. A 5-minute period will be 

adopted for this purpose. 

Fuel Clause 

Applicant proposed a fuel clause with a rate change of 0.01 

cents per kwhr for' each 5-cent change in posted price in Bunker Fuel· 

011 above or below a base price of $1.75 per barrel. ,Such changes . 
in rates are predicated on an efficiency of SOO kwhr per carrel of 

oil. Applicant's purpose for inserting a fuel clause is to keep the 

rate competitive with the cost of production of p ower from local 

generation by fuel oil or equivalent cost fuel. 

On Nove~ber 6, 1953 counsel for California Yanufacturers 
Association cross-examined applicantTs witness on the subject of 

making the fuel clause applicable to all s~les. The witness replied 

that a different rate structure would have to be conzidered t~~ the 

one proposed. A fuel clause on all sales wo\!ld be equivalent to a 
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cost adjustu;ent clause rather tha,n a competitive cost clause. If 

the purpose is to insert the clause in all rates then it would be 

necessary to give effect to the fact that a sizable part of appli-

cant T $ supply of energy is produced by hydro power and a part by 

fuel that does not fluctuate with the market price of fuel 011. 
The consultant for California Portland Cement Company and 

Brea Chemicals, Inc., suggested that the hydro ratio be considered 
in establishing the fuel clause. Such suggestion would be proper 

if the purpose of the fuel clause is to reimburse the applicant for 
the increased or decreased cost of fuel for production. However, 

the purpose of the fuel clause is to adjust the rates to meet 
competition from private generation. The record in this case 

indicates that the major source of competition would be £rom waste 

heat plants where a fuel clause would be of no avail in meeting 

co~petition. Our general observation is that private generation 

from fuel oil at posted prices is a comparat~vely small item and the 

advantages of central-station energy are such that a fuel oil clause 

is not necessary. We will not authorize the proposed fuel clause. 
Power Factor Adju~tment 

Applicant proposed a power factor adjustment to decrease 
the charges by 20 c.;:nts pe::, kw of measured maximum dem..:lnd and 

increase the charges by 20 cents per kilovar of reactive demand. 

However, in no case Would the number of kilovars be less than one 

third the number of kilowatts. The effect of such clause is to 

lower ~he bill for power factors between approximately 95 per cent 

and 70 per cent and increase the bill for power factors below 

70 per cent. At approximately 70 per cent power factor the kilowatts 
would equal the kilovars and the increases ani decreases would 
offset each other. 

A nurcl:ler of parti es were concerned. over the effect of the 
proposed power factor clause clai:ning tha.t it is less liberal than 
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the existing power factor cla~e, that it would not warrant the 
installation of.synchronous motors as corrective equipment and. that .. 

those customers who had been induced by the present clause to install 

synchronous motors would not be adequately compensated by the pro-
, posed clause. 

During recent years low-cost power factor correction equip-

ment has been developed and applicant's present power factor clau~e 

is more liberal than necessarJ to achieve ~~e objective of high 

power factor of operation. For those custo~ers who have installed 

synchronous ~otors, it is our opinion that there are other reasons 

besides the level of the discount that have influenced to some extent 

the purchase of such equipment. In our opinion, however, the correction 
should continue up to approximately 9$ per cent. . In view of p:resent-d;ty 

developments in the art of power factor correction, it is concluded 

that applicant's proposed power factor adjustment clause is reason~~ 
if the kilovar minimum is dropped to one fifth. 
Off-Peak 

Applicant proposed that recognition be given for off-peak 
operation, where the load exceeds 500 kw, between the hours of 

10:30 p.m. and 6:30 a.m. of the following day. It would not consider 

the off-peak demands for computing the energy charge but would con-

sider the off-peak demand in computing the demand charge. Such 

clause is less liberal than the off-peak clause now contained in 

Schedule PC-l but Schedule PC-l did not contain a separate demand 
charge as such. 

vJhere a customer's off-peak demand materially exceeds his 
on-peak deIr.and, the off-peak demand would probably be controlling in 

the design of local serving e<.!uipment but not system generating 

eqUipment. Under such condition it would be appropriate that the 
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excess off-peak demand component be recognized in some manner. 

Applicant's proposal would recognize this excess amount at the full 

difference in applying the dcoand charge component. It appears 

that this charge would be greater than necessary to cover the cost 
of add~d serving equipment. Therefore a 50 per cent factor will 

be authorized in the off-peak demand charge for off-peak demands 
ir.l. excess of the regular demands. 
Contracts 

On Schedule PL-2 applicant proposed that the schedule be 

contingent upon a contract for service for a period of five years. 

The need of a contract for old, established custorners was 

questioned. In addition, !v!onolith criticisec. this p:"oposal on 
the basis that it would be bound 'by such a contract and could not 

avail itself of power from any other source during the five-year 

period or build its own power plant. No contract was proposed for 
Schedule PL-l. 

It is our opinion that applicant is too cautious in 
proposing mere than a three-year contract period and, furthermore, 

it need only be for an initial periOd to protect applicant's service 

investment or for sizable i~creases L~ capacity. With a combination 

of the two proposed schedules, PL-l and P1-2, it is evident that 

co~tracts may be desirable fro~ only those customers with loads 

larger than 2,000 kva. This prOviSion will be made permissive 

rather than mandatory so that applicant c~~ use its eiscretion as 

to which of the larger customers will be required to sign an 
initial period contract. 
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Resale Service 

Applicant serves four resale customers: Cities of Anaheim, 
Azusa, Colton and Ri verside. Each of these customers is. served 

under resale contr~cts. The representatives of these cities presented 

Exhibits Nos. 71, 72, 73 and 74 to describe the condit~ons under 
which service is rendered in each city. ApplicantTs rate proposal 
regarding each of these cities is: 

Anaheim: Continue in effect present contract, but 
apply Schedule PL-2 as ccr.tract rate and eliminate 
furnishing substation without charge .. 

Azusa: Continue in effect present contract, but 
apply Schedule PL-2 as contract rat,e and eliminate 
f"urnishi:ag substation without charge. 

Colton: Continue in effect present contract,but 
apply Scheeule PL-2 as contract rate and add 
2 per cent to net bill for 4 kv delivery. Apply 
applicable schedules to separately metered pumping 
plants. 

Riverside: Continue in effect present contract, 
but apply Schedule ?L-2 as contract rate with 
3 per cent discount for 33 kv delivery. Applyappli-
cable schedules ~o separately metered pumping plants. 
Eliminate furnishing substation Without charge. 

An engineering consultant for these four cities introduced 
Exhibit No. 68 wherein the resale rate history and the effect of 

applicantTs rate proposals were given. The ~ollowing ratios of 
increase were shown: 

An~eim ............. 21.7% 
Azusa •••••••••••••• 17.3 
Colton .............. 24.1 
Riverside ••••...••• 20.6 

This consultant stated that the applicant's proposal is 

unsuited to the resale type of custo~er. His main contention 

was that industrial customers could obtain the same rate for power 
from tre applicant as the four cities which means that the cities 

would operate at a serious disadvantage. He stated that the cities 

could not, under the proposed schedule, compete with areas outside 

of the cities served by applicant for the business of the large 

industrial customer. He contendm that this situation already exists 
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under the present rate structure wherein the large power rate is now 

lower than that charged the four resale cities. This situation he 

classed as discriminato~, irrational and unfair and suggested that 

the Commission take this opportunity to correct it. 

He suggested a single resale rate schedule for this 

business which is sun~rized below: 

Demand Charge 
First 200 kw @ 
N~xt 300 kw @ 
Next 2,50~ kw @ 
Noxt ),0C~ kw @ 
Next 5,OO~ kw @ 
Over 11,000 kw @ 

$1.25 
1.05 
0.85 o.so 
0.75 
0.70 

per kw 
"' tf 

TT TT 
~ " 
~ tt 

1T " 

per :month 
n ~ 

~ n 
tt rt 
~ " 
~ " 

Plus Energy Charge 
First 200,000 kwhr @ 0.75 cents per kwhr 
Nzxt 300 ,COO kwhr @ 0.66" ~ ~ 
Over 500,000 kwhr @ 0.62" ~ ~ 

Except that all kwhr usage in excess of 400 k\.-'hr 
per kw of maximum demand •••••• 0.55 cents per kwhr 

On analyzing this proposed schedule we find that it is 

lower than the applicant's proposed PL-l and PL-2 rates and in general 

is lower than the A-7 rate being adopted herein. In our opinion the 

resale rate should be set at the level of the three-phase general 

service rate or possib11 a little higher to give recognition to the 

lesser diversity of 'resale service compared to industrial service. 

In other words, we realize that the re$ale customer would be taking 

service durinr. the su~er morning peak and the winter evening peak, 

whereas an industrial customer might not be taking service to any 

large extent during the winter evening peak. 

Applicant will be required to file a resale service schedw.e, 
Schedule R, that will be equivalent to the level of Schedule A-7. 

This will enable the cities to offer industry rates as good as appli-

cant's ~ecause the ind~strial custo~ers should improve the cities 

load factors sufficiently to earn increQental rates lower than the 
rates being charged the industrial customers. 
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Simil~r special conditions to tpose being provded for 

Schedule A-7 will be included in this schedule. Applicant's proposal 

to require that pumping plants outside of the cities be separately 

metered and billed on pumping rates is reasonable. We fail to see 
any need for a contract longer than a ;-year ini~ial period which 

would mainly be useful in arranging fer such special serving 
facilities as may be required by the cities. ~~e estimate ~ha'c the 

above resale rate would be cocpetitive or lower than the cost of 

local power production by the cities from fuel oil and, accordingly, 
find no need for incl~sion of a fuel clause in the resale rates. 

We will authorize applicant to revise the present rate levels of these 

resale contracts and negotiate for the other changes requested. 

However we \'1'ill compute the revenue effects at the full Schedule .R. 

rate level for rate-making purposes. 

Street Lighting 

Applicant proposes two street lighting rate schedules: 

Schedule 15-1 for company-owned street lighting systems of the 

utilitarian type, and the other, Schedule LS-2, for customer-owned 

street lighting syste~s. These two schedules are proposed to super-

sede eight present schedules an~being systec~wide in application, 
Will eliminate the present zone arrangeruent. ,lith regard to company-

owned systems, a special condi~ion has been added to provide for the 

installa tion of other tha.."l tm speelfied stand ard ~quipment and a 

monthly charge is to be applied to certain steel pole installations 

to bring such installations into con!orQity at the end of five years 

with the proposed method of providing other than standard equipment. 

With regard to customer-owned street lighting systems, applicant 

proposes to continue supplying energy at either a ~etered rate or a 

flat rate. For the metered rate the energy blocking has been 

revised and the separate charge for the meter' has been eliminated. 

After considerin~ applicant's proposal regarding street 

lighting rates,we find it reasonable except that we are reducing 
the. proposed increase. " 
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General Power 

Applicant proposes two general power schedules, P-l and 

P-2, to replace ten schedules in effect at the present time. These 

two schedules are to be applicable on a system-wide basis without 

zones. Schedule P-l would be applied on a connected load basis and 
would be revised from the customary minimum charge form to a service 
charge plus energy charge form of rate. Schedule P-2 would be applied 

on a demand basis and likewise would be revised from a minimum charge 

form to a demand. charge plus energy charge form of rate. 

We have studied applicant's proposal and note that the 

change in rate form dec'reases the bill for certain small-use customers 
and increases others but not unreasonably so. The energy blocking and 

rate levels will be revised to keep the proposed rates in p~oper 
relationship considering the over-all increase to be effected. After 

considering this matter, it is our conclusion that applicant's pro-

posal is reasonable except that the increases need not be as great 
as proposed by applican~. 

Agricultural Power 

Two basic agricultural schedules, PA-l and PA-2, are 
proposed by applicant on a system-wide basis to replace 12 schedules 
presently in effect and eliminate zoning. Proposed Schedule PA-l is 

on an annual baSis and is similar in form to the present connected 
load type of schedule with separate service charges and energy charges. 

Proposed Schedule PA~2 is on a monthly basis ar.~ is similar in type 

to the proposed general power demand basis schedule, Schedule P-2. 
Applicant has extended the applicability ot these schedules 

to include service for gene~al water or sewer~ge pumping. By this 
extension applicant would treat all such pumping as a class along with 

agricultural power, which assertedly is,for the most part, water 

pumping. Presently there are class rates applicable to three types of 

water pumping; agricultural, irrigation, and cunicipal, while all 
other types are billed on general power schedules. 
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The California Far.m Bureau Federation was concerned over 
applicant's proposed increase from the standpoint of tbefarmers' 
ability to pay. It spon$Or~d s~veral witnesses who introduced six 
exhibits (Exhibits Nos. 59, 60, 61, 62, 63 and 64). It showed that 

farm income nationally dropped from $17.1 billion in 19~7 to 

$12.7 billion in 1950 and recovered to $14.) billion in 1952. Under 
cross-examination by applicant the fact was brought out that the 

farm income in 1940 was $4.3 billion and that the applicant's power 

rates have not followed this ups~~ng from pre-war levels. Information 

also was submitted as to the downward price movement of various crops 
in the past few years. 

In proposing to transfer irrigation pumping over to 

Schedules PA-l and PA-2, applicant suggested a transition schedule, 
Schedule PA ... 3, allowing five years' transition time. Such schedule 

would supersede existing Schedule PA?-2, which allows for conjunctive 

billing of several meter installations of a single enterprise. 

Applicant's proposal to eventually eliminate conjunctive billing 

and the separate irrigation pumping schedule met with extended 

opposition from several irrigation districts and mutual water 
companies. 

The California Mutual Water Companies Association, 
representing several companies,1I introduced Exhibit No. 46 for 

!J . 
Anaheim Union Water Company 
3ear Valley Mutual Water Company 
2~aumont Irrigation Company 
:ov~na Irrigatin~ Company 
:ucamonga Water Company 
:ontana Union \'Jater Company 
Francis Mutual Water Company 
~he Gage Canal Company 
Irrigation Company of Pomona 
Redlands Heights Water Company 

Riverside Highlands Water Company 
Riverside Water Company 
Santa Ana Valley Irrigation Company 
San Antonio Water Company 
San Dimas Water Company 
Sou~~ Mountain Water Company 
Temescal Water Company 
Yorba Linda Water Company 
Yucaipa Water Company No. 1 
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the pu~pose of showing the extent of the increase that would result 
fro~ applicant's proposal, the value of the service from the 

standpoint of ability to pay, the comp~titive cost of pumping by 

gas engines and the importance of the irrigation load to the appli-
cant. 

The Lindsay-Strathmore Irrigation District took an active 

part in the proceeding ~~d sponsored testimony by two witnesses 

who presented Exhibits Nos. 21, 22, 23, 24, and 25. This district 
took the position that it would be unfair to permit the applicant 

to increase the rate prescribeci by the contract made with the 

applicant on April 4, 1952 (Application No. 334S9, Decision 

No. 47457, July 15, 1952) during the unexpired term of the contract. 

It stated that to treat all pumping alike would totally ignore the 

most elemental facts or common knowledge with reference to the 

water situation in California. that the development of water is 

urgent, th~t it grows moro.urcent and moro e~e~ive each year. 

and hence more dependent upon public agencies. 
Counsel £or several irrigation districts~ introduced 

Exhibit No. 26 and in final argument stated that i£ an increase is 

justified it should be spread u.~iformly percentagewise among all 
group~ o£ consumers, thus recognizing the long history of existing 

rates. He urged that the large users of agricultural power, 
including irrigation districts, which have ~de extensive investments 
to design and which have coordinated their systems with existing 

r~tes be recognized as a class as at present and continue the 

present forms or form or schedules, includir~ conjunctive billL~gs, 
or prepare a new schedule resulting in like costs per kwhr. 

~rra Bella Irrigation District 
Vandalia Irrigation District 
Exeter Irrigation District. 

Delano-Earlimart Irrigation District 
Sauce11to Irrigation District . 
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A representative from the Southern San Joaquin Municipal 

Utility District submitted Exhibit No. 27 to show that applicant's 

proposed rates would increase the billing by 23 per cent and the 
present 7.15 mill-per-kwhr average bill, after increase, would not 
be competitive with the U. S. Bureau of Reclamation proposed rate 

to this district of 7.324 mills per kwhr. Part of the area of 
this district is in the territory served by the Pacific Gas and 
Electric Company and this representative pointed out that the 
Commission in the last rate proceeding of Pacific Gas arlci Electric 
Company exempted from direct increase the contract with the Southern 
San Joaquin Municipal Utility District, but provided for renegotiation 

of such contract. 
A representative of the California State Grange appeared 

and participated in the hearings. 
Representatives of the Terra Bella Chamber of Commerce 

and Terra Bella Farm Bureau Center attended the hearing held in 

'Visalia on July 15, 1953 and gave testimony in opPosition to 

applicant's proposed increase in rates. 
The history and existing rate forms and levels should . 

not restrict this rate, proceeding to an equal percentage increase 

for all classes of service. A great many ·changes have taken place 
in the many years since this applicant's rates have been before us 

for a full review. We find no reasons to disregard the cost-of-

service factor due to competitive situations. It is our opinion 
that a five-year transition period is longer than necessaIY for 

Schedule PA-3 and this period will be reduced to two years. 
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Applicant's proposed rate forms are reasonable and wi~h the lesser 

increase being authorized herein we find the adopted rate levels 
are fair and reasonable. The approximate two-year transition period 

should give ample time for the irrigation customers to revise their 

budgets and arrange for rewiring so as to consolidate delivery 

points for single metering where practicable. 
Heating and Power 

Applicant proposes one system-wide heating and power 

schedule, PH, to replace three existing heating schedules, PH-l, 
PH-2l and PH-4l. It propOses to remove the present limitation' on 

motor load ~~d to discontinue the rate for bakery ovens. This 
schedule is optional with tre general service schedules for this 

type of service. Applicant further proposes that this schedule 

be closed to new customers and expire in five years. 

A representative of the Perfectaire ~anufacturing Company 
which makes electric heaters introduced Exhibit No. $9 to show the 

increased costs that would be occasionsed by application of the ' 

proposed new rate to a doctor's office. He suggested that the 
Commission give serious consideration to the retention of the 

present PH-l schedule and alter it so as to produce the revenues 

that'would be expected generally throughout applicant's territory. 

In considering this subject the Commission is aware of 
the fact that an off-peak heating load is a desirable type of load, 

but that a space heating load will add to the system winter peak. 
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However, in the wintertime, due to the fact that the space heating 

load only comes on the system when temperatures are low, the 
electric system inherently has greater capacity. Therefore, even 

the air heating load is a valuable load for the utility and we do 

not find any reason at this time for closing the heating schedule 

and eliminating it at the end of five years. Where a customer has 

a large load, other than heating, it might be more econcmical for 
the customer to combine the heating load with the general service 

load on one meter. However, there may be cases where a separate 

heating rate is desirable. 
A revised heating rate will be adopted that will shorten 

the length of the first block from 100 kwhr per hp of other power 

load at 3.2 cents per kwhr,as proposed by applicant, to SO kwhr per 

hp. Applicant's proposed 2-cent-per-kwhr terminal rate level will 
be adopted. The schedule will be redesignated as "H" instead of 

"PH". 
Municipal Pumping 

. With regard to the transfer ¢f municipal pumping to 

Schedules PA-l and PA-2 or to the general service schedules applicant 

proposes a transition schedule, Schedule PM. Applicant requests that 

the PM schedule expire in five years. In our opinion a five-year 

transition period is too long, and inasmuch as we are lowering 

somewhat the proposed level of the rate we find that a two·year 
transition period is more reasonable. This period should give ample 

time for t~e municipalities to revise their budgets 1 determine which 

one of the new schedules best suits the operating conditions of 

each pumping plant ~~d where water sales are involved adjust the 

retail water rates. 
A representative of the City of Lindsay opposed applicantfs 

proposed increase in municipal pumping rates as well as the other 

rates which would affect the cost of electrical energy to the city. 
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He was concerned over the proposal to discontinue the co~bination of 

ttleter readings and indicated that in the Water Department alone the 

increase will amount to in excess of 3 per cent of the gross returr~. 

Oil Field Power and Light 

Applicant proposed a system-wide schedule, Schedule PO, to 

consolidate a pO\,ler and lighting (connected load) schedule 1 PCO-l, 

and a connected load power schedule, PO-l, both for oil field service. 

The proposed schedule includes a two-part rate for the type of 

service to be provided, and the general service schedules are 
optional for service under this schedule. Applicant requests that 

the new schedule be closed to new customers and that it expire in 

two years. Essentially this is a transition schedule ultimately to 

place the oil field busi~ess on the general service or general power 
schedules. We will approve applicant's PO form of rate but at a 
reduced level. 
Standby Service 

Applicant proposes a standby schedule, Schedule S, for 

standby or breakdown service where the ent~re electrical require-

~ents on the customer's premises are not regularly supplied by the 
applicant. A standb:r charge is provided equal to :':;2.00 per kw per 

month for the first 20 kw and $1.50 per kw per month for allover 

20 1..-w of contract demand plus all charges of the applicable regular 

service schedule designated in the service contract. 

With regard to parallel operation the schedule provides 

that it is not applicable for parallel operation of the customer'S 
plant with the service of the applicant. Cou."lSel for l~ronolith 

cross-examined applicant's witness regarding the subject of parallel 

operation on the assumption that two thirds of the demand might be 

taken from the applicant at high-load factor and the other third 

supplied by local generation. He questioned whether such power would 
be standby or auxiliary power. The \'fitness replied that such power 
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~ould be considered as a parallel standby service, but that the 

applicant has no proposed schedule applicable to parallel operation. 

~~ere ~~e customer could isolate the load on his own 

generating equipment, so as to avoid physical and electrical inter-

connection difficulties, the witness suggested an auxiliary service 

similar to that at the Firestone Tire and Rubber Company plant. 

Further cross-examination brought out the point that this matter 

could be clarifiee In applicant's rules and regulations. In our 

opinion applicant's proposed standby service schedule is reasonable 
and it will be adopted. 

Ver.non Ra.tes 

Applica.nt serves custo~ers in the City of Vernon under 

a lease agreement authorized by Decision No. 29749 on ~~y 10, 1937 
(40 CRC 4e6) of this CommiSSion. Under the special conditions 

~nvolved because of the lease, applicant asserts that it would not 

now be feasible to increase rates in the City of Vernon, but requests 

authority to effect increases in such rates when and to the extent 

that it finds it feasible to do so. In the meantime, applicant is 

willing that our rate computations assume application of general 
system rates in Vernon. 

I 

The present level of rates in Vernon was questioned as 

being discriminatory and being burdensome on applicant's other 

customers because of the indicated low earnings from this business. 

Applicant's cost analYSiS, under two of its three bases of allocating 
income taxes, showed a positive return from the Vernon business. 

Applicant desires to continue to render service in the City of Vernon. 

The record in this case indicates that this business is returning 

something more than the out-of-pocket cost of rendering the service 

and therefore is of benefit to the system as a whole. Ooviously, 
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the situation pointed out in the following statement from ou~ 
opinion under Decision No. 29749 still exists: 

" ••• It appears to us that the granting of the appli-
cation should not adversely affect Edison c~nsumers 
outside of Vernon. The ~xecution of the agreement 
obviates the enlargemer.t of the Vernon generating 
plant and ~akes it poszible for the Edison Company 
to recover at least soce of its investment to serve 
the Ver~on territory. Such recovery should benefit 
its cons~ers. In any event, the Commission does not 
intend that consumers in noncompetitive territory be 
burdened with any additional cost. or cha.rge for 
service because of lower rates in Vernon. If 

Applicant will be authorized to apply rates not greater than tho~e 

applicable in Zone No.1. For rate-making purposes, the revenue will 
be computed as though Zone 1 rates were in effect. By this method 
no burden will be placed on the other classes of customers but any 

burden will fallon the stockholders' portion of the earnings until 

such time as the rates may have been increased as authorized herein. 
Railwav Service 

Applicant proposes that present railway service contracts 
be terminated and that the present rates be increased by 0.26 cents 

per kwhr. The present rate levels are 1.34 cents per kwhr for the 

first 250,000 kwhr per ~onth per delivery point and 0.64 cents for 
all excess. Applicant will be re~uired to file a railway rate, 

Schedule PR, containing the above rate structure, but in our opinion 

an increase of only 0.13 cents or one half applicantts request is 
warranted. 
S'Oeeial Service 

Applicant renders service to some 50 customers, designated .. 
as "Specials", at other than filed tariff rates whiCh it proposes to 
place under regular tariff schedules. These "Specials~ include 

deviations with regard to such items as service classification, 

applicability, territory, conjunctive billing, lo~d limitation and 
character of service. These customers are listed on pages 40 and 41 

of Exhibit No. 13. 

Certain of these special services are performed under 

contracts and applicant in e£~ect asks the Commission either to 
terminate the contracts or change special conditions. It is our 

-$0-



opinion that the business on these special contracts should be 

billed on filed tariff schedules and fo~ the purpose of this decision 

-we will include the full revenue effect of so doing. Applicant 

may negotiate in an orderly manner to accomplish the other changes 
requested by it. 

FJr those ~ervices at other than filed tariff schedules 
without special rate contracts applicant will be authorized to 

eliminate all deviations except for conjunctive billing where 

practiced l such conjunctive billing feature to be eliminated in 
two years. 

The City of Long Beach, while being concerned over the 
effect of this decision upon its Citizens, was primarily interested 

in the matter of loss of conjunctive billing and the fact that it 

would increase the billing by an extra 14 per cent. The order herein 
will allow two years to correct this situation. 
Exempt Contracts 

On page 42 of E~~ibit No. 13 applicant lists 13 contracts 
to be exempted from any increase in electric rates and charges. 
These involve pri~rily energy interchange or special service to 
the following utilities and public agencies: 

California Electric Power Company 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
San Diego Gas and Electric Company 
City of Los Angeles. 
U. S. Department of Interior, Seouoia . . National Park 

\ve have considered this request and find applicant's proposal 
reasonable. It will be authorized. 
Rulings - Motions - Regulations 

In a proceeding as extensive as this one
l 

obviously it 

is not practicable to rule individually in this order on all the 

various points brought before us for consideration by the many 
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. letters, witnesses and parties. O~ ~bje¢tive has been to discuss 

and rule on those mat~ers which seemed of major importance in 

deciding the validity of applicant's request. However, broad 
consideration has been given to all requests though each may not be 

specifically treated herein. If the parties making individual 

requests are not satisfied with the broad treatment given herein, 

and have further cause for dissatisfaction, they should pursue the 

matter further by appropriate representation or application to this 

Commission. 

Likewise, during the course of the hearing-many- motions 

were made. It was possible to rule on most of them at the hearings. 
Any moti.ons left standing are granted where they are consistent with 

the findings and conclusions in this opinion and order; those not 

consistent are denied. 

. Applicant's rules ~~d re~lations are a part of its filed 

tariffs and to be consistent with certain changes being made by this 
order it may be ne cessary to cancel certain rules or amend others. 
This matter will be handled in one of the ordering paragraphs herein. 

The representative of the Califor!lia Fam Bur8au 

Federation requested that an inte~?rotive letter of the definition 

of use of terms in the existing domestic schedules be made a part of 

the rules and regulations or a part of the schedule itself. This 
letter deals with the definition of domestic farm service and limits 

the quantity of energy that can be taken thro~gh the farm operator's 

domestic meter where the farm operation is in fact "a commercial 

operation that should be on general service schedules. It could be 

that the new termin~l rate level of 1.3 cents per kwhr will automati-

cally limit this situation and the large farm operator ~~ll find it 

more advantageous to switch over to the genera~ service schedules. 
If applicant still desires to retain this interpretation regarding 

the new rates it should file an appropriate rule and regulation. 
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Summary of Rate Changes 

The following table shows the increase authorized by the 
order herein based on the 1954 estimated sales adopted herein: 

Item -
sales 

Thousand 
Kwhr 

Revenue 
at Present 

Rates oJ 

In- Rev. per 
Revenue crease Kwhr ~ 
Increase Ratio Increase 

Domestic Service 1,915,773 $56,406,700 $ 837,000 
Genfl. Service(l ~) 1,079,624 29,419,200 637,000 
GenTl. Service(3 ~} 3,039,$77 22,$69,100 2,931,000 
Street Lighting 114,123 2,552,200 294.000 
Heating & Power 30,13$, 640;900 61,600 
Power - General 753,659 13,303,400 1,042,000 
Power - Agri.& Pump., 1,125,759 13,433,600 1,463,000 
Power - Muni. rump. 58,523 600,000 69,000 
Pwr.&Light-Oil Field 41,919 541,400 98,000 
Power - Railway 120,000 852,000 157,000 
Resale 240,500 1, 771, CIOO 109,000 
Other Utilities 6,630 340,000 * 
Standby 60 3,800 400 
"Specials" 195,063 1;609,;00 221 1000 
Vernon 811 t 820 6; 66~; 200 111~ i 000 

Total 9,533,468 15 ,00 ,000 9~3 ,oCO 

1.48% 
2.17 

12.$2 
11.52 
9.61 
7.8.3 

10.89 
11.50 
18.10 
18.43 
6.15 

* 10.5.3 
13.73 
3~.81 .$6 

* Sales to other utilities have been exempted 
in accordance with applicant's request. 

2.99¢ 
2.78 
0.85 
2.49 
2.33 
1.90 
1.32 
1.14 
1.53 
0.$4 
0.78 
5.13 
7.00 
0.94-
o.~ 1. 

In the above tabulation the effects of the authorized 

changes in zoning have been reflec~ed in the classes affected. This 
applies mainly to the domestic and general service (single-phase) 

and primarily accounts for the reduction from applicant's proposed 
increases to these classes. The differences in class revenues 

compared to those shown in Table No. 2 are due to shif"ting of 
customers and a more detailed segregation. 
Conclusions 

The State Constitution, the ?ublic Utilities Act and cognate 
statutes charge this Commission with the duty of regulating and 

supervising public utilities in such manner as to protect the public 

interest. In carrying out this responsibility we have carefully 

analyzed applicant'S ~perations and have adopted estimated operating 
results for the test year 1954 for rate-making purposes that represent 
higher revenue figures and lower expense figures, except for 
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deprecia~ion and taxes, compared to applicant's estimate. With a 

depreciated rate base 2.6 per cent lower and a net revenue 

approximately $1,000,000 higher, the current rate of return found 

by the Commissi~n is 5.20 per cent or 0.29 per cent greater than 
applieant's. 

After considering all of the evidence of record and the 

statements by the parties and giving weight t? the indicated approxi-
mate level trend in rate of ret;urn, it is found that a fair and 

reasonable ra~e of return for the future is 5.90 per cen~ and it is 

our finding and conclusion that an order should be issued inereasing 

the rates of applicant in the over-all amount of $9,$35,000. 

The problem of rate level and spread is of major 

importance. In spreading rates we have considered many faetors as 

heretofore indicated. During the many years since applicant's rates 

have been before us for a full review many changes in load character-

istics and service density have taken place. A complete revision 

in zoning practice is warranted. Likewise many irregular practices 

have developed over the years, SOCI~ of which have been ineorporated 
in contrac~s. Ult~mately these services should be billed on filed 

rates. Generally the applieant's power rates presently are on the 

low side and the domestic and lighting rates on the high side. The 

lower over-all percentage increases being given to the domes~ic and 
single-phase general service classes, in our opinion, will tend 

somewhat to eorrect this situation. We will not authorize an equal 

percentage inerease by classes as requested by SOnLe of the parties. 
The Commission hereby finds the changes in rates provided by 
Appendix A herein are just and reasonable. 

With regard to recent income tax law revisions, the appli-
cant has advised that it does not presently contemplate the exercise 
of any of the new optional provisions for calculating depreciation 
for income tax purposes which are included in the Revenue Code of 
1954 and has further advised that~Southern California Edison Company 
will undertake promptly to advise the Comoission if at any time in 
~he future it intends to avail itself of any of the provisions of 
Sections 167(b)(2), 167(b)(3) or 167(b)(4) of Revenue Code of 1954.~ 
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o R D E R -------
The Southern California Edison Company having applied to 

this Commission for an order authorizing increases in rates and 
charges for electric service, public hearings having been held, the 

matter havL~g been submitted and being ready for decision 7 

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

and charges authorized herein are justified ~~d that present rates 

and charges, in so far as they differ from those herein prescribed7 

for the future are ,unjust and unreasonable; therefore, 

IT IS HErtEBY ORDERED as follows: 

(1) Applicant is authorized to file in quadruplicate with 

this Commission after the effective date of this order, in conformity 

with the Commission's General Order No. 96, revised tariff schedules 

with rates, charges and conditions as set forth in Appendix A 
attached hereto, and after not less than five days' notice to this 

Commission and to the public, to make said tariff schedules 

effective for service furnished on and after September 13, 1954. 
(2) At the ti~e of making effective the rates authorized 

by Section (1) hereof, applicant may cancel the .existing schedules 

as set forth in Appendix D hereof and transfer the custo~ers to the 

appropriate new schedules generally applicable in the areas and for 

the type of service involved. 

(3) Applicant is authorized to increase rates applicable 

to service in the City of Vernon up to but not higher than the level 

of rates applicable in Zone No.1 territory, at an appropriate time 

after the effective date hereof, to be determined by applicant, by 

means of an advice letter filing in accordance with General Order 

No. 96. 
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(4) Applicant shall~ at the time of makin~ the new rates 

effective, a~end and/or cancel rules and regulations in conflict 

with the new schedules or provisions thereof 1 or those not needed 
after cancelling the existing schedules listed in Appendix D hereo£. 

In. addition, applicant shall reduce to rule form and file its 

interpretive letter regarding domestic farm service if it finds the 

same is still' warranted. Such filing and cancellation shall be 

accomplished by the advice letter filing, in accordance with 

General Order No. 96, containing the revised rates. 

(5) On the day of making new rates effective applican~ 
is authorized to increase the rate level of all special contracts, 

except those exempted herein, to the level of the most nearly 

applicable filed tariff schedule or sched~es~ and may negotiate for 

such other changes as requested in special c·ontracts as set forth on 

page 40 of Exhibit No. 13, except that where conjunctive billing is 

practiced, such practice will be terminated on October 1, 1956 unless 
sooner terminated by negotiation, by the expi~ation of the contract 
or by further order of the COmmission. 

(6) Applicant is authorized, on five days' notice to the 

affected customers after the effective date hereof, to place the 

service at other than filed tariff rates shown on page 41 of 

Exhibit No. 13 on the most nearly applicable filed tariff schedules, 
except where conjunctive billing is practiced such.practice will 

terminate on October l, 1956 unless sooner terminated by negotiation 

with the customers or by further order of the Commission. 
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(7) Applicant is not authorized to increase rates pre-

scribed by the following contracts: 

(1) 
( 2) 
(3 ) 
(4 ) 

~ g ~ b) 
(8 ) 
(9 ) 

(10) 
(11) 
(12) 
(13) 

Item -
U. S. Department of Interior 
Sequoia National Park 

California Electric Power Company 
Cslifornia Electric Power Company 
california Electric Power Company 
City of Los Angeles 
City of Los Ar~eles 
City of Los Angeles 
PaCific Gas and Electric Company 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
Pacific Gas and Electric Co~pany 
Pacific Gas and Electrio Company 
San Diego Gas & Electric Company 
San Diego Gas & Electric Company 

C.P.U.C. Authorization 
. or Date Filed 

11-14-52 (File 1314) 
Dec. 38628 (App. 27120) 
Dec: 45250 App. 27120) 
Dec. 45250 App. 27120 
Dec~ 46072 App. 32609 
Dec~ 453$6 App. 32020 
Res. E-79S, 2-17-53 
Dec. 41276 fApp.29071) 
Dec. 46073 (App.29071) 
(Fringe - Letter Agreements) 
Res~ E-759, 8-7-51 
D~c. 46461 {App. 32791) 
Res. E-772, 12-4-51 

Ca) Applicant shall revi se its zoning method in accordance 
with the plan heretofore outlined and shall continuously study the 

zoning system and file changes as soon as development warrants such 
chahges. In order to determine when area or city zoning should be 
changed applicant shall study and within 180 days after the effeotive 
date hereof submit a report showing: 

(a) minimum customer, density and location 
criteria for establishing rate zones, 

(b) minim~ customer, density and location 
criteria for rezoning of fringe areas and 
built-up communities, and 

(c) other improvements in zoning%ate design. ~ 
1'\ /" 

Applicant shall file rate ~aps for use i~ its tariff 

schedules showir& the zoning as provided herein and as set forth in 

Table No.3 and Appendices A and B. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 
after the date hereof. 

California, this J7th day 
of August 

Co:ml1ssio:c.ers 
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J.PPENDJX ;., 
Page 1 ot 44 

SCHEDULES A-l. -2, -3. -4. -5, a~d -6 
eitle~ Applic.'lbllity" and l"e!'crencc to Rules and Regul:.lti(.r.., rule! Specill 
Cond.ition~ to .lppe.:l.r on each !lc.'-l.cdu1e, excep~ as :l,l?tec! 1.micr Schedule 1.-6;] 

APPLICABILITY: 

This schcd.ule is .lpplicable t.CI sin51e-ph~~~ general Berrlce including 
li~tin& and ;.ower. 

RUL~ AND REGtlLf\TIONS. AND SPECllL OJNDITIONS: 
Thi" l!IchedlJ.le ie .suoject to the RuJ.ee c.nd R"1gulll.ti("Jr~ ane! to the Spec:1.a.l 

Cr'nc:1itiulW !ollo'll.'1Ilg: 

SPECIAL CONDITrQrJS: 

(a) Volt:lge. Uncle:- Bleck R.:l.te ;.. only the stand.e.rd lighting vol~ge will 
be ~pplicc.. Und.cr Dcme.nd. Rate Bone !ltanc!ax-d. Voltage, lighting or 
power, will be S'Jppliec. 

(b) R.-'lte Se1eetif1 n. "t.1here service i:l :ru.pplied at stMdJ\rC. lighting 
voltngc, oither Block &.te A or Dm.and Rate E will ap~ at the 
option of the custQmcr. 

(c) Connected Lo.<\c.. Connectc.'Ci powor 10M is the sutl or tho ratec. 
c.'lp.lcities of .oll Gf the cU:5to.::::er f s equipment, other than equip-
::lent tor lighting, thnt it i~ possible to connoct to the Co::IpC.nyTS 
lines ·~t tho 3.'ll!1e t.be, d.etermined to tho nearest. 1/10 hp. The 
rate.:. c.:I.pa.cit.y of the cu:stot:er' 5 equip::ent will be the ratea 
hcrsepcwer out.put n! ~~~ndard rated :~tors ~d the rated kilovclt-
a::pere input caPo.city of other equi:PQent, With each kil()volt-acpere 
of inPu.t considered equal to one horsepower ~ No~ly such rtlti..."'I.g~ 
will be based ~n the ~~~cturer:s rat~"'I.g as sh~wn on the ~ep18to 
0:- el~ewb.cre but my, at the option o! the Cor.:pe.ny, be based on te~ts 
or other reliable in!o~tion. 

(d) Billing Dezr~c!. Billing cie::a..."'I.cl sh311 be the k:i~owa.tts o! ~a.surcd 
maxicum demsnd but not less than 50% ot the highe:5t billing demand 
c::.tablished in the preceCing eleven ::lOnths. However, in no ee.se 
sr.all the billing c.er.:u:..."'I.c. be 1 e~s t~"'l 20 kw'. Bi' J :5 ng ~ems.nc! shAll 
be c.eter:l.ined to the nellrest 1/10 kw. 

(e) fuxi..."TIlm Del!L<ltld MeasUl"ment. The measured ~u:n. de:r.a.."'lc' in t';J.:D:S" munth 
shall be t.h e l:Ia.Xi.rmJ.::; Coverage kilowatt i."'lput, incli cat ed or recore.eC. 
by instrw:::.ents to be supplied by the CompclllY, during c.ny 15-minutc 
~etercC interval in the :onth. 

SCHEDULE A-l 

TERRITORY: 

Within the incorporated lir:dts of Bell, Beverly Hills, Hurltir.lgton Park, 
Long BeMhl MAywood, Sar.ta, MOnica., and South Gate. 

Within the ret.e areas o! Wfl.lnut Park, a.:nrl ~-r"!:)t Hnllywood" as more .tully-
de:lcribed. in the D~3~lp'!'S'-'rl £)£ RAt~ A~.,.. 
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S~rlEDULE A-l (Cont1nued) 

(A) BtoCK RATE 

Customer Charge: per metor per month ............... ~ ... SO¢ 
1i'..nerU Charge (to be added to customer charge): 

First 100 kwhr per meter per month .................. .3.4¢ per kvlbr 
ltext 400 kwhr per meter per month ••••••••••••••••• 3.1¢ per kwhr 
~~n 1,000 kwh%' per meter per month ................... 2.4¢ per kwbr 
Mer.. 1,$00 kflbr per meter ~ month .................. 2.l¢ per kwhr 
All e7.Cess kwhr per meter per month .................... 2.0¢ per kvlhr 

la!Wnum Charge: . Per Month 
!.ighting lI.tld. the first 3 hp or eo:c.nected povnoor lOA.d .... eo.SO per meter 
All over 3 hp or connected power load •••••.••.•••••••• 1.00. per hp 

(B) DEMAND RATE 

Customer and. Energy Charges: 
F'trst 150 kwh%- per month per kw or bj j J ing demand •• 
Next 150 k.vhr per month per kit 01" o1ll1:c.g dCmaJ:ld ... .w excess kwbr per month per kw ot billi:ag d.~ •• 

hliD!mum Charge: 
Firat 20 kw ot billing d.emand ••••••••••••••••••••• 
~rext 30 kN ot billing demand ••••••••••••••••••••• 
All ~eeS3 kw or b1ll1ng demand ••.•••••••••••••••••• 

SCHEDULE A-2 

Block Rate A 
1.2¢ per klnhr 
0.8¢ per kwhr 

Per Month 
$40.00 per meter 

2.00 per kw 
l.SO per kw 

Within the incorporAW limits of .A.lll.a:mbra., Compton, Cul~r City, Hawthorne, 
Hermo.sa. Beach, Inglewood, IAkQwOO'i, Lynwood." l~%lh.attan Beach, .Monterey Park, 
Redondo Beach, San Gaoriel, Signal Hill;! and South. ~aden.a. 

Withj,n the rate area.s of Bal.d:w".n auls, Compton-~wood, East Los Axlgeles, 
lennox" ~g Beach-Lakewood, and Monterey Park, as more fully described in 
Description of Rate A:rea!J. 

RATE : -
(A) BlOCK RATE 

Customer Charge: :per :eter per month. ••••••••••••••• 6O¢ 
Energy Charge (to be a.d.ded to customer charge): 

First 100 kwhr per meter per month ••••••••••••••••• 3_6¢ per kwhr 
Next 400 kw~ per meter per month ••••••••••••••••• 3.5¢ per kwhr 
Next 1,,000 kwh: per meter per month. ••••••••••••••••• 2.8¢ per kwhr 
Next 1, 500 ~br per meter per month .................. 2.4¢ per kwhr 
All excess kNhr per meter per month ••••••••••••••••• 2.1¢ per kwhr 

Minimum. Ch;rge: . Per Month 
Lighting and 'the first 3 hp ot connected power lo.tld •• ~.66 per ~ter 
All over :3 hop of connoc~d pO'vcr load •••.•••••.•.•••• 1.00 per hp 
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SCHEDcrIE A-2 (Cont.:i.nued) 

RATE: (Con tinued) -
(B) DEMAND RATE 

Custom.er a:ld Energy Cba.rge5: 
First l$o kwhr per month. per kw of Oil Hng demand .... Block Rate A 
Ni'lxt" 150 mhr per month per kw of b1J'; ng dom£ll:ld .. u 1.2¢ per klvhr 
All e:rooss kwhr per month per kw of billiZlg demaIld •••• 0.8¢perkw.br 

Mitl;xmun Ch:..rge: Per Month 
First 20 kw of biJ)i~g demand ••••••••••••••••••••. ~O.OO per meter 
Next 30 ~v ot b1J Ji ng demand ••••••••••••••••••••• 2.00 per kw 
All exe~s~ Krl or b~"1Dg d~d ••••••••••••••••••••• 1.SO per kw 

SCREDULE A-3 

'l'ERR!TORY: 

Within the incorporated lil::litc ot Arcadia" El Monte" El Segundo" Gardena." 
Mom'oV1a, Montebello" Newport B~a.e.h, Palo:;) Verd~~. &t.ll.te3" PO::ll.ona." San ~~:L"l.O 
San Fernando, San Mar1no, Santa. ~, San'tQ. Ba.rb~a" SierrA~" Torrance) 
Ventur~, ~~d r~ttier. 

Within all territory" incorporated .and. u:l.i.ncorporateci" of the MetropoliW:l 
rate area., as more i'ull:y deseri~d in the Description of Rate ~'" 1n whieh 
General Service Rate SeheduJ.e~ A-lar.d A-2 are not apr>licable. 

RATE: -
(A) BUlCK RATE 

Cu~tomer Charge: per m.eter per month ••••••••••••••• 70¢ 
Energy Charge (to be added to cus to:ce.r ch.xrge): 

First 100 kwh:- per meter per month .................. :3. 9¢. per krI.b:r 
Next 400 levhI' per meter per month. ................... .3.S¢ per kwhr 
Next 1,000 kwhr per meter per month .................. 3.0¢ per kwhr 
Next 1,500 krlbr per meter per month .................... 2.6¢ per kwhr 
ill exces:s kwhr per moter per month ..................... 2.2¢ per lGvbr 

Minimum Charge: Per Month 
Lighting and the first 3 hp of connected power load •• $0.70 per meter 
All over J hI' of connected power load l.OO per hp 

(B) DEliAND RAn: 
Customer a."d Energy Ch.:trges: 

Fir5t 150 kWhr per month per kw of 'biJ.Jjng demand ..... Block Rate A· 
Next l50 kWbr per month per kN ot oi J1 jng demand ..... 1..2¢ per kwbr 
ill excoss kWhr per month per kw' of billing demo.nd •••• o .. 8¢ per lavllr 

Uinimum Charge: Per Month 
F:i.rst 20 kw of billing demand ...... :............. ••• $40.00 per meter 
Next 30 ~ of b~JJing demand ................... 2.00 per kw 
All excess kW ot billing demand .................... 1.50 per kw 
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SCEE:)UIE A-lJ. 

TERRI'l'CRY: 

~ithin the incorporated limits of Brea) Buena Park~ Claremont~ Costa Mesa) 
Covina" D~lono, E . ."-:cter" Fullorton, Glendora .• H.;nford, ~suna Beach, La. Habra .. 
Lindsay, Ontario .. Orango, Oxnard, Pla.centia, Por~r'TnlE'l, R~lAnds .. Santa. Paula, 
Seal Beach, Tulnro, and V1.:salia. 

~: 

(A) BLOCK RATE 
Custo~r Charge: per meter per month ••••••••••••••• so¢ 
Energy Charge (to 'be added to customer cwge): 

First 100 lavhr per :ne~ per month .................... lJ..3¢ ~ kwhr 
Next 400 kiva per mew per month ..................... 4.0¢ per kwhr 
NeJ:t 1,000 l~hr per :neter per month .................... .3 .. 2¢ per kwhr 
N~xt 1,$00 kwhr per meter per month .................... 2 .. 8¢ per kwhr 
All exco:s ~hr per meter per month ................... 2.3¢ per k~hr 

Mi1ili::lu:n Ch3.:"ge: 'P~,,:, ~~e~t.h 
Lighting a:ld the fi:'st :3 hp of cor.neeted pewer 1oad .. $U.cC P.)l" meter 
All over 3 hp of co~ected power load ................ 1.00 per hp 

(:a) DEl'1A.ND RA'IE; 
C1.l.:5tomer and EnereY Charges: . 

First 150 kwh:' per month per lat of billing de:oo.nd ...... Block Rate .:.. 
l\ext 150 kr.hr per month per kN or billing demand •.•• 1 .. 2¢ per kwhr 
All excesc kr:hr per month per kN of billing dexaand ...... 0.8¢ per kwhr 

llinimun Charge: 
Firs t 20 kw ot billing demand 
Next 30 kw of billing demand 
All excess ~ of billing !ie~d 

......••.•.••....• 

.....•.•...••..... 
•....•..••.•...... 

SC!{E:DO'LE A-5 

Per Month 
$40 ~ 00 pel' meter 

2.00 per kr. 
1.50 per lat 

Within the incorporated limits of Beaumont, Chino, Fontana, FUlmore, 
Hu.'"l't1:lgton Beach, la Verne, Oja1, Port Hueneme, Tehachapi" Tustin, Upland" 
West Co~, and ':i"oodl.ake, 3.. .... 0. CUS~O::l.Cr3 served by': the company within the 
incorporated limits of Colt~~, Coron~~ Rialto ~~d Riverside. 

Within the rate areas of Carpinteria, E.!l.st San Bernardino .. East l'ulare .. 
Far:orsville" Lancaster, North Hantord, North Ve:lt\l!'a~ Pal.mdale, Porterville 
Suburban, Visalia Suburb;m, and the Northeastern and Southeastern rate areas 
excluding those area.s in 'Which a lO'1:er general service rate schedule applies, as 
more fully described in the Description of Rate Areas. 

, 
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SCHEDULE A-5 (Continued) 

RATE: -
(A) BUlCK RATE 

Customer C~So: per meter per month ••••••••••••••• 8$¢ 
En~rgj'" Charge (to be added to customer chl'lrge): 

F1r&t 100 ~hr per meter per month ••••••••••••••••• 4.6¢ per kw~ 
Next hoo ~hr per meter por month ••••••••••••••••• 4.3¢ per kw~ 
Next. 1,,000 k.'thr per J:leter per month •••••••••••••••.• 3.$¢ per kwh%' 
Next 1,,500 kwhr per meter per month ••••••••••••••••• 2.9¢ per krrhr 
All excess kwhr per meter !)et' month •••••.••••••••••• 2.4¢ per kwllr 

Mixl.i:arum Charge: Per Month. 
Lighting SJ:C. the fir:lt 3 hp of eo:nnect.ed. power loa.du$O.8'$ per ::leter 
All over 3 hp of connected powe!' load ••••••••••••••• 1.00 per IIp 

(:s) D~Ui.ND RAm 
Cust.omer a.."'l.d Energ:r Ch.arges: 

First. lSo kNhr PCI' mont!l per m ot bUling demaXld •••• Block Rate A 
Next 1$0 kwhr per ::l.onth per kr. of billing demam •••• 1.2¢ per kJ:hr 
All excess kwbr per month per k?l of bilJ.ing d~ •••• 0.81 per kwh:r 

Mi.."li::l'w:n Chs::ge: Per Month 
First 20 kiT of b:l JJ1ng demand .................... $40.00 per me~ 
Next 30 kw of billing de~d ••••••••••••••••••• 2.00 per kw 
All eXCess kw of bi111ng dc:::.ancl. ••••••••••••••••••• 1.50 per kw 

SCEEDU1..E A-6 
TERRITORY: 

~7it.hin the entirf' territory served by the Co1%!paDY in which General Service 
Schcd\ll~A-l ~o A-S, inclusive, £re ~ot applio&ble. 

RATE: 
(A) BLOCK RATE 

Customer Charge: per moter per month ••••••••••••••• 90¢ 
Energy Charge (to be added to customer charge): 

First. 100 kwhr per meter per month ••••••••••••••••• 4.7¢ per kwhr 
Next 400 kJlbr per ll'!eter per month ••••••••••••••••• 4.4¢ per la:hr 
Next 1,000 kwhr per m~te~ per ::l.onth ••••••••••••••••• 3.6¢ per l~hr 
Next lJ500 kwbr per meter per month. ................. 3.0¢ per l(Whr 
All excess ~lhr per meter per month ••••••••••••••••• 2.4¢ per kwhr 

Mi."limum Charge: Per !-Ionth 
!.igl:.ting and the first 3 hp of connected power load •• $0.90 pcr mete:-
All over 3 hp of connected power load ••••••••••••••• 1.00 per hp 

(:s) D~ RATE 

Cu~tomer and Energy cr~ges: 
First 150 levU per month per kll of bilJ.ixl,g dem.mi •• Block Rate A 
Next. l50 kwhr per month per k7r 0:: billi:lg demand 1.2¢ per kwhr 
m e."(cess ki'thr per l:l.onth per lev of b1lli."lg del::l3:ld •• 0.8¢ per kwhr 
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SCHEDUlE A-6 (Continued) 

M1n1mwn Chm'ge: Per Men th 
First 20 1a ... or bnJitlg d.emnd ................... $40.00 per meter 
Next )0 kw ot billing demac4 •••••••••••••••••• 2.00 p~ kw 
All excess kw of bi~ demalXl. ................... e. 1..50 per kvr 

[fo bo added to Special Condi tionts;; 

(t.) Seasonal Service. For cus'tcmers who norma.lly require service 
l'or only par'!; ot the ye~ ~ this sehedule is applicable on4r 
on annual eontraet. 
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SCEEDTJI.E A-7 

GENERA!. SERVICE 

APPLICJJ.BILITY' : 

Tnis schedule is applieable to three-phMe general. service inclUding pc>wer 
and lightj:ng. 
TERRITORY : 

Within the entire territory sen-ed. 

&.TE: -
Demand Charge: 

Fir~t 75 kw or less ot bi2ling demAnd •••••••• ___ . 
Next l2$ kw at billing demand ••••••• , •••••••••• 
Next 1,800 kw ot billing demand ••••••••••••••••••• 
Nex: 8~OOO kw of billing demand ••••••••••••••••••• 
All ~xcess kw of b1lling demand •••••••••.••.•••.•• 

Energy Charge (to be aclded to demand charge): 
First 15o kwhr per month per kw ot bi~ling dema.nd: 

. First 1$,000 kwhr per month ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Bal~~ce ot kwh: per =or.th ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Next l$O kwbr per month per kw ot oj) , i "g demand 
All execs:s kwhr per month per kw of billing demand. 

Minimum Charge: 

Per 1iontb. 
$7$.00 pGr ~t.er 

0.80 Pdr kw 
0.70 per kw 
0.60 per kw 
0.$0 per kw 

1 .. 7 ¢ per kwh%' 
0.9 ¢ per kwhr 
0.7 ¢ per kwhr 
0.5 ¢ per kwhr 

The monthly mjnimum Charge shall be the monthl7 demand eharge. 

RUlES ~\~ RBCDLATIONS,A.~ SPECIkL CONDITIONS: 

This SChedule is subject to the Rules and RegulatiOns, and to the Sp~cial 
Conditions tol:o~ing: 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

(n.) Voltage. Sorv1ce wlll be ~1.1r:>~'lied at cne standard. voltage. Service '1m alSo be s1.1pplied. under this :sehod1.11e ".t 120/208 volts 4-wire wyc 
whero: (1) written 4pplic~tion is :zr..a.c.e for such. service by the customer; 
(2) the customer's load is of such size :...s to req,\l.ire an ilxttvidu.a.1 
tr~former installation of not le:ss than )50 kva ot transformer 
capacity; (3) the eu::tomer provides space acceptable to the CODlpaxlY 
on his premise::: to accommodate the installation of the Comp~'s 
1'.lcili ties; am (1.) the customer guarantees not less tl:'l.:I.n 12$ kw of 
billing demand. 'lb.e foregoir:g requirements do not apply in areas 
where the Co~ maintain.s an a.C .. low voltage network system d 
where 120 and 208 volts are standard voltages. 

(b) Billing Demand. The bi 1 1j ng demand sMll be the kilowatts of measured 
~um d.omand outnot less than $0% of the highest bi'J1"g demand 
established. 1n the preceding II months. However ~ in no ease shall the 
billing demtld be less than 75 kw. Bi J.' i ng dema:c.d sh.aJ.l be determined 
to the nearest 1/10 kw. 



SCHEDULE A-7, (Continued) 

§PECI1I:L"~9~JTIC!-;S (Continued) 
( c) M.~x:i.mu1!l. Demllnd lieas'JX'elnent. The lnea.s\lX'ed ma.x:i.:Il:rom demand in a:rr.r mox:th 

sMJne--the ma.~mum avex-age kilovtatt inPl!t" indicated or recorded. by 
instr1JJl:.ents to be supplied by the Company" during art:! l5-minute metered 
:interval in the month" provided, however" that whenever such ltonth.Jy 
maxi..IcJ.::l demand has exceeded 400 kw for three consecutive months arld 
therc::I.tter \lntU it has fillen below 300 kw for l2 eo:c.secutive months, 
a 30-mi%lute interval will be used. Where the demand is intermit~or 
subject to violent nuctuations, a 5-minute interval may be used. 

(d) 

(f) 

(g) 

(h) 

Voltage Discount. The charges before power factor adjustment ~...ll b e 
reduced by 3% tor service delivered and metered at vol~es of from 
2 to lO ~j by 4% for service delivered :lnd :::et.ercd at volt.a.gos of from. 
1l kv' to ,0 kv'; am by 5% for service delivered alld I!l.ct.ered at voltag~ 
over ,0 k'1; except t.M.t when only one 'Q:-ansfO%'tlation from a. transmission 
voltage level is involved" 3. customer' n0X".Q3.lJ.y ent.itled to a 3% dis~unt 
Will be entitled to a lJ% discount. 
Pcwer Factor Adjustment.. Vfb.en the billing demand has ezeeeded. 200 lew 
for three conse~\l.tive mcntns, a kilovar-hour meter will 'be ixlstalleci as 
soon as practicaole am, there~ter, until the bj) l oj ng dqm:md has 'been 
less tM.n 150 kw for 12 conseeutive months, the charges will be adjus+.ed 
each month for the power factor as follows: 

The charges will be decreased oy 20 cents per kilowa.tt of 
::.oasured max:i.mu:::l demand and will be increased by 20 cents 
por kUovar of ;:,eaC"" ... !:~e c.e::.ar.c!..Rowever, in no case shall the 
kilovars used for the adjustment 'be less than one-fifth the 
number of kUowatts. 

The kilovaro of reactive dema.."ld. shall be calculated by 
multiplying the kilowatts of ~easured maximum demand by the 
ratio of the kilov.lr-hours to the kilowatt-hours. Demands 
in ki.lowa tts and kilov&:'s shall be determined to the 
nearest l/10 (0.1) unit. 1 ... ra.tchet deVice will be installed 
on the lcLlovar-hour meter to prevent its reverse operation 
on leading power factor~. 

l'emporar:v Discontinuance of Set'Vice. i'lhere the use of energy is 
seasonal or 1nterm1ttt'lnt" no adjustments will be made for a tempora.:t'7 
discontinu:mce of service. kny customer prior to resuming service 
within twelve months after such service was discontinued Will be 
required to pay all charges wbich would have 'been billed if service 
had not been discontinued. 
Off-Peak Demand.. Upon application 'rq the customer" aJJY kilowatts 
01' measured det:and. :in excess of 500 kvt occurring betwen the hours 
of 10:30 p.m. and 6:30 a.m. Pacific Standard Time.1 of the follOWing 
day) and on S'lXnd.ayS and the following holidays'T" New Years.1 Washington t s 
Birthday) Uemorial Day, Independence Day) Labor Day" Thanksgiving Day, 
and Christmas, will not be considered in establishing the biJJ:ing 
demand tor computing the energy charge, but will be considered :in 
establishing the bill..ing dema:ld for comput~ the demand. charge, 'b:f 
adding one half of the amo'lXnt th.a. t the off-peak demand exceeds the 
on-pe.lk demaxld, to the on-peak demand. 
Contracts. .rln initial tm-ee-yea: contract may be required where 
a.pplicant requires new or added serving C4pacity exceeding 2,000 kv3.. 
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SCHEDUlES D-l, -2:-3,-4,-5 ~d -6 

,£htle, App1icabUity~ and reference to Rules .and ReguJAtions to a.ppear on each 
schedule, exeept as ~hown for Schedule D-6:7 

DOMESTIC SERVICE 
APPLICABILITY: 

This schedule is applicable to s~le-J?b.a.se dOl:aotie oameo bcludixlg 
lighting, b.oa.tU.g, eoold.llg,. o.::C. poW'e:- or ecmb1:ca.t1on thereof' 
in a sinele-:f'amily a.ccommoda.tion; also to si."tglo-phA~ -il')ro"'I'\"'~1~ t.l¢ln. RQ.J.·v~.eG who~ 
supplied through the :f'~ operator':l domestic meter. 

Rums .AJ.'m REGULA'I'IONS: 

This sChedule is subjeet to the Rules and RegulatioIlS. 

(:rnuro i13:~ ~¥ n2 ~rCial coDditio:lS on these schedules except as shown 
-to'%' SehodulEl D-6;! 

SCl-lmiJLE D .. l 

!ERRITORY: 

Within the ineor:pora.t~d. limits of Bell) Beverly Hills, Huntington Park, 
tong ~ch" Maywood" Santa Uon1ea." and. South Catoe. 

1~1thin the rate areas ot \'l'a.lu'lt. Park ~ ~I'\~t Rollyw~> as more :f'ulJ.y 
describ~ in the ~cr1pt1on o~ Ra~ ~. 

Customer Charge: p~~ meter per month •••••••••••••••• 'o¢ 
Energy Ch.;u:ge (to be ~Med to eu.st.o~ charge): 

fu~t lJS kNhr per meter per month ........................... .3.4¢ per kwbr 
Next 60 kivhr per meter per mO:lth ...... " •• " ...... ".,," 2 .2¢ per kwhr 
Next 105 kwbr per meter per month .... " •• ".""."" ..... " 1.9¢ per kwbr 
ill excees kwhr per meter per month .. ""."." .. ".......... 1 • .3¢ per kwln'* 

.::. vVb.ere tb.e cu.stomer ha:> an electric water he ... ti:og installation 
con.:f'orming. to :aule and. Regu.lation No. 32, the rate for 
monthly usage between 210 kwhr and 660 kwbr is 1.0¢ per kwhr. 

M'iIliImlm Charge: 
The monthly x::iniJ::DJJ::l charge ~hall be the monthly customer charge. 

SCEEDIJIE D-2 
TERRITORY: 

Within the incorporated limits of Alhambra,7 Compton, Culver City" Hawthorne" 
Hermosa Beach" Inglewood, ta.ke'l':ood" Lynwood, ~ttan Bea.ch, Monterey Park, 
Red.ondo Bea.ch" San G.lbriel~ Signal F.i1l, and South Pasadena. 

Y!ithin the rate ~eas of .Ba.ldwin Hills, COl:lpton-~ood" East ~ Angeles~ 
lennox" Long Beach-I.o.kewood, and montere:r P3:!"k" as more tully described in the 
liescription of Rate Area.s .. 
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SCHEDum D-2 (Continued) 

Custacer Charge: per =eter per month •••••••••••••••• 6J¢ 
Energy Charge (to be added to custol:er charge): 

First L.$ kwbr per meter per month ................... 3.6¢ per kVlhr 
Next 60 krrh: per meter per month •••••••••••••••••• 2.S¢ per krlbr 
Next. lOS kwhr per meter per month ................... 1.9¢ per kWbr 
All GXceS6 kwhr per meter p!r month ................... 1.3¢ per kw~ .. 

. *" Ili'hore the customer has an electric wa.t.er h0.?ting i:lsta1la.tion 
conforming to Rule and Regulation No. 32" tbe rate for mon~ 
us~ge between 210 kwbr and 660 kwh%' is 1.0¢ per kwhr. 

Y.irJJ:l1: Ch3rge: 
The monthly minimum charge .shall be the month.ly customer charge. 

SCHEDULE D-3 

TER.1UTORY: 

Vlithin the incorporated limits of Arcadia" El Monte" El Segundo" Gardena, 
Monrovia" iiontebello, NeYlport Beach" Palos Verdes~~es, Sm:o~-:San Bomardino, 
San Fernando, S.l.."l Marino, Santa A.."la" Sant.l Barbara." Sierra Madre, Torrance, 
Ventura, 3l'ld Vihittier. 

Uit.'lin all territory" incorporated and u.n:L:lcorporated" of the ~etropolit.m 
rate area as more fully described in the Dc.:cription of Rato .krea.s, in Which 
Domestic Rate Schedules D-l and D-2 are not a.pplicable. 

RATE: . -
Customer Charge: per meter per month •••••••••••••••• 70¢ 
Enoree" Charge (to be added to custo!I!C!" charge): 

First L.5 kwhr per meter per month •••••••••••••••••• 3.9¢ per kwbr 
Next 60 kwhr per me tar per mon t."l •••••••••• '. •• • • • •• 2. 8¢ per kwh:' 
Next 10$ l(Whr per ~ter per month •••••••.•••••••••• 2.0¢ per kwhr 
All exee~s l~b: per meter per month •••••••••••••••••• 1.3¢ per kr.hr* 

.* Where the c-.:stomer has an elecu-ic water heating 1nsta.J..l.atioll 
coni'orming to Rule and ReguJ.~tion No. 32" the ra.te for monthly 
usage between 210 kwhr and 660 kwh%' 1.s 1.0¢ per kvrhr. 

Ydn:i.::n.un Char ge : 
The monthly minimum cb.lrge shall be the monthly customer charge. 

SCHEDULE D .. h 
TERRITORY: 

Within the incorporated 1im1ts of Brea, Bue:ca. Park, Claremont" Costa Mesa" 
Covina" Delano, Exeter" Fullerton" Glendora, Hanford" I.3..guD.a Beach, ta E'.a.bra, 
Lindsay" OntariO, Orange, O~d.1 Placentia, Porterville" Redlandz" Santa Paula, 
Seal .Beach" Tulare" and Visalia. 



... ' , .. 

:..P?OOIX A 
Page II of 4.4 

SCHEDULE D-4 (Con tiuued.) 
RATE.S: -

Custcmer Charge: per meter per month .................. SO¢ 

Energy Charge (to be added to customer charge): , 
First 4$ kwhr per meter per month ................... 4.3¢ per kwbr 
Next 60 kt':hr per meter per month ................... 3.1¢ per kwhr 
Next lOS kwh%' per meter per month .................. 2.0¢ per kwbr 
All excess kwl:lr per meter per month. ....... ' ............ 1.3¢ per kvthr-ll-

* ilhere tho customer has an electric water heating ~talla.tion 
con.t:orming to Rule alld Regula.t1on No. 32~ the rate tor mon~ 
lWago between 210 kwhr aDd. 660 kwhr is 1.0¢ per kwh%" .. 

Min:iJn1Jlll. Charge: 
!he mont~ m1nimuln charge shall be the monthly customer charge. 

SCEEDUIE D-$ 

TERRITORY: 

Within the incorporated limits of Beaumont" Chino" Fontana." Fi1l:more" 
Huntington Beach" La. Verne, Ojai" Port Hueneme" Tehachapi" Tustin, Uplal:d" 
West Covina" and 11oodlake.t and custo:;l~rs se!"Ved by the COJlPany within the 
incorporlted limits or CCl.lton, Corona., Rialto and Riversid.e. 

Within the rate areas of Carpinteria" East San Bernardino, East 1Ulare, 
Farmersville, Lancaster, North Hanford, North Ventura, PalmdaJe" Porterville 
Suburban, Visalia Sub\1X'ban, and the Northeastern am Southeastern rate areas 
excluding those areas L~ which a lower domestic rate schedule applies l as more 
fully described i.~ the Descri,tion of Rate Areas. 

~. 

CUstomer Charge: per meter per month ••••••••••••••• 85¢ 
Energy Charge (to be added. to c'I.Wtomer charge): 

First 45 ~hr per meter per month ••••••••••••••••• 4.6¢ per kwhr 
~~xt 60 ~hr per ::eter p~r mo:~"'Vb. ....................... 3.3¢ per kwhr 
~ext 10$ kNhr per ~eter ~er mo~th ••••••••••••••••• 2.1¢ per kwhr 
All excess kwhr per :::let.er ~er month .................... 1.3¢ per kwhr* 

'II- \,iheI'c t!'le customer has an electric wa;ter heating installation 
cc!l.tormi.."lg to Rule a:o:l Regulation No • .32" the ra.te ror monthly 
us:'9;e betv:een 210 kwhr and 660 kwhr is 1.0¢ per ki'mr. 

Mi."l.iI::m:n Cha!' ee : 
lbe mo~th.ly minimum charge shall be the montl:.ly customer charge. 

SCHEDULE D-6 
TERRITORY: 

Within the entire territory served by the cOmpaIlY i:l which Domestic Rate 
Schedule~ ~l, .. to ... ~YJ~~ivc~ .are·~no:.:.. . .a¢;nld.~J...e:.t. ~,'Ct-':""-•• :~. 
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SCHEDULE n-6 (~) 

Customer Charge: per meter per month •••••••••••••••• 90¢ 
Energy Charge (to oe added to customer charge): 

First 4S kwr: per meter per .month •••••••••••••••• 4.7¢ per kwhr 
Next 60 kwhr per meter per month. •••••••••••••••• .3.4¢ per kwhr 
Next lOS kwhr per meter per montn •••••••••••••••• 2.l¢ per kwh: 
All excess kwhr per meter per month •••••••••••••••• 1.3¢ per kw~~ 

* Where the customer has an electric wa.ter hea.ting installa.tion 
contondng to Rule and Regu.lation No. 32, the rate for monthly 
usage between 210 kwhr and. 660 kwbr is 1.O¢ per kw'hr. 

ltlnj renIn ~ eo: 
The monthly mto1mllm charge shall be t...i.c mon~ customer charge. 

RULES AND REGUIATIONS, Ju'm SPECIAL CONDITION: 

This schedule ~ oubject to the Rules ~ Regulations and to the Special 
Condition following! 

SPECIAL CONDITION: 

(a) Seasonal Service. For 5Ulllmer cottage customers a:xi others Who 
norma.lly require service for only part. of the year 1 this schedule 
is applicable only on anaual contract .. 
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SCHEDULE !M 

DOMESTIC SERVICE 
v.utTI-FMlILY AC~ODATION 

APPLICABILITY: 

This sch.od.ulo is o.ppli~'blo to dO%:lOst1c servico illoludirlg lighting, ho~ting" 
cooking, o.nd poYor uso or eom.bino.t1on thoreot in 0. multi-to.t:dly c.ceomoda.t1on on 
a singlo pracisos. 

TERRITORY: 

Within the entire territory served. 

~: 

(A)~-familY accommoda.tion where there are one or more separate structures 
.served throu,gh a. single metGr. 
!he ra.te ot the single-family domestic rate ::schedule" applicable to the 
territory in which the multi-tamily aec~~ation is located" ~hall be 
ad.ju.sted. a:: follows: 
Cu~er Charge: • • . • • . • . • • . • • • • No adju~ent 
Ener:gy Charge (to be a.dded. to customer charge): 

The kilowatt-hours tor all blocks·' shall be multiplied by the. 
number of single-family accomQodations on the meter. Where 
the water heating rate is applicable" the block of 450 kwhr 
~hall be multiplied. by the number of single-ta.mil:r accommodB.-

. tiona receiving such service. 
Min1m~ Charge: • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • No adjustment 

(B) Optional rate for multi-farr.ily accommodation served through B. single meter. 
The rate of the gonerDol semce rate schedw.os" single-pba.so or thrce-pM-'C" 
applicable to th~ territoZ'7 in wr.ich the multi-:Ca.m:Uy a.ccommodation is 
locc.ted. 

mrs AND smU1A.TIONS, AND SPECIAl. CONDITIONS: 

.. This sched.ule ~$Ubjcct to the Rulc~ and Regulation and to the Spec:Lal 
Conditions £ollcw1ng~ 

SPE'ClAL CONDITIONS; 

. (a.) 

(b) 

&-...a.sonal 5eM'ice. For S1.lJmner cottage customers and others who :c.omal.J.:r 
require service tor only ~rt of the yoar, thi~ seheciuel is applj..ca"cle 
only on annual contract. 
R.lte "B". All special conditions of the a.pplicablo general service rc.te 
3Ched.ule~ a.re appl.i~blc to service tmder this ra.te. 
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SCHEDULE H 

APPLICABILITY: 
Thi~ ~ehedule 15 applicable to hea.ting ~e.-vice with or without other power 

oervice. 

TERRITORY: 

Within the entire territory zerved. 

~: 

~ergy Charge: 
Fir:st 150 kwhr per montl'}, but :lot less than 

50 kwhr per mO:ltr.. per hp or other power lOAd...... 3.;zi per kwh: 
All excess kwhr per month ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2.0; per k~hr 

l'dni.mu.tr. Charge: 

Per kw of conn~ct~ heating load •••••••••••••••••••• 
Per hp of connected other power load •••••••••••••••• 
The total :lini...-um charge shall not be less tr.An ••••• 

RULES AND RECUt..tTIONS, A~TD S?ECIAL Cm,!DITIONS: 

Per ~nth 
$ 0.45 

1.00 
3.50 

This ~chedule is subject to the Rules and Regulations and to the Spocial 
Conditions :rollowing: 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

(a.) !!ib:ta...&:.. Service wi 1 be ~up'plied at one stand.ard. power voltage. 
NoI':-.l.?Uy only single-pha.se service .... 1.11 be supplied; however 
thret·-phas e serv:.ee may be supplied. where the eusto:ner' s resistance 
heating equipment requires three-phase service. 

(b) Connee't.cd toa.d. Heating load will 'be the conneeted. load. ot 
reS:l.c't.ance heati."lg and cooking cquiproont. Other power lOlld. will bo 
the connected load of a.ll other power o~ipmcnt including inductive 
hoatil'lg. Connected load. is tho :sum or the ra.ted capacities of all 
or the custo:erfs equi~:ent that it is possible to connect to the 
Compc...V':I linc~ at tho sa:1e ti:ne, dctcrmil'lec. to the nearest 1/10 .kw 
tor heating lo.';l.c. 3.nd 1/10 hI' for other power load. The r~ted. 
capceity of the customer's other power ~pment will be the rated 
horsepower output of 3tan~d rated motor~ and the rated kilovolt-
ampere itll'ut capacity of other cquip!:lent, with e~ch k1lovolt-ampere 
of input cOll!lid(.>red equal. to one hor:lepowcr. Normally such ra.ting~ 
.... 'i.ll be base<! on the ::lZ:l.."'luf'aeturer 1 s rating as shown on the nameplate 
or elsewhere but ::J:J.Y, a.t the option of the Company" be ba~ed. on tcst:5 
or other reliable ~"'lformation. 

(c) T Reduction of Connected. tosd.. Where tho use of energy i~ 
sca:lo· or intcrxut:tent" no ad.ju~,.tmen.t 'Will 'bo :lad.e for any tompora..."7 
reduction of connectce load. An7 customorre~ ~e~ce 
on such connected load within twelve ~onth~ otter it was disconnected 
will be required. to pay.w charges which wc·uld Move boen eilled it 
the tempor~ry reduetion of eOMected lo3.d. h~ not been mado. 
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SCHIDJLE IS-l 

LIGHTING - STREET AND HIGHWAY 
COMPA.'IT-oWNED SYSI'EM 

This schec!ule is e.pplica.b1e to :.treet and highway·lighting service supplieci 
from overhead lines where the Company owns a..."ld. =a.inta.i.n.s the street lighting 
equipc.ent. 

TER.UTORY: 

Within the entire tomtory served. 

IA:p Size & Typo 
PAte Per Lamp P~r MOnt~ 
~l Night Service 

1,000 lJ.:.men Inc.lnd.e3cent 
2,500 lumen Incande5cent 
4,000 Lumen Incandescent 
6,~ Lumen Incandescent 

10,000 Lumen In~de3cent 
15,000 L\lmen Incandescent 
10,000 !.u:nen Sodium Vapor 
20,000 Lumen Mer~ Vapor 

RULES AND REGUUTIONS z A.ND SPECIAL CO~-nITIONS: 

$1.65 
2.55 
3.15 
3.90 
5.30 
7.50 
6.05 
7.10 

This 3chedule is subject to the Rules and Regulations nne. ~o the Spe~ial 
Condition~ tollo~: 

SPECD,L CONDITIONS: 

(a) Standal"d FguiE?cnt Furnished. Bra.cket or ma:lt .:u-:: construction will 
be turnish"d. ~'here !ea~ible with existing fa.cilities" center 
suspension construction r:.ay be furnished. Enclosed lumenAires w-..i.ll be 
!urnished for lamps 01' 2500 lumen3, or larger, ~d open reflector 
lighting uni~ will be furr.ishcd for l..."\mps or 1000 lumens. Such 
standc.rd lighting equipoont will be .:lttachcd. to wood poles. 

(b) Other Than Standaj."d Eguimmt. Where the customer requests the 
insta.lla.tion or other than the standard equipnent i\u"nished. by' the 
Company and such requested equipment is a.cceptable to the Company, the 
Company will 1nsto.ll tho requosted. oquipment proVided the CUo5tomor 
o.groos to a.dvn:c.eo tho ostw.tod. dittorcneo in cost installed botwcn 
such oquipmont and stondtlrcl oquipmont. Advancos mc.do for this purposo 
-.rill ::lot bo ro!'undod. Fc.ci1itios 1n!3tallcd in connoction with such 
o.groomonts bocomo and ~ tho solo property 01' tho Company. For 
existing installo.tiorlS of stool polos, owed by tho Compc.ny, whore Co 
monthly rontru. cb.:lrgo ms boon mdo, sllid ront.:U \dll bo continuod for 
0. poriod of 60 months from tho dc.to of commonoomont or oa.oh such 
rontD.l~ a.t ~ monthly eMrgo of $1.50 por stool polo por month. At tho 
ond of such por1od sueh c.ddition.::.l cha.rgo~ lJ1ll be discont:1nuoci. 
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SCHEDULE ts-2 

LIGHTIN~ - STREET ~~ HI~~~Y 
CUS~ER-OWNED INSTALLATION 

This schedule is s.pplioab14!l 'to servioe ~or t.h.e l.:1.ght.ing o~ et..:t"eot.:!I,. 
h1ghW~ I ~d. ether publlc thOro1.l.ghte.re:s where the C'll$tO:l.tr owns tce street 
lighting eCiulp:1ent. 

TERRITO'F:! : 

Within the entire territory 3eI"'teC.. 

(J..) Enere:7 Charge: 
(1) Metered Rate: 

First 1;0 kwh:- per month per lew ot lamp lo~d 
All excess kwhr per mentA. pe:- kw or lamp load. 

2.701. per kwh:' 
O.65P per l .. :whr 

(2) Flat Rat.e: All Night Midnight 
Service Service 

For ea.ch kw of lamp load $6.10 per I:lOnth $4.50 per month 

(B) Maintenance Charge - Optional: 
In addition to the energ:]' chargo 

Per ~E Per MOnth 
I.a.mp Series l'JUl dale 

Midn.1.,5ht RD.ting All Night Yddnight m Night 
I.umcn~ . !A:np 'IYpe Service Service Service se~ce 

1 .. 000 Incandescent Group Replacoment $ /).25 $ 0.20 i 0.20 $ O.lt 
2 .. 500 Incandoscent Group Replacement 0.33 0.25 0.22 0.19 
4 .. 000 Incande3cent Group Replae~ent 0.37 0 .. Z7 0.3::" 0.2k. 
6 .. 000 Ineancie3cent Group Repl~c~ent 0.46 0.31 0.42 0.2' 

10,000 Incandescent Group ReplaCeI:lcnt 0.62 0.40 0.1.3 0.30 
l5 .. ooo Incandescent Group RerL~eement 0.70 0.44 0.94 0.56 
10,000 Sodiuc Vapor 2.55 2 .. 55 2.55 2.55 
11 .. 000 Mercury Vapor l.80 1.80 1.80 1.80 
15,000 Mercury Vapor 1.20 1.20 1.20 ..1.20 
20,000 Mere1JX'1 'Vapor 1.S5 1.S5 1.85 1.85 

.RtJ1.ES Alo.'D REGULA TrONS r AND SPECIA L roNn !TIONS: 

'!'his schedule i: subject to the Rules ane. Regulaticns ane. to the Special ' 
Conditions following: 



• I • I 

oA.?.PENDn A 
Page 17 01: 44 

SCHEDULE tS-2 (Continusdl 

SPECIAl CONDITIONS: 
(a) OwneI§hip of FAe1l1t1~ 

(1) For series systems the CO%llp8JlY will f'urn1sh aJ:ld lIl8.1nta:1n CO:lS'tant. 
CU1"l'ellt regulating ~rormers aDd deliver service at the 
seconda.."";1 dde of such transformers. For multiple systems the 
CompaIlY' will deliver service a.t the standard lightiDg'voltage. 
DeliveI'j" to the eustomerts SY8tem -.r.Ul 'be at a. point or pointS 
mutually agreed. upon. 

(2) The customer \1Ul :£'urn1sh and maintain a.U utilizs.t:1."n equ:ipmetrt 
beyond the point of delivery except tor I!l&inte%l8llce service 
provided 'by the 9~ in aecorQanee with Special Colldi tion (e). 

(3) Meter loc:e.t1ons tor s~"r1es sy.rt.ems shall be on the pr:LmarY supply 
circuit to the COMt911t current regulat1Dg traJ::r,s:£'ormers at the 
Comptl.%lY substation or other central point aec:epte.ble to the 
Co~. Meter loca.tions for mULtiple systems ~ be at points 
mutually agreed upon. 

(b) Lamp Load. Tbe lamp load for regular (general purpose) mUltiple :1n¢8:Cdes-
cent lamps shall be the manutaeturers t lamp re.ting in 'Watts. 
The lamp load. in 'Watts for 1tlmen rated street lighting lamps shall be 
tlS tollews: . 
Lumens:~ ~ L.Q.QQ ~ ~ ~ 10,00;0 11.000 15.000 29·000 Z"OQO 

Ineandescent ' . 
SeX'ies-

Reg\llax- Watts: 42 57 
Senes-Group 
Replacement U 

M\1l t1ple St. 
l.ight1ng 

Multiple-
n 

44 -
55 -

58 -

65 152 

85 175 

92 189 

210 .3l0 755 

220 ,25 

370 575 soc 

295 IJ)5 860 Group 
Repla.cement " 

MsX'e\ll'Y' Vapor: " - 292 447 447 
SWi~Va~ " ~2 

1,2'75 

Total lamp load. shall be detel'mined. to the noa.rest 1/.1.0 lev. 
(e) Maintenance ~mee. Ma1nte:canee service 1"ur.Dished by the Compa,DY U%Zder 

Rate (B) for the lamps spee1f'ied shall inelude the :f'ollO'ldllgs 
(1) -Renewal ot lamps e.1'ter the origiDal in5tollation by the customer. 
(2) Regular inspection. 
(3) Periodic cleaning of: globes. 
(4) Labor of re;pla~ lamps cl globes. 

IDeandescent l8lllp:s f'ul"nished. UDder this provision w:Ul be group replace-
ment 18I!lPs oDly. _ Globes ror renewol shall 'be f\J.r:cishod by' the customer. 
Maintene.nee service will 'be :£'ur.cished. only where, in the opinion of the 
Compa.%lY, no undue bt.'.zard or expense \dll reNt because of l0C4tion, 
IIlountil:lg height, or other roa,sO:rl8 .. 

(d) Switching FacilitieS!. For all Doigb.t or midnight ~erv1ee under the Compe.nyta 
standard operating schedUles, the Company 'Will turmsn, ma.1nta1n, e.rd 
operate the neeesS8l"Y switeh.ing fac1lities. For other operatiIlg schedules, 
the customer shall furnish, wntain, s.nd operate S'Witehing f'ae1lit1es as 
spee:1!'1ed by the Com.pelXY 4lld take metered service under Rate (A) (l). 
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POWER - GE~RAL 
CONNECTED LOAD BASIS 

APPLICABUITY : 
This schodule is applicable to general powr service. 

TERt.'UTORI : 

Wi thiu the enti:ro territor,{ :served. 

~: 

Epersy Ch,tgg 
To be Added. to the Service Charge 

Sarvieo Charge Cen~ per 6'wbr 
ROX'3opowr of First 100 k-wb:C" Next 100 kWllr All over 200 l<Whr 
~~~'1d. . .L~ P-'t .h'!).-lj~~ P,: hE Wr Month Por hp per Month Pet:' hp per Month 

2 to 4.9 0.75 2.7 1.2 0.$ 
5 to 9.9 0.70 2.:3 1.2 0.8 

10 to 24.9 0.65 2.0 1.1 o.a 
25 to 49.9 0.60 1.7 1.0 O.S 
50 B.rId over 0.55 1.5 1 .. 0 0.8 

M1 n'Smum Charge: 
The monthly mjnjl'!!llDl cho.rge shall be the monthly :serv1ce charge. 

RULES AND REGULATIONS! AND SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 
This sched\lle is subject to the Rules and. Regulations and to the Special 

Condit1ons following: 

SP£CIAL CONDITIONS: 
(a) Voltage. Service will be suppliee at one standard. poYer voltage. 
(b) Connected Loa.d. Connected load is the e'i.lm of the rated capacities of ell of 

the customer's eCiuipment that it is possible to connectto the Com.pa.nyts 
lines at the same tiIne 7 determined to the nearest 1;J.0 hp. In no case 
wUl charges be based on less than 2 hp. The rated capac1ty of the 
e~tomor' s equipment v.Ul be the rated horsepower output of ste.nde.rd rated 
motors and the rated ldJ.ovol t-ampere input captlei ty of' other equipmont7 
with each kilovolt-ampere of input considered equal to one horsepower. 
Normally such ratings will be based on the ma:nu1"acturer f s rating as show 
on the nameplate or elswhere but 1!JIXY~ at the option of the COmpG.IlY7 be 
based on tests or other relia.ble infor.cat1on. 

(0) Overloaded Motors. Whenever, upon test~ any motor under ncrcal operating 
conditions is found to be delivering more than llS per cent of its capacity 
IlS indicated 'by its :oomeplo:te rating, the CompaIIY my disregard the name-
plate ra.ting am base its obar~s upon the output as cslcW.ated from test. 
Any motor which is billed on a basis in excess of its nameplate rating in 
aceorda.nce with this special coDdition shall be tested each yeu therea.fter 
or upon notif'iCll. t10n 'by the customer of a. per.manent cha.nge in operating 
eoMitiol'lS. 
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SCHEDULE P-l (Coptinued) 

~~:r.4-~~rmIT:t;ONS C<lont1nyAdl.: 
(d) r~o.nt~QL~e.tger Connected L2,d. Arr:y customer 'fNJ.Y obte.1n the rlltes 

ror 0. larger co:cnected load by guar8lltee1l:lg the service charges lLIId 
energy ~ges app11ea.ble to the larger comleeted load. 

(0) Temp0t'Y'Y Reduction of Connected toad. Where the use or energy is 
seasoIlBl or 1nterm1 ttent, no adj~tment will be made ror s:tJy temporary 
roa:uct1on or co:cnected load. Arts cu.stomel' :r~ service on ~eh 
connected load within twelve montb attar it was d1aCOllllected,w:Ul be 
req,u1red to pay all charges "'llich 'WOuld have 'been billed if' the temp¢ra.ry 
reduction or collllected loe.d had not been made. 

(f') X-ra.y Insta11A.t1ons. Where a med1w. X-ray 1n:Itallation is served from 
tramlf'ormer capacity l'GqU1red to sene other 1oo.d, the rated capacity 
of' the X-ray installa.tion wUl be 3 hp. Where the Compe.tIY installs the 
transformer capacity l'eq,ueated 'by a. customer to Serve sepsre.te1y an ~ray 
1:ostallat1on, the rated capacity or the X-ray 1l:lstellat10n wU1 be that 
or the 'transf'or::cr 1nstelled. Each :CUovol t-ampere of such tro.ns1'Ol'mel" 
capacity 'WUl be considered equal. to one horsepower. 

SCREDULE P-2 

APPL IC@!tITY: 

This sched:ule is applicable to general }:Ower sem.ee. 

TERRITOR! : 
Wi tl:Wl the entire terri '\:017 servad .. 

~: 

Demand Charge: Par Mouth 
First 25 lew or los~ ot b1Jl1ng demand $25.00 por meter 
All excess lew of billing dec!Uld . $ 0.60 per kv 

En$rgr Charge (to be added to d.e:~c! charge): 
First 150 kwh por month por lew ot' bi" 1"g 'demand: 

First ',000 k'.tbr por month 
All excess kwhr p3r month 

Noxt 150 kvbr par month par kw ot biJJing dOlllAZld 
All exee5s kwbr por ~ntb per kw of b1111ng domtlDd 

M1'romum Chargo: 

1 .. 60¢ per kwbr 
1.2;¢ por kwbr 
O.S5¢ par kwh:-
O.6;¢ por kw:br 

The monthly' m1%limum ebargo shall be tho molltbly dcm:aDd cba:go. 

RULES AND REGULATIONS. AND SPSc:trJ, CONDITIONS, 
This scbedulo is subjoct to tho Rulos and RogulatioDS and to tho Special 

Co.o.1 tiollS follow1l:lg: 
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SCHEDULE P-2 C'Continuod) 

·e 

SPEClt~ CONDITIONS: 

• I. 

{a.) Yoltnen • SOrvico W"ill be cupp110d o.t ono atc.ndad lXlW'er voltc.gO. 

(b) Billing Don'l.nd. Tho billi:og domc.nd shell be tho kiloW'o.tts of mowu.""Od 
mcx:imum dOma:ld but :cot 10130 than 50% of tho highest '0111 ':J8 dom:l.tld 
ostablishod in tho procodizlg eleVOl:. tlOnths. lio'loTover, ir. DO CIlSO shall 
tho b:!.J1:1ng dOlllll:J.d bo 10s:3 then 25 k'IoT. 'SiJHng ~d sbe.ll bo do'torm.iuod 
to tho noarost 1/10 kw. 

(e) ~ml'n'lll':'1 Dom"tnd MOf'.p'!lt9rngn:ti.. Tho :coa-surod =~.::o:c. dOI:lOlld in ::my :month 
:holl bo tho ~ a.voro.go kllo'Jo.tt il:.~, ind1co.tod or rocordod by' 
lr.s'\:.ro:conts to bo supplied by tho CO:l~, dur1::lg tJZq l~to :otorod 
in1'.orr...l. in tho !:lOnth. Whore domc.:ld is intor.::l1ttcnt or subjoct to 
V1olortt i'luc:ta.:.t1ons, .~ ~1nnto irrtorval m,- bo usod.. 

Cd) T~':'Clp;rr"·n '21~XQr;tin'!l".l'leo or Sorvi.s:o. Whoro tho \:so of onorz.7 is soasoncl 
or intomi ttcnt, :co lldjust::l.onts will bo :lC.d.o for a. tol:lporory diseontil:t:anco 
of service. A:tt:I custoI:lOr %'es'..l..':l.i.ng service witi-.i.."'l twelve months 
c.ttor :lueh sOrvico .... o.s di:continuod THill be roquiroe to pc.y 'c.ll eho.rgos 
..... h1eh "IoI'ould hAvo boon billod tt sorvieo ho.d !lOt 'boo: discontinuod. 
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SCHEDULE PA-l 

POWER-AGRICULWRAl AND PUMPING 
--- CONNECTED LOAD BASIS 

Thi~ schedule i~ .o.pplicsble to power ee:-."ice tor general agricultur~ purposes 
or tor general water or sewerage pumpir~. 

TERRITORY : 

Within the entire territor,y ~erved. 

Ener~ Char,lt9 
To be ~ded to the service Charge 

~rviee Chllr;:e Cents 'Oer kwhr 
t.orsopower ot First 1000 kwhr Next 1000 kwhr All ove:- 2000 kwh%" 
~~j:.9~~5i __ .. _~e_l'.h~.....P!tr_~~!'l...r_~~.r_rJ:l..J:?9_r Y~r ?er--Dp~r Year Per hp p9r Y~r 

2 to 4.9 $ 8.00 1.7 0.75 0.57 
5 II 14.9 7.00 1 .. 5 0.75 0.57 

15 II 49.9 6.50 1.4 0.75 0.57 
50 IT 99.9 6.00 1 • .3 0.75 0.57 

100 end over 5.50 1.2 0.75 0.57 
l-iinit:lum Clmrge: 

'!'he an."l.ual mir.imum charge ~ha.ll be the a.nnual service charge. 

RULES A1'D REGULATIONS. A."ID SPECIAL CONDITIONq: 

Thi~ schedule is subjoct to the Rules D.nd Regul~tion:; a.nd to the Special Con-
ditions following: 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

(.0.) VOltage. Service will be zupplied o.t one st.?ndArd power voltage. 
(b) Connected loa.d. Connectod load is the S1Xll of the rilotcd eap3.cities of ill 

of the customer! s equipment tMt it is pos:3iblo to con.."'lect to the 
Compa."lY's lines at the sc.me title I determined to the neare~t 1/10 hp. In 
no caso will coorges be based on lees than 2 hp. The ratod. cc.po.citY' 01.' 
tho customer'" equipment will be tho r.:l.tcd horsepower output or etandard 
ra.ted motors ol:lCl. the rated kilovolt-ampere input c.:l.pa.city of other equip-
ment, with each kilovolt~pere or input considered ~ to one horse-
power. Noxm.lly such ratings will be based on the mnu.facturer' 3 rating 
.!:\.s shown on the nameplate or elsewhere but m3.Y'1 a.t the option ot the 
Company, be bC5e~ on tests or other reliable 1nfo~tion. 
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SCH.?1.mu: PA-l (Continued) 

• 

SPE~90~~ITIONS(Continued) 

(c) 

(d) 

, ) .0 

(1') 

(g) 

Overloaded Motors. Whenever, upon t~3t, ar.y- mot,:,r 'Ul'ldor no~l operating 
conditions is found to be dcliverins more than 115 per cent of its 
capacity a.s indiC.ltcd by its nnmepl.'lte rat1r.g, the Co:nplny' m4Y de~regard 
the n.:lJ:lCplc.tc rating and 'oo.sc its cr.,3.rges upon the output a.s calculated 
fNm test. MlY motor which is billed on a. oosi5 in excess of its name-
plate r~ting in acco~ce with this speci~l condition s~ be testcd 
e~ch yc~r thereafter or upon noti!i~tion by the cu3tomer of a. pe~nent 
cho.nge in oper,,,,-ting conditions. 
Ou~r~ntcc of Larger Cvnncctcd Load. Any customer ~y obta.in·the rates 
for a larger cor~~ectod load by guaranteeing the service charges Qnd 
energj" chargts3 ap~licable to the llrgcr connected 10<'l.d. 
Te::lporMY-B..Qc,uetion of Connected ~nc!. Where tho use of en~~ is 
seasonal or inter=.:Lttcr.:1;., no adjust:::lcnt W"...lJ ~ made for a.ny temporary' 
~duetion of connectod load. i.:rr:1 cust.ome,:, r"!~u.ml.ng service. 
C'n such connected load witr.in 12 rrnnths P....f!'...e:- it was disconnected, will 'be 
required to pay all cr.Arges which wow.d r.a.ve been billed if the te:lporaX'j" 
reduction of cor~ected load had not be~~ ~de. 
Pa.yment of Servic~ Cha.r6e~. The a:mual :lervice charge will be pa.ya.ble in 
six equal monthly inotallments b~gin.'"ri.ng with the fir3t month of each 
contra.ct yea.r. 
Contr~cts. A contract for a period of onc year will be required for 
service u...~dcr this schedule and. will rc::lain in effect 1'I'<'tl. year to yoa.r 
therea.fter u...~ess cancelled. When service is fir~t rendered under this 
schedule, the cont~~c~ y~ar and billir.g ~sis sr~ comoence ~tb the 
first regullr :!lcter r~di."lg Qt.:: .lftQr the date service i5 begun. 
Change of CustOt:lc:.. i..:r.y CU:lt.o::icr t.:'.~~ over ~crvice ~n a premises ....nich 
hJ,s pNviously been sc:-voe. u."'.dcr t~is schedule sM1l have the option of 
(1) assuming thCJ 'benefits and. lio.bilities of the fomer eustomerts con-
tra.ct by pa.~~ all cr..lrges which -"ould ~·:c .:Lccrucd for continuous 
service, in which case the beginnir.g dAte of the contr~ct year and 
billing ba.si~ sh.:Ul rc!na:!.!'l the Sa::le '::'5 that established in the former 
customer's con~ract, or (2) the n~w custotl.~r may elect to have the 
contr.lct ye'lr and billing ba.sis c',;;:::::lenee with the first regular t:.eter 
reading ~te ~!ter the date service is cr~~ged to his a.ccount. 
Ch.o'\nge of Connected tood. When there is .:m increa:.le or decrease in 
cOMccted lo~C! c.u:ir.g a contr:lct year, no ac.ju:rtl:lent in billing to date 
ot ch=l.~ge will be ::lAde. For tho period subsequent 'tI) d.lte of change" 
billi."lg shllll be csde on the i'cllowi."'lg basis: (1) Ar.y rem.ainins :Jervicc 
charge install:nents sl-..lll be ~sed on the new connected load" .:md (2) 
energy ch.:J.rgc bilJ.ing will be ro3ed ~n the new connected load ~ing the 
full annual energy blocks less the ~djusted ldlow.ltt-hour use to ~te ~f 
cMnge. The adjusted kilowatt-hour u:se to da.te of change i:J determined 
by :rultiplT...ns the kUowatt-hours 't¢ c!:lte of cMnge by the ratio of the 
new connected l~d to th~ old connected load. 
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SCHEDULE PA-l (Continued) 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS'~ntinued): 

(j) Change or Contra.ct Year. .\ny contract rAY, ~t tn: customer f s option, be 
auper~:ded ~y a new contract be~6 ~~n ~h~ r_gular meUer raadinl 
da~~ lli konl et a.~1 ~~'r ~O covering tho balb.n.ee of too originD.l con-
tract poriO<1, in wh.1ch ca:l6 the .annual. service chArge and the 8:1.7oe of: the 
energy 'bJ.ock:5 wi.ll 'be prorated. accorc11ng to the proporti<;)u toot the 
number of days from date of bcginr~ ot the contract Ye1r to the April 
ree.cl.1ng dtJ.t.e coors to 365 ds.ys .. and ered.'t. £01" any exces:I ptlyment~ wiJ.J. 
be appliQd in the new contract year. 
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SCHEDULE 1>A-2 

POWER - AGRICULTtJR:.L AND PmjpING 
DEMAND B ... SIS 

This schedule is spp1ica'b1e to power :.ervice for general agricultural 
purposes or for general water or sewerage pI.::lnp:1llg. 

TERRITORY: 

Within t.he ent.ire t.erritory served.. 

nemand. Charge per Y~nth: 

First 75 kw or less of billing demand 
~ excess kW of billing de~~d. 

E);'lergy Charge (To be ad.ded. to dCI!'.Z.."ld charge): 

First ,150 kwhr pel" tlon~h pl)r kw ('£ billi..'"lg dt::lWld: 
First 15,000 kwr..r per ~onth 
All ~xc~ss . kwbr per tlonth 

Next. 150 kwh%' per month :per kw or billing detn.."ld 
All excess k\¢.r ~r :::.onth per kw crr bill:1ng c.el:Ma. 

Minirn.m: Cl".arge: 

Per Mr.-nth 
$55.00 per meter 
$ 0.60 per kw 

1.:351. per kwhr 
1.051. per kwh%-
0.751. per kwhr 
O.57,c per kwhr 

The monthly ::n..."liI:u:tl charge shall be t.he :lrmthly c!el:l.lnd che.rge. 
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SCEEDULE PA-2 (Continml 

ROLES AND WULb-TrONS, AND SPECW CONDITIONS: 
T~ schodulo 1s subjoct to tho Rulos and Rogul:J.tio:oD aond to tho Spoc:1al 

Conditions following: .... 1 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 
(0.) YfjlWO. Sorv1eo -.rill 'bo suppliod a.t 000 sto.ndord. 1'O.-or voltago. 

(b) Billing Dom.'lnd. Tho b1l.J.1:lg dOtlalld sba.ll bo tho kUo~tts of moo.surod 
m£Cd.mu:n doma.nd but not 103s then 50% ot tho b:1ghost ~J11ng clomalld 
osto.bl1ehod in tho proc:odixlg olovon :months. Howovor" in XlO ~o shoJ.l 
tho b"" ng domnd be loss thc.n 75 kw. B! JJ 1ng dotnnd sb.a.ll bo dotorm:tuod 
to tho noo.rO:3t 1/1.0 lew. 

(c) ~ Domq.nd Mog.roaromont. Tho moa.surod. mox1.mtzm dOQalld in a::rq :conth 
sbl:lll bo tho ~ o.voro.go kilowa.tt 1nput~ indico.tod or recordod 'b1 
ixwtrumonts to bo supplied by tho 00l:l~, d'Ilrlllg rmr15-c1m:tto %l1(ftorod. 
:1ntOI"V!:l 1n the l!X)nth, or" o.t tho opt1on of tho com~, tho moa.surod 
~UI:l domo.nd my be detomined hoc. t1I!lo to t:imo by toots. Whoro d01llDJld 
is 1ntom1ttont or subjoct to violont nuctuo:t1or.s, 0. $-.m1nuto jntorvnl 
'1:JIJy bo used. 

(d) PO .... of Flle;tor Ad:hwtmcnt. When tho b:D H'Og d~ ba.s oxeoodod 200 kw 
for tbroo eOn:locut1vo l:lOnthe, 0. kllovnr-bo'Ur motor w1ll bo illstallod o.s 
soon ll.S practical" and, thorodto:r, '!mtU tho b1ll±cg dozoond h.:l.S boon 
loss tb%l:c. 150 k'w for twolvo consocutivo months, tho chArges ldll "co 
c.djU:5tod oa.eh. month for po .... or i"o.ctorl a.s follOW'S: 

:rho chArges will be docrec.sod by 20 eonts :per ldlowa.tt ot 
moOStlX'od maximun dom.o.n.d a.nd will be 1ner~od 'by 20 conts 
pcr kllo'VQX' or roa.et1 vo dGmond. HOIIOver 1 :1:c. no ca.so shall 
tho ll'U'l:lbor of k1lo~ usod. for tho c.djustmont be loss thnn 
one-ruth tho Jl'JI!lbor of ld.lova.tts. 

Tho kilovors of roo.etivo do~d shall bo colC'Ulo.tod 'by 
:m\ll. t1p~ tho 1d.lowa.tts ot ::n.o.o.surod ~ domoJ:lti 'by tho 
ro.tio of the kilo"'lQl' ... hour.l to tho ldJ.owa.tt-hours. DomruldS 
in ld.lowa.ttB tlXld kilovc.rs sh:lll be dotorminod to tho 
nonrost ono-tonth (0.1) 'Unit. A %"o.tchot dov.1co w1ll bo 
instolled on tho k1lo\'nX'-bour motor to provont its rovorso 
opora.tion on loo.d1ng pow~r ta.etors. 

(0) T9~POrarz Discontinuaneo or Soryieo. Whoro tho uso of onorgy is soasonol 
or 1:c.tormittont, no c.djU'3tmonts will. be tlOdo tor a. wmporOl1 ~CQn~ln1mlce 
of sorv1CG. 1Jnr ~Us+..om.Gr M.S~g 8ervice withi.~ twelv~ r:onths 
c.£tor such sorvieo Vall di3oont.:1nuod. wlll. 1::1.:9 roqui,rod to PJY .:s.lJ. clln.:z:'goe 
...,h!.oh ""O~ hAvo 'boon bUJoO<1 ~ :lo;:-neo ba.d not bOOn d1scont1nuQdt 
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SCHEDULE PA.-3 
pov."ER - AGRICUlWRAL AND PU!1PING 

(Cl03ed Seheaule) 

Th:i~ schedule 1.5 al'l'licable to ~ricultur~l power service for irrigation 
pumping only, where billing for a singlo enterpri:se is based. on ~ combination of 
meter inst~tion~ ~nd where all pumping plants Are regularly operated by the 
service of the Comjll. ny - 'Ibis :lchedul.e is cl030d to new c~toCler:i and will expire on 
October 1, 1956. Prior to expiration, the schedule 1~ appliOll.ble only to pumping 
plants roceiving such service as of the effeetive date of thi3 ~chedule tor the 
period. that the accoWlt continues in t.he n.a.::e of the customer of record. a.s of that 
ci9.to. 

TERRITORY: 

Within the entire territory served .. 

EllereY' Charge 
Cents per kwhr 

Horsepower of First 50 kwhr Next ;0 kwh%' Next 100 kwhr All OVer 200 kwhr 
Bil1&ng D~~nd Per hE per Month Per hp per Month Per hp per Month P~r he per Month 
lOO to 249.9 2.20 1.40 0.80 0.60 
250 1/ 499.9 2.10 1.:30 0 .. 75 0.60 
SOO" 999.9 2.00 1.20 0.70 0.60 

1000" 2499.9 1.90 1.10 0('65 0.57 
2500 ~d. ovor 1.85 1.00 0.65 0.57 

Minimum Charge: 
$0 .. 90 per hI' of billing dew per month 
The total rn.j r:imum cl:arge sl".a.ll not 00 le"s than $SO.OO per month per meter-

ing point. 1lnd in no ca.se less than $300.00 per :lOnth. 

The minim:um. charge will be .oado accWlrulative over a twelve-month period. and 
shall be paid. l:lOnthly as i t aCC1.l::l.ulAte~ 

Meter Combination Charge: 
In a.ddition to enorgy a.nd minic.1.l'X:1 cherges, a meter combination charge of 

$50.00 per Ye.lr for ea.ch cetering point in exce~3 ot one ~hall be paid :!n 
five equal I:lonthly insu.l:l.tlents during the :r::.onth~ of May to Septcml:>cr, 
inclu::Iive. 

RULES AND RmtJ:U. TIONS. lIND SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

Thi~ sched:ule is subject to the Rules and. Regulations ani ,to the Special 
Conditions following: 

SPEClh!. CONDITIONS: 

(a) Voltnge. Service at any one metering point will bo supplied. at one 
,tRndare power voltage. 
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SPECIAL CONDITIOrs (Continued): 

(b) ~~n&e Enterprise Def.1ned. A single enterprise is 'defined as So property or 
wh1ch tho irrigated land 13 contiguous sa.ve tor b.1gh'W'Oys, rallroa.ds, or 
'W!'l.ter cbe.m:els and. :t6 under the single owership, or lease and :r:l8llSgcment 
of the eu:J't.omer, or is defined a:J a siDgle pbysiC8lly contiguous 'W'8. tar 
system \l1lder the operat1llg ~ent or the customer." This sehed~e 
is not applicable to assod.a.tions or comb1na.tions or Cl.1stomers. 

(c) Kilo .... att-hour ConS¥!jlption. The total kUowatt-hour consumption of the 
enterprise in a::q month shall be the ST.mlIll4t:ion of the registrations ot 
all kil0'W8.tt-hotlr Ineters. 

Cd) Billing DemnQ.'. The b1llil3g demo.nd tor the entorprise in axr:; ll10nth sb.sll 
bo tho :summation ot the demands 'for all metering points but not less than 
f:t)% ot the total eozmeeted load for the ente::-prise. However, in no c:s.se 
slvJll the billing delWld. be less tba.n 100 hp. 
The dome.nd tor c:::t::! metering point shall be the horsepower or com:leeted 
load, or, a:t. the option or the cuatomer, 'W'here the connected load at. 
the meteriDg point is not less than 100 hp, the demand for that meteritlg 
point will be the horsepower o! measured :maximum demand. When no 
cOllS'llmption is indicated in a month at a metering point, the d~ in tho 
month will be zero for that metering point. 
The c!e:and tor each metering point and the bill~ deIWld for the 
enterpriso shall be determined to the nea:t'est lAo· hp. 

(e) Conneeted LOlld. Connected load. for e:rq metering point is the S\:lIl otthe 
rated capacities of all o£ the ~tomerrs eq,uipment that it is possible to 
coxmeet to the CompaIlY T s lines at the ~e.me time, determined to the nearest 
l/lO hp. Connected load tor the enterprise sbellbe the smmnation of the .' 
coxmeeted loeds for sl.l meter1llg poinUl. 

(t) Ov~rloe.ded Motors. Whenever, upon tEJst .. s:rq lIlotor under normal operating 
conditions is found to be delivering more tban 115 per cent of its 
capacity as indicated. by its ll8meplate l'9.tiD.g, the Company '!tiIJ.Ydisregard 
the llSlnEIplate ratirlg and ~e its clla.rges upon the output as ealculated 
from test.. Arty motor vhich is 'billed on a. basis in excess or its llBl!lS-
plate rating in accordance with. this epee1al condition sholl be te~ted 
each yeu theres£ter or upon noti1'iea.tiOll 'by the customer of a. pe%'m(U),.ent 
cb.ange in operating conditions. 

(g) t'lIlXinrum Demand MeMu;yment. The measured lIWdmum demslld in er;y month 
shall be the ma.'ldrmml average horsepover input (746 w.tts equivalent), 
indicated or recorded by 1llstX'Clments to be supplied 'by' the compa:lY', during 
sIty 15-::n.nute metered interval in the month, or, a.t the option ot the 
Compe,rlY, the measured mrodmum demand '1:.l1:Y be de'te:t"miDed from time to time 
Oy tests. Where delllalld is 1n'tend.ttent or subject to violent 1'luetuatiollS, 
a s-..minute intel:'..raJ. '11IJJ.Y be Uf'ed.. 

(h) Gtw.rantee of Larger Billing D~d. krq customer rAIJ:Y obtain the rates 
tor a larger b1JJ1Ilg d.mna:od by gu.arantee~ the rates and m~hrjm'lm. eba.rge 
applic:e.ble to the larger b1llil:lg del!J8J:ld. 

(i) Pow,r Fagtor Adjustment.. When the demeJXl tor a. l:leter1.ng point bas 
exceeded 250 hp tor three consecutive months, a kilovar-hour meter will 
be instelled a:: Boon as praet1C61, and, thereafter, 'Wltil the deIWld. ha.s 
been less than 200 hp tor t'W'eJ"re co%l3eeutive months, the energy ebarge 
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SCHEDtILE PA.-3 (Continued) " 

SPFCIAL CO~'DlTIONS (C9nt~nued): 
will be a.djusted each month tor power fa.ctor at that meteri%lg point, 
as follows: 

'!he energy charge tor the enterprise will be dec:rea.sed by 20 cents 
per ld.lowatt ot measured mox:tmum dEm8lXl tor the metering point and 
w1l1 be increased by 20 centtS per kUovar of reactive demand for the 
meteriDg point. However, in no ease sholl the n:amber of' ld.J.ovare U8ed. 
for the adjU:ltment be less tb4n eu-:f'11"th the %lum.ber of ldlowa.tts. 
When the llet effect of power f'aetor adjustment for the enterprise is 
a decrease, the adjlJStmcnt v.Ul be applied only to the amount cr 
energr charge in excess or the m1n1nvm eha.rge for that month. 
The ldlovars or reactive demand. for 0. meter1l3g point sb.&I.l 'be calcu-
lated. by' multiplying the ld.lowatt:: of measured maximum demancl 'kr.1 the 
ra.tio of the kUovar-houra to the kilowatt-hours. DemsrJds in kUe-
watts and ldlovars shall be determined to the nearest one-tenth (0.1) 
un1 t. A ratchet device w.Ul be installed on the ldJ.ovar-hour meter 
to prevent its ~ers" operation on leading power factors. 

(j) Temporm Reduetion or Connected t24d. Where the use or enerD'is 
seasonal or intermittent, no adjustment 'Will be made for a:ny temporary 
:reduction of connected load. A:tq CU8tomer l'eeum1n; seniee on 
such eozmected. load. 'Within twelve monthe a.f.'ter it vas diseo::m&cited,.wUl 
be req:uired to pq all eho.rgeG wbich would. h&ve 'been b:Ulecl 1£ the 
telllpOrary X'6d.uction <>1: <eOlZt'lct.e.O load hA.d not beAn llIAde • 

• 
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SC'riEDULE PA-4 

POWER - IPJUGATION PUMPING PUNT DOM'ESTIC SERVICE 
(Temporary' SCh~l(;l) 

APPL!CABnIT'!: 

This schedule is applicable to power service to an irriga.tion pwnping pll.nt for 
the pumping ot water for do~estic and other minor farm purposes wh~~e th~ pumping 
plant is not required tor irriga.tion of the lana because of the a.Vailability of 
1rrig<ltic1n water trom the Fria.."lt-Kern Canal and where service to the plant is now 
and has been e:3tt).blished. for at least the last three yea:r~. This schedule will 
expire March 31, 1955. 
'!ER.!UTORY: 

Within the boundarie~ or ~y Irrigation District or other Diztrict eistri-
buting irrig~tionwater rro~ the Friant-Kern canal. 

CUstomer Charge: 

$2.40 per ~eter per ~nth 

Service Chll:'ge: 

$0.10 per hp of cormected. load. per month 

E."lergy Charge (To be aeded. to eu~tomer and Service ~rges): 

First 300 kwh:!;' per ~eter per :lonth ....... . 
Next. :300 kwh:- per meter per cnnth •• ~ ..... .. 
All excess kwhr per meter per ~nth~ ••••••• 

2..9·~ per kwhr 
1.2. f. per kwhr 
0.8 f. per kwhr 

The monthly x:U.rW:ru.'n chllrge shall be the ~ of the monthly eust(")mer Me 
service charges. 

RUl~ AND ~T!ONS. AND SPECIt.L CONDITIONS: 
Th1~ scheaule is ~bject to the Rules anQ Regulation~ an~ to the Special 

Conaition~ following: . 

SPECIAL CO~~ITIONS: 
Col) Voltage: Ser-nee will be supplied <lot vne standard power voltage. 
(b) Connected Le ...... a. Connected loo.d is the ~ of the rated eapacitie5 of 

J.l.l of the eustcmer f 5 eq1.liJXt'lent tha.t it. i~ possible to connect to the 
COtlpa.n,.v I $ lines ~t the ~ame tice, eetarmined to the nearest 1/10 hp • • 
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SCHEOOI.E PA-4 (Continued) 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS (Conti.nu~d): 

(c) Overloaded Motors. 'Whenever, upon test, any motor urxier normal operating 
conditions i~ fourx!. to 1:e delivering more than ll5 per cent. of it.~ 
c<l.p:l.city ~5 :tndie.::.ted by its nameplate rat1ng, the Compa.ny:r.J.J.Y di~regCl.rd. 
the M.r:loplate rating and ba~e it~ charges upon t.he output ilS ealcuJ.a;ted 
frorr. test. AnY' I:lotor which is billed on a 005i3 in excess of its na::1e-
plate rating in accorda.."lce with this speeial condition $hall be tested. 
each yenr ther~fter or upon notification by the customer of a per.cancnt 
chango ~"l operating conditions. 

Cd) Transfer to Schcdul~. A. customer may transfer to this sehedw.e at the 
~ginnir.g of the e8tablished agricultural contract year. 

( e) Transfer frec Schedule. If the use in tJ.:Dy month exceeds 1,.000 kwhr, the 
account will be tro.nstorrcd to iln applicc:Ole schedule $elected by the 
customer and the <lccount will be t.l.djU:3ted to the $chedule selected !rom 
the start of the established agricultural contra.ct year. 

(f) Billing Ad,justr.l.ent. It, at the coo of the established agricultl.U"c.l con-
tract Ye:J.r, it would. have been !:lore advantageous for the customer to 
havo been billed on any other applicable schedule, the account will be 
adjusted to that SChedule trot! the 3t.:1.rt of the e:'Jtablished agricultural 
contract yoar. 
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SCHEDULE PM 

PO'i1'ER - MUNICIPAL Fm~:rnG 
(Closed Schedule) 

!his sCheciule is applicable to power service used tor water ~up:ply or 
3ewerage 'P\mping. Thi~ sched.ulo is elo~ed. to new Wtallations and will expire 
on October l, 1956. Prior to expira.tion, the schedule is applicAble only to 
instllllations receiving ~u.ch .service a.s of the etfeetiV'e date of th1~ l3ehfX1ule 
..... hich c:",nt:l"'lue to ':::ect t.be l=lrc\-ision~ of th~ schedule. 

TERRITORY: 

Withll.n the entire tarritory ~erved. 

Energy Charge: 

Hor:3epower of 
Connected Load Per Month 

o to 99.' • • •• 2.1Oi per kwhr 
100 to 249.9 • " •• ~ • 1.60i per kwh%' 
250 or over ....... 1.13,e per kwhr 

V.ini.I:tum Chorge: 

(1) No minimum cho.rge where the entire 'Water supply' o! the ~tOI:lcr 
is locally produ.eed as distingui3hed t~m. water tr3.nsported. into 
the community !re: wat~rshods not local to the community. 

(2) The mini::1t.lm eh.'l.rge tor cul3tOl:ler:!l not qualitying under (1) a.bo'V'e 
:!Iha11 be: 

Horsepower 01' 
Connected Load 

First 200 .c •• 
Next 300 ••• 
All excess 

• • • . . . 
Per Month 

$ 1.2.5 per hp 
1.00 per hp 
0.75 per hp 

The tlinimu:l charge will be made aeClJJ::lUla.tive over a. 12-:nonth 
period and shill be paid m.onthly as it ac~a.tc3. 

RULES AND RECUIJ.TIONS. AND S?ECIAL COND!TIQ.\I$: 

Thi3 schedule is subject to the Rules .'!nd. Regulation:s and to th~ Special 
Conditions tollowing: 
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SCHEDULE PM (Ccntinued) 

(a) Volta.v,e~ Service will be supr;U.ied at one standard power voltage. 
(1:» Connected Load. Connected load i~ the S1.'lm of the rated capacities of 

all of the ~tQmer':3 eq,u:ipnent that it i3 possible to connect to the 
Company's'lines at the ~e tUne. 

(c) Overloaded Motors. iklcnever, upon test" arty motor under normal 
operating conditions is fol::Xi to be delivering more· than llS per cent 
of its capo.city as indicated by its name~late r60ting" the Compaxly' 't1JJly 
disregard tho nameplate rating and. 'base its charges upon the output 
as calcula. ted .from te~. Any motor which is billed on a basis in 
excc~s of its ~te r~ting in accordance with this ,pecial con-
d~tion shall be tested each year thereafter or upon notification by 
the customer of a pcma.nent charlge in opera.ting conditions. 

(d) Billing. The sum of the connected lends of all inste.ilntions of the 
customer served under thi:5 echedule, "", of the b~lJing date, will be 
used to detar.cinethe r~te. 

(e) Additions to Installations. When the connected load of any in-
s~ll~tion exceeds the connected lead of that installation as of 
the effective date of this schedule by more than 10% or S hp 
(whichever is greater), this schedule will no longer be applicable 
to thD.t insu.llition. Each separately metered delivery will be 
considored an insta~tion. 
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SCHEDtJT..E PO 

POWER AND LIGHTING - OIL FIELD SERVICE 
(Closed Schedule) 

This schedule is applicable to lighting and power service for oil field, 
pipeline" and refinery operations. Thi~ schedule is closed. to new customers 
and -,r-1l expire on October 1" 1956. Prior to expiration" the schedule i3 
applicable only to accounts receiving such service as or the c!tective date or 
thie eeh"d;ulc, tor the period the a. c count , continues 1n the ne.:ie ot the. 
custcmer ot record' as or th4t date. 

TER.lUTORY: 

Within the entire tcrritor,y served. 

Service Cl'w'ge: 

Per kW or connected. lighting load •••••• $1.60 per month 
Per hp or cor~ect~ power load ••••••••• 1.00 per month 
In no case will the total service charge 
per month be le35 tr~ $lO.OO 

Energy Charge (To be added to service charge): 

First 150 kwhr per month per kw ot cormected lighting J.oad • • 2 ,4.6 pe:' lMl' 
Next 100 lafhr per mr.nth per hp of connected power luad. l.;,{ per kwhr 
All exee$~ kwhr p~r mcnth •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• o.7iper ~ 

Y.inimwr. Ch.arge: 

The monthly minimum cha:-ge shall be the :t:lonthly service charge. 

RULES AND REGUJ.ATIONS, AND SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

'lhis schedule is $ubjcct to tho Rules anel. Regulation:s and to the Spcc::iAl 
Conditions f'ollo:wing: ' 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

(a) Voltage. 
I 

Service Will be :su.pplied at one ~tand.ard power voltage. 
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SCHEDULE PO (Continued) 

SPECIJJ. CONDITIONS (Continued): 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

Connected Load. Connect.ed 10a,Q. is the sum of the rated capacities 
ot all ot the custooer t s equipment that it is possible to connect 
to the Companyls lines at the s3lIIe time~ determined to the nearest 
1/10 kw for lighting load andl/10 hp for power load. The rated 
capacity of the custo:eer' s pcwer equip:ent will be the rated horse-
power output of ~tandard rated motor~ (the lower rating of dual-
rated motor~) and the rated kilovolt-ampere input capacity of other 
equipment with each kilovolt~re ~f input considered equal to 
one horsepower. Normally such ra.ting~ will be based on the manu-
facturer's rating as shown on the nameplate or elsewhere but may, 
at the option of the company, be based on tests or other reliable 
intorr:.o.tion. 

Overloaded Metors. Whenever, upcn test, ~ :eotor under normal 
operating c~nditions is found to be delivering core than 115 per cent 
ot its capacity as ino.i~tcd. 07 its naJ:leplate rating~ the COI:lpany' 
may disreg~rd the nameplate rating ~~d base its charges upon the 
outpu.t as calcula.ted. from test. krJy !totor Which i" billed on So basis 
:1.."'). excess of its namepla.to rating in accordance with this special. 
condition shall be tested each year thereafter or upon notitication 
by the custo:eer ot a. permanent chc.nge in operating condition,,_ 

Tempora.ry Reduction of Con. .. ,ccted lead.. Where the use of ent!l'{!3' 1:5 
~ea~r.al or inter::littcnt, no adjU3~nt:. \d1l be :made for :my 
tecporar,r reduction of connected load. Any ~tomer re~uming oervice on 
:Juch connected load within twelve ~nths after it was disconnected, 
will be required. to pay o3.ll charge~ which would have been billed. it 
the temporllry rec:u.ction of connected lc:.a.d had not been made. 

',. ~ 
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SCREDtltE PR 

RAILWAY SERVICE 

Applicable to electrical el:l8rgr used tor motive powr and pow,er and light1%2g 
incident to rei1way system and. el.ectl'1c transportation mtem operation, together 
with the appurtenances eomected thel'e\l1th. 

TERRITORi': 

rlithin the entire territory :l.erved. 

First 250,000 kwbr per month :per d.elivery point. •• 1.47¢ per kwbr 
, .All eXCCS5 kw!U' ~e::- :nor:.th pe:- ~eli very point .. • • • O. 7l¢ per kwbr 

Rt[.E§ AND RBGtlLATIOriS, AND SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

This :sehedtlJ.e i" subject to the Rule" aJXl Regtllation.'!JaM to the Special 
CcnditiollS i'c>ll:1~···"'lS': 

SPECI.A.t CONDmONS: 
, ~', 

(b) BWil?g. For the :p\lrpoee ot montbly billing U2lderthis schedule, 
the amounts of electric energy delivered during a:t:f3" one month to 
more than one deliver,r point 'mAy be eom'b1ned tor C~T& eonvemenee, 
as agreed upon by the Comp.e.IIY a%ld the ewstomer. 

( e) COrltnqM. A eel""11ce contract. tor' an in1 ti8l :period or tvo :years 
~ 'be :required as a eondi tion p:reeedent to ,service under tb1s 
schedule, and for such subsequent twe>-yoar periods as the COl'!l:p8.nY 
may re~. 



APPENDIX A 
PageJ6o! 44 

SCHEDULE P. 

RESALE SERVIC:J; 

APPLICABILITY: 

Thiz schedule is applicable to electric energr supplied to electric 
utilities including mur.icipalitiee tor resale. 

TEruU'IORY: 

RATE: -
Within the entire territory 3erved. 

Demand. Charge: Per Month 

First 75 kw or lees of billing demand •••••••••••••••••••• $75.00 per~ 
Next 125 kw of billing demand. ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~.. O.SO per kw 
Next 1,SOO ~ or billing demand............................ 0,70 per kw 
Next 8,000 kw or billing demand •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0.60 per ~ 
All exeess kw ,·r bUlir.g de.:ne.:nd. •••• ••••••• •••• •••••••••••••• 0.50 per kw 

Energy Charge (to be added to demand charge): 

F1r~ 150 kWhr per month ~r kw or billing demand: 
First 15,000 kh'hr per month ••••• 0 ••••••• 00.0 ••••• 00.000.0·.. 1.7t per kwhr 
B.-'ll·'l.nce or kwhr per :r" ,nth ••••••••••••• 0.0 •••••• o. 0 •• 0 •• 0 •• 0.9 J! per kw:br 

Next 150 kWh%' per month per kw' of billing demand ••• ~ .0. 0 O. ••• o.7d per kwhr 
All exe~3S kwr~ per C0nth per kw of biJ'j~S i~~d. •• _ •••••••• C.5~ per kwhr 

MinimUm. Ch.arge: 

The monthly minim.\J%ll charge :lhill be the month:ly demand ch.arge. 

RutES AND RECULA.TIONS. AND SPECIAL COKDITION'S: 

This schedule iz sub.1eet to the Rules and Regula.tions and to the Speeial 
Conditions if ll· ·wing: 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

(a) Volt:lge~ Ser-lice will be supplied at one standard power voltage. 
(b) Billing Demand: 'l'he billing demand. :shall be the ld.lowatts of measured 

maximum demand.but not less th.3ll 50 per cent or the highest billing 
demand established in the preceding II months. However" in no case 
shall the billing demand be less than 75 kw. Billing demand shall be 
determined to the neare5t 1/10 kw. 

(e) YiAXinrum De~d Measurement: The measured. maxiIm.lm demand in a:rq month 
shall be the maxinrum average kilowatt input" indicated or recorded b'.1 
instruments to be supplied b1 the Compa..v" d.uring a:rr:r 15-minute 
metered interval in the month, provided, however" that whenever such 
monthlY maxilnUm demand has exceeded 400 leW for three ~nsecutivB months 
and therea£ter until it ha,., fallon beloW' .300 lor £or J.2 coneecut:i.ve 
mon'\:.h.,;, a. 3O-m1nu:te ~.n:terva:i. w:tll be u~ed._ Where '\:.he d.emand. :1.0 
1ntermittent or subject to violent nuctuations, a 5-minute interval 
~ be used. .• .. 
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SCHEDULE R (Cor.tirnled) 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS (Continued): 

(d) 

(e) 

(r) 

(g) 

Voltage Discount: 'l'he ch.arges before power factor acijustment will be 
reduced o,y 3 per cent tor service delivered and metered at voltages 
of .from :2 to 10 kv; 'by 4 per cent tor service delivered. and. metered 
at voltages of from 11 lev to SO kv, and by' 5 per cent for service 
delivered and metered at voltages over ;0 kv, except that when o~ 
one transformation froe a tr31'lzssion voltage level is involved" a. 
customer normally entitled to 8. 3 per cent discount will be entitled 
to a. 4 per ce:'l.t discount. 
Power Fa.ctor A.djustment: When the billing demand has exceeded 200 lew 
tor three eonseeut:!.ve :aonths, a kilovar-hQUr meter will be installed 
a~ :soon as practicable and" thereai'ter" until the biJ'i'og demand has 
been less than 150 kw' 1'or 12 consecutive months" the charges will be 
adjusted each month 1'or the power factor al3 tollows: 

The charges will ~ decreased by 2) cents per kilowatt 
or measured maximum demand and will be inerea.5ed by 20 cents 
per kilov4r 01' reactive denmd. However .. in no ease shall-the 
kilovars used ror the adjustment be less than one-rif'tb. the 
number of kilowatts. 

The kilovars or reactive demand shall be ealculated 
by mult1p:l\r:ing the kilowatts or meMUred. max:1mum demand 
by the ratio ot the ld.lovar-hours to the ldlowa.tt-hours. 
Demands in kilowatts and. kilovars shall be d.etendned to 
the neare5t 1/10 (0.1) unit. A ra.tchet device will be 
inotalled on the kilovs.r-hour meter to prevent its reverse 
opera.tion on le~~ power factors. 

Off-Peak Demand: Upon application by the eu~er" a::r:JY kilowatts of 
measured. demand in excess or 500 kw occurring between the hours or 
10:30 p.m. and. 6:30 a.m. Pacific Standard. Time or the following day" 
and on Sunda\rs and. the following holidqs" New Years~ Wa.sh.i%lgton's 
Birthday, :rr~rial Day J . Inde:pendence Dair" Labor Day, Thanksgiving 
Dq" and. Christm..'\s will not be considered in e~a.blishirlg the bi11ing 
demand for computing the energy charge, but will be considered in 
establishing the bill:l.ng demand. for computing the demand charge by 
adding one ha:!.! of the amount tha.t the orr-peak demand exceeds the 
on-peak demand, to the on-peak demand. 
Contracts: An initial thr~-year contract ~ be re<a.uired 'Where 
applicant ree;u1res new or added servin,g capacity exceeding 2,000 kVa. 
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SCHEDULE S 

APPLICABn.I'l"f: 

This ~chedule is ~pplicable to standby or breakdown service where the entire 
clectrlcal requirements on,the customer's preoises :lre not ro~ly supplied by 
the Company. 

TERRITORY: 

~: 

Within the entire territory ::;ervcd. 

Standby Clmrge: 

First 20 of eontrect d~nd 
All exces, kw of decand 

Per Month 
$ 2.00 per kw 

1.50 per kw' 

The standby charge shJlll not be 1c::3 tMn $20 00 pel" month. 

Rogul:lr Schedulo Charges (to be added to standby charge): 
All charges ot tho applicable re~r service SChedule designated 

in the service contract. 

Minimum. Ch.fI.rge: 

The :lOnthly minimuc. charge shall bo the standby charge plus the 
regular schedule ~ charge. 

RULES AND REGUUTIONS, AND SPECIaL CONDITIONS: 

Thi:5 schedule is subj act to the Rules a.nd. Regulations and to the Special 
Conditions following: 

SPECI~ CONDITIONS: 

(a.) ContrclCt DelM.nd. In co.sc the customer desire, the Company to stand ready 
to supply the entire connected lO:ld of the customer's pl:lnt, or an 
isolated ~rt ~~ereot, then such ~un load will be estimated by the 
Company, based on tests and other intormation a:v':lilable. In case the 
customer desiroe the COl:lplny to :5t.:l.nd ready to :up;pJ.y £\. n'Ul:lber ot 
kiloW<;l.tts le~:s than the :tll.lXiI:lUl:l d~d of the entire eu.stOl:ler' 3 plant .. 
or an isolated p;:.rt thereot, then the cllstocer and the Com~ sho.ll 
agreo upon the nwnber ot kilowatts the Cotlpany ~ll stand rea.dy to supply; 
and tho cuztOItor .shall" at his own expen3e, i'urnisll &ld inst.lll a 
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SCHEDULE S (Continued) 

SPECL~ 00 NDITIONS (Continued): 

suitable circuit breaker enclosed in a steel box ~uipped. with a lock, 
.:U.l to be approved. by and. und.er 'the sole control of the Company 1 and. 
adju~tcent and. operation of said circuit breaker to be in no way intarterred 
with by the customer. Thi:5 circuit breaker 3hall be set to bre<lk the 
connection with .. he Company t 3 :Ierne e lidlen the cllstomer':3 ::nax:1mum del:land 
exc~eds the numbor of kilowatt$ which the ~~ stands ready to sup~, 
in which case the Company "'ti.11 renew the connection upon due notice. 

(1:» Contract. lbio sehedule Wi.ll apply only where the cu&tol:lC!r will Sign a 
:5erV1ce contr~ct tor at le~st one YeAr. 

(0) PAr~l1el Operation. This schedule is not applicable tor parallel operation 
c! the <:ustom~r':5 pl.a.nt with the serv1ee ot the Comp;l.rly. ' 

(cl) &ximtml Load. The Company reserves the right to establish the ma.x:iJznJm load. 
:erved under this schedule. 



Ere:ri£f sheets eont.atrd'T'lg :ma.~, e.nd. s. doeeripti~'~of oa.eh rate area, are to be a. 
pe.rt of th1s~. The te.ri.:tt sheets eonta:1 xl1 'T')g maps ~ .~ ot rote 
areas a.re to 'be l.\%':I:'Mgoc for inclus~n in 'the applicantrs book of to.riff...sehed'ules, 
i"ollowing the Rules oM Regulo.t1o:csd " . 

, . . .. ,,,. 

The territory to .... b1eh eertoin rc.te·sehedules are lI.}Jplic:o;ble is dosc:rll:led in the 
ro.to schedUlos by ref'ercmeo to rllte o.roo.s. Those roto tl.I'OO.S a.ro ~ on Maps 
Nos. l·o.nd 2' ~d IlrO moro ~'doserlbod bolov: ('Wb.on 0. stroot ;ts us<x1"t1,S 0. 

bo~ ot tl. ro.to o:rao., o:r:q sorvice rendered witbin 200 i'oot of the eontor 11llo 
ot tho stroot "Jill bo incl'Udod "Within tho lovor roto ~Q.): " 

BgMN Rn.I§ consists of: 

(1) Tho udneorporo.ted 0l'0a. bouc.ded on tho .... ost 'by' Culvor City, tho City 
of' Los Angelos 0J:ld Cent:1nolo. Avenuo; on tho north "b7 C\1lver City ond. 
tho City ot to's 'Angelos; on tho oast a.nd south 'by' tho Cii..-y ot 
tos Angelos; and 

(2) Tho 'tJrlincorporatod 1ll"Otl. ontirely sUX'%'O'mdod by CUlvor City alo:cg 
Jafioroon Boulevard. 

CARP;rN'lERIA consists ot tho w.1ncorporotod. oroa in Srultc. Bar'bortl. Cotmty within tho 
follow.1ng doscribed bouuda.ryz Baginn1r.g at tho Pa.c:Lfic OCOQll and ~ wost 'tolmda.ry 
of Sandylo.nd Covo Trc.ct; tb.eneo north 'c.lOXlg tho tro.ct 'totmd.ery to Avonuo Dol Mc.rj 
thence oast clong AvontlO Dol ~ to SBndy'lc.nd Cow Rood; thonco northorly olollg 
S~dyland Covo Boo.d. to tho Southom Pacific Rc.1l.road track:J; thenco .... ostorly along 
3c.1d tra.0k:3 to Sa.nta. ~n1co. Roo.d.; thonco northl)%'ly c.lo:c.g &mta MoXlica. Rolld to 
Foothill Road; thonco Oo.storly along Foothill RoM to C~i ta.:s P~s' Roo.d.; thoneo 
south~rly along Ca.sita.s Po..ss Road to Sta.to Bigbw'ay; thoneo oo.storly along Sta.to 
Highwa.y to its intersoction \lith Carpintor1o. Crook; tllonco dUG south to tho 
Pac1fic,Ocoo.n; ~d thoneo .... oot to tho point ot bog~nn~ng~ 

COMPTON-LYNWOOD consists of tho tmineo~ro.tod c.roc.a 'With:1n tho :f'ollo~ doser1bod 
boundc.rioe: Bog1xm:1ng at tho Loa Angolo~ City bound.o.ry c.lo:cg Mona. Bo'Ulowrd; 
thonco oa.sterly aloDg tho proporty lino north ot l07th Pla.co (OOing tho same Q.S tho 
northerly 'bo'T.llldtl.ry lino ot Wa.t~ Park Tract, a.s P'X' m.o.ps recordod :1n 'Book S, 
P::go 70, of Ma.ps of tho tos 1.l:lgolos County Rocords), and nlong tbo southerly 
boundary ot tho City ot South Ga.to to the canter llno ot tho !.os .Angelos Ri vcr.; 
thenco southerly along the Los Angolos Rivor to tho northorly boundo.ry ot tho City 
of Lo~ Beach; thonco .... ostorly o.lollg tho northorly 'to'C%ldc.ry ot tho City ot Long 
Eoo.ch and the southerly bo~ or tho City of Compton; thonee northerly 1ll0Ilg 
tho .... ostorj,y bo'lJ%l&.ry of tho City of Compton to Compton flovonuoj th02lCO "Wostorly 
clong Compton Avonue to MeK1zJJ.oy AvonUOj thence northorly along MeE1:cloy Avonuo 
to P.o30c:t"llIlS Avenue; thenco wosterly alo::g Rosocro.ns AvonUCI to tho 'boun.d.ery ot the 
':ity ot tos lulgolo3; and thonco :eortaarly o.nd oasterly' slong tho 'toUlldJ!lry of tho 
City of Los ~los to tho point of bog1m'lirlgo ' " 

EAST LOS ANGELE:S, eol:lS1:"te ot tho tm:1rJ.coI'lX>ro.tod area. boUlldod on tho north by tho 
City of Los Angolos; on tho OMt by tho citios ot Montoroy Perk ond lI.onto'bolloj on 
tho south by ~oim-Toloerc.ph Roo.d" tho Atchi:3on,' Topoka. Olld, Stmto. Fo Railway 
tra.cks, a.nd the City or Vornon; and. on t1lo .... ost 'by tl::lo c1t1osor V'~l'%lOn 'and . 

,:.os Angelo s. ' , " 
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EAST SAN BERNARDINO consists of the U1lin~rporatod. a:roo. within tho :f'ollo~ 
ao.scr1bed boundtl.ry: Bag:1nn1r:g at tho S:m Eernardioo e1ty 1:oUllda:ry and Corcli!f' 
ATOllUO; theneo Oll3t a.1o:cg Cuditt Avcmue to Tippeconoo Stroot; tho:aoo J:lOrth alo:og 
Tippeea:ooo stroot to Eo.st ~rd Stroot; theneo oo.storl:y AloZlg East :3rd stroot to 
Sterling Avonuo; thoneo north alollg Storl1Dg Avenue to Highlo.nd Avonuo: tboneo 
'Jost along H1gblond Avenuo to SM. Boroo.rdino oity 1:oUllCk\r.1j Qr:d theneo :in Q. gonoral 
southorly direet10n alOllg tho city boundory 1:0 tho po1%:.t of' beginning. 

EIIST tpT..AF,E oo%l3istc of tho ~eorporot&d o..reo. within tho f'ollowillg doser.1.bod 
bounda.l'y: B<:lg1llning at -:he intersoetion of 'IUl.aro c:tty 'bomldary tmd tho Atcl1isot/,J 
Topaka. Il%ld. Sante. Fe R!l.1l,",~ and cxter.dins alollg 5a1d rtdlwoy in <1 %lOrtho08terl:y 
d.1roet1on to Lo.sp:Lno. Avenue; th~noe 30utb aloDg Lo.3p1n.o. A'V'OZlUO to tho Tulc..1"O e1ty 
ljm1 ts; and. theneo lllollg said city JjJn1 ts in a. genor41 ::crtborly d.1.roction to tho 
point or bog1nn1ng. 

FtJiMERSVIttE eo:c:Jis'is of tho umnoorporlltGd area in !ulAro County' 'Within tho 
follow1llg described 'botmd.e.ry: Eog:!nn1ns o.t tho intersoction of Visalio. BoM and. 
Vent\lrQ. Avell\1O) thence ~outb. c.loIlg Ven.tura Avenue to rooro Avenue; thonco GQSt 
o.long 'lUlo.re Avenue to an oxtom10n ot Ort'hord Stroot; thence north .":llong tho 
oxte:osior. xad Orehc.rd Stroot to Vlsa.l1a. Roa.d; theneo OllSt alollg Visolitl. RoM to 
Brundtlgo Road; thoneo north along ~da.go RoM to tho Southarn Pllcifio right of 
\:~~ thGnad va~t PlBng tns DouVll~rn 1';0 ... 9 ~5ht of vcr to Ftl.morsvillo Bo~~ard; 
thonco :o.ortb. c.long FC%"mOrs'O'illo Boulov.o.:rd to RtJ.Uroa.c1 AVGnue; thon~~ \:~~i a.lo~ 
:P~04 A'V"!Inuo to 4t'b. $t~t; thoneo &south o.1ocg 4th stroot to tho Soutborn 
Pacific right of way; thence e~t to 2nd Stroot; tbonoo southorJv'" a:1.0l'l8 2nd S't.x'oot 
to V1soJ.1A Ro4d.; o.rd thoneo VG:!It tUoXlg Viso.llo. Roa.d. to tho P'int of beginning .. 
TaCASIER consists of the 'tUlincol'P'rateO. aroa. b:>undod on the XlOrth. by" Avo~o H 8s 
on tho CAst 'by 15th stroot Enst,; on tho o.outh b1 Avonuo K S; Slld on tho \lost 
by' 20tll Street West. 

(1) Too un:fneorpora tOO. D.rOO 1:oUDdod on the north and on tho oa:st by 
"tho City ot Inglewood; on the oouth by tho c1t1os of Bo.wthorno tmd. 
LOG Angoles; on the vest by t.bo City o~ LoIS AUgolos; a:ad 

(2) Tho un1neorportl.ted o.roa.s 1:o'lmdod. entirely b.r tho City ot IZlglowod.. 

.LOM1 BEAC11-'&Al<EW(XlD eonsi3ts ot tho uuineorporo.tod. o.roos, aOJtl.eent to tho fZ1t1os 
of LOllg Boo.eh or Lakowood, whioh are cast or At.J..sntio Avon.tJD, south of tho 
long Eoll.eh 1)tlnaxo.t1on strip (near Ash\Jorth Stroat) J ,",ost of tho Son Go.briol Rivor, 
and north or 7th Streato 

l:lETROPOtITAN eon.s~te ot tho torr1tor.r servod by tho Southorn Cc.li!'ornta. Edison 
Co~ loritb.:1ll tho following doscribed b:>mldaryl Begi""ing o.t tho 1ntorsoet1oz:. 
of tho Po.c:1t1e OeOOJl a.nd tbo Orsngo-~ ADgoloe Cc'UZlV lino and GXto7:ld:1ng along 
s~d County l!na 1n D. tIOrthoostorJ.:r d1ro~t1on to 1t" 1ntorseet1on 'With tbo 
northern e1 ty l1m1 ts of tho Long Boa.eh ~oxc .. tion Strip; thenoe wost aJld ~orth 
alo:cg tho city ~~ to tho nortbse3t cornor or so.1d tlmlOXtltion stripJ. thooco 
oo.~t to the cantor lino of tho So.n. Ga.br1ol River; thonce north along sa.1d oontor 
lino to tho 'Westerly oxtotlSion of 166th Stroot; thon.eo oast. aloXlg said ~1on 
o.nd 166th Stroot to Bloomfield Avonuo; thonce north along Bloomf1old .Avenuo to 
Imporio.l H1gl;t.r~; thence oa.st along Impor1lll Bighw~ to Holder Avonuo; t.h01lCO 
north along Hold~r AVOllUO to Lofi"1ng'woll Roa.d; thonco northoo.sterly- along 
!.ortillgwell Roo.d to tho Orango County J.1ne; tboneo :corth tUong so.1d County l1no 
to tho northwest corner of OrDllgo Co'llO.ty; theneo wost ru-ong tho lIOStorly axtons1on 
of tho Orango County line to Santa. Gortnldos Avenuo; thonco north along Sn.l:lta. 
Gortrudos AVOllUO and its 30utbo~tor~ oxtons1on to tho QXton"ion or I.e So:I:te. 
stroot; thoneo mrthwosterly along said oxtotlSion a.nd. I.e. sarto. stroot to tbo 
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~i ttier ei ty l1:ni ts; thonoo :corthwestor~ clong so.id c1 ty' l:1mi ts to Workman Mill 
&a.d; thonce north alOllg Worlalul.n M:Ul Roa.d to P1onoor Bow.OVtI.rd; thenco along t:l. 
lino duo :JOrth to tho Ud.on Ptlei1'ic Railroo.d; thonco :southwest along tho ro1lroa.d 
to Bovor~ Eow.cvord; thonce westorly along Bovor~ Boulevard to tho ~ntO!' ~ or 
tho San Ga.briel River; thenee J!orthon.st.erly along sa.:f.d oenter line to the southorJ,y 
l1:nit ot Section 14,' 1'.1 N., R.10.W.; thence wost on a. Uno alo~ tho southorly 
limits ot SectiOl:3 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 1'.1 N., R.10W. to tho ea.stor~ 'bo'll'Lldtlry of 
Molll"Ov:UI.; thence 1n 0. wosterly direction alo:cg tbo northerly c1ty llmits of 
Monro'Via., Arca.d1a., and Siono. MAdre to the easterly l::o'\Jlldary ot Soction 7> 1'.1 N., 
R.ll W.; taenco along tho GtlSt tmd l:.Orth boundary of acid Section 7 to tho 
XlOrtbwe::t cornor of so.!d Soet1on 7; thence north to tho r..orthea"t cornor ot 
Section 36, 1' .. 2 N.., R.l2 W.; tbonco 'Wost on a. l1no aloXlg the northorn 'botmd.tl:ri03 
ot SOCt1ollS 36, 35, :34, :33, 32, tJlld 31, 1'.2 N., R.J.2 W." to tho Po.sa.dona. city' 
limits; thoneo northwe~\'torly olollg eQid. ~ty limits to tho intorsoction ot1:bo 
west Po.sa.dona. city l1c1ts and tho south bolmdary ot Soet:ton 24, T.2 N., R.13 W.; 
thenco wost along tho southern 'bo'Ulld.a.ry ot 3lI.1d Section 24 tmd Soction 2:3, '1'.2 N., 
R.J3 '.17'., to tho southweot oorner of sa.1d Sectioll 2:3; thonCG :north to tho northwost 
cornor ot soid Section 2:3; thoneo "Jo:st o.nd north alOZlg tho south and wost 'I::01lZldQr.1os 
or SoCtiOIl15, T.2 'N., R.1.3 W<" to the l:Ortht.rost eor:c.or ot said Soction l5 (wb.1ch. 
1:1 c. point on tho Los ~olGa city botmdo.%'y'); thonco wostorly a.nd southor~ nlo:og 
tho Loo Angoloo city 'bou:o.dD.ry to its :1ntorsoetion 'Nith tho FQ.c1t"1e Ocot:n; a.nd 
thenoo 130utbeastorly along tho Pa.cific OOCIll'l to tho .PO~t ot ~. 

!fONTEEEY PARK colWists ot: 

(1) Tho uninoorp,ratod DorOa. entirely surroundod. 'by tho City of 1I.0:c:torcr.r Ptll"k. 

(2) Tho tmin<::orporc. too. lll'OQ. b)tmded on tl::e I!Orth. a.nd on tho east by tho City ot 
Alhambnl., on tho south and on tho wast by' tho City ot Monterey' Pnrk clorJg 
Gt:J.rVoy Avo:c.ue. 

(:3) Tho uninoorpornted Ql"OO. ont1.roJy s~'tmdGd by' tho City ot .tU.hAm1::xt'tl. 

(I .. ) Tho 'Uninoorporo. ted area. "ootwoon tho C1 t10s ot AJ.hambra. a.nd Sen Go.briol. 

,NOR'I'REAS'IERN consists of tbo Ql'OQ. within tho following doser1bod Co'WldDryz 
Bog1nn1ng a.t the intersection ot tho Matro:?:>liton Ra.to Area with tho''Wostorn 
oxtonsion ot tho n.orthorly e1ty 11::l1ts ot .~a.; thcnco o~t clang sa.1d 0X"t0w1ox:. 
and tho northorly city 11m1 ts of Azusc. to Siorra. }hdro Avonue; thonco oo.st olo:cg 
Siorrc. Ma.dro Avenuo to tho city l:1mits ot C-1ondoro.; thonco along tho northorlyJ 
o~torly and southerly Glondora. city 1:oune.fll"Y to Glo:Xloro Avow,,; thone<) south 
along Glendora. Avenue to Puonte Stroot; ta.,nce wost along Puonte Stroot to Ra,ngo 
~\vonuo; thonce south along Rongo AvOnuo t~ Wost Cov1m city l:1mits; thence olo:ce 
tho o~tor~ o.nd southerly Wost Covina. c! 'ttr bo\mdory to tho 1ntorsGction of tho 
e1ty oounda.r,r with Ci't.rus Stroot; thence> :t::l a. stroight llDo in Q, 30UtbW'O~~ 
diroct1on to the intorsection ot Po.ss anc.. ~vin.o. Road :md W~ Lello; tboneo south 
cloDg :PIlSS and Covinll. Roc.d to Volloy Eou:LCJVc.rd; thence wosterly cl.OXlg VcJJ.oy 
Eoulevo.rd to :3rd Jlvonuo; thonce southorly 'llOIlg 3rd. A.VGllUO to Proctor Avenuo; tbenco 
westerly along Proctor ~WonUQ to 2nd Avow·,; thonce southor~ oloDg 2.:c.d Avonuo to 
Workma.:c. Mill Roc.d; thonco southorly olo::Jg ~\orkc:ln Mill. Roo.d to Cl1oto. Stroot; 
thonco ea.st a.long Cl1oto. Stroot to tho ond o~ Clioto. Stroot; tboneo on a. l1no 
c.iroctly south to its intorsoetion with t~ Wbitt10r city llmits (Motropolitan 
RAte /Jr0fJ. Bo\l:lldDry); thanco wostorly ll.'CC. ;ocrtb.or~ o.lODg tho Metro~lit.ln RQ.to l.roc. 
bounda.ry to tho point of bo~ rm~ ng. 

FORm HANFORD CO:c.sist3 of tho 'lmi:c.corp=>r~t':>d o.roa. 'boundod on tho south by' tho City 
ot Ho:o.ford; on tho wost 'by Elevonth Avcnuo,; on tbo north b7 tho oxtons1on ot 
FairftJX P..venuo (~nter l1:c.e of Section 24,:1'.,18 S., R.21 Eo); e:ad on tho oo.st by 
lot Avenue c.nd the City or Hontordo. 
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NORTH YENTUBA. eow1s~ of tho 'U1l:1llcor:poro.tod D..t'Ga roundod on th050uth by tho City 
of Von'Q:zra.; on tho oa.et by a. l1no parallel to Qnd. 1/2 mUo east of Vontura. Avonuo; 
on th~ north by Dont Drive Qlld 1t.5 0xten01on; a:cd on tho 'W'~t by tho Vontura. :aivox-. 

ltp1l?AI.E cons 10 to ot tho umncorpol'O.tod QX'oo. b)'lmded. on tho IlOrtll. '1:iY AvonuoP S; 
on tho .... ost bj" Division Stroot; on the :JOuth 'by AVOllUO R Sj o.nd on tho oast by 
35th Stroot. 

POR'.iER~ SgBURBAN O!)~is~ ot: 

(1) Tho unineorporlltG<! uea. wi tb1n tho follo~ do:sc:.ribod bound.c.:rT- . Stort1ng a.t 
the 1n~oetion of Jill Stroot ~ the o~t Portarviilo city bo~; thence 
oa.st alo;cg J1ll Stroet to HillcreGt Street; tbonco south cloDg H1JJ.c:rost Stroot 
to Cla.tto Driw;thenoe G4:Jt along ClAtto Drlvo to S~o Roa.a;tbenco 
south oloXlg Spr1ngv1Jh Roa.d to Sto.te Hi~ 190; t~oa ~ aloDg tho 
Mghvay to the eo..st 'l:o'tmdnr:Y of Sect10n 3:3, '1'. 2J. S ... It. 28 E.; thence south 
olong s~d Cound.tlry end the oast "coU%l&.ry' ot Soet1on 4, 'r. 22 S., R.2S E .. , 
to the Mo R1vor; thence westerly clo:og tho Mo Rivor to tho OX'tonsion o~ 
Plono RoM; thenee south along Plano Road to Ock Awnuo; thence vost nlollg 
Oak Avonuo to Highway 65; thenco DOrth a.loIlg H1ghwlly 65 to tho Tulo Rivor; 
thenco wostorly elong the TIllo Rivor to the axto=ion ot Nowcomb Awnuo; thcnc<, 
north ~ong tho oxtons1on o.nd. NeW'oomb Avonuo to Wost Pu'b:lalJl Avon1lO; thonco 
W'03t alo:cg Wost Putnam AVGnue to Salisbury Drive; thonce north. lUong SoJ.1sbury 
DriVG to Burton Avo:'luo; thonce oo.et oloXlg Burton AVomlO to Noweomb Avonuo; 
thence north alOtlg Newcomb AvenWl 1:0 L:1ttJ.o Gra.nd AV'Onu~j thonco o~t clo%)8 
Little Grand AWmlO to the city bounc!o.T:vline Q.ppro~tel.y m foot \lost ot 
~ Street; tllld tbence westerly, ooutherl:y, GQ.3wly Q%ld. northerly along 
tho city bound.o.r111ne to the point ot bog1zm:1tIg. 

SOUTHEASTERN co:csist:s of the :)%'Oil within the 1'ollowizlg described 'to'tmdnry: 
Beg"'''n~.r.e: at tho 1ntereoct1on ot Garden Grove Avo'lJ.WJ tuld tho Motro~l1ton RAte ArGa. 
eo.et boUlld.-:l.ry; thenoo ea.st aJ.oDg Gareon Grovo Avocuo to BolSll Cb1C4 Roo.d; thenco 
south ~o%l8 Bo18ll Cbictl Rond to tho Southern P":'cif'ic: Ro.:Ur?tl.d; thonec soutllo:lSt 
1ll0Xlg the ro.ilro.:lc1 to it" junction ..nth tho FUcif'1c Eloctric Rc.1lrocd; thonce south 
olong t~ rc.Uroo.d to Sugar Avenue; thence ellst ~oZlg SUgo.r Avonuo to No .... l:md 
Stroet; thonce north o.long NowlAnd Stroot to Wo:rtminstcr Avonuo; thonce oest 
o.long Wostminster Avenue to Wright StroClt; thenc:o south along Wright Stroot to 
Ho.zc.ro Avonue; thence Oo.st c.lo:cg HD.z~rd Avenue to Wo.rd Stroot; tb.eneo :south Q.1o:cg 
W~ Stroot to BolM Avenue; thonco o.l:St a.lOZlg Bo15a. Avon'UC to Vorono Stroot; 
thonce south along Vertlllo Stroot to Smol tzer I+.vonuo; thonoo oo.st DJ.ong Smol tzor 
Avenue o.ne. its oxWn.!lion to tho conter line 01' tho Slln~ A:DIl Riwrj thoneo ~outh 
o.lollR the ri\'Cr to tho extension of Do1lli Road; thence ecst olorlg ~d oxtension 
and Dolhi Roac to tho Srulta J.:A. city lir:li t3; thence in a. ganoral nortbQrly 
direction ."loDg the wstern So.nto. ArA city 'bo'Ulldo.ry to tho City of Oronge bound ... ryj 
thenco eest ~ong the City of OI'C'.llgO OO'Ulldttry to tho contcr line of thO Sc.nto. !.no. 
Ri vor; thonce !l(:rth .alone tho r1 vcr to tho : .. tch1.s0D~ Topoko. & So.nto. Fe Ro.ilwuy; 
thenco in a northwo~terly direction ~one tho ro.l1rcee traek3 to tho City or 
Ano.hoilt bounl1o.ry; thence 1I:. a. eoncro.1 ncrthcrly diroction along tho oestorn 
.I\:lo.hoim city bo\l%lCAry to Pla.contia. Avenue (north of L.:. Palm Avollua); thence 
llc-rth o.lo1l8 Plo.contia. Avenue to tho tuUorton city 11m1ts; thence in 0. gonerttl 
ncrthcr1y direction alone tho oo.atorn Fullerton city bound:Jry to the Broc. city 
lil:l1ts; thence ncrth olong tho OIlstern Brc.:. city 'botm&ry to Centr.::l Avenue; thonce 
"'est a.long Centrlll Avonue to the La &\'brll eity l:1mi't.$j the'nco in 0. genoral 
n"rthorly direction a.1ong tho oastorn city boUllda.ry of' La. BIlbro. to \l'hitt1Gr 
Boulewrd; th~noo north ~ong Fullerton Roo-a to tho Lo~ l~los County bowxll!ry; 
thonco 1o'O:lt o.J.ong the County Oeun~ry to tho ea,.,t boundClYot tbo Motropolitan 
Ro.to J..rea; thenco in a. genor~ southwstorly diroction ~ong the Motropo11tnn 
I'!.:lto lU"oc. boucdllry to tho point of bogil'ming. 
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YIS!LLIA SUBURBAN consists or: 

• 

(1) Tho unincorporated area 'bounded on tho south by tho City or Vis=tl1..'1. ruld wost 
}bin Stroot; on tho W"Ost 'by RMch ~e; on the !lortb ruld OC3t by tho City 
of Vi501io.. 

(2) The unincorporcted area within the following described boundar,1: 
Boe1~n;tle a.t tho 1ntcrooction of North Cidc!1ngs Stroot nnd tho Visalia. city 
boundt.ry; thanC() north olong North G1ddir.gs Streot to Vine Stroot; thcnco 
east o.loIlg Vine Stroot tc Ce%lyOr Stroot; thonco south alone Co~r Stroot 
to Prospoct ~i.venuo; thence eQ.St along Prospect Avenuo to Sta.to Hieh'WtJ.Y 63; 
thence north olone State Hiebwny 63 to tho extension of BIlbcock Stroot; thence 
cast along Eo.bcock Streot to the Atchison~ Tol=lOk:l. & Santo. Fe R:lilwo.Y' tracks; 
thenco south alone thoso tracks to the city boundary; .:md thenco 'WCstorly 
clong the city boundc.ry to the point of begizlPi:cg. 

WALNUT Pf~K consists of: 

(1) Tho unincorporo.tod area. boWldGd on tho W5t by tho City of Los Aneoles; on 
tho north by tho ci tios of Los A:l;olos and Vornon; on the etl.St by tho ci tios 
of Huntington Pa.rk ~ South Ccw; on the south by tho City of Lymrood, by 
tho property lino n"rth of l07th P.l.o.ce (boing tho !3.:ll:!lO as tho northerly 
bo'UIlda.ry 11Ilt3 of Wa.tts Park 'l'r:let, ~ per mo.p recorded in Book 8, Poge 70, 
of Mll'-' of tho Los A:lgolos eo1.mty Rceo:oco), o.nc! by tho City of Los l.nsolos; 
o.nd 

(2) '!he uniIlcorpor~ted ~a. boU!ldod on tho north .:lnd on tho wst by tho City of 
Varnon; on the eest and on tho $outh by tho City of Huntington Park. 

WEST HOLLYWOOD consists ot: 

(1) Tho Ullincorporo.tod o.rec. 001.mC.OO on th'J north, on tho cast, nnd on tho south 
by tho City of Los !~clos; on tho wst by tho citios of Boverly Hills o.nd 
Los Angeles; 

(2) Tho tm1ncorporc.tce ~ ooundoo ontiroly by the CitY of Los J.ngoloz ~ 
ine1udizlg Fr~in C.:l:cyon; 

(;3) Tho unincorporated areas which a.ro boundod ontirely by the City of Los Angelo s 
rulCl lOCllted ca.st of li'o.ir£ax !t.wnuo, south o£ Beverly BouleWl'd, wst of 
Gc.rdnor Streot, end north of Third Streot; :md 

(4) Tho Na.tional Soldiers HOtlo (Se.W"tollo) w.ich is the lmincorporo.tcd c.rcc. 
bounded ont1.-oly by tho City of Los J'.ngclos ::.ncl loco:tcd botwocn tho citios 
of Bevorly Hill:! c.nd Santa. Monica.. 
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Alpbabet1ceJ. List ot Zon1Dg ~ta. - Southern Calitorrl1a Edison COJIlll8.llY 

Comm1ss1on NlJmber Dens1ty-
Adopted ot Meters 

C1t~ - Commun1tI - Area Zone tt. Meters Per Mile 
*Actonl'etc .. 6 13,,865 9 

Alhambra. 2 21,,639 142 
* Al tadene. 3 13,,573 .89 

A:cac3.ia. 3 ll,P798 81 
*Artesia 5 3,,046 70 
.Avalon V1llBge-tong ~ach 3 2,,184 87 
*!eJ.Q.w1n Park 5 8,,477 75 

:Beaumont 5 1,,602 50 
:sell 1 6,P463 160 

*Bell Ca.rdens 3 8,P031 77 
Beverly Rills 1 13,P726 l66 
Brea 4 1,P744 86 
Buena. Park 4 2,,765 76 
Ce.l.ieute, etc .. 6 2,100 4 

*Ce.rpinter1.tI. 5 1,P134 64 
Chino 5 2,,~5 47 
Claremont 4 2,,755 64-
Compton 2 19,P709 97 

*Compton-Lynwood 2 l5,,006 97 
Costa Mesa 4 4,626 70 
Covina. 4 2,,929 86 

*CUd.aby 3 2,°50 li8 
C\ll.ver City 2 lO,752 138 
Delano 4 3,231 60 

*Dominguez-Long Beach 3 1,705 82 
*Downey 3 30,,062 94 
*DJarte 3 5,,352 72 
*Eastern Division 6 82,,827 23 
*Eallt Loa Angeles 2 34,607 150 
*East San Gabriel 3 29,,773 95 
El Monte 3 3,435 99 

*N. El Monte 3 4, 980 89 
*s. El Monte 3 8, 407 85 
El Segundo 3 3,896 77 
Exeter 4 1,,679 87 
Fillmore 5 1,,511 73 
Fontanc. 5 3,226 64 
Fullerton 4 8,068 71 
Gardena 3 6,286 100 

*Garden Grove 5 4,166 74 
Glendora. 4 2, 306 79 
Rs.nt'ord 4 3,862 92 

*Hawaiian Gardens 5 864 84 
Rc.vthorne 2 7,,284 131 
RemoS4 Beach 2 5,958 174 
Huntington :Beach 5 2,P705 59 
HUllt1~on Park 1 14,625 187 

*Il:l.:per1e.l-Le.wd.ale 3 22,,845 94 
I'Qglewood 2 2O,P4B2 133 

*Inglewood Nos .. 1 & 2 2 6,,753 l22 
~La Ce.Ilade. 3 3,,605 58 
~I.a. crel3centa 3 6,,192 85 

!.agw:la :Beach 4 4,,673 107 
La BAbra 4 2,975 86 

*Lakewood-Mayfair 2 20,184 106 
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Al;ph&.betice.l L1st. ,.,1: Zc)n1ng to.te. - SO!"."thenl Cal1:t'orn!1I. Edison Companr 

City - Community - Area 
*tauee.ster 

La Verne 
*Leunox 

I.1nd8a.y 
*Lcm1ta. 
tong :Beach 
tynvood 
Manbe. tte.n :Bes.ch 
Maywood 
Mom-one. 

*MotlX'ov1a-other 
Montebello 
Monterey Park 

*Montrose 
NewpOrt Bee.eh 
*No~ Ventura 
*Nor:weJ,k 

O,tai, 
Ontario 
Ora.nge 
OXnard.' 

• I Palos Verdes ::;\'0."';' .... _'-
*P1eo 

Ple.cent1e. 
PomOll8. 
Porterville 
Port liueueme 

*Puente 
'Redlands 
Redondo :Bee.eb. 

*Rema1ud.er of Metro Area 
*Rivera. 

San :Bernardino 
san Ferna:ado 
$a.n Ge.br1e1 

*San Joaquin Valley 
San Marino 
S&nta. A:tJA 
Sante. :B&rbe.ra. 
Santa. Momes. 
s&nta. Paula 

*Sat.gUs-Ma.l1bu Area. 
Sesl'Beaeh 
Sierra. Madre 
SigMJ. ll1ll 
South Gate 
South Pase.d.ene. 

*Sunshine Acres-Whittier 
Tehe.cha.p1 
Torrance 
Mare 
Tustin 

Commission 
Adopted 
Zone It 

5 
5 
2 
4 
3 
1 
2 
2 
1 
3 
3 
3 
2 
3 
3 
5 
3 
5' 
4 
4 
1+ 
3 
3 
4 
3 
4 
S 
5 
4 
2 
3 
3 
3 
3 
2 
6 
3 
3 
3 
1 
4 
6 
4 
3 
2 
1 
2 
3 
5 
3 
1+ 
5 

. -- - .. 
Number 

of 
Meters 

3,765 
1,622 
8,840 
2,046 
3,262 

1ll,,385 
10,308 
9,692 
5,812 
9,251 
1,029 
9"l67 
9,lll 
2,,674 
9,822 
l,,357 

15,460 
1 .. 32l 

11,492 
4,735 
6,754 
l,358 
3,605 

658 
16,630 
3,184 
l1428 
3,l73 
7,301 

12,156 
ll,l46 
4,797 

20,209 
5,309 
7,,687 

41,341 
4,429 

21,,189 
18,872 
30,740 
4,000 
8,2l5 
1,690 
3,163 
2,174-

20,459 
7,9l6 
2,332 

690 
14,3ll 
4,859 

563 

~ns1ty­

Meters 
Per Mile 

1+8 
61 

141 
10 

U4 
146 
l23 
llO rn 
101 
71 
91 

107 
98' 

174 
141 

99 
'61 
16 
89 
90 
45 
96 

llO 
84 
88 
81 
42 
49 

108 
31 

100 
78 

l25 
u8 
11 
61 

l22 
91 

l87 
90 
14 

l20 
73 
60 

l12 
ll5 
67 
81 
75 
84 
83 
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• 
Al;ehe.bet1eaJ. List or Zo1l1~ Data - Southern California Edison Coml2!%ll 

C~s1on Number 
Adopted 0'1 

Cit~ - Community - Area Zone tt. Meters 
Upland 5 4,,12l 
Ventura. 3 7,,602 
Visalia. 4 5,4U 

*We.J,nut Park 1 19,,49l 
West Covine. 5 5,571 

*West Hollywood 1 12,,958 
*Western DiVision 6 26,287 
Ynl1ttier 3 11,998 

*Whitt1er-Other 3 7,756 
.... Wh1tt:1e:r-South 3 l8,,878 

Woo<Uake 5 860 
*Zone D 6 9,750 
C:1t:1CB Jointly Serve4 5 539 

Total System 1,186,476 

* Des1sDetc& tm1neorporated eormnunity or e.rce.. 
# Ccmc1ss1on's 6-zone plan represents one step 

c1.ovo.ward :t'ro::l. o,pplica.nt t s :proposal, for eJ.l 
zones except No.1, 1:or equivalent level. 

Density-
Meters 

Per Mile 

4.5 
100 

90 
161 

51 
269 
l6 

lcJ+;,' 
93 
7~ 

65 
14 

0 
, " -53 
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tIST OF APPEARANCES 

For Applicant: Bruce Renwick, Gail C. La:ldn and Rollin E. Woodbury. 

Protestants: City of Lor.g Bea.ch, 'oy Hen-A E. Jo!'da..,,; Independent Protestants, 
'oy Bruce l-kKn1sht. Edwin p. Jacob~n and Sam Miller; Housing Authority of 
Los Angeles" by Ted SC3rborou,g,h; HOU!5ing Authority of City of O~rd, by 
Paul :01. SR.pp and Neil Hiely; HOu.5ing Authority of County of San Bernardino, 
'oy PAul :'1. 88.££; Kaiser Steel Compa..."lY, by Thelen, Y.arrln" Jo~on and Bridse~, 
S:wuel S. Gill, R. E. Seaver" and l-'.ax Thelen, and by George Scheer; Hou=ing 
Authority of City of Son Buenaventura., by Riyhard t, Collins; Los Angeles 
County Fair A.ssociation, by Philip D. Sheppard; Pacific Electric Railway 
Company, by Ra...."dolph Ka:-r and R. H. Du.gr.id.; Los Angeles Tral'lsit Lines, by . 
Stan1ev N. Lanhl'.m and John C. Curti)!; Cit.y of EJ. Segundo, by Don.il.d A. Short; 
Buoinossmon Property O\.m.ers Corporation of the Valley, by Clarenee A • .t-'iartin; 
Brea Chemicals, Inc., by A."drew HRuk; City of Torrance, by Jame~ z.,~. H:\ll; 
California l'u.:.tutaJ. v,.:l.ter CO::lpa.nies Association, :01 DO!lsld D. Stark, .E. Spuruon 
Rothrock and B~rry Di~; AnaheiI:. Uro.on water Compar.y, by L. A. Peterson; 
Beo.r Valley l~ual Wilter Compa.."'lY,. by J. J. Prenderga.st; Beaumont Irriea.tion 
District, by .i:"~ga..""et Ol:3on; Covina. Irriga.ting CompaxlY, by E. H. Walters; 
Cucamonga. Water Companyl by John H. Klusman; Fontana. UXlion Water Company, by 
E. A. ~lright; Frsnces MutUAl. Wa.ter Company, by Chnrles ~i. Plum.; The Gage 
Canal Compa.ny, 'oy John M. M;rlne, Jr. j. Irrigation Comps,ny of Fomona, by 
J. R. Corrington; Redlands Heights Water Company" by H. H. Ford; Rivor~de 
Highland Water Company, by D. S. Bell,; Riverside Water Company" by A. A. Webb; 
Santa Ana. Valley Irr1g<ltion Cor::tpa.ny" by Rutan, Tucker, Howell and Tucker,. 
H. Reger Howell and. D. C. iitm~n; San Antonio Wa.ter Company, by Oliver S. 
~rthcote e."'ld C. D. Adams; San Di:las Water Companr, 'oy v/illialn P. Crum; 
Temescoll Wa:t.or Company~ by C. 1>1'. Brew~r; Yorba Linda Water Company, by M. E. 
Ford., Jr.; Yucaipa. Water Company No.1, 'oy E. R. Hedman; ;2nd Di3trict 
Agricultural Association, by R. lv!. C. Fullenwider; Lakewood Chamber or 
Commerce, by ~ek Kl"Oul and tee T. Hollopeter; Terra. Bella. Irrigation Di3trict, 
Exeter Irrigation District rl!ld. Vandalia. Irrigation District, by Irvin H. 
~~; tindsay-Stra.thmoro Irrigation District, by Jrunes R. Y~Bride and 
.9'eo. W. Trauger; Lindmore Irrig3.tio,n District, by Robert L. La.nning; Centincla 
Valley Onion High School District, by Alvin J. Smith; City of Huntington Park,. 
by Christo'tlher J. Griffin; Californi<l Institute or Social Welfare, Oy 
Georpe t>!cLait,!; Southern San J03.CJ,uin I'lun!.cipa.l Utility District, by ~ 
0. RA.yttj; California. State Grange., by Ch~rles 0. But'liek; Chamber of Commerce 
of Terra. Bella, by &').;y;onci Muller; C311fornia I'.unicipal Utilities As~ocia.tion, 
'oy Johrl W. Holm~s and Cl-'treTlc~ A. t1:i.r'lder. 

Intere:sted Parties: Calitornia Fa.""1: B1.:reau Federation" by J. J. Deuel; Delano-
Earlimart Irrigation Di=trict and. Saueelito Ir~-sat:!.on District, by Irvin H. 
Al thou~e; California Y.anu!acturers Association, by Brobeck, Fhleger & Harri~n, 
JOMph J. PileckA.s 3l'ldGeorQ;6 D. Rives; City of Los AIlgele:s, by Roger Arnebergh, 
Alan G. Campbell and 'llleod?tt M. Ch'.;~b; City of Vernon., by Guthrie" Darling 
and Shattuck., Frtl.l'lk ~Ma.r¢o; Execu.tive Agencies of the United States Goverr.ment., 
by Cha.rles Goodwin, George Spiegel, C, L. Allimnn. James Z. McFeely and 
Henr;vo V. Bazak; Lindmore Irrigation Di:strict" Ivanhoe Irrigation Di$'triet and. 
City of Lindsay, by Ja.:nes R. Z.:CBride; Kern County, by Bruce HeKnight; :tw.bnolith 
Portlar.d Cement Co:npa.ny, by Jo~eph T. Enri,"ht. Normen Elliott. vla.ldo A. Gillette 
and R. D. Dingler; Cities of Riversice, Colt.oo,. A."laheim and A.zu:sa, by 
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J.'hn ~v. Holmes, Pre~ton Turner (Anaheim)" Henry Dougherty (River3ide), V.artin 
C. Casey (Colton)" H. A. Snido'" and P. J. T~charger (Azu~a.); California 
Portland Cement Company, by W!il:.ll.lc~ K.. 'Downey; Perteets.ire l>1a.nutact.uring 
Company" by Henry E. ~valker; City or Santa l.;onica) by Robert G. Coekins; 
U. S. Gyp,um, COll'l}:l8.nY, by Leon Shock; r:'red C. Jones, for hi.mselt; Calitornia-
Michigan Land & Water Company a.."l.d EMt ?e.s.:ldena Water Compa.."lY" by Richard C. 
Goocs-oee,d; Ham Colmer for himsel.f; no..iry:ten~ Cooperative Creamery Association 
a.."lc1 U. S. Porcelain Enamel Products Company, by W. n. MaeKa'V'; City of San 
Bernardino" by ~nldo Willhoft; Joh~~ Y~ville ?roCuct$ Corpor4tion, by 
J. Z. vJaldron; United Statos Rubber ComT-P.-ny, by J. H. Skeen; De:pa.rtment of 
TtJater and Power) City of los Angclc~" by John E. G1!'1lrd; Citieo of Compton, 
Lyn'\<.'Ood, Torr.:mce and. South Gate, by Clarence A. Winder. 

Protestant and. Interested Party: Bethlehem PQ.cit'ic Coast Steel Company, 
~~cDonald B. Pettit and Fred E. Pettit, J~., by Fred E. rettit. Jr. 

Observer:.;: Kenneth Johnneon. City Hall" Inglewood.; Charles S. Hatton 01' Pacific 
Gas and Electric Comi=3-llY; F:"'<'lnk ?o~A.th of San Diego G3.5 & Electric Company. 

For the Corcm:i.soion Staff: Boris H. L1tku:5t,'l., Frey;r..g..."'l Cole;:?:'!. ~ Chnrle s W. Hors" 
Lowis R. Knerr, Rode:1.ck B. C.}Mie.ya.."ld. John .F'. Donovn:'l. 

LIST OF WITNESSES 

Evic!.ence was p~esented 0:1 behal£ 01' applica."lt by: C. L. Ashley Crate pro P9s.:U s) ; 
A. L .. Burke (f'i.."'l3.nCial requirements); Smith n,3.vis (fi.."lancial ~tructureh 
R. E. Fife (rc~lts o! o:peration); H. A .. Lott (history" organiZation); 
B. A. Nor,e (eo$t trend3, c:.eprecia.tion); A. O. }ctt (V'olluo of p%'Opertie~); 
w. C. }'iullendore (r.eed tor increased revenue); R. P. O'Brien (effect of' i:l.+'lation 
on e~rnings and d.epreciation); E. R. Peterson (expe~es, taxes); C. E. Pichler 
(revenues); Harold. "\linton (Vernon lease, price increases); . 

Evidence was present~ on beh.al.f of the protestants and inteH:5t.ed ~rtie:5 by: 
R. L. Adams, C. L. Alliman, I. H. Althouse" C. C. Br3Ddt, C. M. Brewer, L. C. 
Clarke, Harry Colmer, Chat:man Cottrell, H. iI. Crooke, J. C. Curt.i$" J. J. Deuel, 
Barr,r Dibble, E. F. Dor~tic, W. C. D~ewr.1" W. A. Gillette, Burt Green, D. C. 
Hansen, L. V. Henciersen, C. H. Holley, H. H. Holley, J. G. ~ameson, A. J. Kenne~, 
D .. A. Kcsh, W. D. i-".c.cKay, A. vl. McCall, George ~~ain, R. R. Y.cLain, J. H • .t-Zead, 
Raymond Nuller, J. H. ~lne) Jr., Bert Oberg, G. F. Oelker~, C. B. Patchen, 
D. H. Rochlen, P. Y4 Sapp, G. S. Scheer, P. D. ShePrard, J. H. Skeen, A. J. Smit~ 
V. D. Smith, C. L. Struckman, G. ~.;. Trauger" R. J. T~mblay, H. E. 't'Je.lker, 
A. A. Webb" R. A. ·'lIehe, E. E. Viest, F. R. vlilcox l C. A .. 1.Jimer. 

Evidence wa.s presented. on behalf of the Commis.5ion st..lff oy: H. G. Butler 
(historical cost rate 'basc); A. H. Hecht (customer distrib'l...-tion, usage and 
ratos); R. W. Hollis (revenue:); K. J. Kindblad (customer accounting a%:d 
collecting expense and. sales promotion expense);, D. F. LaHue (history', intro-
duction, revenue required to proc:uce variou:; ra.tes of return); L. S. Patter~n 
(prod.uction, tra."'lsmission and d.istribution expenses); D. B. Steger (present 
ope roltion.:s, administrative and gener:3l c~~es, taxes, sumcary of ea.;nings); 
Theodore Stein (~ance sheet, incomo stat~nt and clearing accounts); 
C. Unnevchr (depreciAtion); G. B. jJeck (rate base). 
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Tariff Schedule3 t.:. be cancelled - Southern ca.lif,..rnia Edi~on c.,mpa..ny 

Sehec!.~e N~. 

D-l 
D-2 
D-3 
D-4. 
D-5 
D-6 
D-ll 
D-13 
D-l4. 
D-2l 
D-23 
:0-31 
D-I.J. 
D-42 
DM-l 
L-1 
1-2 
L-:3 
L-4 
L-5 
L-6 
t-ll 
L-13 
L-l4. 
L-2l 
L-23 
1-:31 
L-41 
L-42 
tAV-1 
I.B-2l 
LS-l 

p-:-c 

P-l-c::t 

P-l-D 
?-4l 
PA-l 
PA-21 
?A-31 
PA-41 
PA-l-CI 
PA-2l-CI 

PAP-1 
PAP-2 
PC-1 
PC-U 
PO'.-l 

Title Cal. P.U.C. Sheet No. -
Domestic Service 2226-E & 2227-E 
Domestic service 2228-E 
Dome~tic service 2486-E 
Domestic service 22:30-E 
Dome~tic Service 24S7-E 
Dome~tic Service 2232-E 
Domestic Service 2233-E & 2234-E 
Domestic Service 2236-E 
Domestic service 2237-E 
Dome~ic Service 2238-E & 2239-'£ 
Done~tic service 224O-E 
Domestic service 224l-E & 224:G-E 
Dom.estic Service 2243-:: & 2244-E 
Do~estic Service 2245-:: & 2246-E 
lnmestic Service - Multifamily Accommooation 2247-E & 2248-E 
Lighting - General Service 2249-E & 2250-S 
Lighting - Genera.l Service 225l-E 
Lighting - General Service 248S-E 
Lig..~tiI:g - General Sorv-lce 2253-E 
Lighting - General Service 2489-:: 
Lighting - Genoral $orvice 2255-E 
Light1r~ - General Service 2256-E & 2257-E 
Lighting - General Service 2259-E 
Lighti.~ - General Service 2260-E 
Lighting - Genera.l Se:,,'iee 2261-E & 2262-E 
Ughti."'lS ,. Genera.l Service 2263-E 
Lighting - Cenere.l Service 2264-E & 226.5-E 
Lighting - Ce~eral Service 2266-E 
Lighting - General Service 2267-E 
Ughti."l8 - Avia.tion Service 226S-B 
tighti."l8 - Busine~s Service 2269-E 
Lighting - Street and Highway 25.32-:& & 25.33-E 
Flat RAte - Cemplete service 
Ug.'"lting - St:-eet and Highway 
Flat Rete Serlice 
Lighti:'le-Street and Highway Metered Service 

Li~hting-gtreet ane Hi~~~y 
Fla.t FAte Completo Serviee 
L1.ght.j.ng-st.reet. and. M1ghwo.y Service 
Lighti"lg-Street a.nd Highway 
Flat RAto - Completo Service ' 
Power - General Service 
Conneeted load Bas~ 
Power General - Intermittent Service 
CQr~ected Load Ba~i~ 

Power - Genera.l Service Dem:ld Basis 
Power - General Service 
Po~~r - Agricultural Service 
Power - Agrieultural Service 
Po~r - Agricultural Service 
Power - Agricult.ura.l Service 
Power Agri~tu.~l - Intermittent Serviee 
Connected· toad Ba,i, 
Power Agricultural - Ir.~e~ttent Service 
Co~~ected Load ~is 
Power - Agricultural Service 
Po-..rer - Agricultural Service 
Power - Combination Serviee 
Power - Combination Service 
Power - Combination !1.A."'lui"aeturing Service 

2415-E to 2420 i.~cl. 

242~-~ ~O '~4"~m. 
2534-'£ 
2281-E 
22S2-E to 22S4-E:irlc1. 

2285-E & 2286-E 

2289-E & 2290-E 
2291-E t~ ~-E~. 
2294-E ' 
2295-E 
2296-E 
2297-E 
229S-E 

2299-E 

230Q-E & 2.30l-E 
2302-E to 2304-E :i .. 'd. 
230;-E & 2;81-E 
2.440-'£ & 2.4.4l-E 
2307-E.. 2500-E & 
2;66-E 
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Tariff Schedules to be cancellod. - SOuthern calif"rnis. Edis!"ll'l Compan.,V' 

Sche~ule No .. 
o 

Title -
F 00-1 Power - Col:loi."'l.ation Oil Field. Service 
PH-l Powe~ - Heati=g Servic~ 
P~-21 Power - Heating Servic~ 
PH-~l Powo~ - Heating service 
P:~-l Po ..... er - ~cipa.l P\:J:ping Service 
PMP-21 Power - M'.l."l!.c:i.l=31 Pu;:lping Service 
PO-l Po~r - Oil Field Service 
S-1 St~~dbj - Gcnc~a1 S~rv1ce 
s-2 Standb:r - ?a.r.:J.llel Ser:ice 

Zone A ti=ited., 
D-l Territolj 
No. 1 Dome~tic service 
Zone A Lill".ited, 
t-l Territory 
No .. 1 Liehting - General Service 
Zone A Limited, 
LS-l To:rrit.o:ry' Street Lighting and 
No.. 1 'l'ra.t!1e Co::c::'Cll Service 
Zone A limited, 
P-l Territory 
No. 1 Powe~ - General Service 
Zone A J:.i:nited, 
D-l Terri to:Q' 
No. 2 Domestic Service 
Zone A Limited> 
L-l Territory 
No .. 2 Lighting - Genera.l Service 
Zone A Limited, 
P-l Territory 
Nl!". 2 'P:)wer - Genera.l Se:"Vicoe 
Zone A PCI-2 Power - Combination Industrial SOrvice 
Zo~e B p-3 Fewer - General Service 
Z~ne B PA-2 Power - Agricultural Service 
Zone B PA-~ Power - Agricultural service 
Zone C tCO-1 Lighting - Combination Del:le~tie Se~r.ice 
Zone C PA-3 Po~r - Ag:'ieultural SCrnce 
D-l-p~ver$1Qe Domestic Service 
t-l-Ri ver~ide Ug."l't,ing - General ~I"\"iee 
P-l-Rivorsido Pewer - General Service 
PA-l-Rive~icc p~wer - Agric~tural Service 
PT-2l P~wer - Irrigation ?um?ing ?~~t 

Dot:1cstic Sorvice 

ca.l. P.TJ. c. Sheet. No_ 

2310-E & 2311-::: 
23:.4-E & 2315-E 
2~16-E 
2;;17-'£ 
231B-E 
2~"19-E 
2320-E 
2$21-E & 2322-E 
2;:2~-E & 2321+-:: 

1606-E 

l607-E 

l608-E 

1609-E & 1643-E 

1627-E 

162S-E 

1629-'£ & 1613-E 
1955-E & 1956-E 
92S-E 
1934-E & 19.35-E 
lS2S-E & l$29-E 
1044-E 
1736-S & 1737-E 
2507-E 
2508-E 
2509-E & 2510-E 
2511-E & 2512-:: 

252-E & 2578-E 


