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~"~CI'!!9 Decision No. _ .. " "2.: 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC 'UTILITIES CO~~'-D:SSION OF THE STATE O}"' CALIFORNIA 

In the I--atter of the Application of ) 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COl'i:P.A~"Y for a ) 
certificate of public convenience and ) 
necessity under Article 1 of Chapter 5 ) 
of the Public Utilities Code to con- ) 
struct, operate and maintain a certain ) 
natural gas project and to exercise all ) 
permits, easements and franchises which ) 
may be used or useful in connection } Application No. 37635 
there,,'1i th; for authorization to supply ) 
natural gas service to Permanente Cement ) 
Comp~~y (Cushenbury) cement plant in ) 
accordance ,,'1ith a contract dated ) 
December 25, 1955; and for authorization) 
to supply natural gas service in the )
vicinity of Lucerne Valley in the County ) 
of San Bernardino) and to file and make ) 
effective natural gas schedules app11- ) 
cable thereto. ) 

(Gas) ) 

(Appeara.nces and "litnesses are 
set forth in Appendix A) 

INTERn,! OPINION 

A~plicant's Present Reguest 

At this time Pacific Gas and Electric Company, applicant 

herein, seeks a decision on only that portion of the above-entitled 

application "'lhich is concerned l:ith firm and interruptible service 

to the proposed new cement plant of the Pormanente Cement Company 

to be located approximately eisht miles southeast of the town of 

Lucerne Valley in San Bernardino County~ - The application was 

filed 11ith the Commission on December 30, 1955, ~nd, pending 

decision on the other portions, applicant requests an early 

decision on this part of its total request. 

Publi c Hearing 

After due notice, the first day of public hearing on 

this application was held on February 16, 1956, before 
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Cozm:r.issioner Justus F. Craemer and Examiner II. VI. Ed,\,lards at 

Victorville, Cali£orma. At this hearing 'the Sou'th"les't Gas 

Corporation, now rendering natural gas service in Victorville and 

vicinity, appeared as ~ protestant to applicant's request 'to serve 

the domestic and cotlLlercial load in the tov.rn of Lucerne Valley and 

adjacent terri tory. Uhen it 1'las apparent that additional time 

and several more days of hearing would be necessary to roceive all 

pertinent evidence on the Lucerne Valley service matter, the 

applicant submitted for decision that portion of the application 

concerned with service to the Per.manente cement ~lant. 

P£ter considering the limited amount of evidence presented 

by the applicant at the first day of hearing as to the future 

availability of natural zas to serve ouch a large load, the 

Commission, on ~~rch 13, 1956, set aside the submission and 

reopened the matter for further hearing. 

A second day of hearing was held before Commissioner 

Ray E. Untereiner and Examiner H. '~j. Edwards at Victorville on 

}~ch 29, 1956. At this reopened hearing, applicant presented 

additional info~ation regarding the estimated future availability 

of natural gas over as long a periOd of time as the l5-year term 

provision of the contract. Pursuant to the suggestions contained 

in the order reopening the hearing, additional testil.,on~~ was 

presented regarding the price of fuel oil and equivalent nctural 

gas rate levels, and a shorter term for the contract than 15 years. 

Also the effect of the proposed sale upon 'the problem of air 

pollution in the San Francisco Bay area was discussed.' 

No party o££ered any objection to the proposed service 

of interruptible and firm nut ural zas to the new cement plant. 

The representative for the C~lifornia Farm Bureau Federation ~ade 

a statecent in favor of the proposed service to Permanente. The 
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Commission staff, through a gas engineer, took an active part 

in the proceeding and by cross-exacination of the witnesses brought 

out certain deficiencies in the proposed agreement and other 

points for the Commission to consider in deciding as to the 

adVisability of this proposed sale of natural gas to the 'new cement 

plant. 

Proposed Construction and Cost 

Applicant plans to provide and install, and thereafter to 

operate and maintain, a gas transmission main extending approxi

mately 34 miles froD:. its Topock-l'~lpitas tr&nsmission line in the 

vicinity of Daggett southward to the proposed c~ont plant situated 

in the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter of Section 11, 

To'mship :3 North, Rang1e 1 East, S.B.B. &. ll~. The proposed main 

'rill consist of 22.7 miles of lO-inch high p~essure pipeline to 

a point northeast of the to,m of Luc erne Valley, where a tap will 

be availa~le for service to Lucerne Valley. Continuing therefrom) 

an a-inch high pressure pipeline) approximately 11.3 miles in 

length, will be run to the cetlent plant site. 

The estimate of cost of the proposed construction is set 

forth in Exhibit No. 4 ~nd may be sumwarized as follows: 

119,$56 ft. of 10-inch pipe @ ~j3.76 per ft. installed •••• 
59 1 664 ft. of S-inch pipe ~ ~J.lO per it. installed •••• 

Rizhts of 1Jay, Roads, Trails, Valves) Odorizing 
Equipment, Z:eters, Regula tors, etc •••••••••••••••••••• 

Subtotal ..................... , •• 

Overhead Construction Costs C 15% •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
I-~eters, Services and ltegulation Installed at Cement Plant 

Total •.•............ ~ ..... .. 

$450,659 
184,958 

t6,200 
~7 1,817 
106,772 

20,000 
~~838 ,SS9 

Because part of the cost of this project is chargeablo 

to fi~ load in Lucerne Valley, applicant states that the instal

lation cost assignable to the Permanente Cement Plant is :,,7$$,755. 
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Such <lssignmcnt is based on an interruptiblo demand o£ 1.1000 Mcf 

p<:r hour to the pl~nt co:cp~od to Cl.n ustiI:'lntod £i~ load of :32 Ncf' 

per hour ~t the plant and in tho $~rounding are~. 

Extension Cost Advance 

In accordance 'Nith ap,licant' z gas Rule .;md Ree;ulation 

No. 15 it is required that the interruptible customer advance the 

full ~OUDt of tho allocated portion of the cost of the extonsion. 

However, in this case, because of the laree amount of the advance 

and the desire of the customer to preserve its flexible line of 

credit, the .:lpplicant proposes to advc.nco the :~7S8) 755 a.nd be 

reimbursed at the rate of 1.35 cents per !'~cf on future gas sales. 

Such proposal 1'alls under the iTExceptional Cases" section of 

Rule and Re$Ulo.tion No. 15, which provides that the utility or 

the customer may refer the matter to the Public Utilities 

Commission for special rulin~, or fo! the approval of any special 

condi tions 't~hich :nay be mutually agreed upon.. As a precedent for 

this method of financing applicant refers to the Trona Case~l 
wherein the Commission authorized a 60.3-mile extension on the 

basis o£ repayment at the rate of 2.0 cents per Hcf. 

Applicant states that it intends to pay the cost of 

constructing and completing the project out of its income and 

other funds in its treasury not obtained from the issue of 

securities and/or from such funds as may be obtained by means' of 

the issue 01' such stock, bonds, notes or other evidences of 

inde~ess as the Commission shall hereafter, on proper applica

tion, authorize for that purpose. 

Exhibit No. 14 shows that the 1.35-cent rate will repay 

the extension advance of ~7SS,7;; in 15 years, plus $325,617 

1 Decision No. 51666 t Applications Nos. 36889 1 36890, )6891, 
dated July J.2, 195,. 
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accumulated interest at a 4 per cent per annuc rate) assuming 

$2,546,000 £~cf is cons\lmed by the cement plant during this poriod. 

It should be pointed out that this payment is in addition to the 

proposed effective rate which the customer will pay for the 

interruptible gas service. 

Propos~d Rate 

The proposed rate tor the interruptible service is the 

sace as that being charged in connection with interruptible service 

from the Trona extension and to a neVI . cement plant beine installed 

by the California Portland Cecent Company \'J'est of Mojave.. The rate 

consists of a base rate and two components. The first component 

is an offset charge ot 1.2 cents :ror the'first 20,000 Hc! per month 

because of increased prices or out-of-state gas ~"hich .:lre subje ct 

to possible refund. The second component is an amount of 6.67 cents 

per lZcf based on a current posted price of' fuel oil of over :~~2.00 

per barrel. The proposed rate follows: 

Base Rates Fuel 
]or Fu~l Oil Offset Oil 

Q ~;1.20 Eer Bbl. Charges Clause 

First 1, 000 ll~c£'; per ~rcf 36.46¢ 1.2¢ 6.67 Ne:::t' 2;000 l:cf, :>er i:'cf 32.76 1.2 6.67 Next 3 ,000 l·rcf, per Hcr 31.76 1.2 6.67 
Next 4,000 He!, per !v1cf .30.76 l.2 6.67 Next 10,000 Ecf, per 11cf 26.20 1.2 6 .. 67 Over 20, 000 l~cf, per Irc! 24.60 6.67 

The above effective rates are predicated on natural gas Hith a 

hoating vaJ.ue of 1,100 Btu. In caoe °t;h7 heating value varies 

substantially from this base the rules provide for appropriate 

adjustments upward or do\'m.\'rard. 

Effec-
tive 

Rates 

44.3 
40.6 
39.6 
38.6 
34.1 
31.3 

It does not appear deSirable or necessary to establish a 

new rate schedule for this service. Therefore, the order will 

provide for service to Permanente under Schedule No. G~56. 
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Agreement , ... i. th Permanente Cement Company 

Applicant seeks authority to provide the interruptible 

natural eas service in accordance with the terms and conditions of 

an agreeoent inth Permanente Cement Company, dated December 28, 

1955, ,,:hich is attached to its application as Exhibit nen • It is 

provided in the agreement that ap,licant shall not be obligated at 

any time to supply intol'ruptible g~s at a rotc in e~:eess o£ 

l,OOO,OOO cubic feet per hour,. The contract term is for 15 years 

and Pemanentc expects to consume 2,600,000 i·:cf during the first 

year and gradually to increase this amount up to S 1 700) 000 l'Zcf 

during the 13th and 14th years. 

The agreoment provides for payment of a sureharee at tho 

rate of 1.35 cents per 17c£ in lieu of any ~ediate obligation to 

advance the installation cost of the transmission main necessary 

to render the interruptible service. The agreement also provides 

tr..?t Permanente may discontinue the 1.35 cent per Hef payment at 

any time by a lump sum payment of 1.1 cents ljer HcI' on the unused 

gas balance of the specified 82,546,000 total Hcf. In the event 

that Permanente (a) discontinues operating its equipment before 

the expiration of the term of the contract) or (b) fails to take 

the necessary quantity of interruptible gas to operate its equip

ment when such gas is available therefor, or (c) causes this contract 

to be cancelled prior to its expiration date, it $h~11 on demand 

pay the applicant the acount based on the 1.1 cent per Hcf 

computation basis and shall also pay the cost of installing and 

removing the service facilities, i.e., service pipe, servi~e 

regulators, meters and other miscellaneous facilities associated 

therewith. 

The usual liability, curtailment) standby fuel ~nd 

Commission jurisdictional clauses have been incorpor~tod in the 

agreement. 

-6-



Economics of Project 

Applicant represents that the expenditures required for the 

proposed project ~ll not result in any burden on applicant's other 

customers, and that under the rates pro~osed the project would 

have increased the g~s department's r2te of return from 5.868 per 

cent to approximately 5.$$2 per cent if it had been operative 

during the year 1955. The rate base on which applicant expects a 

return ,\,1ill not be increased by this portion of the project. The 

estimated installation cost of ~~78S, 755 i'Till be charged to 

Account 125, Accounts Receivable, and credited to Account 265, 

Contributions in Aid of Construction. ~fuile applicant's plant will 

be increased by ~)7SS, 755, for the purpose of rate making the 

contribution in aid of construction ~dll be deducted and the net 

result 'tnll be no increase in rate base. Account 524, Interest 

Revenue, will be croditeti with an amount equal too 4 per cent per 

annum on the r~a1n1n5 unpaid b~lancc of the estimated installation 

cost and the amount of ~oney recovered by the monthly surcharge 

will be credited to Account 125, Accounts Receivable. In the 

event that Per.hl~nente elects to pay off the unpaid balance of the 

estimated installation cost, such amount likewise ~'Till be credited 

to Account 125. 

A large interruptible load enables applicant to cvntract 

for l~rSG blocks of out-of-state gas at hi~h annual lOQd factors 

to meet the zrowth in the firm peruc load. So long as the utility 

has sufficie nt interruptible load 'i:;o \. .. se the zas i'~hen it is not 

required for firm custocers, the gro,rlng firm load normally can be 

most economically ~et by this method. Should applicant not bo 

able to obtaill c.dditional high load factor supplies it Hould have 

to resort to alternate and more eA~ensive means> such as underground 

storage or manufactured zas, to meet the firm load growth. The 
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:f'ut-ure availability of interruptible gas is of' importance in 

deciding the economics of the pro,osed project. 

Avai1abilitx of Gas 

The staff questioned that applicant had sufficient gas 

to supply an interruptible load of this magnitude for a period of 

time as lon~ as 15 years in the future. Particularly questioned 

was appl~eant's proposal to base the line repayment surcharge on 

100 per cent load factor of operation durine the 13th and 14th 

years or ope:-o,tion. At the second day of hearing a td tness for 

applicant described negotiations ~dth the El Paso Natural Gas 

Company for an additional 150,000,000 cubic feet of gas daily and 

testified that there is a reasonable expectation that applicant . 
inll have sufficient gas durin: this lS-year period to supply 

Illost of the estimated requirements of Permanente. Appli cant 

revised its earlier estimate of the amount of' gas to be delivered 

by assuming curtailment of roughly 5 por cent during the 6th to 

15th year of the contract but ee,timated that the surcharge of 

1.35 cents per 1,:c£ would still pay off the extension advance before 

the and of the 15th year. 

loi.!el Clause 

A fuel clause is providod in tho rate to maintain the 

competitive position of the !,rice of interruptible gas uith 'that 

of fuel oil. At present this clause h~s a $2 per barrel ceiling 

and a ~l floor. Currently, the posted price of oil is above ~2 

so that the price of sas is below a truly competitive price. The 

testimony showed that the coo.petitive oil V'rould be purchased in 

the Los Angeles basin, but that applicant's proposed fuel clause 

was bc:.sed on the price in the San Francicco Bay area. The $tc..££ 

suggested that the fuel clause should be changed and the prico 

based on the posted price at El Segundo or other pOints in the 
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Los Angeles area. Applicant '\'Tas op,osed to thi s change on the 

basis tr~t it desired uniformity in its interruptible schedules and 

stated that a uniform price s~read of 5 cents has been maintained 

in the posted price betv-leen the two areas. So long as this spread 

is maintained at 5 cents applico.nt cOlltended that the use of a 

San Francisco Bay area posted price is equitable. 

Interest late 

The staff questioned the use of a 4 per cent interest 

rate on this extension adv~nce i~smuch as the applic~t hos in 

the p~st in rate cases stated th~t its cost or money is a~proxi

r:.ately 6 per cent or greater. Applicant T s "ri tness did not consider 

4 per cent ~ £~ir r~tc of return on property or investment in 

utility operations, but looked at this particular matter as some

~hing outside of the utility oper~tion, a 4 per cent interest 

charze on an installment p~ent as a baru~er in this ,articular 

instance. 

Term of Contract 

Applic~t cited the Trona contracts as a precedent for 

a l5-year term contract. In thoS0 matters th0 applicant i'laO, 

contracting i~th firms long established in the Trona area. In 

this case, a net" plant is involved., l~pplicant pOinted out, 

however, that the contract provided tor full extension advance 

repa~~ent if the contract is tel~inated before the 15-year term 

is completed, and. considered Pcnnanente as o.n old and i'lell

est~blishod customer based on its service to the Percanente Cement 

Plant near Los Altos, C~liforni~. Applicant also pointed out 

that at any time the Commission could alter the contract under 

the j'urisdictional clause. 

The staff pointed out a fundamental weakness in the 

contract regarding the manner in ""hich al?plicant would be 
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Franchises, Rights of \lay and Easements 

Applicant plans to lay and install the gas mains, in 

part, on private rights of way, on public highllays, streets, 

roads and places of the County o~ San Bornardino. In this 

resard it requests a certificate of public convenience and 

necessity to exercise the rights and privilegesundcr a general 

county franchise :;re.nted to it by Ordinance No. 760 of tl~ 

Board of Supervisors of the County of San Bernardino to the 

extent necessary to construct, operate and maintain the project, 

as described, ~d extensions thereof made in the ordinary 

course of business in the unincorporated territory in San 

Bernardino County. Inasmueh as the question o£ service ~o 

the to''1n of Lucerne Valley is not being decided at this time, 

the certificated service area proposed in the application is 

greater than needed for the extension to the cement plant site. 
Findings and Conclusions 

After considering the early record herein, the questions 

,osed by the staff and the testimony at the reopened hearing, the 

Commission finds and concludes that a sufficient quantity of 

interruptible gas should be available reasonably to supply the 

est~ted future fuel requirements of the Cushonbury Coment Plant, 

and that applicant should continue to base its fuel oil clause on 

postod prices in the San Francisco bQy area so long as a 5-cent 

d~forential with the Los Angelos BaSin posted price is maintained. 
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As to the level of the rates, the Commission is aware that the 

proposed pric e of the g~s is lower th.:tn .:l reD.sonable cOI:peti ti ve level 

based on the probable dcliverc~ cost of fuel oil at the plant site. 

With tho increasing costs of supplying firm gas service, tho 

CO~ssion places the parties on notice that it may desiro to 

increase this rate in the ncar future, or reviso th~ fuel escalator 

clause. With regard to the 4 per cent intcr~st rate, the Commission 

realiz~s thct applicant does not earn 6 per cent on c~ch extonsion 

but may earn a hi~her rate on some and a lower rate on others. 

The Com=ission does not favor a utility acting as a banker, nor 

a contract term longer than 5 years. Applic.:ln~however, is apparentJy 

convinced that this is the best arrangement it could make in this 

instance to obtain the n~w load and its benefits without in any 

way burdening its existing customers. The Conwission prefers that 

utilities extend interruptible service in accordance with th~ir 

filed rules without resorting to the '(Exceptional Cascs tT clause 

thereof. Howover, in this instanco, aftur careful weighing of all 

the facts, we will not let these con$id~rations stand in th~ wuy 

of our authorizing the contract. 

In entering into this contrnct, Pcrmanontc tnkcs the 

risk that interruptibl~ gas m~y not b~ avuil~blo for ~s long a 

ti~c cs, ~nd to tho ~xtcnt, forec~st by applic~nt. Another risk 

tr4t Permanente takes is that the smog situation may become so bad 

i!'l the San FranciSco, Los Angele:;; or other metropolitan centers 

~hat the Commission may be required, in the public interest, to 

reduce the available gas supplies to loads in areas not particularly 
subject to smog. 

The Commission finds that public convenience and necessity 

require the construction, operation and maintenance of a natural gas 
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pipeline extension generally as described in the application to 

supply tho interruptible and fir.m gas roquircmcnte of the proposed 

Cushenoury Cocent Plant of Permanont0 Coment Compuny~ and th~ 

acquisition ~d use of ~ll l~ds, rights-of-w~y und casements) and 

the exercise of ~ll rights, permits and franchises) including 

Ordi~~ce No. 760 of the County of San Bernardino, to such extent 

as is nocos~ary to instcll and operate tho oxtension~ except that" 

the question of service to the town of Lucerne Vnl10Y or other fir.m 

load sholl be held in abcy~nce pending completion of public hocrings 

on this ~pplic~tion. 

The certificote of public convenience ond nocossity 

gr~nted herein is subject to the following provision of law: 

~t the Commission shnll ~~vo no power to 
cuthorizQ the capitalization of tho franchise 
involved herein or this certificcto of public 
convenience ~d necessity or tho right to own, 
oper~te or enjoy such f.r~nchiso or certificcto 
of public convenience end necessity in cxceos 
of the ~mount (exclusive of any tux or ~nnual 
chorgo) oct~lly paid to the State or to a 
politicul subdivision thereof us tho'considera
tion for the gront of such fr~nchise, certifi
cote of public conveni~nco and necessity or 
right. 

INTERIM ORDER 

The ubove-entit~od opplic~tion having beon considered> 

~ public hcoring h~ving boen held, th0 m~tt~r huving boon submitted 

in part ~d now boing roady for decision on tho question of 

i~tcrruptiblc ~d fir.c n~tur~ g~s service to the Cushenbury Cement 

Plant, therefore, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED th~t Pacific G~s ~nd ,ElectriC Company 

be end it is gr~ntcd ~ ccrtific~te thct public convunicnco ~nd 

necessity require the construction, opcr~tion and m~int~~nce of a 

g~s ~in extension gener~ly cs described in this applic~tion but 

limited to serving the Cushcnbury Cement Plant, und require tho 

exercise by it of the right, privilege nnd frcnchisc gr~ntcd to it 
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by· Ordin~cc No. 760, ~dopt~d April 4, 1955, by the Bo~rd of 

Supervisors of San Bernardino County, only to the extent necessary 

to construct, operate and maintain the extension ~nd serve gas 

to the said cement plant. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

5. 

6. 

$. 

9. 

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED as follows: 

That applicant be and it is authorized to carry out 
the terms and conditions of a written contract dated 
December 28, 1955, as amended at the hearing and by 
stipulation, with the Permanente C~ent Company. 

That applicant is authorized to amend the territory 
description of Schedule No. G-56 to include inter
ruptible Z~s service to the Cushenbury Cement Plant. 

That applic~t is authorized to aoend the territory 
description of Schedule No. G-4l, Firm Industrial 
Natur~l Gas Service, to include tho Cushonbury Cement 
Plant. 

That applicnnt may deviate from its filed Rule and 
Rc~ulation No. l5 - G~s ~in Extensions, in ~ccord
~ncc With Section F, "Exceptional Cases lT , thereof, 
in order to install the gas transmission main 
involved subst~~tially on the baSis set forth in 
said agreement of December 28, 1955. 

That applicant filo With the Commission within 
thirty days after tho offoctivc d~tc of this order 
three certified copies of th~ contr~ct as executed. 

Applicant shall notify this Commission in writing 
of the d~t~ service is first rendered under tho 
agreement h~rein authorized, within thirty days 
after such commencement of sorvico. 

Applic~t1 within six months following the d~te 
of completion of this extension, shall filo with 
this Commission ~ detailed statement of the capi
t~l costs of the ~ddcd pipoline and related 
f~cilitios. 

Applicnnt sh~11 notify this Commission of tho d~to 
of termination of said contract within thirty d~ys 
from ~d ~tcr said date of termination. 

Applicant, within thirty days aftor the extension 
~dv~cc,'including intorest, has been paid by tho 
customer, shall furnish this Commission a dotailcd 
summ~ of the ~ccounting thoroof 1 ~ndl in the 
event that the contract is terminated prior to 
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completion of p~y-out of the uxtcnsion ~dv~nco Qt 
tho rcto of 1.35 cents per Mcf~ ~n ~ppropri~to 
~ccounting summ~~ sh~ll be included with tho 
teroinQtion notice required by PQr~gr~ph g ~bovo. 

The ~:uthoriz~tion hc.:rcin gro.ntod 'rill expire if not 

exerciscd within one yec.r froI:l tho d=:.tu hereof. 

The effectivc dctc of this order sh~ll be tWQnty doys 

~ftor tho ~te horeof. 

Deemlng hlmself dlsquallfled, 
Commiss1oner Rex Hardy aosta1nS 
from l'artlc1pa-tlng' 1n' thls 
declsion. ~ 
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A?PENDIX A 

LIST OF APPEARANCES 

For Applic~t: F .. T. So~rls ~nd John C. Morrissoy .. 

Protcst:lnt: Southwest G~s Corpcrc.tion by w.o I\~. La.ub. 

Intorested P~tics: Poroc.nonto CClJ.cnt Cctlpc.ny by Kunncth M. Rcbinson 
~nd ?ctcr S. Hc.c.s; Nonolith Portland Cotlent Conpc.ny by Vvo.lcto A. 
Gilletto) Joseph T. Enright ~nd Noroo.n Elliott; Southwestern 
Portland Cement Compc.ny by Donald H.o Ford; Riverside Cement 
Company by Lauren M. Wright of 6Tkelveny & ~'!yers; Big Bear Lake 
Gas Company by tJillian A. BetterleYl California Electric Power 
Company by 'tiJalter H. Be.iley, Jr.; J::!u-Pane Gas Service and 
:"!estern Liquid Gas Associtltion by \"Jilliarn K. Iv'Ierrill; Californ:i.:l. 
Farm Bureau Federation by J. J. Deuel and Bert Buzzini; City of 
los Angeles, Department of PubliC Utilities and Transportation by 
R. 1·1. Russell; Southorn Co.lifornio. Gas Company by T. J. Reynolds 
tlnd 1. T. Rice. 

Commission St::.ff: ~7illiam W. Eyers .. 

LIST OF '''lITNESSES 

Evidence was presented on beh~lf of the applic~t by Pct~r S. Haas, 
John Smith, Rudolph Jermy, R. ~"!. Joyce and James S. r,!oulton .. 

Evidence was presented on bchclf of Southern C~liro~ Gas Company 
'by? R. Shea .. 


