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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNTIA

Decision No. Si831

In the Matter of the Joint Application )
of SOUTHERN CALIFORNTA GAS COMPANY and ﬁ
{
/

SQUTHERN COUNTIES GAS COMPANY OF .

CALIFORNIA for an order authorizing

them to file and place in effect, in
accordance with General Order 96 ang
Section 454 of the Public Utilities

Code, & new rate schedule applicadle
to utility steam elect>ic generating
plants and cement plant customers.

Application No. 38527 .

(Z1st of Appearances and Witnesses
are set forth in Exhibit A)

OCPINIONXN

Applicants' Request

Southern California Cas Company and Southern Counties Gas
Company of Califormia Jjointly £4led the above-entitled application
on October 24, 1956, requesting the Commission to issue an order:

1. Authorizing applicants to file and place in
elfect their proposed rate Schedule No. G-54,
as contaired in Exnibits A and B attached to the
application;

Authorizing épplicants, as ol the effective date
of rate Schedule No. G-54, to withéraw their
exlsting rate Schedule No. G=55;

Authorizing applicants, as of the effective date
of rate Schedule No. G-54, to revise their
existing rate Schedules ¢-50 (both applicants)
and G-51 and G-53 (applicant So. Calif.), %o
maze such rate schedule inapplicadble to utility
steam elec¢tric generating stations and cement
plants; and

Granting such other or different authorization
as the Commission may deem %o be appropriate.
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Public Hearming

After due notice three days of public hearing were held

on this applicaticn;/ on Jantary 2, 1957 and February & and 5, 1957,

before Commissloner Matshew J. Dooley and Ixaminer Manley W. Edwards
In Tos Angelec. Applicantz presented 12 exhibits and <estimony by
four witnesses 4in suppoﬁt of their request. The‘Californié

Zlectric Power Company presented two exhibits and festimony in
opposition to the applicants' proposal and the San Diego Gas &
Electric Company presented tectimony in opposition to the appllcants!
proposal. Thne City of Los Angeles nresented one exhibit setting
forth a2 requested zmendment of the contract provisions for service
uhder the proposed Schedule No. G-54. The Commission's staff and
other parties cross-examined the applicants' witnezses. Concurrent
closing statements were filed on or before March 15, 1957, and the
matter 1s now ready for decision.

Reagon fox Application

Applicants allege that one of the maln objectives of the
proposed rate schedule is to provide additipnal incentives and pro-
vecticen to the.applicants to augment their gas supplies to a
greater extent than would otherwise be feasidble. The applicants!
practice In recent years has been to acquire additional gas
supplies for several years in the future in advance of anticipated
firm need. Necessarily, these additional supplies are contracted

for on the baslis of subhatantial increments rather widely spaced,

1/ The applicatlon aereln was consolicaved with Application
No. 38575 for hearing, but not necessarily for decision. Appli-
cation No. 38575 is the Joint application of Southern California
Gas Company and Southern Counties Gas Company of California for
an order of the Commission authorizing applicants to carry out
the terms of a wriltten gas exchange agreement entered into hetween
applicants and Scuthern Californiz Edison Company and E1 Paso
Natural Gas Company. '
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-and in the years in which they first become effective, the gas in
excess of the firm requirement is made avallable to the interrupti-
ble customers. As time goez on the firm load grows and the amounts
available to interruptidle customers become less wntil the next
increment of supply c¢omes in. Applicants represent that this
process in the past generally has been satisfactory to the inter-~
ruptible customer, especilally as long as there was an adequate
supply of fuel oll available at reasonable prices.

A witness for the applicants testifiled that the energy
supply situation in Southern California has changed considerably
during the past few years from a position of relative over supply,
at reduced prices, to a2 position where fuel oll has at times become
very difficult to buy, except at advanced prices. Large utility and
cement plant customers, who formerly were satiéfied to buy gas wnder
interruptidle schedules, with possible heavy curtailments, have
_expressed desires to the applicants to be served at higher priori-
tles. Part of this demand has been stimulated by smog conditions
in the Los Angeles Basin, with a consequent urge to substitute
natural gas for fuel oil. Applicants state that natural gas prices
have been advancing due to gradual absorption of the exisﬁing low
cost sources of supplyjand due to competitive acquiszitions by
eastern markets, and as a result, any material increments of supply
now must be acquired from more dictant fields and deeper and more
expensive wells.

Applicantc represent that the proposed Schedule G-54
would provide for long-term contracts that wouwld oblisate the
larger interruptible customers to take gas and relate thelr gas
entitlement to such obligations, provide a fair and equitable
‘allocation of gas to all eligidle customers, and provide an assured

market that will enable the applicants to cover thelr indicated

firm requirczents 10 to 15 years in advance rather than, say, /

five years. 3
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Proposed Rate Level

The proposed rate will be applicadle o all existing
retall utility steam-electric generating stations and éement plants,
except in the Imperiallbivision; The base rate 1s proposed to be
The same asz the charge per Mef for the last block of the effective
G-53 rate, But not less than the higher of (2) the average rate
pald for out=-of-state gas during the three months preceding each
blliing period, or (b) the initial base rate for each contract.

The minimum base rate shall in no event be less than 28.5 cents.
The applicable rate for the six winter months of November through
April will be the base rate. In the summer months, May through
Octoder, the applicable rate will be 2-1/2 cents above %he base
rate for thelfirst 10 Mcf pex month of the contract volumetric
rate, 1/2 cent below the base rate for the second 10 Mcf per month
of the contract volumetric rate, and 3-1/2 cents below the base
rate for the third 10 Mef per month of the contract volumetric rate.
| All excess gas over the contract volume will be at the base ratef
less 1 cent., Applicants state that the general purpose of this
variable summer rate 1z to provide an automatic incentive to
customers to take 2 maximum amount of gas at times when large
quantities of gas are availadle.

Term and Volume Regquirements

The proposed schedule provides that each customer may

_ contract to take gas for a term of one to five years on an amnual
average daily volumetric rate of not less than 60 percent of itz

2 ] ——.
gross fuel requirement:i.or not less than 75 percent of its net fuel
requirementgf;if sald net requirement exceeds 60,000 Mef per‘day.

This distinction in the proposed schedule is made because applicants do

not belleve 1t is practical for thex to supply the total gross

2/ "Gross fuel requirement” is the amnual daily average amount of
gas that.a customer would burn in a normal year in all its plants
located in the applicable service areas of applicants if it had
no souwrces of fuel of any kind other than the applicants.

"Net fuel requircment® is the gross fuecl requirement less the
customer's fuel supply from sources other than the applicants.

-
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fuel requirement of the very large customers. = Applicants propose
that to the extent that gas is available after all contract
volumes have been supplied, 1t may be taken on an excess hasis
by any customer.

Priority Situation

When firm customers need most of the avallable gas, the
Interruptidle cuctomers are curtailed on 2 price-rotation basis.
Those customers paying the lowest price have the lowest priority
and are the £irst ones interrupted. Those paying the same relative
rate levels are placed in a bdlock and rotaved when curtallment does
not cover the complete block. In this proposed schedule, appli-
cants specify an "A" block priority for Schedule G-54 customens
which are curtailed with customers having the lowest priority on
the G~53 schedule. Two lower prioriiy categories are also

specified: "S1" curtailed Lwmediately prior to the "A", and "z2"

curtailed Lrmediately prior to the "S1".

Applicants mafintaln that 4% 1s propes that customers
entering 1nto‘long-term contracts chould have preference in the
priority of szervice. In order to implement this preference,
wlithout at the same time substantially reducing the amount of gas
served to present G-53 customers who will qualify for the proposed
G-54 rate. applicants propose that the £irst 4,000 Mef ner day of
the contract volume for each customer be included a5 at present . -
in the "A" bploek, and cuztomers signing five-year contracts will
have 50 percent of this remaining contract volume 2130 in the "A"
block, Customers who do not extend the contract term each-yea& and
those who sign shorter term contracts will have 2 lesser pbrtion
of their remaining contract volume in the "A" block. These

percentages are set forth helew:
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Remalining :
Contract Term "A" Priority

5 Years 50 Percent

4 Years 30 Percent

3 Years L5 Percent

2 Years 5 Percent

1 Year O Percent

Applicants further state that since the requirements of

precent "A" priority customers not qualifying for the G-54 rate
amount to less than 30 percent of the requiremgnts of customers
Qallfying for G-54 which are potentially allocadble to "A" priérity,
1V is apparent that some reasonable limttation respecting require-
ments allocable to "A" priority is necessary. If no such limitation
were made G-54 customers would conztitute such a large part of
"A" prioxity that deliveries to the large number of smaller cus-
tomers would be unreasonably curtailed. In order to avold this
3ituation, the total of all apportionments of the contract
volumetric rates to the "A" priority Is limited to 15 percent of
the then effective maximum contracted daily demand contained 4in
the applicants!' service agreements for the purchase of out-or-state
gas.

Estimates of Gas Avallability

In Exhibits Nos. 3, 4, 9,_9_§_1d 15 cpplicants show the cstimated ~———
effect of introduction of Ezhedule G-54 on the availabdle gas supply
to the large interruptidble customers (steam plants and cement
plants). In Exhidit 15 applicants show the estimated annual effect
a3 on deliverles to interruptible customers for the years 1959,
1960, and 1961 with two basic alternates as to supply: (1) present
rate schedules remain in effect and out-of-state gas purchases
are geared to substantially a 100 percent load factor, and
(2) proposed Schedule G-54 13 effective and out-of-state 8as

purchases are increased to & point where inability to 3ell the gas

in swmmer months reduces the load factor to approximately 95 pexrcent,

5w
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The estimates set forth on Exhibit_ls indic ate that the
Edison Company -and the Department of Water and °ower or the City
of 'Los Angeles. have their pocsition with respcct to gaa cupply
materially improved in the years 1960 and 1961 The following
ummary indicates that their positlon will be 1mp;oved from about
35 perecent of satisfaction of requiremcnts undor prcsent schedules‘
to about 95 percent under Schedule-G-S4.. Further, applicants
represent that the relative delivery rate for all other cuatomers
would not only be fully maintained but glightly 1mproved

Summary of Allocation .of Gas Availadble for
Sale to crTU e -Customers - rement

] W1th Schedule
Present -Sehedules G-54 Effective
Item IQE?*Z§§§§I§65f23§Z L & '

So. Cal. Edison 28 A L2
Dept. Water & Power 2; 6. 29
Calif. Elec. Power 7 93 L4
Burbank, City of 78 93 42
Glendale, City of % g2 L6
Pasadena, City of 92: 137
Calif. Portland Cement g 931 L5
Monolith Cement - 93/ L2
Riverside Cement ' ‘ g;f
Subtotal . 3% | . ‘
San Diego Gas & Elec.Steam oo
Plant 46 45
long Beach Steam Plant v 100 87
Qther "A" Block Customers . 90 96 93

"B" -~ "E" Blocks gg %g gg_ %% %
Total 567 K Vo5
Applicants state that the principal reason for the smaller
inereases in the delivery percentages shown for Sarn Diego Gas &

Eleetric Cémpany steam plant, as'compared with other Gfsa‘customers,

results from the fact that 1ts 3tean plant potential is expressed
as a gross amount unaffected by 1ts firm requirehent or by the
contract volunetric limit, even though during the winter monphs
San Dlego can take very Iittle gas for i1ts steam plants because at
that time 1ts firm load absorbs almost all the contract volume.
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If San Diego‘s steam plant entitlement were shown as a net Iigurc

after deducting fimm requirements and regular Anterruptidble dellv-

erlez, as is done for Long Zeach steam plant, applicants represent
that 1ts delivexiecs would be equal to substantially 100 pexcent of

such entitlement.

Position of Californis Manwfacturers Association

The California Manufacturers Assoclation stated its
interest in this procceding lies in the preservation to the regular
interruptidle Industrial customers of applicants, and of San Diego
Gas & Electric Company which 1s served at wholesale by Southern
Counties Gas Company of California, of thelr existing relative
participation in the total supply of gas available to applicants
and San Diego for interruptible service. MNost Industrial customers
are served on the G-50 schedules of applicants and a corresponding
schedule of San Diego. A large amount of interruptidble gas is also
delivered undexr Schedule G~53 of Southern Californila Gas Company.

The Agsociation relles on the showing Zn Exhibit No.. 15
that the purchase commitments to be made by G-54_cu3tomeré will
enable applicants‘to inerease the total g25 supply .in Southern
Californta, and o this basis has no objection to the auvthorization
of the propesed Schedule G~54. However, the Association reseorves
the right to take such action ac mey appear necessary or desirable
in the event thaf actual expericence falls to support the estimates
made by applicants respecting the effect of such schedule on the
supply of gas availlable to non-G-54 interruptidle customers.

Position of San Diego Gas & Electric Company

Sar. Diego Gas & Electric takes the pocition that if
deliveries of steam plant gas wnder Schedule G~54 are to be made in
the manner testified to by one of thg applicants! witnesses, then:
the application should be denied in that it"ali arbitrarily and

capriciously deny to and take away from San Diego the contract

8-
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rights it has enjoyed for a period of more than 24 years. However,

1f the order granting the application is to be conditioned upon
deliveries of zteam plant gas in the manmer recommended by San
Diego's witness, then San Diégo will not obJect to the granting of
this application. |

San Diego points out that it 1s faced with the same
problem of economies inherent Zn the gas business a5 are the appli-
cants herein. In purchasing 2 supply to meet extreme winter peaks
¢reated by the firm customers, San Diego represents LT L3 paying
demand and facility‘charges and operating additionél transmission
facilities of its own geared to these demands. I order to_operate
at a load factor sufficlently high to maintain 2 relatively moderate
average rate, gas must be sold during the warmer months on an
interruptible dasis. With a rather limited industrial demend for gas
In 1ts territory (less than 100 éustomers) San Diego states,tpat\it
zust rely on interruptible deliveries to its own steam-glecﬁ;ﬁgj
generating plants to maintalin a reasonable load factor. | |

4San Diago reazons that because it pays a2 demend chaxrge for
gac supplied to it related to a contract demand of 120,000 Mefd, ~
pius a facllity charge, it considers that it 4is entitled to a |
priority for csteam plant gas over Edison and the Department of Water
and Power of the City of Loz Angeles.

Position of California Electric Power Company

The California Electric Power Company in general opposed
vhe proposed Schedule G-54, contending that the amount of gas
available to 1t would be less than 1t has beenl receiving under rate
Schedule G~53 and would increase L1ts fuel cost in the amount of
$880,000 by virtue of the fact that 1t would be reguired vo purchase
additional quantities of high priced fuel oll. It stated that this

would have an adverse effect on i1ts rate of return in the amount

-
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of C.43 percent under adjusted or normelized operating conditions

for 1957. If Schedule G54 is authorized, it suggested that it
be instituted on a graduated basis over a five-year period.

Fosition of Southern California Edison Company

Edison takes the position that the new Schedule G-54 being
proposed is a very substantial improvement over the existing
schedules relating to gas service for steam-electric generation ﬁsing
gas fuel, in that it would relieve or partially alleviate many of
the asserted inequitable conditions which have resulted from the
application of the existing schedules of the applicants and which
caused the filing of the complaints involved in Cases Nos. 5724 and
5725 before the Commission. Edison referred to the showings by
California Electric Power Company and by the 3an Diege Gas & Electric
Company, which indicated that there would be a difference between
the amount of gas which they would get under proposed Schedule G-54
and the amount of gas waicha they ha&e been getting in the past,
but indicated that in view of the chanzed conditions of availability
and use of fuels in California, the status quo does not pro#ide 2
fair and equitable allocation of gas 2mong the largest usérs of
gas. £2dison stated that if San Diego is really interested in a
fair pro rata sharing for steam-clectric generation of the inter=
ruptible gas available for that purpose the most logical solution
would be for it to file in its system a schedule similar to proposed
Schedule G-54 with éorresponding priorities, so that curtailment of
interruptible gas rrovided oy the California gas utilities and
utilized in the generation of electric energy would be fairly

equated throughout Southern California.
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Position of the City of Los Angeles

The City of Los Angeles stated that a ome-year contract
would be so disadvantageous to its Department of i:ater and Power
that‘a five-year contract is the only pracvical one. Therefore,
it states that the contracts may be considered as being contracts
for an initial term of five years, to run in perpetuity, subject
to complete termination on four years' notice. The City also
stated that there is 2 graVe guestion as to the propriety, if not
the legality, of a public agencey, such as the Department, committing
. itself and its customers under a long-term contract for gas at a
rate or rates to be determined in the futwre without ceiling or
limivation because the element of certainty of pfice, which is
ordinarily ceemed essential in a public contract, is almost wholly
lacking.

The City takes the positioﬁ that if the proposed rates
were increased in the future so disproportionately to the cost of
other fuel as vo place an undue burden upon the customers of the
Departuent, the propriety of having made such a contract might well
be questioned. Accordingly, the City represents that a custeomer
should have the right to tcrmlnate its contracts 1n the event of
2 uubstanczal increase in the rates in said qchedulcs aand proposed,
by Exhidit Ne. 14, -a right to terminate in the event of an
increase in rates of 40 percent or more, or if any inerease in
rates results in too great a disparity with the comparable market

price of fuel oil.

The City of Los Angeles was in agreement with the staff's

recommendavion that the rates in the proposed Schedule G-54 should

be on 2 therm basis.
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Suggestion of Commission Staff

The Commission staff stated no position for or against,
proposed Schedule G=54, but suggested that, if approved, the rate
should be on therm basis.

Position of Applicant

The applicants state that they devoted nany montﬁs of
carcful study in preparing proposed rate Schedule G~54 for steam
electric generating plants and cemont plants. They represent that
the rate is economically sound; that it provides the necessary
mechanics for making a workeble reapportionment of gas péssiblc;
that the resulting distribution of the available &35 among their
customers is fair and equitable; and that it will afford adequate

incentives and protection to warrant them to augment the total

gas supplies in Southern Californiz.

With regard to the objection lodged by San Diego,

applicants state that it desires more steam »lant gas than the
present resale contract allows. San Diego would like %o have
sufficient steam plant gas to build its load factor to 86 percent,
whereas under the proposed Schedule G=54 it will receive L5 peréent
of its s}eam electric plant requirements with a resulting system
load factor of 72 percent. Applicants represent that San Diego's
position is unreasonable when comparison is made with the 58
percent system load factor experienced by the applicants. |

With regard to the effect of the provosed G-54 Schedule
on California Electric Power Coumpan » @pplicants state that any
rave change of the sort proposed will necessarily affect individual
customers toO a greater or lesser degree. Applicants point out that
to the extent that the differential between the price of fuel oil
and the cost of gas is narrowed (whether b& a reduction in fuel

oil prices or an increase in gas rates, or both), the impact on

i .




California Electric of the proposed mew schedule will be lessened.
The important point, they state, is - that the new schedule results
in a fair and equitable apportiomment of gas among all customers.
Applicants contend that there are practical objections
to the therm rate. They state that several G-54L customers will
be taking gas at different locations and from different companies.
Within small limits, the heat content of such Qeliveries will be
different at each location and these differences will be changing
frequently. The applicants are proposing to revise the Btu
adjustment for'Schedule G-54 to reflect Btu adjustments of
2.25 percent for each 25 Btu step above or below‘lloo Btu whenever
the Btw heat content of gas in an area has averaged at least
15 Btu more or less than the currently effective Step during the
preceding lz-ménzh period.
Applicamts are concerned that the adqpcion of therm
rates would requiré an increase in number of measuning stavions

which would inerease.costs of operation and billing.  Difficulty

in haﬁdling curtailments, pricing and calcuwation of minimum bills

is forecast by applicants.

Tindings and Conclusions

After considering the record in this matter, the
Commission concludes that the pronosed SChedulé G=54 should warrant
the applicants in anticipating firm needs further in the future and
procuring more gas than without Schedule G-54; that it will provide
for a morc equitable distribution of gas between the various stedm
electric plants and cement plants than wnder present schedules;
and that the rate changes are nominal. Accordingly, we find that

proposed Schedule No. G54 is in the public interest and it will

be authorized.




While San Dicgo may receive a lesser quantity of steam
plant pas than under prosent schedules, it does not appear that
the lessened quantity will upset the economis position of San Diego
in the pas business, and at worst its load factor of operation
would still be 72 percont which i3 considorably higher than the
load factor of operation of applicants at 58 percent. Furthermofe;
San Diego's present contract with Southern Counties provides thét
availability of gas for use ia San Dicgots steam electric plants
at deliveries above the level of 95,000 Iicf per day shall be
subject vo apportionment under the operation of any uniform rate
schedulo for steam clectric plant use by all customerz o0f the
applicants. Since Schedule'G~5a will be such a uniform schedule,
we find the applicants' position to be fair and reasenadble.

With regard to the California Electric Power situation,
although the estimated effect on rate of retwrn looms sizeadle
(Bxbibit No. 12 shows the effect would be to drop the rate of
roturn Lrom 5.95 percent to 5.52 percent on the basis of a normalized
yoar 1957), less than ono half of this decline would bo effected
in 1957 because the schedule will not be effective for the full
year 1957 and the period of heavy curﬁaibment in the first part
‘of the year 1957 is past. Looking to the future, in 1960 and
beyond, California Electric Power may well benefit from C=5L
compared %o ﬁresent schedules.

The City of Los Angcles. did not desire to enter into a
long-term contract and be bound as to future rate lovels ot by
thic Commission without the protective amendment it suggested as
To cancellation of the contract on a sharp inerecase in the cost of
gas or a decline in cost of fuel oil. Those contracts are subjoct

to Commission jurisdiction and if the rate level appears unfair,

the City can bring a cousplaint case before the Commission and

-l
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receive appropriate consideration without the insertion of its
amon&neni.

The Citios of Pasadenz, Glendale and Burbank and the
cement plants did not protest, present evidenco, nor file any
closing statements in opposition to the proposed schedules. The
record indicates that these customers may experience some reduction
in available gad for the next vear or g0 buy in’the long run should
gain.

In view of the objections raised by the applicants to
the introduction of therm rates in connection ﬁith proposed
Schedule G-54, the Commission will not require such a change to
be made at this time. The proposal of applicants to reduce the
size of the steps for which a Btu adjustment will be made from
50 Btu to 25 Btu aﬁpears desirable. However, there is not
sufficient information in the record in this procéédiné“to‘evaluate
the effect of the applicants' proposed plan for heating“vhlue
adjustments on the system operations. Applicants are presently
before the Commission in rate Proceedings and the matter of )
equitable heaping value adjustments will be fully explored in those
proceedings. In the interim, the present heating value provisions
contained in applicants' rules will be applicable to the proposed
Schedule G-5.4. |

The question of the aﬁount of the contingent offset
charges to be included in the base rates of the schedules’set forth
in Exhibits Nos. 1 and 2.was raised by the staff., It appears to
the Commission that the offset charges presently applicable %o the
customers of each applicant who will take service wnder proposed
Schedule 0-5L should be continued substantially unchanged and the
order will so provide.

| The Commission finds that the increases in rates and
chargea authorized herein are reasonable; that present rates,vin

¢0 far as they differ from those herein prescribed, for the future

-15-
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are unjust and unreasonable; and that an order should be issued

authorizing the provosed Schedule G=5.4.

Southern California Gas Company and Southern Counties
Gas Company of California jointly boving applied to the Commission

for authority to issue proposed Schedule No. G=5L for utility

steam electric generating plants and cement plant customers, public

hearing thereon having been held, and the matter having been Sub-

mitted for decision; therefore,
IT IS HERZBY ORDERED as follows:

1. ZEach applicent is authorized to file in quad-
ruplicate with this Commission, after the
effective date of this oxder, in conformity
with Cencral Order No. 96, and to make said
filing effective upon five days!’ notice to .
the Commission and the public, a Schedule.

No. G-54, substantially as set forth in
Exhibits Nos. 1. and 2 herein, except that the
contingent offset charge for custeozers Trans~
ferred from Schedule G-53 shall be 2.6 cents
per Mef, and the contingent offset charges
for customers transferred from Southern
California Gas Company Schedule No. G=55,

- shall be 2.54 cents per ef and from Southern
Counties Gas Company Schedule No. G=55,
1.04 cents per kef.

As 2 part of the tariff filing authorized in
Ordering Paragraph 1, applicants are
authorized to withdraw as of the effective
date of Schedule G-54, their existing rate
schedules No. G=55 (both applicants); ard
revise their existing rate schedules Nos. G=50
(both applicants), and No., G-51 and No. G-53
(Applicant Southern California Gas Company),
in such nemner as to make such revised
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schedules inapplicable to retail utility steanm
¢lectric generating stations and cement plants.

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days
after the date hereof.

Dated at Sua Fonel®0 | Califormia, this L7 day
of 4@4// , 1957.

-

Commissioners




APPENDIX A

LIST OF APPEARANCES

Applicants: Milford Springer and J. R. Reasch for Southern
Counties Gas Company of Califormia. ZT. J. Reynolds and Harry
P. Letton, Jr. for Southern California Gas Company.

Interested Parties: Bruce Renwick, Harry w. Sturges, Jr. and
Rollin E. Woodbury for Southern Californiz Edison Company;
F. T. Searls and John C. Morrissey for Pacific Gas and Electric
Company; Joseph T. Enraght and Normen Elliott, and Waldo A,
Gillette for Monolith Portland Cement Company; Donald J. carmen
for Caiifornia Electric Power Company; Roger Arncbergh, Alan G.
Campbell and A. L. Driscoll for City of Los Angeles; Brobeck,
Phleger & Harrison, by Georze D. Rives for California Manufacturers
Association; Chickering and Gregory oy . B. Pattee for san
Diego Gas & Electric Company; Othielveney & lyers, by lauren I,
Wright for Riverside Cement Company: Wellace K. Downey for
,elirtornia Portland Cement Mo.; Bert-Buzzin: and J. J. Deucl
for California Farm Bureau Federatiom; A. L. Capon, N. W. Sagek,
Arehie L. Valters for City of Burbank;~John h. Lautin and

. Howard Gulicx for City of Glendale;:Vincent W. Heublein and

%, M. Goodrich for City of Pasadena; W. D. lacKay iCommercial

--0t2lity Service) for Challenge Cream & Butter Assn. and
The Exchange Orange Products Co.; Henry E. Jordan for City of
Long Beach; Draper /. Phillips for U. S. Department. of Justice.

Commission Staff: Hareld J. ¥McCarthy and Marshall J. Kimball.

LIST OF WITNESSES

Evidence was presented on behalf of the applicants by: W. M. Jacobs,
Welter J. Herrmaxn, Cecil Dunn, and Grove Lawrence. '

BEvidence was preéented on behalf of the interested parties by:
Willis T. Johnson, for California ElectricrPower Company axnd

Lewis R. Knerr and H. G. Dillin, for 'San Diego Gas & Electric
Company. : - E




