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Applicant's Request 

By this application Sierra Pacific Power Company 

(hereinafter sometimes called Sierra Pacific) requests au~ority to 

revise its rates for electric service inC3lifornia so as to elim­

inate the existing rate zone differentials and provide uniform rates 

throughout its California service area~ The proposal would result 

in increases to some customers and decreases to others wi'th resulting 

overall increases in applicant's estimated revenues of $7~300 for 

the year 1963 and $2,000 for the y~ 1964. 
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Case No. 7811 was instituted to £acilita~e the inves~i-

8atio'O. and consideration of any and all aspects of applicant's 

ta%if£s and operations which might 'be deemed beyond the· scope of 

applicant's proposals in Application No.. 4S689. 

Public Hearing 

Public bearing on the t:wo cat~exs was held on a con- i 
solidated record before Commissioner Grover and Exam;ner Patterson 

on January 15, 16 and 17, 1964, at Tahoe City, and the mattcx .was 

submit~ed on January 17, 1964 .. 

Applicant presented 7 exhibits and tes~imony by 7 wit­

nesses in support of its application. The Commission staff presentee 

4 exhibits and tes~imony by 3 witnesses. Two customers testified 

in protest to the effect the proposed rates would have upon the~ 

oper41tions .. 

Applicant's Operations 

Applicant is a public utility incorporated under the laws 

of the State of Maine and doing business in the states of California 

and Nevada.. In Nevada applican~ supplies electric, gas and wa~er 

service in ~he Reno-Sparks area, and electric service in the west 

central portion of Nevada extending generally from Battle Moun1:ain, 

on the east) to the California border, on 1:be west. In california 

applicant supplies electric service in the Lake Tahoe area, ex­

tending north to the ~owns of Loyalton and Portola and south to the 

. town of 11a%kleeville and the Antelope Valley in Mono County. . .. Its 

electric operations in the two states are interconnected by both 

transmission and distribution lines. 
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The sources of elec~ic energy available to applicant 

are: (1) purchases from. the Pacific Gas and Electric Company at 

Donner Su:mmit and incidental purchases from 1:he Feather River 

Lumber Company at Loyalton, california, and from the 'Iruckee-ca.rson 

Irrigation District at Lahontan, Nevada; (2) generation from four 

hydroelectric stations located on the Truckee River west of Reno, 

only one of whiCh is located entirely within California; (3) 

generation from three diesel electric generating stations located 

respectively near Reno, carson City, and Battle Mountain) Nevada) 

and (4) generation from one steam turbine unit and two sas turbine 

units located at Tracy Steam Gene:rating Plant east of Reno in 

Nevada. 

Sierra Pacific has been primarily a clistributing cOI:lpany, 

having purchased most of its electric energy :requirements f:rom 'the 

Pacific Gas and Electric Company.. Applicant r s four small hydro­

electtic sene:rating plants all operate on base lOad. The diesel 

electtic and the gas turbine gene:rating units are used primal=ily 

fo:r peaking and emergency service. The 53,000 kilowatt steam 

turbine unit at 'the !racy plant, installed in the Fall of 1963, 

is used for peaking. but also contributes to some of the base load 

requirements. Sierra Pacific is now in a period of txansition from 

a dist:ributing company to a generating company, and, with the 

plannec program of generating plant conseruction, it is es~imated 

that by 1967 the company will have sufficien~ capacity to carry 

the system load dw:ing emergencies wi1:bout relying on purchases 

from the Pacific Gas and Electric Company.. The new eenerating 

units scheduled under this program consist of a 5,000 kilowatt 

geothermal unit at Beowawe, Nevada, originally scheduled for 1964; 

an 80,000 kilowatt st~ turbine unit at the Tracy plant 
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scheduled for operation in 1965; a second 80 ~ooo kilowut steam 

turbine unit scheduled fo~ O?cr~tion in 1967 ~t ~ site to be 

selected; and another unit scheduled for operation between 1967 

and 1970 ~ the size, natuxe, and location of w~ieh have not yet been 

deteranncd. 

Sierra Pa.cific purebases energy from the Pacific Cas and 

Electric Company under the terms and conditions of a cont:act, 

dated February 23, 1961, a copy of which is included .as Table 3-B 

of Exhibit 2. Briefly seated', this contract provides for the 

purchase by Sierra Pacific of 110,000 kilowatts of f~ power at 

the rates specified therein for an initial term which exPires at 

midnight of November 7, 1971, and which may extend thereafter fl:om 

year to year subject to termination by either Sierra Pacific or 

Pacific Gas and Electric Company at the end of the initial texm, 

or any subsequent contract year, upon three yeaxs' advance written 

notice. The rates specified in the contract increase as of 

January 1. each year and are dependent upon Sierra Pacific's instal­

lation of major generating units, with an effective ceiling es­

tablished by the level of Pacific Gas and Electric Company's rate 

for resale service which is currently Schedule R. 

There is also a proviSion in the contract for purc:h.a.ses 

in excess of 110,000 kilowatts when available. Sierra Pacific's 

maximum purchase ,to date under this contract was 126,491 kilowatts 

in Nov~r 1961. 

Delivery of energy is taken by Sierra Pacific at Summit 

Substation through th%ee aansmission lines. Two of these lines., 

operated at 115 rol ~ transmit energy directly into Nevada. The 

third line, operated at 60 1~ > feeds the Truckee Substation in 

california ~hieh serves applicant's northern portion of its 

California load. 
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Sierra Pacific's total system electric ~em~d bas 

tncreased from 31,300 kilowatts in the year 1946 to 155,lOOkilowa~ts 

in 1962, and to 176,000 kilowatts in 1963.. The California portion 

of these peak loads has inC'%'e4Sed at an even grea1:er r2.te from 

3,045 kilowatts in 1946 to 22,300 kilowatts in 1962 and 25.,100 

kilowatts in 1963. Appliean1: estimates a total electric system 

peak load of 193,800 kilowatts in 1964 of which the California 

po:tion is estimated to be 26,700 kilowatts. 

~ 1962 the average number of electric customers served 

in each classification in Nevada and california was as follows: 

Classification 

Residential 
Commercial and Industrial - Small 
COt:mlercial .and Industrial - Large 
Public Street and Highway Lighting 
Other Sales to Public Authorities 
Sales for Resale 

Total 

Average Number, of i 

Electric Customers 
Nevada . calitornia. 

33,158 10,714 
6,061 1,749 

3' --
17 .7 

6 1 
4 1 

39,249 12,472: 

The one resale customer served in California is the Truckee Public 

Utility District. 

Earnings Studies 

The applicant and the CommiSSion staff presented evidence 

on revenues) expenses ~ rate base, and .rate of return. Applicant r s 

studies covered the years 1962, 1963, .and 1964, for total company 

~opcra~ions, ~otal elec~ric operations, and California Eleceric 
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Deps-tment opera.tions. Rates of return developacl by applicant in 

its studies r:n.ay be snmrMrizcd as follows: 

Rete of Return 
1962 1963 1964 

Recorded Estimated· Estimated 

Total Company 6.157- 6.527. 6.317-
Total Electric Department 7.11% 7.017. 6.471. 

California Electric DeEt. 
As Allocated 6.491- 6.37% 5.45% 
As Adjusted 6.31% 5.431- 5.087. 
Flow-1:hrough 7.717. 6.657- 6.327. 

Applicant utilizes accelerated depreciation and the 
, . 

results stwmarized above include income taxes on a normalized basis, 

with the exception of the last line which reflects income tax cal­

culations o~ a flow-through basis. Under california Electric 

Department operations the adjusted figures reflect the increase in 

purchased power costs to the basis of the increased rates which 

become effective at the end of each year unc1er the purchased· power 

contract with Pacific Gas and Electric Company, and elimination of 

non-recurring expenses. Also for the yeus 1963 3nd 1964, adjust­

ments reflect proposed rates rather than present rates. 

The staff presented in Exhibit 10 a results of operation 

study for the estitna'ted year 1964 reflecting income 'taxes on a 

flow-'thxough basis and proposed rates for electric se:l:viee.. The 

rate of return developed therein of 7.57 percent may 'be compared 

in the following tabulation with, the %ate of %eturn of 6 .. 32 percent 

developed by applicant £0% that same· year on 3 similar basis. 
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$ummaxy of Earnings 
~lifornia E!.ectric Depa:tmen~ 

Estimated Test Year 1964 at Proposed Rates 

Operating Revenues . . . . ~ . . . . . . . . 
~ratin8 Expenses 

.P':I:Od'lCt1on. ......... •.• _ .• _ .... _ • 
'!l=ansmission ." .. ". ....... "' ... . D· .,. • :'S't1:l.uut::Lon .................... .. 
Customer Accounts ............. . 
Sales ......... _ .. , ............... . 
Adminis~ative and General 

Subtotal ........... . 

Depreciation & .Amortization ...... 
Tax~s other than Fed .. lxlcome Taxes 

Federal Income Taxes .................. . 
Total Oper.. ExpCllSCS 

Operating Income . . . . . . . . . . . -. . 
Rate Base . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Rate of Return ................ . 

Cost Allocations 

Staff. 

$ 2,941,500 

9l2,400 
7 400 

246;600 
134,600 

30,000 
251 7 800 

1,532,300 

242,400 
269,300 

143,900' 
2,233,l,.OO· 

703,lOO 

9,286,600 

7.57% 

Applicant 

$ 2,881';500 ~ 

919,700 . 
7,400 

,252,100. 
134,.500.' 

4I:J 60(\ 
Z6i;400' 

1,621,7:l0 

267',00.0 .' 
295,600' 

30,40Q: 
2,2l4,700 

666·,800~ 

lO ,550 ,900, 

6.32% 

The major diffe%ence between the staff's and applicant's 

studies is in rat~ base, wherein it may be noted the staff's rate 

base is $1,264,300 less than applicant's. This difference arises 

p~incipally f~om differences in cost allocation procedures. 

Applicant's witness ~eated the entire Sierra Pacific 

electrical production and transmission system as an integrated power 

pool operation, and allocated the cost of such plant and the ex­

penses associated therewith between California and Nevada upon the . 

basis of the respective de:land responsibilities imposed by·eustomers 

in the ~o states. To measu:e cemand :esponsibilities he used the 

arithmetic average of coincident peak demands and· average demaeds. 
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He testified that this same method of allocation was used in Sierra 

Pacific's presentation before the Public Service Commission of Nevada 

and that said method was accepted by tbat Commission in Betting rates 

for service in Nevac1a. 
1 

The staff witness utilized applicant's eost-of-service d.3.ta 

but made adjuStments to reflect what he considered the aceual use 

made of production and transmission facilities in serving california 

customers. Since under normal conditions of service the entire North 

Tahoe area, including Truckee, Loyalton, and Portola, is served di­

rectly from the Truckee substation, principally with purchased power 

from Pacific Gas and Electric Company, be assigned directly to Cali­

fornia the portion of the transmission plant which be considered to 

be used for that delivery but excluded the demand responsibility of 

the entire North Tahoe area in the calculations for allocating a 

portion of the integrated production and transmisSion facilities to 

California customers. . Thus, only the demanGs of California customers 

in South Tahoe, Markleeville, and Mono County were recognized by him 

in assigning power pool cOSts to California. In addition' be elimi­

nated the proposed geo:~ermal plznt at Beowawe. The staff's allo­

cation percentages also differed slightly from applicant's as the 

staff utilized the "load factor, excess dC'J:llaIld theory" using both 

coincident ~d noncoincident demands. 

Applicant admitted that the North Tahoe area is served 

primarily with purchased power but pointed out that even under normal 

operations more than 10 percent of the energy served in that area 

comes from the Verdi hydroelectric plant located 1n Nevada, and that 

under emergency COnditions involving difficulties in the Pacific Gas 

and Electric Company's supply, the North Tahoe area mus~ depend upon 

1 I & S No. 279 decided ~1ay 1, 1963. 
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the Nevada generating facilities and transmission system for its 

power supply_ The record shows that such emergency conditions have 

arisen 10 or 12 times during the past two years. 

Applicant admitted that power generated by the Verdi hydro­

electric plant would be cheaper than power purchased from Pacific~ca$ 

and Electric Company. The staff witness testified that if be bad 

made an adjustment for the power generated by Verdi~ a downward 

adjustment would have to be made to purchased power expenses. 

As additional evidence that the North Tahoe area benefits 

from production and transmission plant located in Nevada 7 it was ex­

plained by applicant' s witness that the high load factor of 91 per­

cent at which energy is purch8.sed from Pacific Gas and Electric 

Company is made possible because apk>licant utilizes its own generat­

ing facilities in Nevada for peak shaving. If applicant did not 

have such generating faCilities, purchase of energy from Pacific 

Gas and Electric Company would necessarily have to be at the Sierra 

Pacific load factor of approximately 62 percent and billing would be . 

on the Pacific Gas and Electric Company Schedule R, for resale serv­

ice, rather tban on the lower contract rate. Applicant stated that 

the net effect of these conditions would be to increase the cost of 

energy by 0.10308' cents per 1<:wbr and that~ for the entire California 

load of 140~600 ~egawatt-hours, production costs for California op­

erations would be increase<1 by $144 ~ 930.. The staff witness dis­

~ecd ~1ith tMs figure ~ as it reflected power purchases at a lower 

load factor than contemplated by the company_ 

Adopted Resul1:s 
" ',. 

The issue wbich is before uS in this matter is whether it 

is more reasonable to accept applicant's integrated system, power­

pool-allocation procedure· or the staff's use-allocation procedure .. 

-9-



'e' 
A.45689 1 C.78ll NB * 

The power pool concept has been used and accepted in most ins1:anees 

involving ~ost allocations of electric utility systems fc California. 

The staff's method appears to give proper recognition to 

the facilities actually employed in serving California ~ustomers 

except ~hat no recogni1:ion has been given to the beneficial effect 

which applicant's, production facilities have on purchased power ~osts. 

To make an adjustment of $144 1 900 in the staff's eS1:imate of produc­

tion expenses would give recognition to applicant's production facil­

ities, but there is no assurance that the degree of adjustment 

thereby attained would be proper. Therefore, we cannot accept appli­

cant's suggested adjustment to, the staff's method. 

Even thoUgh the major portion ~f Sierra Pacif1c'sCal1-
" " 

fornia load' is served prinCipally by purchased energy, and even 
" 

though a:P?licant included in the integrated system 1:he transmission 

lines and 'production plant located ease· of the Tracy and Silver 

Springs Substations, which are of no substantial direct benefit to 

California customers, we find it reasonable for the purposes of this 

proceeding to adopt applicant's rate base, excluding the proposed 

geothermal plant wbich will not be in operation until after 1964. 

To adjust for the geothermal plant, we will deduct $86·,700 from 

applicant's rate base and increase applicant's production expen$Cs 

by $lS,.200~ Tile will adopt the staff's estimates for operating reve­

nues and sales expenses. We will adopt applicant's cstimaees for 

transmission expenses, distribution expenses, customer accounts 

expenses and administrative and general expenses. Such adopted 

figures reasonably represent the results of applicant's. operations 

for 1964 for the purposes of these proceedings. The estimated rate 

of reeurn for the test year of 1964 which results from these' adjusted 

figures is 6.76 percent, as shown in the follOwing tabulation: 
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.ADOPTED SUMMARY OF EARNINGS 
California Electric Department 

Estimated Test y~ 1964 at 
Proposed Rates with 

Federal Income Tax Rates of 52% 

Operating Revenues •.• , ••••• , $ 2,941,500 

Operating Expenses 
Production ••••••••••••• 
Transmission •••••••••• 
Distribution ••••••••••• 
Customer Accounts •••••• 
Sales ••••..•••••••..••• 
Administrative & General 

Subtotal ••••.•...••• 

Depreciation & Amortization 

Taxes other t1:lan Federal 
Income taxes, .................. . 

Federal Income Taxes ....... 
Total Oper. Expenses 

Operating Income •••••..•• 

bte ,&se ••••••••••• ~ ., •• ~ 

Rate of Return ••••••••••• 

934,900 
7,,400 

252,100 
134,500 

30,000 
_2§7,400 
1,626,306 

262,700 

281,300 

64,300 
~,234,6015 

706,900 

10,464,200 

6.761. 

Since submission of these matters, passage of the Re.venue 

Act of 1964 has provided for redtl:ction in Federal Corporation Income 

!ax from S2 to SO percent on January l, 1964, and to 48 percent on 

January 1, 1965. We take official notice of said Act, and, since 

we expect the customers to receive the benefit of the tax reduction, 

the reduction will be included in this decision. This decision will 

become effective at approximately midyear 1964, making it reasonable 

to apply the full 4 percent.reduction at that time by using a Federal 

Income Tax of 4S percent for the year 1964.. We find that, to obt.a.in 

a r.atc of return of 6.76 percent with a Federal Income tax of 48, per­

cent, applicant's revenues at proposed rat,es would have to be reduced 

by approximately $16,800, to $Z>924,700. 
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R:1te of Return 

Applicant's request is based not upon a plea for rates ~o 

produce a specific rate of return but r~thcr upon rates which will 

permit uniformity throughout applicant f s system in Nevada and Cali­

fornia. In support of the rate of return which would be virtually 

the same under either present or proposed rates, applicant presented, 

through a financial consult~t, testimony ~d a rate of return anal­

ysis, Exhibit 3.. The consul t.mt testified that app1ic:m.t MS been 

required to raise large amounts of cspital to finance the rapic 

growth experienced in recent years.. Applicomt • s total invested 

c.apital, including bank loans 7 MS increased from 34,.7 million 

dollars in 1958 to 60 .. 4 million dollars in 1962 and it was estimated 

it will have increased to 72'. 7 million dollars by the end of 1963 CI.nd 

to 83.0 million dollars by the end of 1964. 

He calculated that earnings on average total capital 

,declined from a high of 7.67 percent in 1959 to 6.07 percent in 1962, 

should increase to 6.52 percent in 1963', and then decline to 6.37 

percent in 1964. During' the same period earnings on average camnon 

equity declined from 16.07 percent in 1959 to 10.35 percent in 1962, 

should increase to 12.00 percent in 1963, and then decline to 11 .. 03 

percent in 1964. He compared Sierra. Pacific f s earnings,with earn ... 

ings of eight oeher western utilities which showed on the average 

higher earnings than Sierra Pacific. Based on the average capital­

ization for the year 1964, Sxhibit 3 shows Sierra Pacific cost of 

capital to'r.:m.gc from 7 percent with a 12 percent return on,common 

equity to 7.69 percent with a 14 percent return on common equity. 

Applicant T s equity ratio fluctuates from YCDr to ye~ depending upon 

the type of fin.atlcing currently utilized. The witness tes,tified 

that it is necessary to have the security issues of sufficient size 
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to be favorably receiv2d ~d to 'kce, £incnc~z costs low~ and 

tiul.t .::is 3. consequence, fro:n ti:lC to t~,. tile c31'ita.l 

st~cture may vary from the desired objective. His figures show a 

32.7 percent equity ratio inl962, increasing to 36,.5 percent in 

. 1963, and then decreasing to 31.8 percent in 1964 when $12,000,000 

i~ senior debt financing is planned. He stated his understanding 

that applicant plans 1:0 increase the equity ratio fo·llowf-ng1964. 

A Commission staff £incncicl ~~ss p~csentcd 4 report 

on cost of money and- rate of return as of October 31, 1963,. Exhibit 

9. His study included a comparison of Sierra Pacific's earnings with --

10 electric utilities and 10 combination utilities over the 5-yea%' 

period 1958 to 1962. In each case Sierra Pacific's earnings on 

average capitalization and earnings on average common stock equity 

were higher than the averages of either grOU? of utilities. Ap­

plicant f s return. on common stock equity, however,. has shown _a gen­

eral decline in recent years, the rett!rtl of 10.24 percent in 1962 

being the lowes~ for the past lO-year period, and his estimate for 

1963 of 10.04 percent being even lower. 

In Table 9 of, Exhibit 9, the staff witness Showed the 

development of allocation of capital and dollar requirements for 

the California operation for the year 196,3 based on average capital 

as of October 31, 1963 and reflecting the staff'.s allocation method 

whereby the California net utility plant for 1963 represents 12.85 

percent of total net utility plant. In this development, using a 

return on e~uity of 12 pereent,which he eonsidered to be reasonable,. 

he arrived at a 6.92 percent cost of capital and a dollar re~u1re­

ment of $5681 325. He testified that he made SOme allowance for 

1964 financing 'by including in cost of capital $21,565.,250 in 'bank 

loans 3t the effecti.ve rate of the most recent debt iSSue. He 
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stated;, howe"llcr, that if he we::'c using a 1964 rate base he would 

have used capitalization figures as of thc end of the year 1963. 

Utilizing the estimated capitalization for t~e end of the year 1963 

from Exhibit 2 and applic~trs allocation of 14.09 percent of nee 

utility plant to California, we would arrive at a cost of capital 

of 7.01 percent and a dollar requirement of $712,700 for the test 

year 1964. 

Afee.r giving-full considera.tion to applicant's cost of 

capital and to its heavy ::equirem<m.ts for fina.ncing new production 

plant, we find thc.t the level of earni:lgs to be produced under the 

proposed ra.tes ~s hereina.fter modified) with federal income tax of 

48 percent, ~nd with gross rev~ues of $2,924,700) net opera.ting 

income of $706,900 and a rate of return of 6. 76 pere~t on California 

operations for the test yc:xr 1964, is fair and rcasOD:l.blc. 

kte ProEosals 

At present there are three basic ra.te zones in applicant's 

California ~crvice area; they are as follows: 

1.. Truckee-Portola: all of applicant's California 
service area llo:rth of the southern Nevada County 
line. This includes Suxomit, Dormer Lake, Loyalton, 
Portola and adjacent territory. 

2. La1~ 'X.ahoe: that portion of applicant's California 
service area located in El Dorado and Placer Counties. 
'I"'.o.1s includes Squaw Valley, Tahoe. City .nnd Broclway 
on the north side of Lcl(c Tahoe and the entire Cali­
fornia. service area on the western and southern side 
of the lal(C and adjacent territory. 

3. Mono County: that portion of applicant's ~i­
:Cornia, service ~ca located in Alp:i.nc Coanty 
(Markleeville) and Mono County (P.nte1op.e Valley). 

The present r.!l.tes :xre. basically the same in the 'Irucl(ee­

Portola and Mono County rate zones. The La1<e Tahoe zone ra:e level, 

however, is higher than in the other rate zones, as it 'fJras estab­

lished on the basis of seasonal usage and characteristics. 
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!he propoS~d rate structure 'Would eliminate the '2xis~ing 

rate zone d1fferenti31s and provide for the same ~iform retes 

throughout applicant's California service area as 3rc UO'W in effect 

in Nevada. The principel fe~tures of tbe proposed scbedules are 

described below. 

All residential customers 'Would be served under the sched­

ule for Domestic Service, D-1, inwr-..ich the monthly minimum charge 

would be increased from the present $1.00 to $1.50, and the arrange­

ment of the kilowatt hour blocks 'Would be modified. The separa.tely 

metered water heating Schedule H-l now available only in the Truekee­

Portola and Mono County areas would be extended to the Lake 'Ia~ 

area. This schedule, which .. is available to both domestic and cotl:l:IlCr­

cial customers, would be at a slightly higher level than p:esent, for 

consumptions over 300 kilowatt hours per month. 

Commercial end industrial customers would have the option 

of several general service schedules. The smaller customers would 

be billed on Schedule A-l, General Service, which is a connected 

load type of schedule. The larger customers would be billed on 

either Schedule A-2, General Service, which is a demand metered type 

of schedule, or on Schedule A-3, Gener31 Service, a demand metered 

type of schedule c~rry1ng a m;n~ charge of $2,300 per month. 

Under the proposal applicant would also offer for the 

first time a tariff for agricultural service, SehedulePA.· 

No changes are proposed in the schedules for· resale serv­

ice or for street lighting. 

Increases and decreases under the proposed tari=fs·would 

vary with consumption. The effects on the different classes 0: 
service as present:edby applicant· are summarized in the following 

tabula tion: 
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Cl~ssification 

Domestic 
Domestic - 'Water Heating 
Co~ercial - Water Reattog 
Gene~al· Service - Small 
General Service - large 

AppliCo'lXlt "s Proposed Pcrccntcga 
Revenue Increases 

truck.'ee-
Portola Lake Tar.oe Mono County. 

13.8% ~1. 12.0% 
2.4 3.0 
6.1 * 1.2 

12 ... 3 7.2' 17.1. 
3.8 4.$ ** 

(Ree Fi~e) 
* Indeterminate, no schC&ulc presently evailable • 

.,'~~ No customer \l'.C.der this classification. 

In support of its rate proposal ap~lican: presented Exhibit 5, a 

supplement to the report on results of operation for the California 

Electric Department. This exhibi~ traced the history, of the various 

rates applicable in the California operations and presented customer 

distribution usage and other statistics for all California custoccrs 

by rate zones. These stat:i.stics show that the California loa<!' is 

concentrated in the take Tahoe division, where for the estimated year 

1964 there will be 11,956 customers served from 235·m1les 0: distri­

bution line with a resulting density of 51 customers per pole line 

mile. This may be compared with 'the Truckee-Portola division wlU.c~. 

will have 2,056 custocers with a density of 16 customers per pole 

line mile and with the Mono County . division wbich will bav'e·449cus­

tomers with a density of 6 customers per pole line mile. 

Under present tariffs applicant does not assess a charge 

for establishment or re-establisbment of service. The proposal 

would establish a charge of $5 wllich would be applicable any ti=c 

a service is connected or reconnee~ed.. AS support for this eJ:o.arge 

~pplicantf$ wieness presented Exhibit 6 which was an a~slysis of 

the cost of electric service connections based on a 10-month peried 

ending October 31, 1963. This analySiS showed that during the 10-

month period of analysis the total cost: of making 32,417 electric 

service cotmect1ons on the entire system was $197,943, an average of 

-16-



$6.11 per connection. The ina eased revenue from 'this proposed 

cbarge in California is estimated to be $22,400 in 1964. 

The staff witness, in his prcsenution, pointed oue 

that Sie:r:ra Pacific is the only major private utility in california 

now requiring a separate meter for residential electric wa~r 

he,~ting. He testified that this practice results in increased 

pl~t costs and operating expenses for the utility as well 3S 

increased installation costs to the customer. 1'0 :rectify this 

condition he recommended that applicant's schedule for domestic 

service be modified $0 as to· incorpo:rate a water heating block of 

450 kilowatt hours at the same level of rates as would beappl1cable 

uu4er the scpar.:.tcly metered water heating tariff.. 'Ibis schedule 

would be available at a customer's option if he did not desire to 

p:ovide separate wiring for his water heating usage. 

!he sta.ff also recommended certain specific revisions 

in the special conditions in Schedules A-l, A-2, A-3, DE 4Dd PA .. 

L~ addition to the proposed changes in rate schedules 

applicant's proposal includes a complete revision of 'the remainder 

of its tariff schedules including Title Page, Prelimina:r:y Statecent, 

Description. of Service Area, Rules,· and Sample Forms. These pro­

posals are all contained in Appendix F attached to the applieation~ 

as modified by Exhibit 1, entitled Revised Rules.. All of these 

X'evisions are directed at modernizing the tariffs so as to ·brillg 

tllem in line with the p:actices of other utilities in 'california. 

In regard to the effect the proposed earif£s would have 

upon operations of the two customers who presented opposi~g 

testimony, the record shows that the Clecents Rock Proaucts, Inc .. 

would have its billing increased by about: 3.8 percent. T!le othex 

customer, Feather River Lumber· Coro,pany, which, from time to time, 

... 17-
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supplies a portion of its load from its own generation~ protested 

principally the provision of a contract under the proposed tariffs 

wbichwould require a customer to take all of his electric require­

ments from the utility.. Such a provision is ComtllOO in contracts of 

tbis type. If, because of special circumstances in .agiven case, 

some modification is necessary or deSirable, the ma'tter may be 

presented by an appropriate filing. The evidence suggests that the 

questioned prOvision may well be unreasonable as applied to this 

particular customer and that the customer andSierr.a. Pacific may be 

able to work out a mutually agreeable modification for laterpresen­

tat ion to the Commission • 
....... ---.. 

Rates Authorized 

Rates as proposed by applicant ~11 be authorized except 

that the domestic schedule will be modified so as to incorporate the 

water heating block recommended by the staff, and the increase pro­

posed for the smaller general service customers on Schedule A-l will 

be reduced by approximately the amount made available by the lOwer 

Federal income tax rate. The staff recommendations will also be 

adopted for the specific revisions in regard to special eondit~s 

in Schedules A-I, A-2, A-3, DE and PA. The rate changes 8sautbor­

ized herein may be SUI:Il1Uarizec1 as follows: 

AUTHORIZED RATE CHANGES "iEAR 1964 

Classification 

Re.venu~ 
Present Aii~t .. "'h6~r~iz~c""'a 
Rates Rates 

'Residential $1,381,000 
Commercial & Industrial 1,396,200 

$1,270,300 
1,473,700 

2,600 
117,000 

30,700 

Power-Agriculture 2,800 
Resale 117,000 
Street Lighting 30,700 
Other Sales to Public 

Authorities 
Other Electric Revenue 

Tota.l 

200 
~700. 

200 
30,200 

2~S24,700 

(p:ea figure) 
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$ ((19,)2Q) 
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A.45689 1 C.7311 1:$ * 

Allocation Procedures 

A~ present Sierra Pacific's annual repo:ts to the Commis­

sion include sections in which California operations are separa~ed . 

from the remainder of the system on the basis of geogr.lphical loca­

tion of utility plant. The staff recommended that in the future ap­

plicant be required to file annually a summary of its california 

operations based on allocation of plant and expenses :reflecting use 

of these facilities by CalifornUl and Nevada cus~omers. We feel thlt 

sueh a procedure wo~ld have merit 1n that it wouldp:esent meaningful 

cost data to the Commission ar4d could facilitate the' preparation ecd 

presentation of uniform cost ~lloeation data before ~be respective 

state Commissions.. We sball cii:'ect ~pplic~t to confer with O'Ul:' 

staff and, if desired by ~he Public Service Commission of Nevada, 

'i:ith representatives from its staff, with the objective of adopting 

allocation procedures which will be mutually acceptable.' 

'Findings 

Based on the evidence of record we find that applican~~s 

request to revise its rates and ~les for electric service in C~li­

fornia is reasonable. subj ect to the incorporation therein of tb.e 

revisions which have been ~clopted. 

We also fine that the increases in rates and charges 

Gu~horized herein are justified1 that the rates and charges author­

ized herein are reasonable~ and tha~ the present rates and cbarges~ 

insofar as they differ from those herein prescribed, are for the 

future unjust and unreasonable. 

We conclude that the application should be granted to 

the extent set forth in the ensuing order, and 1:hat Case No. 781l 

::hould be dismissed. 
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ORDER. 
~- ..... --

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Applicant, Sierra Pacific Power Company, is authorized and 

directed to file with this Commission, after the effective date of 

this orde:, and in conformity with General Order No. 96-A~ the 

schedules of rates attached to this order as Appendix A and, upon 

not less than five days r notice to the Commission and to the public, 

to make such rates effective for service rCtldered on and after 

October 1, 1964. 

2. Coincident with the filing of rates authorized under order­

ing paragraph 1, applicant is authorized to file in conformity with 

General Order No. 96-A revised rules, standard forms, :!Ild other 

tariff sheets as se't forth in Appendix F, attached to the applica.­

tion, as amended by Exhibit 1. 

3. Applicant is directed to make a study in cooperation ,with 

the st~f£ of this Commiision (and with staff members of the Public 

Service Commission of Nevada if the Nevada Commission desires), with 

the objective of developing mutually acceptable procedure~ for 

allocating plant .and expenses bet:Wecn applicant' $, Nevada and 

California operations. 

4. COincident with the filing ,of its 1964 annual report with 

this Commission applicant shall f,ile therewith and annually there­

after a report of its electric operations in California in which 

plant and expenses are separated between California and Nevada on 

the basis of allocation procedures developed in compliance-with 

ordering paragraph 3. 

5,. Investigation under Case No. 7811 hereby is discontinued. 

-20-
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'!'he effective date of this order sballbe twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at ___ San __ F:ran __ c:l!ed ___ , California, this //.,/h 

d f AUGUST 1 1964 80y 0 _______ , ' .• 

comaassioners 

Comm1z:::ion/)l" W1ll13:l1l.. Boxm&t't" be~ 
~eco~zarily nbsent. 414 n~ ~1c1pato 
!:l 'tho <U~;>o::1 tio::!. ot th1~ proco~ 

. ':'2l-



SC:bedule No. A-l 

fJIf!L!Cfl:2'IL!!r'! 

(N) 

(T) 

'l!b1s GcbeQ.\lle is appl1cable to all s1xlgle e.nd. tbree-plla.se slte~t1Dg (C)' 
C'Ul'%'ent serv1ce 1llclud.1ng power ~ l1ght~.. (C) 

TERRITOR'! 

Entire tcrr1tory served. in the Sta.~ ,,:£ ~. 

First 13 kWbr, or lese ••••• -~ ••••••• - ••• -. 
Next 37' kwtr I per kwbr ......................... .. 
Next 200 kw.br, per ~ ••••••••••••••••••• 
Next 500 kw.br, per ~ .... '.' .................... . 
Next 1,7$0 k\Il:Ir, per kwtr .... ~' ..................... . 
m ~eeGS k:w'br', :Per ,lcwh::' ................. III ••• 

M:1n1n:nJzn C'.bArge: 

(x) 

(N) 
(N) 

(I) 
(R) 
(I) 
(I) 
(I) 

The m1mmUm cho.rge tor sel'V'1~' be:retrOder sball be $1 .. 50 per month eI) 
:PJ.us $0·50 per kilowatt ot 't¢ta.l COtlJ:lected. load other than .l1ght- 1 
1Dg in ex~GS ot two kUowa:tts. 'For the pt:rpOses bereot 4 horse-
pewer "W1ll 'be con::1Ctered as equ1velent to s. k:Uow.tt. '. { ) 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS, 

Voltage: serv1ce on tb1z ::cbedule V1ll be SUIJl:l11ed. at tl:e oeconeAry eN) 
V'oltage a.~le. Where po~be.se power is to 'be combined ~th sirlgle 
pbase, a. tour-W"ire service 'Will be supplied, either 'JZ)/2"4C) volt or l2O/208 
volt, wbicbever is c.'v'a1lable; );)rov1d.ed., hO\."eVer, tbe:t Where a. eu.ztcmer hac 
made 8.p);)11eat1on 'tor such a 'to\U'-v.tre se-rv1ee but tbe Utility is not in 
position to SU'p);)ly the s.cme a.t tb60t loca.tion econa.:1c8.lly, then, tecporar1l.y j 
unt1l the 'Ot1.l.1ty is ready, e. s1:Dgle pb.ase and a. polyph83e serv1ce 'W1ll ,be 
aup:pl1ed and metered ~tely I the meter rea.d1l:l.gs be1ng combined ~or 'tbe 
:pur:pose o't eomput~ cha.rges on tb1s seJ:Iedule. (N). 
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Sebedule No. A-2 .. 

~::: scheMe 1s. appl1ctlble to all siDgle ~. tbree-:p~ sl terDe.t:1%lg 
current ~:v1ee 1%1.elud:1.llg power and l1ght1x1.g prov1ded tba.t all s1zlgle-pb&se 
or 'tbree-:pho.ce serr1ee here'l.1%lder be taken At ot1e point 0'£ eel1.very_ 

(N) 

(11) 

Per Meter. {N) 
Dema:o.d. Cbare;e: Per Month. (N) 

:F1rct 50 kw or less 01: "oil J 1r.g demand. • ,....... $ ll5.00 (R) 
.All ExeeGs kw' or biDing d.ems.nd, per kw .. ~....... 2.30 (R) 

Ez:lergy Cbarge (to be a4d.cd to. demand cbarge): 

F1rct 3000 ~, per kwhr •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Next 3000 k\rllr.l ~r ~ ~ •.•••••. " ••••• _ ....... . 
Next. 3000 .~ I ~'~ ••••••••••••••••• ' ...... . 
Next 3000 lc\:br.1 "PC"r kwbr' -- ........... __ •••••• ' •• __ • 
m :e::Keess ~,. )';)er ~ __ ••• ~ •• __ .IJI .,. ...... __ ••••• _. 

M':tm'=::an Charge: 

~ 1llOntbly m1n1zm= ebe.rge sllall oe. tlle montllly' d~ cbsrge. ' (c) 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

1. Voltaee: Serv:tee on this ccbed:ulc Will 'be :::upp11ed. at one stazldsrd (C) 
voltage. Semce "fIJIJ,y'be ::uppl1ed ~ this ~clJ.ed.ule 'at l2O/2:08 
volts 1"our-w:tre vye or at m/4J?o volts totlr~ vye, proV'1d.ed: 
(l) 'WX'1tten a.pplica.tion is ma..de tor such 5erviee by the CUGt¢me:r; 
(2) 'tbc Custcmer's load. is or such ~1ze as to requ1re an· 1rld1viduaJ. 
tra:lStormer 1l:ls'tall.ll.t1on ot :cot less t.ba.:l 150 kva. or trtm.Btermer 
eapae1ty tor 'J2.O/208 volt se~ce or l)ot lee::, tbC.:c. 300 kv8. 01: 
trc.nctoX"me:r.- eo.pae1ty tor zrr/4&> 'Volt G¢r'V1ce; and. (3) the CU3'to'1ner 
provides spa.ee s.ccepte:ble to the Ut1lity on his :premises 'to s.c­
cOll::mOda.te the 1n3teJ.la.t10n or tbe 'Ot1l1ty f c t.e.eil1t1es. !t'he t'ore-
goUg condition::; do not IJ:PP"J::r 'Wberc the Utility 1lltl1l:rta.1ns tour-
wire vye corxceeted :p¢lypl:!s.t;e 1llB1rJt;.. (C) 

2. B'! 11 :1l'lg Dem.a.nd.: '!be 'b111 1 tJg d.em.a.nd. b~re1md.er tor s:r:q b1.JJ j De; (~) 
per:Lod. shall 'be the greater ot tbe C'U..'""%'ellt period' G mee....--ured 
demand.; or ttrt::r :percent (m) or the lngbest b1ll1%lg dema:od 
ecte.'bl1sbed by the Custcmer dur1l:lg the prt:ee~ eleven moZlt~; 
or t1:tt;:r k1lowat'ts (50 kw). . (T) 

(Cont1nued) 
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Sebedtlle No. A .. 2 

GE:NERAL SERVICE· 

3· ~ ~d. Meo..surement: 'lbe demand tor a::r:q b 111:!ng sbsll be 
de:f':tned IloC tbe me.x1mum. measured fi:f'teen m1nute average k:Uowatt 
load in tbe b:D J~ -period.. In 1llsta:oc:es, bO"'ool'eVer, wbere tbe use 
of er.erl!:l 'by So CUstomer 1$ 1ntermittent and subject to V'1olent 
flucttl8.t102lS, a. shorter time interval r:A'Y' 'be used &lld. '\:be demand 
determ1ned. from spee1al mes.curementz .. 

At the Utility's option,. a. thermal tY:Qe o't d.emand meter which 
does Dot re~ s.tter .e. det1rJ1te t1me interval. may 'be used tor 
demand. me~:c.ts .. 

4.. Pr1me.ry Meter1Ilg: Whenever tor the conven1enee ot the Ut1l1ty 
cel"V1ee is metered. bereunder at the a.ve.1l.a.'ble pr1ma.ry dictr1'but1on 
voltage, tbe d.erm:I.nd ebs.rge a.%ld energy cbarge or the ratea.'bove ' 
zll8ll 'be reduced "oy two and olle-balt' ;percent (2-l/~). 

5· Power :Factor: 'l!he U't1l1ty may, at 1ts option, mee.3'l.2l"e"tbe everae;e 
power tactor or fXfJY CUstomer lood" ::;erved bereunder.. W'l:lenever the 
"01" , 1Dg deme.:od of :ueD. Cus'tarler 1n I.1:J:J.y month excee& tcor~ed 
ktlown.t~ (400 kw-), tbe demo.zld chArge .e.tl4. ene'rp;:f eborge of the 
rate above shall 'be d.eeres.o<xt or 1ncre8.Ce'd, rcGl)eet1:ve~, ntteen­
hund.redt~ or one pereent (O .. l5~) 'tor ee.eh O%)e ~eent (l~) that 
the e.verc.ge '.POWer ta.c:tor or such CUstomer f s 1004 d.ur1%lg such month 
:tc more tbarl or less tba.n eighty percent (~) la.gg1rJg. 1!be c.ver­
~e power :factor shell be eocrputed. (to tbe Dearest Whole pereent) 
trom the ratio or total ltlg.g1:rJg reD.Ct1ve kUovolt-au:pere-hours . 
to totel. k:Uows.tt-bOU'!:'s. 

6. Contra.ets: A eontra.et 'W:tll be req\J!tred. ~or serv:tee lle~ 
tor So minimum term. or not lese tbo.zl. ®e yes:r. 

(N) 

(T) 

(x) 

(T) 

(j) 
(N) 

(C) 

! 

(c) 

(N) 
(N) 
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Schedule No. A-3 em' 
I 

tic scl1edule 1& applicable to all po~ba::e aJ.ter.oat1::g eurre:at .service 
1Ilelu&.:cg :power and l1ehti%lg prev1&!d. t:bat all ~~~ service hereun&:r 
be taken at Ol:le point 01: delivery. ' 

RATES 
Per V.eter 

. Demand. Charge: Per Month 

First 1,000 kw or les::. 01: "oj' Hng demn:ld ...... $2,30(>.00 
All Exce:;s kw 01: b:DHng d.emB.nd, per kv ..... 2 .. 00 

Ellergy Charge (to "oe ts.d.ded to Demand CJ:ls.rge): 

First 150 kwl:lr u:;ed per kv of b~1'.1ng d.emQnd. per kwhr ... O.~ 
Next 150 kwbr -w;ed :per kw 01: b~ J J 1 ng demand ;per kwbr... o.8tfi. 
Next 150 kwbr uced per kv o't '0'" ins dema:od ;per kwbr ... O'~7J 
All. Excess kwbr ~d. per kw or b1Jl:ing demn:ad per k'J.br ... 0.6¢ 

M1n:1m'1ml Cbarge: 

Tbe montbly m:fn1mnm ebarge sbsll be tbe monthly dema.J:ld ebarge. 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

1. Vol~e: Service on tJne sebed'lJle v.Ul 'be zU'ppl1ed at O%le sta.ndarc! 
voltage. Service mtJ.y be DUp,pl1ed under this sched.W.e s.t 12.O/208 volts 
:f'0'IlX"-w1re W".fe, m/4f20 ',..olts to'Jr-nre wye, or, 1:t 'tor the eotrO"e'%l1oenee 
of tbe 'Ut1l1ty, service :beretmder '!fAy be supplied. at tbe prtrr.e:r.r 
voltage 8.va.1ltl.'ole as set 1:orth 1». Rule No.2, provided: (1) 'la'itten 
appl1ee.t1on is made for such semce 'by the Customer; (2) the 
CUStocer's load. is ot such size as to e¢onomteally just1ty a.:1 

lIld.:f.v1dtlal 'b:'wlstormer illstsJ.la.t1o%li and (3) the CU$tom~ ~rov1d.es 
s~e acceptable to the tTt1l1ty on bis prem1ses to aecO'l:CmOdAte the 
1nsteJ.la.t10n ot tbe Ut1l1ty':; tae1l1ties. ~ to~go1.Dg eozX!.1t1o'OS 
do not tJ.W;l~J' where the TJt1l1ty mc.1'O.ta.ills tour-v1re -wye-cormeeted. 
'j?Olypha.se me.1ns. 

2. B1JJ:tng :oeme.nd.: 'l'he "o1JJ~Dg dem8Jld hereunder tor e:rq' b:UJ1ng :per1od 
sb8ll 'be the grea.ter ot the current per.Lod t r;. measured demand; or eN) 
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(N) 

GENERAL SERVICE 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS (Cont1%l.ued.) 

2~ (Cont'd) 

t1tty :percent (~) of the b.:I.,gbest b:D.l:1ns d.ema.nd ecta.'bl1$h.ed. by 
th.e CUo:;taner d'\l%'1l:lg tbt! prece~ eleven montbs; or fi1:ty percent 
(m) or the contro.ct ~d; or one thousand. ld.lovs.tt~ (1,000 kw'). 

3· V~ Demand. Vle~ent: The d.ems.nd. tcr e:r:::t b1"~ng shell be 
d.e~d e.s the ~ mes.sured. t~ :1nute e.verage k1l0Wll:tt loe.d 
in the b::fj11ng period. In il:1stc.ncee, however, ",.bere the use or energy 
'by So CuatQmer 1s 1:atermittent s:cd :ru'bjeet to V101ent :t'luCt\l4t1otlS, e. 
$horter time :tnterval rDJJ.y be used. and. the d.ema:l.d. d.e1-..erm1ned. from 
spec1eJ. me~nte. 

At the Ut1l1ty's opt1on, a. thermal type of d.ema.nd meter 'Wb1ch does 
not reset ~r a. dct1l:l1te time interval may be "loWed tor d.emar.r.d 

4. J?rlma.:I:oy Serv1ce: Whe%leVer tor the convemence or the 'Ot1l1ty ser .. 
v1ce is CU',PP11ed. 'by Ut1l1ty here"lmder a.t the ~ voltage ava.1l­
able, the d.ems:rld charge Ilnd e'rII!rp':! cho.rge o~ the ro.te above cDall' 
'be reduced 'by two and. one .. ~ ;percent (2-1/2fJ,). . 

5· P.r::1mL'l.ry MeterUg: Whenever tor tbe conveIl1enee ot the Ut1l1ty eel'­
nce 1e metered bereunder at tbe avtdltJ.ble pr1mo.:y <!:t.3tr1but1on 
voltage, the d.ema.rld.. ebs.rge o:od e'Del'l!:.! ebIlJ:"ge of the ra.te &'bove 
sbeJ.l be reduced. by two ~d one-~ :percent (2-1/2Cfr,) .. 

6. Power Fe.etor: The Ut1l1ty'rN3:Y, at its option, mell.S'W:'e the avero.ge 
power factor ot ozt'J" C\lstocer load. served. be%'e'l.1Dd.er. ~~ the 
'b:t1 , :1ng d.eme.nd. ot such CUStoJ::l.erin art:! month exceeds tcur hun4red. 
l'..1lowattG (400 kw), the dema.Dd cw-ge and eDergy' c~ge or tbe xtLte 
above shoJ.l be d.eerea.zcd or 1:ncree.ced, recpeet1vely, t1fteetl­
hundredths ot O%le pereent (O.15~) tor ea.ch one per~nt (l~)'tbo.t 
the average power :t'o.etor of sueh CUZto:::ler' s load durl~ s~ montb 
is more tb4n or lecc tbtl.n e:tgllty percent (~) lagging. ~e c.veroe;e 
:power t'.a.c::tcr sbt.lll be eomputed (to the nearest 'Whole jile1"cent) tran 
the ra.tio or total .l.o.gg1l'lg re4e'tive k1lovolt-ttmpe%'e-ho\:rs to totaJ. 
kilowatt-bourG. 

I 7 ~ Contracts: A contract "IrI1ll be required 1.I.G e. eond.1t10n ot serv1ee 
hereunder tor a. nrtrr1'lll\ml term of not less t.ha.rl. three yerrrs. (N) 
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(N) 

(T) 

'l!ll1::;. scbe~e 1~ appl1ee.'ble to domestie l1ght1Dg., bea't1:cg., eook1xlg and. (0) 
single phe.se domestie power semce .1n s1zlgle :t:'~ dwell.:1%lgs a.lld. in :nate I 
a.nd. apnrtment~ ~epe.re:tely metered by tlle 'Ot1l1ty.. (C), 

(A) OOMES'rIC SERVICE 

First l3 kwbr, or leGe ...................... . 
Next 37 kwbr~ per ~ ••••••••••••••••• 
Next 50 kW,hr, per kWhr ••••••••••••••••• 
Ne'X"t 200 kW,hr l' ~ ~ .......... ,. ....... . 
Next 200 ~, per ~~ ••••••••••••••• ,. 
All Exees~ ~, per k"'..Illr ........... • -,,. •••• 

lIdtl1mum CbIlrge: ~e Ydmmum Charge tor seX"V'1ce bereunder 
sbsJ.l 'be $1 .. 50 per lllOnth .. 

(c) 

(N) 
(N) 

(I) 
(R) 
(I) 
(I) 

(p.) 

eI) 

(:a) COMBINM:.rON OOMES'rIC SERVICE: Domestic ~ce ill ca:'b1:lll.tion V1th (N) 
an electric vater hea.ter !nGtallatioZl in aecorda.:rlee 'With the Sl;>ee1al 1 
Conditions below. 

F1:J:st 13 k'..rbr, or les:: ~., .... _ •••••••••• ':, • 
Next ?iT kwbr 1 per kwb.r ...................... oo • .'. 

Next 50 kWbr, per kwbr •••••••••••••••• 
Next 100 k'..tl:lr., per ~ ......................... .. 
Next 300 kw.br, per ~~ .................. . 
Next 150 kwbr., ~= ~ ................. .. 

. All Exce:;z: . ~ I per k'wbr' ................ . 

M1njl'!!l.'lm Che.rge: 'I!b.e MI'OjT!'l\lm Cho.:rge tor serv1ce be%'e'Wlder sbAll 
be $l .. 50 per month .. 

• 
t 
~ 

I 
I 
1 
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~e No. ::0-1 

l. Rate (:8) :te a:va1le.ble o~ to cuo.tocers ~ tb :pt!:rmIlJle1ltly 1nctalled (N) 
electric 'W:l.ter hea.ters used exclusively for reguls.r wa.ter llea:t1Dg. 

2. The ~tomer v.tth eleetr.1.c 'W8.ter betl.t1llg may elect to rec:eive 
serv::tce e1 ther (So) 'Ullder Ra.te (A) of tbic zcbed.W.e tor d.omect1c serviee '" 
in conjunction "-'ito. Scbedl.:le R-l -tor 'W8.-:er heatag uail:lg a separate ~ 
or ('0) 'U%lder Rate (B) or tb:1!: ~eClule. 

3. Ut:1l1ty, a.t itc option, 'mAy 1:c.ctaJ.l CTJ:'X'ent ljm1t1llg dev1ees. on 
water betl.ters Vb1cb 'WUl restr1ct 't'b.e ~ of ~ers:r beret.md.er dtlr.tng tbe 
hour:> 'between 4:00 PM and. 9:00 PM, or such otber bours 8.$ "O't1l1ty rNlY 
speeuy trom time to t:1me. (N) 
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Schedw.e No. DE 

Electricity 'tor domestic SlId water hes.tUg purposes is aV1J.1la'ble, Ul>OD 
a.pplication, 'Ullder Wa schedule to regular and ~nsiOXled employees or the 
Co:I!pFJZJY, (ma.rr1ed or 'UXlm2.%'r1ed.) l)rovided the':r reside in their own home 
(z1xlgle fam1J:y dwellUg, ~a~-metered.:n.a.t or a~t) orJ.d are 
s~l1ed directly 'by the ~. . . 

'l!ERRl1'ORY 

Entire se%'V'ice ten1tor./. 

(T) 

(T) 

(T) 

'lbe regular rued ro.te schedules a.ppl1ce.ble to domestic service in the (T) 
territory Where serV'1ce 1$ sup:pl1ed, less m &count. (~) 

M1Tl'lm:um, Cbarge: 

$1 .. 00 -per month .. 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

1. ~G ro:te applies to employees 11"rl.Dg with, 8Jld conct1tut1ng tbe 
su',PPOrt ot, 0. motber tJJ:J.d/ or ta:tl:ler or otber relet1vec. 

2.. !Ille oerv1ce must 'be b1lled to G:ld paid by the t!!tJIPlcyee. 

3.. A regular employee 1:; det1lled, tor tbe purpose ot t'b13 schedule 1 

t1.$. one 'Who hac been cont1nuO'l.lSly employe4 by the C~ tor more 
tba.n six months a.nd is pa1d on a. ~kJs or montbly bo.s1: .. 

(L) . 

4. Tb1s sehe&.1J.e 10 llOt a:pp11ca.ble to prob&t1onary, casueJ. or.1::empOra.r.r 
employees- (L) 



.. 
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Schedule No. B-1 

Tb.1s schedule is am>l1ea'Ole to s:r.y d.ome3t1c or COtCl:lerc:1e.l Customer tor 

(N)' 

(T) 

separately".mete%'e'd. ::crv1ce for wa.ter beo.t1ng ~ses oIlly. ( ) 

:F1:rzt 300 kw'M.1 pe'%'" ~ ••• _ ••••••••• _ ....... .. 
All. ~es~ ~,];>er l:w'bJ:t •••• ., •••••.•••••••••••• 

M1'n:frmml. Che.rge: 

Per Meter 
Per Month 

'Xhe m1'n1J'l1'lJm chArge for service 1:ereunder chall be $1.50 ~ 
month prov:tded~ Jlowever, tllAt no ~ eba.rge 1:C't'e"Wld.er 
oh.'lll apply ~ CUStomer is ~1:lg service un4er OXle or 
the Utility's otber rate sched:ulec at tb1:; 1oee.t1on. 

SPECIAL CONDmONS 

Utility, at its opt10n1 rr.ay 1ns~ C'Ul"%'e~t l1m1t1JJg dev1ces which 
w:Ul restr1ct the use of eXlergy llereu:od.er dur1Dg tbe bourG betveen 4:00 
PM and 9:00 PM, or such other hoors I.l.S TJt1l1ty may*e1..."j" t):om. time to 
t:tme. 

(c) 

(N) 
(N) 

(I) 

(T) 

I 
('1') 
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Sehedule No. PA 

'I'M.s sel:edule is applicable to agr1eul tural power serv'1ee tor the,. purpoce 
or irrigation 8.lld stock w.ter ~. 

EIlt1re serv:tee territory. 

First 13 k\.tbr ~ or less •••••• ' •••• ., II ......... .-

Next 87 ~, ~r ~ •••••••••••••••• ~ •• 
Next l50 kWbr, ~r kWbr ••••••••• ~ ••••••••• 
Next 2~ kwhr, per kwhr ••••••••••••••••••• 
~xt 4,500 r~" ~~~ .................... . 
Next 51 000 kw.br, ~ kwbr ••••••••••••••••••• 
Next 20 ~ 000 kwbr I per kw'llr ••••• ~ • e' •• __ ....... . 

All Excess k'..rb.r,. 'per kwbr ••••••• ' •• _ ....... _ •• 

Per Meter 
Per Month 

TJ:1e m:tc1:m.m1 cba.rge 'to'::' serv'1ce here'l.lnder sllall be $1..50 per month 
8.lld. $5.00 8J:lllUSJ.l.y per borsepcr.mr of cozmee-ted. 10M .. 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

1. Voltage: Sem.ce on tb1:l. scb.ed:Jle 'w1ll 'be Z'I.lP.l;>l1ed a.t O%le standard 
:power vol ta.ge .. 

2. ~rsy Restr1ct1on: t1t1l1ty, a.t its option, may ~t the use ot 
eXle%'sy hereunder to the hom'S other then 6:00 PM to 11:00 PM dA1l.y 
or sueh other bours a.3 'Ot1l1ty may spec1ty trOt: t:1me to t:1me, but, 
in a.rry event, serv1ee llereu:ad.er shall ~ ava.1le.ble tor %lOt less 
tb.e.n e1gb.~ houro d.a1ly'. 

3· ContrtLCts: A cont'::'sct tor eo ~r1od ot one yeer 'W1ll bereq~ tor 
cerviee 'Wld.er th1s schedule e.nd. v.Ul r~n 1n et:ect from yeer to 
year therea.tter \mleos cancelled.. When Gerv:tce 1s t':Lrct rendered. 
under tl:l1s sebe4ule, the contrect yee:r c:od. b1" :ttlg "oaz1s cl:.sJ.l 
comence 'With the first regule.r meter rec.d1xlg date e.:ter tbede.te 

(N) 
1 

service 1$ begun. eN) 


