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Application of SOUTHWEST GAS )' .
CORPORATION for authority to g Application No.. 53747 B
increase natural gas rates in ~+ (Filed December 13, 9725 - .
Placer County, California. ) ~amended July‘z 1973 and*g\‘\

, ' D) July 1973)

Leonard L. Snaider Attorney at Law; for
applicant.

Elinore C. Morgan, Attorney at. Law Edmund
J. lexeira, and John J. Gibbons for the
Commi.ssion staff,

OPINION

Southwest Gas Corporation (sw) seeks authority-to '
increase gas rates in its North Lake Tahoe District. (Tahoe). to
produce additional annual revenues of $318,289, a 28.85 percent
increase, which were designed to yield a rate of return of 7.4
percent. SW estimates that revenues at present rates for test
year 1973 total $1,103,293 and that 1973 revenues would increase
to $1,421,582 at proposed rates. SW requests a lower rate of -
Yeturn than the 9.3 percent requested in Application No. 53727
for its San Bermardino County District (SBCD). SW- states that
the rates it proposes are limited due to considerations of the
costs of alternate fuels for its customers. SW requests that its
revenue requirements rathex than the lower rate of return e requests
should govern the Commission's determination. , ‘

SW, a California corporation, distributes and sells |
natural gas in portions of San Barna:dino‘County~and rlacer County
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as a public utility subject to this COmm:Lssi.on s: juxisdiction. It
is also engaged in intragtate transmission, sale, and distribution
of natural gas as a public utility in portions of Nevada
and Arizona, aod is a natural gas company subject to: ‘the jurisd:’.c—-
tion of the Federal Power Commission with respect to interstate -
transmission facilities and sales of natural gas for resale. ‘
SW's principal office is in Las Vegas, Nevada, where |
centralized administrative and office functions are performed. The
staff cnd-of-year 1973 estimate of customers scrved im Tahoe is
4,343 (approximately 3 percemt of SW's customers). The Tahoe ser-
vice area is located in unincorporated porti.ons of Placer County,
north and west of Lake Tahoe, adj acent to its Northstar di.strict
(Northstarx), S
After notice, public hearings were held before :,xami'ner 3
Levander on July 10 and 11, 1973 in Tahoe City. Certain exhibits «
oxr portions of exhibits prepared by SW or the Commission staff
were applicable to both SBCD and Tshoe and were put in evidence ;
in both proceedings. The testimony regarding these exhibits which
was presented in Applicationm No, 53727 and certain related argu- ]
wents were incorporated inm this oroceeding by reference. The mat-:
tex was subnitted on closing arguments on July 11, 1973 subject to
the receipt of late-filed exhibits. which have been received.
Decision No. 82417 in Application No. 53727 dated
February 5, 1974 sets forth in detail certain arguments which

were raised in both proceedings and our dispos:ttion of the d:’.s- _.
puted points, '

A customer testified that SW's present rates were un-
Teasonable on & per therm basis as compared to those of Pacific Gas
and Electric Company in the Bay area. The revenue requi:ements,'ﬁ_ |
of each utility axe affected by factors: peculiar to it. These
factors include d:.fferences in customer density, reasonable al- _
1owa;nces for operating expenses. and taxes;, plant a.nd J.uvestment ,' -
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.

necessary for the customers served, debt requirements, and " retuxn
on capital. : .

The latest general rate increase for the Placer dxstrict
was authorized in Decision No. 77349 dated June 9, 1970 in Applica—”'
tion No. 49704. SW's rates have been subsequently changed to
reflect changes in the cost of gas.

Decision No. 82124 dated November 13, 1973 authorxzed
gas rate changes designed to offset changes in the operational
costs for SW's Placer district attributable to Federal Power Com-
mission (FPC) authorized revisions im rates in FPCLDockets.Nos."
RP 73-99 and RP 73-109. Decision No. 82124 authorized alternate
relief to that sought in the first and second amendments to the
subject application. Therefore, there is no need to give further

consideration to the relief sought in these amendments in this -
.decision, :

Results of Operation

The tabulation on the followxng page compares W and"
Comission staff estimated summaries of earnings for test year
1973 at April 17, 1972—/ rates and at proposed rates, and sets
forth the adopted summary of earnings at the April 17, 1972
rates for test year 1973,  The bases for the adopted results
are discussed in the following paragraphs.

1/

—

The tabulation excludes the effect of changes in rate schedulesff'
to track gas cost modifications after April 17, 197~. o
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Summary of Esrnings
(Estimated Year 1973)

(LN ERE Y BEL Y

Southwest stimated' Staff Estimated: :Ap’i'%zl?'_

April 17,:Company .April 17,.Company Rates _:
1972  :Proposed: 1972  :Proposed:Adopted : °
S

Item Rates : Rates : Rates : Rates :Result
(Dollars in Thousands) . ‘ .
Operating Revenues $1,103.3 $1,421, 6 $1 164 2 $1 499 6. $1 154 2

Cperating Zxpenses : ,
Oper. & Maint. a/ 646.6 648 2 641.9 643 5 653.

Adm. & Gen. & Misc. a/ 70.6 70.6  66.6 - 66.6  TL.7- —
Taxes Excl. Inc. B/ 108.9 112.2 109:2 112.4 109 20

Income Taxes - 3.4 ) 23.2

Depr. & Amortz. 205.2  205.2 208.1  208.1 20"_" |

Total Oper. 1,031.3 1,039.6 874.9 1,053.8  86..8
Associated Co F‘f{ﬁ;, g T ¢ .

ey P 1

Adjusted Oper. Exp. 1,031.3 T,039.6 ~ 869.6 1,048.5 376.5-_{,;[;%

Net Revenues 72.0 382.0  294.6  451.1 . 287.7

Depreciated Rate Base 5,166.2  5,166.2  5,346.7 .5,346.7 5,286.7

Assoclated Co. Adj. - - @B @D IED
Adjusted Rate Base 5,166.2  5,166. 2‘ 5,073.4 - 5,073.4 5,013.4

Rate of Return 1.39% 7.3 5.81%  8.89% S.74% .

- (Inverse Ttem): =
a/ Includes payroll taxes. ‘ .

b/ Excl.udes payroll taxes.

Qpe.rati.ng; Revenues

The differences in estimates for gas sales are due- prima.rz.ly '
to the period used in developing the average usage per customer im the
firm categories and to differences in estimated: numbers of customers

in the heating only subclass of general serv:’.ce. W stipulated to the

staff estimate of the nimber of customers ta.k:t.ng heating service.

The methods used for trending. usage per customer prepared by
SW and the staff are similar to the methodology used in A-53727. We
adopt the steff's firm usage and revenue estimates which are based on

trending over a lomger time period and a longer temperature ba.se
period than the corresponding SW estimates. o

4
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In regard to interruptible service the staff testified -
that the usage of two lodges was more~depen¢ent‘on‘occupancytth&n
on temperature variatious; that this usage should be averaged':
unless these customers added units or heating loads; that the
temperature adjusted data used by SW was not closely tied to sales,
and that there was not a good temperature sales correlation for
three customers. (A fourth interruptible customer switched to a
firm schedule after SW's estimate was prepared. )

We adopt the scaff's,interrupttble revenue estimates
based on one year's recorded data for a new school and the three-
year average by months, for the twowlodges. :

The staff estimate for other revenues, service establish—
ment charges, is based upon a higher level of activity than the SW
estimate. We adopt the staff's higher estimated number of customers
for the test year and the staff estimate of other revenues.
Operation and Maintenance Expenses

Both SW and the staff estimated ‘production expenses (the
cost of purchased gas) upon rate Schedule G-1, Wholesale Firm-
Service, filed with the FPC effective April 17, 1972, This rate
schedule is SW's FPC jurisdictional schedule applicable to sale
to California-Pacific Utilities Company (Cal-Pac) for resale at
South Lake Tahoe, California,and ‘to Sierra Pacific Power. Company
(Sierra) for resale in the Reno—Sparks- Nevada, area. . .

SW purchases gas from El Paso Natural Gas Company CEI‘
Paso) at the Idaho-Nevada border under FPC jurisdictional Rate
Schedules PL~4, Firm, and PL-5, Interruptible Large Industrial
Sexrvice, SW tramsports the gas to its owmn’ distribucion systems |
across north Nevada to its two wholesale customers and to its
Northstar and Tahoe sexrvice areas in Califormia. In prior rate
Proceedings before this Commission both staff and utility~pro-
duction expense estimates were based on the PL-4. Tate and did

«Se
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not assign any of the northerm Nevada transmission‘costs to  ‘ 
Tahoe. SW and the staff used the four-step -1 gas rate schedule
so that the production cost chargeable to:Tahoe would include El
Paso's charges plus the costs incurred in transmittxng gas across _
Nevada,The cost considerations are similar for supplying Taboe'

and Northstar as compared to Cal-Pac and Sierra. The Commission
staff participated in the G-l’settlémenr.‘ Approximatély‘two—thirds
of the rate increase request is attributable to the neW‘basis for
calculating the cost of purchased gas. '

The difference between SW and the staff's estimates are
due to the differences xn_estimated,sales~requ£rements plus unac~
counted for gas, and by the differences in billing for gas purchased
for the Tahoe and Northstar areas. The staff estimate Is based
upon combining the estimated gas requirements for Tahoe and
Northstar and allocating the billing cost to Tahoe and to-Nbrthstar
ou a volumetric ratio. SW's estimate for the FPC determxnation
of G-1 rates separately bills the volumetric requirements.for Tahoe
and Northstar. We adopt the staff estimate of 0.61 percent‘forJ
unaccounted for gas based upon past experience. Alljof”the‘gas'
for Tahoe and Northstar passes through a common meter. We adopt
the staff billing treatment and purchased gas volumes.

SW adjusted its recorded expenses for the 1Z mouths ended
July 31, 1972 by using then current wage levels to derive its esti-
metes of the other operatinz and.maintenance accounts for the year
ended December 3%, 1972. SW's 1973 test year estimates were
derived by ammualizing a 5.5~perceht wage increase estimated to
take effect on April 1, 1973. The actual wage:increase granted
and included in staff estimates was 6.0 percent. The Cost of
Living Council did not modify this increase. | .

*7' The staff reviewed recorded transmission and distribution
expense3~for the five years ending December 31, 1972. The staff
concurred with SW's transmission and distribution estimates except _

P
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for a $4,900 difference in Accounts 887 and 892, maintenance of
mains and sexvices. The staff contends that SW's estimate was,‘
Inconsistent with the trend of past expenmse ;evels for these ,
accouats. SW's base peried, which was used to develop {ts esti-
mate, does not include allowances for new corrosion protection
requirements contained in General Order No. 112-C, The adopted
test year amounts for transmission and dxstrxbution expenses: are
$200 and $59,200, ‘respectively.

The only difference between SW aad the staff in the
customer accounts expenses related to uncollectible accounts.,
Consistent with our adoption of the staff' S revenue estimates N
we adopt the staff customer account estinates. _

Thexe is a $13,900 difference between W and staff
estimates in Accowmts 911, 912, and 913. Appeoxzmately 96 percent
of the expenses in these accounts are service related and approxi-u 
nately 1 percent are promotional The sales activities. a::e prima—‘
xily directed to new customers and the staff's estimatee axe made;
on a cost per customer added basis. The staff adJusted five yeazs
of recoxded data to 1973 wage levels and dertved an. average cost’ :
per customer added. The staff's estimate of $29,200 is the product‘
of its per customer added cost and the estimated number of new
customers. The labor adjusted per customer added averages for the
five yezxs are $17.86 for 1968, $46 49 for 1969, $79.51 for 1970
$90.42 for 1971, and $78.06 for 1972. The adopted sales expense.
of $38,000 applics the staff methodology to 1970 to 1972‘6323,,JJ' '
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The operations and maintenance expenses as estimared by
SW and the staff, and as adopted, are as follows:

Item , ' | I staff 3. Adopted

Production Expenses $47.0 $492.0 = ;$492 Of];\-*
Transmission Expenses = . 3 RS T S
Distribution Expenses 61l.4 : 55573 o . 593251,
Customer Accounts Zxpenses  63.2 63.7- - 63.7. .
Sales Expenses __42.8 29,2 . __38.00
$646.7 $641.9  $653.2

Administrative and General Expinses

The staff estimates of allocaced central office expenses
trended certain expenses, calculated adminxstratxve and general
salaries om a recorded-adjusted basis, and used a five-year ave’age
for injuries and damages which did not consmder 8 premlum rate
change ox the hiring of a safety manager. | :

SW and the staff both included $12, 000 for amortizing
expenses of the prior rate proceeding. The staff was of- the
opinion that the magnitude of the prior amortization: precluded an
allowance for amortizxng_expenses incurred in this.proceedlng- |
SW amortized an estimated $9,000 over three years for this pro-
ceeding. Late-filed Exhibit 10 shows actual expenses recorded
through June 30, 1973 were $1,381. :

The adopted amount of adminiscrative and general expenses
is $7l 700. - It consists of the staff's estimates with' thefollowing
exceptions: $5,300 for injuries and damages, $14, 800 for regu-
latory commission expense, including a $1, 000 per year‘allowance
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(ovexr three years) for this proceeding, and'an additlonal $3 600

four-factor allocation to Tahoe of 3.22 percenmt Cstaf‘ allocation
basis adopted) of the central office rental, 2 ‘ '
Rate Base

The staff'scstimate of utility plant’ is based upon leter
information than SW's. The staff's estimate differed from SW's by
the addition of $100,000 to upgrade pressure regulating stations
to meet the requirements for over-pressure protection.set forth
in Geuneral Order No. 112-C and by the deletion of $13,800 for mains
which are not used and useful. SW and the. staff both included an
allocation for the new office building which will not be' completed
until 1974. The staff depreciation reserve is based upon: estimated
1973 aceruals and recorded end of year 1972 data. W used an endj
of year 1972 estimate in deriving the reserve for dep:eciation. .
The staff used revised and Coumission approved depreciation rates.
for 1972 to 1974 as compared to SW's use of previously authorized[
depreciation rates. Both estimates reflect anticipated ‘test year
changes in utility plant and previously ordered- deletions from
utility plant and the xelated reserve adjustment. We adopt the -
staff utility plant and depreciation reserve estimates 1ess the
new central office building allocation. _
The adopted working cash allowance of $77,900 is based upon
adopted operating expenses. We adopt SW's estimates of contribu-
tions in aid of construction, materials \and'supplies,end‘its ”',H
nodified estimate of $234,500 for advances for construction (Ex-
hibit 9, which is- based upon later data). ' o

2/ This allocation i{is comsistent with the rental allocation 1n
lieu of including the uncompleted central office bulldxng in
rate base discussed in Decision No. 82417 '

. ""9- _
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The staff showing in Application No. 49704 (SW"_s‘prior _
general rate Increase request for_the Tahoe District) contained
adjustments to rate base for construction work performed by tbet.‘
associated companies. The downward adjustment to SW's plant was
$335,000. In this proceeding the staff associated c.o:rzpemy“::'.ate:'=
base adjustment Ls $273,300. The adjustment is based upom a'7'pet-
cent rate of return for the work performed for SW by the then
associated companies. In addition, the staff computed a. negative
expense adjustment of $5,300. This expense adJustment which '
eliminated depreciation expense and ad valorem tex,associated‘
with the plant adjustment,was reduced by the’additional*stateﬁ‘
corporation franchise tax and federal income tax liabilities
related to the depreciation and ad valorem eﬁcptnSe ‘adjustments
and to the excess liberalized tax depreciation related to- the '
excluded plant. : .

SW did not cross-examine the staff's witness on these -
adjustments. SW argued that tce Commission did not. make any
findings in Decision No. 77349 as to that type of adjustment and
that its findings were that the companies were associated with W
during construction of the North Tahoe system and that SW's manage-
ment was imprudent in authorizing the use of these. companies :.n '
the construction of North Tahoe ‘system, | '

Decision No., 77349 states in part- "Appl*cant s smended
level of rates does not exceed the value of sexrvice, These rates
related to the expenses and rate base shown in the proposed report :
modified to reflect rate case costs and conversion costs as set.
forth in Exhibit 48, show an estimated rate of return of 3.1 per- S
cent.” This 3.1 percent rate of return ties baclc to the summa..y '
of earnings contained on page 23 of the examiner s proposed report .
issued in Application No. 49704 which includes the associated _‘ '
companies' adjustments. Therefore we adopt the staff s associated -
companies’ rate base and’ Operating expenses adj usments. Tb‘e\_ _
adopted rate base is $S 013,400. | ‘ | o

-10_
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Other Income Deductions

The other deductions on income are based upon the follow—ffi" |

ing modifications to staff estimates which were based on more .
curzent information than that used by SW: ‘

a. City and county franchise taxes have been adJusted to
reflect the adopted revenues; f

b. Depreciation expense has been modified for tne exciusion
cf the Las Vegas office, furniture, and equipment'-

¢. Income taxes have been based on upon,current tax rates
(at present rates a calculation resulting in negative income taxesA
is appropriate), adopted revepues and, operating expenses, liberal-‘f
ized depreciation on a flow-through.basis, investment tax credit n
based upon the sverage of 1971 to 1973 plant additions, and anti- .
cipated interest expense; » : o ‘

d. Adjustments to depreciation expense, ad valorem tax, and .
the excess liberalized tax depreciation, all related to ‘the as-
sociated companies plant adjustments; and. |

e. The interest dednction,reflects\the capitalization set _
forth in Decision No. 82417. - | -
Summary of Earnings

We have previously adopted operating revenues at the
April 17, 1972 rates, operating expenses, depreciation expense,
taxes, net revenues, and rate base for the Tahoe district for
test year 1973. These net revenues yield a rate of retuwrn
on rate base of 5.74 percemt. The corresponding rate of return
at Propoved rates (exclusi ve of tracking changes subsequent to
April 17, 1972) is 8.86 percent. The rates:we will authorize will ‘
yield a rate of return on rate base of 8.75 percent which.will
result in an increase in revenues of approximately $324 OOO a
28 percent increase. This increase is approximately $6,000 higher
than the dollar amount requested by SW but it is approximately

$11,000 below the amount which the proposed rates would have
yielded. -

“11-
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Rate of Return

The issues pertaining to<rate of return Were-extensiveiyv
discussed in Decision No. 82417. The allowable rate of return for

the Tahoe district should be the ‘same- as the rate of return for
SBCD.

Rate Design

W stipulated to the staft's methodology in sprcadlng
rates. The staff's proposal would: ‘ |

a. Provide for dszerent service ‘establishment changes for
regular hours and for after hours service based upon average txme
and labor costs to perform the service. :

b. Close Schedule G-16, street and lxghting natural gas ‘
service, to new service and would apply the system average: _ncreaseﬁ
to each block of the present rate schedule.

¢. Increase each block of Schedule G-60 by 71. 2 percent at
100 percent of SW's requested increase. Sexvice to these customers,
which are large motels and a:.school, has not been xnterrupted The
usege of the inmterruptible customers usage is too small ‘to’ obtain
gas from El Paso on an interruptible basis. Consequentty, the:
staff recommended a differenmtial for these customers. of - not more
than 15 to 20 percent from the general service schedule.

d. Apply all remaining imcreases to each block of -

Schedule G-10, Gemeral Natural Gas. Service, as an equal percentage.

When SW changed from cubic foot blockings to a therm
basis the therm blockings were calculated by multiplying the
2umbers of cubic feet by the Btu value of the gas for each block. .
SW should. give consideration to rounding and simpltfylng,lts rate
schedulesvln a future proceeding. A bill frequency-analysxs
should be provided prior to SW's.general rate increase proceeding
to permit consideration of alternmate rate blockxngo.

We will adopt the basic-approach.of scaff in allocat g
rcvenues between custooer classes cxcept that’ the,residual,ipcreases

-12-
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assigned to Schedule 3-10 :Cs higher than average for tne mn.n:.mum ’
blocking rather than spread uniformly in order to mitigate the
effect of possible declimes in sales volumes caused by compliance"
requested by public officials to conserve energy at this time of
shortage,and to thus enable SW to recoup more of its f:.xed charges
in the miaimum block. The closing of Schedule G-16 to new customers .
to eliminate growth In this ormamental type of usage and the :.n-
cxeases in the interruptible schedule should tend to promote gas
conservation. ' | ' '
Findings - _ C : co
1. A reasomable estimate of SW's Tshoe district results of
operation for test year 1973 at April 17, 1972 rates is:

ADOPTED 1973 SUMMARY OF EARNINGS
AT APRIL 17, 1972 RATES

Item ' T North Lake Tahoe Dn.stnct

(Dollars in Thousands) .
Operating Revenues | $1 164 2.

P

Operati: enses: ‘ A
%perat%on & Vaintenance a/ ' : o '-653"2’” |

Adm. & Gen. & Misec. a/ ~ | R 6 S SO
Taxes Excluding Income b/. . 109020
Income Taxes. o ¢ C
Depreciation & Amortxzat:ton

Total (perating Expeunses = -
Associated Company Adjustment
Adjusted Operating Expenses

Net Revenues _ ' 287 7
Depreciated Rate Base 4  5,286:7
Associated Compa.ny AdJustmen.. T | _@)
Ad_]usted Rate Base A - 15,013.4

Rate of Retu:;n - '(Everse Item} - 5 74‘2,

2/ Includes payroll tazes. ~ |

b/ Excludes payroll taxes
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2. A rate of return of 8. 75 percent for SW s Tahoe district |
is reasonable. The corresponding return on common equity’ undcr
the adjusted capital structure adopted would be 12.57 percent.

This rate of return would be achieved with operating revenucS'of
approximately $1,488,000 which would be an increase of approximatcly“
$324.,000 or 28 percent. » o

3. The staff' s mcthodology fox apportioning,tbe rate incrcase)w
is reasonable cxcept that the residual portion of the increase which
the staff proposes to be spread on a uniform pcrccntage basis in
each class should, for Schedule G-10, be higher than average for
the minimum blocking rather than spread uniformly in order to
mitigate the effects of possible declines in sales volumes caused
by compliance with requested energy conservation requests. This
rate design will enable SW to recoup more of its fixed charges
in the minimum block. Schedule No. G-16 should be closed in the
interest of emergy comservation. . :

4. SW was authorized to inczease its rates to'offset increases
in the cost of its gas in Decision No. 82124 as alternate relief
to that sought in the first and second amendments to this applica-
tion. There is no need to consider further relief relating to '
these amendments in this decision. I

5. The increases in rates and charges authorized by this
decision are justified and are rcasonéblc* and the prcsent'rates |
and charges, insofar as they differ from those prcscribcd by this
decision, are for the future unjust and unreasonable.

6. SW should prepare meter density statistics and bill
frequency analysis studies as rate'dcsign tools for use in a
future general rate increase proceedinz. |

The application should be granted to the extent set
forth in the ordexr which follows. ‘
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IT IS ORDERED that after the effect:.ve date of this order ‘
applicant Southwest Gas Corporation Ls authorized to file the re-
vised rate schedulcs attached to this order as Appendix A. Such
filing shall comply with General Order No. 96-A. The effective
date of the revised schedules shall be one day after the date of
filing. The revised schedules shall apply only to service rendered
on and after the effective date of the revised schedules.

The effective date of this order shall be ten days

after the date he.reo_f 0 a
Dated at San Francisco ? ’

day of ___ APRIL ‘'

’ Caliform’.’a y | th'ifs’

Commissioners -
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AFPENDIX A
Southweat Gas Corporation

Applicant’s rates, charges, rules and conditions are changédv‘*co“thé levé]'.'j"f, 5
or extent set forth inm this appendix. : o

Rates listed below include tracking increases Itota.ll‘ing‘. 2‘.)-&_87¢/Ip.em .
froz April 17, 1972 to-.Japuary L, 1974 as authorized by the ,comni;»si?nv_- .

Deseription
Rates o \ SN < % T« PR

First 2 therms or less . $ 480
Next 26 therms per themm o 27.725¢ -

Next 64 thexms per therm: - R 20”-?')48‘ L

Next 274 therm per therm . S 2019

Next 548 therm per therm - ‘ L 19.506 0

Next 1828 therm per thern - : ) 19.0X5 -

Next 6393 therm per therm . - 28.6u7

Over Q140 therm per {herm - | o 18033

Perf‘M‘eter“Pe‘ri Mon'th o -

. Bates o 660
First 525 therms pe:} thexm ' 22.1:07%,’
Next 525 therms per therm a S 18LuBL

Next 1050 therms per thexm 5

Next 8400 therms per therm
Over 10,500 ‘therms per thernm

16.758

w861

| 13.3%%

STREET. AND OUTDOCR LIGETING

.._—__'—-——-—-—___________‘
MATURAL GAS SERVICE .

Rates _

1.99 cu. ft./hn or less

2-0°f'- 2-1‘9 .
2'50 " 2-99&-
3’00- 3.99 Cu.

L.00 - 4.99 eu.

2-0 = T.49 cu. £t /hr

This scheduie
this decision.

e for.

. /by,

e/
2. /nr

&3 closed to new sexvice as of the “e":t"féé'tivesdg.té%of A

T ‘Péi' -I.amp!Per‘Mon%bi

26 -

Cgaisz

3.38 0
3.7
LG
. 5.06
6. Th




