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authority, among other things, to ) 
increase' its' rates' and charges' for' ) . -. - , -. Application' 8a.:':'l:z.;:;0'O:S· 
electric and gas service. ) (Filed December S, 1988) 

... , ....... ~ ~ . • ... ' • " ... ) • .. • .. . .< '.. . ... , :", C,,' •• ;'~. , \ .,".'! i':f~:"'. 

(Electric and Gas) (U 39 M) ) 
-. - - . . . - . . . . .. )' .. 

(See 0.89-09;"093 for'·appearanc~s. ) .. ,;~. , '.-
. """,: 

Additional A~aranx~_ 

Mark Goldowi.:tz, Attorney at Law, for Golden 
State Mobilehoxne Owners League and - -­
Armour, Goodin, Schlotz & MacBride by 
James Squ~, Attorney at Law, for 
Sonora Mining-corporation, interested 
parties. , 

AlRcrto_Guerrc~9, Attorney at Law, for the 
Division of- Ratepayer Advocates,. '. _ . 

" 
j. ,~ ~ 

.. -

-
"0" ',' • ,.j 

- . 
'-

,_ .. ". . ... 

. ,"~ - ," .'- ,"; 

_~ •• ". T .. ' 

I.'.c", 

. .: " 

"'" , .. 

'~.~ " 

" . - .',," . ,', " ,~"-
.,'-1" ; , . ." '., 

, .~'-. - , 

- 1 -



A.SS-12-005 ALJ/BDP/tcg * 

SUJrlect .. ,~ ,. 

I. 
• .,.' ," ;,,' .~' " J,' '~'. ~r.. \ ':.. ,~" ,~,,'-'''' .. '.' 

St'mmary: ......... _ .................. • -., ....... -: ....... _ .. _ -: __ .,. -:' ...... ,~ .. ,-: ...... ~ •.•. _ ·,,~ .. ,2.: 
, '._ . ' ~ '", ,.,eL, ." ~.'": ~~:":!':. ::.:~~ "" 

Proeeclural History ... ~ ...................................... ' .... ~ . II. 

III. 
:<: .' I . ,.. .:. :: ... ' -::."' " •. ::<'i"~ :::<., 

Residential Rates ...•••.•.•••••.•••••••..••••••.•.••• ~. 

A. Background ............ -: .......................................... . 
B. Schedule E-1 Residential Service •••••••••••••••••••• 
C. Schedule E-7Residential Time-ot-Use 

Ser.licc ....................................................................... .. 
D. Schedule E-S Residential Seasonal 

Service Option .... e'~' .... e" .......................................... .. 

E. SChedules ET and BTL Mobile Home 
Park· Service . ___ ................ ~ ............ ~-" •.. " . __ ...... '" ... . 

F. Schedule ES Multifamily Service· ••••••••.••.•••••••• 

IV~ Agricultural Rates •••••••••••. ~ •.•••.••••.•....•......• 

A. Primary voltage Level·. MaximUllt 
Demand. Charqe .................. ' ................................ . 

B. Power Factor Adjustment ••••••••••••••••••••••••.••• 
C. Connected Load Provision ••••••••••••.•••••••••••.•• 
D. Agricultural Interruptible Program ••••••••••••••••• 

V. Economic Development Zone Schedules ••.•••••••••••••••.• 

VI. Medium and Large Light and Power Rates •••••.•••••••••.. 

A. Distribution-Voltage Maximum 
Demand.. Charqes ................................. __ ......... __ •••• 

B. Transmission-Voltage Maximum 
Demand Charges •..••.•..•••••.......•••••....•••.. 

C. On-Peak Demand Charges ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
D. Schedule A-11--Medium General 

Demand-Metered Time-of-Use Service ••••••••••••••• 
E. Schedule A-~O--Medium General 

Demand-Metered Time-of-Use Service ••••••••••••••• 
F. Non-firm. Rates ................................................... " ...• 

Comments on Proposed Decision •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Findings of Facts •••••.••..•..•••......••....••.•••••...•.•.. 

Conclusions of Law •.•.•..•••...••••••...••.•••....••••.•••••. 

ORD:E:It .............................................................................................. . 

Appendix A 

i 

2' 

3 

3 
5 

9 

10 

12 
l3 

l4 

l4 
l4 
l5, 
16· 

l6 

19 

19 

20 
21 

23 

24 
26, 

26 

27 

30 

32 

~ .. \ 

• 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

A.SS-12-00S ALJ/BOP/tcq 

, , 
, ' ,', .. 

.1,,'. w.' , 

'".' ",;" :",: .. 

, This decision adopts seven chanqestor.~Paeific;Gas: and, .. 
Electric' Company (PG&E) rate design. Fi-rst,...,the, ,Commission. reduces 
the 'difference between the resident±al>.Tier I and,',Tier II" electric 
rates. The change will produce bill ,increases. for,low-use,' 
customers, 'while providing bill decreases for higher, ,use customers. 
Second, SChedules.: E-7' , and E-S for residential tixne,-of-use·'are.moved 
closer to cost based rates. Third, the mobile, home"park"master: 
meter discount is adjusted to reflect flattening of Tier I-Tier II 
rates, and the baseline phase-in adopted in PG&E's 1990 general 
rate case decision (D.) 89-12-057. Fourth, lower demand charges 
and power factor adjustments are provided for larqe agricultural 
customers, tariff connected load provisions "areclarifi:ed, and the 
Ag-ricultural Interruptible Program is, terminated. " Fifth,..PG&E:'s., 
requested modifications to Schedule EO are adopted and 0,.,8:9-'12-05-7 
is modified so that SChedule EO terminates on. December 31, 1997. 
Sixth,'medium, and larg-e lig-ht'and power maximum and.on-peak:demand 
charqes are increased by l.0t.. Seventh,., --mediU1ll 'andlarqe ,1'i9h.t . and 
power time-of-use Schedule A-l1 rates., are increased and ' Schedule­
A-10 rates' are 'decreased to discourage customer'migration. 

The new rates become effective'on May.l·, 199·1 • ..::There' is 
no change in' the overall re.venue requirement, otPG&E ... 

xx~ Procedural History' "., 

In Decision (0.)89-01-040, the .Commission establ'ished a 
mechanism to· consider rate design changes tor ·"the .. maj;or . e.l'eetric ' •. 
utilities' innon-generaJ: . ra.te 'case test years. ..This. new:procedure 
establishes :for PC&E'a tive-c1.ay·window,'.betweenNovember:20'and 
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November 25, when rate desiqn,proposaJ:s may be subsmitted for 
attrition year implementation. 

On November 21, 19'9'0'," PG&E..!iled its rate desiqn window 
proposals. On February Sand 6, 1991, evidentiary hearinqs were 
held in, San Francisco. On Februaryl:5 ,199'1-,. openinq:.briets were 
filed on non-residential class issues •. On February .. 25 ,:<19'91-,.:. .. ~ 

opening briefs were filed on residential class issues~: 'On, March' 7, 
1991, reply brietswere tiled on all issues. 

Briets were tiled by PG&E~- Division ... of Ratepayer." .>. 

Advocates (DRA.)', Toward 'Utility Rate Normalization ,(TURN), and 
Western· Mobilehome Association ,(WMAr·~ 

III. Residential Bates 
... " "/ -

A. Background" '.. .... ," . ~, 

In 1.98Z,tbe Legislature enacted Assembly -B.ill.244:3.,.:·, .. > , 

which. set Tier I .gas and electric, 'rates .at75t~ 8'5. percent o!:.the 
system Averaqe Rate (SAR)"" . ,I. ,. 

• ,. .1. "" • ." ~ 

I," • 
• j ~ ,.' " 

.. In late 1987', an unseasonably cold winter in ',Sou.them 
Calitornia'-eaused, inordinately high Tier II gas usage·.by.·many 
customers and largc montb-to-month· gas' :bill incrcases.,.This,co-ld. 
snap had similar impacts on, electric·customers as well:., .. 7 .. '. . 

'Xhe following year, in response.to'public complaints 
about such bill volatilityrtbe Legis'lature. enacted. Senate Bill 
(SB) 987, which requires. realignment of, residential :ratesby .:;' 
reducing the differential between the two tiers. 'Xhe leqislation 
eliminated the formula for settinq" Tier I,. and ordered the 
Commission to *reduce high nOnbaseline rates as rapidly as 
possible* subject to *avoiciing excessive rate ,.increases' for 
residential cu.stomers .. * The legislation .. also .spec;i;fieci that tier 
realiqnment should *not eliminate- any .. significant 'ditferential ... , 
between baseline and nonbaselinerates. tor at ·least:~3.0months. after 
the effective date of this bil1.* S8 987 also provided for the 
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establishment'of a proqram.~ to 'assist, ·low-income.', ,gas:' and: electric 
customer$~~ -,"": " ,~~""", ": "''': ':;':-::)" 

The Commission; initiated. OIl· :88-07-,009,' !-or, purposes'., of, 
implementing this' legislation. " The proceeding:: ,was :diyided into, two 
phases. Phase 1 aCld.re~sed ba:selinerate Clesign :::eY-1s'f~ns. This 
phase culminated in 0.8S-10-0Ei2~ whichreduceclthe.g.asancl electric 
tier differentials in absolute'cents.'per kWh 'by ~lO%-, for' PG&E, and 

, -.,' . 

by varying degress for other Cal"ifornia energy utili~ies, effective 
November 1" :1.988. SUbsequent tier, r.ealiqnmentwas ,to, 'be aCld.resseCl 
separately for each utility in their respective rate' p%'oceedings. 

Phase, II of OIl 88--07-009 addressecl the'Clevelopment of a 
low-income proqram. This. resulted in: 0.89-07-062 ,.('low-income 
eligibility criteria) and 0.89-09-044 (LIRA '15, percent cliscount) 
for a Low Income Rate Assistance,' (LIRA) rate effective ~November 1, 
1989. D.89-09-044 states: ' 

NIt is, clear from the enabling legislation,that 
the LIRA proqram~s continued ,existence depends 
on the closure of 'rier1 'and ",Tier 2-.. , To ensure 
that such realignment will be pursueCl 
vigorously~ the Commission will examine its 
progress in baseline %'eform in May of 1991~ the 
30-month cleadline in SB 987. Adjustmentsto ' 
either our progress in baseline reform or the, 
low-income program may be, ,required after such 
an examination. (p. 7.) , 

'* '*'* 
*We intenClthat'the LIRA discount ,replace the,' 
baseline subsiCly inherent in each utility~s ", 
existing Tier 1lTier 2 clifferential; •• By' , 
toclay's action, we confirm our strong policy to 
proceed with baseline reform as needed to 
address the high bill problem caused by the 
Tier 1lTier 2 rate differential, and to ensure 
that in the very near future the level of the 
LIRA discount and the size of the Tier 1lTier 2 
rate differential are essentially commensurate 
••• No timetable for continued realignment for 
Tier llTier 2 rates was established. However, 
the level of the adopted LIRA discount will 
cause us to accelerate the pace at which 
further realignment occurs. (p. 8.) 
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In' 1 ts- next~' :opportun1 ty, ,to alter; 'PG&E'selectric,. tiex:' ,'. 
differential, in the 1990 general rate case, the Commission',":' 
reinforced, its. commitment to:, tier, closure: , 

M'For several reasons, we believe substantial ' 
pregress should be ,made at this time,towa~d 
reducing the differential between T'ier 1 and 
Tier 2 rates. The Legislature has clearly 
directed us to reduce high Tier ,2 rates by 
reducing this differential~ although it has 
also intructedus to proceed at a moderate' pace 
in closing the gap until the end of 1990. Our 
determinations in 0.89-09-044, as we indicated 
in that decision, 'provide a significant benefit 
te,low-income customers that mitigates the 
effect of lower differentials between rates' for 
the two. tiers. Our action in that case allows 
a more rapid movement toward closing the spread 
between these rates. The lot' reduction 
proposed by ORA and TORN moves toe slewly in , 
light of these circumstances. As we have 
indicated, we will review our progress'in" 
reducing the tier differential in 1991;, and we' 
would like to avoid the need 'for drastic action 
at that time.. (0 ... a9-12-057, p'. 2'62.)" 

In that decision the Commission adopted a 2'5%' tier 
reduction which became effective on May'l,. 1990. ,,(Conc'lusion of .. ,,' .. " 
Law, No. 94, p. 447.) 

B. SCheduleE-l Residential' Service 
:,:-

PG&E proposes to reduce the difference between Tier I and 
Tier II rates to. make wreasonable progressW towards the goal of 
reducing the'difterentialbetween:.the'two tiers efresidential 
rates. The rates at issue are -, set 'forth. ,below: ,,' '".' ,.; 

'. " .. ,' ,~ :-: : / 
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" ". ,.,' " 

Rlergv charge: .. _ .. 

.. Present':, 
1/1/9.1 __ 
Rates' - ' 

._ •• " ••• -H ", ~::'", 

. 

.. · .. J;>ropos'eclc ,:. c' :.:: :,.' : Aclopted 
5/1/91 ... ', ,,'" ,5/1/91 

. Bates"'-' '" 'd """Rates ' 
• f ,- ", ,.,~ 

'."~ . 
- or"~, .... , ,,',," 

'" .J, ,~ • _.,. ... ,~, __ ' .J,. 

Baseline (Tier I)' ·'t· .::"~,, '".. . ! f'., .. ' ....... '" .,.... .... .: \ 

$0.11031 _ ..... , .SO .10'924 Quantities,. per kWh . $0 .• 10658 
Tier II Quantities, . per kWh' "'0·.14:1Z3 ." 

Ratio Tier ,I:.'rier II 
Tier Oiffer,en~ial ¢/~~ 

~. ••. l;. 3-Zs.-
o. 0.3-465~ .' 

. ·0:~'135-0.z::'-" ':;.~ :"0'~l:3-682 

"',(~~'~~: '-~~p.~ )~, ',; '.~~' '~,':' .:' : .. , .. ~-: 
':.'. :. 1.2,24 ' ... , ' : ,::;; ,1.2'52: 

0 .. 0247.1 .">0 ,.0.,02·7S8 
\ ':'. ,,.'.J '.1. • ... , 'Ie, I, 

.. '1'0 clevelop its proposed _rates,PG&E:app'liecl~·a 3~.·.5:% ~ : .... 
increase to its. January: 1,. 1991 Tier. I rate-. According,· to PG&E, a 
Tier I increase capped. at· 3'.5%' causes::minimal.:bill .::impacts .wh·ile" 
complying with SB. 987, with the commission's stateci' .. intent-,to,' 
continue the . progress of tier closure,_. and .w:ith, the .. capped EPMC' 
procedure adopted in PG&E's 19'90" Energy Cost, Adj,ustment .Clause 
(ECAC) decision (0_90-12-066). .' '/" .. ~~, 

. ORA states thatPG&E"s' proposed 3. St.· capped .. Tier ,X -
approach to.resiciential rate.-realignment'is eonsistent.with.SB .98-7. 
Also, ORA does not believe thatthe~3,.5t,increase in. the Tier I., 
rate is unreasonable. However,. ORA's alternate proposal in light 
of the recent ECAC rate' increase' is. that a smaJ:ler .Tier- X:.: cap', such 
as 1.5- or' 2 .. 5% be aclopted, .ratherthan·the 3.,5% pproposed',by PG&E., 
ORA asserts that a lower capped' 'rier .I .:rateincrease~'Would ~~still:. 

achieve' some' rate realignment .. :butwith: a:.:more.moderate .:bill '.impact. 
TORN takes exception to<PG&E~s"proposal-to increase'·· 

Tier I rates~ TORN argues :that PG&E·and DRA,.ignorethe:-:., 
legislature'S explicit . recognition. in"SB:987 ,that -electricity ,and 
gas services are necessities, for which'. a low·~.affordable rate is 
desirable...... TORN points' out that, without any additional:,·tier 
differential ,reduction in this case,:PG&E'''s TierX~:rate :has 
increased by 68% .since January':; 1',· 1987.;, TORN believes. :that,;·· 

- 6--
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increases of this:'maqnitude are~inconsistent with maintaining an 
aff'ordable supply' of. electrici ty.·.·t~r every Californian • 

•• -•• - • -£ •• 

TORN contends that, contrary to SB 987, PG&E's proposa.l 
would 'result in the substantial elimination of any siqnliicant ." 
differential between baseline and nonbaseline residentia:lrates'. 
and would produce 'excessive rate increases" tor .resid·erit'ial: ". 

• ~ , • • '. , •. " • ."' oJ .'. "" , •. ', ,\,;" ,.' ,I 

customers.'eSB 987, Sections 1 and 4.) According to TURN, the 
tier differential has already been more than cut in halt since the 
passage of SB 987.· TURN believes .that PG&E has ;i;gnoredthe.' 
statements in SB 987 demonstrating the need. for qradua:f tier' 

reduction and' a desire to maintainan.::inverted. rate'. structure. 
We "are not persuaded by TURN's ,'argument that ·,there ·should 

be no further tier closure . in this. proceeding. As pointed. out,by 
PG&E, only about 22~ of customers. always. remain within .. Tier ·I. We 
believe that·the majority of higher usage customers should'receive 
the benefits or further ::tier . closure. ., '.' '-

However, we agree that TORN' has a va:lid arqument· 
regarding bill impacts from. the recent· rate . increases. ' .. Also, ORA 
shares this concern and.recommend.s. that we exercise· some moderation 
wi thregardto further. tier closure •.. " 

In this instance. a more moderate approaeh:.to--.tier· ".closure 
is appropria.te. . Instead of· the :3 .;S~ recommended, by PG&E,,:'we shall 
adopt a 'Tier' I increase eapped:,at .2.;50% •.. A 2 .. 5% T;i;er.,~I ,:cap reduces 
the current··tier differential from: about 3. Sto 2 ~a.¢lkWh.~· , We 
believe that a2;'8¢/kWh:differential:makes.reasonable·proqressin 
tier closure since at -the· time of .'SB·~,9S7·'s passage ('June 1988), the 
Tier I and'Tier II 'rates were about 6. 7 and ·11~7¢/kWh,. '.~ " '.' '." 
respectively, a difference,of about 5¢/kWh., ' .. 

At the adopted rates, the typical customer who. has only 
Tier I usage ot 328 kWh/month receives .. an increase. of S7¢.f.o:7;a . 
total 1:>il1 of ·$35.83~ with some ,Tier. II .usage,:say·~500.:kWh/month, 
the customer receives: an increase,of~'ll¢ for a total bill· of " .' 
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$59.36. For usage ot 1,000 kWh/month,.: .the':·dec:rease->is· .. $2:.:09'::;·:tor. ~:a 
total bill ot $127.77 •. ..... :> ":".:.::':'-:':'''''',~t 

S:Unilarly ,a-residential'customer on the 'LI~ program, 
who has usage of 328. kWh/month,.; receives. an increase:::of.:, :74¢for ... ~ 

total bill: of $30.41. For usage. ot·SOO . kWh/month·,.: the. increase is 
. 10e fora total bill ot$50 _3:9'.' For usage- :of 1,.00·0" kWh/month, 
there is a decrease ot $1 .·7·S;-for ,a' total bill of $108.4.6. '. 

Since the· ettecti ve' date of' ·:the- rate change in this' 
proceeding is the same as the Mayl.',l;991. effective-:.date .. for PG&E's 
next baseline phase-in, PG&E has incorporated the May l.99:1 baseline 
phase-in into its E-1 rate clcsignproposal. PG&E's proposal sets 
all electric baseline quantities at the target levels established 
in its 1990 general rate case (0.89-1;2-057). 

PG&E- points out that the baseline phase,;...in·methodology 

adopted in 0.89-12-057 has a 5% incromental bill .increase' 
constraint for any customer 'in any month due s'olely'to·.the.:baseline . . . , , ' ; 

phase-in. Based on PG&E's proposed Tier I cap of 3.5·%, this 
.. ' , 

presents no problem except for PG&E's individually-metered summer 
all-electric Territory Z which reaches its targetunaer. a 5.1% 
maximum. i-nerease.. . .. ' 

PG&E believes the additional 0' .. 1% increase . for 
Territory Z is a minor enough deviation·tothe 5% rule to-warrant 

adoption so that baseline. quantities for all of PG&E"s'.electric 
customers will finally. equal' targe.t levels. PG&E points, outtha.t 
this will also- eliminate . the PG&E .. ancl Comm.ission staff _;time .. and·' .. , 
expense'of requiring a May199Z 'baseline- phase-in' electric. advice 
letter filing.. .~. , 

. Based on the Tier':I cap of 2.5% adopted in this 
proceeding:, Territory Z reaches its ,:baseline . target with .... a :5,.8-% .. 
maximum increase.. We conclude that the 5.0% rul:e'adopted in 
0.89-12-057" should :be waived in:.this:.instance,.:since it·.el'iminates 
an additional 'advice letter filing and· completes. baseline':.phase-in 
for all PG&E customers .. 

- 8: -
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• 'I. •• ,', ,I. >II,.' t ~ 

c. SChedule E-7Residential .' 
TilIIe=ot-Vse service 

.> .' •• \ , ' 
." " , 

," !~, .', ' .. ,,'. ," 

. • . L'" -t.'~ .~.I,-, .,'_ 
, " .. ' ~ ... .... -' ..... , ~ 

'. " Schedule E-7 is' an:.optional' ,tilne-of-use', ',(TOU);'~ schedule 
and is available to customers tor whom;'Schedule~ E-1' appl:ies .. ,~',,' ;.-., 

PG&E proposes to move Schedule-- E-7 seasonal and~ TOT]' " .. 

differentials halfway toward full Equal Percentage of Marqinal Cost 
(EPMC) levels. This continues the proqress mad.e 'in-:PG&E's ,19'8'S 

ECAC and 1990 general rate case toward: full EPMC'. Both.: DRA and 
TORN support this 50% move to full EPMC- seasonal and TOU' 
differentials. The present and proposed- rates ,are set forth :below: 

Schedules E-7 and EL-7 

On-Peak Enerqy (S/kWh) 
Off-Peak Energy C$/kWh) 
Baseline credit ($fkWh) 

Present Propos~d 

1/1/91 
Rates 

SUmmer 

$0.2'972"9 
0.09298, 
0.02S37' 

1/1/9'1 
Rates 

Winter, 

$0.11467 
0.079,92 
0.02537 

(Exhi:bit 30 .. 06) 

5/1191- , 
,Rates' 
Summe[, 

'$0.3-08"02" 
0.0897.4 
0'.0154"'1' 

, 5/1/91 
':Rates. 

Winter 

$0 .. 0'9'8501 
0.07503 

, " 0:.:'015:41 

As a result ot PG&E's proposed move- to E~l: tier ',closure 
based on a 3.5% tier 1 cap and PG&E's use of the 0,.89-12-0507, E-7.:: 
baseline credit methodolo9Y, the baseline credit (deduction) would 
be reduced from about 2.S¢ to 1.5¢/kWh. .,',' 

TORN ,takes exception to any reduction in the baseline' 
cred'it,. arguing that it should be frozen-at the current level. ' 
According to ''I'ORN, a reduction in ,baseline, credit ,WOUld be ,unfair 
and unacceptable to its constituents,. lIlany of whom ,.are low~use' 
customers. 

ORA believes that 'TORN's.', argument has ,'merit :given the 
substantial reduction in the ,.baseline ,eredi t 'proposed' by' PG&rE,. .' 

PG&rE contends that,TORN's proposal to freeze· the ,base·line 
ereclit would be entirely incongruous with a SChedule.E~l:·tier 
realiqrunent,. would alter ,'rOU"savinc;s ,relationships,.versus.,E",:,l·, and 

',' , ... ,'+' " - ~ 
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would violate' the 'rate desiqn. me.thOdology::.' adopted 'in::'PG&E''S,:qeneral 
rate case decision (0.89-12-057). "',. .' 

.. We believe that PGtcE"'s proposed reduction to the E-7 
baseline credit causes this rate schedule to have little appeal to 
low-use customers. Also-, we agree-that PG&E has valid reasons for 
not treezing the baseline credit. However, as we stated in 
0.89-12-057, Schedule E-7 should have appeal to low-use::customers. 
Since we need a method that is.. adaptable tor, the, futurefF,we shall 

,'- . ' , 

adopt TU'RN'salternative recommendation to return to, the,oriqinal" 
method ot calculatinq the baseline credit as the difterence between 
Tier I and Tier II rates without reduction for proration of the TOU 

, ... .. 
meter charge over averaqe E-7 baseline sales. 
D. Schedule' £-8 Residential' 

'Seasonal Service Option 

.',' 

", ... ,'- . . ',' . • ". '.' J 

In the 1990 general'rate case, the Commission adopted a 
Schedule E-8" with. EPMC-based, flat,se'~'sonal:ly~cl'if!erenti'ated 
energy charqes and an EPMC customer charge. This rate was intended 
to enable PG'&E to compete with'wood aI'ld: propane space~heatiriq 

. .. .. 
bypass.. (0.89-12-057, p·.272'.) 

According to PG&E, Schedule E-8 has not be'eli: :success'fuf. 
PG&E currently haS. only 12 cust'omers on Schedule' E-8".' ,:;' This low 
participation" results because Schedule E~8is not' competitive with 
Schedule £-1, and 'is even less compet:i:tive'with Schedule'E~7.. PG&E 
believes Schedule E-8 should strike'alriiddle qroun'd:; providinq ~:" 
viable option which is competiti vewith Schedule' E-i and propane": 
and wood winter space heating, but 'does not 'cause unduemi~ati6n 
from Schedule E-7.. PG&E 'belie~es th~t' the 'lowpereenta'ge ot E-7 
cu~toxuers who could beneti t . tr~m 'being oli E-8,ensures' ~that this'" 

concern is addressed. 
Currently ,Schedule E-8 rates exce'ecl'tul:l' EPMC;' PG&E .:' 

propos~'s that Scku!dule E-8 "reve~ue 'allocation 'move'haiiwayback 'to 
full EPMC from the allocation adopted in' the i990·" EcAC p~oceedinq. 
PG&EPoints out that this will partially correct thecurre~t' 
residential intraclass subsidy of Schedules E-1 and E-7' by' Schedu:le 

- 10"-~ 
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E-8:·. The: present anc:l: proposed:. Schedule .. E-8 rates:· are, set",,; forth;. ,' •. 
beloW': 

Sehedul!!:E-g-

Customer charge (S/montb) 
Energy Charge (S/kWb) 

\ -.' 

Proposed 

1Tl/9j.:J "11'1f9'1::" .' 51 J:/9"1:: " 5/1/9'-1 
Rates;., '., Rates' . ·Rates·:,":. Rates .. ~ 
summer " wint~x: Summ~x:· Wintex: 

_I· , ,. 

S' : 13'.92' . S '13.92-'" S '1"3~92' $. 1'3.92 
. 0:.·1"3848, ''::.:. 0:. 0·6782 ........ 0;;.l.22'12·, .. :' .. : 0: •. 0:69.94 

(EXhibit 3'0'66)' .:: '.:.; .. : 

ORA concurs with. PG&E' s. p::o~'~S'~l and' reco~'~~d~" adding a 
Low Income Rate Assistance (LIRA) opti'on to .. sch~.d~l~~,: E--~;· •. ~."~:. ,:." , 

TORN ar9Ues that PG&E's E-8 intracias~'revenue::.aii~cation 

• 

should be rejected at this time ,sin~ethe appropria:te proceeding 
for setting revenue allocation is the" ECAC proCeec:lin9" 

We reject TUP.:N'S argument .sin~e_ the pr~m~i:yo.bje.ct:ive 'is • 
a rate c:lesiqn change; the revenue allocation is minor., .. and, .. it is an 
intraclass ac:ljustment that is mac:le' to a~complish "a: neec:led r~te . 
desig-n change..._, 

'. , 

Next., TORN a:t:ques that Schedules E~?:. and E-8. are c:lesig-ned 
to give a rate break to large us~rs,'anc:l' that further :d~~~rture ., 
:from inverted rate block; will' caiise (large user) cu;t~m~rs 't~:' 

- ... . . , ,.,' ", 

mig-rate from Schedule E-1. to Schedules E-7 and: E-8. TURN ~ears 
that the enc:l result of this policy maybe a ""death 'spiral"" ~f .,.- .. . .. / 

Schedule E-1, where only.the small users will ,remain ••... 
• , ," '< •• , " '" ' ~. 

We find TORN's viewovex:~y pessimis:tic •. , ,Fi:r:st.,.w.e do not 
expect typica.1E-1 customers.torush ,to schedule E-8. The customer 
Charge on Schec:lule E-8 is more than twice the Min;L~~'Biil: Cb~~9~> 
on Schedule E-l.,. and no ~aseline allowance (or Tier I' :r:ate) "i~ .::. 
available on Schedule E-8. second; Schedules E~i 'a~d' 'i-7 receive 
neglig-ible . equal percentage increases as a . resul t.of 'th~ .,~hanget~ 
Schedule E-8 •. For these reasons, ,we do not tinc:l.T~,'i .a.~gWne:nt,,: 

• .' • • ~ •. ' . .,", ... ' .. ' I, , V " 

persuasive ... 

--11'-·. 
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In 'summary, for Schedule .. E:-S·,:.:· we .. adopt.PG&E~s: proposed 
SOt. . movem.entback to full· EPMC intraclass' revenue-, .all~ation:.," . 
Also, we adopt ORA.'s recommendation for adding .a'.LIRAoption·· to­
Schedule E-8: since there is no reason·.to-,·cleny th·is:.option·:to-any.:. 
customer in this class. 
E- Schedules ET' and ETL, .Mobile 

Hope Park Seryice 

... .. ,'.', . 

,'., .,+., 

'Schedules ET' and .E'l'L:.apply to· residential:·serv.ice. " '., 

supplied toalllobile home parkthrough-··one meter. andsubmetered to 
all individual tenants.. ~o defray. the- costofsubmetering,· ·the._ . 

mobile home park (master meter)- currently receives a $10~.26 

discount for eacn space. 
Western .Mobile Home Association· (WMA}.pointsou:t- that .the 

submeterinq discount is impacted by PG&E's proposed. residential· . 
tier-flattening proposal and the baseline.phase-in' that sets all 
baseline quantities at the tarqet leve·ls. ad.opted·.in .0 •. S9-12-05-7 • 
According to WMA,. if PG&E's proposals are· . adopted, the .. submetering 
discount should be $lO.S3. per' space. per month. 

The discount figure is derived by subtracting the 
diversity adjustment from the:reimbursable cost.of·submetering 
(0.S'9-12-0S.7 and 0.90-05-049) .. currently, the diversity.adj~ustment 
is $1.3.2. 'Onder PG&E's Tier I-Tier II proposals in this. 
proceedinq', the diversity.adjustment would· be $0.75 .. ' .The cost of 
submeterinqremains unchanged at :$11.:5S •.. 

'No' party disagrees thatthe~:discount figure should be 

recalculated to. reflect the changes . adopted . by the commission in .' 
this proceeding. The tier flattening._ and baselinephase-in- causes 
an increase in the discount-thl::ough:a. reduction:.: in" the baseline 
diversity benefit.-~herefore,. based on the rate.design:changes 
adopted in thisproceeding r the diversity-adjustment is,$O,~S·4. per 
space, per month. Subtracting this.:amountfrom.the.cos.t of 
submetering which remains unchanged at $11.5S,the submetering 
discount is $10.74 per space, per month • 

--12,-" 
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",,' \ 

, " 
., ... ,'; .......... ,. 

PG&E poin~' out .. that adj,usting 'the submetering discount 
in this, proceeding results in. 'a~minor"revenueshortfal:1';,,',",We-!aqree 
that' this -shortfall should be: applied. 'to'the Energy Rate' Adjustment 
Mecbanism(ERAH) balancing-account tor subsequent 'adjustment . in· the 
1991 ECAC. ' " " 'd' 

At the hearing, the Golden State -Mobi'lehome '-Owners ':League 
(GSMOL) requested an order which would 'preven.t mobile;'·homc· park 
owners trom "'double-dipping.'" GSMOL,alleges"that park,:owners are 
being reimbursed twice, both through,·the utilitY"s:discount· and by 

billing their tenants, tor the costs involved., in 'owninq..,.,' 
maintaining, and operating submetering' systems. Therefore', 'GSMOL 
apparently believes that a further adjustment.should,be made ,to the 
diversity tactor to offset the alleged. double-dipping' by the mobile 
home park owners..:. ' . ," 

The Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) ruledthat·"GSMOLls , 
concerns' could not be 'addressed in, this proceeding' .. ' The' adj.ustment 
to. the submeterinq discount, wouldretlect the impact ot rate design 
changes only.. We affirm' the AI.,J,' s ruling.. GSMOL's recourse is to 
tile a complaint with the commission.. ' 

Betore,we leave the subject'otthe submeterin9'.discount, 
we wish to make it clear to'WMA that, in-the future,. we'will· not 
examine the mobile home discount in every proceedinq'where.a rate 
change is adopted.. We will address adj,ustlnents to the discount· 
in the rate design window proceed.inq,. only if there is'a .. : .. 
significant impact trom proposed rate design window changes or from 
significant chanqes adopted by the Commission in other proceedings. 
F _ Schedule ES ..lIUltifamilV Service . 

The reasoning behind adoptinq a new baseline diversity 
adjustment for Schedule ET.also applies to Schedule ES. ~Therefore,. 

PG&E recommends cllanqing .the current:ESdiscountfrom::$2'.5·' to" 
$3.00 to reflect the revisedbaseline.diversity adjustment. 

We agree. 

--13,:-" 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

A.88-12-00S ALJ/BOP/tcg * 

XV.. . .. Agricultura1Rates.:' .. ', • • f", < 
,L •• ~-<. ',,, ', .•. ) ,:. ' !, 

. . '''~ ':," .... '.: :~ .. ".:: ,.'~ ,-

. PG&E presented tour proposals': to moditY'itsaqricultural 
tariffs. These. are. uncontes.ted and: are' summarized "below.: -:::'.: 
A~ Pr:illal:y' vo1taqe Leve1 JIaXiIlua', ' , , , .,,' "." 

Demand Charge ,.,' " 

PG&:& proposes to" institute a :separate, 'lower 'demand 
charge for large aqricul tural customers . served at' primary" voltage. 
The maximUlll' demand chugeat the' primary voltage level' would be , 
expressed in rates as a discount to the secondary, vol tagelevel " 
maximum: demand charge. currently, demand charges are :not"" 
distinguished by voltage level.'·, As' a result 'of,this:proposal,the 
average energy rates tor SchedulesAG-5B~, AG-SC, and AG-6B, will 
increase less than one-half of one percent. ," 

We adopt PG&E's proposal since'itrill allow'agricultural 
rates. to. better reflect the cost of service and'be more'consistent 
with' rates for other customer classes. 
B. ~owerFactorAdjustment ' 

PG&E proposes a power factor adjustment for·the."lal:'ge::'~, 
agricultural'classto provide rates which: are more: cost~based and 
more consistent with those 'for other customer classes .. ,:This 
proposed adjustment would be comparable to the'powerfactor 
adjustment currently provided to ,the Medlum Light, 'and Power 
Schedules A-J.O and A-J.l. This adjustment serves: to, reduce or 
increase monthly bills depending' upon '.whether. the :cust'omer's 

'- ' 

average power factor is above or below 8St'. The average power 
factor information PG&E has obtained indicates that affected 
customers as a whole, will receive a 'bill increase,ofO.79t, 

, ' 

although some customers could receive bill decreases~ 
The resulting' increase in 'annual revenue is estimated to 

be $J.20,000. PG&E"sproposal does.: not alter the:revenue,allocated 
to the agricultural class, because the 'order in, PG&E"s 199'0' GRe 
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provided that power tactor ... :revenues 'shoul~;;":be treated as non­
allocated revenues (0.89-12-057, p. 246.) Non-allocated revenues 
are excluded trom the' revenues' upon.~ which the' 'rates :are< designed. 
Therefore", changes. in power· factor revenues' wi);):: not· directly alter 
the rate components in rate design.,.;;' ... However,. the,j,ncreasedrevenue 
would reduce the allocated revenuesof,the total sYst'em. 

This. adjustment has minor. ,implications, -for interclass 
revenue allocation. While we do not favor .makingrate.: design' , 
changes with major revenue:'allocation ,ixnpacts'in.rate:window 
proceedings,. .we will in this instance"adopt the adj.ustment'since it 
is a minor, change and promotes consistency with:,the rates· for' other 
classes .. 
adopted. 

Accordingly,.. PG&E's power. factor adjustment"proposal is 
The revenue allocation w.ill be adjustecL in,:~>the:-next ECAC 

proceeding. 
c. ,Connected Load Provision, ,.' -',' -

PG&E. proposes to· clarify: the connected load:.provi'Sion'in 
its agricultural tariffs by includ±nq:lanquagewhich::.states..-PG&E's 
long-standing practice with regard to' temporary'reducti-cns'"in, 
connected load. "' , .. ,' ~" 

'.' .1 "t,,' 

.. PG&E proposes thefollowinq .language for all. ,agricultural 
schedules to clarify the existinq. pO'licy:', ,~' ," 

"The customer's account \!till be adj.usted for' 
Remanent connected-load ,chi:mges that take, 
place during the contract year.' It is the' 
customer's responsibility .to'.' notify PG&E of 
such changes. N9 adjustment will be made for a 
temporary reduction in connected load. If 'the 
19ad is reconnected with-in 12' monthsot being. 
disconnected. c~rges will be recalculated and 
applied retroactively as though no redUction in 
l.9ad h~d taken place. (New lanquag,e 
underlined .. ) (PC;&E, Exhibit 3005, p. 3-6.) 

We shall adopt PG&E's proposed .language sinee.PG&E's 
tariffs should specifically address the question of temporary : 
reductions in connected . load .;' . 
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D.. Agris;J1ltura1XntgmmtibJ;eProgrAll , ,', 
" )" 

,': .... ,'. 
.J",' , 

In its 1990 general rate case, PG&E requested"·permission 
to discontinue the Agricultural .Interruptible· Proj,ect. ORA opposed 
this request, and the Com:m.i:ssion· ordered PG&E ·to 'continue the 
proqram at existing levels through, 19'9'2.' (O~89,-lZ-057, p. 356.) 

However, PG&E states that continued'operation of 'this proqram would 
not be economically feasible and again requests authorization to 

discontinue it. 
According to PG&E,.. the. program"s direct ·'load control 

equipment needs to be replaced. ,PG&E .contends that the program 
costs are not justified' sillce the 'progr'am has 'p,oo:t::, l~ad imp'.act. and 
lacks cost effectiveness. Furthermore,' PG&E believes that TOU" 

rates pro~ide a more suitable option for a~riculturaicustomers 
than the curren't; utility interruptibleprograxn. 

ORA does not oppose PG&E'srecommendation. DRA ,expressed 
concern that the aqricultural community had not been. involved. 

'. . , 
during the formulation ot. PG&E's.proposal, and ensured that the 
known agricUltural intervenors w~re'fullyaware ot.'the propos~l.· 

We appreciate.ORA's concern. However, we believe that 
. . .. ', ", ," 

the agricultural interests had the opportunity to be represented on 
this is~ue at.thehearing_· Since there is no Objection t~'PG&E's 
proposal, we . adopt PG&E's recomme~dation to terminate tl'ie,'-p;ogram 
since it is not cost effective. 

", .' t.'. 

",. "'.: . '" ,',.,...~ 

V.. Economic Development Zone SCbedul~s, 
• ",~ I ". .". 

',:' .,'. ~. ',.-I(' .." 

In PG&.E~s,1990 general. rate case dec.ision ,(0 .• 89-12:-057, 
p. 342), the~ co~is~ion' adopted a~ ,exp~~imentai .. r~te 's~hedule" .... 

. .- .' ~ '.. I, , .• '. • I,' . < 

Schedule EO, to. complement the. State., of .. California ',5 efforts to 
establish' Enterprise. zon~s in economically distres~ed: area~ 'f~r '. 
special inc~ntive~. to ;timulat~" job "d~';'elopme:nt' and. ~~o~o~i'e.' . 

'" ". , ' . '", , ' . . 
qrowtb.. . . . " . " " ... ," ' ... '" ~ :. ".;": .. ., '" :; .. ~.:.' ,'., 

_. l&.: _ .. 
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PG&E requests the' ~oJ:J:owin9'" 'three"~modi't ications),:to,:" 
SChedule ,ED·: 

1 .. 

'" .. : ... ~ " ': ..... ,.; ".' : ~ "",'.',: .. 

Expand the *ApplicabUityW., ,.seeti'on.. to ' 
include non-firm service;. 

J :, ....... 

2. clarify that 'the "Territory" ,includes' new ," 
enterprise zones desiqnated by the, State~ 
and " 

3. Extend the expiration date under the 
current "Applicability" section from 
December '".1, .19'94 te> December 31 ,.'l.9'97. ", 

. ","',.'" 

. " 

DRA does not oppose the first two proposedxnodif1cations; 
however, it does oppose PG&E's request to extend the' eXpiration " 
date of the tariff. ORA argues that 0.89-12-05'7 is 'clearindthat 
no further Commission action is required in this proceeding.. ORA 

points out that PG&E's proposed 1997 extension date 'w()u:i:dextend: 
Schedule ED beyond two rate 'ease cyeles. 

• 

PG&E states that in'Exhibit 17':'1-C-A in the generatrate • 
ease proceeding (A.88-12-005), PG&E set forth its' propos'al tor the 
availability of Sehedule ED. PG&E requested: (1) to" open 'the 
schedule for subseription for three years; (2)to'give'a 
subscribinqcustomer up to 24 'months for designand'cons£~ction' 
before receiving the Schedule ED discount; and (3)'''to''prQvxde the 
custoxner with the diseount for three' years'.' (Pp ~ ':'9-10:) , 

Following the reasoning set' forth above, :'PG&E argues that 
if a customer were to siqn up for the rate on the last availa~le 
date--Deeember 31," 1992; '(the last dayo~'the: three-year rate ease 
cycle) it would then have two years to establish business before 
taking service Under Schedule"EO--or until Deeenwer'31, 1994. The 
schedule was envisioned to have a thX-ee-year 11:fe':fOr.!the·customer 
(with the discounts de~lining on: an annual' ba'si~":'-'l:5%,' 10%, and"~ 
5%), eommeneing from the first~ date of takinqse"rViee.:'; Thus'; if 
the custom~r were to take service on the last possibl'e::' date--:'" ' 
December 31, 1994--the discount rate would expire on December'31, 
1997. 

• 
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FUrthermore-, . PG&E contends; tha.tO-. 89~.l:2-,OS7.·.\ :aaoptea 
PG&E.' s· proposal without setting. a ,speci~icexpirat.ion" date-•. : ,: ,The :' 

date of December. 31, 1"9'9'4 was'inadvertently ineluded::in.'PG&E's 
tariff filing ~ter the issuance' of ,the .decision. ·~···PG&E:requests·( 
that in this proceeding the Commission remedy PG&E's error by 
extending the expiration,date of the tariff. ,PG&E believes that 
this extension will enable customers considering relocating in 
Enterprise Zones to obtain the benefits : the' Commission"intended in 
adopting the rates. 

'0, .• " ',:" 

We agree with PG&E.that the' termination date for 
Schedule ED ·was not fully addressed 'in D.89·-1:2-057. - .No-· distinction 
was made be.tw'een: the last date for ,signing: up new customers, and,the 
date for terminating the three-year discount rate period,. "~We- shall 

do so now..:'" ' 
First, it is reasonable ,that Schedule ED- be:kept open to 

new customers for one rate case cycle 'only.· This 'means: 'that .no :new 
customers should be signed, up after December 31,..19'92-. ,. 

Second,.. as an inducement to open ~ factory in one of the 
designated areas,. a large' industrial .. customer (at least·.,sOO kW), 
should have up to two years to become. operational ... ' . 

Tllird,. all such industrial customers .. shottld receive-the' 
declining, discount for a full three-year period. To make' .a . 
three-year discount period available':to·-all such customers,. 
Schedule EO, must remain in .. effect through _December .31",1997 .. 

Conclusion of Law .175- in PG&E.'s 'general .. rate .. case . 
decision states: ", 

w17S. The :experimental '$chedu'le' ED proposed ... by 
PG&E should be authorized, subject to .the "" , 
following' limitations. First; the'schedule'~ 
:the ·discounts-··for economic "development:.rates"· 
should not extend into any year when PG&E.. . . 
projects, based on the determina:tionsotthis' 
deeision,that it will need.new.capacity • 
• •. ~ w (0.89-12-057, p. 454,.. emphasis 
added. ) 

o,'.j _.,',': 
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~ The-commission .diet not: make a .. determination: in 
0.89-12-057. that PG&Eneeded~ new .capacity~ in;.:l;9"91·,. . .Therefore',;.:. PG&E 
is not precluded from allowinqdiscounts through'. l.-99"-. .' 'In swnmary, 
we adopt thetbree modifications. requested by PG&E+., 

V,t. Medium and' LargeLiaht i'Power RAtes._ 

A. Dist:ribution-Voltage KaxilD.ua' 
Demand Charges 

I, '," 

PG&Eproposes -a lOt· increase ;.in. maximum.-demand charges 
for all Medium -and Large Light and 'Power' Schedules . (A-10" 'A-l.l,.' ..... 
E-14', E-19,...:E-20, and standby) •. According. to PG&E·,. .. this- proposal. 
has only modest bill' impacts and is·consistent .with- the.: ":;. 

Commission's intent to move toward EPMC. ., . 
ORA: agrees with· the concept.that maximum:demand charges 

for distribution voltages on. commercial and industrial' 'schedules 
should continue to move toward' cost-based levels.,.s·ince: these' ' .. 
charges were set below cost in PG&E'S .Test Year 199'0' .general rate 
case~ However, since commercial and industrial customers :have 
received si<]nificant rate· increases (between6t: and .16%.·1' ,depending 
on the customer's tariff schedule .·and··voltage levell·'.in- PG&E's 1990 
ECAC (A.90-04-003),. ORA believes.··that a '5% increase wou:ld-, be: more 
appropriate than PG&E's proposed 10t-\increase •. ," , .... 

'ORA points'out that some' customers' bills.consist largely 
of the maximum demand charger and an increase inthis;'charge would 
therefore, affect their entire bill. In particular, .. :ORA is, 
concerned about . excessive charges .. for 'customers on standby rates 
which are not subject to the .. rate limiterthat'ls part'of some 

., , " ' ,," ,-, ,. ~ , 

regular-service tariffs. 0.:90-12-066 in PG&,E's,199-0 ·ECAC 
proceeding included an 'increase of ,i~'% in themaximum,~demand 

" .,' , ~ ." 

charge at primary distribution voltages and 9'.1%:, atsee~ndary 
distribution voltages" ORA 'finds . acceptable an ~n.~:r:~~se for the 
combined ECAC and rate design window proceedings of 5% more than 
the adopted ECAC increases, but considers combined increases of 

---19 --
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17.7% at primary vol taqe:' and ,1,9.1%" ·at .. : secondary:: "vol:taqe- :to,"bey.·'· . 
excessive., ,. . . ~>'.I' ,.~ '. d'" .; "';:'- ~ '':.: ~: ' .• ~ :.-

" 

. PG&E arquesthat. ~since: .for.lnost ·customers.the-:, .maximum ... : 
demand charges .consti tute·only.'a sma-ll: ·.portionof· .. the bill-,. · .. the' 

impact· of:' PG&-E's.· proposal is minimal. PG&E also::,contencls that any 
bill impacts would be mitigated- by the' corresponding,. decreases in 

energy charges. The fact that some customers .will·'see· :.b±.ll .;: 
decreases,. PG&E believes, .. should not-be overlooked •. PG&E- submits 
that .this proposal does not change the' overall :amount,·of'.~revenue-: 
collected from customers, . but mere'lyreallocates .it to~ more. closely 
reflect the cost of. service~ 

PG&E further argues that, DRA-Is. estimated, increases of 
17.7% and 19.1% are based solely on the maximum clemand charq.e" .'. 
which is but one small component of the :bi-ll, for'virtually~a-'l:l 
customers'. PG&E contends that . such: estimates ,.are .misleading and 
that any comparisons should be- based on, the entire customer bill •. 

We agree: with DRA .thatr:.we should eonsiderthee:ffects- of 
the recent 1990 ECAC increase .that-became e-!fectiye- on:-January '1".' 
1991. However, as PG&E states- among those customers _who- see·. an 
increase (including. both standby· and regular customers), only.27% 
receive an increase larger than 4% as a ·result ot .. AU,of .PG&'E-'s . 
proposals (.i.e., the lOt' increase- tor.maximum.aemand.charqcs,.lOt 
increase- for on-peak demand charges,. and-the- shift of additional 
revenue burden from A-10'toA-J.l which .are aiscussed";later)~·,,,., 
Having only .2-7% of custo:merssee an· increase' greater tha-n"4:t· is 
not unreasonable. Therefore,. we adopt PG&E's proposal ".to, increase 
maximum demand charges by 1.0%. . .'. . " 
B. TranSllission-Voltage Haximul!l Demand Charcm=r 

The Cogeneration service Bureau CCSS) proposes to reduce 
the maximum demand charge at transmission voltage level, in order 
to move it closer to its EPMC target level. PG&E andDRA":a-gree 

. '" "",-
that sywnetrical treatmentot these- charges is appropriate-. .'Thus, 
whateverpercenta.ge increase. ,the commissIon 'determines' is' 

., .... 
,,' .~.~ : ....... ".~' 
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appropriate' ~orprimary::and secondary voltage:" max:i:mwn~:dema'nd .' . 
charges,. the same percentage decrease should apply to the" \'';'' ',' 
transmission demand: eharge~We'adopt: CS:s."s'·:prop0Sb.l ·for": sYlDll1etrical 
treatment of tranSlnission vOltage lIlaximwndemand"charges::." ':~ 

The only disaqreement concernsCS:a."s.:prop'osal to~ round' 
the maximum demand rate to the nearest five cents: rathertha.n 
follow PG&E'scurrent"practice of round"inq to the nearest 'ten 
cents. DRA. supports. CSS's proposal ... PG&E.,to be' consistent, .. 
prefers. to retain the rule of rounding-to the nearest ten cents 
which was. tollowed in 'the 19~0 general rate case'~"" 

We are not persuaded that there is good reason:to·chanqe 
the currentpraetice and' $hall continue, to round',tothe nearest ten 
cents. 
c. On-Peak Demand Charges ,'\ ,- '." 

In, addition to moving, maximum: demand'· charges toward:s:: . ,. " 
EPMC,. PG&Ealso proposes,moving" 'on~peak demand"' charges toward :their 
EPMC targets by increasing' the eurrentcharqes', by lOt .' PG&E points 
out that the increase to the on-peak demand' charqeS: wilr'be: offset 
oycorresponding decreases. in proposed: energy 'charges., ,.,' '. 

DRA argues. that PG&E's proposal would:.distort the rate' 
design. 'adopted oy 0 .. 89-12-057, by altering the relationship"between 
demand and energy charges,. ORA. contends. that: (1) PG&E~' 
mischaracterizes the methodoloqy adopted'-by.O w89-J:2-0S·7 for· setting 
on-peakdem.and charges., and (2") 'PG&·E' xnischar~:cter:i:zes the 
appropriate target level,t'or thesecharqes.. ,.'" 

ORA. further arques:thatthe Com:missi'on inO .. 1>9-1Z-05-7 

(pp. 296-298) endorsed DRA's belief that coineident,d'emand1,;:costs." 

" ~'. '. '" "~" 
, "t.,""""-" 

'~ ... .. ..... ,. ' . 

. ~. '. :'. '" .,.,' ", '-,." , I' , 

1 For purposes of thisdiscussion;'coincident 'demand '1's defined 
as. the demand.. of the ,customer duringPG&E"s' peak' hours:,:ot:~demand;.;: 
on-peak demand. (or on-peak billinq d.emand) is d.efined..As the ,.' .... ' 
maximum. demand of the customer each month that occurs during the" 
on-peak period. 

• 

• 
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should. be recovered in. both· on-peak, demand. ' charges~ and :,on-peak~ ',:~, 
energy charqes, because customers. may', have" on-peak- demand: that ", does 
not correspond:, with' the.instant~ ot: the::systent' s, peak. ',' And the 
decision also noted that recovering 'a portion, ot'coincident,demand 
costs'in on-pea.k energy rates: reflects.' lack 'of.: complete ,:,: .. ,', , 
coincidence. Therefore, DRAsu.bmits. that D~'89-12-0S.7' adopted DRA's 
approach to., setting the on-peak demand-' ehar9'es. 

PG&E asserts that its proposal to' increase·]:)yl.O%;,·the. 
on-peak demand charqe for all vol taqes is. consistent with- : 
0.89-12-057-. PG&E contends that· in this d.ecision-theCommission 
endorsed an. increase in the on-peak demand charges at only :13t of. 
the difference between the then-current rates and ·the EPMC.~ target' 
rates, due to bill impact considerations. Though the decision .. 
itself does not explicitly state the EPMC target,. PG&E'believes 
that it is clear that the target is still very' faraway.':"'. ' 

We 'lind that 0.89-1"2-057, at pages 29'6~i98' adopted '-ORA's 
proposal becau.se it was based" on EPMC:rather-- than: on marqinal 
cost2 as was PG&E's proposal .. 0 .. 89-l2-05-7 did not· adopt:- any 
particular split of coincident' peak demand -costs. between:: pe'a'k 
billinq demand and peak ener9Y charqes:., , Therefore, there is.:: ,no 
restriction on adjustinq on-peak demand charges .. 

In. this proceedinq,-DRA art;ned: that although> on-peak 
demand is used for billing purposes.,-. pe.akenerqy use' 'is a.. better 
predicator of' coincident dema.nd_ ,. Based on thishypothesisr, 'DRA:: --. 

.' j '~.'.~ "~. :'.:' 

4 ,"., '"" ., .... 

... '.',1'"' ~ ," 
.', ,.,., ... ", 

' ....... /.1 '" "_';' ,.: < ': . =- .:. : .. ,,," :, ~:'" I~ ;.; 

2' 'Since' r~~enues' b~sed -on marqin~lcosts'are:'not' usuaiiy::<eqti~{ 
to the utility'S-' revenue" requiremen.t, 'a: method~mus.t,~be."usedf,that< 
allows us to reflect marginal cost principles .while still"" ."" '. 
collectinqtheauthorized.· revenue requirement'-' The metnod- used"in 
recent years.· to-reconcile marqinal costs. with·.revenue'requirement: 
is EPMC. This approach all~cates revenues ,so that each. class is. an 
equal percent of its marqinal cost revenues. ,,' This!s' re!erred,·to· 
as full or lOO% EPMC. (See 0.88-l2-085, p. 39.) 
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concludes" that PG&E"s' targets.' are:, too; high" and th;,.tvon-peak demand 
charges' should' not be' increased.':At::all~ .. ·· . ;;,:,:~: .:, ',-;' ',',-.:" ,~ ... ' ,',", 

DRA, has introd.uced a' concept:: worthy ot. add:itional~:::., 
exploration. However , it, was not. expressly adopted"; by the" .. ' .. 
Commission in PG&E's ~9'90 general rat~,case decision 0-.8-9-.12-057' 
and this is not the· appropriate proceeding to- exam&ne such.complex 
concepts since rate design window, proceedinCjs are expedited:. and. 
limited in scope. PG&E should~'address this matter in its next 

general rate case' proceeding .• 
In summary , we are not:, persuaded by 'oRA/'s' argument, that 

on-peak demand charges should be . lett . unchanged. because-, based,: on 
ORA's hypothesis" they may already" be at· their, targets. " PG&E's' 
proposal to increase on-peak demand,' charges lOt should be. adopted.' 
since it moves these charges closer to.' EPMC. 
D.. SChedUle A-11-Mediu:. GenerAl.. '. 

Demand-Metered Timc=:ot-'C7se Servi<tg 
"~ ., ., " 

Under this voluntary,time-ot-use schedule,;, there is. a', 
limi t on the number ot kilowatts .(kW) , .the- customer. ,may· require' trom 
the PG&E'system (the customer.'s Ndemand:N). If the: customer.!s .. 
demand is 500"'. kW or lnore for three consecutive: months·, the account 
is transferred to Schedule E-19 .or E-20-.' , , 

PG&E has identified scheduleA-l:lasan,extremely 

attractive rate not only !or current.A-10" customers", bu.t ,also'. for. 
E-19 customers who are not eligible for the rate •. '. 'PG&Enow. ':: 
proposes to aajust A-ll rates upward in oraer to prevent migration 
by customers responaing to misleading or transitory rate signals. 
Revenues would be reallocated between A-10 and A-ll in a way which 
anticipates higher average A-ll rates in the future. Specifically, 
PG&E proposes to exogenously increaseA.:-ll r~~es bype9g:tng-the"" 
A-ll average rate at 90 percent of the A-l,O averaqe rate for ·a:':;:. 
customer with the average billing determiriants~_ 'of theA~,ll'~eustomer 

, , ," 

group. Rates for both schedules would be set.to 'co'l'lect. the:-same-
coml)ined' revenue requirement' tor tl:ietwo schedui.es· ado~~e?,'in the 

, . ~ '.." 

• 
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revenue :,all:ocation -phase of PG&E's 1990 ECAC:.:case .. :' " The::'result,' is'" 

slightly lower A-10 rates and slightly ,higher"-A-ll:'.rates·~:':,, 
According-to PG&E,. this adjustment partially eliminates the 
substantial disparity between A-11.-and E-19 rates~~ 

DRA questions the quantitative basis>for PG&E's,proposed 

realignment of intraclass revenue -- allocation between Schedules A-10 
and A-11.. However, DRA accepts PG&E's proposeckrate change for 
purposes of this proceeding .. 

ORA recommends that PG&E-combine Schedules A-ll,and E-l9 
in its next general rate' case. PG&E recognizes that there,~~is an 
A-ll/E-19 problem. and agrees: to reevaluate -the', issue in the next­
available proceeding. We shall adopt-PG&E's proposal tor~purposes 

of thi& procaoding. 
E. SChedule A-10-xcclium General Dcmand­

Metered Time:ot-ose Service 

-- All, customers, served under SChedule A-lare eligible for 

service under SChedule A-10"~ In, its SUpplemental Testimony,· PG&E 
identified a problem created with the adoption of·the Commission's 
new January 1, 1991 rates. These new. rates substantially widened 
the difference between Schedules A-l- and A-10, making' A-l'O 
attractive to many A-l customers. PG&E. estimates that 29",00'0 
Schedule A-l customers could potentially save more'" thanl'O%::" by 
switching to- the Schedule A-1'Orate, -'which. requires.' ,the', 
installation of a demand- meter. In tact~ PG&Ebelieves that as 
many as 6a,OOO current Schedule A-1 customers could have some 
savings by switching to· SChedul,e A-10.,';'," 

PG&E states that it does'not havethemeters'or labor to 
handle the expected number of requests to convert,_ to.' Schedule A-10 .. 
To ensure an orderly transition to this 'rate r PG&E:recommends that 
minimum eliqibility criteria be established tor· ScheduleA-l'O'. 
specifically, PG&E proposes a minimum,- qualifying~ usage of 100 ,000 
kWh/year for all prospective A-10 customers, effective May 1, 1991 • 
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This "requirement. is expected,\to limit'.eligibility:;to.opproximote-ly 
6,400 Scheaule··A-1 customers.' i, "-,. -- __ :,.:, ':: " ": 

'. PG&E' further.proposes to-reduce.-the.--.eligibility~.:··,_ :."::' :,,', 
requirement to 70,000--kWh/ycar,on May 1,.'~1992and.·:to .' ;':';' ',",.,',::. 
50,.000 kWh/year on May 1, 1993. Depending upon-meter.-ana labor 
availability, PG&E could accelerate this plan.;, ' ': ' 

ORA is not convinced that . there is" a problem.. Even',if 
there is a problem, ORA is opposed to eligibility criteria based on 
usaqe. Since PG&E estimates that' it can convert 6-,000' customers in 
1991 from Schedule A-l to Schedule A-10, but is uncertain·o! the' 
actual demand for such conversions, ORA recommends that:PG&E ' 
perform the first 6,000 conversion requests each.year and,. undertake 
addi tional conversions depending on availability of .• meters and, 
labor. "':' ..... :,.- .... :. 

PG&E argues that ORA's *t"irsf' 'come, first' serVed'" 
approach could De a'logistical nightmare,. because-PG&Ewould not 
know in odvance how the first 6,000 meter conversion requests would 
be allocated among its many eli vision off ices.. In contrast., PG&E 
already knows where the customers who"use' over 100,000 kWh':are 
located within the service territory. Furthermore', PG&E-.:})elieves 
that eliqibility based onusaqe is easier. to:exp-lain and·., seems more 
fair to customers. 

We shall adopt PG&E's.proposal because it is.:;easier.te> 
administer and allows PG&E to' Detter allocate resources-.between 
divisions. . So that this matter. may. be rev:iewed'~ -in~, subsequent rate 
desiqn window proceedings, PG&E- .shall, proviae the Commission with,. 
an annual progress report. by September 2'0, 1991' and 1992. PG&E 
should make ·every effort to accelerate· the plan and may file an . 
Advice Letter to reduce the e-liq.ibility criteria when it is ready, 
to hanclle more conversions. PG&rE, in .its qeneral rate case, .should 

submit a plan to open Schedule .. A-10'" to all Schedule A-l; customers. 

- .. 25.-
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F - Non-tirmBates ~ ;' :. . .:: .'. -' .:'":, .c.·, .;~ : .... ,,:: .:: . ....' ., 

Because ,.a separate, "proceedin~ .'addressing ··non-fi'X'lILra.te;·:. 
desiCJn proposals was underway, "PG&:E clid ·not· include non-firm ,,"rate~; 
design in its Rate Desiqn window,.filing_. -The,expectation:'was.' that 
the non-firm proceeding would be.resolved· and ,f,inal,non-f,irm rates, 

alonq with the rates adopted' in this proeeedinq, . would ' .. both go into 
effect on May 1. Because that .proceecling·isstill·penc1inq,:PG&E 
recommends updating the non-firm rates adopted .onJanuary-,·1,.1991 
for the ehanges to maximum and on-peak demand chargcsauthorizedin 
this case •.. These components of non-firm'rates have, always. mirrored 
the same components of firm· rates and this revision is~ consistent .. 
with past praetice in establishing non-firm·rates. ·PG&E points out 
that when the Commission adopts a. final decision in .the,·:non-firxn·· 
rate design proceeding, these rates.can berevised,consistent:with 
that decision.-· 

. .. , --. '," " ... I," I~, 

, " '" ... ' .. ' 

~ents on "'Proposed-Decision;·', , ., '.' ::-:.') ,>:' 
"0 'Pursuant tOPU·.Code·s 3-11 and.the'Co:mmission"'s;"Rules:.:o:f., 

Practice and'. Procedure, ,the Proposed~. Decision was :,publ ished: .. on', 
March 22, 1991. 
ORA and·.PG&E. 

Comments and. reply. comments were::timely filed by--
. ., .', . ..~ ,~. 

, .......... ~ ,'. 

'After considering .the comments,. we affirm the<~~roposed.: ' 
Decision. Nonsul:lstantive corrections weremaaeand,"~clarification 
provided where 'necessary... . '" ,. , ,., '," 

On April 10, 1991, PG&EfiledH,supp,lementalicomments, '. 
identifying: certain' small or experimental.rate schedules that 
should be revised consistent.with.the revisions.: to· the larger 
cownercial' and industrial rate" schedules,,· authorized '. in\oi the": Proposed 
Decision. 

Specifically,·tbe maximum and on-peak demand charge .. 
components of Scbedules E-25 and E-26,. and sehedule"A-RTP,. should 
be adj usted' consistent . with·· the, changes ,,·to: Sched.ules.·E-.19 and E-20 
maximum': and' on-peak, demand charges.. 'l'hese charges·" wil-l: main.tain': ' 

- 26'- .. 



A.88-12-005 ALJ/BOP/tcg * 

·,f the rate design for these schedules previously adopted..~:::.by·'the:» 
Commission':' The ',E-2'5 and' E-26 rate"design was adopted·-.by 
0.89-12-057 in the 1990 General: Rate Case. TheA-RTP ra~e,:design' 
was 'adopted .by:Resolution No., 321S ,.:which 'accepted' the',revised 
A-RTP rate design· developed by, PG&E.,and~ORA. 

CUrrently,'threecustomerstalce service under Schedule 
E-2S,. and eleven customers take service under ·A-RTP.,No customers 
take service ,under Schedule E-26. Because these' schedule. changes -, 
affect few customers and are entirely consistentwith'Commission 
approved rate design, PG&E.believes that incorporation of these 
changes in the final decision is appropriate..' ,> -

There is no opposition·toPG&E"s request. We shall adopt 
PG&E's proposal since these schedules should .be consistent with the 
revisions weareadopting,for,the,large·commercial.and industrial. 
rate schedules. . ,. ,,", :,' ::.' 
Findings or Fact .'.-, '.:., 

1. To comply with SB 987, the Commission' adop:t:ed; a.-policy· ': 
which requires that the difference between Tier I 'and ':Tier II rates 
be gradually reduced consistent with moderate billimpacts-.'on:: 
residential customers. (0.89-12-057 ,p .. 2'62~):" , " 

2. CUrrently PG&E's Tier I and Tier II rates are/about ,10.7 

and 14.1¢/kWh, respectively, for.a difference of'a.bout3.5¢/kWh. 
3.. 'An increase capped at -2.5% . applied ,to, Tier I ,:rates 

results in Tier I and Tier II rates of aboutlO.9-and~13;.;7¢/kWh; 
for a difference of about 2.8¢/kWh~ " '" 

'4. A' change from- a di:f:ferential' o:f':3 .. S:,to., 2~S¢/kWh;in ''I''ier I 
and Tier II rates causes 'moderate .bill increases to:-":low-use 
customers,-while higher use customers receive ,bill decreases. 

S. PG&E's general rate case decision 0.89-12-05·7 approved a 
methocioloqy that assures that residential.baseline quantities will 
finally equal' prescribed tar9'et levels. '-' .. 

6-. Except for Territory Z.,>PG&E's.: baseline phase-in, 
proposals. are in accordance" with this'. methodolo9Y'~ ~ < A:-'minor ' 
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deviationis.-required: for Territory., Z", _so that .all· ,..baseline:" 
quantities' will reach-their'tarqetsin ,thisproceed'inq'. ,_ ~" ... ',' , _ 

7. PG&E'sproposal to move Schedule- ,E-7",seasonal::and' '10'0'" 

differentials. halfway toward. full EPMC'continues. the progress made 
in PG&E's 1990 general rate ,case. ""', 

8. The Schedule E-l tier flattening 3.5% capped. .. Tier __ I ' 
proposal, in conjunction with the 19'90 qeneralrate case E-7' 
baseline: eredi t ,methodology,. causes the Schedule '.E-,7'·:baseline 
credit to be reduced from about 2.5¢/kWh to 1.S¢/kWh.and,this makes 
the SChedule E-7 less attractive' to "~low-use customers,. " For this 
reason, the method of calculatinq the, baseline credit needs. to. be 
changed. , , ." 

9. Schedule E-8:revenue :allocation should,move halfway 
toward full EPMC to continue the progress made in PG&E's 1990, 
general rate case. This would correct the current residential 
intraclasssubsidy of Schedules E-l and E-7 "by Schedule ":E-:S.. " 

10. The Tier I-Tier II ,flattening-proposal and ,the baseline 
phase-in adopted in D.8'9-12-057 cause a reduction in,the~," 
mobile-home and multifamily baseline diversity adjustment .. ::, 

11. The mobile home submeteringdiscount should be calculated 
by subtracting a revised diversity adjustment of $0.84' from,",the 
current cost of submetering of $11.58. to derive a-, new'submetering 
discount of $10.74 per space,. per month. 

12. The Schedule ES submeterinq discount should'be calculated 
by subtracting a revised ' diversity adj ustment of, $' .. 68, from'. the 
current "cost of metering of $3".68,toderive' a new:.' submetering 
discount of $3.00 per space,. per. month. . , .' 

13. PG&E presented four proposals. to modifY'its.agricultural 
tariffs, and these proposals are uncontested. 

14. A separate lower demand charge for large agricultural 
customers served at primary voltag'e will allow agricultural rates 
to better reflect the cost of service, and be more consistent with 
rates for other customer classes • 



A.88-12-005 AL:1/BDP/tcg 'It 
J\ • ~ .. ' .... ' , c· > '. , .,.... "" ~ 

,;' ... ~ ... , \ . .." " \ .. ,.~. , 

15. ,A power ,factor adj,ustmenttor the large 'agricultural' '.' ..• 
class willproviderate~whichare more'cost-b~sed and:morc.:' 
consistent with those :for other customer classes.' ': :;.~", 

16-~' PG&E's aqricultural tariffs .. need,tOo. be: 'clarifieci:to, 
specifically address the question of temporary reductions-in 
connected load. '.~ 

17. The Aqricul tural Interruptible program. costs. ar,e :not' 
justified since the program' has. poor load impact"and lacks·'cost 
effectiveness. . " } :: 

18... The Commission in PG&:&'s. 19'9'0, qeneral, .rate case·.decision 
intended that Schedule ED should be availab'le .for 'one rate "case: 
cycle, there would be two years for the customer to establish' 
operations. r 

years. 

andthereafter,.·a discount would be· available .for three 
._ •. ' .i . 

19. A 10% increase of distribution maximum .demand;charges.'ancl 
peak-demand charqes and 10t,decrease.of transmissionmaximUl111.demand 
charges. for commercial and industrial rates continues.·the,progress 
toward full 'EPMC rates aclopted in PG&E'S ·1990 general·::rate .. case., 
decision. 

20~ There. is no indication in 0.89-12-057 that the on-peak 
demand eharqe.is anywhere near its, EPMC, target.· 

21. PG&E proposes to adjust,ScheduleA-l1 rates upward to,. 
avoid migration of customers' :from SchedulesA-10 andE-19 ,'into 
Schedule A-ll. . 

22. 'I'he Commission's new January 1, 1991,rates··have' .. made 
Schedule A-10 more attractive'- to· Schedule' A-l,eustomers::and;·,PG&E·. 
does not have meters and labor. available to- accommodate:the,needs 
of all· customers who might change schedules.' . " . 

23. An eligibility requirement, as proposed· by PG&E, is an 
appropriate method to etficientlymanage the transfer of customers 
into SChedule A-10 because PG&E':will.'be. better:able-:to' ; allocate ,its 
resources: between c1ivisions. : 

" <'::" ., .. 
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24. The, maximum. and, on-peak demand ehargeeomponents.::' o! .... " 
Schedules E-2S and E-26, and Sehedule'A-R,TP',:, should"' be:; adjusted· '" 
consistent with: the changes to Schedules: E-1.9~andE-2·0' maximum and 
on-peak demand charges. These cha.nges· will maintain the~ rate' 

design for these scbedules. pre.viously adopted' by the'Commission. 
25. A final deeision has ,not· been issued in the separate··.· 

non-firm rate design proceeding arising from the' 199'0'. general rate 

case. 
COnclusions ot Law 

1. Fo~ residential ratedesign~:.,a Z O'S%".cappedTier I,. 
approach' is.. eonsistent with sa ,9'S7',', and .. achieves-some: rate •..... 
realignment with mocierate bill impact'to·residential:eustomers •.. 

2. An increase capped at 2.5% should be applied,.to'Tier I 

residential, rates. to reduce the TierX-'l'ier XX di!.!erentia.l· from 

about 3.5 to 2.S¢/kWh. " 
3. A complete phase-in of, the-target residential· baseline: . 

quantities adopted in: the 1990'general rate-case decision should be 
implemented in this proceed1ng.. . , , . ,> 

4. A SO:t lnove toward . full EPMC' time-of-use Schedule B-7' . 
revenue allocation is reasonable and should be adopted -: ~ ;" . 

s. Thebase~ine credit should be'the difference. between 
Tier I and''l'ier II rates with, no reduction for proration of the TOU 
meter charge over average E-7'baseline sales .. ' 

&. A 50% move ~ck to full EPMCintraclass 'revenue· 
allocation for Schedule E-8 should be: adopted, since it continues 
the progress. made in PG&E"s. 1990 general rate case towardEPMC. 

7.. since: the' LIRA option is: available .·inother residentia-l 
class schedules, ORA"s. proposal to "add i this option to- Schedule E-8 
is reasonable~nd 'should be adopted. 

8-. Because of the res.idential tier closure 'adopt'ed ,in: this 
proceedinq and phase-in of baseline quanti ties·, the mobile home 
park submeterinq discount should be changed to $10.74 per space, 
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per month.,: and the mu-lti"£amilysubmetering;~ discount-· should. be 
changecl to $3'.00 per unit,· per~ month. . ,> '.,", .0>. 

9. PGGcE"s four proposals, .to;.modity its·.:agriculturalr tariffs 
are reasonable and should beadoptecl.:· . 

lOa Since Schedule ED should'. terminate by December' 31, 199·7, 

PG&E's 1990 general rate case decision' (D,. 89-l2'-05-7') . should'be 
modified accorclingly. ,-' .. '.' "':: .- , . 

11. The three modifications to Schedule ED requested by,PG&'E 
are appropriate ancl should be adopted. '- ",' ""',' 

12. Maximumdemand'charges and ,on-peak demand· charges' tor 
commercia~andindustrial customers should be· increased by., 10,% to· 
continue the progress mac1ein PG&E' s .~9'90· general rate case-in 
moving toward EPMC. _ .. , 

13. _ .Non-firm rates should be updated eonsistent .. with:: .this. 
decision, and revised when the Commission issues a final decision 
in the non-firm rate design proceeding:.· . ',-" 

14. Transmission-voltage' maximum clemancl charges shoul.cl 
receive symmetrical treatment so that· when primary and .secondary 
voltage maximum demand ehargesare' increased~ there is 
corresponding decrease to the transmission demand eharge .•.. 

150. PG&E's proposal to adj.ust Schedule· A-llrates: upward, to 
avoid migration of cu.stomersfrom Schedules A-10 and E-l9', . should 
be adopted tor purposes ot. this proceeding.·' " 

16. ,The Schedule A-10 minimum use: eligibility criteria 
proposed byPG&E should :be adopted.:., .,. 

17. The supplemental ehanges proposed· by PG&E. -to· Scbedules', 
E-25 and E-26·, and Schedule A-RTF- should be. adoptedtc> make> these 
schedules consistent with the- revisions to' the . larger ,commercial:: '_,' 
and industrial rate schedules authorized in th·is decision·.~ '., 

l;S. All transcript corrections, submitted:by.the parties 
should be received and, incorporated, in the record,.- .. \ 

- -31.~ ,:-,. 
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" "T \:~: :"" " .,1 ~'~I',·. ~ \.~ 

19. To avoid multiple rate changes, this order should .be made 
.'", ' 

effective on the elate signed so that .:the new rates. may be effective 
• ", ". I 

on May 1, 1991, when PG&E's summer rates come into. effect. 
, , . ~', .,' 

20. PG&E shoulel be ordered to file the new rates set forth in 
Appendix A, which incorpor~tes ~ll the rate design changes adopted 
in this elecision. 

ORDER 

. . 
XT', XS ORDERED that: 

1. Pacifi-c Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) shall file with 
this Commission on or after the effective date of this order, and 
at least three days prior to their effective date, revised tariff 
schedules for electrie rates as set forth in Appendi~ A. 

2... The _revisedtari:f:f $chedulc$ shall beeome effeetive on or 
after May. 1, ·1991 and shalleomply with General Order 96-A. The 

u. t .. 

revised. tariffs shall apply to service rendered on or after their 
. "' 

effective date. 
3. PG&E shall provide the Commission with an annual progress 

report on'the Schedule A-10 eligibility restriction by . -. 
September 20-, .. 1991 and by September 20, 1992. 

. . -
<, .. ' . '4._ --PG&E; in its general rate case, shall submit a plan to 

open Schedule A-10 to all Schedule A-1 customers. 
5. PG&E's 1990 general rate case 0.89-12-057 is modified to 

reflect a Deeember 31, 1997 termination date for Schedule ED • 

- 32 -
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6 .. 

matters.'" 
This proceeding remains open for consideration of other 

, .-.. .'., 'r' , " •• ::" .',,:,.~" • ,+-.. I:: ' ~,"., .,.' ,~,:' :'. ~~, './~. (: ',~~ ';' 

This order i~' effect:[vetoday~ ,: '" '::: " I:' ,' ... :.,,,. 
,_. .' .• " ... ' ,\ ,. . .,' "'"'1 ,', .' .... , 1 "," ,'." 

"Dat'cd April 24,' 1991,' at' San Francisco; "California.. ' 

.' .~ . .' 

, '. -, 

.. 
, .. 

• +" ,,, 

,\,.. ' ..... 

~: .... . . .. ,~ ... 

...." '. 1 • ~ II (' ,"'I ." 

-", .. 
, '. , ~" ' .• I .l '" ~, . *' ' 

PATRICIA M. ECKERT 
President 

./'.~ .. ::'_ .. ~: G. MITCHELL, WILl< 
JOHN B·. OHANIAN 
DANIEL Wxn.. FESSLER 

; .NORMAN':';o::"!:SHTJMW~,:: 
" , .... , ".,.' '", Commissioners 
'".J <'.'...,J • ','.\ &.', '" '*, .... , ,"''''+·'''''v' ,. 

;, .. ~ .~ .. ~\ ,,' 

-.' .",...... 

• ' • ." , ., .- .. ',' ·',1 
",.,.J~, .~ 
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" '''''" ,I 

PACIFIC GASANO ELECTRIC COMPANY 
CURRENT ANC AOOPTEC -RESICENTIAI.. RATES 

, -

LINE 
NO. 

" ..... 
SCHECULE E·1 

1 MINIMUM BILl. ($'MON'Tl-t) 
2 ES UNrr OISCOUNT (SIUNmMONTH) . 
3 ET UNIT CISCOUNT ($/UNIT/MONTH) 
4 ET MINIMUM RATE LIMITER (SII<WH) 

5 ilER 1 ENERGY ($/KWH), " 
6 ilER 2 ENERGY ($II<WH) 

SCHEDULE EL·1 (URA) 

7 MINIMUM BILl. ($'MONTH) 

a TIER 1 ENERGY (SIK'NH),' 
~ TIER 2,ENERGY ($/KWH), 

l11a. '1' 

SCHEDULES E·1 ANO a·7 

10 MINIMUM BILl. ($'MOt-rn-l) 
1 1 E~7 METER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
12 EL·7 METER CHARGE(SlMONTH) 

13 ON.PEAK.ENERGY. ($/KWH) 
14 OFF.PEAK ENERGY (SIKWH) 
1S BASELINE DISCOUNT (SlKWH) 

SCHECULE E-8 

16 CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
17 ENERGY CHARGE ($/KWH) 

SCHEOULE EL-8 (URA) 

18 CUSTOMER CHARGE ($/MONTH) 
19 ENERGY CHARGE ($IKWH) 

Id... •• 

1/1/Q, 
RATES 

SUMMER 

111m 
RATES 

WINTER 
.. ••••• , •••• 11'111. 

SS.OO SS.OO 
. $2.57 $2.57 . 
$10.26 $10.26' 

$0.05317 $0.05317 

,$O~10658 $0.10658 
SO.14123 $0.14123 

•••••••• F' •• ' , •••• Q •••••• 1111.1F. 

$4.2S 

$'1101 
RATES 

SUMMER 

511m 
RATES UNE" 

WINTER NO., "',, *._...... ..... ,aa 1 

. SS.OO" ".' ,$5.00 1 
$3.00 " . . .. " ,$3:00:, 2" 

S10:74,. Y'.' • S10.74 ",3' 
, $0.05317 .... "SO.05317: 4, 

+' , 'I' '......., /. ' 

$O.1OQ24., ,SO.1OQ24, S 
SO.13682 $O:t~' 6, 

.... ". .' 4" • ~ • ..... " c • ~ •• , •• 

*., ••••••••••• II 

. , ' •.• 'I' ',." 

" $4.25 

, SO;og045 
, $O.11Q~ 

SO.O~4S, $O.OQ271 :' .:;$O;OQZ7'I';" 8' 
$0.11Qoo ':. $0.11615" .. $O~'161'5· Q: 

. , . '.,", ' ~ \,. 'y Io' 

1IJ ••••••• 

$5:00 
$4.40 

, $0.00 

," , .... 

SS.OO 
$4.40 
SO.OO 

", .. " . .,. . 
•• •••••• __ ...... 1* 'I 

:'$0:00 ~ .,~ :' $5.'00 '. 10 
$4.40 $4:40 . 11 
$0.00 ". .SO.OO 12 

'-i ',,' ., 

.... S0.29729 .,.$0.11467, .. $0.31251 ....... $0.10330 .. 13 
SO.og298 $0.0~Q2 $O.~ $O.O~82 14 
SO.02S37 $O.02S37 So.o2758 $0.02758 15 

, 1111......... ••••••• 11 .. 1.111 .1 ••••••••• 

$13S2 S13.~2 

SO.13848 $0.06782 

•••• ,........ 1.11111, ••••••• 11, ••• " 

NA 
NA 

NA 
NA 

$".83 
$0.10365 

1111 •••• ,. • •••••••• al ••••••• ,1 •• a •••• 1 

$13.~ 16 
$O.06Q~ 17 

$11.83 '8 
$O.05G30 ,; 
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APPENOIX'" A 
. ,_PAGE'~2 

PACIFIC GAS ANt) Et.ECTRIC COMPANY 
CURRENT ~ AOOPTEO' MEOltJM UP FlATES 

111/Q1 &1m 

.. , '.,,".,' 
• ..... ' i 

&1/Q1 

:.,. .. ,', 

. ~, . ," 
, .. I" .. , 

l.INE 
NO. 

111m 
RATES 

. .'SUMMER ... 
RATES RATES 

WINTER, , ",SUMMER 
FlATES UNE··· 

.• ,wINTER ,NO. 

SCHEOUI.E A·10 

1 CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
2 MAXIMUM OEMANO CHARGE (SlKWIMONTH) 
3 PRIMAAY OISCOUNT (SlKWIMONTH) 
4 TRANS. OISCOUNT ($II(W/MONTH) 

S ENERGVCHARGE(SlKWH) 

': ;$63.00 
. $3.60 

SO.80 
··sz.go 

'" ' ••••• i.iIIPI" •• " 1 •••• , •• 

$CHEOUI.ESA·'1 ANO E·1" 

6 CUSTOMER CHARGE ($/MONTH) 
7 METER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
8 MAXIMUM.OEMANO CHARGE ($'KW/MONTH) 
0 PRIMARV OISCOUNT (SlKW/MONTH) 
10 TRANS. OISCOUNT (SlKW/MONTH) 

" ON·PEAKOEMANO CHAAGE (SlKW/MONTH) , 

12 ON·PEAK ENERGY ($!KWH) 
13 PARi-PEAK ENEFIGY ($IKWJo1) 
14 OFF·PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) 

15 E·'" ON·PEAK ENERGV (SlI(WH) 

$63.00 
$5.10 

,$3,60 
$0.80 
$2,00 

.. ,,$10.00 

SO.1oo50 
$0.08374 
$0.05621 

SO.13545 

$63.00 
$3.60 
SO.80 
$2.;0 

SO.07684 

$63.00 
$5.10 
$3.60 
SO,80 
S2,OO 

,.-., ....... 

~~'OO:" ·-~:oo· ., 
.. $4~00 ',' :. ·~'~$4.OO··· 2-

'$0:00 "i>,::'::'~sO.QO· '3. 
$3.40- '. "$3.40' 4' 

$0.00673 SO.07407 5. " ", 
" ,.,'/ ·.0 ~ ., 

$63.00 $63.00 6 
$5.1'0 .' , ...... $5'.10 7' 
$4,00 " ':' .$4,00 8 
SO:OO 

'. , .. 'so.go 0 
$3.40 "'$3~40 '10 

$11.00 l' <t., . ' .... ,,. ..... ' ........... r .. ,','" 

$0.111'3':";' .. ,,'..... '2' 

$0.062Q4 $0.08506, $0.06303 13 
So.oS451 ,$0.05700:'.::' $0.05537'; 14 

, ". \'. .. 
. ~ '" ,. 

$0.13757 .,' , 15 

___________________ ._ .. _ .. _**_ ... _________ *_*_11._ .. _±I_ .. _u_n_lTp ___ *_J"_"_"_"_"_"_~'~~'_'''~''_*_"_"_11_"_"~U~" 

.' ,~ ... . ,' .. ~, 

..... - ... _I· •• ., ,. ." ." •• ~ ~ ~ ......... " .. ' H ••• ", • _ ~ • ~ ~ .~" .... ~ ........... '" "' ... , .. , •• j "1 "" "" , • ,. " ..... t· ~ :' 1Ir't' .................. ' •• ,.. ...... ".'1.."" ".,. "." .. '" ... " ............. ,,' 

....... ~ ~ ..... ' ••• ~ ~ ~ ...... It .. "., ""." ... ,'1'., ,.. ... .• " .... ., ..... It .... ' ...... "" ... _ ... ~ ................. _ .......... ,.. ... .., ...... ' .. 

• 

• 
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APPENOIXA .' 
PAGE·3 

PACIFIC::GASANO' ELECTRIC COMPANY 
CURReNT ANO'AOOPTEO·e·10 FIRM RATES, 

LINE 
NO. 

SCHEOULE E·10 T FIRM 

ad' JI.. • •• 

, CUSTOMER CHARGE ($/MONTH) 
2 MAXIMUM OEMANO CHARGE ($IK'N/MONTH) 
3 ON-PEAK OEMANO CHARGE:(SlKW/MONTH) 

4 ON-PEAK ENERGY (SIKWH) 
5 PARTIAL·PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) 
6 OFF-PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) 

7 ON-PEAK RATE UMrT (SJKWH) 

1J'1~1 

RATES 
SUMMER 

1f1~' 
RATES 

WINTER 

fJ1101 
RATES 

SUMMER 

5/1101 
RATES LINE 

WINTER NO. 
t.l • ad a*ll •••••• a.. ... $111 • • ....... _, 

S510.oo $510.00 
, $0.70 $0,70 

S7.80 

SO.1og14 
SO.07408 $0.06334 
$0.05655 $0.05486 

$O.62Q07 

", .' ," ' ,,"-, 

S510,oo $510.00 1 
.SO.60~,: ,:;,SO.60·, 2 

,sa.60· 3" 
..... '. 

~ .' ), , 

$0.10637, ',~', ,/,' "" \,4 
$O.07220~. $O.06173:S 
$O.OSS12 SO.05347 6 

$0.62007, " '.:- 7, 
.. !','., ~ .. 

••• , •••••••• , .'lIa_... 111 .. 11 ad aa._a .. _a.. da ............... . 

SCHEOULE E.' 0 P FIRM' 

8 CUSTOMER CHARGE ($IMONTH,-
g MAXIMUM OEMANO CHARGE ($II(W/MONiH) 
'0 ON·PEAK DEMANO CIotARGE (SJKW/MONTI-I) 

" ON-PEAK ENERGY (SJKWH) 
12 PARTIAL·PEAK ENERGY (SlKWH) 
'3 OFF-PEAK ENERGY (SlKWH) 

'4 AVERAGE RATE 1.IMIT ($!KWH) 
1 S ON·PEAK RATE 1.IMIT ($IKWH) 

S25O.oo-" .' 5250.00. - - 5250.00, '" .. ' ·S25O.OO-- .. 8 " 
$2.80 S2.80 ,$3.1,0' , $3.10' .P 
sg.sO S10.50 10 

$O~1.1170 

$0.07582 
$0.05787 

$0.14505 
$0.8588; 

-$0.10820' \( , ,1" 
$0.06482, '$O.07344~ "", , $0.0627P, 12' 
SO.05614 $0.05606 :., $O;0S43Q<. ,_ 13,' 

,,' , 
- """ 

14 
-1S 

.~ .~ ':, " 

__________ ••••• _ .... _"'._"_11 •••• _. _____ ._H_ ....... _ .. _ •• _.l_ •• _ •. _l1 ____ .......... 1 .... " ..... 
SCIotEOULE E·1~ S FIRM 

. ,'" .'.' . , 
--

16 CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) $280.00 $280.00 $280.00 $280.00 16 
17 MAXIMUM OEMANO.cHAFIGE ($'KW/MONTIot) ,., .. '''$3.60" ... ". $3.60-" -.. , ·,$4.00 .. ,··· .... · ·$4.00·· ,17· 
18 ON·PEAK OEMANO CHARGE (SlKW/MONTI-I) $10.20$1:1:.20" ,18 

,g ON·PEAK ENERGY ($IKWH)' 
20 PARTIAL·PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) 
2'1 OFF-PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) 

'. 
22 AVERAGE RATE 1.IMIT ($/KWH) 
23 ON-PEAK RATE UMrT ($!KWH) 

•• L. 1. 

$0.12386-
$0.08407 
$0.06418 

$0.14505 
$0.86:304 

$0.11;82- ,.,,: ;."~_'. 10:­
SO,07188 $0.08-133 :' ... '. $O.~53 . 20·" 
$0,06226· . ' ... $0.06208:·:, $0.06023 21, 

.. $0 .. 14505· ' '+-'1 

-$0.86304 
'--t.". " . . 

.22 
23 

••••••• •••••• •••• ••••• 11 ••• W... 11 •• ' •••• _... 1 •••• ______ . 
• • It.~ ," 

( . :,:.". , ,::~,. "" i":'.: :.~ 

,,~ '. f .,'-, .. r ';"~~"'" 
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PACIFICGASANo-E~CTRIC'COMPANY 

CURRENT AND' ADOPTED E·1;' NONFIRM' RATES 

L.INE 
NO. 

SCHEOU~ E·10 T NONFIRM 

1 CUSTOMER CHARGE '($!MONTH) 
:2 CURTAILAB~ METER-CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
3 INTERUPTAB~ METER CHARGE ($IMONTH) 
4 MAXIMUM DEMAND CHARGE ($IKW/MONTH) 
5 PEAK DEMA~D CHARGE($I~/MONTH)· 

6 ON·PEAK ENERGY ($IKWH) 
7 PARTIAl,.PEAK ENERGY (SlKWH) 
8 OFF·PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) 
9 UFR CREDIT ($IKWH)UFR'CREDrT'(SlKWH) , 
10 EXCESS ENERGY CHARGE ($IKWHIEVENT) 

1/11Q1 
RATES 

SUMMER 

1/11Q1 

RATES 
WINTER 

S/11Q1 
RATES 

SUMMER 

S/11Q1 
RATES I.INE . 

WINTER NO. 
aa .................................. __..... ........ _" 

S510.oo $510.00 
$100.00 S1'oO.00' 
S200.00 $200.00 
-'SO;70 SO.70 

$2.06 

SO.10674 
SO.07245 $0.06105 
$0.05531 $0.05365 

"$0:00100 
.... , 

$0;00100 
$6.77200 $6,77200 

"',,-- .,', ,., 

",,' , SS10~00:' - i,,: $51,0;00"" .. l' ' , 
' .: $1~~00: :;'\S1;o.00· ' 2 ': 

$200.00 $200.00 3 
SO.60' , 

,-'c. 

"$O;~ - 4<;: ',' 

i,' $2.86', :' /' .. ; >;~. ,-

S 

SO.10307 6, 
", 

$0.07057 . SO.06034 7' 
$0.05388 $0.05226 8 

"$0.00186 ... '$0:00186"' 0' 
$6.77200' "se.77200: 10 

__ ...... _ •• _ •• _ ••• _ •• _ •• _____ 11_11_* _ •• _ •• _ .... _ ... _ •• _. __ ••• _ •• _ •• _ •• _ •• _ ............ "" ....... ___.._ ................. __ ..... 

SCHEDUL.E E·10 P NONFIRM ' ,::".' 

, 1 CUSTOMER CHARGE ($IMONTH) 
'2 CURTAILABI.E METER CHARGE ($IMONTH) 
13 INTERUPTABLE METER CHARGE ($IMONTH), 
14 MAXIMUM DEMAND CHARGE ($IKW/MONTH)-
15 PEAK DEMAND CHARGE ($IKW/MONTH) 

16 ON·PEAK ENERGY ($IKWH) 
17 PARTIAl,·PEAK ENEFIGY ($/I'CWH) 
18 OFF.PEA!< ENERGY ($IKWH) ,. 
10 UFR CREDIT ($IKWH)UFR CREDIT ($IKWH) 
20 EXCESS ENERGY CHARGE ($IKWH/EVENT) 

, ' 

S250.00 
S100.00 

: $200.00 
. $2.80 

$4.83 

SO.10325 
, 

$250.00 
$100.00 
$200.00 

$2.80 

$0.07009 $0.05992 
, . '$0:05340" ., $M5189 

$0.00186 SO.00186 
$8,64033 $8.64933 

~ .~ ." ... 
~. -< j. '.1 I, ~, •• _' " 

$250.00 
$100~00'" 

.' "'$200.00" 
, S3:rO: 

SS.83 

$250.00 11 
\ .. ~ $TOO.OO . "2~ 
, , .. :$200.00' ' 13 ' 

$3'.1'0'- 14: 
15 

• ,. ,'.- '.~. I • 

c , .' 

So,o9Q75 ' ,. '16 ' 
$0.0671' $0.05789'7 
$0.05168 """. '$0:05014"'8' 
$0,00100' ", $0,00186· ,g, 
$8.64033 $8.64033 20 

.f, _ 

.$ •• 1 1 111*1111111111 ..... 1111.". • •• 11"." •• " •••••• 1.1 $1 •• 11 11 .................... 1 ........ ." I 

SCHEDULE E·10 S NONFIRM 

21 CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
22 CURTAltABI.E:METER CHARGE (SIMONTH)· ' 
23 INTERUPTABLE METER CHAFIGE ($IMONTH): 
24 MAXIMUM DEMAND CHARGE (SIKW/MONTH) 
2S PeAK DEMAND CHARGE (SIKW/MONTH) 

26 ON--PEAK ENERGY (SIKWH) 
27 PARTIAL.·PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH)' , , , 
28 OFF·PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) 
29 UFR CREDIT (SIKWH)UFR CREDIT (SlKWH) 
30 EXCESS ENERGY CHARGE ($'KWHIEVENT) 

$280.00 
$'QO.oo 

'S2OO.00 
$3.60 
$4.08 

$0,'2225 
, SO;0829O"'· 

$0.06335 
SO.00186, 
$8.64033 

•••••• II ................... "11 

$280.00 
S1QO.OO 
$200.00 

$3,60 

$0,07005' 
$0.06145 
$0,00186 
$8.64933 

~. . .... 

$280-:00'-" -'~'$280;00·.'· 2'I~ -, 
, ... S'l QO.oo'- .. ~' .- :$1 00,00' '22'­

$200:00,:- ",:··,"S200;00;' '23-
$4.00 $4,00 24 

'SS.08"'·" .. '.'. 25 
" .\1;" .,,' . "\'" 

SO.11821 
... $0.08024' , 

$0.06125 
$0,00186 
$8.6493,3 

26 
"$0;06860 ,- 27 ' 

$0,05942 28 
$0.00186 20 
$8.64933 30 

* ••••• 1.1111* 11."1111111. *11** •• 11111111 ••• 

'. 

• 

• 
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PACIFIC GAS AND' ELECTRIC COMPANY' 
CURRENT AND/AOOPTEO'E·20' FIRM. RATES :,' 

LINE 
NO. 

SCHEDUI.E E·20 T FIRM 

1 CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH).FIRM 
2 MAXIMUM:OEMAND CHARGE (SJKW/MONTH) 
3 ON·PEAKDEMAND CHARGE (SJKW/MONTH) , 

4 ON.PEAK ENERGY (SIKWH) 
S PARTIAL·PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) 
6 OFF·PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) " 

7 ON·PEAKRATE UMIT (SIKWH) 

111101 
'RATES 

SUMMER 

$510.00 
SOjO 
$7:80 

SO.08461 
SO.05743 
$0;04384 

$O;6~07 

111m1 
RATES 

WINTER 

511m1 
RATES 

SUMMER 

$11m, 
RATES LINE 

'WINTER' NO. 

$510.00 ,'$510.00,' S510.00,. ' 1 ," 
$0.70 " " $O.GO,:'- ',,$0;60" 2','~ 

~60 "J,,'''' "3' 

" ',' 'So.o8351: 
$0.04010 $0.05668 
SO.04253 SO.04327. 

',J,,, 4" 
$0.04846, S 
$O~04"~ 6, 

.,~.! • 

SO.6~07' " '/ ."'" 7 ' 
" r" , ", 

" , 

_____ ._11_. _**._. ___________ ... _ ...................... _....-.. .............. . 
SCHEDULE E·20 P FIRM 

8 CUSTOMER CHARGE ($IMONTH) 
g MAXIMUM DEMAND CHARGE (SIKW/MONTH) 

10 ON.PEAK DEMAND CHARGE (SlKW/MONTH), 

'1 ON.PEAK,ENERGY (SlKWH)', 
12 PARTIAL· PEAK ENERGV ($/KWH) 
13 OFF.PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) 

14 AVERAGE RATE LIMIT (SII(WH) 'S ON·PEAK RATE UMIT ($'KWH) 

S22O.oo 
S2.a0 

'S0.50 

$0~"033S 
$0.07015 
$0.05355 

$0.12663 
S0:85880 

S220.00 
$2.80 

SO.05Qga 
S0.051 05 , 

S220.OO"$220.OO,' 8" 
$3,10 $3,10 0 

,$10,50.~:·":' '.', ' 10 : 
. ...... :,' .... " 

, SO~10032.. "", 11 
$O.oesOQ- , . ,$0.05822\" 12',' 
$0;051 ga' :"', ," S0;05043 1,3 ' 

$O.1~63: ' 
$0.85880' , " 

14 ' 
15· 

________________ ••• _ •• _ •• _ •• _11_ ••• _ ... _",,_ .. ,,_ ... _ .... _ •• _.,, __ .. _ .. ___ * &.& 11*11*1' 

SCHEOUt.E E·20 S FIRM> 

'6 CUSTOMER CHARGE ($/MONTH)' 
17 MAXIMUM OEMAND CHARGE ($'KW/MONTH) 
18 ON·PEAK DEMAND CHARGE (SlKW/MONTH) 

, ,. 

, $330.00" .' $330.00'" " .. $330:00'" .... $330.00' '16-
$3.60 $3.60 $4;00" ',$4.00 17" 

$10.20 '1'.20 '8 

10 ON-PEAK ENERGY (SJKWH)' $O~11.1D3 

$0.075;13 
SO.058oo 

$0.1,0822);. .' .~_ ·,'.t'\, 1Q'·' , , 
~ PARTlAL·PEAJ( ENERGY (SIKWH) 
21 OFF.PEAK ENERGY (SIKWH) 

22 AVERAGE RATE LIMIT ($/KWH) 
23 ON-PEAK RATE UMIT (SIKWH), 

•• at • ld • , 1 '11'& 

SO.12M3 
$0.88304 

$0.0649& . $0;07350 '., $0;06284 . 20' 
$O.O~26"··, $0;05610: " "$0.05443 .. 21' 

- "~I • .,.": ',"r' 

$0.12663 22 
',":: 

$0.86304' .;- ., ':23'::,"' 
" -"",, '. 

. ,,"\.,. .' .. ,-. 
," 
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LINE 
NO. 

1 
2 
3 
4 
S 

6 
7 
8 
0 
10 

11 
12 
13 
14 
1S 

16 
17 
18 
'9 
20 

21 
22 
23 
24 
2S 

26 
27 
28 
~ 
30 

PACIFICGASAND ELEeTRICCOMPANV" 
CURRENT ANDAOOPTEDE·20NONFIRM.RATES 

1m91 1/1191 S/'1/91 snm 
RATES RATES RATES RATES LINE 

SUMMER WINTER SUMMER WINTER NO •. 

SCHEDULE E·20 T NON FIRM 
• ",," C\,' ., • 

~ '" '" ~~'-

CUSTOMER CHARGE ($IMONTH) • $510.00 $510.00 ·$5l0;00·,.'· $510.00·: 1: :.~ 

CUFlTAIL.ABl.E METER-CHARGE (SIMONTH) $100.00 $Too~OO' $1.00.00 :~.:i:· $1:g0;OO 2\, 

INTeRUPTABLE METER CHARGE (SIMONTH) $200.00 $200.00' . ' ,S200.oo-::; ·····$200.00· . 3' '.' 
MAXIMUM DEMAND CHARGE (SlKW/MONTH) $0.70 $0.70 SO.60 SO.60 4 

PEAK DEMAND CHARGE ($lKW/MONTH) $:1;01 $3~1" : .,.1:. '. S· 
, "', -. '.' .",:" '/ " ',",.. : . .' "'.-, 

\ " "",,", 

ON·PEAK ENEFIGY ($/KWH} , $0.08256 $0.0814&' .~ ,/' -' . \, " '. 6 ~. 

PARTIAL·PEAK ENERGY (SlKWH) $0.05602 $0.04760 S0.05527 SO.04725 7 

OFF·PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) .. $0.04276 SO.04147 $O~04210 _ SO.04002'" :8: 

UFR CREDIT ($!KWH) SO.001136 So.o0186 So,o0186· $0.00186 0 
EXCESS ENERG'V'CHARGE ($'KWHIEVENT) $6'.77200' .. $6'.77200 .. $6;77200" . ..•. $6:77200' '''10'' 

. '. 
1111 1 111'1'1' •• ," ••••••• 1 ." .... 

SCHEDULE E·20 P NONFIRM /: '''' ,,,, /"'. 

. ~ " 
<" '/' I,'.,' .-: .. C ",' ' ... , 

'. .,. ~J • ', .. ' 

CUsrOMER CHARGE ($IMONTM) $220.00 $220.00· . ':-" $220.00-: .. ,I \$220.00, ··w~.· 

CURTAlLABLE METER CHARGE (SIMONTH) $100.00 $100.00 $100.00 S100.00 12 
INTERUPTABLE MEiER-CHARGE (SJMONTH) $200.00 $200.00 $200.00" ··:$200.00' 13< 
MAXIMUM DEMAND CHARGE (SIKW/MONTH) . '$2'.80 $2.80 '.·$3.1'0· .. .• ",$3.1.0, 14 
PEAK DEMAND CHARGE (SlKW/MONTH) S6A3 S7,4$' ~ , ,., .~: ;",', 15.' 

ON.PEAK ENERGY ($'KWH) $0.005;0 SO.00206'· •• ' I '.<". 
. " -16-·, 

PARTIAL·PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) $O.06S·1~ $0.05571 $0.06310 .' . SO;05305 17: 
OFF·PEAK ENERGY ($!KWH) $0.04074 $0.04825 SO.04817 $0.04673 18 
UFR CREDIT ($/KWH) ... , "$0'.001'86 -, ,. '10.00186 ' ... SO;OOT86' , . , ... $0:00186' . "9" 

EXCESS ENERGY CHARGE ($'KWHIEVENT) SS.64033 $8.64033 $8.64033; .. :$8.64033· 20 .' . 

.... .. . ........................... " ........................ _ .. _ . ..-..... ... 
SCHEDULEE·2O $ NONFIFIM 

~ ~ , j • " .' -', 

.' ., 1-" ",... "" " i' ., ,.' .. ~ " 

CUSTOM EFt CHARGE (SIMONTH) $3:30.00 $330.00 $330.00 $330.00 21 
CURTAlLABLE MEiER-CHARGE ($'MONTH) S'rgo;oo $190.00 $1 go.OO' .: .. ·:S1$0.00< 22' .. : 
lNTeRUPTABtE MEiER.CHARGE (SIMONTH): $200.00 $200,00 ' -$200.00: :.~: S200.00.:'ZV 
MAXIMUM'DEMAND CHARGE(SIKW/MONTH).: :$3.60 $3.60 .$4',00' . -~""'$4:00' . 24:':; 
PEAK OEMAND CHARGE (SlKW/MONTH) SS.28 $6.28 2S 

.. . -:.' ~" ""." '" -
'" I,' , .", 

ON~PEAK ENERGY (SlKWH) $0.1070, $0,10336 "',',. _ ........... "26G 

PARTIAl.·PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) $0.07264 $0.06210 $0.07016 $0.05008 27 
OFF·PEAK'ENERGY ($/KWH) , SO~0554S $0.05379' $0;05355·',.· '$O;051gej' . '28'" 

UFR CREDIT ($'KWH) $0.00186 $0.00186 $0.00186 $0.00186· 29 
exCESS ENERGY CHARGE (SlKWHIEVENT) $9.64033 $9.64933 $8.64033 $8.64933 30 

........... . ..... . ......................... "' .................. -

,.' • 

• 

" .. 

". ... 
" . ~ 
... 11' 

• 
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PACIFIC GAS ANOEL.ECTRIC-COMPANY 
CURRENT ANO ADOPTEO' E·2S RATES 

, 1/1;01 

RATES 
SUMMER 

1/1;01 
FlATES 

WINTER 

511/01 
RATeS· 

SUMMER 

'_I' , " 
'., ... ' .. "( .... ~ " '," 

511/01 
RATES UNE- '_, 

WINTER NO. 

1 CUSTOMER CHARGE ($IMONTH) '$510.00 
, $0.70 

.$7.80 

$510.00 '. '.$51.0.00- " ' .'.$510;00':1: ' 
2 MAXIMUM DEMANO CHARGE (SlKW/MONiH) 
3 ON·PEAK DEMANO CHARGE (SlKW/MONTH) 

4 ON·PEAK ENERGY (SIKWH) 
5 PART·PEAK ENERGY (SIKWH) 
6 OFF·PEAKENERGY (SII('NH)' 

7 ON·PEAK RATE I.IMIT (SlKWH) 

. SO.70', -.: ·SO.80; ..: ; $0.60 '2 

$0.12667 
$0.07408 SO.06334-
SO.05655 So.o5486 

SO.62907 

'. ,:' ,:::SS;50'~" '.: :'.;~: "-" :: 3 , , 
. "., . "'~ .. 

, • I' ,.' • ,,",;, .... ,'.' , .. ," . 

$0.12340- 4 
$0.07220,,':,SO.061"73 $. 
SO.05612' . '.,$0.05347" . 6 ' 

$0.62907 7 

± 1 l1111111111111J11111111111 111 .................................. __... ...................................... ....--. 

SCHEOULE E·25P·" ," P» •••••• I' ._ • 

8 CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONiH) S250.00 
~ MAXIMUM OEMANO CHARGE (SlKW/MONTH) ~80 
10 ON·PEAK,OEMAND CHARGE '(SlKW/MONTH) SO.50 

11 ON·PEAK ENERGY ($IKWH) $0~'2964 
12 PART·PEAK ENERGY (SlKWH) SO.07582 
13 OFF·PEAK ENERGY (SII('NH) So.o5787 

14 AVERAGE RATE I.IMIT(SlKWH) SO.1'2663 
1 S ON.PEAK RATE LIMIT ($IKWH) SO.85889 

$250.00 
S2.80 

$0.06482 
SO.05614 

. 1, ''-'" '_ 

$250.00 $250.00 8 
", ,'$3.,1 0 ":~; $3.10,' :Q: 

,': $10;50 ;;' 10 
" ,-" ~ /, • '. ! • • I • 

• \J,",". >' J" 

$0.1'2558: .: _ , : '\ ',,~ ". ." 11': 
$0.07344 SO.06279 12 
So.o5606· " .', SO.0543Q' ," 13 .' 

$0.12663', :' 14'. 
SO.8588Q 15 

•••••• "1111.1 11.... • •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• * ....................................... _ ...... .... 

SCHEOUI.E E·25S 

16 CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
17 MAXIMUM OEMAND C!;ARGE ($IKW/MONTH) 
18 ON·PEAK OEMANO CHARGE (SlKW/MONTH)' 

1~ ON·PEAK ENERGY (SlKWH) 
20 PART·PEAK ENERGY (SIKWJot) 
21 OFF·PEAK ENERGY (SlKWH) 

22 AVERAGE RATE LIMIT ($/KWH) 
23 ON·PEAK RATE I.IMIT (SIKWH) 

S280.00 
$3.60 
~0.20 

SO~'4:l76 
$0.08407 
SO.06418 

" 

$O;'~63 
SO.863Q4 

$280.00 S280.00 
$3.60 $4.00 

.• $1:1:.20 " 
t .. "...,. .. 

" .. 
" '$0,'3007' 

SO.071'88. ,(.' ·SO.08133, '" 
$0.06225 So.o6208 

,.,r'; .. 
" 

SO."2663, . 
SO;863Q4~' 

.. 
:$280;00 16,' 

$4.00 17 
. , ;'; ':', :.:;'.T~r: ,'\, ., 

'.' , ... .. 
I". " I .• 

" ". , ,':"0'·' , ,J , ' ~ ,'.' 

',. "$0:06953 ~20" 

$0.00023 21 
.' ,~. J" , 

,.--
.. /' " . ",': . 22-

23 

., ,..... • • J" , • ~ 

•.• , ~"'.' 'La. ~ .. ~ .,~ ... ,' ,~~., ... >.,~ ........ , ......... ,~ •.• ~ ••.••• , ..... ( ... ·~ .. " ........ 4 •••• ""' ... " .. " ........ " .. /",,~ ... >., .. ,·,· ..... · ...................... , ........ ~ •• 
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PACIFI~GASAND,ELECTRIC COMPANY 
CURRENT ANOAOOPTEO'E·2&RATES 

L.INE 
NO. 

SCHEOULE E·2$T 

1 CUSTOMEA.:CHARGE.($IMONTH) " 
2 CUR'rAII.ABL.E MEiER CHARGE (SlMON:r1-t) 
3 MAXIMUM DEMAND CHARGE ($IKW/MONTH) 
4 ON·PEAK DEMAND CHARGE ($IKW/MONTH) 

S ON·PEAK ENERGV (~) 
6 PART.PEAK.ENERGV:($IKWH} 
7 OFF·PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) 

8 EXCES.$ DEMAND CHARGE I KWH 

, ·1/1/91 
. RATES 

SUMMER 

$510.00 
'$1;0.00 

·$0.70 
$4.33 

$0."360 
50.05641 
50.04306 

1/111~1 

RATES 
WINTER ....... 

511jQ1 
RATES 

SUMMER 

Sl1jQ1 
RATES L.INE ' 

WINTER NO •.. ' 
• ••••••• " * ................. ..... , '''''' 

',' .,'" "I • 

".", 

$51 0.00$510.00~ • $510~00; ". 1 ~, 
$190;00' .. ', $100.00·::,-,:· .. ·$100;00">2: 
" SO.70,' .... "$O.60~'·/ :,''::'·$0:60:3,: 

$5.13 4 
, ":, ,,,/ ... 

50;0~02' , ,/ .- '5, 
50.04823 50.055~:{: .~ SO'.04758 . 6 
$0.04176 50.0424Q $0.04121 7 

, . .. , , . ~ , 

.... ", f ,," 

$4.00070 $4.00070 $4.00070 8 

1'* •••••••• • •••••• , 111 ........... ". 111 ............ ". 11.... ............. • •••• 

SCHEDULE E·2GP 

o CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
10 CURTAILABL.E MEiERCHARGE ($IMONTH) 
11 MAXIMUM DEMAND CHARGE ($IKW/MONTH) 
12 ON·PEAK DEMAND CHARGE ($/KW/MONTI-t) 

13 ON·PEAK ENERGY (SlKWI-t) 
14 PART·PEAK ENERGY ($IKWH) 
15 OFF·PEAK ENERGV ($/KWH) 

16 EXCESSOEMANDCHARGef~H . , 

$220.00 
, , $1·QO.00 

52.80 
S7.27 

·,SO.12068 
50.06650 
$0.05083 

" 
,.~ , 

$6.27077 

,S220.00 ... , S220.00':':''-:/''-S220;00 >o.'! 
$1'00.00' '.' .. ,' $100~00':\ '.:.:1 :, :5100;00:' . 10" 

52.S0 $3.10 $3.10 11 
$8:27:' ",:.: ~. :'" 12" 
" >, .,:" ';' ~' :,: >,;~ ;" .... 

$O.OQ4~:' .' " <' 13·: 
50.0S6Q4 SO.06447 50.05512 14 
$O.04g31 S0.04922:· '.'.: $0;04775' . 15, 

. '. ,- '-', ... ,/~'. ~. 

S6.27077 $6.27077 $6.27077 16 
, ..... , ••• ron' 

,',",', 'w • . :,' , 

Jd d •••• •••• .......... d l1d d ••••••••• " .. ".. •••••••••••• •••• • ....... . 

SCHEOUL£ E·26$. 
, ..... ,--, 
,I, ". 

17 CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
18 CURTAIL.A81..E METER CHARGE ($IMONTI-t) 
,g MAXIMUM DEMAND CliAAGE ($IKW/MONTH) 
20 ON.PEAKDEMANO CHARGE (SI~/MONTl-t) 

2'! ON.PEAK ENERGV ($I~I-t) 
22 PART·PEAK ENERGY ($IKWH) 
Z OFF-PEAK ENERGV (S/KWIo4) 

24 EXCESS'DEMAND CHARGE rK'N~r ' 

, :$330.00 
$190.00 

':$3.60 
$6;63 

SO.1433g 
$0.07366 
$0.05623 

$330;00' 
$100.00 

$3.60 

S0.06297 
SO.05454 

$330:00,; ':':':'$330;OO'~ "',7':" 
$100.00 $100.00 18 

$4;00 .::, , ::; • ;$4.00, 1 g;.) 
$7'.63 "::,"< :.. .... , 20 ,. .",~, 

50.10471 2'1 
$0;071 08 .;. ,$0;06077' . 22' 
So.o5425:: ; $O~05264 :,"2:3:: 

• ,.... ...................... 11,. ................................... 1 * 

• 

• 
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PACIFIC GAS ANO.·ELECTRIC:COMPANY 
CURRENT AND'ADOPTEO'STANOBV RATeS· :. 

LINE 
NO. 

•. ",""g, 
RATES 

.. ··SOMMER···· 

",""g" 511"g1 5/1/01· i 
RATES RATES RATES ~INE 

WINTER"'" ···SUMMER" ,,·····WINTER:' NO • 
II • 111d •••••••••••••••• "1 .11.1." _ ....................... _... ....... ' •• '1111 •• "." 

SCHEOULE S-TRANSMISSION 

'I CONTRACT CAPACrrv CHARGE ($IKW/MO.) 

2 ON·PEAK FlATE ~IMITER ($/KWH) 
',.' ,'" 

1 1 

SCHEDULE S- PRIMARY 

3 CONTRACT CAPACrrvCHARGE ($/KWIMO.) 

4 ON·PE'AK'RATC L1MITER ($/KWH) 

$0.70 $0.70 

$0.62907 

",'t, ,. { 
"., 1,"-" , . ... ... ' .... , .. 

$0.60 SO.60 

••• 11111' ill' ..................... " ............... __ _ 

. ~$2.80 $2.80 

·$O.8SS8g .. · .. ···...... . .. $0:8'SS80'" ... " ......... "'4" 
, .. " ..... -" ... , 
.,," ".J h, ~ _ 

_ ..... _ ....... _ ... , , ..... ______ ............ _ ......... __ ................ a_, .... _ .... i_I ......... _........ ................ * ................ _ •••••••••••• 

SCHEOU/:'c·S· SECONDARY 

5 CONTFIACTeAPACrrvCHARGE ($IKW/MO.) 

6 ON·PEAK FlATE ~IMITER ($/KWH) 

.' $3.60 

$0.86304 

,. 'c', . "-::; ,.:" .... · .. t::"" :,.",' 
~f:; r""'·J' I 

______ ~ ___________ .~ ... ld~lI~1J~UH._ .. _ .. _._ •• _ ........ _ .. _ ...... __ .... ~.""U~ ________ • __ ~ __ __ 

,.1.-. '"I 
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PACIFIC GASANO EL.ECTRIC COMPANY 
CURRENT ANI>AOOPTEO AGRICUl.TUFlAL. FlATES 

LINE 
NO. 

1",g1 
FlATES 

SUMMER 

VI,g1 
RATES 

WINTER 

511101 
RATES 

SUMMER 

SI1IQ1 
RATES LINE 

WINTER NO .. " ____________________ H_H_11_111 ___________ 11_. __ 'a_n _______ ._ •• _ •• _ .. _ .. _ .. _ •• _ ... _ •• _ .. _ .. _ .. _ .. _ .. _ .. _._ 

SCHEDULE AGo1a . 

, CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) $10,00 
. , . 

MAXIMUM DEMAND CHARGE 
2 SECONDARY VOLTAGE ($IKWIMONTH)·:. $2.55 
3 PRIMARVVOLTAGE OISCOUNT (SlKW/MONTH NA 

4 ENERGV CHARGE (SlKWH) 

5 RATE LIMITER ($ll(WH) , 

SO,11883 

S1,12804 

".1 •.• " .• " "., .... _.~ ,¥ ...- • 

S10,OO $10,00 S10.00 , 
., ,,-'"1''' " 

S1,75 : ",$2;.55,\' .:,7';·,,"$1.J'S' ,2:, 
NA $0.40 S0.25 3 

SO., 1883 SO.1 1883':' '~$O.nSSS:':4·· 

S1".12804 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 11 .................... ad 

SCHEOULE AGoRa 

6 CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
7 METER CHARGE (SIMONiH) 
8 ON·PEAK DEMAND CHARGE (SlKW/MONTH) 

$10,00 
S5.10 

";~5S 

$10.00 
S5.10 

,," ," 

'·S"O;OO';:~, " .:-:S1,O,OO'>6: 
$5,'0 $5,10 7 

;, $2.55 '" ':.' '-; .~,,\.;. '8' 

MAXIMUM OEMAND CHARGE ($II(W/MONiH) " ';, " !" ,,'C 
Q SECONDARY VOLTAGE (SlKWIMONTH) $2.55 S1.75 S255 $1.75 g 
10 PRIMARY -VOLTAGE o ISCOU NT ($IKW/MONTH •.. ,"" ... NA- .... " .. '. Nk ..... SO:4O''' ...... • '''$O~''''''O' 

11 ON·PEAK ENERGV (SIKWH) 
12 PART·PEAK ENERGV ($IKWI-l) 
13 OFF-PEAK ENERGV (SIKWH) 

14 RATE LIMITER ($IKWH) 

50.28380 

SO,08347 
SO.on32 
SO.0614Q 

S1,12804 

S0.28380 

SO,08347 

S1.12804 

l' 
$0.07'732" 12 
S0,06140 13 

S1.12804 14 

_ •• _._ •• _ ••• _ •• _. _ •• _ •• _. i_I ._ •• _ •• _ ••• _ •• _ •• _. i_a 1 __ ,_ .. _. u_. '_"_.'_.'_1._11_11_' •• _ •• _ •• _ •• _ •• _ ................................ _ ................ . 

• , " ...... 

• 

• 
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PACIFICGASANO EL.ECT.RIC COMPANY. 
CURRENTANO AOOPrEO AGRICUL.TURAL. RATES· 

1.INE 
NO. 

i'l.1 L • ••••••••••••• ••••• , 
• <,', 

SCHEOU!.E AG-VS 

1 CUSTOMER CHARGE ($IMONTH) 
2 METER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
3 ON·PEAK OEMANO CHARGE (SlKW/MONTH) 

MAXIMUM OEMANO CHARGE ($'KW/MONTH) 
4 SECONOARYVOL.TAGE,($IKWIMONTH). 
5 PRIMARY VOL.TAGE;OISCOUNT ($IKW/MONTH 

6 ON·PEAK ENERGY ($IK'NH} 
7 PART·PEAK ENERGY ($IKWH) 
8 OFF·PEAK ENERGY ($/KWH) 

Q RATE 1.IMITER ($IKWH) . 

111m 
RATES 

SUMMEI=! 
1 1111 114111 

$10.00 
SS.10 
$2.55 

$2.55 
NA 

$0.25W 

SO.0784~ 

.$1.'.2804 

111/Q' 
RATES 

WINTER 

SI,/Q' 
RATES 

SUMMER 

Sl1I'Q' 
RATES l.lNE 

WINTER NO~ 
• •••••••••••••• 111111 •••••••••••• 

$'0.00 
$5.'0 

, 
$1.75 

NA 

$0.0750' 
$0.05064 

$1.12804 

S1.0.00 . .$1.0.00 .. 1 . 
SS.10 . .. ~ $S.1.0 . .2.~ 

.. $2.55': ..... ,'. ~.:./ ... 3' '. 

$0.25~.. . .•.. A· ••• . : 6,:. 
. . . SO.07501 ... 7 .. , 

$0.0784~ ":: SO.05Q64.. 8-" 
, ' ,.. " 

$1.12804. '.' ... S1..12804, . g 
"'- ~. 

• • ...... , / 't ........ , - t. ~, • ~, -, ________ ._ .. _.1_ ... _ .. _ .. _._ .. _.&_ .. _ .. _ .. _ .... _ .. _ .. _"._ .. _ .. _ .. _ .. _ ... _ .. _ .. _ .. _ .. _ .. _ ... _._'_.1_"_ .. "_ ... _._-_ ......... .... 
SCHEOUl.E.AG-4S- ... . .... 

10 CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
" METER.CHARGE ($IMONTH) 
12 ON·PEAK DEMAND CHARGE ($'KW/MONTH) . . 

MAXIMUM OEMAND CHARGE ($IKW/MONTH) 
13 SECONDARY V01.TAGE ($IKW/MONTH) 
14 PRIMARYV01.TAGEDISCOUNT ($IKW/~ONTH 

1S ON~PEAKENERGY ($IKWH) 
16 PART· PEAt< ENERGY ($IKWH) 
17 OFF·PEAK ENERGY (SIK'NH) 

18 RATE l.lMrTER ($IKWH) 

$'0.00 
$5.'0 
. S2.SS 

$2.55 
NA 

$0.21011 

$10.00 
$5.10 

.. $1.75 
NA 

$o.o6Q17 
SO.065-72 $0.05400 

$'.'2804 $1.12804 

$10.00 . '. ""S10;00': ;0 '.' 
S5.1.0 ..... $5,,10- .. 1.' . 

," \'""L' ,,' T ' ... . 

S2.sS. , ,.. .. " ~. .... '\.2 . 
.......... ,.' .' ,,", ,.or', ... ,.' ." 

. $2.55.· .. , ,$1.75 ... ·13 
.. $0~40 ':: .':: ,: .. $0.25. ,,14 . ...... , .,,' ....... '. '. 

, .... ~, "'., ~... "~" J".. .'" 

$0.210" .• ,;.- r'" ,: :"5 

..$0.06~t7. • .16 .. 
SO.0657,2./ .' ~~.o~~;·' ... '7,.: 

( , '. i. ., .,', , ... , • ,. ~" 

S1.12804· '$1~12804' '18" 
, ." .~"/ ",' 1 • -:"~' I " __ ._,,_ •• _.,_,. _________ ._.1_. _ •• _ •• _,._ •• _ ••• _ •• _. __ 11 •• _ •• _.,_,._ •• _ ••• _ •• _ .................. ....._..-.. ., 

SCH EOU\.E AG-4C 

,g CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
20 METER CHARGE ($IMONTH) 
21 ON-PEAl< OEMANO CHARGE ($IKW/MONTH) 

MAXIMUM OEMAND CHARGE ($IKW/MONTH) 
22 seCONOARYVOL.TAGE(SlKW/MONTH). 
23 PRIMARY; V01.TAGE'OISCOUNT ($IKW/MONTH 

24 ON.PEAK ENERGY ($IKWIo4) 
2S PART·PEAl< ENERGY (SIKWH) 
26 OFF·PEAKENERGY ($!KWH) 

f f 

$10.00 
$5.10 

. $2.55 

.$2.55 
NA 

$0,21011 
$0.0Q451 
$0.061,23 

$10,00 
$5.'0 

........... "\ , .... ~,."'., .~""~ ......... , ... '"~"., ........ ,., .. ,,~ .. 
$10.00.$10.00 ... 19 
$5.10··· .. $5:10·· 20' 

.' ... $2.5.5 "'?:'.: i.·· . .. : •. 2~ .. ,:, 

S1'.75 .. , $255:. ·:.:::'0>·,:$1.:75·,~· 
NA '. $0.40'.' .. : .. .; .::$0.25" 23 

SO.06Q17 
So.o54W 

I ... • -\0", ".,."", ,M ,_'. • 

27 FlATE L.IMITER.($lKWH} .. , ............ $1..12804 ..$1.~'.2804. $1 ~12804 ...... ' .$1_'1.2804 ... 27 

.'1'1 •• '.1 J •••••• , ••••••••• " ................................ ",. ••••••••••••••••••••••••• _ •••••• .,"''''.11 •••• 
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PACIFIC GASANO EI:.ECTRICCOMPANY 
CURREN"!" ANO ADOPTED AGRICtlLTURAl. RATES 

LINE 
NO. 

1111 ••• 

SCHEDULE AG-SS 

, CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
2 METER CHARGE ($'MON"rH) 
3 ON·PEAK DEMAND CHARGE ($'KW/MONTH) 

MAXIMUM OEMAND CHARGE ($'KW/MONTH) 
4 SeCONOARYVOLTAGE 
S PRIMARY VOLTAGE OISCOUNT 

6 ON.PEAK ENERGY (SlKWH) 
7 PART·PEAK'ENERGY ($'KWH) 
a OFF·PEAKENERGY ($!KWH) 

Q RATE LIMrreR ($IKWH) 
10 MINIMUM BILL ($'KW,yEAR) 

, '1'1101 11'1~1 5I'Im 5I'1m 
RATES RATES RATES RATES LINE " 

SUMMER,. WINTER" ,.SUMMER ,\yINTER.~~., 
111 •• Jl. • •••••••• ". • ........... 111 ••• " .... _ •••••••••• _ ••••• 

S10.00 
,$S.10 
$2.50 

$6.00 
NA 

$O':t3501 

S10.00 
S5.'0 

/'~" ':" 

'$'1'0:00 " '" $1'0.00:;-;" .'. 
S5.{0"'·: 'S5.'IO" 2"': 
$2.50 ,;,,' ".',. 3" 

$4.05' -, ' , ,. "'$6.00'" ,:;:'.' ;', $4~05: '4 

NA' . 'so.as";" ~ '~:;SO~tiO.', 5 

$0.04040 
SO.13658 .:", < - " '", '6':' 

,,',," . '$0;04062' "7" 
" r, \, 

S0.03Q07 $0.03220 , $0.0391Q' '$0';03230 a' 

$1.12804:" '. "'$,:12804, g' 
. .~ . " 

$1.1'2804 $1.12804 
$0.00 $0.00 10 

.'#~'" ""~''''~''''''~''>(''~''''''~ 

, . 
____ •• _ •• _ •• _ •• _. ___ ._ .. "._ ... _ •• _ •• _ •• _ .......... .....-............ _ ........ --.. ........................ 111111 11 .. 

SCHEOULE AG-SC 

'If CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTM) 
12 METER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 
13 ON·PEAK DEMANO CJolARGE ($IKW/MONTH) 

'4 
15 

MAXIMUM DEMAND CMAAGE ($IKW/MONTM) 
seCONOARYVOLTAGE 
P~IMARY VOLTAGE OlSCOUNT 

16 ON·PEAKENERGY ($IKWM) 
'7 PAAT·PEAKENERGY (SIKWM) 
1a OFF·PEAK ENERGY (SIKWM) 

,~ RATE I.IMITER(SlI(WH) 
20 MINIMUM BILL (SIKWIYEAR) 

$10.00 
'$5,10, 
$2.50 

$6.00 
NA 

$0.,360' 

'~ I '" ,.f~ ... ,", I,' -, " 

$'0.00 $'0.00' " ;~$io.oo'" ,', .'.' 
$S;"O . "$5;10 ,/ ,', SS.,o" 12' 

$2~SO 13 
,~, ":.' '. '.'J""'" '" '.,.J· .. :,/·~l.~.: \;. ,,"! >:,~ ,< 

$4;05 
NA 

$i.oo;,'" '. :;';S4~05 '14 
$0.85 SO.60 15 

~ ~:I"',,~ ,.',,'~ _., ,. \ . .' /~ 

So.o5363 $0.0404Q 
$0:":1658, "/~;!'" '. '16 
$M5379 , ," "SO':04oeZ: '7 
$0.03421S0.03230 . 1 ~ $0.0341' S0.03220 

, '~,' ,.". l' 

.$'.'28Q:$ .... ".S~.!2e,~.. $'.12804 $'.12904,Q 
sO.oo so.oo'" .. " -", '20"" 

••• ,,"' ••••• a. II •••• aa 1 Sf •••••••••••• •••••••••• ........... • ••• 

SCHEOULE AG-6B 
.. ' ,.', 

." 
21 CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) 

MAXIMUM OEMAND CHARGE ($'KW/MONTH) 
22 SECONOARYVOI.TAGE 
23 'PRIMAFlYVOI.TAGE OISCOUNT 

24 ENERGY CJolARGE (SIKWH) 

25 RATE UMITER ($'KWH) 

, $'t0.00 

.. '$6.00 

NA 

$0.06688 

$'1.12804 

$4.05 ' ":><se;oO,"'"~'i ":':s4:05:~: '22 
·"NA' -. / ":;$O.sS":~ r,: ";::$0.60': i 23 

$0.03552 

$1,12804 

___ JJ_ •• _. _ •• _1. _______ •• _. _ •• _._._ •• _ •• _ ............ 1111 ••• ••• ~ ..... 11111 ••••• s. •••• 111 ............ , .... ,- • ~ 

• 

• 
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PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
CURRENT AND ADOPTED REAL. TIME PRICING I=tATES 

'n~' , 1'1/'Q1 M~1 

LINE RATES RATes RATES 
NO. SUMMER WINTER SUMMER ..... 11 lll.aU u. '.11 ............... 11111 a........ . ....... 

SCHEDULE A·FrrP PRIMARY 

1 E·20 CUSTOMER CHARGE (SIMONTH) S22O.00 S220.00 $220.00 
2 OPTIONAL. SERVICE CHARGE ($IMONTH) $275.00 $275.00 $275.00 
3 MAXIMUM DeMAND CHARGE ($IKW/MONTH) S2.80 S2.80 $3.10 

4 BASE ENERGY RATE (SlKWH) So.o0332 So.o0332 So.o0332 

5 ON·PEAK ENEI=tGY MUL.TIPL.IER 2.1577 2.1304 
6 PART.PEAK ENERGY MULTIPLIER 2.'577 '.5787 2.'304 
1 OFF.PEAK ENERGY MULTIPL.IER 1.5787 1,5781 '.5500 

8 LOAD MANAGEMENT PRICE SIGNAL ($!KWH) $0.53 $0.53 
0 TRANSMISSION & DISTRIBUTION ADDER ($IKWI-I) $0.Og204 $0.Og235 

5I1~' 
RATES L.INE 

WINTEI=t NO. 
ld' *1*&111111 

$220.00 1 
$275.00 2 

$3.10 3 

$0.00332 4 

5 
'.5500 6· 
'.5500 7 

8 
9 

11.1 1111.'..... is •••••••••• 1' .............................................................. - ................. .. 

SCHEDULE A·Fm>SECONDARY 

10 E·'O CUSTOMER CHARGE ($IMONTI-I) S280.00 $280.00 S280.00 $260.00 '0 
'1 E·20 CUSTOMER CHAAGE ($IMONTH) $:130.00 $300.00 $330.00 mo.oo 11 

'2 OPTIONAl. SERVICE CHARGE ($IMONTH) S275.00 $275.00 $275.00 $275.00 '2 
13 MAXIMUM DEMAND CHARGE (SIKW/MO.) $3.60 $3.60 $4.00 $4.00 13 

14 SASE ENERGY RATE ($/KWH) $0.00332 $0.00332 $0.00332 $0.00332 ,4 

15 ON.PEAKENERGYMULTIPI.IER 2.1577 2.1304 '5 
16 PART·PEAK ENERGY MU1.TlPI.IER 2.1577 1.5787 2.1304 , .5500 '6 
17 OFF.PEAK ENERGY MU1.TIPLIER '.5787 '.5787 '.5500 '.5500 17 

18 LOAD MANAGEMENT PRICE SIGNAL ($!KWH) SO.53 SO.53 '8 
19 TRANSMISSION & DISTRIBUTION ADDER ($IKWH) So.o0204 SO.Og235 19 

'.IU .. ........ .. 'lII.t •••••••••• " •• ..... . ...... 
(END OF APPENDIX A) 


