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Decision $1-10-006 ~October 1L, 1991 OCT "" 5 '9-91“
BEFORE‘THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION‘OF THE STATE‘OF‘CALIFORNIA

ALJ/BDP/f.3 *

DEAN A. GROSSMAN and
CORAZON S. GROSSYAN, ‘

Complaxnants,w,,. o T

vs. o Case '90m05=018: ini it o

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON e
COMPANY ’ ’ . !
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‘and- QexezsmLJL_Janzgi_sam for: i
themaelves, complainants. . 3 .
n ’ Amtorney at Law, for
Southern California Edison Company, o
defendant. o -
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Dean A. Grossman and Corazon S Grossman (Grossmans) ‘
allege that Sou?hern Caliﬂornia Ediaon Company (deson) overcharged
them for a per;od of approx;mately 10 years for electrxc ~service
provided to Coxkill Park in Desert Hot Springs. = ...

A public hearing was held before an adm;n;strat;ve law
judge on January 14, 1991, in Los Angeles.

Edison has two mastexr meters which sexve electricity to
mobile home and recreational vehicle (RV) spaces in the park. One
master meter serves 96 mobile homes in the front section of the
park. The other master metexr serves Ll8 spaces in the: rxeax: sect;on
of the park; 28 of these spaces have mobile homes and the” remaining
90 spaces are for RVs. Of.the 90 RV spaces,mov9r~50%} are.rented .
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on annual leases, three to 10 spaces are rented by the-month for:.:
tenancies that last up to, nlne months, of ‘the. year:; .one or two .
spaces are rented o overnlght tenants durlng weekend, in the
winter months:; and the remaining spacee are vacant.\“ “””1; Lo
Every space in the park is submetered and all tenants are
separately billed by the park for electrlclty used. Both front and
reaxr sections were fully submetered prior to 1978. '
When the Grossmans purchased the park ln.February l978
both master meters were on the same rate schedule, Schedule .-
No. A=6B. The schedule had a built-in margln to cover submetering
expense and lifeline allowances.2 Edison provxded the Grossmans
with a Monthly Billing Chart, so that tenants served by both master
meters could be billed at the'same"rate and' receive lifeline
allocations as Edlson s domestlc servxce customere. f?j“'vﬂ
Effective January'1979 pursuant to Declslon,(D )y 89711,
in Edison’s test year 1979 general rate case, Schedule No. A-6B was
terminated. Edison placed the master metexr serving the front
section of the park on a domestic sexvice schedule, Schedule .
No. DMS, and the master meter servxng the rear sectlon on a
nondomestic service schedule, Schedule No. GS-2.° Edlson Stlll
continues to provide a Monthly Billing Chart which includes =~
baseline allowances,4 and in addxtlon prov;des a chart that
lncludes low-lncome allowances. ‘ T
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2. Advice Letter No. 433-=E for Schedule No. A=-6 cites: the\ ST
llfellne decisions D.86087 and D.86760. . R
3 - Schedule No. DMS had a lifeline allowance and was. ln:ended Loxr

multl:amlly accommodations where all the single-family
acconmodations are submetered. In contrast, Schedule No. &S=2 has
no lifeline allowance and does not allow submetering.

4 Baseline replaced lifeline in 1985 (D.84-12-066).
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' Not' until Novenmber 1989, when' tenants :.n the rear sect:.on
of the park applied to Edison for low-income allowance ™ ~"¥°" RO
determznatzonp, did ‘the Grossmans become aware ‘that the two’ master
meters were on different rate schedules. Low—lnceme allowances‘““
(and baseline allowances) are not available on Schedule No. Gs-z,
which is the rate schedule for the master meter scrvmng thc-rear .
section ¢of the park. To overcome the problem, Edison applmed all
the low-inceme allowances to the master meter serving the front
section of the park. lLater, after explaining that ”although the
users qualified, the meter did noet,” T‘<:hsc'm thhdrew the low-mncomec"'
allowances for the master meter servzng the’ rear section. R

' The Grossmans estimate that between January 1979 and
November 1990, Edison overcharged them $91, 090.80. They requcst
that Edison be ordered to refund overcharges for service prov;ded
by the master meter serving the rear’ sect;on of the park and to
reinstate that meter on a domestic schedule Schedule No DMS 1,
which is closed to new installations. ‘ R s

According to the Grossmans, without'any‘exﬁlanafieh'erv‘
notice, Edison changed the classification of the meter serv;ng “the =
rear section to nenre51dent;al. Also, the Grossmans argue tnat by -
providing the Monthly Billing Chart, Edison ”d;ctated” how the :
tenants should be billed, but failed to inform’ the Grossmans that
after 1978 the chart should not be used to blll tenants ;n the rear‘“
section. h -

Edison disputes the Grossmans' assertions that they were o
never notified of the change in ‘their rate schedules. "It is
Edison’s standard practice to either insert notification in every
affected customer’s bill or send the customer a letter whenever a

rate schedule is significantly revised or replaced by a new
schedule. Moreover,.each bill that the customer receives, elearly,w"
displays the applxcable schedule number and rate under-whach that }xm
customer is belng bllled. ¢”jaj“" ‘ : - T
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. Further, Edison argues. that.rf the Grossmans had made a
slmple comparason of the aggregate monthly charges to the;r tenants
with Edison’s actual charges, they would have soon.dlscovered,the

discrepancy. Edison believes that it is only reasonable that the . .
owners of 1:1'1;-F busanes assume responslb;laty te. ensure that therxe

are no s;cnxfmcant dlscrepanCLes Jbetween the amount they pay for

their tenants' electr;cxty and the revenues they rece;ve Lrom thelr

tenants

issue, the Grossmans had reasonable alternatlves whach would have ,
allowed them to recover the. full amount of Edison’s charges.,_,,ﬂﬁ

CO

Fxrst the Grossmans could have rewmred thc reax. section

of the park to take advantage of a lower domestlc rate. . The .

28 moblle heome spaces could have been on one master nmeter,. and,the >;

90 RV spaces could have been served by another master meter.ﬁ, ,
o Second the Grossmans could have. included the cost of
electr;c;ty as a fixed monthly chaxge ln each tenants’ space rent
for the rear section. The submeters, could have been used xo
analyze the tenants’ past consumpt*on so that the fixed monthly B
charge was based on the tenants’. forecasted use. . These‘optlons

have been available to the Grossmans since they purchased. the, park-

with regard to current rate schedules, Edison’s position .

is that that the RV spaces cannot be submetered since there is no ..

such schedule available and the rear section of the park does not .
qualify for Schedule Nos. DMS-l or DMS=-2 master-metered dlscounted

sexrvice for moblle home parks. Edlson argues that these S

5 Only RV‘parks quallfled by Edison przor to December 7 1981, ,
may submeter and individually bill tenants under: Schedule s o oo i
No. DMS=l. Schedule No. DMS=1 was closaed to new installations = . . ..
after December 7, 1981l. Schedule No. DMS=~2 applies to mobile homes
only. Therefore, there is no schedule currently open that permits
submetering in RV parks.

And,Edason po;nts our that dur;ng the lo-year pcrlod at
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ochedules requlre the smngle-famlly moblle home accommodatxons;w”;JU
within the park 'to meet the’ deflnltlon ot a mult;ramlly R
accommodatzon, which excludeﬂ RVs and enterpr;ses cater;ﬁé to '
trans;ent tenants. Edlson s Rule No. 1 specmflcally deflnes' R

Mult;famlly Accommodatzon as:

”An apartment buxldlng, duplex, moblle home
park, or any other group- of - permanent .. -
residential single-family. dwellings located
upon a single premises, prov;d;ng the
residential dwellings therein meet the
requirements for a single-family dwellmng or
accommodatlon. ¢

hotels, motels, residential
hotels, guest or resort.ranches, marinas,
tourist camps, recreational vehicle parks,
campgrounds, halfway houses, rooming houses
boarding houses, institutions, dormitories,
rest or nursing homes, military barracks,. Qx

(Rule No. 1, emphasis added.)

Edison points out that"the rear section of the park fails
to meet the criteria for a mobile home park- in two d;stlnct ways.
First, that section has 90 RV spaces, thereby v;olatlng the
requirement that RV parks cannot be part and parcel of mobile home
parks. Second, the Grossmans have admitted that at least some of -
their spaces are rented to transient tenants. 'Therefore, Edison '
contends that the rear section, 'as it presently exists, must be
served under Edison’s general service rate schedule (nondomestic),
and, thus the'Grossmans are not entitled to-the.-master-metexr . = . !
discount. for submetering their temants:in the rearof the park.

Regarding a refund, Edison’s position is that the
Grossmans are asking that the rest of Edison’s ratepayers to
subsidize the artificially low energy charges that the Grossmans
billed the rear section tenants. , §
 “We believe that the Grossmans have a vaImd complalnt.vuk |
Our review leads to the conclusion that asmde from not g;v;ng the «




C.90-05-018 ALJ/BDP/f.s

Grossmans proper notice when. they transferred the rear sectlon of

[N S e

the park to a nondomestlc schedule, Edlson 1ncorrectly applled lts
tariff rules that were effectlve ln 1978 and 1979.f In reach;ng
this conclu51on,_we considered several factors.: o ”"w N
First, in 1978, prmor ‘to the change 1n class;fmcatmon,d
the rear section of the park wasrsubmetered in accordance w1th .
Edison’s rules (Rule 18) and. all- tenants recelved llfellne
allowances. Edison’s axgument, that aubmcterlng of RV parke is
prohibited by its Rule No.. .l deflnrtlon of multlfamlly
accommodation, did not apply in 1978 and 1979 to' RV spaces that
primarily served long-term tenants.  The- defznltlon was._;

#Multifamily Accommodation:  An apartment
building, duplex, court group, or any other
group of resmdentlal units located upon a’
single premises, providing the residential
units therein meet the requirements for a
single—-family accommodation. Hotels, quest or
resort ranches, tourist canmps, motels, auto ,
court, and trailer courts, consxst;ng px;maxllz
of guest rooms and/ox transient accommodations,
are not classed as multifamily accommodations.”
{(Rule 1. - Advice Lettexr Nos. 465-E and 483-E,
effectxve 1978 and 1979, emphaals added )

Our interpretaticn of the above definition is that an RV park
known in 1978 and 1979 as a traliler court, did cqualify as-a o
nultifamily accommodation so long- as - it did:not- cater-primarily to. -

transient:users.6

their contention that Corkill Park does: not cater :primarily-to.... -

~

The Grossmans subnitted evidence to support . . . .

transient tenants; most of their tenants have long-term leases for. -

nine months or more. - Therefore, we conclude that-in- 1978, -the. -~ ..

e e e ey
I e

6 This definition was adopted in D 63562 dated Aprll 17 1962,
in the Commission’s review of Pacific Gas and Electric Company’e
(PG&E) -Rule -18. . PG&E’s current tariffs .retain-this: deflnxtlon.
Why Edison and PG&E currently have dlfferent deflnrtxons ls not a,
matter for this proceeding.

- N
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Grossmans did ‘submetexr their RV tenants‘(and mokiler home” tenants)
in accordance with Edison’s rules’at that time. " .o7iiiruny o e
- Second, we- are' not persuaded that Edison gave’ the’
Grossmans proper notice that' the rear section was'being transférred
to a nondomestic rate schedule because of a tariff violation. ‘
Edison offered no evidence of any such notice, except the assertion '
that the Grossmans would have received routine notification
regarding a rate schedule change resulting from the test year 1979
general rate case decision. - Edison misses the point. The ‘issue is -
notice of the alleged vieolation of Edison’s tariff rule' regarding
transient tenants in a multifamily dwelling. According to the: -~ ™'
Grossmans, no such notification was given. = - o L Lnn
‘Third, Edison states that the Grossmans always had the '
option to rewire the rear section of the park. If so, we question- -
why Edison did not inform the Grossmans in 1978 that they would
lose their margin for submetering and their tenants- would not"
receive lifeline allowances if their park was not rewired. ' The
wiring configquration in the park was known' to Edison since- it
shifted one master meter to a domestic ‘schedule and’ the 'other one -
to 2 nondomestic schedule. We believe that Edison had®a-duty to
give the Grossmans notice regarding (1) ‘the loss of the park ‘owners
margin for submetering, and (2) the consequences of’ not rewiring. =
Fourth, before the reclassification, the Grossmans were
submetering both the front and rear portions of the: park’ in
compliance with Edison's‘rules.7- In"1979, Edison shifted the -
master meter serving the rear section of the" park to''a nondemestic' -
rate schedule which does not permit submetering, but: took ne
affirmative action to warn the Grossmans that they could no' longer
submeter and bill tenants in the rear portion of the ‘park’ and ‘that® -

e ' .t
R BT AP

7 'Exhibit 5, a monthly billing chart, shows a lifeline '
allocation of 240 kWh monthly and is dated January 17, 1978.
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they would henceforth be in violation of .Edison’s..rules.. Dean ... .-

Grossman testified, ”I was never asked to stop. submetering.by. ... .
Edison. And Edison was aware.of how .the park .was built.,  Edison’s

aware of what we were doing. . They have been.out there. .50 why . .-~

" would I assume that they wouldn’t want me to go .ahead.and... ... .
submeter?” .. . . . e e e
Flrth “we fmnd that there is. mermt to the Grossmans' ,
argument that Edison ~dictated” how the. Grossmans. should. submeter
the;r,tenants, but failed to advise. the Grpssmansyphat‘phe“Mbn;hly

Billing Charts should not be used to bill the tenants. in, the rear . . . -

section of thae park after 1978. .The charts provide no.such .. ... .
warnings. The headings on the. charts read ”Baseline,Billing, Chart
Master Metered Multifamily Dwellings.” In 1978 and 1979,<RV parks

qualified as multifamily dwellings according to Edison’s . Tariff . .. .

s

Rule No. 1, and the¢re was no roason for the Grossmanswtogconclude-gg
that the charts .did not apply to the multifamily dwellingsfin\the‘_

rear section of the park. o - | L
Sixth, we find no merit. to Ed;son's argument that the

Grossmans should have appeared Ln;Ed;spn‘sutestwyear,la79vgeneralb :
rate case and made their concerns known. Aside from the. fact. that .-
Edison did propose to drop- Schedule No. A~6B, the Grossmans,and. . . -

thelx submetered tonants were not placed on notice that they, were. .

about to loose their lifeline allowances as a .result. .. .-

Seventh, Edison’s argument that the Grossmans expect the

rest of Edison’s ratepayers to subsidize the artificially. low..

energy charges the Grossmans billed the rear section. tenants~ha . no- .
mexrit. Those tenants have just as much right to lifeline/baseline .

allowances and to low-income assistance as the. tenants in the front

section of the park. The Grossmans. gave all tenants baseline ..
allowances in accordance with Edison’s Baseline Billing Chart. The
tenants received neither more nor less than they were entitled to
receive under Edison’s domestic schedules. Contrary to Edison’s

assertions, the rest of Edison’s ratepayers have benefited at the

[ R R
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expense of the Grossmans, because the basel;ne allowances the _
tenants in the rear sect;on recemved were provmded at the f“, o
Grossmans’ expense. N :ww' L
_ Lastly, we agree thh Ed;son that owners or a busmness$'la:

should be held to a standard of care consmstent wmth the ?‘ ) ) ”1
responsibilities of runn;ng a bus mness.: While xt is the Gro«smansf“
responsmblllty to check the amount received from thelr tenants , ‘d
against the amount pald to Edlson,vthere are unus ual czrcumstances ‘
in this case that warrant consmderat;on.‘ As Corazon Grossman L
testified, each month she added the Ed;son bllla and pald the total‘;
amount.8, It is llkely that if she had compared ‘the totals,‘she o
may not have found a smgnafzcant dmscrepancy because the bmll for
the front section of the park had a margln which would have oftset?d;
the loss on the rcar sectxon. Only ig she had compared the amountda
billed to the tenants in the rear section w;th the Edlson blll fore:,
that sectlon would the dlscrepancy have come to llght.‘“w_ f‘ﬁ
Nevertheless, it remains the custemer’s responolblllty to oxercxscj‘“
due care ln paying utlllty bills. e
In summary, we conclude that Edzson erred Ln transferrzng“

the rear section of the park to a nondomestmc schedule.\ The tarlfffﬁ
dorlnxtlon of multlfamxly accommodat;on ln effcct in 1978 and 1979 ti
did not provide Edison with the authorlty to ahlft the rear sectlon )

of the park to a nondomestlc schedule.g' 3
Further, we conclude that Edlson should refund the ‘

account for overcharges since Novenber 23,.1986 three years ‘begore

8 There is a third bill for a water pump meter account which is
not significant.

9 It was not until 10 years later that Edison changed its tariff ™
definitions “to be consistent with' its'longstanding” practlces” : '
See Advice Letter No. 824-E, p. 2 dated February‘27 1989._mw ‘
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the date the Grossmans not;f;ed Edlson of thelr concerns.lo Slnce"

Edison is currently apply;ng 'a 'nondomestic schedule to the roar"””f
section, the amount of refund should cover the perlod from o
November 23, 1986 through the date the refund’ ls made. To reflect
the time value of money, the refund ‘should anlude anterest at thezm“
thrce-month commercmal papcr rate publlshed by tho Fedcral Reserve
Bank (G-13).

If the Grossmans rew;re the rear sect;on of the park, the;f
90 RV spaces should be master metered on Schedule No. DMS 1 : and
the 28 moblle home spaces should be master metered on Schedule
No. DMS-2 and would recelve the submeterlng d;scount appllcable to
mobile home parks only. Since’ deson s current taraff schedules doij
net permlt translent RV tenants to be served on dome tlc rate
schedules, the Grossmans should set aszde spaces for such tenants.
Those spaces should be on a separate meter, should be served under yf
a general service schedule, and the cost ot elcctr1c1ty may be DR
included in space rent. o

If the Grossmans choose not to rewlre the rear sectron,'
the master neter se*vxng ‘this sectmon should be on Schedule
No. DMS-l. However, the Gros man hould cease rentlng RV spacos
to transrent tenants if such spaces are not served by a separate
meter on a general service rate schedule, as we stated above,‘”“'w
charges for electr;c;ty to all spaces servxng trans;ent tenant*"
may be 1ncluded ln space rent. : ‘

' In summary, ‘we give the Grossmans the opt;ons they would

have had if Edison had provided them with notice before it shifted
the rear section of the park to a nondomestic schedule in 1979.

10 Exhibit.4,. Grossman’s letter dated November 23,7 1989, The .
three-year refund ‘period.was established in.D.86-06-035,. 21, CPUC 2d
270 at 278. Also, see PU Code § 736.
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Other Issues '~~~ - T AL . g .
Tt is apparent from the testimony-of- the:Grossmansvthati:d
the rate schedules currently available to long-term RV-park tenants
do not provide: - (1) incentives to conserve-electricity becausethe:
cost of electricity is bundled in‘with'the’ tenants' rent; (2) full- - -
baseline allowances to individual: !amxly-unxt “and"(3)’ low-income
allowances to-long-term RV park tenants’ who- need them. i Z.u .
" We shall address these”issues in- a geparate proceéding.**““
Eindingm;QI_EnSs . oo PR L A T O DO I EL LIt
1. In 1978 and 1979, RV 'parks qualified as‘multifamily
acconmodations according to Edison’s Tariff RuletNo. L. il lnol oonr
2. In 1978 and 1979, and for some years thereafter, Edison’s--
tariffs permitted mobile home parks and qualified RV parks’ to:
submeter their tenants and to bill them“at the-same rates and ™

provide the-same—llfellne allowances as- Edlson's domestic- service -

customerS. A B . N B T S N N i.-,f\‘.&#—.'«,, L
3.- In 1978 and 1979, Edison’s Rule'l definition’of“Rprarks,Vﬁ

then called trailer courts, did permit submetering of tenants-
provided thatthe park did not primarily serve transient users.:

4. In 1978 and 1979, the rear sectmon of- Corklll Park dld
not primarily serve transient users. - - - N A

5. Prior to 1979, both the front and rear sections of
Corkill Park were fully submetered in 'compliance with:Edison’s’’
rules. Edison provided Monthly Billing® Charts so that”all,the ="
tenants -in the park could ke billed at” Edlson’s domestic: rates and”

eceive lifeline allowances. Uit R

6. Prior to 1979, the Grossmans used Edison’s charts‘tbﬁbill“*
all tenants in accordance with Edison’s domestic rates’ and all--
tenants received lifeline allewances.’ = 0. o0h Joowo T

7. In January 1979, Edisen placed“thewmaster meter serving- -
the front section of the park on a domestic schedule,’and the
master meter serving the rear section on'a nondomestic schedule. -
Edison continued to provide the Grossmans with a Monthly Billing
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Chart and later a Low-Income Billing Chart so that submetered. . ...
tenants-could. be.billed.at Edison’s domestic rates... . ~¥ S
, 8.- Nondomestic-rate schedules have, dlfferent rates.than.
domestic schedules, and do not provide submetering margins,. . - -
lifeline/baseline allowances,-or low=income-allowancCes..... .. . -:an

9. In January 1979,-Edison did. not notify. the,Grossmans that .
they should not use-the billing-charts- to.bill theix.tenants.in the:
rear section-of the park, that the cost of electricity. for, these
tenants should henceforth be included in their rent, that these.
tenants would no longer receive-lifeline allowances,. and that lf
they continued to submeter these tenants. the Grossmans wopthbg,”.;JM
vieolating Edison’s.zules. .- - .- o - : . .

10.  -In January 1.979,. before Edlson asszgned the master meter o
serving the rear-section of- the park to a-nondomestic rate . .. ..
schedule, Edison did not notify the.Grossmans that, they. cculd -

continue to submeter, and the mobile home tenants and the loag-term3§
RV tenants could.continue to. receive-theixr la.feliz.ne allowances- if .
the rear section of the park were. rewzred. Ve e e

1l.. Since January 1979, the Grossmans.contmnued to-submeter
all spaces in the park and,bmll.all tenants-in accordance. with.
Edison’s domestic rate schedules, including baseline/lifeline ..
allowances. - | . e e e e

12. Schedule No. DMS-L was.closed to new. 1nstallatlons as- of.
December 7, 198l1. However, Schedule No. DMS~l is. available.to ... ..
those RV parks serxved by Edison. prior to December 7, 1981, only.if.-
the park consists of single=-family accommodations: us ed'asypermanent,,
residences, does not rent to transient- tenants, and meets.all other
conditions of the:schedule. .. . ... ' .- T e r o T ST P

13. The current Edison rate schedules ava;lable to: RV -parks. - .-
placed in.service after December 7, 1981, :do not permit- submetering
and billing of tenants based-on.individual consumption;;therefore,. ...
long-term tenants: (1) do not-have:an incentive to .conserve,. - ... .«

T
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electricity; (2) do not receive full baseline allowances; and
(3) do not receive low-income:-allowances.
Conclusions of Law .

1. In 1978, Edison erred in applying its: tariff rule
definition of multifanily accommodation to:the master meter .serving
the rear section of the park. Do T T an L L Te el

2. . Shifting the metexr serving the.rear section:of the park:.-
to a nondomestic .rate schedule and depriving 118 tenants of .their -
lifeline allowances is not:a routine rate schedule change:resulting
from Edison’s test year 1979 general rate case decision... o ol

“3.. Edison had a duty to provide.appropriate notice to:the
Grossmans and their tenants in-the rear .section of the park.before
terminating. their lifeline allowances and reclassifying: theixr .
naster meter as: nondomestic.  The notice prov;ded by~deson was .
insufificient in this instance.. - e e T L L

. While customers have the respons;bll;ty-to ¢check - thear
bills, there‘are unusual circumstances in this case which may have .
allowed the billing discrepancy to remain .undetected for L0 :years...

5. ' Since the Grossmans did provide all their tenants with
lifeline/baseline allowances, they should receive.a refund:for:the"
period from November 23, : 1986, with interest.up to the time-the
refund is made, at the three-month commercial paper rate published
by the Federal Reserve Bank (G-13).

6. Notwithstanding that Schedule No. DMS-1 is currently
closed to new installations as of December 7, 1981, the master
neter serving the 118 spaces in the rear section of the park should
be placed on Schedule No. DMS-1, since these spaces would have been
on that rate schedule if in 1978 Edison had not misapplied its then
current tariff definition of multifamily accommodation.
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'IT IS ORDERED that: . A s e S S N

L. - Southern California Edison: Company (Edison»-shahb;rcn¢;cq
back=bill the master meter serving the rear section of Corkill-
Park. The back-billing shall be on-Schedule No. DMS-I1,  shall he
retroactive to November 23, 1986. . Edison shall refund.any. .=
overchaxges from November 23, 1986 through the date:the.refund is .-
nade, and the refund shall include interest at- -the three-month
commexcial paper rate published by the Federal Reserve: Bank .(G-13).

2. 'If Dean A. Grossman:and Corazon $. Grossman (Grossmans). .
choose not to rewire the rear section of the park, .the.master. meter
serving that section shall remain on Schedule No. DMS~]1. However, .
in accordance with Edison’s current rules, none of the 118 .spaces.:
may :sexve -transient recreational vehicle (RV) tenants unless : such
spaces are placed on a separate master meter and: served under a -
nondomestic -rate schedule. . . . . o LT ond el

3. 1If the Grossmans rewire the rear section: ofrthe park,
Edison shall master metex the 28 mobile - -home spaces. on Schedule -
No. DMS~-2, and master meter the 90 RV spaces on Schedule No. DMS=1.
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However, if the Grossmans wish to continue to rent spaces to
transient RV tenants, such spaces shall be on a nondomestic service
schedule and may not be submetered.

This proceeding is closed.

This order becomes effective 30 days from today.

Dated Octobex 11, 1991, at San Francisco, California.

JOHN B. OHANIAN

DANIEL Wm. FESSLER

NORMAN D. SHUMWAY
Commissioners

Commissioner Patricia M. Eckert,
being necessarily absent, did not
participate.

! CERTIFY THAT THIS DECISION
WAS APPROVED BY TME ASOVE
mmf:,:»fc:\«-u S IDDAY




