'neoision 92 01- 034 January 10, 1992 |

‘ BBPORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES coxnxss:Ou OF THE STATB OF CALIFORNIA
 FOREST CITY HANAGEHENT, INC., a

corporation, -

e Complafnant, @“U@ﬂﬂ]@l
vs, - case 90-07-058

L o ‘ (Piled July 20, 1990);

" SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY, amended September 19, 1990)
pefendant.

ORDER DENYING REHEARING OF DECISION 91-0@-020

 Porest City Hanagement, Inc. (Porest City) has filed an
application for rehearing of Decision (D.) 91-08-020. The Southernﬂ
california Gas Company (SoCal) has filéd a résponse in opposition,»”
‘thereto: We have éxamined all the allegations of error in the
l'application and the arguments in response, and are of the opinion »
_jthat sufficient’ grounds for granting rehearing have not been shown.;{
 Therefore, we will deny the application. : '
' In D.91-08-020, we denied the cbmplaint filed by Forest ‘
City against SoCal which alléeged that SoCal had improperly réfuséd f-
to serve Forest City’s residential apartment complex with natural
gas transportion-only sérvice under defendant’s GT-20 tariff. We
agreed with socal that Rate Schedulé GM-E is thé correct tariff to
bé applied to Forest City's apartment coémplex. 1In this order we”,
affirm our original decision. ' '
, - In its application for rehearihg, Forest City reiterates
the arguments it has made previously that Schédule GT-20 applies_Oni
its face to Forest City; that sincé no other tariff provides a ratée
~or terms of sérvice for residéntial transportation service, SoCal
must provide transportation servicé at the rate specified in




€.90-07-058  L/pds

‘Scheduleé GT-20: and that even if Schedule GT-20 ie determined to be
ambiguous, Forest City is entitled to havé the ambigulty resolved -
in its tavor and to recéive the lowest raté arguably applicable.  7
Forest City further argues that D.$1-08-020 fails to address its
legal arguménts. It assérts it is éntitleéd to transp0rtat10n-on1y
service under Schedulé GT-20, and that it deserves reparations from
the time it initially requestéd such service to such time as the . -
Commission finds it eligible for such service under Schedule. GT—?O.f
In D.91-08-020, we explicitly found persuasive SoCal’s
explanation of the applicability of its tariffs, 1In so doing; we
'1mplicit1y found Forest City'’s légal arguments té be without merit.
While Forest City correctly recites the gist of the légal
principles applicable to a situation of genuine tariff ambiguity,
we do not have that situation beforé us in this case. Socal
demonstrated to our satisfaction that even with its: orlginal ,
inartful titlé, Schedule GT-?O, when examined caréfully and in the -
. context of the other schédules which provide for transportatioﬂ-'
only service, does not apply to largé réesidential customefé.i~'
Consequently, Porest City is not eéntitled to such service under N 4
Schedule GT-20, nor is it entitléd to reparations. As we' stated inr'
D.91-08-020, Forest City has always beén and remains entitled to .
contract for transportation-enly service under residential Rate
Schedule GM-E. - L
Having considered each and evéry issue raised by the'gk
applicant, we conclude that rehearing should be denied. Therefore, .
IT IS ORDERED that rehearing of D.91-08-020 is denied... '
This order is effective today.
Dated January 10, 1992 at San Francisco, CalifOrnia.4f
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