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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of PACIFIC GAS AND
ELECTRIC COMPANY for authority
effective April 1, 1982 to
implement an electric rate .
stabilization plan, to decrease
its ECAC rates in accordance -
therewith, or in the alternati\e
to decrease rates in accordance
with the ECAC tariff, to establish
an Electric Revenue Adjustment
Mechanism rate pursuant to
Decision No. 93887 and to make
other rate adjustments.
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Application 82-02-09
(Filed February 4, 1982;
. amended March 19, 1982)
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(Electric)

Application of PACIFIC GAS AND
ELECTRIC COMPANY for authority

to revise its gas rates and tariffs
effective April 1, 1982, under the
Gas Adjustment Clause.

(Gas)

Application §2-02-10
(Filed February 4, 1982;
amended” March 19, 1982)
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(See Appendix A for appearances.)

THIRD INTERIM OPINION

I. Introduction

/

By these applications, Pacific Gas and Electric Company
(PG&E) requests the following:

1. Increase gas rates by $642,205,000, annually.
2-’ Implement an oil costs accumulation account.

3. Establish an initial electric rate adjustment
mechanism (ERAM) rate.

; ‘:7 "
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Decrease rates by $247,977,000 for the four-
month period or $743,931,000, annually, in
addition to the $100 million annualized
reduction granted on an interim basis; or, as
an alternative, decrease rates by $227 million
for a four-month period for residential

customers only and stabilize rates for a 271=-
month period.

On February 17, 1982 we issued Decision (D.) 82-02-093
which granted an interim electric decrease of $100 million on an
annualized basis. : :

On March 29, 1982 we orderéd PG&E to show cause why we
should not request PGXE to suspend deliveries of fuel oil under its
recently signed fuel oil contract with Chevron-U.S.A. After response
by PG&XE we requested PG&E to suspend the deliveries..

Ten days of public hearing were held on these applications
in San Francisco at which time the matter was submitted subject to a
late-filed exhibit on updated hydro conditions.

IX. Summary

This decision does the following:

Postpones consideration of the oil
costsaccumulation account.

Denies implementation of an ERAM rate at this
time.

Increases gas rates by $451,861,000,
annually.

Implements a decrease of electric rates by
$749,754,000, annually.

Denies the request for a 21-month rate
stabilization program.

The increase in gas rates i{s caused by the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission's (FERC) approval of higher prices charged: byu
El Paso Natural Gas Company. Electric rates are reduced because last
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The quantity of natural gas burned was estimated by PGSE

and accepted by all parties except for a certain additional amount
reqpired because piaplo Canyon will supply no»preoperative genetation during
the forecast penod. 'me Staff’ figure, which Inelodes” that: additional amodnt: of ‘gas,s

it ete]

will therefore "be accepted. The“staff deletion of’preogeratcve*electrrc e ooastmeds
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generation expenses related to Diablo’ Canyon® is‘also-accepted.' 22790920
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historically used an .average price paid'during the past 12 months.
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payins'ofr“the*langemundercollections«incurred‘last¢£a11,U\Ihe last
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used in deveIOping the ECAC revenue, requirenentc-~rhis decision
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Tables 1 and 2, which followS{llustrate the derivation of
a negative revenuerequinement.:for a fourn-month period:-of:z
$357,918,000. Toloh froeon? vovl Joomonluoof oumovel nl o anachl
Table 1

"!f\

Forecast Period: Four Months-Beginning kpril 1, 1982

$/Million Btu. Quantity Cost snid
YA

. -
o~~~
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et e s

Applicable Gas, Rate-

ved.,vned < wqb

Schedule G=55, estimat
o be in effect on .
Decendber 51981 - ‘ $5 52126126 %E Yg67”2963 3350$337
0d coloe mOvY sunoveREIITEel TR
Cost of Fuel: S0 nomdnceel clamoilisd
‘ ceovyozof ~als¥

-
‘

yaTonI Dosprowud S louT Lo Jto

-~
b .
- ~ e "’Ow':'bt".\ -»..OQ ("va’ﬁ)\h - ,.O r

4\' ,«H‘\' q '\.hr
Estimatgﬂ appIIbable wetghtew : .
‘average withdrawal price < ‘ ~adolcua <
from inventory in the -2ivyh JUSD eof noileoolli R
‘Forecast PReriod: ¢Sz, A {(¢izolcl Iscoilolb
Residual Fuel 0il ~~”“S’9580-~~"33 ©059, 004 V37on6, 518
Z5vo Sagizvoms Yrtovosey .

(2:ipiste17ate . 382, 2: 6.4774 <50I79Q 687YYIEL 4,850
rE ' ;

g7e.8%e ALsdoldug 8

, : _10?‘$n9m$augbﬂ €
Geothermal steam price based - 09ll0980 ag
‘on ‘energyCrate under’ "t~ \o,ﬂ*uoqxc

ccontractsodatedaMay 31:41980‘ e ,F‘ guggvﬂ,98§33 3‘62 917'

Purchased and interchanged
(power cestimatedpaverage rate
excluding .operation and’

“‘maintenanceSpaymentsirelated
to certain energy~purchase
contracts

Preoperative‘generation ,
charged to expense at L9y
estimated average withdrawal
price from. inventory of
residual fuel oil in the
forecast period

. Total $620,959
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Energy’-Cost ‘Adjustment Crause Calculkation o vox
Change in Revenue Requirement Over Present Rates

- " . -
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Revision Date: April 1, 1982
Forecast Betfod:g;Ebuf“HOnﬁhs_BeginnIngwApnil_J 982,05

~ “
SZRr 7 limga zulinniged oonoM wwos .bcﬁ.aq Jceoone®

Line ...z vrisanul USE morIliM\e '
No. - Staff PG&E - Adopted
' "(.‘- w.« ﬁ.vio“ W
1 Cost of Fuel & Purchased Energy $602,707 $752 875 $620, 95913
2 0il Inventory Cost Adjustment 76267329 '(§?~D sl j"762>2
3¢~ Less: 2% Energy Expense(a); 12,054 "°r1§3°5€ ol W
4 Less: Revenue from sales to N
California Department of :Iou% 2o Zz2ol
Water Resources 25106' ' 2, 106' 2,106
5 Subtotal = 589,309, ;13630 ab’oz,,xssf
6 Allocation to CPUC Juris- o6l 8l yrolasval mowt -
dictional Sales(b) 563,320 703,995 7 580%#“9
T:z Energy Cost AdjustmentzAccount 0 5quq feuSiaef
recovery amortized over .
2t2,4 different periods .vcu : (15,888)p -(47,664) ;Ig3z¢3u3)
8 Subtotal i 547,432 656,331 548,076
o . ’
9 Adjustment for Franchise—Fees
and Uncollectibles Accts. DRZrd gaine mpae o
Expense(c) “,3“1~5a~? 5i2°5V:52r3v3E€3
10" *:Total ECAC?Revenue Requirement 9551,773-VGM657‘53§3"9552r“32
n Total ECAC Revenue at Present bogasds=esal bas bg;sgo~Jc
Rates *910, 3“0 POV b970 3”0“3297043N0
-iq.(" ﬁ (r
12 Change in Revenue Requirement (358,567)3r(2"8@805}5(35m72}83‘
2TSHOTLUC VaNeas nisdten o
T2s.827 Q.8 223z .8 zJognInos
, molisvensy o v‘$n19 oa1€
(Red Figure) Jc gaasqxg ov*bo *gfo
lownnsddty 935~9v: Sezrs 1385
(d) Line 5 x 0.9559 ond al lie fﬁcﬁ :SJb’v x
: DQLNY :c-o*ﬁo.
: (¢) Line 8 x 0.00793 vO=TOQ wEEoY
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Sned YConsistent’ wi‘th the ‘ECAC reductlon granted fn interdm>D.82=>rix
02-093 the ECAC® Tevenue requirement ‘ch-anges MW e ~s'prea‘d famong: ‘the oIl
customer classes 'on an’‘equal ¢/kWhbasts .- We therefore will spread:1etoL
$249,918,000° of the rate decrease “($TUHY, TSU 000 annual{zed): on' -ap 94097
equal ¢/kWh basis. “‘The remaining $708 willfon ‘reduction ~($32W< Y coders
nillion “annualized) which ‘appears possible wilTl be put ‘Intoelfect Lnicd
the consolidated rate ‘design ‘proceedings currently “in progress -and ofn

subsequent ECAC proceedings to spread some of the benefits-drwﬁbéc £.2¢
hydro year “into the ‘winter ‘season as“mdre“fulrywd&scumeed“!hVSection
VII on rate~stdbﬁlfiationf~ﬁ~vf133 283 mI dmey 58 0¥ zovlng s ~"~03~0ﬂ
- TW{thin ‘the "time=of-use schedules‘we ‘will‘malntaln'c timeS .<:o
varying ECAC rates C-Within ‘the residentfal customerielassweiwdIlz =0
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. A. Prices and QuantitieSossC X crolisolloovodar ezvel Ixaveng oF wadwO
“c :The majorcissues-for.this portion.of:the proceedingrinclude
the development of:azGAC.revenue requirement, rate design,.and-. ».; oo
authorization to allow recovery of carrying costs on prepayments for
gas at a rate equal to the pretax rate of return on rate base last
adopted by the Commission for PG&E's gas department.

The major differences between the staff and PGXE are mainly
the results of applying differing interpretations of Commission
decisions on fuel cost adjustments.

The first major difference has to do with the quantities of
gas takes from various sources. PG4E assumes in its application that
it will be obiigated to purchase increased quantities of Canadian gas
beginning July 1, 1982. Staff witness King testified that he
believed that the current favorable amendments to the Canadian
contracts could be extended. The California Manufacturers
Association5CCHA) witness also stated the amendments could be
extended. VWe conclude that it is reasonadble to assume at this time

. that the favorable contract terms will be extended. The

)
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staff's estimates of gas takes will therefore be adopted with one, - M&ﬁ.
minors exception.. The.single exception :isythat.the: staff:did.not take
into .consideration. 5,520 MDth additional, gas. burn for,electric ... .,

FoC-
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generation. as a.result .of:Diablo Canyon's not furnishing any, .. ...

L
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iy
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preoperative, generation. Although this additional, gas burn, will o.. oy
probably be.Lalifornia source gas, ;the record.contains no new gas. ...
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balance :toconfirm this.. The 5,520 MDth .will be; . fncluded: in. cost of -- ..
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gas calculations -as 4 it .were priced.at. the system .average: . .z:05 ELty
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reLsezdul
~clzocAnother -area of \disagreement, between -the staff: and. PGAE, .
concerns the prices to be used in the calculation ;qt};t{h‘e;@ggt. oL o ~p
gas. PG&E uses the.average.cost -ofi,gas over-the forecast :period.
The staff.uses.theprices.in effect.as.of ;the revision.date as-- ..., .,
required by current GAC procedures...The.staff .position will be .. .:-ro,
adopted. In this proceeding we-adopt a six-month period to amortize
the balancing account balance as of March 31, 1982 of $51,831,000 in
order to prevent large undercollections in October 198250 d7a o218 .
| VLTTIThé-twoitables inmmedfately folYowing developtthe ¢ost of
gas and the“additional revenue requirenent “of 445175167000 5¢5¢0 love2 or2
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Forecast Period*“"12“nonths“nginntng*Apri1 1, 1982

Supply  “Price. Cost
Source (MDth) $/Dth L (M$)
—— ([y...u bﬂu...(B) =S Yo ITT

, 3*c 0204
110,621 3. 062 .
drron -3?€.§12 a6 3 25%%1?
257,690 5 0640
ocky Mountain 13,588  5.3710° :
Subtotal Purchases 77& 511 .3 8632' 3.067 Tf

~ g9 i 35 sunoyed, czrod
-~pdditional Gas °85520  °3.8632 “21.325° "

Subtotal 784,037~ 3.8632° " 3,028902"
withdrawal 28,561 1. 7566 50 170
: P - % rcunﬁﬁA e tsg (g

'Injéction 5,130) 83 8632 01 (5(58 454)
Subtotay-»vaC be: "35797?562%*' 327873%%| 32020,621
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B. Rate Design

The rate design issueg'§q this offset-proceeding are
limited in that rate design basically only requires application of
the rate design guidelines adopted in D.93887 issued December 30,
1981, in A.60153, PG&E's last general rate proceeding. (See
Appendix D.)

The first issue to be decided is the market price of
alternate fuel. The staff testimony indicates that the price of low
sulfur No. 6 residual fuel o0il is in the range of 51.09¢/therm to
56.68¢/therm. The staff recommends adoption of 51.09¢/therm. PG&E
defines a range of 48.58¢/therm to 60.94¢/therm and recommends a
price of 48.5¢/therm. PGXE's price is also supported by CMA. In
estimating alternate fuel prices we believe that a conservative
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approach is prudent. We will rely-on“the staff's testimony
projecting a narrower price range. We therefore adopt a price toward
the lower end of the staff's range - or-51.5¢7/therm, as the alternate
fuel price.

Tables 5, 6, and‘?’below 11lustrate’the development of the

SV i Al

adopted guideldneirates following the proceduresdescribed in
Appendix D and the percentage increases for each schedule.
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Class of Service. ., .--. Adjusted

ang ~'v TMTvEEass “sales x/"° 0 <& 2odwy"

TL_s28chedulesubnoeng XY _NaMehi. o2 zolsv S/t h-ab:ﬁa MeSroos

viagy A

FoEo TOT 2OIsoTonl 220300975 ¢ boc

RESIDENTIAL? foEo Ol zozoond 226309916 ¢ 348 Do
Tier I 1,532,257
Tier II 417,493
Tier III ' 51,188
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 2,040,938

NONRESIDENTIAL
COMMERCIAL
G-2 ' 1,567,250

INDUSTRIAL

G-50 931,780

G-52 586,500

G-55A. 17,880
SUBTOTAL 1,536,160

STEAM ELECTRIC ¥ j
G-55 (PG&E) 2,357,467
G-57 (EDISON) 116,430

SUBTOTAL 2,473,897

TOTAL NONRESIDENTIAL 5,577,307

RESALE ,
G-60 34,100
G=61-63 45,710
TOTAL RESALE 79,810

TOTAL 7.698,055

Rates Excluding GEDA, CFA, and SFA .

*/ Notes -~ criteria rate produces a revehue
shortfall of:

3,930,885
-3,918, 920
' 11,965

”~

C xidoaccA

937,893

854,151

507,820 |
302,048 -

9,208 |

819,076

1,214,096

— 22,961
1,274,057

14,800
18643
33,743

3,918,920

#k/ These are calculated based on the general rate case

guidelines set forth in Appendix D.
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Class of
Service

Tier I
Tiexr II
Tier III

Total Res,o:12 040¢938w3
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Guideline Rates
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3,608,188

** Excludes - GEDA, SFA, and CFA
*4* Tier I rate is 23X below system average rate.
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PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

ey

™ el

LiZ -tfu:-J

TAdopted EffectivelCommodity

‘srv-‘h(")w""‘ :!,:

e L

Rates and Comparison with Present Rates

Rl ol

<3595 Guideline SIE0C.

Residential

Tier I
Tier II
Tier IIl

Rates ~ CFA

Bage
Commodity << GEDA
& GAC & SFA

¢ConT
\\..)n...s.-...
o lalid
\.-\.‘* hS

Vo
QO!‘

~8 . _Present
Effeccrve Effective

Crmnod:.ty:‘ Commodity: {5r0T

Rates Rates

Increase

e o W W

’

g
w

0.290
0.290
0.290

)

3#?253

[SF I N VN gt
Frobafse s
€ ru i

&
=

Nonresidential

G~2
G-50
G~52
G~=55A
G~55
G~57

Reszale
G-60

¢-61, -62,

and =63
SoCal Gas

0.290
0.290
0.290
0.29%0
0.290
0.290

v

Ll Y

[4¥]

39.633
64.981
78.976

LN

[ SE N VI &3]
OO0 0V
S NELY
RN
e e B )
Calh ol

(@]
5
y

r n
. *

55.122 0.478"

54.790 - 51 0.478

uhh.\da\A

LRT Lo
40‘-/111 ,A C &
65«459c¢

79 454¢f

35.244
FSS‘&?SG’
"70.209

20 M8
55.600
55‘.268 a ,

49.479
49.479

51.790

51.790
51.790
51.790

0.478
0.336
0.336
0.336

0.336

52.268
52.126
52.126
52.126.

43.737

46.479
46.479

L6479
46.479

2.1 732
49.839

38.709"
5 427068, °333
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°"Tre on‘ly‘remafning fssue on rate desfgn regards “a special

c,ﬁ-. et T PRI L . \\ PR S '

cogen_eration 1neent:[ve rate proposed by the”Unfrersity“or Cali’forni‘ Sl

- Ty Aa-.'-&

uey:o” ucrs proposaI fs “that cogenerators be provid’ed gas a*t a rae RER

-w\—;"\’ b g TN .,...,.. .-..h yu.‘"‘-

which 13 a fixed num‘ber of cents bel’ow the otherwise appIicabf“' oonL S

wx\

rate. mThe proposaI byIUC wouId be a major hIteration ‘of the’rate ¥7ov%
design guidelines adopted in E@e generaI ‘rate®case-and®wiIl not e °F

- “ 0 L] ~ 45‘ 15 ‘ﬁ uo ﬁ-A:
adopted ‘In°this GAC proceedingi-® ~--+ ¥o¥ (D>olemil BUeA 9I5ITDA
MOdification of GAC Tariff -CﬁuuQ£OIVCS N ‘QﬁCS 97?93“05

b AYTTEAC AN K

In“this” appIicat;on PG&E has requested that it°beagilowed"

\-ﬂ" R Y A e “h'\.-f\

- o~ - ;-"\ '1‘ .
to recover carrying costs on prepayments for- gas.“*'rhis issue sve

- VT e ey ey oAy TaA
A

brough& up in the general rate case” and referred to a GAC =xv
‘e ‘”P’ e - Py Vo e e ek

proceeding. The issue concerns the level of" compensation““‘PG&E““’ i
g A s - u'”?"ﬂ «\Nw w.
requests‘gompensation at the pretax 5;;5 gf’repurn on ratgobase. "The°‘q

¢ [ T
staff recommends compensation at the short.-term commercial paper RC~LC-

rate. We agree with the staff.’ Expense 1tems reoovered :lngaz' FeRTOW Dn3

‘h ,'—.n»“-w . 4.-.-,—»-'0".

-
VR

ﬂﬂﬁJH

balancdng aceount’ are not at .risk and shou‘ld oniy receive the

-'—w-r\hn.u «*a,--.- a L e Apm o,

°°mme"°131 paper rate 19’ order to” make’ PG&”F: whole V#7232 %0

R SetAiied -~ \"

. o [
a..a" - e nmidie Ov-HERA' ¥ qu WO C’ son 0Lib

“In DL93887- 1n” PGAE's Tast!generalirate: case; werauthorized
an ERAM. °“We also- provided that the> ERAM rate: would be reviewed: atizovs
each> ECAC- proceeding. “This ‘proceeding Is.thes inltial-aeview of. the:!

g E L . . .
mechanismss couroven Ilo ~ovss ol MALNE oRr naifzrldc:s

<

T e -ﬂp-.-'

~2 J20LPGREIn dts presentation’has falled :to meet: dts durden ofrlo~g
proof in showing that "its proposed  ERAM (rate/<{s reasonadle.: PGIE'S :< 5
failure appears to result ‘from 1ts misinterpretation of«cur>intent in
authorizing the ERAM -originally.  The'staff's fnterpretation, whichicacs
greatly differed: frow PGEE'S, alsc ‘contained<errdrs. Z:Although ‘nol ROXSLITIY,
ERAM wilY Ve ‘granted‘at this ‘time), the record discloses that:PG&E Hlucrs
will not suffer substantfal ‘harm.< With our ‘further’ dfscussfonidiere yifii
PGLE can make a better -showing ‘during Zits next ECAC cproceedingorcozsst
petition to have D.93887 modified. p -
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,.The first, a‘nd mostabasic misunderstanding oy B PG&E Loncerns

- [ERVE-S I uuuq ‘\-

the punpose.of ERAM. . PGAE testiffed, “that At believed that, the

. Haaw ¥ _,,“,V‘ i, S Y 51%) f"“ feta e c..\

purpose. of ERA.M waslto guarantee that it earn .a stated revenue... ‘rhism\

\-.;x\d [ —uuu \i ~t - Wi

is incorreot.ﬂ ‘Ihe purpooe of BﬁAM 13 to protect PG&E from .

Wl SN TNV rae WoL0w 2V SWOTUCARTY 29XIT O 2l doid

fluctuation_s in earnings resulting“from differences between estiﬁéteé o

- u [N LV Y d PRIy LS

and recorded sales.ﬁ In short, PG&E will ot benei:it if sales

N N VT AN T oat LY & \O-u ler‘A.J

increase more than estimated nor wiil PG&E be)ha[n_xed if cu.?tomer.s
LERXY MwwDow . o LR L W) Aoy
conserve more than anticipated.

Haia o’u)-.

"-‘\\-.‘,""‘ OAU "C\ ~O—.vg°~A

=~
[P e i P ....--., » uu.. ...A,au 1. -..uw ‘\ «-~nv b

recover., for the .so-oalled billingola&.,h‘rhe billing lag resplta

T A BVOoDa

because PG&E recor:ds as sales\quantities of energy, billed for rather

\lnlk 4.-..-0 i)

than quantities of energy provided., l‘he so-oalled billing_.lag VRMORYE

.f-‘q
Dekvw e PR ) Vewlda Viia FaobiloRe

problem is, recognized in PG&E:s work:lng cash allowa_nce. Were we to

nhl\l-rl -m~"\ *OD :‘:‘:

follow PG&E's interpretation of ERM"r we' would “also have to Eodi!‘y

Vi : Wi ..-‘.A:t"".TO'\ 2097 D i .

PRV

the working casﬁ allowance. .

N ' o~ -, -y .-.A
WL LDROLL DCX A aBen DO g

‘I‘he 3tarf on the other hand .has correctly

o RG 9W

nterpreted

Wit wCr oG ML ~y by STUQUSG ROZonNG

tais aspect of ERAM. Although the staff, has a correct understanding:

v et L /RN «0 PRIV ol LG PRI R 00 i ad

of ERAM, it did not provide a satisf‘actory estimate of January 1982
actual sales. T

ez ivdnother. area: of: controversy: invoflvea'\dnclusiom of AER
revenue: in-the. ERAM. > The, staff :be];ievesr that M:'R‘ Should: not, be  MAST ag

qI\ WASnrn

our 1ntention in establishing the ERAM to cover all revenues not. i~-rsapy
protected: by balancing. accounts.y Since, the: AER,-Is .not the: subject of '
a balancing account:,:-it: should:-be: -:!.nol*uded-cim ERAM o2 zaiweds o “o

-

=2 rroodbherrecord.dn: this.-proceeding: indicates; ﬂthatz for,. tbe- perio d_ 3

virtuauy ‘iﬁ.e,nt,i_cal . ;ﬂ';he fpo&_,tponement;;oﬁ. am vB_RA_m ::ate\ a«t)uthd& timeu covy
should ‘cause mo great armo-:Also, with:this furthen.clarification, ot;» -

P

ERAM,: -both:PGLE :and: the sstaff: should: be :able to calculate. @~ . -
reasonable.;ERAM :rate: *at cthe:.next ECAC -proceeding. NalEad

b;;t~bo~ TSSEQ.C
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mmag --VLI..~Rate Stabilization ....

» P

LBl Tl ot """\! ey o> 1r' -
™

In this” appIication PGAE has requested uuihority'mg'z

»w,\m,d-/,n ‘-',-.,x-r-., e T e B et Tk 4 B ad

implement a_ rate stabiliza*ion program which is,intended to-maintain
NG Rt '~ Q™
rates at the same level for'a 21-month period ending at “the gnd of
"'; -~ ., w»-‘ -, r--- n-.\r»-'- ﬂu;c-—vﬁ ~u(~vh /'\'\\oc Pl vhe T e il iv
1983. All electric utilities were requested by our E;eéutige MRS

“'*-vv o ...,.,,.. -hmv RS Yalvy = ks

Director to file Such a program with” their ECKC applications o’

c-"" fl" "g“"v""ﬁ/‘f 1-., - “"t"a""«"“'f‘v B

January of this year. A PGLE witness testified that PG&E had v
independently‘concluded that such a program was desirable nnd would

.\ﬂ“ )--«n- b R S Y “
have requested ‘the’ stébilization program without the Exeeutive
« ve oy ‘v\-'—n.n\",‘h
Director's request. R R

The stabilization program is made,posyible only because

- atm e |..'le e

there is currently a large, and. growing,overcollection.én

L

balancing account. Instead-of‘lowerxngdratesbtoV€11“eu5tomers at

oo + ")

this time, the program wquld defer éﬂe‘iowering of rates-until other

- oy N Wy 3 R fﬂa‘-\'«v

expense items have grownrto reduc ihe overcdrlectiop to.zero:‘ The

.anticipated expense items’are-@® followsy 1lo7 dotm 2o doun

p

Vamomo ~

KBTS P e Phrle Sutivod NLHQSL rMoslnnilidala -.,Amountﬁof
e Jype ofio o w~Eattmated Lok 933~«-Jn;rease-{becrease)ﬁn-.v
Proceeding Effective Date $ Millions

. Fg— o e
R A N P w -..-:‘u- i/ : wid

ECAQ:(*]:)I:;O L LNt alwnnn xlr NNmOlns o o 2 "’:3(,*.6_'9:7)3.4:
ECAC (2)

Helms Offset

ECAC (1)

Attrition Procedure

ECAC (1) =~ ”*753"7 Yo

ECAC (2): -~ :

ECAC (1)

e WY e b . - . -
i G Soanred LI R aRubs v N‘Guu P

-‘ﬁum.. e
va ot oy

e ‘ - '(Red Figure)

ST mern e omd 4 ~2 ba..x.,qe.;_:':u
(1) Tncludfng ERAM.
2y Includfng‘ERKH”and*NER“

e
e W

o) .....-uv P - L o A bl ath ) . . ¢, L.
> THo g2 Ioas~yS T e E A K h

0‘:':
PG&E's,posigion is that the,program ogfers PG&E no &rect
; PO eI E LR DS el e Bl o LR T % d T IANACcasd
benefits. Because of ‘the interest payments required on fﬁe bdlaneing

(RS .-s.d-.uul.l\.i.o(;w\— [ P ‘"’ 99 roomgbpf i :40.- IH

aecount and the strueture of PG&E 3~debt funding program, “PGLE ¢laims e
4)106 Auu S 204 M ‘e w .,O wq W na. 9\.5"9”35" (‘u _-.: d
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it would receive no quantitaiiiéiéﬂéﬁﬂtiauﬂaiifinaﬁgal benefits.
PG&E advocates the program simply to _Serve what it perceives to-be

: i LN o sods oL ~L;.¢...CC’ DA o)
the 1nterests of 1ts residential customers. cesptlians .
RN LacIRalldnZn OSa o Sranolont
. The record 1n this proceeding dig nothreveal any support T
] SUULEOT DN S LoLvDLl DU THoneloy

for the program by any customer group. Rather, the customgr groups

- DU TN 2 Lad WZCOT
represented. at the hearing by CHA, TURN California Farm Bureau -
el DETIONG 6 Souwz wLlT or Nnolowm.C
Federation, and other individual consumers ali were opposed to»the .
e LewT o Ml '-..’.-;4..-.1\,.4'- PR TS SN ﬂU M4 v ;h“v 2I6T :Q \:':GUS:-L'
program. | _ ,
R .‘T N f?‘ e I B e e -»o-v,- i"l‘: 1‘\!\'J1 “(é,i;-« D“-’HADPO }I:ﬁ_iﬁﬂqz:\f;
he sta sition 1n K os t on to e program, ers e
Y Le e o po pp (J“'c a-vr;-n.-.-».g um;c J“v ‘)JZ‘L‘UD'Z".' ?Vsﬁi
following points' . -
LoCOUZeN 2V oroe~iC
R Zﬂ-month.estimates of expenses and R ST Iy s
- revenues ‘are” not‘dependableu CaSenilirsie 2y
.A_‘-t’ N ," Ve T e ey » P T
2; Tt would be’ inequitable’ o withhold' C-vHRRNLD L. BTy
»Tefunds. from current: custOmers;forgthe, LInuoosn soroonlsd
. _benefit of future customers._ . L :
oo DI IO WD GOUNIDD SLU0W mDmIsng 9Ny uniT onIns
.. 3. _Both residential and business customers DR
T- +“T'are-burdemed by high Trates ‘presently’and VVoS STUIL wInaIXe

need as much relief:.as possible.-ROW—:: sorooxs Soccslisisns

Although~rate stabilization appears attractive 15 sonme d
respects,” we-wilr‘not~duthorize it. “PG&E~{3mto be commended® foriTits
respod&!"tb the request"from our'Efgcuttvéabtrector. Houé¥iﬁﬁﬁ¥§531
balancing the~benerits of the program-wfth its drawbacks, as outﬁ@nﬂ

by the staff, 'we conclude that a’ certainndegree of eleetric rqtb«g

-

5()

fd

stabilization“ib-desirable. EV*Q' 5 . (f3‘
avubesoenY NIl
In our-view, the two majorfd:nwbacks of the progranm an~;

proposed by PG&E”are its 21-month length and the fact that it covers
too many difrerent proceedings. A.shortened time frame signiricantl
mitigates these defects. The rates wekauthorize today will attempt

,.-uv-‘

to moderate rate increases anticipated “for both the winter ECAC and
the attrition allowance at the end of‘this Jyear.

Ao

The staff's-point. regaﬁdingsthe~inequity‘of withholding
refunds from current-customerslto benefit future customers must be

Ly -«A "" w
TN i ’ I

tempg;edﬁby-recent r;te ﬁistory. In the fall of 1981 “PG&E’was

- fol LITn ~A;'4P~. AP'-‘ o ',; G ™ ““\FJ\‘

substantially unégrgollectqd wgich requgggg a “substantis eaImo§£“$1
billion) “inerease in October ‘of 1981 Thfs rgte n3§gase Sasb vaueas
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followed by the large general rate 1ncreaae in January% In bothS

cases the winter customera incurred these large 1ncreaaes and P?ip I
.:'A':'\. \..-:

off the undercollection.ﬂ Some reciprocal benefit should: accrue to

IR RSN AR TP Lo DUBY IO T -t

these same customers., Specifically; a portion of the benefits

oy snar o ¥

Aol DITI2UL 2L O0J 0T, (Ced 0 oufnven
resulting from this Yyear' s extremely‘wet winter should be reserved
for next w;nter s custonena 3o tnéé:anyﬂfanéé EQ@Qté%Z%%tﬁitﬁgnvra%e”ﬁg
increasen required ne{t‘winter g{}l‘be n%tizatei. ge r‘theref_;'ore,z
will defer implementation of the total possibdle reduction ntil a

later ECAC proceeding (December 1982).: e explicitly state thatZthib f

..)‘- S AR TSN G OFSN

PR

Avlu o

postponement of the rate decrease will only be ‘used to offset ECAC or.”
LEO0. 000 T0:508 .00M10V0 CEO0l0oNG T4 oS L, 2z0%23
attrition allowance revenue requircments. - -
R R I e mZooly odE I o0iiwed o To oommenol -

Findings of Fact < LT

,v- -..

- - -
20 mwlniw TID7AQI00 matiritoned ©70s52iunn Ao ohiveng

1. L.82-02-09 requeats authority for PGAE to decrease its

Wod 10 zoeusculonod
electric revenues by $7u3‘931 000, annually. e

5
e NTIMO > -~
! Y oUS R

27The seafe figire for natoral gas bura Ot 67,596 3  BiT1161 Beu
is reasonable.ﬁ CDALOnOREe

s \...t O:::’-" """“"O :!A". :J-'\- Al( \4-..'\" O f"‘f "qp
3. Tbe price of natural _gas (G-55 rate) s $5 2126/m1%%1o% Btu.
-)..A ..’u-.:-..v -u N 4w n""‘qmw'
4. The ECAC balancing account balance as of Harch 31, 1982, is
TO0I DVISTe.tn 90 2.U03E "Aalnd LoIWO.Llol camOLemandT

$97, 030 000 overcollected.

; '-\'\' - ¥ e ~ -~ Il
..-*, CeVa llool on DIcoan TINal 2'ZECY To TAD odf 3

5. 2-month amortization.period for the ECAC balancin T
f:, ° IOV LGN YW ID0 L a0l E e 2GD z 1150 ’O YOVEooT

account is reasonable.\ﬁ

JA.AV

: . SOLIo0R mobry SBVITOD 15 9057 N0CHS Lslomannod
6. PG&E has a negative change in ECAC revenue requirement of

ewIONSGETS l""‘..‘..‘.‘.‘.;_..‘
$357,918,000 for the four-month forecast period-

b . g -~
SO0 L Gt AT py MARE oo

7. Spreading the implementation of $2ﬂ9,918 ,000 of the ECAC

4y

revenue requirement change wLLr:bemapread-to-the customer classes on
an equal cents per kWh basis is reasonable,:.~: (Z22(Ca0 27 =T

LS I S Ay =y ) A

82 :As82-02-10~requestscauthority:for:PGAE: tooincreaseCitargas
revenues: by $6423205;000,“annually.ox3vs 2 (Zi29) yasemod n*‘ooo;z fofeFed

o9l sFavorable amendments:sto<the Canaddanbnatural gasocontnactscs:
arc likely to besextendedi: >ozlivoen odT  Lzolubords:z f'“*Offt

-S4 ¥ e

Yifmozong

L5102 Thenstatﬂ“s~estimateoorcgas*takes andoprices is: reasonableoﬂd
and is adoptedinatnoon nolveer of vino vicqo llnde

o Llnge aocnnodoa_bou-vo~ od7

11. It is reasonable to amortize the GAC:balancing:account:rover::
.a six-month period. :

N
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o S . BAom Tomgman anwsl ME owd howoLoio™

12:“'The price “Sf “a1fernate fbw sulrur‘No. fuel “ofl iy
MLOneZSeNons on~el emeldl SoTvuonl zuoncloy 1ﬂ332H‘ﬂ§3 IHI6D
51. 5¢/therm. - N

e A F-‘ d Niﬂ n"’“ P Q::Qn ﬂ”“b

13. An{increase in GAC rates toﬁproduce an ‘annual " ncrease&'

-v-* A ~ ‘-l -houlv)ﬂ T oS ale v
b — a-.:‘? -::.T::”wno L;:’ o :‘: * S

revenue of 5351 861 000 is Justiried ‘and reasonable.

W n;umﬂw%nt B YAy ﬁLn4 s T

1& Hodiffcation “of “the QACrtanigﬁ ta allow for recogerycg;

I ~-'~'> ""‘"." e fade! 'r CM "_f:uo::” f\-'-rn MW TXe!
carrying ‘costs associated with prepayments-for gas is reasonable.
,-,’,.H-._,]... - L...,.,, "u" '-.,..s Rl ol

15. PG&E has not presented a reasonable basis to establish

jeam wldlanog Isfol odd Te mollsdnemolomi ﬁﬁﬁ'b lakw

P

ERAM rate at this time; - -
nAnTLTenT atal: : Yo ISR =~agdmannCh nerhnnan SAD2 velsl
16.H A 21-month rate stabilizatfon plan is not {n the publi¢
202 IoTRNe QF beru 40 vIma L1V 4139000 5081 o) To Jaamonodlzoqg

b}

interest as it prolongs overcollection too long.

z n,-‘-v“u. n"-\‘u 9 |~vv‘~ -JJ”‘»HO_._-.' ~
~

o)
17. Deferment of a portion. “of “the electrio rate decrease w
oot IS I

provide an equitable benefit for 1982—1983 winter customers..

& Vu:~0» [ UDW“ ev v Sb-h .

29
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Conclusions or Law

lonmme JCQC,TERLELTL wd zounmeven oin2 \Io
1, Toe hanee fo savis dnd Chadges nuviortied oy LY et
is’ Justified “and ‘reasénable. - o o trsnonnom 33
_ 2. Because of substantial ECAC overcollections and GACT T o
undercoflecbions, tbereﬂisn;nmimmediate Eeéé”féé ;ate réiiéf. '%
g Wi g s mEaE eAm L

Therefore, the following ‘order should be effective today.

A. ‘Qﬁ
3. The GAC of PGAE's tariff should be modiried to afiow for
- mo J ““ T u“ - ~A}~.p o~ - - o ome H‘N -~ O
recovery or carrying ‘costs assocfated with prepayments ror gas at the
I R Seldfe Jere 1A
commercial paper rate as derived under Section 8(d) of Pa £ ¢t tbe
IEomus aconoves JATE al ezoedo ovitezoss o osod IM0T WO
Preliminary 'Statement. o _ - A
C2OTAs Iaoansat fANonem U0 =57 0CC,37Q,T2Ex
4. The ERAM rate proposed by~ PG&E is not reasonable. ) T
TLTT enr e CLT,572,3430 To nolisroamslcmi odd poldeongl LT
IoLDEELlD menelive THIRD INTERIH ORDER AROCHAD TROMONINGOT DUSOVES

IT IS ORDERED that:~ldcmozgen =i z2lzed WY ~ag zloos loupe a5
1.7 -0nsor-after theleffective-~datezof this-orderiPacific Gas
and Electric Company (PG&E) is authorizedctocfileltheSreviseddgasurnsvs=s
tariff:schedules attached:toxthis order:as-Appendix Elandocancellits
presantly effective schedules. The revised tariffeschedules shalll o-e
becomeeffective oncdate>of filing:=but:not earlierzthan:cMay:slf, 1982.
The revised schedules shall apply only to service renderedoonoor 2i Saa

- -

afterctheirseffective.date.l sy ~xldnoms oo aldzpozcoa~y =i 22 .00

- * -~
L0Lm0 dinomexie G
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2. PG&E shall file in conformity with the provisions of
General Order Series 96-A, revised tariff schedules of ECAC billing
factors as shown in Appendix B, and to revise its streetlighting
rates accordingly. The revised tariff schedules shall becohe
effective on the date of filing but not earlier than Mayfug 1982.
The revised schedules shall apply obly to service renderéd on or
after their effective date.

3. PG&E shall send to all its gas customers a bill insert
notice explaining the reasons behind today's gas rate increase. ‘The
form and content of the notice will be furnished by the Executive
Director. Within 50 days after recelpt of the notice from the
Executive Director the notice shall be sent to all gas customers.;

This order is effective today. '

Dated April 28, 1982 , at San Franciseo, California.

JOHN E. BRYSON
‘President
RICHARD .D. GRAVELLE
LEONARD M, GRIMES, JR.
VICTOR CALYVC
PRISCILLA C. GREW
uCommias;oners _

I CERXZIZY Tx.u.l. e K‘D’C’SICN 7

VAS APTROVED BY wEm LBOVE.
CO.‘u'.IubTvNERS M’ . “ V
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APPENDIX A, .
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List of Apggarﬁhc

Applicant: Danielaﬁ. Gﬁbson 'William H. Edwards, Steven F.

Greenwald, and;Shirley:Al wOo Attorneys ag Law,:formPacific Gas
and Electric Company: = * ' .

_CM g
Rad du

Interested Parties: John R. Bury, B. Robert Barnes, and Susan M.
Beale, Attorneys at Law, for Southerm Chlifbrnfi’idiSonACompany,
Michael D Gayda, Robert Loch, and E. R Island, “Attorneys at
Law, for Southern California Gas Company; Pettit & Martin, by
Edward B. Lozowicki, .Attorney at Law, for. Owens-Corning
riberglas Cbrporatzon:’Brobeck Phlegerv& Harrison’, by William
H. Booth, Gordon:E. Davis ~and Richard Harper, A&;orneys at Law,
for California Manufacturer3 Association Henry F. Lippitt, |
Attorney at Law, for California Gas Producers Association; = :
Richard L. Hamilton, Attorney at Law, for Hestern,beilehome o
Association; W. Randy Baldschun, for,C£ty,of'PaloPAlto' ~
Robert Spertus and Michel Feter Flonio,\httbrneys,athaw, for,
Toward Utility Rate Normalization (TURN); ‘Downey,> Brand, qumour &
Rohwer, by Philip A. Stohr, Attorney at Law, for - General - - @
Hotors Corporation; Glen J. Sullivan/, Attorney at.lLaw, for “ =
California Farm Bureau Fedératfbn‘ﬁGa:y Cavazos, “for, Stanfcrd* 3
University; Harry K. Winters,K for the University’of ‘ F Ay
California; George Agnost, City Attorney, by LeonardL. E)

Snaider, Deputy City Attorney, for the-City and. County of San“

FranciscO‘ and William A. Claerhout.: Attorney at Taw, for =

Southwest Gas Corporation and CP‘Hational COrporttion.;

el

Commissfion Staff: Freda Abbott and Timothy E. Treadx:"“f
Attorneys at Law, and Raymond A. Charvez . .

e

T
-
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‘ APPENDIX D

In order to let all parties know w:Lth some certainty how |
specific rates will be . determined, in this proc:eedmg and in future

Fo W = OD e bm e e r"‘
GAC proceedings. we will establlsh an;,_orderly;usequence of steps.
v D D LT YT ke e wid Gl
Step 1. We will adopt a revenue requ:x.rement'

a sales figure, and a reference,
pr;.ce ,ofglow sulfuq ﬁ/G f,uel oilt. '
- RS | R o ]

Step 2. The G—52' G—SS, ;and, G-57. rates wil.'L
be sethat: the-reference*price?of -
low sulfur #6 fuel oil in “Step ‘I. .
The G-50 rate will be set at 3 =
cents per therm higher than the G-52
et al. rates.

The G-2 class rates will be set equal
to the G-50 rate. In other words,
G-2 sales times the G-50 rate"will
ec:p.u:m.-..th’e"J G—Z"' re.venuea,requﬁlrement .

. fd e

The: “*'es:.dent:.al urevenue a:equirement
will be determined by multiplying:
residential sales times a rate .. ..’
which is 10% less than the s:(stem
aveZage rate.’ 2 % &z ’4?, ~.‘f.‘ 5 :3
'I‘hefresale _raﬁes wi11% be estab]:ished
by the formulas which we hav«- :‘, o
previously discussed. .._ SR
o

If atthis (point,the -revenue’' T
requlrement is potimet,“the .7 1 i,
esidentTals and G-2 rates willibe.,
increased by an equal number of: cents
per therm to meet the revenue. .. .. 7
requirement. ~The G=2- rate. should. not
be more t‘han 3% "h:i.qher or"Bx Slower-
than the_,G-SOr ratel 5 S~ .9¢d 3

r-—
.-\--

If excess revenue is produced "theﬂ
G-2, G-50, G-52, G-55, and G=57 ~
rates will be reduced by an equal:
cents per therm to meet the revenue
requi::eunenta.

P )
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o

Within ﬁhe\resfdentxﬁh;dlas

Tier I will be set 15%
less than the residential
class average rate.

"b. Tier III will be set at
a rate 70X above the
class average rate.

Tier II will be set
residually..

*

.

o U LY GV
.

(END OF APPENDIX D)
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APPENDIX E.mccr o
Sn oons

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

Statement of Commodity Rates
tuie a(Cents.iperiitherm) woiv wlSriw (0 ol
w2l Zoan ol Iliw l’f s’
Iortmabonor oy ssdr oo

-l - amg g o
LDTHRL DDLTOVE nnn

4

r
. ar

Effective
Commodity Rate®##

-

Type of Service

ey | ok L‘; (2

H ] Q13 O baed

- . core
SN oQ Y

Residential oXE avods 20V 4

-y e Y Py
LAZLY OVBIOVE Ao

40.111
65.459
79:.. 454

Tier I
Tier I1II
Tier IIX

Nonresidential

G-2 55.60
G-50 55..268
G-52 52.268
G=-55 (€ Xzcuzs - SXE 52.126
G-60 _ - B3.737
G-61 : 42.068
G-62 42.068 -
G-63 - - 42.068
SoCal Gas ‘ _ 49.839

#Schedule G1-N: First 300 therms at 65.459¢/therm
excess at T0.454¢/therm. .
Schedules GM/S/T=-N: All use at 65.459¢/thernm.
Schedule G-30: Increase commensurately with
Schedule G=2.

®%Includes the appropriate CFA, GEDA, and SFA as of
April 1, 1982.

(END OF APPENDIX E)
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The quantity of natural gas burned wau‘estlmated by PG&E
and accepted by all parties except for a certain addmtaomﬂ.amount

required because Diablo Canyon will s%aglv no preﬁg ragjxa\gencratlon

nc.“\ V\GKW&C
during the forecast period. The staff flgurQ, el Wil

therefore be accepted. The staff deletion of preoperatlve elcctrlc

generation expenses related to Diable Canyen is also accepted.

iﬁ developing the price of purchased energy. PG&E has
historically used an average price paid during the past 12 months.
The staff, on the other hand, based its estimate on the forecast
prices for the next four-month period because of the sxgnfzcantly
lower prices expected due to the abundant surplus energy expected
from the Pacific Northwest. During c¢ross-examination a 12-month
average forecast price of 2.353¢/kWh was developed which wzll take
into account forecast seasonal variations. This price compares to a
12-month recorded figure of 3.194¢/kWh. We will adopt the 12-month
forecast figure of 2.353¢/kWh. ‘ ;

In the amended application, PG&E estimated the baléncing
account balance as of March 31, 1982 to be $47,664,000. During the
hearing PG&E supplied a recorded balance as of March 31, 1982 of
$97,030,000. We will continue our policy of using the most up‘to-\
date figure and adopt the recorded balancing as of Marech 31, 1982.

In recommending a2 four-month amortization period, PG&E is
following its past practice. For this proceedlng, the staff
recommends a 12-month amortization per*od which we will adopt. We
believe that a 12-month arnortization perzod achieves two important
objectives. First, it will mederate seasonal rate fluctuatlons and
thereby reduce the hardships to customers caused by dramatic swings
in rates. Second, it will preserve some of the benefits of the

overcollections for winter customers who contributed smgnlflcantly to

paying off the large undercollectmons 1ncurred last fall. The last
item to be discussed is the price of natural gas. PG&E, staff, and

others estimated various prices but all agreed that whatever price we

adopt in the gas adjustment clause (GAC) case (A.82- 02-10) should be
used in deveIOping the ECAC revenue requirement This decision

adopts a G~55 rate of 52. 126¢/therm whzch will be used in developlng

the revenue requirenment.

-
‘(x

'&P°)
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TABLE 5

Criteria Rates

Class of Service Adjusted .
and o~ Sales:*/
Schedale Mth'

RESIDENTIAL -
Tier I ) 1,532,257
Tier. II§ 417,493
Tier III" 91,188 \
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 2,040,938 : 937,893

NONRESIDENTIAL
COMMERCTIAL ‘ ' , K
G-2 1,567,250 - 854,151

INDUSTRIAL .

G-50 931,780 . “.545 507,820

G-52 . 586,500 . g 302,048 :

G-55A e 17,880 - .9, 208"
SUBTOTAL X - 1,536,160 Lo . 819,076"

STEAM ELECTIRIC o

G-55 (PG&E) 2,357,467 L« SL5 1,214,096

G-57 (EDISON) 116,430 515 59,961
SUBTOTAL 2,473, 897 L 1,274,057

TOTAL NONRESIDENTIAL 5,577,307
RESALE | D
660 34,100 43401 14,800

G-61-63 45,710 1442 18,943
TOTAL RESALE 79,810 , o 33,743

TOTAL 7,698,055 ,3,918;92O '

Rates Excluding GEDA, CFA, and SFA
¥/ Notes -~ criteria rate produces a revenue |
shortfall of:

ometd o4 - - 3.930.885
s s> 3,918,920
11,965

/WMWM ea,eumc/,évw«fm o
4 M,Wu am?mmw,ow e

WZ
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12. The price of alternate low sulfur No.f6ufue1‘6illis
51.5¢/thern.

13. An increase in GAC rates to produce zan annual increased
revenue of $451,861,000 is justified and reasonable.

14. Modification of the GAC tariff to allow for recovery of
carrying costs associated with prepayments for gas is reasonable.

15. PG&E has not presented a reasonable basis to establish an
ERAM rate at this time. ‘

16. A 21-month rate stabilization plan is not in the pubiic
interest, as it prolongs overcollection too long.

17. Deferment of a portion of the electric rate decrease will
provide an equitable benefit for 1982-1983 winter customers.
Conclusions of Law

1. The change in rates and charges authorized by this decision
is justified and reasonable. s

2. Because of substantial ECAC overcollections and GAC
undercollections, there i3 an immediate need for rate relief.
Therefore, the following order should be effective today.

3. The GAC of PG&E's tariff should be modified to allow for
recovery of carrying costs associated with prepayments for gas‘at the
commercial paper rate asjderived under Section 8(d) of Part C of the
Preliminary Statement.

4. The ERAM rate‘ﬁroposed by PG&E is not reasonadble.

THIRD INTERIM ORDER

IT IS ORDERED that:
1. On or after the effective date of this order Pacific Gas
and Electric Company (PG&E) is authorized to file the revised gas.
tariff schedules attached to this order as Appendix £ and cancel its
presently effective schedules. The revised tariff schedulei;?hall
»

become effective on date of filing but not earlier than'ﬁay 1982.

The revised schedules shall apply only to service rendered” on or
after their effective date.




g

A.82-02-09, A.82-02-10 ALJ/km

2. PG&E shall file in conformity with the provisions of
General Order Series 96-A, revised tariff schedules of ECAC billing.
factors as shown in Appendix B, and to reviée its streetlighting
rates accordingly. The revised tariff schedules shall be
effective on the date of filing but not earlier ‘than May ¢ 1982. 5SS
The revised schedules shall apply only to service rendered on or
after their effective date.

~This order. is effective today.

/' Dated APR 2 8 1982 .» at San Francisco, California.
{ .

|

President
RICHARD D - CRAN'LLu
LEONARD M. G"JM‘CS. IR.
VICTCR CALVO .. ,
PRISCILLA €. .GR BW
~Commsioners
I,

-J (7? Joo s J) | JOH\: £ r;mov




APPENDIX B

Pacific Gas and Electrioc Company
Present and Adopted Rates (§/kwh)

y ?

Present Rates 1 Adopted Rates
H
!

t
H
2/} 1 K $
Base t ECAC iEffective:Increage;

H ]
t Baae?/l ECAC jEffective

Residential

Tier 1 ,03964 ,02961 ,06925  ,0396k .01836 .05800  (16.2)

THer 2 .0396k  ,05385 ,0939  ,0396h 03866 07830 (15D

\
Lt

Tier 3 , 03964 08656 ,12620  ,03964 .06607 .10572  (16.2)
Non-Residential , 05227 ,03868 (26.0)

Time-of-Use ECAC Billjng Factqrs

Schedule A-21 ' Period A Period B
On-Peak 5995 06352 o5k .05‘17‘/
Partial-Peak 7033452 (0 35728 .0"3786 03523
Off-Peak 02T% ,0092¢ 03533 ,03¢5¢f

W/ w/LTY/ 01-T0-28°Y ‘§O-ZO-ZS'V

Schedmles A-22 and A-2
°0n:;e:; =2 3 0786, 0YYES  _oks3g L0352
Partial-Peak . v038% 4 03722 03885 039/
0ff-Pesk , - ,19352&,03@/ Q3899 639/

1/ Effective February 18, 1982
2/ Includes SFA = $, Qogoe/m
’ ‘AER = ,00276/kWh

-CFA = .ooola/xwh

_{Red Figure)

(END OF APPENDIX B)




APPENDIX C

Pacific Gaz ahd Electiric Company
BILL COMPARISONS
feline - 24O k¥Wh : -
t t PCAE 3 taff 3 } 1t PGAE ¢ Staff [
; Present ; Propored j Proposed i Adopted ¢ { Present 3 Propozed i Proposed i Adopted;
Usage (kWh) ;: Rates : Ratee 1 Rates { Retes t Rates t Rates : Ratez 1 Rstes
' : 693 '
: _ $ 5,92 § 539 # 5.8 $ e~ $ 592 § 539 $ 568
250 TS 15,00 13,66 14,70 : 1,79 - 13.47 14,50
18, 18,62 17,
7 39.2¢ 517 hgo

W/ /0TY/  0T-20-29°V ‘60-20-78Y

: 17, 16,
34: 9?_ 31:3.% . . . xglgs 2.1

14,63 k0,65 __  43.75 | : . 33.8 3k
66,20 60.29 64.89 ' 48,39 52,08
87.76 79.93 86.04 ‘ , 66.33 71.hko
141,68 129,04 138.89 . , 26 115,44 124,25
195.59 178,14 191,75 213:43- 180,66 164,54 17711
249,51 227,25 244,60 - - 3,58 213,65 229,96

(END. OF APPENDIX c)




