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Dec ision No. 86760 

BEFORE l'RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the V~tter ot the Application of 
SOUTH~~ CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 
~or authority to reduce its Energy 
Cost Adjustment Billing Factor. 

OPINION 

A~plicantfs Requect 

Application No.S6822 
(Filed October lQ, 1976) 

By this application, Southern C31iforni~ Edison Comp~~y 
(Edison) requested authority to'ma~e effective a reduction in its 
~~ergy Cost Adjustment Billing Fa~tor (ECABF) applicable to its 
California ?U~lic Utilities Commission (CPUC) jurisdictional custo~ers 
throughout its service territory, except CatalL~a Island. The . 
requested change is to reduce the Ene~gy Cost Adjustment BillL~g . 
Factor applicable to Lifeline ~~~tities and t¢ Other th~~ LifelL~e 
Quantities from O.949¢ per ~h to O.802¢ per Kwh. The esti~~ted 
effect of such reduction in the ECABF is equi v~lent to a. decrease L~ 
retail revenues at an ar~ual rate of ~pproximately $71 milli~n oasec 
on 1976 test year sales adopted in Application No. 54946. 

By Resolution Numccr E-1604, 1~suec and effective, 
October 13, 1976, tnic Commission made effective EdiGon's new Energy 
Cost Adjustment Clause (ECAC) tariff as filed in Advice No. 429-E 
(supplemental) concurrently replacing Edisonts fuel cost adjustment 
clause. 

In addition to author1z-L'1g the new ECAC, tnis Co:::m1ssion,. 
in Resolution No. E-1604, ordered Edison" witb1.."l 10 days after tne 
ef:f'ect~ve date (the adoption da.te) of the resolution, to file. a.~ 
application ~or reVision of its ECP~F. ~h1s application is L'1 com­
pliance with that order. 
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Resolution No. E-1604 further ordered that in the calcula­
tion of the revised ECABF appropriate recognition should be given to 
the Energy Cost Adjustment Account (balancicg) proVisions of para­
graph 7 of the ECAC ~ and that the 1n1 tia.l "oala."lce to :oe established 
in the Energy Cost Adjustment AccO~"lt should include .the accumulatee 
differential between the revenues resulting ~rom theO.949¢ per ~~h 
b111~~g factor ~"ld energy related expenses calculated as ~rovided for 
in paragraph 7 of the ECAC from ~~y 1, 1976, the first of the month 
fo1low1ng the changes effected by CommiSSion DeciSion N~. 8573l, dated 
April 27, 1976. 

Staff Investigation 

The CommiSSion staff conducted an L"lvestigat10n in connec­
tion with this application. The results of this investigation are 
set forth in the Utilities DiviSion report, dated November 12, 1976, 
designated as Exhibit No.1, and the Finance a.~d Accounts Division 
report, dated November 10, 1976, des1gr~ted as Exhibit No.2 1n 
this matter. 

The Utilities Division investigation L"lcluaed review of 
Edison's work ?a.pers, Edison'S April 1976 Report on.Reasonableness 
of Fossil Fuel Prices Paid During 1976, additional data on fuel oil 
prices through August, 1976, Edison's contracts witn·fuel 011 supp11ers 
a..."ld interrogation of Edison personnel i.."l fuel supply, and revenue 
requirements. 

The FL~ance and Accounts Div~ision performed a..."l audit 
cover1..""lg fuel purchases and inventory tor the record. period. The 
audit disclosed three minor adjustments which are discussed 10 the 
Finance ~~d Accounts Div1s1on re?ort. 

Based on the staff reports, it appears that this application 
should be approved ~y the Commis51on with appropriate modifications 
as described below. 

-2-



A. 56822 FG 

Prior Fuel Supplier Refunds 

Edison has accumulated $8.4 million dollars pay~ole as 
refunds to its CPUC Jurisdictional custo~ers. This amo~~t reflects 
the ~alance fro~ Edison's last refund in early 1975, ref~~ds received 
throug~ April 30, 1976 and interest at 7% per year. 

In this application, Edison requested that the outstanding 
amount so of May 1, 1976, applicable to these jurisdictional customers 
be included in the initial Energy Cost Adjustment Acco~~t bal~~ce ~~d 
thus be refunded through app11cation of the ECAC and its oal~~c1ng 
pr~vision. The tariffs proVide tor this type of handlL~g of refunds 
received tro~ May 1, 1916. the Utilities Division believes that 
the concept a~d method of Edison's rer~~d proposal is proper, and . 
the Fina .... l.ce and Accounts Dlvisionaudit l.~dicates that the a:lounts 
included are correct. 

Since the ECAC tariff provides for inclusion of fuel 
supplier retunds received from V~y 1, 1976, to be refunded through 
application of the ECAC a1'ld its ·oala."lcing provision, it is reasonable 
that refunds received prior to that date be handled L~ the sa:e 
n:an.."1er • We, therefore ,approve Edison 1 z request to refund the prior 
fuel supplier refunds through application of the ECAC and its 
balancing provisions. 

Revision Dates 

The revision dates in paragraph 2 of Ed1son t s current ECAC 
tariff are blank and are to be determined by Comcission order. This 
application is based on a November 1, 1976 revision date.' The statf 
report recommends that November 1 and Y~y 1 revision dates be adopted 
since Edison's current application is based on a November 1 revision 
date and these dates fit sCheduling ot fuel cost adjustment dates of 
other utilities. We will, therefore, order that future revisio~ dates 
for Edison be V~y 1 and November 1 of each year. 
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Balancing Account 

The staft reports con~irm that the ~~ergy Cost Adjustment 
Account (balancing acco~~t) balance was computed in the ~~er cpec1-
fied oy paragraph 7 of the ECAC and as ordered L~ Resolution 
No. E-1604. The acco~~t was in1tia.ted as of Y..a.y 1, 1976,; a.'1d through 
the end of the record period the accumulated bal~~ce was a negative 
$30.8 million (overcolleet10n). This amOU.l'lt reflects overcollect1ons 
in May, June, July, and August totaling $22.4 million and $8.4 million 
prior fuel supplier ref~~ds. 

The balanCing account as of August 31, 1976, L~cludL~g pr10r 
fuel supplier retunds, is shown as Appendix A to this decision. 

Calculation of ECABF 

Based on a12-month record period end1ng August 31, 1976, 
Edison requested an ECABF of 0.802¢ per i<:wh based on a !:>ase rate 
energy cost of 0.687¢ per ({wh. The staff has rev1ewed th1s calcula.­
~and con!irm~ that the rc~uested factor is correct. However, the 
staff proposes in Exhibit 1 that the r~quested ch~~ge in the ECABF oe 
made concurrently with the deciSion 1.~ Edison's General Rate I.."lcrease 
Application No. 54946. Thi= deciSion ?roVides for recovery of greater 
amount~ of energy costs L~ base rates than is presently provided ~~d 
therefore requires a ch~~ge 1n the energy cost L~cluded in b~se rates 
from the present O.687¢ to 0.732¢ per Kwh. This calculation iz shown / 
in Appendix C. The effect of this Change in the :')ase rates is equi va­
lent to an additional decrease in revenues on an ~~ua11zed basis of 
approximately $22 mil110n. 

Effective Date of Nei'1 ECABF 

Since the CommiSSion's decision in Edison 1 s General Rate 
Increase Application No. 54946 is pcndL~, it is appropriate that the 
change in the ECABF occur concurrently> sL~ce th1s will result in one 
rate change to Edison's customers. 

1/ Appendix:S. 
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Effect of New ECABF and General Rate Increase 

The revenue increase to ':"e granted in Edison I s General Rate 
Increase Application No. 54946 is $~.5 million. The revenue decrease r 
due to the new ECAS? is $93.4 million which would result in a net \ 
decrease of approximately $48.9 million. By Y.ay 1, 1917) however, 
Edison is expected to file ~~ ECABF revision reflecting signific~~t 
increases in oil prices. Rather than order a rate reduction at this 
time, followed by a rate L~crease in V~Y3 present levels of rates 
should r.>e',mainte.ined ''Vy limiting the reduction in the ECABF to the 
amount of the rate increase to be gra~ted in the ~ending decision in 
Ed'ison f s General Rate Increa.se Application No. 54946. Overcollections 
in fuel costs resulting from this treatment will be credited to the 
~alancing account and will accrue interest at 7% per year. This will 
reduce the amount ot the increased ECABF expected with Edison'S 
May 1, 1917 revision. Calculation of the new ECABF o~ o.8'S7¢ per kwh 
to limit the redu,ction due to the new ECABP to $44.5 million the 
amount of the general rate increase is shown in Appendix ~. 

Notice and Puo11c Hearin~s 

This application will result L~ a reduction in Edison's 
rates and setting ,this' apolication for hearing would only serve to 
delay the benefits to Edison's ratepayers. 

Copies of this ap?lication were served upon all persons 
~reviously served with a copy of Edison's advice filing, Advice 
Letters Nos. 429-E and 429-E Supplemental. 

Findings 

1. The Commission staff's conclUSion that the application coc­
plies with EdisonTs ECAC tariff as tiled in Advice Letter No. 429-E 
(Supplemental) and its reco~~endation to approve the reduction in the 
ECABF is reasonable.' 

2. Edison's request that ruel supplier refunds amo~~ting to 
$8.4 million received prior to May 1, 1976) be ret~~ded to its ePec 
Jurisdictional customers through application of the ECAC and its 
balancing proviSions is reasonable. 
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3. Edison's Energy Cost AdJustment Accol!."'lt (oalancL"'lg accou.."'lt) 
initiated as of May 1,. 1976 through August 31,. 1976 reflects over­
collections in May,. Ju.."'le,. July,. and August totaling $22.4 million ~~d 
$8.4 million prior fuel su?plier refunds. 

4. Revision dates for Edison's ECABF of May 1 and November 1 of 
each year are appropriate. 

5. The effect of Edison's request to reduce the ECABF from 
O.949¢ to O.802¢ per kwh is equivalent to a. decrea.se in revenues on 
an annualized oasis of approximately $71 mi11ionba.sed on 1976 test 
year sales adopted in Application No. 54946. 

6. The staff request that the cn~~ge in SCABF be made con­
currently with the effective date of the Comruission's decision in 

Edison's General Rate Increase Application No. 54946 is reasonable. 
7. Since hy V~y 1,. 1977,. Edison is expected to file an ECABF 

revision.reflecting significant increases in oil prices,. it is appro­
pr1at~ to rr.a1nta1n present levels of ra.tesby l1mit1.."lg the reduction 
in the ECABF to ottzet the rate increase to be ;r~"lted in the pend~"lg 
decizion in Edison's General Rate L~creese A?plication No. 54946 with 
overcoll~ct1on$ in fuel costs to ~)e credited to the oala.""lcing accoUo""lt 
with, interest as provided in the tari:-!$.. This will reduce the 
impact on ratec of the expectec L""lcrease in fuel oil prices. 

8. The amount of the ra.te increase to be granted in the pendL""lg 
decision in Edison r ::; general rate increase e:pp11cat1on,. No. 54946,. 
is $44.5 million. 

9. The re?ult of changL~g the ECABF concurrently with the 
authorization of a. general rate increase in Application No. 54946 is 
to change the energy cost included L""l the base rate fro~ o.687¢ t~ 
O.732¢ per kwh which results in ~""l additional reduction of $2G m111ior- l 
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10. Based on 1976 Test Year Sales adopted in Edi~onfs General 
Rate Increase APplication No. 54946, the total reduction possible 
due to the ECABF is approximately $93.4 ~illion. 

11. The stafr recommendation that tbe reduction due to the 
ECABF be restricted to $44.5 million the amount of rate increase 
granted in Edison's Gener,8.l Ra.te Increase Application No. 54946 is 
reasona.ble. 

12. Overcol1ections in fuel costs resulting t'rom this procedure 
will be credited to the bala..,-,.eing account Md will accrue interest 
at 7% per year. These overcollections will reduce the amount of the 
increased ECAEF expected with Ed1son f s Y~y 1, 1977 revision. 

13. The granting 01' a $44.5 million rate reduction herein, 
together with the 1ncrease in base rate energy costs trom 0.687¢ 
per kwh to 0.732.¢ per kwh in the general ra.te increase proceedi.~> 
results ~~ an effective ECABF of o.857¢ per kwh . 

... 6a-
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14. The result of changing the ECAS? from the present O.949¢ to 
o.857¢ per !{",.;h is equivalent to a decrease in revenues 0: approXi- , 
mately $44.5 million. 

15. With approval of this application the following filings will 
become moot and should 'be rejected: 

1) Application No. 55424 (Adv. 400-E; 2/1/75 FCABF) 
2) Application No. 55764 (Ad~. 4oS-E; 5/1/75 FCABF) 

3) AdVice Letters Nos. 4l6-E a..'"ld 
416-E (Supplemental) 

414-E 
410-E 
405-E 
400-E 

FCABF to 
be effective 

2/1/76 
11/1/75 
8/1/75 
4/1/75 
2/1/75 

16. Since approval of this application will result in a rate I 
reduction ot approximately $44.5 lHillion, setting this application for 
hearing would onl~r serve to delay the 'benefits to Edison f s ra.tepayers. 

ORDER - ----, 
IT IS OP.DERED tt'..8. t : 

1. After the effective date of this order, Southern California 
Edison Company is ordered to tile revised tariff schedules in con-
formity with tbe proviSions or General Order No. 96-A ~~d Resolution 
No. E-1604, revising para.graph 11 of its Energy Cost Adjustment Clause 
to provide for an Energy Cost Adju~tment Eilling Factor applicable to 
Lifeline ~uantities and to Other than Lifeli~e Quantities of o.8S7¢ per ~ 
I<wh. The etf'ective date ct the revised. schedules shall be the same 
as the effective date of the revised schedules authorized under the 
final order in Southern California Edison Compa.""'lY's General Rate 
Increase Application No. 54946. 
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2. Southern California Edison Company shall include in its 
Energy Cost Adjustment Account balance' fuel supplier refunds received 
prior to V~y l, 19761 and refunds to its jurisdictional customers 
shall be made tnrough application ot the Energy Cost Adjustment Clause 
and its balancing provision. 

3. Soutnern California Edison Company shall refile paragraph 2 
of its current Energy Coct Adjustment Clause tarif! to set forth 
revision dates of Y~y 1 and November 1 of each year. 

4. The following pr1?r filings by Southern California Edison 
Company are rejected: 

1) Application No. 55424 CAdy. 400-E; 2/1/75 FCABF) 
2.'l Applica.tion No. 55764 CAdV. 405-:2:; 5/1/75 FCABF) 

3) Advice Letters Nos. 416-E ~~d 
416-E (Supplemental) 

4l4-E 
410-E 
405-E 
400-E 

FCABF to 
oe effective 

2/1/76 
11/1/75 
8/1/75 
5/1/75 
2/1/75 

5. The effective date of this order shall be the effective 
date of the Commission's final order L~ Southern California Edison 
Company's General Rate Increase Application No. 54946. 
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6. L~terested parties desiring to present evidence or argument 
should file their requests for hearing withL~ twenty days hereof. 
This matter will then be set for hearing. 

The effective date of this order sha.ll be the da.te hereof. 
Da ted at San Fr:l.ncisco , California, this 

, 1976 . C)\ ~$ day of DECEMB~P 

. JI: ~ •. :::. ~omm!ssioners 

Co:mn1::z1o:c.or RobeX"t 'Bo.t1:1ov1Qhp bo~ 
:c.c¢e::~11y ab~cnt. 4!d not partic!pato 
10 tho d!s~s1t1on or ~~ p~ceo4~ 
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APP&"mIX A 
Sheet 1 'Of 2 

DEVELOFMENT OF ACCUMULATED DIPFERENTIAL SINCE MAY 1" 1276% BE'I'YIEEN REVEN"v"ES RESULTING 
fROM nn:; 0.249¢ PER.KWH BILLING FACTOR AND THE E!w"ERGY RELATED EXPENSES CAr;:ti'LATED !N 

ACCORDk~CE WITH THE J?ROC"'...DURE SE'l' FORTE: IN PARAGP.P:rR 7 OF !'HE ECAC 
AND INCLUDING PRIOR FU"EL SUPPLIER REFL1v'DS 

~he calculaticn, in acccrdance with tn~ proced~e set forth in paragraph 7, i= 
as foll~..ts: 

June 

~ 
July 
1976 

August 
1976 

a. Fllel a.nd pu:chaoed .~~er eX,?er.se and. the Mono P"iler C'Xlpany fu.eJ. service eharse 
for projects recognized by the Commissicn, all as rec'Orded du.~ the ~onth, 

Oil (InCllldC~ Mon,) $K 38,011 4S,238 51,453 50,923 
Gas ~ 9,697 ll)423 13,067 9,442 
Coal $M 1,692 1,S35 3,636 2,968 
Nue.letl:." ~! 944 952 552 406 
Purchased P?Wer ~t1 11..l6~8 6~02~ 4t175,5~ 

Total $M 61,902 68,ij71 72,'583 ~ 

'b. tess: refunds received by the utility from any 'Of its tuel 'Or ,Plll'ch8.:;ed 'fY'Wer 
s\.l.?!>liers, 

1 2 o 

c. An ap:?ropriate adjustm.ent t~ :-ei'lect expense:; and revenues re:;ult1Dg t:-om 
cales, ;?urcbAses, '0:::. t:."sncfers of fllel, 

o o o 

d. Less: the amoWlt of. :-evenue, if any, 'billed dUl"ing the tIlontn t,r tile fuel 
an.d ~~cbazcd p~Neren.ergy c~~?on.ent 'Of ott-system transactions, 

o 

o 

~ 1,753 1,872 ;,459 308 

e. tess: tbe &m-:>l.lAt, of revenue 'biJ.J.ed e.u:ing the m,::.tb. to the Depa::-t:ler.t ,,! 

01' .... 

Water Re~'ll%'ces, ( 

155 l64 l72 315 

I.e::::::: e.lloeati~n.·,t the net of ":!! If tb:ough ... '~:~ to :-esale sole: in. direct 
pro~orti~n t, the l~ti~ o! generation !~r resale salec to total sales, 

Su'b't¢tal"I1"tbr¢~h "Cl'~ 60,073 66,4:J3 67,2;2 
Gen. i'or Res1lle Sales ltlMh 314,878 344,535 3'2:7 ,987 
Gen. !o~ Total Sales M',Th 4,683,972 4,936,093 5,200,099 
Allocation to:,Res31e ${ 4,03$ 4,637 4,242 

68,751 
356,316 

5,065,95l 
4,636 
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A,..'OP.El.'DJ:.C A 
Sheet 2 .,r 2 

DEVEtO?.1ENT OF ACCOMOI.ATED DlFF'1:.;,~'TIAt sma: ?fAY J.. 1916.: BETW'EEN REVENUES RESULTING 
PRCM THE O.949¢ PER KWH En-LING FACTOR A..'"W 'JY.E ENERGY RELATED EXPENS:ES CALCULATED IN 

ACCORDANCE T,orITR TEE PROCEDURE SET FORTH !N PARAGRAPH 7 OF T"~ ECAC 
AND mCLtJ'DING PRIOR FUEL SUPPLru REFUNDS 

(Colltillued.) 

The caleulati~n, in accol~ce with tbe ,rocedure set f?=th in paragra,h 7, i3 3$ 

f?llows: 

August 
1976 

g. Less: an amount resulting t:.."':)tt kilO'mltt-hour sales ~o ~lbich the 0.949¢ ."er 
kwh billi.cg factor was applicable du..."""iDg the moc.th, multiplied by the Base 
Cost ?er kil?\:att-ho\ll", and 

Sales 
Base C¢:;t ,er kwh. 
Base Rate Recover,y 

3,898,434 3,926,012 4,391,798 
0 .. 687 0 .. 687 0 .. 687 

26,782 26 ) 9'72 30,172 

4,2l4,783 
0 .. 687 

28,956 

h. Less: amount ot revenue billed during the m?c.th at the 0 .. 949¢ ,er k' .... h 
billing fact?r reduced. by l.~ to offset the effect of franchise fees and 
Wlc?Uectible expenses .. 

Gross Revenu.e $M 36,982 37,242 41,664 39,981 
Franchise Fees & 
UncoUectible: ~ 370 

Net Revenu.e ~ ~,612 
372 417 400 

~,S70 41,247 39,551 

MONJE, Y DIf':E'EPSt.."'XIAL ~ (7.359) (2;t~) (8,409) (~;~) 

PRIOR FUEL S'O':l?P'Lmt REFO'NDS ~ 8,352 

ACCtMiJLATED DIf'E~'TIA.L ~ (~5,'711) (30.758) 

(Red Fi51l:'~ ) 
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APPZNDIX B 

CAI.C"JIAl'ION OF 
ENZRGY COST ADJ"VS~~ BILLING :FAC1'ORS FOR A NCV'OOm 1976 REV'IS!ON DATE 

(:l?ASED ON nIB 12-MON'l'R ?ECO?J) PERIOD .EDmG AUGUST 31, 1976) 

CURRZNT COST OF RECORD PERIOD FUEL AND PURCHASED PO'..rZR 

Record. Period. 
quantities Cur;.:oent ?:icc 

Oil .••.•••••••.•••.•..• ,.......... 257, 748 ~:BtU @ 
Gas ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 74, 003 ~:BtU '1!) 

2.260 $/~Btu 
1.3433 $/~u 
0.3605 $/lIf13tu 
2.9239 $/M Kwh 

Coal .. " ...... ".................................. 83,506. Bt-u @ 
Nuelee.,: .. .. . . .. .. . .. . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . . .. .. .. .. .. . . .. . 2,791. Kwh @ 
Pl.l%-eha.sec.. rowo:;' .............................. e" ~ ................. ,. .............................. ~ ...... " , ... 

MOno Powe~ C~mpany Fuel Service Cbarge ••.••.• , ••.••••••••••.•••••••••• 
S u"btotal ............................................ '" .... .. ," •. ill' .... oil .................................. ' .......... .. 

Less Zrle;:z:r C~st Recovered Th:,'ough Oft-System ~les ••••••••••••••.•. ~ .. 
Current C~st ~fFuel and Purchased Power to: Record Pe~od •••••••••••• 

rn'ERGY COST ADJOSTMFlfr 'BILL!NG FACTORS, 

Ge~ration Cost ~~ 
• K"..;h ~M ~ ~h 

Edison System EXeluding Catalina 55,985 795,954 51,727 
Less Re:ale (included above) 4:111 2§ z447 

~:m Sales Subject to ECAEF 51,874 737,507 
Less C~st to be Recovered in the ~e Rates 32:7,89l 47,728 
Plus Ace~~ted Revenue - ZXpense 

Di:f'1'ercntie.l as or August 31> .1976 
caleulAted in Accordanee ~ith' 
Procedures • Set Forth ill ParIJ.gZ"a.ph 7 
of ZCAC from. V.ay 1, 1976, Including 

!~Ozw2 Prior :C-:J.~1 Supplier Refunds 
Subtota.l','· . 378,828 
Pl~~ ?~ovision tel" 1.000% Fra.nehi:e Fees 

and Uncollectible Expe~e ~:788 
Energy Cost Acljustment Clause Amoun.t 382,616 
ENFMY COST ADJUS:MEm: BILI.ING FAC'l'OR (ECABF) 

APPLICABLE TO LIF~"E QUANXIl'IES 65,Ol5 8,llO 
ENERGY COST ADJUSTMENT BILIJljG FACTOR (ECABF) 

APPLICABLE !'O OTHER l?Al'• LIFELn'E QUA.mnZS 317,601 39,618 

(Red F1~re) 

Currec.t 
C~5t $M 

582,5ll 
99,408 
30)801 
8,159 

80,559 
~ 
809--;130 

l2J1§f 
795,9 

F3.ctor 
iLx. .. lb. 

0.687 

0.802 
===-

0.802 



Determination o! ECAC Base Cost Using Data. from 
Application No. 5l:.~46 e.."ld Pro,osec. Decision 

I 

ECAC 
Encr~ Encra 

).., Cost Cost 
~ -, }. J.(~ ... h olJj .. ~ -

Sales to Others 1,1C3 11,79'1 ll,799 
Interchange,. etc .. 1,655 655 29k 
Purchased Power 5,565 ;3C,.)30 33,330 
Hydro 1;'1357 
Nue1e.or 2,)7~ 3,397 3,397 

GQ.~ t.:. Oil 36,.169 31l , l67 :3ll,.167 
Storo.ce - 10 200 

Tot.3.l 36;1~S' '~m 
Coo.l -.,. 

9,~"2 17,9l6 17,.916 Coal 
Ga.s 253 l,3l0 l,3l0 
Ash F.o.nc:Unc .. "_zh°iZ . 

Total 9,:335 ,2$3 
P..l~l Svc. Chse. 1,.2C~. l,Z:U~ 
Tot.o.l Ener~ 6O,5l~ 3?C,U5 3C5,l~97 

Allocation: 
ECAC 

~eration ~es Co~: Factor .. , $M rtLK~'h ,. ~(~'lh ." ~U) .......... ---. ............. 
-~ -

To/,ol JY='i:.em 60,64~ 53,7:'..1 30$,497 
. 

Lese FPC :tes.ll~·· J:~~U 4:210 ?:7~B-5.. CPtIC Jurisd. 56,~0S' :/),511 357,952 
Le:ss :J~':?" .\clj'lUl". ' 1""" ~1.100 ~:!.;.lO . --I. 0..,.I} 

ECAC 'ro;~.:U. 55,:!.??> ' 1..,.';,4ll ~5/J,., 5/~12 0.732 



APPZNDIX D 

Southe~ ~liforr~a Edicoo C~m,anY 

Calcula.t1on of energy Coot "<1juztment Billing Fo.etor to l1~.l1t ~ .. enue reduction 
to $50 .. 5 ':'r.illioo to- eor4'es.,oo~. to a:mount of increase g:.~a.ntecl io General RAte 
I.ne .... ea.~e Application No. 54946.\ 

lS7G Te~t Year Sales - ~~h 

Zclison System. 

Less: Re~a.le 

State Vater Plan 

Sa.les Suojeet to :cABF 

Zner~' C~:.:t Ret!uct1on " $~ 

neduction in BCABF 

P:::ecent SCA.BF 

A~thorized ECABF 

53,:'21 
4,210 
1.100 

48,4U 

44.5 

O. f"$2~/K:.;h 

~.949~/Kwh 

C.S51~·:h 


