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Decision No. 88{)~8 OCT 25 ~Si7 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

App11cat1on of SOUTHER~ CALIFORNIA ) 
EDISON COMP~~ for rev1ew and ) 
cons1derat1on of T1me-or-Day Pricing ) 
Tariffs pursuant to order in Decision) 
No. 85559 in Case No. 9804. ) 

Application No. 56408 
(Filed Apr11 13, 1976) 

-------------------------------) 
ORDER DENYING REHEARING AND RECONSIDERATION 

OF DECISION NO. 877~4 

Petitions for rehear1ng and recons1derat1on of Decis10n No. 
87744 have been f1led by General Motors Corporat1on, A1rco, Inc. and 
Monsanto Company. The Commission has carefully considered these 
pet1t1ons and each and every allegat10n conta!ned there1n and 1s of 
the opinion that good cause for granting rehear1ng and reconsideration 
has not been shown. Therefore, 

IT IS ORDERED that rehear1ng and reconsideration of Decis10n 
No. 87744 1s hereby denied. 

The effective date of this dec1s1on 1s the date hereof. 
Sa.n ~ J:'f:l.nC!.SCo ~ I"'&L Dated at , California th1s ~~ day or 

OCTOBER , 1977. 

President 

Cc~1s01o~or Robert Bat1novich. being 
nQcessar11y ab~c~t. did not part1c1pat. 
in t.Qo ~1:;po:;~ Uo.a. 0: t.h~ .. ~Q~Q<!~~; 



A. 56408 - D. - Southern California Edi~on: 
Timc-of-DJv ~ricinp 

cr.mER D2NY::':G RSI.r;':AIU:';C . ,J 

COMMISSIONER .. .JILLI."...!\![ SYM0:'-!S. JR. I Dissenting 

I would 0runt rehearing. The ~~citioncrs correctly ?oint out 

that ::b~ Commi~sion f.:lilcd to findings on It ••• all issue~ 

to t:.c order .. I II. as '':C' a~(' rcc;ui'::"C'c to do under Public V:::ilitic-s Code 

Section 1705, co wic: th~ economic i~p3ct of che new rate schedule. 

This :Ls!;ue w..:.:' clearly before the Comrnissio!:'l, as ir.dicatcd by ~hc 

ex~ensivc testimony intro~uc0J by p~r~ics on ~his issue. and the 

langun\~e in the opinion ct oa0C 19: 
• - ~ L' 

" In Confor.:-:1.:l:':CC' ',:::"::h ::ou:;c Reso;'u ::.ion :\0. 123, ::~is Commission 
in :hi~ proceeding will. consider ~hc effect of time-oi-day 
···:,t·(·.:· 0'" ,"'r'''' "'L")~'~I'v or"= ""nc -;-"c1 ;"rl .. s·'~v {n .. ',,~<, ""''''''-e to ..... - ... ~' ....... 1-'- ... .l .......... 4.~. ~ L . "-~ • ........ '-'4._ .......... _L .... ~+.J.,~ \.)\"'c..I~_ 

.. 'O:1t::nuL' LO 0ih,'r;l:"',' In ;l compcLl~l\,C' m~':"\nl..'r. ;l:'iC the citcct of 
t:10St.: rJ.cc::; O:t crrl~~ovm~nt levels wit'!1i.':1 that: ind;;stry, end 
Renerally throughout" the st~ce, and will give e~ual consi~eration 
in !:>c::t::"nb t:--.c ti;.ic-o:-ci8/ n~t(>s co :;-o.c n~cd for the conscrv.:ltion 
of cnc=gy resources und the effect of :hosc rates on thc economic 
he~11:.:h of t1:(' stotc .'n:ci on levels of unc::1ploy~nent." 

Nor ls it adcGuat~ to sweep the issue un~er the rug by asserting 

that the issue has been cl0Cici0d in th0 Co~nission'~ initial investigation 

into race reu(>:':ign C[l[~C ~o. 9804. ft.:;> Decision ~:o. 85559 (X.:J.rch ::"6, 1976) 

in t~.at ca.~c st,:ltcd at Fincin? ~o, 82. t~lc COT:'~ission would" ... c01".tinuC' 

carefully co (,x3mi!1~ ::Jc economi.c C('l:13cquC:1Ces of its ratemaking policies 

in !?u~1.\re proceedings." 

The California Publi.c L::iJ. i ties CO'.':1l:l::'ssio~ IS rcput.:s.tion and du:.:y 

~s .:In exper: regulatory ag~ncy deman~s more than this head-in-the-sands 

e S.1!": Fr.2.ncisco, Cal.ifor;lia 
Octob(-!':' 25, 1977 


