me
Decision No. O8Qag OCT 251517
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of SOUTHERN CALIFORNTA
EDISON COMPANY for review and

conslderation of Time-of-Day Pricing Application No. 56408

)
g
Tarlffs pursuant to order in Declsion) (Flled April 13, 1976)
No. 85559 4in Case No. 9804. g

QRDER DENYING REHEARING AND RECONSIDERATION
OF DECISION NO.

Petitlons for rehearing and reconsideration of Decision No.
87744 have been filed by General Motors Corporation, Airco, Ine. and
Monsanto Company. The Commission has carefully considered these
petitions and ecach and every allegation contained therein and is of
the oplnion that good cause for granting rehearing and reconsideration
has not been shown. Therefore,

IT IS ORDERED that rehearing and reconsideration of Decision
No. 87744 1s hereby denied.

The effective date of this decislon is the date hereof.

Dated at Sa srwacsco California this _I-5 - day of

President

Commissioner Robert Batinovich, being
necessarily absent, Aid net particlipate
dn tho Aizpozsitica of thig proceodiags,




A, 36408 - D, - SUU;uCYﬁ California Edison:
ime-0f-Pay Pricing
RDER DENYTING RE HMFRI\P

COMMISSIONER WILLTIAM SYMONS, JR.. Tissconting

grant rehearing. The petitioners corvectly point out
tine Commission falled to make findings on ... all ig ;ues material
required to do under Public Urilities Code
to wic: the cconomic impact of the new rate schedule,
issue wus clearly before the Commission, as indicated by the
extensive testimon - artzics on this issuce, and the
language in
ais Commission

.me-of-day
state Co

"In Coanformance with ¥ouse Resolution No. 123,
in this proceeding '"11 consicer rthe effect of
wites on the avbility of the steel industr
continue LO cheralye in a competitive manner. the effect of
those ruces on emplovment leovels within that and
ﬂtntrallv throughout the state, arnd will gLVt equa. consideration
in setring the time-of-day rates to the nced for the conservation
of enerpy resources and the ¢ifcct of theose rates on the economic
health of the state and on levels of unemplovment."
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Yetr, the nccess

Jor Lis it adeguate BWE e s ier the rug by asserting
rhat the issue nkas been decided in ¢ rmissi s Initial investigation
into rate redesign Case No. 92804, As Decision No. 85559 (March 16, 1976)

cated at Finding YNeo. 32, the Commission would "... continuc

carefully to examine the ecoromic consequences of its ratemaking policies
in future proccedings.”

The California Public Uzilities Commission's reputation and duty

a expert regulatery agency demands more than this head-in-the-sands

California LU-&/&M
3 - A

WILLLAM SYNOSS
Commission

anproach.

San Francisco
October 25, 1
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