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OPINION 
, .'_ .*-*'_, _,,---, '-"._ ", ft~ "" ,'. 

By its application herein Southern c&l:uoridi-Giui.~~;:: .. :::-:.> ... 
Company (SOC41) 'reqUe8tS'~authorltYto engageiu'a sohr<demon­
stration projeet and tc) include -in its raiesthe~unt8 neees:-
8&rY io fuud' such ao1.arenergy progra:ai~ . The estim&tedtotal . 
c'ost ove:r the' five-yea£l1f~' of the' 'project1"$lO~·923~OOO;.: 

Seven aays of' l)Ubl1e hearlngswere held ~ro::. Ap:!l 25, 1977 
~ 

to JulY··T,,·--l977:"·-cineUrrentoneyswere·'ma:O.e-ron-iept-eDi'be%--'!~,· 
1977 by SoCal, the Publ.ie Utilities ~sio~ staff~' t~4t'StAt'~" 
Energy ResoC'ces Conaervation and Development cOaaiss1on (l:Uergy 
Commission)" San Diego' 'Gas & EleCtric ~y (SIcia::) p' the' city 
of Los' Ange:lea .. :·the city~f SanDi'~6,.atld the Ca.l:(fo~C1t:(zei:{: 
Aetion~Gr~~'~', " , .. :: '. >' ••• , • "~,,,, . i.:··:·~·:.~:' ''':': " 

. The ~tttt !s aub%rl.t·tedfor· dec:tsioll'. . ... -,. ': .. :.::~:. ,: .... ;:: ... ~: ..... ;:. 

Applicant's Requese 
'.. ~ •• ' v I, '. r-' ,.r. ',. , h I ~ . . nieo

• application descriOeS iuo

'deu1I'4' proPOsed" solar 
energy <l~nstra:ti~ri: 'p~oj~t which ~l tmna~'~ration:""" 
Sunfl~wer".. . 'the proj eet would include cOnStruct'ion 4nd:opera~:o. 
tion o'f 80larsyst~ auPpl~ energy 'to re81deneial'~ts',,::::': : ... 
commerc~l' strUetk~~ ~~d 'ind~~i i~~il:.iti~ .~::··Tb:e~08e:~f· .. ~. ~ .. :) 

4 •• .!. ,~< ~'~'-, .t. ':" .-:':. :;: r'" .: ~', .~:::~ ,~~: .... "::. .... i:~ 
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As SoCal. noted in its brief. the only: .. evidence., regarding. 
the subs.ta.ntiv~' aspects of Operation Sunfl~ ~8' p7::~.ented"by, :' '., 
SoCal (with the exception of .. rate design) ~, uPon cOmPlet'1on ~f" '. ' 
SoCal's direct presentation. SDG&E presented three,w1~~8~s.i~ , 

. '. .,', 

support of its claim that any rate increase,. to meet .. expenses.· 
, . -, "'.. -, ",' "", 

incurred for Operation Sunfl~we1:' should. not be .c~~ed to SDG&E 
and ultimately, to SDG&E's~r.atepayers. SDG&E's ,presentation. din- ,..,~t 

deal with'the question 'of whether SoCal '8' proPosal might '~a, ' 

duplicatiOn of the ,efforts tba~" SDG&E. hAs under way in, it.~ own" 
solar, program. , SDG&E's w1tUes8~ too~'nO positiOn. on: ~i.'~" . 
proposal. SDG&E's. basic claimwa •. ,that its ratepayers. supported." 

~. \,'. ... .1.,- _. .... 

costs for solar research and development. progn..ma. anclunder s:ueh . .' '., ' , ,,' . ~. . .,' ; -...,' '. ..' ,,, ..... ,,-, . 
circumstances costs of, SoCal '8 program should not be passed on .to , . . , .. ".',. . , ". 
SDG&E 8 customers.. , . ...., " .. ., .. 

, ..... " 

The Position of Interested Parties. .' - ' .' .. ~..~ .,' 

:. The public hearings c~.ed on,Ap~l25., 197~ ~~ .. , I:-o~:~ .' 
Angeles. Ca.l1forniA. A m.miber. of.representatives of consumers' 
','" ." . .' . ',",' .. '-,., .......... 

organ1zations. appeared. Tour·that. they. ~i~%lO~8UPport"~'~'s 
application would be an ~erstatement., •. Represeu~tives:. o~ ' .. " 
consumers' groups ~ including a representative from .. ~e S~~~., 
Depal:t:ment of Consumer Affairs. opposed, the" proposition,that 

, . " - " '" . " ~.. .,"......."., 

utility ~tepa.yera: 8houldfi:Da~ethepX:0po8e~ 80~~~ r.:~~ch, " :: 

and development:- proj.ect." ,. ,:. ,", ......... ~ .,.... '" ",,' _ '~',:':,,~;,';':'::: ... ,,:, :,.~: 
xb~','~8-1ti~~_~f the· inter.eated parties .. filing :br.ief8" .. ~ ,'. 
~.. _. " . • ' -c ,. ". "._ '. ,'.-_... .. ' •. _ " ..... ,_.-', uO".' . ' ' '. ' ,_ '., ,... "" c ~ .... _,I. ,.>, " .. ' ..... 

are as follOWS: .. '. ,. . . .:'::.,:", '::", .. :," ,:;:::";:,,~_:,::>~:,, 
.. ~: .. SDG&? requ~~~ to, be:.exelu~ed f"ro.m .any: .. ~ate:i.."lc~eases:: ::',,:. 

that -would flow :rom Ope::,,:S-tion. S~ower·on the,' grounds that:; ,it: '.;':: 
is a re~.le C!lstomer,: ~ntitled to· ,an· exemption.i'rom.:sueh'·oi'i'set 

incre~s~s,. ru.?-d :t~'t:: it: ~sa past" present7'.a"'ld.~ontinuing; pro~:;;,:.,<~ 
gram i'<?r, ~1~ ~n~rgy_:, dev~f.~pn:ent,. ':. ,:.','.", . :-:', ': ~ ....... , '. :":..: ~ ; '".;'. : 

The' position of the city of san Diego is in support of 

the position of SDG&£. In &dd1d.on~ the city of San Diego. urges e that: ·the solar project should be rejected in 1tsentire~~ the 

'I~ "~. ,.. 
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to-· acco:lplisb., the. app11cant,: s,goals" a."'ld, states that the- goals can 
- . -'. ., ,. - -

be accomplished by careful monitoring of the development' of' the" 

solar ~ket:~tho:J.t:..Operation·Sunnowe::-;; 
Discussion 

.. The app11cation, of',solar, energy,~as .a: cost'ef'fect1ve:and 
viable alt~::-nativ.e ,e~ergy,.sou::-ce, for, w:tdespread:.commerc!aFuse~:may 
face many Obstacles (especiallyw1tb.::-esjje~,t'o~space-;heat·:rng):~' 

,.', . . . . 
We expect, ~hat. fu::-therresearch' and the ::-et!nement ·:of ·eXfs't'fng>know-
ledge, • .... !.ll eventually :ender',so~ar'e:le:"gY" a ,'v:ta"Cl'e' 'alternat'1ve,-'or 

,suppl.ement t<> ,e,X;is.t:L"lg e:o.er.gysou:ces.: ,SoCal 'propO-:3'ed' the:·· 
demo~s:trationproJect > 'to be funded :cyratepayers; ',as a' meansto~ 
:L"lvestigate and evaluate solar, e:lergyappl:tcation's.', We" C'o:m:nerid", 

SoCal to::: its 1nte~est in constructively analyzing sola:r'enerSy~ It 
reflects the utility,'s coneerr .. a..""ldco:n:m.1t!:lent t.oaddres's:tng~tlie·' 

ove::-all~n~:::"gy . s1tuati.on. •. 
.1. ,.~ •.•••• '1 .... , l ~. ~ ',' ,""" 

,'Ok ..... ',.... "".' 

. .Howev~::->,' we, are ~deny1.."lg~ the:, ::-el!.ef req~est:ed'by: ;SOCal~~~' 
We taketb.1s.~ action not. based:: or. ,the' .overal1: me%"1tS:"'o!,",the ut:1'11ty's 
propo~e?- "de=ons.'~!"at,ion, p::-oj ect.~ > but, on ou::-' .. 'determination'.' tha.'t:·a t ' 

this time it is not in the public interest to have SoCal's':..ratepayers 
.!'u."1d. this ffde:no:l.Strat10n ,project". . Sola: ener.gy1s urider-extensive 
evaluation 'by both this Commission" and. the :E."lergyCom:niss1o-ri~~ We 
a::-e of the opinion that· it is premature' to have ratepayers·(who'are 
also, taxpaye::-s) fU:ld SoCal' s ,·.studies ; when . extens:!ve study ,a.."ld 
evaluation is, n~wbe1ng.~ conducted~y :,governmenta:l : :agene!-es~ :.~ , 

. ", .~ 

The· Ene:-gy Co6misSion is Chargee. 'under state la'';; to carry. out 
studies> resea::-eh~ p::-oj ects >.data "col:lection"and. other, activities 
required to assess the ·nat.'~::-e, exter .. t,. .a."ld distr:1.'but1.on

J

of .e!'lergy 
resourc'es to meet theneec.s of' the St'at'e ,including solar energy 
::-esources (P' .... blicResourc.es, Code> Sect!.on25401'h 'a."ld,:t:O :carry 
out ::-esea.:-ch and develop:nent ,into alternative source,s,o-! 'ene:-gy 
(P'';'bl!.c Resources Code, Section 25216(c) ),. SoCal's:":pl"opo:s'ea 
effo:-t appears to. 'be d~plicat1veof t....'le· Energy Commission's 
effo::-ts u.."lde:O: its legislative mandate. 
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o R D E R - - - - ~ 

IT IS O;o:::RED :;::a-: Aj:lj:l:'::'cat1o~ No. 57032 is denied. 
The e~~ec-:~~e da-:e o~ th~s order shall be twenty days 

after the date he~eo~. 
Dated at ______ ~ ___ ~_. __ Q3_.~ __ ~ __ ~ Cal1~orn1a~ this 
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APPENDIX A 

List of Appeara1lCes 

Thomas D. Clarke and David B. Yolleet, by 
David R. Follett, Aetorney at Law; and 
Jonel c. Hi!!, for applic:ant~ 

Dadd t. co!l1Dii, for Sola:rgen1cs, Inc.; 
Herman MU1iD4n, for Coalition for Economic 
SiirY'iva! an<! CAUSE; David Shaw, for himself; 
a.nd A. ksiIibCaLello, City Aet:orney, for 
City of t& rbira; protestants. 

Edward G. Maschke, for SUNRAE, intervenor .. 
Burt 1. Hnes, city Attorney" by Leonard L. 

Snaider, Deputy City Atto:rney, for eity 
of LOs Angeles; Jeffran'Lee Guttft'O, 
Attorney at Law,. for Diego Gis & 
Electric Company; R. E. W'oodbury, R. J. 
Caball, W. X. Marx, H. Robttt Barnes, by 
H. Robert Barnes, Attorney at Law, for 
SO'iicliern calnornia Ediso'll Company; 
John W. Witt, City Attorney, by William S. 
Shaffran, Deputy City Attorney, for city of 
san. Diego; Jonathan Blees, Attorney at Law; 
Gr~ Wlheataud, A1:torney at Lay, Public: 
~ers Office; and Alexander .1enkins, for 
California. State Energy Resources COnseroa-
tiou and Development Commission; Will~ E. 
EmicktiJr., Attorney at Law, for tong &eaCh 
City a Department; Robert W. Russell, by 
Manuel Krcman., for Department of Public 
Utilities & trAnsportation, City of Los 
Angeles; George Ember, for Energy Research 
nnd Development Adiinistration, u.s. 
Govexmnent; Burt: 'W'ilson, for CAUSE; Benjamin 
Tobias, for seniors for Political Action; 
30hii Geesman. foX' Californ1a Citizen Action 
Group; :Alex T. Mlikotin, for Solar Systems, 
Ine.; ChArles mer, for himself; ~es Stober" 
for herse!!; Mic:,el Aron We1~be'r§~Or fiiiiielf; 
Edw.rd Castil!o~ or UAW LOCi! gO Organization 
ana CAUSE; IObert D. Bendheim, for himself; and 
Ted ~'. for hiliiieIf;, :tiiterested parties • 

.1alDeS J. erry, Attorney at LaW,. for the 
COiiiIi!iai01l staff. 


