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90648 . ' 
Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBUC UTILITIES COMrvD:SSION OF THE S·TATE OF CAUFORNIA 

In the Y..atter of the Application of' ) 
CP NATIONAL CORPORATION, a' California, ) 
Corporation, for authon ty to increase 1 
its rates for electric service in its ) 
~'leaverville DiVision. . ) 

Applicatio,n No. 57e21' " 
(Filed', January 20,. ,197S): , ' 

-----------------------------) 
:Orrick, Herrington, Rowley &-Sutcliffe:, by 

Robert J. Gloistein',' Attorney at Law, , 
l'or applicant. '. ' 

Glen J. SuIliv.~, Attorney at Law, for 
California Farm Bureau Federation,. 
!nter~sted party. 

Sara S. Myers,. Attorney at taw, and 
Bertra.m Patrick,. P.S.,. for the 

, Co,mmiss1on s'ta££ .. 

o 1: I: N 1. Qli 

By this application, CP National COrporation (applicant.) 
requests authority to establish rates for its Weaverville' Division , 
Electric Department which were deSigned to:tnerease annual revenue 
by $276,,800 or 30. S percent over the reven~es produeedby/tb.~'·" " 

, , 1" , 
authori:edrate levels now in effect., based on test year '1979' operations, .. 
In addition,. appli cant seeks to establish separate 'rates,' :£o'r test~/:. 
y.ear 19$0 which would be applicable until revis.ed by a new-'· showin~, 

I "''-; c 

of' revenues,. expenses, and 'rate base that. would. be, applicabl.e,oeyo:nd 
, ,. " '., ~ 

that time. 

Public hearing was held before Administrative Law': , 
Judge Gillanders in Weaverville on November: lJ...~ 197$:, andt-he: ~tter . 
was sub:ntted upon receipt of" lat.e-filed exhibits on February.15·:~·'1979~.· 

',: \. ' 
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Copies of -:he application had been served and notice of'.hearing had 
been published and posted in accordance wi~b. this Commission's 
Rules of' Practice and Procedure. 

Oral testimony on behalf' of appli cant was presented . 
by two 'Witnesses. The Commission staff presentation was: made by 

a:c. engineer. Testimony was also received from the District At.torney/ 
County Counsel of' Trinity County. 
General Information 

Applicant is a corporation duly organized and existing' 
under the laws of the State of Cali£orni·a. It owns and' operates 
public utility electric,. gas, water, and telephone systems .in' 
calj.fornia; electric, gas, and telephone systemsinOr.egon; electric,. 
gas, water, and telephone systems· in Nevada;andelectri6sys~ems' 
in Utah and Arizona. Its principal place of' business is lOlcated: 
in San Francisco, California. 

Weaverville ni~~-~rlctElectric Department 
Organization 

;i: For operating purposes applicant's Weaverville J:)1S~';;i~ct..-~ .. '··: .' 
is ~lder the supervis:l:on of a Dfst~ct ManageI' in We.averville. 

II Terri tory Served 
. . 

The Weaverville Electric Department .f'urnishes electric 
serv:i.ce in WeaverVille and the adjacent territory in Trinity County.' 

'I " 

Weav1erville is the County seat o·f Trinity' County and tb.e-popul:atio.n, 
:i, . 

acco:rding to the 1970 census, was' 2,000 .. 
Source o·r- Power 
Applica:J.t purchases its power requirements" fromPaC±fi.c· .. 

Gas :and Electric Company (PG&E) on ScheduleR - Resal.e·Servi~e~ .. 
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Power is obtained from a 6o-kV' line connecting, Redding .a.."ld Eureka. 
Applicant's ·substation has two 3,750-kVA,: transformers" one ;supplY:ing. 
the 2.4 lCl distribution and the other supplying the 12.5-kV distr1';" 
butic.c.. There are approxima.tely 124w1re miles in the • Weavervili.e~ 
Dist~ibution system. , . 

,I' .' .' 
Resul:ts 0 rOpera.tion 

During'Che course 01: hearings in this, proceeding, the 
disputed issues 'between applicant and the sta.ff were'narrowed.to: 
(1) r~te of return; (2) appropriate allowance fo1" the .. cost- 0'£ 
Stanford Research Institute '5 (SRI) management audit;; and ()appro­
priate allowance for the capita1i:-.ed cost of applicant's customer' 

" , , 

ini'ormation services system. Applicant's witnesses 'and witnesses' 
to-:- the Commission starf analyzed and, estimated appli'cant"s, operating .,' 

-:esul:::-s for test year 1979. 
At the conclusion of the hearing, applicant s,tated t:o.at, 

a.f'ter:~ a review of the staff showing which was based. on ,later 'data,. 
it was prepared to agree wi tb. the staff's estimates, except'· for' ' 
-:-ate of :-etu...""'l"J. and management audit, in· orde1" to expeQ;ite~ decision. 
To this end, a late-filed exhi'bit, jointly sponsored by applicant' 
and the Co::mlission starf, was filed ~ showing an agreed sUmmary '. 
of e~'""nings at p~sent rates. This exhibit also refieets reduced' 
ad .valorem property taxes. due to the' pass,age of Propo,si tionl;;,. 

the new federal income tax rate of 46 percent, and a red'UCti6~; 
i!l the working-cash allowance. The:,effect of the joint: exhibit was 
~ :-educe applicant 9 s rate increase rectuest £rom$276"SOO.to·' 
S172 r 500. 
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Applicant hired SF.! to conduct a manag,ement auditor :rts 
general office and top level management.. SRI conducted its audit·. 
at a cost of' $110,000 and submitted a report which. covered applicant· S: . 

strengths and weaknesses and proposed solutions to pro,blemsand 
changes in o:-ganiza'C1on and business. The report also l'o,cused on 
p:-oolems with data systems,. management practices and' training, the 
need tor development of a public relations program, . and the role of' 
the Boa...~ of Directors. Applicant considers the co·st of' the SRI 
study to be a proper charge to· its. ratepayers.. Thus, it allocates 
the, cost. a::::long its opera'Cingdis:erlcts .•. The' stafr recommends that 
the entire cost- of' the study be charged to the stockholders' be cause· 
t.lle ratepayers have already paid for competent management in the: 

:-ates charged and should not have to pay£or correctingdefi~encies,. 
corporate a cqui si tions and divestments,. and pro·£ita.bility impro:vement ' 
wbicb., according to the star.:£." are clearly for the benefit o:r the 

. '...' .,-
stockholders. We agree w:tth the stai'f' and will adopt the staf'~s 
disallowance of the cost of the SRI study.' 

In Decision No. 90597~ issued in OII No·. 14 , . · .... e. round the 
e~e:se for the management audit conducted tor CP' National by the 
Institute of !~age:lent Research should be disallowed when. set:t.ing, 

!"ates for CP National's ciistricts. However, we directed Cp; National" 
, , . 

to develop an impro",ed training program for its c.ustomer relat:t'ons . 
personnel and to provide better supervision over such personnel.. tie 
::-eeognizec. the expense required£or -ehis \!nde:--eaking to' .. be·'$)S~OOO 
a:lnually for CP Natio:lal t s total C:a.lifornia operations.' . Accordin~y" 
· .... e will inc! .. ~de 53 ~ 752 expense in the ado'Oted tes,t year to' fund·' thfs:· 
ac-:ivity (allocated to this C? National~ dist!"ict:,·oYthe!Our-fac~o~',:· 

, . " ". . 

:nethoe.ology). , . ' ' 
T'a.e ~o11owing 'Cable se'Cs for-eh the jointly spons,o,red.5Ul'!l:llary 

of earnin~s at rates ir.. effect on Ja...'"luary 1, 1978' for testyear:"979,:' 
~he a:ount of additional revenue required to:raiseapplic.a.'it':s'rat~,' 
of return to tha't. recom:nended by the' Coo..oUssion,'staff ·and ·th.e " 
add:' tional revenue required to raise app·licant' srateoi'return to.' 
that reeo=:lendec. by applicant: 
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WC'...A.VERVIUZ :EI.EC'rRIC DISTRICT 
EStimated Year 1979 

o-oer:lti..35 Revenues 

.3uie !ta:tes_ 
EQergy Rates 
Mi5Cellane~ 

Total Oper. Rev. 

Ot>erating; ~e:s 

Produet.ion. 
DUtrioution 
~t.omerSerdce & 

I:a!'ormation 
Sales 
CUstomer Acets. W/O 

tncolleetio1es 
Uncolleetibles 
Ad.:ni%listrati ve and. General 
CIS Amortization 

Subtotal 

Book De1=lreciation 
Taxes Other Than Income 
State Corp. Francl:d.se Tax 
Federal Income Tax 

'rota;L O~r. Exp. 

Net O!=Iernting .Reve:mes 

Rate Base 

Rate or Retur.:l 

$ 210.1 
802.1 

:2-0 . 
1,015.2 

784.2 
64.6, 

0.6 
0.2 

29.4-
2.4-

94 .. 9' 
4.6-

980.9 

u.S: 
15.2 
(7.5,) 

(49.2) 
98l.2 

34.0 

l,057.8-

3.21.% 

$138.4 

-
l3a.4 

12.2 
56.6· 
71.9 

66.5 

(Red' Figu..~) 
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' S02".l 

··2~0. 
1,153.G 

78.4.2 
6l...6 

0.6, 
0:2" 

29.4 
2'~7' 

97.7 
4.6 . 

984.0-

4l.~ 
15~2 
4 .. 7 
7~4 

',l,053.l 

100':5' 

1,057'~8:< 

9.50% 

$)4.1, 

--:34.1' 

-' 

3:.0:, 
.J1:.2; , 

17.9 

16'.2:' 

, 
/' ,~ 

$, 382.6-
802:.1: 

:2';0' 
1,l87.7 

7$4..2 
6l.. .• 5 , 

0.6.··' 
0-2': . 

'2!1~4'::, 
2.8,' 

9S'.~ ... ' 
4'-6, 

, 985.0,' 
" 

Ltl.S: 
15;:2' 
1 .. ": ". 

21 • ..2;· . 
1,.071~O:'· , 

." .. 

116~7> .... ,. 
. ~,,' ,:.;',;;,' ,. 

1,.057~8: ,', 
'. 
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Based on its original studies, the staff'recommended' that 

applica:lt be granted step rates ,. for 19S0. However, iti also' recommended , 
that be£ore the step increase is authorized applicant should be 
required to :file an advi ce letter with appropriate work papers at the 
end of' the test ye:lrto SustJ:£y·'the increases. Because' o:f"~'sign;tficant. ' 
changes between th~'~t~i;~· ~riginai ~~;i~tes,. and tb.~· ~reed ~~~n : ' 
test yea: results of operation, we can not use the o:r:-iginal results. 
to gau.;e attrition. With only one usable test year there isno 
way to determine attrition., We will,. therefore, allow no· attri'tion 
in setti~ rates for the f'uture. 
R:~.'ee 0 ~ Retur!'). 

Any rate of' return determinatl.on ne cessari1y requires the . 
weigb.ing of a number of economc intangibles which.' are, difficult,to· ',' 

. ' .. ," 

:::leasure bv statistical comparisons. It devolves upon the judgment olf 
• .', , ,,' ", " . . .' r; 

't.he Com:Jission, af'ter weighing, the' evid~nce pres:ented by- allot the 
experts,. to determine and set a f'air and reasona'ble, rate: o·f' retUrn. 
(Pac .. , Tel. & Tel. Co. (196S) 69 CPUC· 53:'.) It was the' tes.t1mony 0'£ 
applicant's rate of return 'Wi'tness that: an 11.03 percent.r~teof"return 
on rate base or approximately 16 percent, rate of ret,urn on common ~ 

stock eq,uity is needed to enable applicant to sell its shares at 
a price wh:i.ch would not be punitively dil'1.ltive to· the present sto·ck­
hold.ers and destrUctive to the market for app;licant's commo,n sto;ck ..... 

'~, 
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The s'Caff"s financial witness:, recomrt!ended' arateof:ret,'I.U'n 
of 9. ,0 percent on rate 'base,. or approx1mately12'.21 percent return 
on co=on stock equity. We have considered the arguments advanced' 
by applicant and stai'! and adopt' as reasonable a rat:e· of retu.rn o'i" 
9.50 percent on rate base. Such rate ~f return will p~ovide a~ret'Urn 
on equity oi' approximately 12.21 percerl't, an a£ter-tax):tnterest 

, , , 

coverage of 2.53 times, and a combined coverage of 2' .. 00 ',times. 
This return on capital is adequate' to attract capital 'at. a reasonable 

" 

cost and to' maintain the credit of applicant. 
According to Trinity County's, Distri ct Atto'mey" it is 

generally held by the people residing 'in the Weaverville area, that 
PG&'E's rates are lower than those of applicant's,., To'::determine the' 
actual differences, the ALJ' directed' applicant to p:rep'~~ a ' 
co:nparison table. Applicant-,did so and presented Exhibit, 21 atthe 
hearing. Exhibi t 21 shows the folloWing:' 

-7-
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Weaverville ComparlaQn Qr Pr~sent Rates 

CP Na~ionalCorpora~ion va Pacifio Gas and Electrio Company 

Winter 
Lifeline Allowancf) (kWh) Typical Amount. of BUI 

or National RME 
CQnsumption 
-1.kWh) _ CP Nat.ional ~ 

Oas10 240 240 5QO $ 19.69 $ 19.00 

Uaslc 240 240 1,000 )6.44 40.35 
Uasic 240 2/.0 ' 2. (XX) 69,9~ 83.06 
u3sic 1'-40 240 3,m 10).41 125.71 

Basic aM Water Heati08 490 490 500 $ 1,,/.1,2, $ 14.7~ 

Basic anrl Nat.er Heating 490 - 490· :: I.OOQ ~,', ~~-"·)4.36 3(,,08 
Dasic and Water Heating 490 490 2,00::> 67.85 'la. "fJ 

Basic and Water Heating 490 '490 3.000 101.34 121.~ 

BasiC, Water, and Space He~t.ing 1,610 , 1.610 500 $ 17.55 $ 14.55 
f -BasIc, Water, and Space H~atili8 1,610 1,610 1,000 30.16 ~1~35 

Basic, Water, and Spa~e Heating 1,1,1,0 1.610 2.000 58.60 59.62 
38sic, Water, and Space Heating 1,610 1,610 3.000 92,.09 102,33 

Pacifio Gas and Elect.ric Companl ~h~dule 0-1, eff~ctive Sep~~~~er 11, 1918. 
or Uat.ional corP9ra,t1on Sche<iule, 0-1).0, With Fnergy. ~at,esteffecUve NovembQr 1, 1918. 

, .' '-". -- .- •• ' < - - • 

»> • V'I 

~ 
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The comparison shows. that· in most casesapplicant'srates:, 
are lower than PG&E's especially in tb.etyp~calconsumpti6n blocks~ 
i. e., 1, 000-3,,000 kWh. 
Rate Design 

Applicant and the staff ('With som.e minor.differen.ces) .have 
proposed a new rate design for residential electric ra-eeswhich''Will''_ 
aid in :-educing the effects of decli'ning sales'on .revenu~" . promote .• 
conservatio:lP and not disadvan.tage the utility"sratep'ayers. ' 

Simply stated, appli cant's re'venue :'equirement. is' 
divided into two components: one, the energy rate revenue con­
sisting of the cos-e of purcl:J.ased energy and related~collect.ibles 
and franchise fees; the other, the basic rate revenue: co~sis,ting ,,' 
of revenue required for a return on rate ,base and all other eXpenses, .. 
For applicant,. which purchases its total energy requiremen.t,~ th.e.£ormer 
component generally represents two~tb.irds of the total reV'e.nuere­
quire~ent. Both applicant and the stafr recommend that. t.his component 
be collected subject to adjustment. thro\,.gh a;' balanci~ account-. 

Applicant and the st~aff differ slightlyw1.tb.:' respe'Ct, to­
the collection of basic rate revenue.. Applicant propos,es 
higher monthly service charges than '.the staf'f'~' It is app,arent that:' 
even the higher charge does not cover the f:i:xed costs of' serVice', -' 

: . " '. . , 

and, in a:l7 event, the amount chosen will be refie'cted'in-an adjustmen-e 
to the co::1odi ty charge portion of the basi c. rate'. 

For residential sales, applica:lt' propos'es a.."'ld statfagrees, 
-:hat the co:::nodity charge pOrcion'of 'Che baSic ra'Ce revenue be 
collected by a uni!orrn price per ki-Ih through the lifeline usage block. 
For :c.on:-eside:c.tial sales, the.oasicrate revenue'is· sp.readurii-
!or:nly over all sales. :'le will adop-e the staff's rate design.> 

-9-
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Conservation and Voltage Regulation 
Although applicant did not include mention of any conser-, .' 

vation activities or expenses :in its application as filed, it 
, • ! 

did later submit a comprehensive energy conservati?n program to . 

be undertaken, initially" at its own expense. Part cf tMs 

effort is the implementation of a Conservation Voltage Regulation 
Program (CVR). 'Applicant was directed to. con-cinue, the:,imp,lementation 

, . ' 

of its CVR activities in Decision' No,. 9059:7' dated July 3,1,,'1979, 

issued in OII No. 14. 
In other. proceedings we have directed Pacific Gas and 

Electric Company" D-S931Si Southern California Ed~sonCompany, '. 
D-S9711: and san Diego Gas & ElectriC" Company" D-90405:",,~c> 
incorporate serJ'ice voltage standards into, their respective tariff 

:rules regarding "Description of Serviee" as part of their.aR 

programs. In ae.dition, these electric utilities have, been required 

to adopt certain implementation and reporting requirements for, 

their CVR programs. Applicant should also expand:tts CVR' program 
to adopt vol uge standards in its tariff Rule No. 2 and 'adopt 
similar reporting requirements heretofore required of other " 

california electric utilities and will be so directed .. 

" .. 
, " 
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Findinqs of Fact 
1. Applicant is in need of additional revenues, but the 

proposed rates set forth in the application,are-excessive. 
2. The staff's estimates of operatinq expense and rate 

base for the test year ~979 reasonably indicate:! the results of 

applicant's operations for the future and are adopted. 
3. Applicant can and should step up its CV'R.: proqram efforts .• 

We will require applic4n:t to revise its tariff t~ set, forth'the 

new' ranges of customer vol taqe . recommended. by the CVlt pr09ram. 
as shown in Appendix A and adopt eva implementation andreportinq 

requirements set forth in Appendix B. 

4. A rate of retu:n. of 9.50 pe~cent on the adopted .rate 
base for the year 1979 will produce a return on common. equi:t;y: 
of approximately 12.21 percent. Such rate of return. requires 

an increase in gross revenues of $13g:,400~ which amount is: 

reasonable. :., 

5_ The staff's rate spread is reasonable and· should be 

adopted. 
6. The increases in rates and charqes authorized herein 

are justified; the rates and charges authorized herein are 
reasonable; and the present rates and charges, insofar as they 

differ from those prescribed herein" are for the future unj ust 
and unreasonable .. 

Conclusions of Law 
The commission concludes. that the application should': be 

granted to the extent se;t.,:.,forth in the order which follows. the 
following order should b~:::gjEfective the elate of signature since 

.j I~" '.ro'- .I'" • • • 

there is an immediate ne.t;;.'.d:' for the rate increase authorized • 
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IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. CP National Corporation shall within thirty days after 
the effective &te of this order revise its,tariff to' incluCLe the 

I, , • 

customer service voltages and customer utilization ,voltages set 
forth in Appendix A_ 

2.. CP National Corporation shalt continue to expand its. -
implementation of conservation voltage regulation and--fiie­
progress reports as schedu.led and set forth in .Appendix.B. 

3. CP National C<?rporation is authorized,after the effective­
date of this order, to file revised rate schedules in. accordance 
with Appendix C attached to this order,. and concUrrently-to­
withdraw and cancel its presently effective schedules. Such 
fillilg shall comply with General Order No. 96-A. The effective 
date' of the revised schedu.les shall be' five days. after the: date 
of f~lin9'. The revised schedules shall apply -only to, service 
rendered. on and after the effective' date thereof • 

The effective date of ~s order is the date' hereof ... 

Dated 
californi"a:. 

AUG 14 1979 , at San Francisco, 
--------------~---~~-------- I ' 

'Co::c1::::::1o!lor R1e2rd D. Gravelle. be~g 
lleees:arily .3.'b:::ent. d1~ not part1e1'pate 
1:1. tJle d1::p¢s1t1o:l~: .t.h1S proceGd1:o.g. 

-12-
"~n .... _._ ... -,+", .. ~" ,,_ '.'_ 

"j It.'< 



• 

• 
. . 

• 

.. ' 

A.57821 

APPENDIX A: 
Page 1 of 2 

ROLE N'O. 2, DESCRIPTION OF SE~VICE 

( ___ ) Customer Service Voltages: 
Under all normal load conditions, distribution circuits 
will be operated so' as to' maintain'secondary service 
voltage levels to customers, wi thin the -J'01 tage· ranges 
specified below: 

Nominal 
'!WO.-Wire 

And 
XUlti-Wi:'e 

Service 
Voltac:re 

Mini...-",um 
Voltage 

':0 All 
Services 

MaXimUm, 
Service': 
Volt~ge' 

On 
Residential 

And. Commercial, 
Distribution Circuits 

Ma."ci.mum " 
Service:Ye:l:tage "" 
'On', AgricultUral,., 
Md:'Indust::ial·: . 

Dis:tribut:Lon " 
Circuits' 

d 

120' 
208 
240 
277 
480 

114 
197 
228. 
2&3 
456. 

,12.0 
20S' 
24'0 
2'77' 
48'0' 

126'", 
2'lS:: " 
2$02" " 

, 29:1' 
504.' ' 

Exceptions to Voltage Li."'Cli ts. Voltage may be: outside. the' 
l~ts specif~ea when the variations: 

(a) Arise from the temporary action: of the elements_; 
(b) Are infrequent :o.oI:lentary fluctuations o,f a 

short duration. 
(c) Arise frotl. service interruptions .. 
Cd) Arise from temporary separation of parts of the 

system from the main syster.t .. , 
(e) Are from causes beyond the control of the utility. 

Ctlstomer tJ'ti1ization Voltages: , 
(1) All customer-owned utilization equipme'nt must 

be designed and rated in accordance, with the 
following utilization voltages, specif:':ed,oy 
the American National Standard CS:4 .. 1 l::' custo:ner 
equipment is to give fully satisfactory 
perfor.nance £: '::: 

,I 

I' 

'. 
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Nominal 
Utilization 

Voltage 

Minimum 
Utilization 

Voltage 

Ma."im'Or.l 
O'tilization 

Voltage 
120 
208 
240 
277 
480 

110 
191, 
220 

'2$4-
440 

(2) The difference between service and utilization 
voltages are allowances for voltage drop in 
customer wiring.. The maxi.."t\um. allowance is 4 
volts (120 volt base) for secondary serv'ice., 

(3) Minimum utilization voltages from American 
National Standard CS4 .. l are shown for customer 
infor:nation only as the Company has no control 
over voltage drop in customer's, wiring'. 

(4) ~he minimum utilization, voltages shown in (1) 
above,. apply for circuits supplying lighting 
loads. The minimum secondary utili:ation ' 
voltages specified by American National 
Standard CS4.l for circuits not supplying 
lighting loads are 90 percent of nominal 
voltages (108, volts onl20 volt base) for 
nor.na.l service .. 

(5) Motors used on 208· volt systems should be rated 
200 volts or (for small Single phase motors) 
IlS volts. ~1otors rates 230 volts will not 
per£Or.:l. satisfactorily on. these systems and 
should not be used. Motors rated 220 volts are 
no longer standard,. but many of them were 
installed on existing 208 volt systems on the 
assumption that the utilization voltage would 
not be less, than IS:7 volts (90 percent of 208· 
volts). 

US 
216·, 
2S0 
2'8;9 
500 
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CONSERv.ATION VOLTAGE REGULATION IMPLEMENTATION 
AND REPORTING ~QUIREMEN'J$ 

., 

1.. CP' National shall actively continue its investigation ane 
test=:.ng of <:ll.st=:i.bution circuits,. loads,. motors" and. appliances to. 
maxi."'lize the saving of energy through control of voltage re<]Ulation ... 
?:iority shall be given to· the analysis of agricultural and industrial 
se--vices.. Cl> National shall file in writing, progress reports on 
or ~fore June 30 and Dece..""I.ber 31 of each year,. setting forth: detailed 
engineering data of individual investigations and tests .. 

2.. CJ? National shall systematically and periodica.lly review· 
the service voltages of all of its distribution circuits. to ensure- that 
all service voltages are as close- to' the minimum voltages,. specified 
in Appendix: B,. as is cost-effective and will maximi'ze energy savings. 
Records shall be maintained of all distril:>ution circuit voltage 
regulator control settings including bandwidth,. vo·ltagelevel,..>and. 
line;-d'rop compensator.' . . .' '. 

3. Cl> National shall review the design and operation of a·l.l o·f 
its distribution circuits and determine for each circuit: the cost­
effectiveness of ma.'d:mizing conservation of enel:qY by opt.i...""l.izing 
service voltages. On ,or before Deceml::ler 3.1,.. 19'79'r CP National shall 
report in writing' the results of this reView -including the regulator 
operating voltag-e levels for each circuit at the beginning' and end' 
of the circuit and the proposed circuit changes to' maximize conservation 
of energy by optimizing service voltage for those circu.its where' it: 
is !ound. to. be cost-effeetive:~ to· do, so. 

4. CP ~tional is hereby authorized to-, file by Dece..l"Ober 31,.. 1979·,.,' . 
a list of deviations for those residential and' commercial distribution " 
circuits that do not conform to the minimum and maximum secondary 
voltage levels specified inAppend~ a and shall request,authority for 
continuation of such deviations as may be necessary annually thereafter,. 
The aforementioned list and subsequent annual requests for authorization. 
shall list each circuit for which a deviation is requested,. the' 
factors which impeded compliance,. the status of the design' and· operation 
review-, and any proposed ci::'cuit changes to· eli."tlinate the continued 
=equirement for the deviations. ' 

5. CP' Na. tiona.l is hereby directed, in cooperation with our' 
Energy Conservation Branch, to, implement' during the, nexttwelvernonths 
a voltage surveillance program. to assure that those feeder. circuits: 
which have been adjusteci to the new service voltage range'unde:t::the 
Conse--vation Voltage Regulation Program. remain within the voltage. 
range presc=ibed herein. . . 

, '" l' 
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cp' NAnONAL ELEC'!RIC RA!E:S 
We&VU"'dlle Distr1c:t. , 

Sclled.ules D-lll - Residential Sel"viee- and 
Jl.1W-124 - Mul.ti-::a:m1l.;:r Residential. Service (Not Su'bmetered) 

", 

Per Meter 
Per Montb., 

, .'"' 

Serr.1.ce Q:a.rge:. 

Cat:mod.:1ty Cha.rge:. 
Lifeline kWh, per ~h 
Non-~ellne ~,. per kWh 

Energy- Ea:tes· = . 
Inc:l.uded in' the Cocmoc1itY" Charge a.cove are the following, 
Energy- Bates a.s. specified in Put D' ,ot" the Pre' of:n1nar,{ 
Sta.tement~ , . . . 

,"~, 

.' " 

,'.' 

~o3i9' 
~048l.' .. '. 

Wel!ne l6I"b.,. :ge%' ~ , .0100 
Noc-ll.feJ.1ne ~, per lt1-nt ' .048l. 

M1n:L.~ Cha...""::te: ~ Serv1ce Cl:mrge constitutes.· the Moct~ M1lli:c.,m' 
Cl:la%'ge . 

~ete: Parehased Power Ad.justment 

Scl:eduJ.e tMW-123 - Mul.ti-tamlly·.Res1dential. Sernce (Submetered.). 

~ 

Service C=.rge:: 

CCmmod1ty. Charge:. 
I.i!el:tllekWh,. :per'kWh . 
Non-l1:fel1ne l6lh, :per kWh 

..028''{ 

.0481."" . 

EZlers::1' F.a.tes: 
Included :in ,the Commodity- Charge a.bove are thetoll.OW'1ng , 
En~ Rates. as sped.fied in Put D· of the' Pre'1m:1:n&r.r 
Statement: ' ' 

Lifeline l<m1., per kWh 
Yon-l1!ellne kWh, per kWh 

·0090' . 
.C48J..' 

M1n:!m\lm Ch!r..rSe: The Sernce Cbarge. constitutes the moc.tbl.:r M:tn1.m~ Charge 
Delete: Pureh&sed' PcMer Adjustment . 
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C2- NAZtONAL ELEC'!RIC ~ 
Wea."le%"'Iille District 

SclledU!..e A-lZt - Genenl. S,ervice 

First 3,.OOOl6l'b.,.. per 16Th. 
Over' 3,.000 kWh,.:: ;per ~ , 

'n 

Energ:r Ba:tes: 

Per Mete'" ,,', 
Per-Month. 

.052l:. 
, .0473:' 

Included. in the <:amnod1ty Cl:large,., a.'bove,. is an Energy' Rate 
o~ $O.030~ per kWh. as specified. in Put D o~ the Preljm1~a'7 
St&tenent., . ' 

S1l:lgle Phase Service: 

The Serdce, CJ:3.rge c:onstitutes the'~' C'ha.rge' .. 

Polyphase, Service~ 

~ 'Min:1.I:nml.. Charge shall. 'be 'the gn:&ter ot , 

" .:-:' . 

:L. A. 'bill. calculated. usittg the Serv:Lce Cbarge and Ccmmodity Chuge 
sped.fi~, a.boV'e" . 

2. A. 'b~ calc:ula.tecl. 'USing. & rate of $l..00 per~·r or co:cnected. load' 
plus- the Etlergr Ra.te specified a.'bove times thekWh'CollStzmpt1on 

Del.ete: Purebased.: Po'W'el" Adjustment, 

SPECD.L Cm.1J:tTIONS 

~. VoJ.ta.ge·: Service on this schedUle w1lJ. 'be supplied. at 
the secondary voltage a:va:u'&'ble.. Where polypbase pcwer is' to' 'be 
canbined. 'W'ith s:1llgle-pbase,. a. 4-wire service ~ 'be ·supplied.,. 
either l20-240 volt or l2O-208· volt,. wbic:hever is ava.llable. • 

2. 'l:l:le cocnected.·loa.d., tOl:" polyphase serr1ce wilJ.'be the rated' eapad.ties 
o~ a. custa::.erts equipment. tbat eaJl, 'be co:cnectedto· the ut1lity t s llnes a.t.'one 
tUle.. For motors,. the nameplate- mting in horsepower W'lll. 'be u.sed:.. 'In Q,ete:!."",,'-n1ng 
the cameeted loe.d,. 1 bop will eq'llBl. l.~. 'J:lle co:cneeted: loa.d: may- be 8.' cc:mp\l'te<t,' , 
value .. 

Delete: Sped.al Conc.1t1ons 3. &:1.<1 4. " 
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a NA....'"IONAI. EtEC'J:BIC RA.~ 
Vea.~e D:Lstr1et 

Sehed.ule c-l29 Rea.ti..3 and Cook:tl:l5 Se~ce 

Scl:ed.ule P-l3l. General. Power Serviee .:. Connected Load !&sis 

Schedule 1'-141 'Gene..""3l. Power Serv!ee 

All. l!S'1" per 3di 

ComI1odity' Cba...""ge: 

All ~~ per 164'"b. 

Per Meter' ." 
Per' Month.' 

'~5~OO;:" ' 

"'l..25 ", 

:E:c.e.....-gy' Baotes.: " " 
I:c.cJ.~ed :1:c. the Corcnodit':r Charge a.bove ,is all,Energy' Bate ot$O.0301., 
:per ~ as. speei:!1ed in PartD of the Pre!1mina:ry: Statement;",,: 

Mi:I±r:1~ Cl::Iarge:' 
M 

:he,~ Charge sball 'be the gre&ter of 

~_ A bu:L calc:ala.ted us1:lg the Serv1ee Charge,. Demand. Charge a:o.dCommodity' 
Cl:arge spec-f..t1ed. above 

2'. A bUJ.' cal.cul.a.ted: us1:g tbe Se%"'l:t~ Charge and. a. rate of" $J,. ... OO per~,. 
but not less tban. 40 3di'T ot Demand plus, the Energy- Rate Specified:, 
above t1mes. the kWh. eonstlmpt1on 

Delete: ?l-~ed. Po" ..... er AcijU$bnent 



•• 

• 

• 

APPEND'JX . c 
Page 4 o:C 5 

CP ~rA1'IONAL ELECmC RA~ 
Wea.verv:1Jl.e Diztrict 

Scbedtzle p-141 Gene..""3J. Power Service 

SPECJ:A.I, CONDmoNS 

3.. ~ t!:le. a.~e. power factor d~ the month. is. less tl:la:l.85~· a.s d.eteI:1ned. a.t· the 
utUityf"s. optioc. by Pel:C.8Jlec.t: mea..sure::neat or by test unc.er'llomal. open.t~ eOlld:t­
ti~". the max:1::.tm dec.anci measured dur1:c.g the moc.th I.1Scci to· deter.nine' tl::.e:,biJ 1 i llg.', 
de:::and. ..... 1.:U be ~'OS'ted. by m~ti~ by 85~' and diVidjng b~ the·a.vel"3.ge pO' .... er 
!actor. . 

4.. Coc.t%'8.c:t Provi:sions:. '!his sclled'Clc is, opec. to' c:u.stomers o~ on. ,a contract 'ba.siz. 
The, coc.~ct. sball. be t:or 8. tom. of" nQt less tl:l.an two. consecutive years .. 

Schedule N'o .. OL-l51 - OUtdoor Area. Light1:;g Service 

Overhead Serv1ee­
Mercurr-Va~or tamo 

7,OOO·,L1mert. (b5·, lc!~) ............................................... .., ............. . 
20 ,,000· Lunten. (J.46.'. kStlh) .............. ...... .......................... .. 

Additional. Charge:. AA a.dc1ed. cbal'ge of $1;.25 per month 
sball. be x:a.de for each pole' req;Ili.""ed . 
in excess. of' tb.e.:c.tImber of l'l7mi'Ouires 
1:lst&lled .. 

Ad.d.it10na:L Charge: A:A :1I1Stalla.tiol1 c:l:Iarge of, $a.30/ft. 
sba.:U 'be made 'lor-each 'loot of service 
in. excess of 150 teet per- lamp, .. 

Ene..""gy' 3a.tes.! 

'l:he c:u.stomer W1ll. prov1de t:reneb:ing, 
and 'ba~:DJ.". including all: costs 'for 
pa.v1l:lg,.. cQ,C,du:tt, and other related. 
expenses where app~eable .. 

Per. Lmn'p"" . 
Per Month·, ' 

10.61.. ." 

I:lcluded in. the ra:tes per lamp". a.bove". is an Ene~ Pate 
of $0.0301 :9U ~.1b. as specified 1:c. Part: :0 of the PreHm1JJary­
~..a.tecent. 

Delete: ?u:oel::ased Power Adju.st:::ent 
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cp' NJU'IONAIt EU:C!RIC ~: 
We&verville- D1stl'1ct.· 

Overhead. Service. 

Incandescent Lamps: 
l.~OOO-Lu:mens (3l.. ~"b.) 
2",.500 Lumens. (65kWhl 
4.,000 Ll:ImetlS- (101. ~) 

Merear.r Vaporta:mps, 
1,OOO,Lum~- (65kWb) 

ll.~ooo, L1Ze%1S (93l61h)' 
2O,000:cumens (~~ kWb.) 

Mouuted. on S"tee:L Poles 

':!:he a.bove. mte· tor' lamps. on. wood poles ~$2· •. 6;'­

tlt:lde~d Service 

Mounted. on steel· Pole:! 

Zncrgy- PAtes: 
IneJ.uded . in the n.tes per lamp, above, :Ls-, an. EllereY. Bate ot' 
$0.0301 per kWh as sped.t1ed. :r:c.. Part D; ot:tlle, PreJ'im1nar.r: 
Sta.tement .. 

Per'Lamp'," 
PerMonth', " 

" i 
I: 

. ,. ' .. 


