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Authoriey to !nc:ease i:s Zlec~ic ) 
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of San ·Diego; ar..d RO:lald E. A...~d~':"So:l,. .:.-:-:or=.ey 
at: La~~ =0= Soud:,e=n ~.!.l.:::o~J.a .:::c:..so~ 
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O?IN!ON - - - -'- --
, ...... ," 

San. Diego Gas & Elec::=ic Co:npa:lY (SD~) is 3c.t:cori:ec 
to increase its Ene=gy Cost Adj:T.!sc:te'C.: Clause (ECAC) ~ill::ng' 

. . 
facto::s to ::ecoV"e:' !.:lc::easeC e-:.e=gy-relatee. e."?e:lse necessary 
to serve it:s c~sto~ers. The increase will inc::ease =ever.~e by 
a?p=oxi::ately $152.3 million a.n.~tl3.11y, 'or 23.6. :>e=cenc_ 

:::1: <2-ecision a1.!'t.b.orizes amortization of th~ balanci~a , 
account ove::: a six-::tonth -period :::.lthc::: than one year. 
should help alleviatC' cash flow a."'ld financing problems· .... hich 

SOG&E is experie::.cing. . ':'his increase in electric ;ates' ·..rill 
not increa.se SDG~E's :::a'te of retu.-n; it is acirect' offset for 

the utility"s cnerqy costs. 

The reasor~leness of certain utility practices relatee 
" 

to fuel purchase expense and the inclusion in ECAC of. certain: 
, . 

categories of expense :~latecl to :l:el purchase a.re matte:s at' 

issue in a generic ECAC' i:wes·Ziqa tion (O!! 56). TheCommis.sio:'l ' S 

~ecision No. 91277 i:l OII 56 orceree that. issues relating to' the 
reasonableness of :::ecove::-inq ?articular items of expense '.ee· 
c.e:erred. from c:u:re!lt ECAC proceedings unt~l subsequent' such fili,n~s .. 
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Therefore I the author:i.zat:i.on of rate increases byt:li.$ deei.sion 
does not consti~te a fi:al decision as to the reasona~leness of ~ 

SDG&E's fuel expense for the record period. 

The i:6:aeases. in··ECACbiiiing . facto::s authorized by 

this decision produce a nonlifeline residential average' rate which 
is nearly 41 percent above the lifeline average rate, a slightly 

increased differential which is expec'Ced to encourage conservation 

.a:o.d. which is consistent ...nth previously ad.o?tedCommission policy. 
The authorized billing factors aSSign an approxi:lately equal 'cents. 
per k'W"h increase, on the average .. to, each customer class .. conside.:dng: 

the .:.::~sid.ential class as a whole. " 
Decision No. 9ll06··orderec.-SDG&E to prepare.a study' to 

dete=ine the effect of price on elasticity O'f de::::La:ldfor c't:Stoc.e:s 

whose usage e..'"'Cceeds the lifeline qua::.t1ty and ~.lstomers whose 
usage usually stays w:i.~ the li.feline q'Cant:it:y. The study is not 

yet cot:pleted. This decision r~uires the s~dy to be presented 

With SDC-&E's :c.exc· application for a:::l BCAe or ~ge!leral.._rate1:lcrea~. 
Backn-ound: 

The ins~t 'application requests aT:.,?ority to. i:l.c:ease 
the ECAC billing factors as follows: 

Tvoe of Service 
Domestic'lifeline 

Domestic nonl:i:feline 

All other schedules 

Present ·Ra tJJ 
2.,410 

3.834 
3.732 

~o"oseC· Rat~/ 
3.6·20 
S.:se9: .' 
5.190 

SDG&E es1:i::lates that the =e<tuest: mIl i:lc:rease :evenues by au 
eS1:i:la=ed $152.3 :t!:llion axmually or 23.6- percent. 

.. • A duly noticed public hea=~:lg was, held be:oreAdm·'-n:fs:::ati.ve 

Law J\:.dge 0 'I.eal:Y at San Diego on Y..a:ch. 10;,. 11 and 12 ~,1980. The 

:latter was submitted on the latte: eate. 
The ECAC billing :acto: recove:s ex?ense a utility 

:=easonably i:.c::rs for elec L.:.,:cal e:e:gy' or the :fuel necessary to 
produce S'C.cb. e:le:'gy, and as fuel and energy C'Osts. have escalae~d, 

'. ',,' L 

." .. ~.- ... - ---,---- ~., -" -- -"".- _ .. ----..,.. .---... -_ .. -.... -" ... ~ .. ,-, ... __ .. - - ~ .. 

1/ E.."Qresseci in ce::.:s ?U ~~ •. 
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"-~'-""'--the ECAC b:tlli.~g fact'or repres'erit's-'a -very substannarportIonof tiie-
custocer's electric oill. The ECAC oilling factor" and ECAC: as a 

r3.tema.king mecMnism, allows doll.l.r-for-dollar recove:y of energy-
,~ ~ 

:ela ted expense fo:: the utility, but despite the offset na tu're r;#.' 
ECAC, the utility bas the bu:den of de:lonseati::.g theincun-ed 
~ , 

energy-related c-"'C?e:15e to be recouped throughECAC is reasonaole 
ar.d .;:>':'Udent (which wO';lld justify the Co::n:U.ssion' s aut:horiz1n~- ,~gher 

r:ltes to ::ecove:: the e.~ense f::om custoce:-s).. !he total ECAC billing 
f~ctor a t ~ny given time is co:n;>riseC of ~" components: 

(1) the balancing ::a-ie component is designed'" to clea: the 

acc:ued b~lance in the balanc:i:lg, aee,ount ove:a 12-month period 
(the balOlnCQ c.a:1 be ?Ositive 0:: negative, depending en whethe: 
the existing billing facter recovered too little or:oo =uch with 
respect to incun:ed energy-related expense); and (2)" the o,f£see 

r~te component recovers fuel-related e.~ense based on ,a :elative1y 
recent 12-::lonth recorded peri¢<!. Obviously,. if the offset rate 

co=?one:lt is Oased on recorded ~tiod conditions that'vary frOo. 
ace-..:al conditions while the ::-evised offset: ra.t:e is in effect~ ,-

t."'e:=e will be a resulting over- or under-collection in the 
bazcing account.. In this ,?:oc:eeding, the :ecor<i period with 

respect to the b.o.1ar.ei::.g account (or balancing ,:,a;te) ,is the 

period August 1, 1979 through Dece::be: 31> 1979 and the recorded 
pe::-iod for energy-rel:l ted cx:>ense is based on tile ,year ended 

Dece:nber 31, 1979. 

Pending Generic Invostiqation 
The Commission presently has an investigation in progress 

into t.'lc operation of ECAC (OIl 5.6) with various proposals for \ ..• 

modification or refinement of the existing clause anc. re,lated rules \ 
l and procedures. In view of substant:ial current undercollections and I 

I 
c~sh flow problems, our Decision No. 91277, issueQ.·January.2'9', 19S0,' in \: 

j' 

OIl 56, ordered that issues relating to the :=easonableness of recovering 
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particular ite:c.s of expense be deferred ·from the next 'ECAe 

proceeding of each respondent utility Ulltil subsequent'proceedings. 

Fo: these reasons, the au:chorization of ratei:lcreases by this 
decision will not constitute a f~l dete~~tiou as t~ the 
reasonableness of SDG&E' s fuel expense for the record' period·. 

Included in OIl 56 are specific issues concerning. 
particular categories of expense 'Chat have or have not b'een' 
allowed in ECAC prev.i..ously and ~y or may not, be allowed in. the 
future. Follo'W'1ng the final order 1n OIr S6 we mIl reexamine 
'the record per:'od of this proceeding (and .any s\lbseq,ueut S'OG&E 

ECAC proceedings) and ~e appropriate adjuscetl.ts to reflect 

~e operation of the revised clause as if it had been operative 

at the ti:ne of the fili:lg. 
. . 

Develot>ment of the Revised Offset Rate 

SDG&E i:1dieated that" b.ased on energy-related e.."'Cpe'C.Se 

(which the ECAC bill~g. factor is to recover) fo: the 12' ::ouths 
ended Dece=ber 31,. 1979, it hac! inctrr.r:ed e:ergy-relatede."'Cpense 
of $66· .. 5 :::ti.11iou in excess of revenue ge:.e:ated by cu:rent ECAC 
billi:lS factors. No party took e."(ception to SDG&E's c!eve1op'CeI:.t 

of the net atlount of i:l.c:emeuta1 ene:gy-:ela~ed e:~ense to be 
recovered over the cocing 12-QO'O.th period th:'ougb. ~he· offset ,rate;, 

a:d if the i:lc:=e::ental &:1OUnt to be recovered ($-3-9.2 -::till ion) . 
varies wit:b. recorded expe..~ence,. the dif::e:ence will berefleetee. 
~ the balancing acco~t_ 
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Develo~r::e=.t 0: the ~evised Balat:.cir.z Rate 

The :::ecorr!?e..~od in this proceeding for revie"N of 
tile :::CAC balancing accO'tmt is Augt:St l~ 1979 through Dece:mer 31~ 
1979. 'Followr...ng is the development of the e:lcii::.g. ba.la.:lce as 
prese:l.ted by SDG&::: 

, 

Sut:::r.a..""j ot !:::.e:-gy Cost. Ac.j'OZ-=ell~ Aeco'l::lt. E:=.t.rles 
AU6'=t. ~~ 1m t.hroug!l Deee:ber 3l.~. 1979' 

('!hou:sa:ds ot Do:ua..~) 
Fuel Rel.a.t.eci· 

AlJ.oeat.eci P..e'V'ellue ~m 
Beg: DII ..... g !::.ergy- . O:!:!"set o::'!" -Sj"St.em. 0::1. Sale 'End!:g 

Mont.">t Eal.a.nee :::eense Rever.ue!l} Sales. toss I:'l.te~t Balar.e~· {l.. 2 
(1979) . (a.) (b) (e) (0.) (e) . (!") (g) 

16,.l99.3 29,.670.J. 2L.,...Lo&..J. ·5.J... -;35...1 109<.7 217'525.0 Aug. 
~pt. 2J.,.525.0 31~3S0-9 25~749-.0 22J. .. 5 - lU.S Z7~076_7 
Oct. .. Z7 ,..076.7 29-,. 791..1. 26,.839.7 lJ5.3 (338.3).(2) . lJ.J. .. 9' 29,.699 • .L. 

Nov. 29,.699.1. 31,704.0 25,089.9' - 192 .. 5' :367'506.0--
Dee • 36,506-.0 35~5.3- 25,786.7 (29;;...l) (3) 237.:.3 J..$,79e:.e 

Total 157,6Sl. .. i lZT~9L.9.4. 362'.2 (596.S) • 825 .. 7' 
-, 

(1) I:telud.es a.ppliea.blereve::.ue 1'ra:. o!'!'se't. rates, 'balancing rates, DWR Sales,. 
the ROSA. Amorti7.ation 'OUX"Suant. -:,0. Decisions 904tJJ. &lei 9CS82ar.e. :-e!lec-~
the ZCAC ~rtion o! li!el:i:le :::oe!U1:c.:s. 

(2) Adjust=.e:lt tor December 1975' d.3alloweC. al:cm!_""t:t 10s$ p~ua:c.t -:,0 

Deeision 9OSS2 !::. A;:plieat:.on 58656. ~lega't:'ve !:lte~=st. e!!'eet. 0::
$l.9,219 :-e;!,:J.ee-...eci i::l Col.'CCC. (!") .. 

(3) !:lelue.es S'.35,.300 =.ega:tive .ad.jc:st:e:t !or :,~or-J3.."'" a.::e.~!a--e~ 1979 
Fuel t...-a:::sa.e-...!or:. 10:5:5es, d!.sallowed. ':17 DeC"'.:sion 911C6 1:l 
AppH cation 59108". Negative :i::lte:est e-!!"eet. 01" ·$l,,939 :-e!lect.ed 
i:l. ColtmlIl. (1") ar.d. Sll,800 a.cijU'5t::.ent to the Deoe::.be::- ga.i=..s, t~ be 
booked in Ja::a::aa.-y 1980,. -..hieb. !""elates to the December. 1979-
Moore-MeCor.:::aek t....""'a.nSaet1on. 

(1.) S'tIm. -of Colu:nt1:l· a+ b- - e - d .;.. e'~ ~ .. 
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SDG&E proposes a bala:::.cing tate 0: O.942~ per ktv'"h so 
clla-= the $45.8 :ti.llion unde:collection :":1 'the' ECAC oalaucl.:lg 
aCC:OU!lt will be atlorti.zed over a six-contil period rather t..~, 

a one-year penod. l.:l order to alleviate cash f10~ a:idfiI:.a:ci:g 
proble:o.s which SDG&Z is ext>erie:::.ci:lg.. !he Cocr:isSioTl. staff 
believes that tile a::.ort:izatiou of the balancing account over a . 
six-month period is justified. by prese::lt: circtrJ:lStances._ '!he 
City of San Diego took 'Q.O position with respect to the si..~~th 

acortization ~ro~osal. .. . 
SDG&E. bas included $9437 206 ?1't!S interest on, this a::tou:c.t 

of $217300 as a debit to the balancing acemmt to customers~b.o Cad 
not :eeeived t:he full lifeline allowa::.ces to which ti:.eywere e::.titled 

(e.g., for elect::'ic space za.df or "Nate:r b.ea~ing). " !he' issue of 

:refunds was r.J.l1y disC".::.ssed in Decision ~ro. 91106 'dated December 19', 

1979 in Application No. 59108 (SDG&E r s last ECAC appliC2.ti.on),. and 
need not be :repeate<i herefrl. 

'!'b.e city of San Diego qc.estions whether SDG&E,shou.:l.d 
collect i:ltereSt on the aJ:!OuD.ts that were refur..decr to the, customers 
which interest i:l this proceedi:lg ~otals, S-21,300. In thelzst 
ECAC proeeedi:g the Reve::ue Reqt:i%'e::.e:.t:s Division a't'.ditor who 
te'stified reqcested t:at we defer aclecision on ~e reasotlableness 
of $DG&E' S ::'3.te::laki.:l.g e.=eaee:.t of the refc:c.~ pe::.d::::'g, ~~er" 
i:xvestigation. !::. Decisiou NO'. 91106 we stated frye would' like t:l':e 
belle£:: -: of ou:' S taf::' s aJ:.alysis of r-C.f S issue after investigation. ft , 

, ' 

Altllough. oe reqt:est: to c.efer a <!ecisiot:. ot:. t±e reaso.nab-leness of 
t1o.is iSStte was ::'01: renewee 1::. ~.r s proceedi::.g,. we will again ce:e:

a <iecision si:lce the sta:=' s i::.vestigation is :otyet cOc:?leted:. 

It is ~'"Qected ti::.at ce sta.ff i:lVestigat'io:. will be cot:pleted a:.ci: 
a reco=e::.cation will be ?=e~t:eC: at the t:.e..~ ECAC ?:::'oceedi:lg. 
One 0: tile isst:es -:he a.-::,c'itor ==0::1. the ~eve:::cr;e R~:::e:~ts, Divisiot:. 
::,zisecl is ~·1b.eQe= Qe Ci:S to:lers receiv-..:lg :::.e. re::-..:.cis scOt:ld recei·le 
interes,~ 0::' the .a:::ot:nt:s 0: t:::'e :e:-..:::.ds.. ~';e wil1. also ciefe=a d~c::'s::o::. 

0"0. this issue t:ltil aft:e:: the completion. of :he inves:igatl:onand 
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th.e prese:lta~i..on of a recor.:=e:dation oy our staff. ~ve ,:vill allow 

SDG&E ~o recover the $969 ~ 90e i::. quest:iot:. through thebalanci:.g, '. 
rate adopted h.e::ei=.~ s:bject -::0 adjusting the balance,':'::" subseq;ue:~:c 
ECACp%oceeeings. 
Rate Desig:: 

SDG&Eproposes a":l ECAC billi:lg factor. (coc::D'!ned balauci.ng 
rate and off~t rate) in cen.ts per kHh as' follows : .... 

, 
Lifeline· 
Domestic Nonlifeline 

All Other ~clled~eS 

.. 
Cur.:'en tRate 

2.410', 
3.834' 
3-.7:32' 

Pro'Oo,s-ed Rate. 

3.620 ' 
$.569;'/ 

S:~190" 

The proposearates were developed to produce a lifeline' average 
rate which is· 17 pe'rcent less than '!:he prop-osed total average system 
rate.. !his is the ~ differential contain.ed in curre:t rates 
which. were au~r...zed by D,ecis.ioo. No. 91106 •. ' 

!he Co~ssion s~aff believes that the rates· proposed by 

SDG&E are reasonable. The s:aff sta~es that the proposed. rates 
fall wi::::-:n 01:: go..ci.C:elines established!'or ?acific Gas a":ld Zlectric 
Cocpa:lY U Decisio::., No. 91107 dated Dece:lber 19 ~ 1~79. 

In that decision. we es·tablished a policy that electric 

rate ::,est'rUc~.:ng bet'Ween. classes of' service be accomp,lished only 
in general rate ?::'oceedings. We set: as 0'0%' s-cm:via,rds for "the re:-

. -
vision ofECAC bill~g fac~ors that the n.onlifel~e residential· 
tota.l ave:age :=a~e should re::aill the highest rat:e on the. system 
and should be set 35 to SO perce-o.t above- the lifeline total average 
rate, and tha:t 

"lifeline and no~i=eli:le residential' ECAC 

:=ates should be calculatee i:lrelatiou to-
a si:lgle ECAC rate for nonresidential customers~ 
so as to assign an eG,'tt3.1 cents per k'W"'b. increase, 
on the average, to' each customer class (including 
!:he =esideuti.d class as a WMl~' w 11 
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In this case cite rate design proposed by SDG&E inc=eases 
the percentage dif£e=ential between the lifeline and nonlifeline 
residential total average ::-ates from the cu::::ren'C' 3Spercent 'Co' 
nearly 4i pe=cent. !his :!lodest increase in the spread between 
lifeline and nonli£eline rates is en:!:.i::elV' consistent with 'Che -, . . 

policy established in Decision No * 91107 met is;' wa=anted. as. an 
incen'tive to conservation ax:long residential customers whos·e 
electrici~ usage exceedsli~eline allowances. 

We will adopt the rate design p:-oposed ,by SDG&E and 

) . 
I . 

found reasonable by the staff. We wish to' make clear... however, /. 
that it is the consistency of such rate desi.g:l wi'th" the standards ' 
enunciated ~ Decision No. 9ll07. raciter than the 17 percent 
differential between lifeline and total average system rat:es, 
'Which. consti'tUtes the basis for our decision on this· issue. 

Elasticisz S~dv 

Order-:g Paragraph. 3 0= Decisio:l No .. 91106 o:d'e:rec 
SDG&E to: rr (a) Z:q>e~itiously UIldertaketo apply accepted statisti.cal 

:tedlociology a:l<i st=.dy :he cO""'-su::Qtion pat:=e=s 0-: its" C:ocestie 
elec~ric ~~st:o~s befo=e and atter :his a~d suhsequ~t:· rate ~c=eases. 
A raneo: s~le of c-~:o:ers ~. u~~lly ~,cee~ ~e li:eli:e ~a~:ity 
and oue of 'Chose ~vho usually sOty wit:::·:ir:. t!:at quantity ;.s!::m:l<i be 

st".J.ciied ::0 <!eter.:line the effect of ?':ic::e oc elasti:ci::7o·f. <!ema:::.c . : 
for both. categories of c:-....sto:e:... Details ot tm=s study shall be 
co¢:C:i..~tec! ~y SDG5 "Ni.:h.

w 

the Coc::.:::ssiot:.' s Elect::'ic. a::.<!· E::.e=gy . 

ECAC a~d se:eral :a:e ~c:ease ?=oceec~gs • ("cO) 

-8-
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presentation i:l. subsequent: ECAC. at:.d gene:al ::-ate proceedings 
ir.for::ation si:::.ilar t:o- that contained in E..~bit 9, O'O.C!. seasonally 
adjusted basis, that illus:erates co::.S't::ptiotl per average C'tlstox::e: 
.by eustoce:: class. ,(c) ?::epare for presentation in suo,sequent 
ECAC and ge::.e::al.ntei:l.crease proceedings inior.:Jation on what 
pe:C:e:l.t of doc.estic custO::lers' ~ge falls -;.7i.t:hin the ~ usage 
categories as set forth in Ap~dix D.fT With respec't'to, tbe 
ordered study, tile staff believes that: satisfac:ory prog:-essis 
being made by SDG&E a=.d al,so believes Oat it .is :test: it:xport3.:lt 

that SDG&E be allowed cl:.e ti::le to ::lake t..'ti.s a thorough and accurate 
s~dy. In De<:ision No. 91106 we statee in discussing the' st:l:dy,. 

"It is, for exa::IPle,. con,ceivable that we 1:li.ght f:tnd it necessaJ::y 
to establish an ~CAC billing factorand/or,C!. ~ase domestic tailbloek 
rate at: some usage point that provides a still higher unit· pr'!ce to

the do:testic user who consu:::es at levels. far in excess of essential 
househ,old needs; such custoce::'S may be abusive users,. who,should 
pay accordingly as :heir high use likely coctribtttes to peak-period 

ge:le::-ation c.e::.a::.d.s." We tlle:-e£ore~ eXi'~et SDC-8 to' prese:::.t 
i~ cocpleted. ~d.y i:l. its next ECAC ~d gene:-aJ. rate ap:plicat!o:c.s. 

Findin2s of Fact 
1... Based on ~ergy-related expe:cse i:1~-==eC in the 12 ,months 

ended Dece::Jber Sl~ 19i9, tile application of the e.."dsting> ECAC 
billing :acto= offset, rate would result in =ecove~g: $:66.5 =illio~ 
less than tctal e:le=gy-:elated e:tpeuse. 

2. As of ne'ce-::oe: 3l~ 19i9 ttnde=collect:io'C.s in the balanci:g 

accoU:J.~ 'Ol1.:5 i:lte:est: therei:l totaled $45 .. 8 :illion • .. 
3. Rev~e, Requi:e=ents Di~':sion staf:'·h.as :.ot: completed 

its investigation 0: ti:.e =ef'.mc.s to electric C'".lSto:e::'s ~yb.o did. 
not receive prope= lifeline quantities whi~ :etcnes, ?lus,interest, 
i:l the a:OClt 0= $969,506 we:e c:edite-i to the oal.anci:=;g, account. 
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4.. SDC.(E Ca:l be aJ..lowed. ~o seC".:::e the $969,.;,06 !o~ t.he 

:-e!=ds 'th..-o'U.gl:. the bala:lci:g !"at.e aC:op'Cec, in 'this ?:'OceeC.i::.g, 
suojeC't 'Co c.eb:'ti::.g or o'therN'is.e acijusti!lg 't.l:.e bala::.ce upo,:C 
a !!:al de'te::-:-i='atio::l or. t!:.e ::"'!aso:c.able::.ess 0'£ t!::e ':-;a:t,eQ:aki'!'!~ 
t.:-ea-=:ellt propos~c. by SDC..&B. 

5. U:c.r!er present ci..~t.a::.ces SDG&S can. be aJ.lo-..reo. ~o 
a::.o:-eize tlle ba1.a;o.e:.:.g acc,o'tl:'.t ove::- a s~x-x.o:c.th?e:-iod. 

6. The i:c.crea.us authorizer! herein wil', i::J.crease' 

'l'"'PVp.nues by ap?:'O~tely $152.'3 :c.illio:c. 31"r':u.ally or 23.6 ~rcen't.. 
"tb -L ''''"-'Z-'~''---' 

., 7 • The increases ~1:horizei""'b.erei:l 'Will produce a 
nonlife line residential average ra1:e'nearly 41 percent ab.ove1:he 
lifeline average ra1:e; while imposing an approx:U::la1:ety equal 
cents per k'Wh i:l.crease. on the average. upon. each CUS1:omer class. 

C¢nel'l!sions o'f Law 

1. T!:.e ent.ries to the ECAC bala:.c~ account cove:-ed 

by the reco:-c! ~e:-io<! ux:.cier rev::.ew l::.e:-ein sb.ouldb~ subject to 
!u--ther review £0::- reasonable:c.ess. 

2... SDG&E: should be aut!lori:ed t.o establish th.e revised. 
ECAC "oiJ.l1:.g !'ac-..,ors set !or:h i::; t.:he !'ollo'W'!.::.g orc.er: sue:!:; 
rates are !air, justy ar.d reasonable, a::.d. to the extent subse<r-:e:c.t 
:'Ievi.ew o! bala::.C-:_'i.g accou.:::zt. e:::e:"ies result ~ cna.ng,es.t<> the .' / 

balanc:'::'g =ate,. a:::r ove,r.-ccllect:'o::. ~..rill be credited t.o,:tlle 
, , 

balanci:g acco~t. 

3· . SDC-8e sb.o"Clci be oreeree. to ?:"'ese::.t the elastici:ty 
~~e.y orde=ee :.::. Dec:.sio:. No- 91106 at i-:s =.eriECAC, 0:-

ge:.eral ::-ate ?roeee~. 

4.. The !olloW:-:.g order shcule 'be ei'!"eC'tive the date, 
of sig:;a.tc-e oeca:c.se SDG&:: is ,f"",C".::~",- the i:.c-eased e:.e~. -

.Jo ',I .... • ."-, .--.. .... -~.... -OJ 

:-ei~.ec.:....cxpe:::.se. ~1:.e ~sed ::-ates a..-a to :-ecover • 

-10-



'. 

• 

•• 

ORDER 
~ --. -<._-

1. The i'oll"o .. .-r-=:.g ~e:-gy Cost Ac.jt:.st:e:.~ Cla....::se· (:::CAC) 
oilli:.g !a~or ::-a-ees :lay be assessee. by Sa::. D:"ego Gas,'« Eleet:-ic 
Co:npa::.y (SDGee) U?o:c. £i1i:.g :-evi..sed tar-i"i's "Ni-:h t~e Cor::m:i.ssiol:. 
wi"thi::. five days ai"te::- the e:::-ec-:ive c.ate o:t tlls orC:er. Such:

l'ili:lg shall be i::. co:o£o:-::w:.ce "Nith Gene::-aL Oreer No,~ 96-A: 

Domestic 1i!'eli:1e ;3 .620~/kWa. 

Domestic nonli£' eli:le . 5 ... 569~/k~ 
All other schedules 5 • ~90¢/kW'h . . ~ 

2. The :-easo;.able::.ess of e!l::ries to SDC..ee~s ECAC' balancing 

accoU:c.t c.u,r-i-:lg -:l:.e record pe:oiod Aug..lst 1 t~..:.o,=-gb.· Decembe~ 31; 1979 
is subject 'to !~~er exatl'!'f-ation'i::. the subseqc.ent ECAC proceec.i:g. 

;3. The :-easollableness. oi'e::.t::-ies to, SDGCe's ECAC. baJ.a:J.:i::g 

accou::.~ ~.:lg the ::-eco::-c. ~::-iod Ja:::..ua.:7 1 th.-oug2:. July 31,. 1979; 
is StlbjeC't to !-=ther exami"at.l.o::, 1::. tl:.e subse<;:ue:.t ECACp!"Oceeding, 

Wit.h ":.he except.ion of oil saJ.e transactions whic!:. we:"ed.l.spos~C:·o£' ' 

i:. Decision No. 91lC6. 
4. .SDG?e sb.all pres~:::.t the elastici.ty st:...dy ore.e,red.· i:l 

Dec;'sion No. 911C6 i:l its =.ext BeAC a:.c. gene:-al rate ~c:-ease 
applicatio:.s. 

The e!!'eCtive d.at.e 0:: this orde::- is the c.a-ee l:.e:-eof'. 
Dat.ec. ____ MR __ 1_'S.-..-1S8O ___ ~ ___ ~. at San .Fra.:cisco,. Cali:.f"oz--=-a~ 

\ .,,/' '. ' 

....;11- -. 


