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Decisio:l 93259 UUL 71911 

BEFO;U; T¥.E PUELIC UTILI':'ISS Cm~aSSION OF THE STATE OF" CALIFO&~A 

Investigation o~ the Co~ission's ) 
o~~ motion into the establishing ) 
of priO'rities. among the types O'r ) 
categories of customers of every ) 
electrical corporation and every ) 
gas corporation in the State of ) 
California and among the uses of ) 
electricity or gas by such custo~er$. ) 

--------------------------------) 

Case 98$4-
(?etitio~ for Modification 

of D.93046 
filed May ZS,. 19$1) 

SUPPLEMENTAL OPINION 

By its Petitio:l for !r.odiricatio~ of Decision (D~ 93046 
filed !-!ay 28, 1981 Southern Cvli!'O'rniD. EdisO'!'l Co:::pany (Edison) 
seeks ~n order of the Commission ."lmenc.ing D.93046 to provide that 
under the summertime emergency statewide peak reduction plan adoptea 
in that decision, Edison will not have to inte~pt its interruptible 
electric customers receiving service ~~d~ Ediso~'s Tariff 
Schedule TOU-S-l, a~d that Edison's Tariff Schedule TOU-S-l s~11 
remai~ in effect at least ~ntil a fi!lal decision is issued in 

Case (Co) 90S!... Copies of t.he petition · ..... ere served 0:1 a.ll parties. 
No prot.ests have oeen received. 

In support o£ its request, Edison alleges as follows: 
o~ February 10, 1981, the assigned ad~inistrative law 

judge issued a ruling setting hearings and directing the pre~_ration 
of evidence in C.98S~. The ruling directed Edison to present-evidence 
~t the series of hearingsco~encing June 22, 1981 concerning: 

" ••• the m:lr.ner in. ...... hich interru'Otions are , 
to b~ a.ccom~lished under its SChedule TOU-S-l 
in times of·state~~de energy shortages. and 
EdisO'n shall inform its customers serve~ 
under Schedule TOU-8-1~o~.the hearing 
~cheduled for the recei'Ot of evidence on 
this issue. ft • 

-1-

-



• 

• 

• 

c. 9884 ~J/b:n" 

Pr~ceding tha~ da~ep the Co~issio~ held hearings on ~he 
need for a su=mer peak lo~c reduction plan for respondent utilities. 
On May 19, 1981 ~he Con:nission iss~ed D.9.3046 adop':ing a sw::mer 
peak load reduct.ion. The specific actions required of t.he respondent. 
electric utilities in icpler.enting Stage II of the Statewide Peak 
Reduction Plan is immediate interrup~ion of all interruptible customers 
(Appendix B, page 2 of D.9;046). 

Edison's inte~ptible poli~1 is ~t odds with the 
int.errupt.ion policy re~uirec by the Co~ission under D.93046, 
and its Tariff Sched~e TOU-S-1 does not. reflect the interrupt.ion : 
poli~J adopted in th3t decision. 

Edison states that it is apparent that the Commission 
will take evidence on this issue at. !u.-tner hearings. Until 
a decision is issued as a result of such hearin~s. Edison 
reouests tM': it co:rtinue 'to a}:)ply its tariff provisions 
con,cerning interro.;ption of customers receivin~ service under 
Tariff Schedule TOU-8-1. 

We have considered Edison's request and find tha': it would 
be equitable to Ediso~ and i~s cuz~omers receiving service under 
Tariff Schedule TOU-S-l to grant Edison~s request. 

Tnis order should oeco~e effective today L~ order ~o 
per:it present tariff provisions t.o a?ply in the event that a 
Stage II situation arises. 

SU?PLEMENT AL O?.DER 

IT IS ORDE?.ED tha':: 
1. D.9.3046 issued ~~y 19, 1981 in C.9884 is modified to 

provide tha't Southern Ca1iforni~ Edison Com~~nv (Edi~n) .. -
shall interru?t i~s interru~tible,customers under its 
exis':ing Tarift Schedul~ TOU-8-1. The issue of Sdison's 
TAriff Schedule TOU-S-1 is the subject of furiher hearin~s • 
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Edison's Tar!!'!' Schedule 'l'OU-S-l shall remain in e!'!'ect at 
least until such time as a final decision has been rendered on 
th~ issue or the interruption or interruptible customers. 

2. In 8.1.1 other respects, D.93046 shall remain in £'ull 
!'orce and ef'!'ect. 

This order i~. ef'fective today_ 
Dated ;.I.uL - 7 1981 , at San Francisco, California • 

'CO::m:1::;::;1o:lor R1c!l.a.!-C: D. Gravollo~ beillg 
neeeS~1ly ao::;ent. C:1C: not ~rt1c1pate 
.11:l itl:o <11!:l);OS1t1on ot: :tMs procoed1:ls-: 
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