
I 
ALJ/CM\V Iteg 

APR 24 1998 

Decision 98-04-055 April 23, 1998 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Order Institutit'lg Investigation On the 
COll\mission's Motion Into Implementing A Rate 
Design (or Unbundled Gas Utility Services 
Consistent with Policies Adopted hl Decision 
86-03-057. 

Order Instituting an Investigation by Rulemaking 
into Proposed Refinements for the New 
Regola{ory Fran\ework for Gas Utilities. 

Sun'Unary 

1.86-{)6-OOS 
(l'etiti6n fot Modification 
filed September 6,1994) 

R.86-06-006 
(Filed ]tlne 5, 1986) 

This dedsion disposes of two pending petitions for modification and doses 

Investigation (I.) 86-06-005 and Rulemaking (R) 86-06-006. 

Petition for Modification of Decision (D.) 87·03-044. 
0.87·05-046. and 0.86·12·009 

On September 6, 1994, Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas) 

petitioned the Commission seeking modification of 0.87-03-044, D.87-05-046, and 

0.86-12-009: as modified through 0.87-03-044 and D.87-05-046. SoCalGas sought 

a procedure through which information contained in short-term natural gas 

contracts, submitted to the Commission staff pursuant to procedures developed 

in the above-referenced dedsions, could be deemed confidential. 

Subsequent to SoCalGas filing its petition, Section 489.1 of the Public 

Utilities (PU) Code became law, The section applies to contracts executed by gas 

corporations and allows the Comn\ission to exempt these contracts from. the 

disclosure requirements imposed by PU Code § 489. The CommissiOl\ engaged 
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in a fu]cmaking proceeding, R,97·04·010, to adopt rules to comply with § 489.1; 

final rules were adopted in D.97-06-110, issu~d June 25, 1997. 

_ The specific relid sought by SoCalGas in its petition has bCCI\addressed in 

another proceeding, R.97-04-010. Therefore, the petition is Itmot and shOUld be 

dismissed. 

Petiti6n for Modification of D.9a-Og-082 
On December 3, 1993, SoCalGas filed a petition lomodi(y D.93-09-082, a 

decision that ren\()ved the alternate fuel requirement for eXisting nonCore 

customers and found that until the Commlssion could consider a revised 

definition itl a raternaking setting, eligibility for new nortcore customers would 

be based on minimum size requirements reconunended by each utility. In its 

petition, SoCalGas requests authority to grandfather as noncOre customers 

seventy customers \vho $ubn\itted applications for noncore status under the old 

eligibility criteria after D.93-09-082 was issued on September 17, 1993 but prior to 

the September 29, 1993 effective date of SoCaiGas' tariffs in'lpJenlenting 

D.93-09-082. It also requests clarification as to whether residential customers 

using in excess of 20,800 therms of gas per active month could qualify for 

noncore status. 

No party protested the petition. In the petition} SOCa]Gas states that "lost 

of the 70 custOn\crs are agricultural water pumping cllstomers presently using 

propane, diesel fuel or electricity for their water pUll'lphlg energy requirements 

and, therefore, an existing SoCalGas customers would benefit from the increased 

margin contribution produced by the new Ctlstofners. 

\Vhile SoCalGas demOl'lstrates spedfic cause for requesting authority to 

grandfather these 70 custon\ers, its petition does not present any reason why 

clarification of noncore eligibility-for residential customers should be dealt with 
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by petition rather than by the procedures proscribed by the COlnmission in 

0.93-09-082. 

Therefore, we should grant, in part, SoCaiGas' petition by modif}'ing 

0.93-09-082 to provide that the SoCalGas customers who applied for noncore 

customer status under the Economic Practicality option 01\ or before 

September 29, 1993 and who had made a financial conunihi:1.ent to obtain rtoncorc ' 

status on or befote September 17, 1993 shall be gr~\nted noncore status and 

grartdfathercd under 0.93-09-082. 

Findings of Fact 

1. The specific relief sought by Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas) 

in its September 6, 1994 'PetitiOJ\ (or Modification of 0.87-03-044, D.87-05-046, and 

. 0.86-12-009, As 1-.1odified Through 0.87-03-044 and 0.87-05-046 has been 

addressed through the rules adopted in D.97-06-110 in therulemaking 

proceeding, R.97-04-010. 

2. In its December S, 1993 Petition for Modification of 0.93-09-092, Southern 

California Gas Company demonstrates good cause for requesting modification of 

0.93-09-082 to allow it to grandfather as noncotc customers apprOXimately 

seventy custOI\\ers who submitted appliCt1tions for nOJ\(ore status under the old 

eligibility criteria after 0.93-09-082was issued on September 17, 1993 but prior to 

the Septcn\ber 29, 1993 effective date of its tariffs implementing D.93-09-082. It 

does not demonstrate good cause to modify 0.93-09-082 to address the eligibility 

of residential cllstomers (or noncorc status. 

Conclusions of Law 

1. SoCaiGas' September 6, 1994 Petition for Modification of D.87-03-044, 

0.87-05-046, and D.86-12-009, as Modified Through D.87-03-044 and 0.87-05-046 

is moot and should be dismissed. 
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2. SoCatGas' December 3, 1993 Petition for ?\1odification of 0.93-09-082 

should be granted, in part, and otherwise denied. 

ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. The Petition of SOuthern California Gas Company (U-904-G) to Modily 

Decision (D.) 87-03-044,0.87-05-046, and D.86-12-009, As Modified Through 

0.87-03-044 and 0.87-05-046 is dismissed. 

2. The Petition of Southern CaUfornia Gas COl't\pany (U-904-G) for 

Modification of 0.93-09-082 is granted, in part, to provide that those customers 

who subn\itted an application to Southern California Gas Company for noncore 

status under the Econon\ic Practicality option on or before September 291 1993 

and who made a finandal (omil\itment to obtain noncore status on or before 

Septen\ber 17, 1993 shall be granted noncol'e status and grandfathered under the 

provisions of 0.93-09-082. 

3. Investigation 86-06-005 and Rulernaking 86-06-006 are dosed. 

Dated April 23, 1998, at Sacramento, California. 

-4-

RICHARD A. BlLAS 
President 
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JESSIE J. KNIGHT, JR. 
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