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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMHISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

EVALUATION & COMPLIANCE DIVISION 
Energ)· Branch 

RESOLU'fION 

RESOLUTION £-2091 
June 4. 1986 

ORDER AUTHORIZING SOUTHERS CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 
(SeE) TO IMPLEM~NT TWO SEPARATE AGREEME~TS BETWEEN 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ENERGY- COALITION II ANDS6UTH BAY 
ENERGY COALITION. A LOAD MANAGEMENT PROGRAM FOR AN ENERGY 
COOPERATIVE AND TO IMPLEMENT A· tOAD MANAGEMENT AGREEHENT 
WHICH ~()ULD PROVIDE INTERRUPTIBLE LOAD IN RETURN FOR 
INCENTIVE pAYMENTS BY SCE • 

By Advice Letters 117-E. 718-E and _.719-1:. filed Ap·rill0, 1986 
Southern Calif6rnia Edison Company (SCE) r~quests authbrtzatio~ to 
implement t~o sepaiat~ agreeaents between Southern Calitor~ia 
Energy COalitiOn II (Coalitibn) and South Bay Energy Coa(ition 
(COalition). for a lOad management program for an ~nergy 
cboperative ~nd tb implement a load management agreement Yhic~ 
would prOvide interruptible load in return for irtce~tive p~ym'nts 
by SCE. The fa~ts~re as foll6vS~ 
I. The purpose of Advice Letter~ 718-E and )lg-E·is to prrivide 
for a reduction of electrical demand by members of the energy 
cooperatives during specific periods of curtailment established by 
SCE in return fOr Rebate Payments to the Coalitions. . 

2. Under th~ teiBS b£ the Agr~emen~s, each member oi th~: ~ 
Coaliti9Il rec£d.\·es electrical. service' from SCE on electrittarif£ 
Schedule TOU-8 - General Service ~ Large. and determines their own 
electrical demand le~els. The Coalitions collectively r~c~t~~ 
Reb~te Payment~ for each kW of interruptible load above the Fifm 
Service Level~~ailable duri~g a specific period ot cuit'~lment~ 

3. Under Section 9 of the Agreement. excess demand c'harges. are 
paid by the Coalitions if their_demand levels exceed the 
established ~trm Service Level during a loadcurtail~ent ~eriod, 
The Firm Service Level is used as a basis for determining these 
charges and payments. SCE will notify the Coalitionsbt the need 
for adjusting their demand requirements to the Firm Service Level 
through the use of an aut~mated system installed, owned. and 
maintained by SeE. 
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4. The cost of installation, maintenance and operation of the 
sJ~tem is the responsibility of thc Coalition. 

S. SCE has provided the Coalitions and the Qember accounts named 
in Section 10 o( the Agreement ~ith a copy o( Advice Lctters 
118-E and 119-E, by mail, concurrcfitly with its (iling vith thc 
Commission. 

6~ Advicc Lettcr 711-E imp1cm~hts a load mAnagement agreem~nt 
~hich would providc intcrruptiblc lo~d in return for intentlv~ 
payments by SCE. 

1, As part o( SeE's Conservation/Load Han~gement Program, SCE 
del-eloped a program vhereby an energy cooperative, conSisting o( a 
group of TOU-8 customers, ~ould provide interruptible 16ad in 
return (or incentive payments by SCE. As a result, on Hay 8, 
1981. SeE filed Advite Letter SS9-E which ihcluded an Experimental 
Load Hanagemeht Agreement Between SeE ~nd Southern California 
Energy Coaliti6ri. This advice letter vas approved by the 
Commission ef(ettive Jurie 10, 1981. 

8. SeE later ~djusted the- pibgram to better feflect th~ rieed~ of 
the eneray coOperative arid the C6mpanJ~ and. the experl~ent.l 
a~reemenl vas mOdified and restated accordinaly On September 28, 
1982 in the Load Manaaeme~~ Agreement Between SCB and S6uthein 
CalifOrnia Energy C6~~ition (Agreement) • 

. '. 

9. The incentive pay~~nt amounts were modifi~d from $li50 per 
Killovatt (kW). of reduction in peak dedand for bbth th~ ~inter 
and Sum~ef seasons to $2.00 per kW during the Six wint~rmbnths ". 
and $4.00 per kW reduction durina six Summer months. this vas" 
further adjusted to $2.08 ~nd $4.16 respectively .~ otS~~t~mber 
7, 1983. to reflect the difference betveen incentive payment . 
~tovisions in ~ate B of Schedules Nos. I-I and 1-2 - Genetal 
Service - Large Interruptible, as authorized on that date by· the 
Commission. 

10~" Additionallr. the Commission authorlz~d"a ~h~n&e to efght 
Wintet and four Summer seasOn months on Sch~dule 10U-8 eff~cti~~ 
January I. 1985. Therefore, seE is currently providi~g "incentive" 
payments of $2.08 per kW durin~ the eight~mbnth Wint~i ~~aS6n ~fid 
$4.16 p~r kV during the foui-month Stimme~ ~eason to be t6n~ist~nt 
with its tre~tment of other load management programs. 

11. The terms 6f the Agreem~nt filed under Advice Letter 717-E 
are the same as those outlined in Paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 above. 

12. Funding for energy cooperative programs. ~hich inclfided this 
specific program vas included in Test year 1983 Base Rate Expenses 
in D~cision No. 82-12-055 dated December )3. 1982 under: 
Nonresidential Load Management Progtams. Said D~cision approved 
$4.806,000 for NOnres iden t ia 1 Load Nanagemen t Pro"gr ams • The 
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D~cisiOn allo~ed SCE management discretion to reallocate funds 
among individual programs in amounts up to $2,500,000. 

13. Decision 84-12-068, dated December 28, 1984, for Test Yeat 
1985, also adopted a level of expenditures specified for 
Interruptible/Aux Cen/Energy Cooperative programs, whfih was 
funded at $198,600 is also included in this program. 

14. SCE has ex panded i ls program frorn 's- si ngle energy tooperat i ve 
and has now developed twO ~ddition~1 eriergycoopcrativ~s. The 
additional Agreements ~ith the participating patties aie tiled 
under Advice Lellers ~os. 718-E and j19-E as outlined in the ftrst 
paragraph ~bo\'e. 

IS. seE 'desires to bting the retord up to dat~ reg.rdtn* the 
terms arid conditiOns of its load m~riagement program with the . 
Sciuthern California Energy CoalitiOn. SCE i~adverlently f~iled to 
submit the restated Agree~ent to the Commission i~ 1982 wheri~the 
program weni trOo an experimental to a prOductiQ~ program,SeE 
requests CommiSsiOn approval of this filing which intludes the 
1982 restated Agteement~and sets fOrth the various m6dlfiCati6nS 
noted above. 

16. The~e filings ha~e been ievie~edbJ the Statr of the Load 
Managemebt Section of the Energy Branth of the Evaluatio~ and 
Compliance Division. The three Agreements have been reviewed arid 
the projects are very cost-effeeti~e to SCE's nonparticipant 
customerS. The Staff r~commends authorization a~d th~ filings 
are he~ewith ~resent~d to the Commission for their appr6~al. 

17. We tirid th~t the~e Agr~e~ents are just ~nd ie~sonable ~nd 
hav~ been reached by mutual tonsent of ail paities and are 
consistent with established criteria. 

THEREFORE ~-

- -

I. Southern California tdi~on C6mpany is authotized bi~ecti6ns 
454 and ~32 bf th~ pu6lic~Utilities C6de and by Secti6~ X.A. bE 
Cenetal ()rd~r 96-A to place the ab6ve Agreements into ~ffeit 
today • 
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2. Advice Letters Nos. 111-E, 718-E and 119-E and the 
acconpafiyios Agreements shall be marked t6 shOw\hat- they were 
approved {or filing ,by Commission Resolution E-2091. This 
Resol~tion is effettive today. 
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I cetti~y that this Resolution ~6~ adopt~d b~th. Publit.Utiiitie$ 
Commission at its r egu lat ~eeting on June 4, 1986.- The lollowing 
Commissioners approved itt 

1 
DONALD VIAL .' : 

President 
VIC-l'OR CALVO 
PRISCILLA C. GREW 
FREDERICK R. DODA 
STANLEY W •. HULETT 

Commissioners 


