PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COMMISSION ADVISORY - RESOLUTION E-3136
AND COMPLIANCE DIVISION _ March 22, 1989 .
Energy Branch . ' : S

. RESQLUTION o
RESOLUTION - E-3136, PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY .-
- {(PG&E) « ORDER- AUTHORIZING REVISION TO ELECTRIC RATE -
SCHEDULES FOR SMALL AND MEDIUM GENERAL USE IN ORDER -

TO CLARIFY THEIR TITLES AND APPLICABILITY.,.

SUMMARY

1, By Advice Letter 1236-E, Filed January 13, 1989, PGkR
requests authorization to modify eléctric rats Schédules A=l,: -
A-6, A-10 and A=-1ll, which provide sérvicé to PGELE's small and '
medium géneral servicé customers, in order to clarify the titles

and applicability of- theésé schedules., .
2. This resolution approves PGEE's request. =

BACKGROUND

1. . . Schedule A=11.was first approved by thé Commission in %
Résolution E-2080, dated April 16, 1986. It was:'éréated as a ..
time-of-use (TOU) option to thé then-existing Schédules-A-1 and
A-10: This schedule is designed for sérvicée to medium use =
commercial customers with a maximum monthly demand of less -than

. 500 kwi

2. - Both Schedulé A-1 and A-10 éxcludé service to residential

customers. Although Schedulé A-11-is an altérnative éptieén to -.
these two schedules and eéven though PG&E has never provided -




service to6 any non-commerc¢ial customer, the Applicabili£y7d13u9é
o0f Schedule A-11 doés not currently contain any language
specifically excluding residential customers from this schedule.

3. . The purpose of this filing is for clarification and
organizational consistency. Thée revision to Schédule A-11l
specifiés that it includes singleaghase alternating current, but
it is not applicable to residéntial customers. ;

4. Even though this change.will, in no way, affect any =~
custonér curréntly on thésé schédulés and the~ciosih of Scheédule
A-11 to résidential customeérs will not alter the uti 1t{'s1'- :
service practice under this scheduleé, the addition of this = .
statemént to the filed tariff scheduies creates a more . - S
- restrictive condition from that presently stated in the tariffs,
_théreéby reéquiring Commission approval: - :

DISCUSSION

- PG&B, all 'of the above schedules havé beén renamed to more
~accurately réflect thé type of servicé they provide. The
schedules have been renamed as follows:

1. . _To aid customers in examining the rate options offered by

Schedule - old Title . __New Title .

A-1 General Service Small General Service.
A-6 Small Timée Of Use - Small Genéral Time' Of
. : Sexvice - * . . . - Use Sérvice.. . . .
A-10 Alternative Rate For = Meéedium Genéral Demand-
' . Medium-Usée = . Metered Sérvice :
: Customérs .. .- R
A-11 Medium Time-Of-Use Medium General Demand- -
o : Service : Metered Time-Of=Use
S Service S

S.-2. - . Theé utility allegés that thé révisions of these tariff -
- écheduleés will in no way alter the substantive conteént or service
~application of any schédule nor will it increase any raté.or ° -

charge, cause the withdrawal of serviceé nor conflict with any . .

other schédule or rule. _ o : EEE




3. The Commissidn Advlsbry and Compliance DivlsiOn (CACD)
has reéviewéd this filing and céncurs with PGLE’s asséssmént as
stated abové with the exception of noring that whilé no schedules
has beeéen withdrawn, the réeviston to Schedule aA-11 will in effect
withdraw this schedule from any possible future consideration by
residéntial customers.

4. CACD recommends approval of the name changes becausé they
better describe thé service offered.

5. Ratés under Schedule A-11 and in. fact, under all A raté -
schedules were designéd to récovér révenues from non—resideﬂtial
customers. Thereforé, CACD récommends that the proposed
clarification of Schedule A-11 be approved.

6. Public notification of this filing has béen made by
mailing copiés of this £iling to othér utilities, governmental
agenciés and to all interested parties who requested such
notification.

. PROTESTS

'1._, .. On February 2, 1989, the Commxssxoh received a pfotest to

PG&E Advice Letter 1236-E from the Departmént of thé Navy. The
protést was filed on behalf of the military family housing
complex at thé Concord Naval Weapons Station.;

2. On ‘October 7, 1988, the Navy requested ‘that PGLE allow
thém to changé the électric serviceée at the Concord station from
‘Schedule EM to Schedule A-11. Thée Navy cited a potential cost.
'savxngs as the reason for: Lhe proposed switch. _

3. - PG&E refused thxs request on the grounds that evéen though_
theré has never béen any speécific language in the tariff schedule
barring residential customers from takin service under - this -

" schedule, it was . PG&E’'S practlce to prov1de sérvice under s
commercial raté schedules only to commércial customers. It . '
appears likely that this ‘réquest by the Navy was lnstrumental 1n
prompting PG4E to make this filing in order to correct thlS
oversight in the tarlffs.




4. The Na further contends that if PG&E is auccessful in
reolassifyih this one account, thea all NavT accounts throughbut
the staté are in jeopardy of being reclassi ed, thereby
resulting in a significant fncrease in the Navy's cost to
purchase electricity.

PGLE’S response t6 the protest, dated February. 14, 1989,
clarifiés that the Navy account is not béing reclassified to a .
higher rate schéduleé. It is simply not reclassified to a lower
rate schedule that it is not entitled to.

5. PGLE points out that the denial of . thé Navy's r quest té
,receive commercial rates for a .résfidéntial installation is in-
kéeping with thé Commission’s direction to make utilit{ rates
cost based. The Utility alleges that to allow résidential
customers, such as’ Navy peérsonnel to take servic¢é under: Schedule
A=11 would cénstitute a rate subsidy, which would ‘have to be
: borne by other ratepayers.

»

FINDINGS

1. . PG&E'S request to amend the rate schedules pfesented ln
this filing 1s minor in nature and is just and réasonable. L

2. . PGEE'S proposed revision to thé tariff sheets of SChedule
A-11, which specifies that this rate schedulé is not applicable
to résidential custoémérs is for thé purpose of closing an - .
existing "loophole®, rather than closing the rate schedule from
potent1a1 customers. . _

3. . llow1ng re51dent1al customers, such as the Navy j'1
Department, the opportunlty to participateé in lower commer01a1
rates to which they are not entitled would defeat the : ,
Commission’s pollcy of cost based rates.

4. Denylng the Navy access to the A—ll Fate . schedule will

not create undue hardshlp on- the customer due to~ the fact that it

will continue to pay thé samé rate that it has beén . paying all

along. No increase in rates will be generated to this customer .
through this action. Thérefore, the Navy’s- protest should be o

" rejected.




THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED thati

| Pacific Gas & Electrie ccmpany~is authérized under the
provisions of Séction 454 6f the Public Utflities Codé to place
Advice Leéettér 1236-E and accompanying'tafiff sheéats inté effect
tod?y, which constitutés moré than 40 days regular statutory
notice. o

2, Advice letter 1238-E and accompanyifig tariff shests shall
be marked t6 show that they weré accépted for'filing by -
cCommission Résolution E-3136. This resolution is éffective today.

I héxeby - certify that- this réesdlution was. . adoptéd -
by the Public Utilitiés cCommission at fts regqular
meeting on March 22, 1989. Thé following Commissioners :
approved iti o : . e -
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