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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COMMISSION ADVISORY RESOLUTIOU G-2914 
June 20, 1990 AND COMPLIANCE DIVISION 

Energy Branch 

Bt~Q~!lT!Q!! 

RESOLUTION G-2914. CP NATIONAL CORPORATION REQUEST TO 
REVISE GAS RATES IN BOTH SOUTH TAHOE AND NEEDLES SERVICE 
AREAS RESULTING Ul AN OVERALL ANNUAL REVENUE INCREASE OF 
$280,569 OR 2.92% IN SOUTH TAHOE ruiD AN ANNUAL REVENUE 
DECREASE OF $48,874 OR 6.32\ IN NEEDLES: 

ADVICE LETTERS 264-G AND 265-G, FILED ON APRIL 12, 1990 

SUMY.ARY 

1. By Advice Letters 264-G and 265-G, CP National (CPN) 
seeks rate revisions for its South Tahoe and Needles Service 
Areas, respectively. These rate revisions will result in an 
increase in annual revenue of $280,569 or 2.92\ fOr South Tahoe 
and a decrease in revenue of $48 / 874 or 6.32% for Needles. 

2. Although the rate revision for Needles represents an 
overall rate decrease, certain components of this rate revision 
are increases which require Coromission approval. The utility 
requests an effective date of May 28, 1990. 

3. In both cases, the requested rate revisions consist of 
four componentsl 

a. A revision in energy rates resuiting from a 
reVision in rates from the utility'S supplier(s) and 
an amount designed to recover accumulated net 
over or under collections in the Purchased Gas 
Adjustment (PGA) balancing account. 

b. A revision in the annual Supply Adjustment Mechanism 
(SAM) rates in order to amortize accumulated 
over or under collections of S~~ revenue maintained 

"in the SAM balancing account. 

c. A revision in the annual revenues to reflect the 
amortization of the over or under collected balance 
in the Conservation FinanCing Adjustment (CFA) 
balancing account and the estimated level of 1990 
expenditures for conservation programs. 

d. A revision in tha funds required to recover costs 
associated with the Low InCOme Ratepayer Assistance 
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(LIRA) program and to amortize the accrual in the 
LIRA balancing account. This revision includes any 
revision to the LIRA discount which will directly 
affect the revenue requirement of the utility. 

4. This resolution grants CPN's requests for both rate 
reVisions, with rates effective June 20, 1990. 

BACKGROUND 

1. The present rates for South Tahoe have been in effect 
since February 1,· 1989 and were filed by Advice Letter 258-G, in 
accordance with Ordering Paragraph 6 of Decision (D.) 88-10-062, 
dated October 26, 1988, and Ordering Paragraph 1 of 0.89-01-055, 
dated January 27, 1989. The present rates for Needles were filed 
by Advice Letters 254-G and 255-G, effective October 1, 1988 and 
December 1, 1988, respectively •. Both filings were made in 
accordance with Ordering Paragraph 1 of Decision 88-01-061. 

2. At present rates, total sales based on Test Year 1989 _ 
volumes are expected to produce $9,595,643 in annual revenue from 
South Tahoe and $772,589 from Needles. 

NOTICE 

1. Public notification of these filings has been made in 
the Commission Calendar for April 19, 1990 and by mailing copies 
of the filing to other utilities, governmental agencies and to 
all interested parties who expressly requested such notification. 
None of the above parties were mailed workpapers supporting these 
filings. 

PROTESTS 

1. No protests have been filed against either of these two 
Advice Letters. 

DISCUSSION 

.1. AL 264-G seeks to revise energy rates in South Tahoe with 
the following modifications. 

a. An annual revenue increase of $1,715,363 or 17.98\ of 
Test Year 1989 annual sales in South Tahoe in order 
to offset an increase in rates from Paiute Pipeline 
(Paiute), CPN's supplier, and an undercollection in 
the PGA balancing account as of December 31, 1989. 
The rates contained In this filing are to recover the 
undercollectlon in the balancing ~ccount over a 
period of 12 months commencing with the effective 
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date of this resolution. 

b. An annual decrease in revenues of $115,445 or 1.20\, 
in order to amortize the accumulated undercollection 
in the S~~ balancing account and the difference . 
between the annual Sfu~ base cost amount and tho 
annual current supply recovery amount calculated on 
present rate levels. 

c. A decrease in annual revenues of $1,408,249 or 14.68\_ 
in order to reflect the amortization of an 
overcollected balance in the CFA balancing account. as 
of December 31, 1989, and the estimated level of 1990 
expenditures for conservation programs of $107,500. 

d. An increase in annual revenue of $88,900 or 0.93% 
(including an annual increase of $965 in the LIRA 
discount) to recover costs associated with the LIRA 
program and to amortize the accrual in the LIRA 
balanCing account. 

2. The net effect of all of the proposed rate revisions is 
an increase in annual revenues for South Tahoe of $279,584 or 
2.91\. This revenue will offset a revenue requirement of $280,569 
needed to cover the combined expenses listed above. The 
derivation and calculations of the components used to reach this 
rate revision are shown in Attachment A. Any difference between 
revenue produced and reVenue requirement will accumulate in the
appropriate balancing accounts and will be addressed in 
subsequent rate filings. 

3. AL 265-G seeks to revise enerqy rates in Need~es with the 
following modifications 

a. An increase in annual revenue of $53,919 or 6.98% of 
the estimated Test Year 1989 sales for Needles in 
order to offset an increase in rates from CPN.s 
supplier, Pacific.Gas & Electric Company (PG&B), and 
an undercollection of purchased gas expenses as 
shown in the PGA bal~ncing account as of December 31, 
1989. The rates contained in this filing are designed 
to recover the undercollectipn in the balancing 
account over a period of 12 months, commencing with 
the effective date of this resolution. . 

b. An ~nnual decrease in revenues of $95,256 or 12.33\, 
in order to amortize the accumulated overcollaction 
in tho SAM balancing account and the difference 
between the annual SAM base cost amount and the 
annual current supply recovery amount calculated on 
present rate levels. 

c. A decre~se in annual revenues of $15,791 or 2.04\ in 
order to reflect the amortization of an overcollected 
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balance in the CFA balancing account as of 
December 31" 1989, and the estimated level of 1990 
expenditures for conservation programs of $22,000. 

d. An increase in annual revenue of $8,254 or.1.07' 
(including an annual reduction of $351 in the LIRA 
discount), to recover costs associated with the LIRA 
program and to amortize the accrual in the LIRA 
balancing account. 

4. _ The net effect of all of the proposed rate revisions Is 
a decrease in annual revenues for Needles of $48,523 or 6.28\. 
This reduced revenue be will offset by a reduced revenue 
requirement of $48,874 needed to cover the combined expenses 
listed above. The derivation and calculations of the components 
used to reach this rate revision are shown in Attachment B. Anr 
difference between revenue produced and revenue requirement wi I 
accumulate in the appropriate balanCing accounts and will be 
addressed in subsequent rate filIngs. 

5. The tariff sheets contained in both advIce letters 
incorporate the rate design established in 0.88-10-062; 
specifically, Finding of Fact 5, Ordering Paragraph 5 and Pages 6 
and 12 (mimeo), and specified in Appendix A, Page 2. In addition, 
the rates used for South Tahoe were further modified by Ordering 
Paragraph 1 of 0.89-01-055, dated January 20, 1989. 

6. Typical residential bills presented by CPN were verified 
by the Commission Advisory and Compliance Division (CACD), for 
both South T~hoe and Needles. The comparison of these with bills 
at current rates are shown in Appendix c. The typical bill for an 
average customer in South Tahoe will increase by less than 2\, 
while the same bill for a typical customer in Needles will be 
reduced by 7% to 9%. 

7. CACO has reviewed both of these filings and all 
accompanying workpapers and believes that the rate revisions 
represent the rates ordered in 0.88-10-062 and 0.89-01-055 and 
are just and reasonable. 

FINDINGS 

1. Advice Letters 264-G and 265-G seek to increase some 
rates and to reduce other rates. Increases require Commission 
authorization before bacoming effective. Both Advice Lettars and 
accompanying workpapers have been reviewed by CACD and have been 
found reasonable. The rates specified in both Advice Letters . 
conform with 0.89-10-062, as modified by 0.89-01-055 and are 
just and reasonable. For these reasons, both Advice Letter 264-G 
and 265-G should be approved for filing with the same effective 
date as this order. 

. 
2. No protests have been filed against either advice letter • 
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THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that • 
. 

I; CP National Corporation is authorized under the 
provisions of Section 454 of the Public Utilities Code to revise 
the rates for South Tahoe and for Needles in accordance with the 
rate revisions submitted with Advice Letters 264-G and 265-G, 
respectively, and to make such rate revisions effective today. 

2. Advice Letters 264-G and 265-G and all accompanying 
tariff sheets shall be marked to show that they were approved for 
filing by Resolution G-2914. 

3. This resolution is effective today. 

I hereby certify that this Resolution was adopted by the Public· 
Utilities Commission at its regular meeting on June 20,' 1990. The 
following Commissioners approved itt 

FREDERICK R. DUDA 
STANLEY W. HULETT 
JOHN B. OHANIAN 
PATRICIA M. ECKERT 

Commissioners 

President G. Mitchell Wilk, 
being necessarily absent, did 
not participate • 

Shulman 
01 r_~9tQ.-!,,_ .. , ... •• i.,' 



.. -

• 

• 

• 

-'~soluti6;l ;J-29V~ . 
. , .. , .. /.1.. ·2"" ~ 2·'~ ,,/ \i.-,. h.:". 0'1-... , .:;,;-~ ~C'" 

1 

~ . 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

IS 
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CP Nationa1 
South Lake Tahoe 

Average Energy Rate 

1989 Test year sales 
(1) 

Revenue at Present Rates 
----------------------------
basic Revenues 
Enerqy 
eFA 
PUC 
Lov Inco2e Surcharge 
Lov Inco~e Discount 
Hiscel hneous 

TOi.\L REVENUES 

Detercioatioo of cey Energy Revenue Require~ent 
-----------------------------------------------

(2) 
1989 purchased gas costs at pres~nt rates. 

Pur~~ased gas cost balancing account balance 
as of December 31. 1989. 

Energy Re~enue Require~ent. (Line 10 t Line 11) 
0) 

fran~hise tax and uncollectible Rultipli;r. 

E~ergy Revenua RequireoEnt. (Line 12 x Line 13) 

Increase over present energy r;~enu~s. 
·(Lin~ 14 - Line 3) 

Percent increase. (Line IS I Line 9) 

Av~rage Ener9Y tat~ increase per thermo 
(Line 15 I Line 1) 

(1) FrOc reV~Due at present tate yorksheet. 
(~) From purchased 9as vorksh~et. 
(l) Provision for franchise taxes , uncollectibles 

,\!t;ic':~ent }. 
;};:e~t 1 of ;) 

11,~98,11) ther~s 

$3,;13,984 
$S, 231, on 

$76S,724 
$11,146 

$0 
($56,82S) 
S117,569 

$9,5$;,60 

S5,)29,18$ 

$1,496,068 

$6.t~5,857 

1.01854 

S6.952.408 

1,115,36) 

$0.09916 pet ther~ 

1 
= 

.9818 
1.018540 = 

Gross Revenue Deduction 
FactOr Applicable to Exp. 
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. 
C P National : South Tahoe 

Purchased Gas Cost for 
Test Year 1989 

It ttac'~':ent A 
;3":eet 2 ot G 

2 
3 

5 1'S:.oUs in U:e test puicxJ. 

6 C'ts:m;r O'U'9~ for the test ~ricd. 
(Iir~ 4 x liM 5) 

1 Th;r~ P".u-chased f¢e the test petioo 

8 Uo::o:lit}' cb.Uv~ p:>..r ~IiI • 

9 CcD:::oiity charv! for the test ~oo. 
Cli~; 1 x 1in~ 8) 

10 Total Fi.a Purchased cps c:h.trqes. 
Cine 9 + line 6) 

11 Thm.s TransP'rted 

13 
U 

Tra:lSporta tien OWves 

Paiute (Line U x SO.C«l6~) 
~west' Pipeline 

1.S ToW. ~tien ~ 9a.5 diarges, 
(lime 12 .. line U .. line 14) 

16 TUe <:c P.y <llarve IDed }t:;Dthly ~ 

n Total f\lrcbasEd gas~. . 
Cline ,0 .. line IS + line 16) 

\linter" Sl~r rom. 
11/1 to J/3J 411 to 10/31 

SI«;~S6 
$13a..4~5 

$ia2,7S1 

s 

S6J,60S 
$;0,982 

$114.~1 

1 

$1,<13,755 ~~~,101 $2.215.862 

11,12S,6}O 6.6l4,040 11.14~,670 

0.11(7) 0.16216 

Sl.941,9S1 $1,074,154 $J,OlS,136 

$J,351,lj~ $1,876,261 $$,23),991 

. $3,351,736 $I,S76,~61 

34S.WI 

$19.812 

$U.~ 
$16,616 

$10,SS2 

$25;119 

~bte: 11U.s schedule uses Paiute's ~ me Tariff to be effective <n 
Y.ay 1, 1m to det~ ~ 9U cos~. 
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1 

to 

11 

12 

II 

14 

is 

CP Nat:ional.. 
South Lake Tahoe 
Average SAM Rate 

1989 Test year sales 
(1) 

Revenue at Present Rates 
------------------.---------. ~asic Revenues 
Ener9Y 
erA 
PUC 
Low Inco~e Surcharge 
Low IncoEe Discount 
Miscellaneous 

TOTAL REVENUES 

Deter~iDatioQ of Cbanqe in SAM Rate 
-----------------------------------

(2) 
Current ap~roved SAM ba~e cost a~ount. 

Current supply r~covery acount at present 
rates. (Line 2 + Line 8) 

Present rate ov~rcol1ectioD. (Ln 10- Ln 11) 

SAY. Salanc~ as of Decezber 31, 1989 

SAM Cbange requested. (Line 12 + Line 13) 

Percent Change. (Line 14 I Line 9) 

$3,518,~84 
$S,237,O(5 

$165,124 
$13,146 

o 
(S6,82S) 

$111 ~ 569 

$3,636,553 

($483,62(») 

$368,175 

(Sl1S, (5) 

-1. 20\ 

June 20, 1';.("0 

:'ttach:::er!t ,'. 
Si!eet 3 O! ~ 

16 Average SAM rate Change per ther£. 
(Line 14 I Line 1) ($().OOG61)per therB 

--------------------
(1) From revenue at present fate vorksheet. 
(2) From Advice No. C-2S6-G • 
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CP National. 
South Lake Tahoe 
Average CFA Rate 

Attaei1~~nt .\ 
S:-;el3t 4 of 6-

1 1989 Test year sales 17,298,11) thelRS 
(1) 

2 
) 

4 
5 
6 
1 
S 

9 

10 

11 

12 

~eieQUe ~t Present ~ates 
----------------------------
8asic Reveoues 
Eoefqy 
eFA 
PUC 
Lov tncone SUfcharqe 
Low Income Discount 
Miscellaneous 

TOUL REVENUES 

Deter~ioatioQ of De~ eFA Revenue ~equirelent 
-----------------------------------------------

(2) 
forecasted costs of efA 1990 Progra~s. 

efA cost halancinq account balanc~ as of 
Dece~ber 31. 1989. . 

$),518,984 
$5,231,045 

$765,724 
$13,146 

$0 
($56,825) 
$111,569 

---------
S9,595,643 

$107,500 

($133,3)0) 

.- U 

efA Revenue hquir~cent. (LiM: 10 .. Lin~ 11) . ($630,830) 
(3) 

Franchise tax and uncol1ectibl~ r-ulti~lier. 1.01854 

• 

14 eFA R~.enue ~equire~ent. (Line 12 x Lin~ 1)) ($6~2.S25) 

IS Decrease over present eFA revenues. 
(Line 14 ~ Line 4) (1,~08.249) 

16 P~rcent decrease. (Line 1S I Line 9) -14.68\ 

11 Average eFA rate decrease per thermo 
{Line 1S I (Line 1 - GT-244 sale~» (SO.OS364)per ther~ 

--------------------
(1) Fr6~ revenue at present rate worksheet: 
(2) 1990 budgeted amount. 
() Provision for franchise laxes , uneolleetibles 

1 
= 

.981$ 
1.018S40 = 

Gross ~evenue Deduction 
Factor Applicable to Ex~. 
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S;~eet 5 of r, 

CP Na t·:i.ona1 
South Lake Tahoe 

LIRA SUrcharge 

1 1989 Test year sales 

~ LIRA Sales 

3 1989 Test year sales less LI~A sales 
(1) 

Revenue at Present Rates 
----------------------------

4 8asic Revenues 
S Er:er9~' 
6 eFA 
1 PUC 
8 Lov Inco~e Surcharge 
9·L6v Inco~e viscount 

10 Xiscellaneo1.!s 

11 TOTAL REVE~:li::S 

Determination of nev LIRA Surcharge ~equire~ent 
-----------------------------------------------

12 LIRA Balanc~ as of Dece£b~r 31. 1989 
1) ~count of L!R~ discount at proposed rat~s. 
14 Esti£ated LIRt Administrati~e SU~9ct 

11.298,11) therQs 

S16,855 

16,121.258 therKs 

$l,$U,9St 
$S, H7 ,045 

$16S,n4 
$1),146 

$0 
(S56.82S) 
$111,569 

$~.4f2 
51.H() 

$21.0)0 

15 LiRA Re.enu~ Requirezent.{Ln 12 t Ln 13 + Ln 14) 
(2) 

16 iran~hise ttx and un~ollectible ~ultiplier. 

17 LIRA Revenu~ kequire~ent. (Line 16 x LiM 15) 

18 Increase o~er present LIRA rE~enu~s. 
(Lin~ 11 - Line S) 

19 Per~ent increlse. (Line 18 I Line 11) 

20 A~eraqe LIRA rate increase per tberc. 
(Line 18 I LiDe 3) 

--------------------

$88,900 

88,90() 

0.9)\ 

$O.OOS12 per tber~ 

(1) rro~ revenue at present tate vOr}.sheeti 
(2) Provision for francbise taxes' uncollectibles 

1 
1.018S(O 

.9818 = 
Gross Revenue Deduction 
Factor Applicable to £xp 
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CP -Na_tional. 

·J .... ;r:e ~-. 19S'O 

.\ ~ t<'ic:-':°e:1t .i. 
~~:;: e t .~ O! .. :; 

South Lake Tahoe 
Calculation of ~hange 

i.n 
LIRA Di.scount 

Present Loy Incoae Discount Calculation 
---------------------------------------
Present Residential Rate 

1 Service Cbarqe 
2 Bas-cline 
3 Non-Baseli~e 

(1) 

Lov Incol~ Discount • 1S\ 
4 Service Cbarqe (Line 1 x .15) 
5 Baseline (Line 2 x .IS) 
6 Non-Baseline (Line 3 x .1S) 

Proposed Lov Incoze Discount Calculation 
----------------------------------------

(2) 
Pro;os:d f.~sic~r.tial Rat~ 

1 Service Char~~ 
8 hselir.~ 
9 tlon-:sas~!ine 

Lov lnco~~ Di~couot @ 15\ 
10 S~:~ic~ Charqe (Lin~ 1 x .1S) 
11 Baseline (Line 8 x .IS) 
12 Non-Bas£lin~ (Line 9 x .15) 

Cbange in LOv InCORe Discount 
------------------------------

1) Ser.ic~ (barqe (Line 10 - line () 
14 Bas~line (Line 11 - Lin~ ~) 
1~ Non-8as~line (Lin~ 12 - ~in~ 6) 

0) 

S5.SI) 
O.447C7 
O.S59S1 

(SO.80) 
(0.067U) 
(0.08)93) 

$5.50 
O. (SH2 
0.SE222 

(SO. SO) 
(O.O!80n 
(O.OtH) 

SOoOO 
. (O.0009i)· 

(O.OOHO) 

Qualifying Sales 
16 Se[~ice Cbarge 
11 Baseline 

18.948 Custor::er$ 

18 Non-Baseline 

Mount of (bange . 
19 Service Cbarqe (Line 16 x Line 1) 
20 Baseline (Line 11 x Line 14) 
21 N~n-B!seline (Line 18 x Line IS) 

22 Total Cblhge (LiDe 1~ + Line 20 + Line 21) 

1. From tevenue at Present Rate Vor>.sbeet 

401, 469 Therl:s 
17S,)S6 TUr.r1S 

o 
(69) 
(S96) 

(~6S) 

2. From !even~e at Proposed Rate Vorr.sheet 
3. Trot P.evenue at Present and Propo$~d Rate Vorkshe~t Loy Inco~e Subsidy 
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1 

~ 
) 

4 
S 
6 
1 . 
S 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

l( 

15 

16 

11 

C .P Nat:.iona.2 
NeedJ.es 
Average Energy Rate 

1990 Test yelr sales 
(1) 

F.evenue at Present Rates 
----------------------------
b~sic Revenues 
Energy 
erA 
PUC 
t~v Inco~e Surcbar9~ 
Lov !nco~e DisC6~nt 
~iscHli!MO'JS 

'iOUL REVH;U!:S 

Deter~iDatioD of oev Energy Revenue Requireaent 
-----------------------------------------------

U 8,944 thens 

$(91.-$34 
$231,610 
S22.)10 

$622 
SO 

(SS.H7) 
S.l1.HO 

(2) 
19€9 p~rchas~d gts costs at pr~sent rates. $238.012-

Purch~sed 9~S cost b~lancin1 account btl~nce 
lS of D;ce~b;r 31. 1989. S(2,631 

Energy Re.enu~ F.equire~ent. (Line 10 f Lin~ 11) S280.6() 
_ 0) 

fr~nchise tax lnd ~ncollectibl~ oultiplie:. 1.01141 

E~~rgy Re7e~u~ Require~~nt. (Liht 12 Yo Lin~ 1) S2tS,S29 

!n=relse 07~r ~rescnt energy rfvenues. 
(Line 1~ - LiD~ 3) $S3,919 

Percent incr~tse. (Line 1S I Line 9) 6.98\ 

Average Eoetqy rate increase per tbera. 
(Line 1S I Line 1) $O.06S$4.~er tbeta 

(1) Fro. revenue at present fatt votksheet. 
(2) from purcbtsed gas vorksbeet • 

. el) Pro~isiOb for franebis~ taxes & uncollectible$ 

1 
= 

.9SU9 
l.()17U = 

Gross Revenue DeduetioD 
Factor Applicable to Exp. 
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PG'E~~.ns 

c P ~tior~ : ~es 
Purcha.s~ c.u ~ t for 

Test Yur 19$9 

1 DY>.n:s Purch.!..sEd for the test p&it-i 
il 

S:i:let!nle G-\lRT 1b:)lesaleh.esale Tra!lsp:.rtatico Service 

~ ~ (h1Ige 

.) VohD~tric C'cJarqe per Thera 

. 
S lola.! S:lr;.d·.ll~ G-VRT Costs 

1 Ca:n::dity chtr9~ for the test poo..:ioo. (~ 1 x Lir~ 6' 

8 1UTAL Fmi ~ Gi\S at\.~. tLioe 5 .. ~ 1) 

• S~l.llt Effecthe Ja.'JI.llIy 1, 1~ • 

- $74,M1 

$0.1$161 

$lS),1}6 

Htaekent 3 
S::eet 2 of 6 

m,97S 

$2)3,012 
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CP Nat::iona.2 
Need.2es 

Ju!'".e 20. 19?O 

Attachcer,t B 
S};.eet 3 of (.; 

Average SAN Rat:e 

1989 Test year sales 
U) 

Revenue at Present Rates 
----------------------------
Basic Revenues 
Energy 
CfA 
PUC 
Low Intone Surcharge 
Lov Inco~~ Discount 
Hiscc:l1aneous 

TeT J..L };EV!:~tt1ES 

DeterminatioD of Cbange in SAX Rate 
-----------------------------------

(2) 
Current appro,~d S~~ base cost a~ount. 

Current supply reco.ery a~ount at present 
raHs. (Line 2' f Lir.e $) 

Present rate o,.-ut;ollectioD. (Ltl to - Ln 11) 

SAX Balance as of D~ce~ber )1. 19$9 

SAY. Change requested. (LinE 12 f Line 1l) 

Percent Change. (Line 14 I Line 9) 

AVtrage SAM rat~ Cbange pc:[ ther~. 
(Line 1( I Line 1) 

-------------_._-
(1) from revenue at preseht rate worksheet. 
(2) from Adiice No. C-2S0-G. 

818.944 tbuas 

$491. SH 
$231.610 
$22,310 

SG2i 
o 

(5 • .147) 
31.340 

$77l,5£.~ 

S508.2~o 

$S2),174 

($14,9S~) 

($~O.l02) 

(S9S.2S6) 

-12'.H\ 

(S().11')~)p~r ther~ 
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~esolution G-291~ 
• c· P"/A L 21':1,.. 2'0:;; "'/-""" " 0'0 \;."1-... : O~-J <." .. 

CP Nat:.iona.2 
Need.2es 

.A vex-age CFA Ra t:e 

. Jene 20, 

!-. t tachr:.ent 3 
:;'~eet !~ of' G 

1989 Test year sales 818,94. th~rm$ 
(1) 

Revenue at Present Rates 
----------------------------
Basic Revenues 
Energy 
eFA 
PUC 
Lov IOco~e Surcharge 
Lov Inco~e Discount 
1':i see 11 aneous 

TonL REVENUES 

DeteraioatioD of ney eFA Revenue Require~eDt 

S491,834 
$231,610 

$22,310 
$622 

SO 
($~, 141) 
$31.340 

S112. st~ 

-----------------------------------------------
(2) 

for~caste~ costs of efA 1990 P~o9raDs. 

efA cost balancing ~ecount balance as of 
December ll. 19a9. 

efA R~veQue R~quirEBent. (~ine 10 + Line 11) 
O} 

franchise tax and uncollectible ~ultiplier. 

efA R~venu~-Re~uirecent. (Line 12 x Line ll) 

Decrease O~er present eFA revenues. 
(Line 14 - Line 4) 

Percent decrease. (Line 15 I Line 9) 

Average efA rate decrease per thermo 
(Line IS I Line 1) 

-------------------

$22.000 

($1~,~92) 

$6.408 

1.01141 

$6.~19 

(15.791) 

-2.04\ 

(SO.0192e)per tber~ 
(1) Fro~ re~enue at present iate worksheet." 
(2) 1990 budgeted amount. 
(l) Provision for franChise taxes' uncollectible$ 

1 
= 1.01141 = 

Gross Revenue Deductiob 
Factor Applicable to Exp. 



• 

• 

• 

7esoluti6n G-291"- -
C?:r/A.L; 2M-" ~, ?65-";/-c"/ 

CP Nat::iona1 
Need.1es 
L:LRA Surcharge 

1 1989 test year sales 
2 LIRA Sales 

) 1989 Test year sales less LIRA sales 
(Line 1 - Line 2) 

(1) 
Revenue at Present Rates 
----------------------------

4 Basic t~venues 
5 EOH9Y 
6 Cr1-. 
1 rue 
8_Lev Inco~e Surcharge 
9 Lo~ Inco~e Discount 

10 r.iscellcn~ous 

11 70T1L REY[~U[S 

DetecEiDatiOQ of nev LIRA Surcbarqe Require£eDt 
-----------------------------------------------

12 LIRA Balance as of Dece~btr ll. 1929. 
1) A~ount of Li~~·Di$cour.t at proposed rat~$. 
1( Esti~ated LIRA ~d~inistrativE ~udget. 

.. ~ t tae:'l=:(:~ t ~. 

S!~eet 5 of G 

818,944 tbens 
30~29$ 

- .. _--------
188,649 tberu 

$491,834 
Si31,610 

S12.310 
$622 

SO 
(SS.!.47) 
S31.)(O 

SH1 
4,196 

$2.910 
---------15 ~I~t Revenue P.e~uire~ent.(Lr. 1~ 4 Ln 1) ~ Ln 

(2) 
If fcanchis~ tax and uncollectible £ulti~lier. 

14) $8,113 

~7 LIRA ~evenu~ Requirement. (Line IS x Line 1t) 

Ie Increase over present LIf.~ re,enues. 
(Line 17 - Line S) 

19 Percent increase. (Line 18/ Lice 11) 

20 Average LIRA rate increa$e per thera. 
(Line 13 I Line 3) 

1.01141 

$8,254 

8.254 

1.07\ 

$O.OI0n per then 

(1) From re.enue at pre$ent rate vorksheet. 
(2) Provision for franchise taxes , uncollectibles 

1 
---------- = 

.9t289 
1.(11141 = 

Gross ~evebue Deduction 
Factor Applicable to Exp. 
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;esolutio~ O~~~14 - -17 .. . , I C-"I- T 2!C.1. _ .. t. ;> ... <:_~ •• ,. •• :-,. r\._', ,....,-r: J ..... _",j ~ _" ... 

C..P Nationa.z 
Need.2es 

Jur.e 20, -1m 
;.H· ... c:: ·c:-,~ ~ 
~:-_~~~ ~ 0: ~ 

Ca.zcu.2ation of Change in 
LIRA Discount 

Present Loy Inco~e Discount Calculation 
---------------------------------------
Present Residential Rate 

1 Service Cbarge 
2 hseline 
1 Non-Baseline 

(1) 

Lov InCO~f Discount • IS\ 
4 Service Charge (Line 1 x .1S) 
S Baseline (Line 2 x .IS) 
6 ~on-Baseliae (Line 1 x .IS) 

Proposed Lov Incoae Discount Calculation 
----------------------------------------

(2) 
Propo~ed P.esidential Rate 

1 Seli"ice Charge 
8 SHeline 
9 lion-SHeline 

Lov Incooe Discount , IS\ 
10 SEr~icE Charge (Line 1 x .IS) 
11 BaSEline (Lin~ S 7. .IS) 
12 Non-BaselinE (Line 9 x .IS) 

Change in Loy Income Discount 
------------------------------

1) Ser~ice (barge (Line 10 - Line 4) 
14 eas~line (Line 11 - Line 5) 
1S Non-Baseline (Line 12 - ·Line ~J 

(3) 

$$.~O 
0.6&1(8 
0.$7~91 

(SO. tt) 
(O.10~22) 
(O.IHH) 

$S. ~() 
O.SnH 
O.SS180 

(SO.SO) 
(O.OtSsu 
(0.12861) 

$0.00 
O.Oi3~S 
0.00212 

QualifyiD9 Sales 
16 Service Charge 
11 hselioe 2,38$ (usto;urs 

18 Noo-easeline 

!zount of ChaDge 
1~ Service Charge (Line 16 X Line 13) 
20 aaseline (Lice 17 x Line 14) 
20 Non-8aselioe (tiDe 18 x LiDe lS) 

21 Tot.t1 Cballge (Line 19 + Line 20 + LiDe 21) 

1. fro. ~eveoue at Present ~att Vorksheet 

2S,4U Theus 
4,813 Theus 

o 
338 
1) 

== 
3S1 

2. Fro2 ~even'ue at Proposed Rate Vorhheet 
). from te~enue at Prese~t and Proposed ~ate Vorksheet Loy Ineo~e Subsidy 



. "esol'.:liio~ G:'~l'f -1~"-
Jt1.!:e 2!'i.1~~':) C?;~/A. L. 2~-4-'3 t.. 2o'j-1/ccfI 

OP National ;.itac:~::et,t t; South Lake Tahoe .~:-eet 1 of '. 
~e$i4eDtial 8ill COlplrisob - 8ASIC USE 

e. SUl!ller 
Monthly -------- Present Pro~$ed Percentage l,ine No. There Usage Bill &111 Change Change -------- ----------- ------- -------- ------ ---------.-l: IS 1~.11 li.38 0.11 1.~9\ A- 31 2 .06 22.48 0.42 1. ~\ 3. oIS 2S.6( 26.1S 0.51 1.~ \ 4. 10 3~.U 40.~' 1.22 3. 8\ S. 8S 4$.02 49. 5 1.63 

3. r 6. 100 56.U SS.47 2.06 3.6 \ 1. 1S0 Sl·38 81.$4 3.(6 4.1 \ 8. 200 11.36 111.22 4.86 4. )3\ 
Vinter -------- Monthly Prestot Proposed Percentage Line No. Thera Usage Bill B111 Change .Change -------- ----------- --- .. _-- -------- ------ -----------9. 25 16.69 16.97 0.28 1.68\ 10. 40 23.40 23.86 0.46 1.91\ 11. 6S 3(. S9 H.H 8,,4 2.14\ u. 1S 39.06 39.92 .86 2.20\ -13 • 85 43.S3 44.51 0.98 2.2S\ 14- I; 102 51.14 S2.31 1.17 2.29\ IS. 1S0 12.62 14.34 1.12 2.31\ 16. 200 99.4& 102.() 2.9S 2.91\ 

Lov IDcoze Subsidy Pr6graa 
Resi4eDtial Sill ComparIson - BASIC USE 

Sue2~r 
-------- Montbly Present Proposed Percentage Line No. 'There Usage Sill B111 Change CMngt: -------- ----------- ------- -------- ------ -----------I. 10 8.S0 8.S6 0.06 0.11\ • 2. ,. 

14 10.02 10.10 0.08 0.80\ 3. H 14.~1 14.34 O.B 0.91\ 4. SO 24.19 24.S3 0.34 1.41\ ~. H j6.08 36.~0 0.82 2.21\ 6. 100 41.91 49. 1 1.30 2.71\ 1. iSO 11.15 14.01 2.26 3.1S\ 8. 200 95.S) 98.16 3.23 3.38\ 
Vinter -------- Montbl~' Present Proposed . PerceDUO~ LiM t;o. then Usag~ . Sill e11l Change Change -------- ----------- ------- -------- ---.-- -----------9. 10 8.50 8.56 O.O£. 0.11\ 10. 25 14.21 14.34 O.U 0.91\ II. I; 39 19.53 19.14 0.21 1.OS\ 12. SO 23.12 2J.98 0.26 1.1 \ O. 1$ }~.23 3 • ~2 0.39 1.1~\ 14. 100 ( .14 p. 6 0.52 1.2\ IS. IS0 61.15 2.54 0.19 1.2~\ 16. 200 84.S8 86.19 1.61 1.9\ 

A- Av!ra3e HObtbly usaie = Test rear Sales l Ratio 
(t .S \ in Su~er;8 .48\ in Y Dter) I Ho. in period I Avg Customers 

• 



. ?esoiutf~:.o (i ... ~1~ Ju!-.e 20, ·19$'0 . 
CF::/A~L • 20-'1-{; t.. 265-{J/~ev 

Attac!1:-.ent C 
C P National Si:eet 2 of ,. South Lake r£ah6e 

Residential-8ill CoapariSOD - HON BASELINE • Sumur 
PresEnt -------- Monthly Pro~osed Percentage Line. t.o. Then Usage Bill Bill Change Change --.----- ----------- ------- -------- ------ ----------- .. 1. U 13.89 H.~l 0.42 3'8&' 2. It 

2~.1& 21. 3 1.01 4. \ 3. <S 3 .68 U.94 1.26 4.11\ 4. 10 44.61 4&.63 1.96 C.ll\ 5. 19~ 5).0& 55.44 2.)8 <.4 \ 6. 61.H 64.25 2.88 4.SS\ 1. 158 89.4t 93'83 4.2 4.1 \ 8. 20 111.4 123. 1 5.61 4.18\ 
\linter 

Monthly Proposed --------- Present Percentage Line No. There Usage &ill BIll . Change Change --------- ----------- ------- -------- ------ -----------It: 25 19.49 20.19 0.10 3.S9\ 40 _21.88 29.00 1.12 4.02\ 11. 55 36.21 31.81 1.54 4.25\ 12. 75 41.~6 4~.51 2.11 4.4S\ -13 • 80 SO.26 5 • SO 2.24 4.H\ H. ~ 104 63.63 66.~O 2.91 4. S1\ H. ISO 89.43 93.63 4.20 4.10\ 16. 200 111.40 12,),01 5.61 4.18\ 

It AVeraQe Konthly Usa~e = 7est Year Sales It Ratio 
(lS.52\ in Su~mer:84.48\ in Vint~r) I Ko. in period I A~9 CU$to~ers 

• 

• 



. , 

. .Resolutioil 0-29t'4> -21~- .!u!:e 20. 1~~ CO··/A l' 2" ... f. 2;':;' "'/~ .-.. .. . • ,:. • =.I, Dl-J ~ OJ-~ -cv 
-

C P Na t:i ona.2 : Neec1.les _"ttac:v:ent C 
• ~:~,=e t 3 of !~ , Res.i den t:.i a.z' Bi.z.z CC:>Jnpar~ SO~} 

Bas.ic 

• SUIt!!H 

-._-------
Xonthlv . 

Line tbelll Present Proposed. Percentage 
No. Usage 8ill Sill Change Cha.nge ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------1. t 15 15.12 14.55 -1.11 -1.44\ 2. 50 44.24 42.03 -2.21 -S.oo\ 3. n U.14 63.13 -2.41 -l.tn 4. SO 10.52- 68.08 -2. (4 -3.46\ 5. 100 88.04 es.u -2.60 -2.95\ 6. _150 1)1.83 128.85 -2.98 -2.26\ 7. 200 115.6) 112.27 -3.36 -1.91\ 

\'intH 
----------. 

Xontbly 
Line TherL: flcsent Propos~d fer~er.ta9'~ 
lb. Sill Bill Chang; Chan1~ 

. Usag~ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------8. 25 2.?H 20.59 -1.95 -8.65\ 9. • 44 38.$8 36.S2 -2.16 -5.54\ 10. 15 6S.14 tl.ll -2.U -3.64\ 

• 11. 80 70.52 68.08 -2.H -3.46\ 12. 100 $8.0~ tS.44 -2.60 -2.95\ 13. 150 131.83 128.85 -2.98 -2.26\ H . 200 115.0 112.27 -l.36 -1.9a 

• 



.' 

. . 

• 

• 

• 

ton' C-.z91t, . , 
C?r:/A.L. 264-0 t, 265~/~'" 

.!..t.tae\~~r,t C 
S:-.eet '* or 4 C P Nationa1: Need~es 

Residentia1 Bi~~ Comparison 
Basic & Space Heating 

Suner 
--- ... _-----

Monthly 
Line Therm. Present Proposed Percentage No. Usaqe Bill Sill Change Change ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------1. * 15 H.1i 14.55 -1.11 -l.U\ 2. SO 44.24 42.0,) -2.21 -5.00\ ). 75 66.14 6).1.) -~.41 -3.64\ 4. 80 10.S2 68.08 -2.44 -3.46\ 5. lOO 88.04 85.44 -2.60 -i.~5\ 6. 150 131.U 128.85 -i.98 -2.26\ 1. 200 115.63 172.21 -3.36 -1. 91\ 
Vintu 
----------

~onthly 
tine TbHiI Present Propo~~d PerceilU9~ N':l. Usage SHl BiH Change Change ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------8. 2S 22.H 20.59 -1.95 -8.~S\ S. • '44 35.49 . 

12.0S -l.U -9.69\ 10. 15 56.61 50.16 -5.85 -10.33\ U. 80 (O.Ol $l.11 -6.25 -10.(1\ 12 • 100 11.34 10.81 -t.n -8.31\ H. 150 121.14 114.H -6.S5 -$.65\ 14. 200 16(.93 1) 1.10 -1.23 -('l8\ 

• A.erage Monthly Use = Test Year Sales x Ratio (24.9\ in. SULcer; 1S.9\ in Vinter) I Months in Period I A~Erage Custo~er 


