Agenda Date: 1/17/07
Agenda Iltem: 2B

State of New Jersey
Board of Public Utilities
Two Gateway Center
Newark, NJ 07102
www.bpu.state.nj.us

ENERGY
IN THE MATTER OF PUBLIC SERVICE ) DECISION AND ORDER
ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY’S ' APPROVING STIPULATION FOR

2006/2007 ANNUAL BGSS COMMODITY ) PROVISIONAL BALANCING
CHARGE FILING FOR ITS RESIDENTIAL ) CHARGE AND ADOPTING AND
GAS CUSTOMERS UNDER ITS PERIODIC ) MODIFYING IN PART INITIAL DECISION
PRICING MECHANISM AND FOR CHANGES ) OF ALJ APPROVING SETTLEMENT
IN THE GAS TARIFF PURSUANT TO )

N.J.S.A. 48:2-21 AND N.J.S.A. 48:2-21.1 DOCKET NO. GR06050409

(SERVICE LIST ATTACHED)

BY THE BOARD:

In accordance with a generic Order of the Board of Public Utilities (“Board” or ‘BPU") dated
January 6, 2003, in Docket No. GX01050304, Public Service Electric and Gas Company
(“Public Service” or “Company”), filed a Petition with the Board on May 26, 2006 seeking to 1)
decrease its BGSS-RSG rate from 106.3605 cents per therm (including 6% Sales and Use Tax)
("SUT") to 104.9049 cents per therm (including 6% SUT); and (2) increase its Balancing Charge
from 8.6531 cents per balancing therm (including 6% SUT) to 10.5828 cents per balancing
therm (including 6% SUT). Under the revised 7% sales tax rates effective July 15, 2006, Public
Service’s current Balancing Charge increased to 8.7347 cents per balancing therm.

Public hearings in this matter were held in New Brunswick, Hackensack and Mt. Holly on July
25,2006, August 2, 2006, and August 3, 2006 respectively. The public hearings were preceded
by notices in newspapers of general circulation throughout the Company’s gas service territory.
One member of the public appeared at the public hearing held in Hackensack. Although he



expressed a concern with respect to bill calculation and offered suggestions for more effective
communication of public notice, he did not specifically oppose the Company'’s proposed BGSS
rates

On October 27, 2006, the Company, Board Staff and the Department of the Public Advocate,
Division of Rate Counsel, the only parties to this proceeding (collectively “the Parties”) entered
into a Stipulation for Provisional BGSS Rates in which the parties agreed to a decrease in the
BGSS-RSG rate to 98.1000 cents per therm (including SUT) on a provisional basis, for an
overall decrease of over $120 million in gas costs, subject to refund with interest on any net
over recovery, and agreed to the transmittal of all issues, including the provisional rates, to the
Office of Administrative Law (“OAL") (“the October 27, 2006 Stipulation”). Under the October
27, 2006 Stipulation, the parties agreed that the existing Balancing Charge of 8.7347 cents per
therm (including SUT) would “remain unchanged at this time.”

On November 9, 2006, the Board issued an Order approving on a provisional basis the October
27, 2006 Stipulation effective November 9, 2006, but noted that by adopting the Stipulation the
Board was not authorizing the self implementing increases referenced in paragraph 3 of the
Stipulation, and that any such filing would be subject to such further review and approval as the
Board may determine to be appropriate. The Order provided that the Company’s gas costs will
remain subject to audit by the Board and that the Decision and Order shall not preclude the
Board from taking any such actions deemed to be appropriate as a result of any such audit.
The November 9, 2006 Board Order further ordered that the docket be transmitted to the OAL
for full review.

On November 27, 2006 the Petition was transferred to the OAL as a contested case to be heard
by Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ") Walter Braswell.

On December 18, 2006, following a review by, and subsequent discussions among,
representatives of the Parties, the Parties entered into a second Stipulation for Provisional
BGSS Rates (‘the December 18, 2006 Stipulation”) wherein the Parties agree that the
Company’s Balancing Charge shall be provisionally increased, subject to refund, from 8.7347
cents per therm (including 7% SUT) to 9.5957 cents per therm (including 7% SUT), as opposed
to the 10.5828 cents per therm (including 6% SUT) originally requested by the Company. The
December 18, 2006 Stipulation provides that the provisional rate will be subject to refund with
interest on any net cver recovery upon the Board’s final decision in this matter. According to
paragraph 2 of the December 18, 2006 Stipulation, the bill impact on a residential customer
using 100 therms per winter month and 606 therms annually will be an increase of
approximately 0.35%, or $3.14 on an annual basis. The Parties request in paragraph one of the
Stipulation that the provisional rate go into effect upon the date of a Board Order approving the
December 18, 2006 Stipulation. The Parties agree that a provisional increase in the Balancing
Charge would be appropriate at this time.

The Parties also agree in the December 18, 2006 Stipulation that the Company will file updated
tariff sheets reflecting the provisional rate within ten days of the Board's issuance of a written
Order approving the Stipulation and that the matter shall be transmitted to the OAL for an
opportunity for full review of all issues, including the provisional Balancing Charge rates.
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On January 9, 2007, ALJ Braswell issued an Initial Decision regarding the December 18, 2006
Stipulation. ALJ Braswell found that the Stipulation is “consistent with the law” and that the
Parties “voluntarily agreed to the settlement.” However, the Initial Decision incorrectly stated
that the settlement “fully disposes of all issues” and “these proceedings be and are hereby
concluded.”

On January 12, 2007, ALJ Braswell issued a correction to the January 9, 2007 Initial Decision.

However, the correction incorrectly states that the settlement “fully disposes of all issues
pertaining to the Balancing Charge.”

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS

The Board has carefully reviewed the record to date in this proceeding and the attached
Stipulation of the Parties. The Board FINDS that, subject to the terms and conditions set forth
below, the Stipulation is reasonable, in the public interest, and in accordance with the law.
Accordingly, the Board HEREBY ADOPTS the Stipulation as its own, as if fully set forth herein.
The Board HEREBY APPROVES, on a provisional basis, an increase in the Company’s
Balancing Charge to 9.5957 cents per therm (including 7% SUT). This change shall become
effective upon the date of this Order approving the Stipulation. Any net over-recovery at the end
of the BGSS period shall be subject to refund with interest.

The Board accepts that part of the Intial Decision and the January 12, 2007 correction that
approves the December 18, 2006 Stipulation, but rejects and modifies that part that states that
the settlement “fully disposes of all issues pertaining to the Balancing Charge.” The Parties only
agreed to a provisional Balancing Charge rate. The Stipulation provided that the matter shall be
transmitted to the OAL for an opportunity for full review of all issues, including the Balancing
Charge.

The Board HEREBY ORDERS that this docket remain at the QAL for full review of all issues,
including but not limited to the Balancing Charge, and an Initial Decision and then returned to
the Board for a Final Decision. The Company is HEREBY DIRECTED to file tariff sheets that
conform to the terms and conditions of this Order within ten (10) days from the effective date of
this Order.
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The Company’s gas costs will remain subject to audit by the Board. This Decision and Order

shall not preclude the Board from taking any such actions deemed to be appropriate as a result
of any such audit.

DATED: /// 7/0 ?’ BOARD OF PUBLIC UTILITIES

BY:

< /FREDERICK F. BUTLER CONNIE O. HUGHES @
COMMISSIONER COMMISSIONER
R Christiar v Barn
JOBEPH L. FIORDALISO CHRISTINE V. BATOR
COMMISSIONER COMMISSIONER
ATTEST:
KRISTI 1220
SECRETARY

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the within
document is a true copy of the original
in the files of the Board of Public
Utilities -
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Gregory Einsenstark, Esq., Assistant Corporate Rate Counsel‘i_-‘:for ;%titior{ér
Judith Appel, Assistant Deputy Ratepayer Advocate
(Seema M. Singh, Ratepayer Advocate)

Suzana Loncar, Deputy Attorney General, for respondent
(Anne Milgram, Acting Attorney General of New Jersey, attorney)

Record Closed: January 8, 2007 Decided: January 9, 2007

BEFORE WALTER M. BRASWELL, ALJ:

On May 26, 2006, Public Service Electric and Gas Company (Pubiic Service, the
Company) filed a motion in the above-referenced matter, requesting a decrease in its
annual revenues from its Basic Gas Supply Service (BGSS) Commodity Charge (BGSS-
RSG) of approximately $20.9 million (including Sales and Use Tax, or “SUT") or
approximately a 1% decrease. Additionally, the Company also requested an increase in
its Balancing Charge, (which recovers the cost of providing storage and peaking services),

k)
Y
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from the then current charge of 8.6531 cents per balancing therm, (including SUT
charge of 10.5828 cents per balancing therm (including SUT). The proposed increase in
Balancing Charge would have resulted in an increase in annual revenues of approximately
$28.06 million (including SUT).

Due to the enactment of P.L. 2006, c.44, which increased the SUT to 7%, the
Company'’s then existing BGSS-RSG rate was increased from 106.3606 cents per therm
to 107.3640 cents per therm (including SUT) and its Balancing Charge of 8.6531. cents per
therm was increased to 8.7347 cents per therm (including SUT) effective July 15, 2006.

Additionally, the Company’s filing of May 26, 2006 needed to be updated for the
increased SUT. To reflect the aforementioned tax change, the Company’s originally
proposed BGSS-RSG rate of 104.9049 cents per therm (including SUT) was revised to a
proposed BGSS-RSG rate of 105.8946 cents per therm (including SUT) and the
Company's originally proposed Balancing Charge of 10.5828 cents per therm (including
SUT) was revised to 10.6827 cents per therm (including SUT).

Public hearings were scheduled and conducted in New Brunswick, Hackensack
and Mt. Holly on July 25, August 2 and August 3, 2006, reépectively.

On October 27, 2006, Public Service, Board Staff and the Department of the Public
Advocate, Division of Rate Counsel (Rate Counsel) (collectively, the Parties) executed a
Stipulation whereby the Company agreed to reduce its BGSS-RSG rate to 98.1000 cents
per therm (including SUT), on a provisional basis, a decrease of approximately 6.0% or
$57.96 on an-annual basis for a residential heating customer using 100 therms per winter
months and 626 therms annually. The October 27 Stipulation also stated that the existing
Balancing Charge of 8.7347 cents per therm would “remain unchanged at this time.” On
November 9, 2006 the Board issued an Qrder aoproving the Stipulation.

Thereafter, the parties have discussed certain matters at issue in these
proceedings. As a result of those discussions, the parties agree that an increase in the

balancing charge is appropriate.
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-On December 4, 2008, this matter was transmitted to the Office of Administrative
Law (OAL) for hearing as a contested case pursuant to N.J.S.A. 52:14B-1 to-15 and
N.J.S.A. 52:14F 1 to- 13. The matter was scheduled for a prehearing conferénce on
January 25, 2007 but adjourned because the parties agreed to a settlement. A Stipulation
indicating the terms of settlement was signed by all parties and submitted to the OAL on
January 8, 2007. A copy of the Stipulation is attached and made part hereof.

have reviewed the record and terms of the Stipulation of Settlement and FIND:

1. The parties have voluntarily agreed to the settlement as evidenced by the

signatures of the parties or their representatives.

2. The settlement fully disposes of all issues in controversy and is consistent
with law.

| CONCLUDE that the agreement meets the requirements of N.J.A.C. 1:1-19.1
and therefore, it is ORDERED that the parties comply with the settiement terms and that
these proceedings be and are hereby concluded.

hereby FILE my initial decision with the BOARD OF PUBLIC UTILITIES for
consideration.
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This recommended decision may be "adopted, modified or rejected by the
BOARD OF PUBLIC UTILITIES, which by law is authorized to make a fina_l decision in
this matter. If the Board of Public Utilities does not adopt, modify or reject this decision
within forty-five (45) days and unless such time limit is otherwise extended, this
recommended decision shall become a final decision in accordance with N.J.S.A.
52:14B-10.

-\ -0 (}m m f\)}\éww‘uv

DATE WALTER M. BRASWELL, f\LJ
Receipt Acknowledged:
(- /o7 et s/
DATE ’ BOARD OF PUBMNLAUTILITIES

Mailed to Parties:

DATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW
lib
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PRICING MECHANISM AND FOR CHANGES
IN THE GAS TARIFF PURSUANT TO
N.J.S.A. 48:2-21 ANDN.J.S.A. 48:2-21.1

On May 26, 2006, Public Service Electric and Gas Company (Public
Service, the Company) filed a motion in the above-referenced matter, requesting a
decrease in its annual revenues from its Basic Gas Supply Service (BGSS) Commodity
Charge (BGSS-RSG) of approximately $20.9 million (including Sales and Use Tax, or
“SUT™) or approximately a 1% decrease. Additionally, the Company also requested an
increase in its Balancing Charge, (which recovers the cost of providing storage and
peaking services), from the then current charge of 8.6531 cents per balancing therm,
(including SUT) to a charge of 10.5828 ceris per balancing therm (including SUT).
proposed increase in the Balancing Charge would have resulted in ah increase in annual
revenues of approximately $28.06 million (ircluding SUT), of which approximately
$17.4 million (including SUT) would have been from BGSS-RSG customers.

combined impact of both changes for a typical residential heating customer using 100
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therms per winter month would be an increase in the winter monthly bills of
approximately 0.1%; however, the overall impact on a typical residential customer using
626 therms on an annual basis would be a decrease in the customer’s annual bill from
$953.08 to $950.90, or approximately 0.2%.

Notice setting forth the Company’s May 26, 2006 request for a decrease in
its BGSS Commodity Charge and an inérease in the Balancing Charge, including the
date, time, and place of the public hearings, was placed in newspapers having a
circulatio_n within the Company’s gas service territory and was served on the county
executives and clerks of all municipalities within the Company’s gas service territory.

Due to the enactment of P.L. 2006, c. 44, which increased the SUT to 7%,
the Company’s then existing BGSS-RSG rate was increased from 106.3606 cents per
therm to 107.3640 cents per therm (including SUT) and its Balancing Charge of 8.6531
cents per therm was increased to 8.7347 cents per themi'(including SUT) effective July
15, 2006.

Additionally, the Company’s filing of May 26, 2006 needed to be updated
for the increased SUT. To reflect the aforementioned tax change, the Company’s
originally proposed BGSS-RSG rate of 104.9049 cents per therm (including SUT) was
revised to a proposed BGSS-RSG rate of 105.8946 cents per therm (including SUT) and
the Company’s originally proposed Balancing Charge of 10.5828 cents per therm

(including SUT)was revised to 10.6827 cents per therm (including SUT).
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Public hearings were scheduled and conducted in New Brunswick,
Hackensack and Mt. Holly on July 25, August 2 and August 3, 2006, respectively.

On October 27, 2006, Public Service, Board Staff and the Department of
the Public Advocate, Division of Rate Counsel (Rate Counsel) (collectively, the Parties)
executed a Stipulaﬁon.Whereby the Company agreed to reduce its BGSS-RSG rate to
08.1000 cents per therm (including SUT), on a provisional basis, a decrease of
approximately 6.0% or $57.96 on an‘ annual basis fqr é residential heating customer using
100 therms per winter month and 626 therms annually. The October 27 Stipulation also
stated that thé existing Balancing Charge of 8.7347 cents per therm would “remain
unchanged at this time.” On November 9, 2006 the Board issued an Order approving the
Stipulation.

Thereafter, the Parfies have discussed certain matters at issue m these
proceedings. As a result of those discussions, the Parties agree that an increase in the
balancing charge is appropriate at this time.

The parties conferred on the above-referenced filing and as a result, the
undersigned HEREBY AGREE AS FOLLOWS:

1. The Company’s Balancing Charge, which is currently 8.7347 cents
per therm (including SUT), shall be increased to 9"5957 cents per therm (including SUT)
on a provisional basis, subject to refund. The Company requests that the new balancing

charge become effective upon the date of a Board Order approving same.
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2, Residential annual bills comparing the current Balancing Charge
with the agreed upon Balancing Charge show an increase of approximately 0.35%, or
$3.14 on an annual basis, for a residential heating customer using 100 therms per winter
month and 606 therms' annually.

3. PSE&G will file updated tariff sheets reflecting the provisional rate.
set forth in Paragraph 1 hereof within ten days of the Board’s issuance of a written Order
approving this Stipulation.

4, This matter shall be transmitted to the OAL for an opportunity for
full review of all issues, including the provisional rates approved by the Board. The
provisional rate will be subject to refund with interest on any net overrecovery upon the
Board’s final decision in that matter.

5. The undersigned agree that this Stipulation contains mutually
balancing and interdependent provisions and is intended to be accepted and approved in
its entirety. In the event any par.ticular aspect of this Stipulatibn is not acc';epted and
approved by the Board, this Stipulation shall be null and void, and the Parties shall be
placed in the same position that they were in immediately prior to its execution.

6. The undersigned Parties further hereby. agree that this Stipulation has

been made exclusively for the purpose of this proceeding and that this Stipulation, in total

1 With the conclusion of PSE&G'’s gas base rate case, the new usage pattern for a residential heating customer that
uses 100 therms in & winter month is now 606 therms annually rather than 626 therms annuelly.
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or specific item, is in no way binding upon them in any other proceeding, except to

enforce the terms of this Stipulation.

Public Service Electric and Gas Compeny RONALD K. CHEN
' PUBLIC ADVOCATE OF
NEW JERSEY
Seema M. Singh, Director
Division of Rate Counsel

BY: /)J*m&ﬂd sy, On LR g//g‘/ﬁ_;

Grégoty Eisenstark . ¢ Tudith Appel, ADPA

pateD:__| 2 ~14-06 "DATED: / ”/’ 7/cé

STUART RABNER, ATTORNEY GENERAL
OF THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY
Attorney for Board ‘Staff

BY: \Zquw | j%%@i/i/

& 7 Sugna Loncar, DAG

"
R

paTED: JA-1 B0
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State of New Jersey
OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW
33 Washington Street
Newark, New Jersey 07102
(973) 648-6008

NORTH

Date: JAN 10 2007

Re: Initial Decisions for Receipt

Receipt of the following decisions from the Office of Administrative Law (as well as a copy
of this form) is acknowledged as of the date indicated below:

OAL Docket No. PUC Case Name

[1528-08 PSEYC Coi Zm-2007
AronuAl ﬂc s

Board of Public Utilities
2 Gateway Center
Newark, New Jersey 07102
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2006/2007 ANNUAL BGSS COMMODITY

)  STIPULATION FOR

)

' CHARGE FILING FOR ITS RESIDENTIAL )
)

)
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-

PROVISIONAL BGSS RATES.

' GAS CUSTOMERS: UNDER ITS PERIODIC ).
"PRICING MECHANISM AND FOR CHANGES )
IN .THE GAS TARIFF PURSUANT TO -
NJSA 48:2-21 ANDNIS.A 48 2-21 1 -
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On May: 26, 2006 Public. Servige, Electric and Gas Company- (Public
'Servme, the Company) ﬁled a monon in- the above—referenced matter requestmg a
decrease in 1ts annual revenues from 1ts Basm Gas Supply Serwce (BGSS) Commodlty
Charge (BGSS-RSG) of apprommately $20 9 mllhon (mcludmg Sales and Use Tax, or.
“SUT”) or- approxxmately a 1% decrease Add:tlonally, the' Company also requested an
. increase in its. Balancmg Charge, (wh.xch recovers the cost of prov1d1ng storage and

'peakmg serv;ces), ﬁ'om the Then eunent charge of 8 6531 cents per balancmg therm,

) '(mcludmg SUT) to 8 charge of 10 sszs cents per balancmg therm (mcludmg SU'I’) The S

‘p proposed mcrease m the Balancmg Charge would have 1esu1ted in'afl increase in annual .'_
"reventxes of approxmately $28 06 mxlhon (mcludmg SUT) of Wthh approxlmately
$17:4 million (neliding SUT) would have been from BGSS-RSG customers.  The -

combmed 1mpact of both changes for a typ1cal res1dent1al heatmg customer using 100
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therms. per winter month would be an increase in the winter. monthly bills of
apprommately 0.1%; however, the overall 1mpact onsa typlcal residential custome: using
626 therms on an annual bams would be a deoreasc in the customer s annual bﬂl from
$953.08 to $950.90, or approximately 0.2%.

‘Notice setting forth the Company’s May 26, 2006 request for.a decrease in
its BGSS Commodity Charge and anl increase in the Balancing Chargs, including the
datc tune, and place of the pubhc hcanngs was placed in’ newspapers havmg a
c:rculatlon w1tb1n thc Company ] gas scrvxce torntory and was served on ihe county
executives and clorks of all municip_alitics within the Company’s ga‘s service territory.

Due'to the enactment of P.L. 2008, c. 44, which. increased the SUT to-7%,
thc Company s thcn emstmg BGSS—RSG rate was mcrcascd from 106 3606 cents. per
therm to 107 3640 cents pcr therm (mcludmg SUT) and 1ts Balancmg Charge of 8 6531-
cents pcr 1Jaerm was mcreased to 8. 7347 cents per therm (mcludmg SUT) cﬁ'ecuve Ju]y
15,2006, |

- Addmonally, the Company s ﬁlmg of May 26 2006 needod to be updatcd
;foa the mcreased SUT To reﬂcct the aforementloned tax change, the Company s
ongmally proposcd BGSS—RSG rate of 104 9049 cents per. therm: (mcludmg SUT) Was'
'rcwsed toa proposcd BGSS RSG ra‘ee of 105 8946 cents’ per thcrm (mcludmg SUT) and
the Company.. s on_gmal}y ' proposod Balancing Charge of 105 828 ocnts por therm

(inclnding SUT)was revised t0.10.6827-cents per therm (including SUT).
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Public -hearings were scheduled and conducted in- New Brumswick,

Hackensack and Mt. Holly on July 25, August 2 and August 3, 2006, respectively.
. On Oetober 27 2006 Pubhc Service, Board Staff and the Department of
the Pubhc Advocate Drvrslon of Rate Counsel (Rate Counsel) (collectrvely, the Partles)
executed a Strpulatron whereby the Company agxeed to reduce 1ts BGSS—RSG rate to

98.1000 cents per therm - (including SUT), on a prov1s10na1 basis, &~ decrease ‘of

"apprommately 6. O% or $5‘7 96°on an annual basrs for a res1dent1a1 heatmg customer using

' 100 therms per wmter month and 626 therms ammally The October 27 Stlpulatwn also

stated that the exrstmg Balancmg Charge of 8. 7347 cents per therm wou]d “remam
anhanged at this tlme.” On November 9, 2006 the Board 1ssued an Order approvmg the
Stippletion. y |
Thereaﬁer, the Partres have drscussed certam matters at 1ssue m these .
proceedmgs As a result of those drscussrons the Partres agree that an ihcrease in the,.
balancmg charge is appropnate at thlS t1me ' |

R The parhes coni‘erred on the above-referenced ﬁhng and s, a result, the

R S :

Lo The Company 8 Balancmg Charge, whmh is currently B 7347 cents'

. per therm (mcludmg SUT), shall be mcreased to’ 9 5957 cents per therm (mcludmg SUT)
' on a provrsronal basrs sub_] ect to 1efund The Company requests that the new balancmg

. 'charge beeome ei‘fectrve upon the date ofa Board Order approvmg same
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2. Residential annual bills cc)mparingl'th'e current Balaneing Charge
wrth the agreed upon Balancing Charge show an merease of approxrmately 035%, or
$3.14 on an annual basm, fora 1e51den11a1 heatmg customer usmg 100 therms per winter
month apd 606 therms annual]y,

" 3. PSE&G will ﬁle updaied tanff sheets reﬂectmg the prowsmnal rate
set. forﬂrin i’aragraph I-hereof within ten days of-the Board’s issuance of a.written.prder
approvmg this St1pu1at10n.

4, ThJS matter shall be transnntted to the OAL for an opportmnty for
ful‘l rev1eW of all 1ssues, meludmg the prov:lsmnal 1ates approved by ’che Board. The
provrsmnal raie erl be subject to reﬁmd with mterest on any net overrecovery upon the
Board’s ﬁnaJ deersmn in that matter | |

-5, The under31gned agree that ’dns Stlpulatlon contams mutually
balanemg and nate1dependent prov1srons and is mtended to be accepted and approved in’
its entuety In the event any partrcula: aspect of th1s S’npulauon is not aceepted and
approved by the Board, thrs St1pulat10n shall be null and vmd and tbe Partres shall be
plaeed in the same posmon that. tbey wexe in 1mmed1ately pnor to 1ts executron. ' . .

. 6. . The m:\ders1gned Partres further hereby aglee that this St1pulatton has

been made excluswely for the. pm pose off this proceedmg and that this Stlpulatlon, in total

! W’th the conclusion of PSE&G's gas base mte case, the new usage pattem fora resrdenual heating customer ﬂ:at
uses 100 therms in 2 wintey month is now’ 606 therms a:mually rather then 626 therms annually T
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or specific item, is-in no way binding upon them in aay ofher proceeding, except to

enforce the terms of this Stipulation.

Public Sexvice Electric and Gas Company RONALDK. CHEN'
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