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Decision 54 03 007 MAR 71984 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matte:r of the Application of ) 
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY ) 
fo:r autho:rity to increase its rates ) 
and Charges for Elect:ric, Gas and ) 
Steam Service. ) 

----------------------------) 

Application 82-12-57 
(Filed December 24, 19~2) 

ORDER ON REQUEST FOR AWARD OF PURPA COMPENSATION 

Plj its petition filee January 19, 1984, Welfare Rights Organiza­

tion (WRO) requests an award of Public Utility Regulatory Policies 
Ac-c of 1978 (PURPA) compensation and fees in the amount of $20,539.41 
for its participation in this proceeding. The award would cover the 

•

following: 
Attorney fees $19,300.00 
Wi~ess fees 750.00 
Other expenses 489.41 

TOTAl. $20,.539.41 

WRO makes its request under Rule 76.06 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practic~ and Procedure (Rules). 

In support of this request,. WRO relies on Decision (D.) 
83-12-065 dated December 20. 1983. which was an interim op,inion in' 
this matter. 

By D.83-0S-044 dated May 18. 1983. WRO was found eligible 
for PURPA compensation in this proceeding. Under Rules. 76. 06 and 7fh 08. 
there a:re two issues to be addressed in this decision; first. 'Whether 
~O made substantial contributions in support of a position on a 
PURPA standard that was adopted in whole o:r in part by 'the Cotmnission 
in D.83-12-065 and" second, if so, the amount, of compensation to be 
awarded • 
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• 

The Question of Substantial Contribution 
Rule 76.06 sets forth the following requirements for a 

showing of substantial contribution: 

11 

tf ..... Such re$uest shall include a detailed 
description 0 ... hourly services and expenditures 
or invoices for which compensation is sought. 
To the extent possible, this breakdown of services 
and expenses should be related to specific PURPA 
issues. The request shall also describe how the 
consumer has substantially contributed to the 
adoption, in whole or in part, in a Commission 
order or decision, of a PURPA position advocated 
by the consumer related to a PURPA standard. 
'Substantial contribution' shall be that contri­
bution which, in the judgment of the Commission, 
substantially assists the Commission to promote 
a PURPA purpose in a manner relatin~ to a PURPA 
standard by the adoption, at least ~n part, 
of the consumer's position. A showing 0'£ sub­
stantial contribution shall include, but not be 
limited to, a demonstration that the Commission's 
order or decision has adopted factual contention(s), 
legal contention(s), and/or specific recommenda­
tion(s) presented by the consumer.'ll 

PURPA purposes: 
Conservation of energy 
Efficient use of facilities 
Equitable rates 

PURPA standards: 
Cost of service 
Decliniugblock rates 
Time-oi-day rates 
Seasonal rates 
Interruptible rates 

Load management techniques . 
Master metering , 
Automatic adj.ustmetl.t clauses 
Info:rmationto consumers 
P-roceduresfor termiriationof 

service . 

• Adve:rtising, 
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In this proceeding, WRO claims it made substantial contri­
butions to the adoption of PORPA standards covering conservation. 
time-of-day rates, customer information, and service termination 
procedures. It claims these contributions promoted conservation, 
effiCiency. and equity. all three of the PURPA purposes. 

It recommended (a) adoption of tariff proposals it claims 
are designed to provide equitable treatment to San Diego Gas & Electric 
Company (SDG&E) customers, (b) rej ection of what it considers to be 
an unfair and unworkable residential time-of-day rate design proposal. 
and (c) retention of only those conservation programs which benefit 
all SDG&E customers or are specifically designed to benefit low-
income customers who would otherwise be precluded from obtaining con­
serv-ation serv'ices. WRO claims it made substantial contributions to 
the Commission's D.83-12-06.5 in each of these areas. 

... . WRO proposed several tariff and business practice changes 
~hiCh would provide increased information to customers of SDG&E 

regarding their rights and remedies. WRO claims its efforts substan­
tially contributed to the promotion of the PURPA customer information 
and serv'ice termination standards. Findings 114, 117~ 118:, 119. 121. 
122, and 123 and Ordering Paragraphs 23 and 24 of D.8"3-12'-065 support 
WRO's contention. 

WRO claims it substantially contributed to adoption of the 
t~e-of-day rates PURPA standard by convincing the Commission to 
reject the SDG&E and staff proposed residential time-of-userate design. 
It claims 'WRO's cross-examination of SDG&E and staff witnesses 
demonstrated that the proposal was inappropriate and would result in 
increased energy usage while providing no demonstrable benefits. It 
points out, and we agree. that Finding 79 and the discussion at mimeo 
pages 151 and 152 in Section 23.3 of D.83-12-065 shows that the Commission 
adopted wots position and. therefore~ WRO substantially contributed 
to the advancement of the time-of-day rates standard by convincing, the 

• Cc.rrnl:zsion to reject the SDG&E and staff time-of-use proposals. 
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• WRO presented its position on conservation issues through 
hearing participation and its brief: it specifically urged adoption of 
programs addressed to the needs of low-income customers o'f SDG&E and 
rejection of expensive rebate programs proposed by the staff. It 
claims these positions substantially contributed to the Commission's 
order regarding SDG&Ets eonser;Q'ation program. WRq believes its 
participation in this area significantly contributed to the implementa­
tion of the PURPA purpose of conservation of energy. 

For the above reasons, WRO believes it is entitled to 
reasonable compensation for its participation. 

It is clear from the presentation made by WRO in its 
January 19, 1984 filing for sward of PURPA compensation, the record 
in this proceeding, and D.83-12-065 that WRO has made substantial 
contributions in support of pOSitions on PURPA purposes and stand.ards 
that were adopted in whole or in part by the Commission in D.8:3-12-06$ . 

• 
;Om?ensation to be Awarded . 

, Attached as Appendices B and D to WO's January 19, 1984 
requestare the detailed weekly time summaries of Attorney Jacqueline 
Valenzuela for work done in this proceeding. 'WRO separates the time 
spent on PURPA issues and non-PURPA issues. Based on WRO's pleading 
and the opinion of 'the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ') assigned to' this 
proceeding, ,and who conducted all of the hearings at which Valenzuela 
appeazed, we find the time spent on PURPA activities of 19'3: hours 
by Valenzuela to be reasonable. 

WRO requests $100 per hour for attorney fees which, based 
on the background and experience of Valenzuela shown in Appendix C of 
'WRO's pleading and Commission D.S3-0S-049 in Application 60153 of 
Pacific Gas & Electric Company where we awarded Toward Utility Rate 
NormaliZation attorneys $100 per boor I the $100 per hour requested is 
reasonable and will be allowed~ 
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WRO requests witness fees of $75 per hour for ten hours~ 
which. also based on the }J..J's observations at the hearings, is 
reasonable. 

!he other expenses of $489 p which represent Z ~4 percent 
of the total request" are reasonable and will be adopted. 
Findings of Fact 

1. Under Article 18.5 of the Commission's Rules, WRO requests 
an award of $20,539.41 for its participation in this proceeding.. 

2. In Appendices :s and D attached to' its January 19, 1984 
request for PURPA compensation, WRO separates the time spent on 
PURPA issues and non-PURPA issues by its attorney. 

S. D.83-0S-044 found WRO eligible for PURPA compensation 
in this proceeding. 

4. WRO has made a substantial contribution to the implementa-

etion of P~A in this proceeding which is reflected in D.83-l2-065 
that covered the PORPA purpose of conservation and PURPA standards 
for info:rmation to customers, procedures for termination of service. 
and time-of-day rates. 

5. An award of compensation to WRO in the amount of $20,539.41 
is reasonable. 

6. Because WRO has already expended the fees requested and 
provided the services covered. by the award, this decision should be 
effective on the date signed. 
Concl us ion of I.aw 

WRO has, complied with the requirements of Article 1a.S of 
this Comrllission's Rules and should be awarded compensation 'in the 
amount noted in the follOwing order • 
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• IT IS ORDERED tha t: / 
I 
r 

1. Within 30 days fro~ the effeetive date of this ord~r, 
San Diego Gas & Eleetric Company (SDG&E) shall pay to Welfare 
Rights Organization $20,539.41. \ 

2. In its first general rate case following this decision, 
SDG&E shall include in its revenue requirement an additional amount 
of $20,539.41. 

• 

Thi~ order is effective today. 
Dated MAR 7 1984 , at San Franeisco, California. 

VIC'!'OR CALVO 
PRISC.!LL.A.· c. GREW. 
DONALD. VIAL 
WI~IAM 'X • BAGLEY 

CotmU1sSj,OXl~~S 

Commissioner!.eorulrd M •. Crimes, Ir ... 
bejT'l~ n~~s:l.rilyo.bscnt, 'did'Dot :­
participate. 


