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nop*zcatxon 84-04 028f‘ ;
(Filed April 6, 19845
amendeq May 16 1984)’

(Electric)

ORDER MODIFPYING DECISION (D.) 84~08-118
AND DENVING REREARING THEREQOF

An Application For Rehearing of D. 84—08~¢18 h . been
f£iled by Pacific Gas ard Electric Co. {PG&E). Toward U xAxty
Rate Normalization (TURN) has E*;ea a Petition -or Mod_fzcatxon. .
We have carefully considexed each and every allegat_on of errcx'
and request for modification in these documents and are of the
opinion that good cause- for granting *ehearzng has not been shown.
However D.8§4-08-118 hould ve modified to clarx~y ou~ zntentmons
as to the‘allbcation the huel sale losses between PG&E s
sha:ehblders ard its ratepayers. In D.B4-08-118 we concluded
that the “hold-sell” ~ormula adopted in D. 83 08~ 057 needed to be
further refined and was not aparoor.ate as a mehnoa of manzng bbe
allocation in this procéedxng. We alSO»concluded that the
staff's recommendation o< a 913-9% split be £ol lowed. By thxs
order we shall furthex explaiz our reason for doing °o..;‘ _

Also, we will make one clarification to. oux d*scusszon
of ERAM issues. In D.33-08~045, we ‘directed that AER revenueo:be‘
excluded from ERAM, and we have since af‘;'méd that holdzag in
PG&E's most regent ‘gener al rate case in D.84- 08—124.‘ Because the'
lattex dﬂcxszon is relevant to our treatment of base revenuc° |
heze, we wil znclude an_exp:esa *e’crenc# to that deczsxon ﬁn
our discussion of ERAM issues in the presenu case. anally, upon «f’f
further consideration we have deczded not to czder tha* wor&shops ’
be held to develop a better nolé-~s eLI forumla. No o*her zssueo f.‘f
need. be discussed. Therefore, good: cause aopearzng, | -
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A. 84-04-028 L/WEK:=dab*

T IS ORSERED that, o
D.84-08-118 is modified as Eollows:

(a) On page 26, nmimeo., after thé first: °eﬁtence

the last paragraph, the following language is inser :ed:;

"It is consistent with the 91%~9% ECAC/AER
ratio we adopted in D.84-08-048 as aq
appropriate allocation betweea PC&E’

ra tepaye s and shareholders of the —;sx that
actual energy expenses will vary from
estimated expenses (See Flndzng of Fact No.
21 and Ordering Paragraph Ne. 2 of

D 24- 08 C48)."

(5) In the third paragraph of . mmo._oage 32 the
second through f£ifth sentences are deleted and the ~o’low1ng
language is inserted in their place: '

"We have now ruled ‘'on PG&E's application for
rehearing. (D.84-08-124.) Accordingly, our.
dxfpo,xtxon o< base reveaues herein is
consistent with the adjustments oxdered in
D.84~05-20C and D. &4 05—’01, as modz:xed by
D. 84-08-;24 "

)

2. Ordering Paragraph Vo. 3 is dcleted and Orderxng ~ .
Paragraph No. 4 is 'enumberea as No. 3. -
3. Except as o*ovzdec above, Rehearzng and Nodxfxcatxon of

D.84-08-115 is denied.
This order is effec.xve .oday. : : _ .
Dated _C 51984 , at San Francxsco, Callforn;a..‘ '
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I dissent. | | ! mmwmedw
| ‘ President-
“nzllﬁﬂhfgsfggﬁﬁi - ' VICIOR CALVO . ' -
| ' : . PRISCILIA C. GREW . -
I abstain. Q | Comniaq;onerq_s..
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