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February 20, ;-1992 Decision 92-02-077 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE{STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
. _ J 
In the Matter 6f the Application ) 
6f calif6r~ia Industri~IGr6uPI ) 
california Manufaotures As~ociation, 
california LeAgue 6f Food Processors 
f.6rReheal'ing of Resolution G-2960 
re the core aggregation_program of 
paoific Gas & Electric Co. 
re Advice Letter 1637-G-C. 

@OOn~~QJ&\1L 
A.91-11-00S 

(Filed November 6, 1991) 

ORDER DENYING RBHRARING OF RESOLUTION G-2960 

California Industrial Group, California Manufactures 
Association, California League of Food prOCessors (CIG), have filed 
an application for rehearing of Resolution G-2960, alleging that 
their due process rights were violated because CIG neither 
protested rtorfiled comments to paoific Gas & Electric company 
(PG&E) Advice Letter 1631-G-C. Resolution G-2960, issued without 
hearing and in response to the advice letter, unfavorably changes 
gas sequencing practices affecting CIG. CIG fUrther alleges that. 
Resolution G-2960 results in itS not receiving a firm level of 
service as set forth in Decision 90-09-089. 

By Resolution G-2960, issued in response to PG&E'sAdv!ce 
Letter 1637-G-C, we found that PG&& was scheduling Service Level 2 
CUstomer Identified Gas (SL-2/CIG) noncore volumes ahead of higher 
priority Service Level 1 (SL-l) core gas volumes in violation of 
our order in Decision 90-09-0a9 And conclud~d that PG&E should 
sequence its Ordering of gas to allow for SL-1 core and core 
aggregation customers to receive priority ahead o£ all SL-2 noncore 
volumes in accordance with Decision 90-09-089. 

Decision 90-09-089 was issued on September 25,1990 and 
CIG is a signatory to the settlement adopted in that decision. The 
issues raised by CIG in its application for rehearing n6w before us 
are issues raised during the proceedings leading to the issuance 6f 
Decision 90-09-089 and the time for raising them on rehearing has 
long expired. (Pub. Utile Code $1731.) Moreover, in vi61ationof 
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out Rules ofpractic~ arid procedtire and Publi6 Utilities code "./ : 
section 1132,. CIG "falledto allege any legalerr6r with tespeot>t6 
its arguments re9atdingfirm "sen/tea" In Deois.1on 90-0~-089 we. 
noted that athe reliability of firm servic~ adopted, •• is unclea~ 
because noncore customers (such as CIG) Jriuatt~ly oil utilities' 
'best ~ff6rts' to purchase identified gas supplies.- (Re Gas . 
Utility Pi6curemer'lt Practices and R~flnementB to the Regulatory " 
Framework" for Gas Utilities (DI90-09-089)' (1990) 37 CaLP.U.Ci2d 
583,609.) SL-2 customers are payinq il premium for a firm lev~i of 
serVice. However; Decision 9()-09-0&9 never authorized SL-2/CIG 
customers to receive a higher 98sservice nomination pri6iity than 
SL-l core customerS. PG&E had errorteouslypr6Vided the SL-2 
n6rtc6re with a higher priority service than the SL-lcote and 
Resolution G-2960 corrects that error. No further discussion is 
required o£ complainants' allegations of error. We note that a 
companion decision is being issued today that clarifies the poiioy 
expJ;essed in Resolution G-2960. Accordingly,upon revie\iing each 
and every allegation of errOr raised by cOl1lplainiu\ts, we conclude" 
that sufficient grounds for rehearing of Resolution G~~~60 have not 
been shown • 
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". " .~Rm>M;::i~"-t~oROE~D' th~t'th~ applJ.ca"tion· for" "­
reheating" of> Res61utiOt. G-~966 fIled by ca"li"fornialridustr'lill ."" 

.Gro\;p,Californl.~ Manufact~re.s ASsociation, cal 'i(6rn:l a LeAgue 'of >. " 
"" "FoOd processors"" is deril~"d. 

Thl~ order ise'ffecitivet6day~ " 
i>atedF~bruary 20, at' San F"ranclsc6/caiitorn1a~'" 

DANIEL Writ, "FESSLER' 
pr~sid~nt 

JOHN B." OHANIAN 
NoRMAN D. SHUMWAY 

" COJ[IIDissiol'lers 
- .' . 

Commissioner patricia M. Eckert" 
being necessarily absent, did not 
participate . 
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