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Decision 82 06 065  .JUN1519% | U &

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of PACIFIC GAS
AND ELECTRIC COMPANY for
authority. among other things,
to increase its rates and
charges for electric and gas
service.

r

Application 60153

Application of PACIFIC GAS
AND ELECTRIC COMPANY: for
authority to increase its
electric rates and charges
effective August 1, 1981, to
establish an annual energy
rate and to make cerxrtain other
rate charges in accordance
with the energy cost adjustment
clause as modified by Decision
92496.

Application 60616
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ORDER DENYING REQUEST FOR FINDING
OF ELIGIBILITY FOR COMPENSATION

Decision (D.) 93268 dated October 20, 1981, in Application
(A.) 60616 was an interim decision which held open certain issues -
regarding rate design. The Commission indicated that further hearipgs
would be held on the undecided issues.

By D.82-02-075 dated February 17, 1982, the Commission
granted rehearing of D.93887 in A.60153, Pacific Gas and Electric
Company's (PG&E) general rate proceeding. The Commission limited
the issues to rate design and consolidated the rehearing with |
A.60616.
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A.60153, 60616 ALJ/iy *

It appears that the total economic interests or benefits to each

of the residents c¢f the county are small in comparisen to the

cost of participation. However, this is only a prima facie'showing'

and is not conclusive. o
Contra Costa is an entity with the power of taxation.

I we . were t¢ allow eligibility for the potential award of PURPA

intexrvenor fees t0 entities that have the power of taxation, we

would place PGXE'S ratepayers in the position of funding activity

that can and should be funded by taxpayers. These agencies |

participate on behslf of taxpayers. We never intended That

governmental entities with the power of taxation be eligivle for

PURPA intervenor compensation; nor is tihere any indication in -

the legislative anistory of PURPA that Congress intended PURPA

intervenor fees be provided to governmental entities with the:power

of taxaticn. | '

Cur decision should in no way demean the preseatation
of Contra Costa County in this proceeding. The County zade a
significant ceontribution on the rmerits.
Conclusions of Law

1. Contra Costa has failed %o meet the requirement of
Rule 76.05.

2. Contra Costa is a governamental exntity with taxing power
and, as such, is not eligible for compensation.

3. atra Costa's request for PURPA eligibility should be
denied. | | |




A.60153, 60616 ALJ/ec/iy

IT IS ORDERED that Contra Costa County's Request for
Finding of Eligibility for Compensation is denied.
This order is effective today.

Dated JUN 151982 . at San Francisco, California.

~

JOEN E. BRYSON

= _ President
/ RICHARD D; CRAVELLE
4 ~ LEONARD M. GRIMES,
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It appears that the total economic interests orx benefits to each
of the residents of the county are small in comparison to the cost
of participation. EHowever, this is only a prima.facie showing
and is not conclusive. v/
Contra Costa is an entity with the power of taxation.
I1f we were to allow eligibility for the potentmal award of PURPA
intervenor fees to entities that. have the power of taxation, we
would place PGSE's ratepayers in the position of funding activity
that can and should be funded by taxpayers. These agencies
participate on behalf of. inten that
governmental ent;t;eéﬁgéﬁél;QLblefégg PU Z:ﬁgggenor compensation.
;7\‘ Our decision should in no way demean the presentation of

Contra Costa County in this pxoceeding. The County made 2
significant contribution on the\merits. ‘
Conclusion of Law '

1. Contra Costa has failed\to meet the reguirement of
Rule 76.05.

2. Contra Costa is a governmental entity with taxing power
and, as such, is not eligible for comRensation.

3. Contra Costa's request for PUORPA eligibility should be

~tong

denied.
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