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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTIL!TIES COMMISSIO~ OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
In the Matter of the Application of ) 
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPA1~ fo~) 
authority to increase its rates and) 
charges for electric, gas ane steam) 
service. ) 

---------------------------) 
A~~lication 82-12-57 

(Filed D~cember 24, 1982) 

COMMISSION Ru~ING ON REQUEST FOR FINDING 
OF ELIGIBILITY FOR ?URPA Cm~PENSATION 

On March 31, 1983, the S:)'!'l. Diego County vlelfare Rights 
Organization (WRO) filed a re~ue3t for finding of elieibility for 
co~pensation under Rule 76.03 of the Commicsion's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure. WRO states that it will address issues related to 
cost of service, time-of-use rates and consumer inform~tion. 
Responses to WRO's request were filed by S~n ~icgo Gas & Electric 

4t Company (SDG&E), applicant in this proceeeing. on April e, 1983 and 
by the Commission staff on April i1, 1983. WRO tiled a ~eply to 
those responses on j.~ay 2, 198;. 

Rule 76 w~s establisnod to impl~ment provisionz of the 
PubliC Utility Regulatory Policy Act of i978 (?URPA) ~~oviding for 
compensation of conoume~ o~ganizations partlci?ating in Commission 
~ate p~oceedingz. Unde~ Rule 76.05 the Commission is ~equi~~d, aoong 
other things, to issue a ~uline on wh~tne~ or not a consume~ (WEO in 
this case) wishing to pa~tici?ate in ~ rat~ proce~ding oe!ore the 
Com=issio:'l anc receive compensation under PUR?A for the cost of that 
pa~ticipation "ha.s ::net its burdon of showing 'significant financial 
hardShip' pu~suant to Rule 76.05(c)." 

In opposing ~ finding of financi~l h~rdship. SDO&E clai~s. 
and it is con~i~mcd by the r0CO~e. th~t WHO is oeine ~ep~cs0nted in 

. - , -



A.82-12-57 ALJ/md /jt* 

this p~ocecding by the L~gal Aid Society of S~n Diego (Legal Aid), 
and that nothing in the record :neicc,tes Legal Aid's pa~ticipation on 
behalf of WRO is contingent ~pon r~ceipt by ~30 of PURPA funding. 

''':e are not persuaded 'by this argument. As recently as 
October of 1982, the California Supreme Court stated that legal aid 
assiztance does not bar recovery of attorney's fees in a civil 
matter. In Polsom v Butte County Association of Governments, 32 
Cal ~e 668, pp. 682-;, the court observed that organizations like 
Legal Aid of San Diego are: 

" •.• established under the Legal Services 
Cornoration, a 'nrivate nonmembershi~ non~rofit 
corporation' (42·U.S.C. § 2996b(s) ~italics 
added]) that has been held not an agency o~ the 
federal government. (S~ok~ne Cty. Leea~ Serv .. 
Inc. v. Le~al Servo Corn. (E.D.Viash. 1977) 433 
r:supp. Z7~, 280; see also 42 U.S.C. 
§ 2996d(e)(1).) Tho~gh the corporation is not 
allowed to accept fcc-paying clients (ie., 
§ 2996f(b)(1)), Congress clearly intended that it 
be eligible fo~ fees on tho same basis as 
'priv~te' practitionere. Thus !ee ~~ards have 
been made both in favor of (see, e.g., T~sby v. 
Estes (N.D.Tex. 1976) 416 F.Supp. 644; Card v. 
beo~eey (E.D.Mich. 1978) 445 F.Supp. 942; and 
~gainst the corporation (see, 0.g., ~lor~ v. 
Moore (N.D.Mis~. 1978) 461 F.Supp. 1104)." 
We zee no reason not to apply this ~ell-~ztabli3h~d policy 

to PUC proceedings. SDC&E's re~ponse also implies that a promiee to 
reimburs0 L~gal Aid is r~quired in order to ~staolish nced. We 
disagree. Just as attorney'z ~ees in civil c~sec can be awareed to 
attorneys and not their clients, it iz assumed that attorney's fees 
in our proceedings ~ill be a~arded to those ~ctually und~rgoing the 
expenses of representation. In this in3tanc~, the ~ees would be 
awarded to Legal Aid. 
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We find that WRO has met its burden of showing significant 
financial hardship and that it intends to pursue issues which are 
properly the subject of PURPA fees; we conclude. and rule, that WRO 
is eligible for PURPA co~pensation in this proceedin~. 

This ruling is effective today. 
Dated MAY 181983 ,at San Fra.ncisco, Ca.lifornia .. 
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Pr~:s.14ollt 
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