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Decision No. \U) ~fUlJ llJed ti~Lfol~ 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~4!SS!ON OF THE STATE OF CALIFOffi~IA 

Appl1cation of Pacific :Cas and 
Elect~ic Company ro~ autho~ity, 
among othe~ th1ngs, to 1ncrease 
its ~ates and charges for 
electric service. 

, 
i 

App11cation of Pacific :Gas and 
Electric Company for authority, 
among othe~ things, t01ncrease 
its ~ates and charges ~o~ gas 
se~vice. 

Application No. 58545 
(Filed December 26, 1978) 

App11cation No. 58546 
(Filed December 26, 1978) '. " 

Towa~d Ut1lity Rate Normalizat!on (TUru~) has filed a petition 
ro~ ~ehear1ng of Decision No. 92236 in these proceedings. That 
decision denied TURN's petition for award or attorney fees and 
othe~ costs after finding and concluding that the rules established 
in Dec1s1on No. 91909 for awarding such rees and costs should not 
be applied retroactively. 

Pacific Gas and ElectriC Company (PG&E) has filed a response 
asking that rehearing be denied. TURN has replied to that response. 

By Decision No. 92486, issued and effective on December 2, 
1980, we stayed Decision No. 92236 until further order after noting 
that the lawfulness of the rules established by Decision No. 91909 
for awa~d1ng attorney rees and participation costs were still subject 
to ~eview because petitions' for rehearing of that deCision had been 
riled and were under consideration. 

By Decision No. 92602, issued and effective on J~~uary 6, 1981, . . 
we modified DeciSion No. 91909 and denied rehearing thereof. No . 
petition for writ of review having been filed, tha~ decision is 
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now final and we may consi~er TURN's petition for rehearing on 
its merits • 

We have carefully cons1dere~ each an~ every allegation of error 
in Turu~'s petition, the material in PG&E's response and TUPJ~'s 
reply thereto and are of the opinion that goo~ cause for granting 
rehearing has not ~een shown. 

The rules for filing, consi~ering and awarding attorney tees 
an~ pa:tic1pation costs set forth in Decision No. 91909 as modified 
by DeCision No. 92602 specifically prec1u~e such awards in pro
ceedings where the decision was issued prior to the effective date 
of the rules. There is no question but that the ~ecis1on in this 
proceeding, Decision No. 91107, issued and effective on Dece=b~r 
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19, 1979, was such a decision. Therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that 
The stay of Decision No. 92236 is terminated and rehearing 

of Decision No. 92236 is denied. 
The effective date of this deCision is the date hereof. 

Dated ___ ·_~ ___ 1_7_._~~_: __ ~_, at San FranCisco, California. 

Commissioners 


