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:s.:;tar.ifﬁ;abpended to;D:8931250567 statedioiy .f)-_‘l’(fr":i*‘!: io {nuiuon :aii
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SR wiil”é&l'eﬁfgté’tﬁé Egétgé&r'é bil\lglgor§sé2v;ce )
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quotation,::with :changes -including rthe <following -additiohs Fdda&d ~
after; the .end:of..the -quoter.1 =r doir | [ricenaas a1 wily ai1own 1269

1 LorsolediThese: caps .wills be increased !(decfeased) ‘baseq Do fbnad

on any. increa, (decreasges), the .costs, | ool
SUREEE LS allébatéd td ‘the Laf?é'bightgénd Power Class.m b

ety b;ui,.u fu:w.*'\ anoDHRs Al 4 LA ofdd dedt bartiasfs A0

A ed DN PRIS Ay, B?*i?grﬁph 3- Of,qusolmziqp Br3193; dated;[ 4o

J}’}Y,\ﬁr 1990 "’hich  2Pprayed; b 1290-8,; the, changes at ;_i,s_s.ue,.,.here
%F&(“F*’s#‘aed 1o "10: FRAB el isves ,Eh . #. CAP.OTL A customer! e bill

Shmnji bjeo ad]yqste | based on the change iﬂnﬁl}?ﬁ?teﬂ £08E8 ot
ex erienc d by, that custoqer“)ﬂv}ass _Accordingly,;, PG&BIs . modified

o Joo [S IS
Phase-1In Program language clarif*ggjthat‘ajcus;omgrﬂs,pi;g capywiil

[Sfaetws fa o

be affect??‘jnly by changes_ in its o own, class’, allocation.”

- to U0 SV 6y L N ITO by
i i 0f Para ?ph ?zoan p@gu j?l ?ta\:eq:im v nofdndneroafagnt add wod

"aﬁ eV1 all,pertinent document CACD: .¢ spg
notaRingy clﬁ Ehé PR’ E 1c6fréct91n itd” gégert?on send
A A qthatqnbthlng inithe GRCIdecisioh;9D28911210577 5 arobio

, _precludesg it. from seekin fi on ofytheaant s
‘. is gcis?&ffqﬂh ication of the .. 1ot

AR i"‘f)td)‘ihsi& Yot this'ad rough separate . -
. (Yo :sproceedmgsmrbthroughfthé adviéelilettei: "l;f“i SR SESE BN
o rocedure, tions_490,and ,7Q1 0f;the ?u 1iC ot 1nros
SR tilltieé)C6déF isé égnvég guthorgt§ £S5 th e
ST n~Commlssion -toauthorize-sguch- modifu:at:ions{"bf'r boinda

Al rergy. 2 Y 314 o bodjaid 9* fliw
od 7 e ?Qgrad Tenat I hs  Eomnt a1dn' (LRI RaRET such changes

utirmiel Eo : 3 (1t dosn ju: ‘Blbb X
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was, that, the ‘A¢L. was.unclear aboutsliow theivaryinyg ‘demavds rof 11>
customers who are seasonal, such as food:processorsjiwould bel11s
handled. ;, GLFP feaxed.thati these custoher's - would b‘e ‘t¥dhsferred to
lower demand claéses ‘b'?é é of’ l:‘hef’t1 sea‘s“éha dem a ci patterns,

PG&E clarified th'\avt xthe A L. exempts eXcess demand incurred in 31990
or latai-lf¥dh the ‘phage+in’ précessfhybxbﬁ' reed WitH the A;LZ -
f 'f } 1 ’ - 3
< inéluding PGEE'¥¢6ncllibioh thal h&ﬂlh‘ ihi'D lr5‘9“52 057 preve te

4PG&Eifrmegﬁékihg“hddiflcaEIBn Sf'lhg'bfoﬁlsions of Ehé‘ﬁl%}éf%ﬁ’
through the A Ll prockaure,? sid retbhd&nded that® Thed ‘f)r ?:‘gasl‘:.1 of ' ©
i CLFP: be déhldd ahd' the L. v abbraved @ Fhle’ 18 ohd 2pyeat ’{ o

P feacD e AlbusEion B hodl FREARIRRI a0 sprvpanl meupod Tl -nad
" nyatobaelve that’ ené® odll Bkaipid {2 YdvElR L3R oF!

how the implementation would®b2’ hahdl'ed! ’éoi?]_‘bér& £13°E%. 40 at

page 3: "Foi’ ex’émf)l ,’;’if fh é'j 'C‘ﬂcii)'}?}:% "“Hl‘cf;géh @meission

ll‘.)l Juaenn 2178 FERS )“\

orders a &pergentgdec;ease; in 8%20 firmiratesiéffedtive 1/1/91,
then PG&E'871931 fidh 1iﬁ1111mite(i" will ¥ JZQJ{ISE d, gowm}ard from

aldnitcgea ApyoEn n:*(ﬂ)n Y]

20 to 15 percent:fisWhile. PG&E arguessthat)thisztreatment of a

[ N]

stated, and-it;can- bezargued thabxthe astatement tthat rate increases
will be 11r?1ted essentlally to 10% means,thak the 10’5.qan be

reduction'imp]i{eéiéi 159‘ ti‘eath'\%f\t f& 3R incgégéé?;éﬂat is not

agp & GRE no i
ﬁe?géﬁé\éégjgéguiggrgeiggjby Bcéschﬁng1u391QBQFEQUIQLQ§9?§QVQgQH
gonversely that {F tncreages were not;to be;appligd,, that would ke
t;g%g{xgit£¥"§%agﬁﬂlltﬁ i3 Jesu o b oy mesmojeny 08-H boas ef-4d

A oneo ?}ﬁ,lﬁt{e{'% )qf; D.89- 12,)({!5‘7 was to;p}&gge}gn reviged nonfirm
1ncent1v%g F&lf‘i‘i?"i?e%he rate s}]oclj for“pgngcl\ed,gleﬁg 13;and;Bz20
cust%rrllezﬁdtjhalg \;egu})d‘fﬁ}:{herwlsg\lgcgl{gndug th 2 kedyction, -inctheirqg
1n<r:§)x}t:al?v‘£s‘bg %\E\lt} !;{ ﬁ(‘i:oinducefi rat )e(‘c}hanges gqu}; "¢?m)’;> 5 ddpucs
e A wqidq 13 fg%an £2.insulate gustemers from. scacm
d‘ff({m be PHAgE 1% TS ,n%%eo%%nthe Einal ratedneagt on
these custom{ersVafter the Jgh?.%e Jnn;g wg}xiqu) e much greater, tOtassh
degres A5 ronh WS PurBoss of Sk 1Bhaggsin, and perhaps only
Jelpying the rate shock, rather ghan cyshioning it, Mg furtheras
note. we Were cjertﬁinly aware of tnis \vg]}er} %u‘@p_ﬁq’%‘;fﬁolh'129Qn§'

1991100 8'9Yd G400} BICcza2s0501
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. IniResolution E-3193, CAGD: noted the combihed sffebt OffkcAt Lhta
changes and the phase-in, and we approved the A.L. on that Basis:
.. and with that .knowledge. ¢ We. contlude' that! nd *&funds>ire
appropriate with regard.to reflecting!thel E'CA@'tété‘“-’éh%‘lnﬁ'és"."‘mJf"“’ !
nie1 oy However,ithati-leaves. usi{withithe quastioniot hdw BEcAclo
rate changes should:beiincorporated by thetadditiva”sr>dompPauia’
method;; Weiare,troybléed by:PG&E!3sactionsrin ¢ho6slngithe compound
mothod,after it knewrabout;the imiinentoRCAG iAcreassj whivhiitbs
knew wouldsresult.in higherzrates:than thé additibeimethsdforo?
affected customers; PG&E-attemptsianiirrelévant/'déférsectHat tHése
~Gystomers haye beenssubsidized:By othéricustomersd-anyRay? “That'is
not at;igsueiin:thig-proceedingelusi{coss hilpodna 33071 \ebaules odl
a3spThe onlyjexampleitwethavesinctHer'GRO of IRCACIEEf&cE Cid 24
PG&E’s example in Ex. 40, which clearly demonstraté&sith& aAdditive
method¢.~; And neither:A.L::12904BnoriResclution Bi3193 indicated
.any_intent by PG&B:Lo usé-any-other méthodr !CACD ri6téd that “otheyx
‘ than.creating:more-restrictive idonditiond ‘than clrréntly ‘ekistithe
A.L.-filing will not cause any:rateror-'chargé to :incréase.! * rhe <!
more-restrictive:conditions apparently refer té the ¢ligibility ?
proyisions;foriSchedule :B+19. and B-20; where the' former eligiBility
clause stated; that(PG&R:may. transfér custoliers!to H-diffekbnt 201
schedule -if theyifail:to gpicet:the minintm- démand: criteridif may H5s
-.changed to willito eliminate uncertainty.s:Neithdy CACD hoY' th& Pr
Commission could have been aware of the ‘cdifpoundiny fmethod:'Bitite!”
PG&E -had not: yel;:;d_ecidedutq‘ use /Atyis Jods Jnouainia 2d?
ceary it ois ktruethat ‘with<ECAC increasesjvthé” conpouhds Methed
results. din higher:ratés; and achieves rates: closer: to'the ‘iii'l:i?n{'té‘*"
target. -However,;as witness.:Bellvadmits;7that>is>éontrdry to 1.4
Ex. 40's exampleé ov Abgent -thatt.conflictid wet might>agree' with! pELE!
but. we have nothing: to :support .thatt conélubion(?s W&l furt hEF HELe??
that: while using (the,¢ompound: method: ¥esultsiins slighely>16wWarinog
2dnereapes. to gome customers: at: thel endi o> the> threahyeaieeyelelsds
these slight benefits do not negatétthe: ptobléem wet havel with  théon
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method,, that it,was not:.presented:. tothé Comfigdion rand We "diad Hot
approye ; ity 1o 1.4 i bovorgge ow bas ni-owrdg mild Dbon aopirin
~¢He.conclude thats in:b.89+12-057. weapproved the! Aiddftive
method,ag demonstratedibyithe phase*in ekdmplerof! PG&R.'" APpYSVh)
of .A,L...12905E,did not change:this.:<We>#willibdrdew PGER to make
I',Qif,,l,l{}gs.;,;oigUStOm,eI,B:.in,iScbeduleﬂ.Eel?zand'tE¢261“!C‘ff"f capitaila I
(oo s 1PEeferred xequestssrefundaifor théfperiod:i whdh thelfev
additive ;rates, would berlower.than cémpéundsrates,? and* hd> chahda?
for other.periods ;when the oppositesisrtruéi niHe! Eannoth 1évk dnly

..ab ;changes,thatibenefit complainant;dthe prdper: 1evelesf Fafondss

-

.pugthe conalstent . and:consider tHetentireiperiodi o1nfcaleuldting

the refunds, PG&E should recalculateithezratesifédrithavantirze ‘o
period.of :phagezin, with:-the:netvréfund-baingsthéraggrégate
@i.ﬁf.QF.¢HCe,::i,ntha,I‘ge.af-;mb vites> dotidw (0P .k ni ofgusxo ad3u1
i tas i iRegarding -Preferred’s-allégation .6f 1££40d7 Q& notéthat
the. elements of fraud are.misrepresentation, cKndwlédgé S£°falsity,

_intent .to defraud,, justifiableéireliance; rand-resultingidamnage s

(5 Witkin,, Summary, of.CaliforniasLawis §:676, “pit 7787 Civi{llcodes
§ 1709.); ;Lgne_fgxx_ed' has ‘not-demonstrated-thelexistende '6f “édch “6f
‘thege elements.,y Preferxed’s rargutients ‘agsureifraiduléntid€ént by

PG&E without.;substantiation., ‘We:have no:evidéncdé:thitinz SR
submitting A, L. -1277-B (PG&E intentionally ‘omittéd\the RCAC [uheodos

adjustment ,;nor do: we have: evidence:that.:Guest: covdred up Eha é¥ror
of ,omission;in A,I5.:1:1290-B.i1 o orswe soud overd HBIuond notazisiod
The statement that the!A.Li 1290=B ‘chdndes a¥é pPrimarily
£or; clarificationi purposes:is' reasonably &accurate, ‘in cur view,
since; the changes; merely: complete: the: implementatisi’started By or
A.L. J277¢E; 3,/ The; ratet impacts; wererbasically rapproved By -Jop1sd
D} 895125057, except: foxrsthes-issue: of.the additive Versus: w'0F -*d
compounding, approachisi Bothimethods achieve similakratess Whilgl
PG&E  exrred, by not- acknowledging: the; ¥atex jmpactiof ALY, 1290LRp
that, omigssion, does not(constitute! fraudire Hei'conclude ‘that’ PGLE has
notycommitted: fraud-inithis: matteren son ob atilsned ddpila szods
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¢ [fiw ecoinRegarding;PG&E's: argument: thatiPréferred's ¢laifmits A0
collatgxgl\_;gt;agkr.on;.Commissionxdeéieionsiahderesomtiénb?a‘ké"h’éfe
that.Preferred:igsonly;challenging the.implem&ntation of ' 1oniaun
D.89-12-057, not,the decisioniitself: 1Itrisrohallengingla.isftom
129048 with-regaxd to.compounding only.b~PG&R :further-6laims that
it is a collateraliattackion.D.92405-031iwhich baid of ‘theiphadée
in, "No;oustomeris billpisrincreased morq:thani10%s(afterradjusting
1foxother post-19%0oratecchanges): over iwhat>its billlwsuldShave A
been forithe (game,usage: during-thesame montH of cthacpradfdis 1.4
year." o(Mimeo.ipi-«31¢) .However, -thatiquotatlonii's warelyvarfitu
statement ,of howithe:phaserinhad beén:haridled histoZically1uo20
~rlibon (y¢1iPreferred;argues:thdt ithe. Filed iRdte Doctrine r‘arisig v
i from-PU.Code ;§§ 1489 (a)iand 1454 (a). iSupPorte vits positionithat fA LS
1290-B.may be vacated.-Section  489(a) :states, =riy apniliY dova i
"The Commission shall, ... require every publigintio ({iw,
oo utility ... to file with the commission, ... .
iit'géhédules ‘showind all’Yatés, 'tolls,” Yentals,
. R gha,rgesnf_an_d_;glassifi'cat;ions ‘collected: or.cdun paibinpoy
2nforesds or Lo be . gollected or. qpfoxsad.. ot

We] O cnbeauna Wi oHoRgan 103

avisoss hijSection 454(a) provides:«:it bauloer viu. 1o SO boreslosd

P ARy D it Feve et ol nriveg o dts 00 A0 ebaulat dor
Hidw o firgRcspt dd provided ‘1h SedtioHs! 4551 and’ 488, T

oo 110, publie: }Lt,il;;_‘tiix shally change jahy - rate or:;:g6 1oiito il
alter any classification, contract, ‘;gctice, P

Pt Togiad SIS ALY i b= ' (WSS SR i LAk jﬁf}J BEpie
Jitenad o7 ¥y X y ﬂev} Yaté%) ‘except t

bhadicoadun

€ a#' to'résult”’id’ an ‘
101 »MpON.@;showing: before:the:commission: aridrasgxon yisintau .
[RECENE fiﬁﬁd'}_ng’ b X,, tehne.f ?p}ﬂ{n} 3N ot P e‘gts}:\he MeW rate,18.q (SH BRI TR
Awfl Jugtified. : :
o7 irisws YiI639acr & odest o yiidodtus on oved oW sovsiied
4 Preferred believes that the rates PG&E charged are, not,q
lawful becpuse they.yere nob Jayfully, filed,. pinge theysare not
ConEiokens, with phase-dn language in B.89-127037 10204, POKE: SannAk

. . _ N - - 'y N ?
defend Bnbe 1290 based on its interpretation of the, Commissjonss

1nten}0.n asd bsrxsloxd .boud JausT zoisuovhA éd_;! bas rfoivjﬁansq_mou
‘g’lﬁb f)IU.OI?‘&? s?? n:g:lf jd esi%‘? .'_%"nosoe °§,-§° n é&ﬁ!?)s w;?x?g:p?_ Ly 1?3.‘;?}?9 _1_1,%,5,«'.!{4 -
1250-E since the A.L. does pot, indicate that, compounding wopld, be
used, or that any method different than the one demonstrated in the
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GRC would:-be used::sThelAildistates that' thalphatfetin'tates will be
. ingreased oridegreased by anyi inoreasesi or>decredses/tolthalnllon
customer'é ‘ClaBB'i »jn'rheram ois notninlérfor;!rathév‘)it‘! 137 pGsR1 4’
ANao-Ci-e8.0
1eoi «._usiﬁe _sarelcomerned.abouu the proceas\which:ereéﬁéa thect !
situationsthattled toithisrcomplaint.icpdsr; tinfAiny~i290-8,71 i
;¥epresentedithatctherpurpose ofcitacfilingiwad slavificatison of /!t
A.Ly,127217:B.fileqd inicompliance withnDi8921230575 -Oar fappyrdval<df
A.L. 1290 p:howevérp ledctocinterpretationsconzthée part!'of 1eHeo0d
utiligy which this.decision must rectify. (Té6fminimizéithe . 59V
occurrendge -of (sugh problemsrin:the rfuture;rwecHéreby dfréseEnes I
utjlity-that:iinany -of sits fA:—Lm-’f_.iliin'gsrseekihést‘é?alaﬂify, modify, or
amend 4n any,way.a previously;filed /AiLbjiritrdhall Pé16&elydet<f3rth
in such filings the amounts by(whichithe?chafgééftd 1t's V&ustondyd
will change. d:ig NISVO DTIURST ... (prﬂ ﬂOIa?tVTu) s
Next wé‘dé”ﬁpﬂigb th%'i éqg faisqd_by Jomp 1a{nant

Ty Ji19o ‘1.;”; Sy Yo

regarding subscripbion to: itsrservx.des fxThirte?n ‘éﬁ%tdmers .
. ey 130 3 13 [ £$)
subscribed to PLSfo¥Ydd’ iﬁjéhihxgééief apparentl§)a§feeing to pay

Preferred 40% of any refund they :réceive. (Thus thley would receive
net refunds qﬁ €0% after paying Preferyred . irs 40% commission, while

TEFL W

the other cuatomera would receive’ bhe‘full’refundéﬁlipreferred

argues that," '}1 ?:ru’ér':o;ﬂe}t"sI F’ )1?; ra:iljo}t' gurﬁggpibe"ishould[ not benefit

. unfairly comparedsto‘the subscrlbersfwho‘waé”stpbqaigge for
34 4 Fe é ¥ I 21X
funding Prafertea 11t wdbind Ebiad WIEH cie c%mp r-gsxfini: .+ PG&E

believes we have no authorlty to make a monetary award to
Prbféf}éﬂ»b“glfﬁJ 92077 aoisy ond JIndl eoavaiiad bBoayials
et [ A 3 oy vardd opucoed [ulwsl
Jon 916 BUAEL RN had™ Bgifﬁdfégﬁéh Yow it Eelievé% t e
oy 3 B t~anprig Ay f{‘? 2{28100
crtiiEa o TN hon or” 1t Yedudht 7P (glo vious av nues" avai i:)
10, bhassd 0esi L I.A bnslﬁb

ESE HomPeRBAt TSN 5t pattid T%htgﬁéﬁathe SOt b ion are inte?yeQ?r
TERITES

compensation and the Advocates Trupt Fundd Preferred has not
. IS + 5 h
plrbugd RIECREF 687 TheBd allehlieh O kb Wontitia” Vhat 'S Fhoula deny,
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Finally, we consider PG&R’s Motion in"Limine*'td &tliKE?

;. Testimeny, made;at the:hearing: on: October 3,2 eésseritially refuesting
that certain testimony:ofjCavagharo beistricken.b{.Thd? motidh”4rgles
that .the testimony 4s a collateralsattéck: onsComnisadidh actions in

.decigsions_and-A.L.(approvalsi=and:that>thal testimony AtLadke tARIi £
language that has been in effect. The motion is denied:"¥Tha“®*x”
testimony,jat.issue ig:atibhescentersofitheTcontrdvedylin: Ehis
complaint; to strike would be inappropriate?and wan1dihZvelvb o2
foreclosed the abjlity to.ohtainuascompletertecord?1°a8 welstated
above, there has been no collateral attaok:ron Commission”a&€ions’
Fi@d;ggq»ochachI;O, Lostdidosg s 3on ab dninlgmon 241 . &

1. Complainant, on behalf of 13 customers, r&qissts-refulds
of exqggs)qhggggsngg;QlecbriqaLLenérgyrduﬁiﬁgfthé?phfée—in program
for certain Schedule EB-19 and E-20 customers, féfderéd by 1nasodnon
D'§27!?70§765»3 afpbods? sebay 2351 yd Bovisa wyomeldapd L€

2. A.L. 1277—E‘dﬁdinobfadequateIY'addféséSimplemehthéiBﬁ”gf
the phase-in.

3. A.L. 1290-E did not :modify the implementation process
adopted in D.89-12-057.

4. The phase-in did not intend to'exéludéthe éffect of ECAC
rate, increases:, (mFapi) yasgired oitdvold bas aed oiliuvsd L1

sniaSe11 1 PGARI 8, EX.2 40 in: A\ 88512005 ‘deronistrat&d: the!additivé?

‘\me;hoq ofiincorporabing ECAC: changes with.the phasevinisio noowisd

cmedg 61; PG&E;decided;to;use:the:compound nlethod:aftéy kndwing o
that it would result in rates higher than if it used the addiei #%i
method; ¢ o1 sJust =) Js Jesisyai sbulont [fede ebiwdod .S

o101 Preferred(asks that-the Commission! addressg>itgluca-onowidl
compensation.iniajmannersthatswillsnotl resultd inrdoket fefinddled>
its subscribers;compared tosnonsubseribersiq rivsa 1o sish =3 no3l

10 §JsbPG&EJbggibeenjoyercbargiﬁgritSLScheduleiE£i9*éndIE codauo
customers for more than two years. Such delay in rectifyihg®a® CRUE

situation is ?K¢§§§i!§-9d! bodnsip 3noixe ol ol gooxd L f
: .boinab 21 €20-10-be
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g_gnp}peipnq‘ of . Law.: soiioM ar':i1209 qobianon ow (NIisnid
catiuondac Rate: ghanges, to:the: customers!s clasé] both incieasel: aAha
.decxeases,;should be;combined with:thedphagesin! raté zhahges,’ !
i miod 29 Phase-in,rates{charged.Schedile E-19 and 2120 custorar
- uging,the ;compoundimethodsareinconsistentwith. . 89212-0571ahd Are
exceagive sinah at aofdeu adi  (Joolls aib asod asd 3nd? opsupan!
e i3 i PG&Bashould,beiordered: to refundethé exeess’Ehirges?ts’
Schedule,EB419rand Bi20scustomergsni =i blucw oditia o3 uiinlanon
Heas jed e Prefexred-hasinét-adequatelys suppbftédiit§4a118§ €16107
that ;PG&R, committed fraudsvits Insodsiion on nood asd orods ,ovads
5. The complaint is not a prohibited collat&fdl 15tEREXLEAY
f.';““qurgissilQnr esamodeyd £ Yo Ysdoed ao J;:rﬂiﬁfq':'oﬁ I
catposg 8- The Commission:snguldfdényszeférréd!s YEGUEst “f6r = 10
compensatign;iq -this cadeoiaun 25-3 bas €L k! s [uboil22 n;bjsnn 10l
' 7. Customers sérved by PG&R under Schedule E-19 'aWd ‘B-35¢ -0
ghqquxxgggixeitel;efpwithoubrfqrtherfdel&?;i vestodoAa s
.nr-azeidg od)

snnaotg 1oar3sdnonafaai it O RID: B RAI Bielv H-00S0 1.4
LNa0-Si-e5 ¢ i bodqobe

e

Y

A 1o 100X I,S‘,OR,D-BRBD.{that{m-::jf:t 1o bib at-oxsdg oy L8
1. Pacific Gas and Blectric Company (PG&E) sﬁhll“Y&fhhd‘EB‘_
the; affected: Schedule(E-19 and E-20! custonidYs ‘the? nét>difference
between. charges, respyltingi from: the: rates) ¢alchlated: by’the_addithe
method and charges,made using: the: éompound!methéd uting thd phase-
1“ PerlOd-adj Loz 3i 1i nedi garpid eodns ok Jlvess bivow i oaedd
© 2. Refunds-shall include interest at the rate for prf”@ija”
three- month;commgroial paper;-as réportdd inthe?réddral Reserve
Statis;iga} Reléase! G131 Interéstvaderialodhallobai daebimifnaa™o?

- from the date of each PaYment1tofdateWOEJréfuﬁd“DURéfﬁﬁdéﬁﬂﬁ”g adi
customerg;ghallabel madé>within>302daystofotherdffadt{vedidatd of
this Orderii1osr ar ysriob dou2 .eansy owid nedld oxon 10} grsmniaud

3. Except to the extent granted, the.e&dsmplaint ih cakdeviie
94-01-059 is denied. '

- 162F -

i3

.




C.94-01-059 ALJ/BRS/gab

4. PG&4E shall file a report with the Commission Advisory and
Compliance Division showing the names of customers who received
refunds and the amounts of the refunds within 30 days of the
effective date of this order.

This order is effective today.
Dated August 11, 1995, at San Francisco, California.

DANIEL Wm. FRSSLER
- President
P. GREGORY CONLON
JESSIE J. KNIGHT, JR.
HENRY M. DUQUER
Commissioners

| CERTIFY .THAY: tHIS DECISION
WAS APPROVED BY: IHE »ABOVI]




