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Joint Proposal vere-adoptedp:whilé rothérs,tcalthonghimot'’/diréctly
adopted, led-to changes in‘the-experiment:vnTﬁéWfdfméf'iho1uaéwiﬁb

SDG&E, gg_qognizeso_'_ azhe ]\atr;er _-mclude;the Provision fot‘ adeounting
...changesg.; ;Also,.while the Joint:Proposali.inclid&d: an MeR plan ~ilto
patkerned -after ithe Phase ‘1> dedision,» UCAN bibught! focub o’ thg1a

s

negd fov‘monitoring.forxunintended consefliences. uDOuY"diHbﬁdbibh“bf
the.role, of  CACD.-in ithe; M&R. programr(D;94'08”023 p.>'87) resulted

from UCAN/ s .contentions,,izun o 10} folIneingnon [ 10 Inidenqg
od3 e, skated (in therPhase:2 deoisiOnwthat-fthe9bbp0§iﬁg1 10
parties, have,unquestionably assisted:the Commission{in thig:2in0D
proceeding, by; bringing: importaht1cqncerns)toJOur{attentibn_,..r
(D.94-08-023, 13 530 “JWh11%°UE‘4'§$§fﬁ9t“éi”°Jp'“ig%p%ging the

oiJns o2 & oIC IR diqLdn Futs

Joint Proposal ~it was the foremost afong:theld Pposinglparties in
YEHEYWES

terms of de?ree of’P§rt1éip5tidﬁ)aﬁa qgntfi gqrﬁo(hw?n though we -

11 d

adopted the Jointlproposal wlthfdnly minor: éhanges,.UCAN clearly

provided a subétahtiéi ng"ribugiéﬁhq 3 ‘IQecrs Sh;.ilt

3.3 Compensable Hours and Bxpenses

HALU

SHUEAN> dckitoWldages” thdE 1t ” ééévéiiéd’%u“ 1y"a limited
‘8426816337
Jei

I3
n-on
“huiber 8¢ €hE spteiiid! pAR'prodiat'Iadudd ‘aldiadd K5 p
NeveRYthdI23a UUCAN AbLE RS 1t T 1878RE 18184 L8 4T’ compensgtfoﬁsgé;
virtua119va11bat1ies Phdsd 5 adeiviEial i3 UCAﬁ’gégggg e3¢ aRan>>
a‘gétélément shchjéfﬁtﬁéﬁJoin *Elopsdit 1§ ' pE8sdnted quénggstijirq

[ . - ¢ Fy o3 { {q 3 [S18
interVendtd? fakevd! $idk A€ che §dEETeRdnt W11l be édggée “And 33

. oo - ) arf
contrilitién By EHE coﬁtést1 'ééty”311f{ 87 hgjfﬁfé?g RSéSP fné}
to UCANY'EHdIcmmissidhzas Riiédjfﬁi 1nigran ing full

of. noidooal
2AT Lnoianis w00 eid ol sunoinizzs cxoz Jasel 36 D[blY 15d3 witolls
aoitdnensacon s botobiataos ow otsidw pittbsacorq odtons ni bina 9w
J JADU 10T bisuh

que compensation for the
iﬁd%.f' ?gr paring
t
1

3 aAs discus g

b xe
estimated time geaﬁ
testimony ed@@ éJhJJrg of its
attorney's® t “Brep eqﬁ% nthe Propo Becision
since thOSé %OHQéﬂES (O 210 A LIs oJ bo#slox nxo~

1)
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1

.compensation to ;intervenors who ‘'opposed<settlernieritaland whose
recopmendationg;wexre not :adopted.f ir{RaiPacific:gas 4 €
.Company,.,;P.89-037063.'and Re-Pacific:Bell, D:90+12-02¢6{)'! .fro1gohe
(ove 2SDI&E claimsg that- in. many instances UCAN rprévidéed r1oofo
.teskimony, and recommendations fthatilargely duplicatedthose Sf o2
othe:{pggqiesgn;SDG&E:estimateprthatﬁthe'mihoﬂiibsues”Eh which“UCAN
preygilgd;;qu;lgaphthanusixoquCAN!éieffort§;'ahd'asﬁér6§ﬁthawﬁq
+.UCAN' 8. requeat for. moxe . than:$173,000:isdisproportionately highs
Lotluestr Undery§, 1802 (h)i wei'are vested With! discrétion ‘ts ‘ijfhnt"l’ -
partial or full compensation for the customer/s!'Colt>of: BYéphring
or presenting;any contention:or Yecomffendatioh fadopted by the
Commission; nThe>relevant pdrtion:of:§ 1802 (h)Iproviden tharytdreg

ﬁuﬁh@rejtgercusioTeszup?;biiipatibn‘haﬁlrébulted‘fb“ﬁJOJG
n _a substantial contribution en if.t - b0 .G}
oI vitlgeglaidn 3ddpts that éustomeraﬁﬁgontenEihﬁ 50 ¢

o ut}fr{ecoﬁﬁendatiOns only in-part} the cOmmies%onPOQUX” Jatol
_may awa mex ensati or,all .-f, 16 smrod

“?”‘JJ ’?éasonablégagvgé g'g”fegg? réasoggﬁfe expert b 10 ameo
«[> fees, andiother-réasonablétcosts: inCUrréd 5y ‘“1 Boagobs
the customer in preparing Qr, presept;ng that. - tahivorg

contelit oA~ 3R f&cotmeldAt{dn o
Ganone ;f I Faos ool oldoansaoh  #HLE
T o badie 1(IUEA‘NInrgggsnt‘;??gv;'}%sg ?ng}?;eug%;],'?ym_,?j‘?.m ,1_95?’_";
comgensati or ?%nr?f its Sosts, Qf pa rticipation,, Howeyer,-it;is
?%?aEJEE?Engg _ingurred gome costs, in. pXeparing Qr,Presenting,yvas

coggﬁqtgggg 323p£%c9@mendatig?qIpb§§§were not adopte dgfgven{ N v

paxt s sSaEherpiore cannat agrge that we arg alloped, to,grant UCAY

com?ens%tion for all oé Ats ~§9osts of participagipg ipyPhase.2,.,.,The

QU bine boiqehs i 11L FHismo L33 e F s eR®E

Lscyetion entyysted t°JtQ%(CO@@ﬁgﬁioqregeerus 28021 (dg,5he roon
discretion to award full or partia gggqqsptiog{forqigtervgpor ol

0Y LIt Jasan (11 &afes 12 s.ru ‘
efforts that yield at least some assistance to the Commission. As
we said in another proceeding where we considered a compensation

award for UCAN L
o1 101 ﬂCrfij?E;i‘ L35 ﬁﬂélpqd éf fmfiw tﬂgg i"‘uoazb aA &
- FRASIL =1r q ;(gé +Y 3L LEN ! % o111 bﬂrﬂijta
pn;xrd g '§ ﬁ g Sy t g g Jealieo
241 1o ?3 80& OF At U yraowiles

P
o 98 <2 w1550 ot At yan1o1dn
flofelos zhg fn€é 9en8f éﬁould rz §§’% oq££0r30§1”33n[?

work related to all Yéa 63
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SERE nth@;com@ission on1¥:adopts;aomezcontentionslorwif”1nq

saue in whole or {Re San.Diego_ P Ao
B Elenrais donsanD Thlasogas 504, “pp. 3.4Lyiniedoh

HAY OF !,(,.,1;,,”;»1».\,, 1o brows fuo pntidnfooaiss

1ncumbenl;()h pjtthCqmm 3gion . to, evaluate UCAN's

S 1ol ﬂﬁ”UlsJigﬁlbeH[
fﬁasgnablﬁ 5:?[9‘1}9I f?g )E’}:Fp,a{)‘}% and . presenting, recommendations Qr
°°“'ﬁe“t§°“? that 7318 adopted in D,94-085023. . Whexe interyenoxs,,
Sﬁf’,i‘ ngﬁlcompe?g?gdgl} gave Participﬂt‘:gd én;%ﬂh_lgucb gyaluationgis
compi.u:gg?d ,}gy the l}ejggxgo[)l‘)‘% ange Sometimes conflicting objegtives
re%?id§1 s f}g‘%s‘%%‘i’irfznr"ﬁ%‘}ﬁ%gﬁc&he;y\%@. of AThy,yek e . do.net
,ﬁga;ag,,gg,grfzése 4948 PESRANES.O NESLNERPEA Lo, RRLLLe on Lerma s
DR SRS o 98 SN EREY 2, e UG Anonaet o Touromevs Ehis
pressure aré?u‘i’}en J?l?tu }i}ll:lill?y‘iJ'};‘? I%I]OJ;I b"ﬁVe riqdrat:» ‘ﬁeparat;e
the %lzi%%g); > -fﬂ"%‘? Y}exa?r}s“tguregﬂ pens;&a,t}pq; from their, oo
decisions to aign settlement f}s}rsem%ssts- 1af 5880, €190 Br 937047904,
and ?r%inqugﬁgélﬁ*J o done 1ol \‘fPHIbKO)lﬁ Jodigebs yilstdxig

O3 A 4 fhjaogx‘?%thﬁs':and}ng")lg)cﬁlqu'lel‘eJe blo Of‘ JR Ieb JLoLiJ.nt Ptoposﬁ]llj
@ S s Rexanaded that ite partiglpatd on Ui.n £he, ATL. phase:ded is iiv
dlreﬂ;‘tlly oK, ir_ldirectly to the adoption of; contentions and,; 1qa 1000
rctrcgn}me’llc{lajt}ggsngn‘ai wiere advanced by J.’,!’*N D8 stated in, the;y

Phase 2 dec sic‘)r}: t:heJ fallure of the co}J@porat;ye process to yield

> rxl i

an all-party seti;leme}iE Was: not an. ‘indictment of eithéf‘ the process
or the participfmts, bt Wik ("llnerf '1 A "f‘eos‘ % én“loﬂf the reality

WA Y 10T (ONB [1I070S5 ?1 u;
that, despite parties' besb;effortswalternabives‘tb litigation

will not alv}ays be combletél}’f’ ‘BUCE gsfﬂl‘u I:‘PJ;?I'}hcb(&:" p. 11.):

Ffs ol llk’l

should be‘riﬁvai‘ded rf"'uli dbmp'é ’syi:i Jf”?( l}ii r?a;?op ,l:)iljeﬂ?xpenses

aqpa =i T og ‘_‘9

that it incurred d,urjng:.the»collabbral;lve{phaseibf this! proceeding.
amoR

Otherwise, Ve{?ni?}\t i‘éa}:{é i (mn{i:.{'ft;‘fuh 1n&§rven ifo-?uCh as UCAN

SEQI R [ 13
to either to,refrain, froma pattioipation 147 futhres !coll?borative
SR SVIeR 14 Al iyt (10 3 . 3id3 sobp,o03
efforts or 't;?l)spa'i;ii:lidj g\i:{% ao t Pj\(%%}l}l%o?n ej.-”_‘)lhleyr view as not

in the PUbliC intereStmfo')?ﬂ) xﬁlxmla 6 L Jaosmpbu{ wo al
ara] had

UCAN detexminea’ thie? itf) {:@1183(9] uf?i?a:tsxf parti(upation

botxuyoiL Yiannoessy 2318
in ATL were $55,935.23. No parties. have takén ishueﬂwith the
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estimates of-pgbttorney-and expert-Wwitnéss t»%h?’*ﬁp‘ph”wh‘iéh this
. satdl g ) - oo gha o1t . ro.9lotw ot opaas
determinatien?13 Ba8gd e y111"dddpr tndee  datimates)in

E ] R
calculating our award of compensation to UCAN,
crHAa] argu len od iz e e Qz“(ju taodauaii ot 11 ,
@ HADUT 2 gE LEUPnTto!'dbndidér 'the ‘ekpenses” incurred by UCAN for
F20D 3 (dBitonsy
ue

puYpsHes ‘6 11t{gatisn I ORAN HRIE1h 1y d8Ateddda Ehat to the

conprencnsive Hatiire -5F A8 J81He "bx8padal? JHEH oVeL 36°factua)”
s PATLEY Aoilas rat$8a by OCAN "{¢ "wdo KbE BOSATEIE IS naNE Sn"
© yddurdts S11d64C18R 0F TEd “attonly Sadxbeit Bine Hy Ta50s. ¢ Tn
H{ ts “Amé¥ided Yredfudst P GEAN “fdeAt{¢183"4nd al To8atod 1{]5"‘1; me ?};lﬁr >
expétise's "AmSld Fouf bESLd “IdEdEd . "rS BirgSs8E S FRIS BrSdeadin
V& 'aEEEPE UCAN 8 EPESLE LAY SN of th&de BISAd Ta8ies T VBE Wn i 8 e
“aSEEPEE e FEd “the Y Faridlork “F6¥ *detériin iy "the Sl owih a1 V=o" 1
compensEtion,! WeKedF 10 tind YERat 'uéan 8é‘§}1¥gl:i’3é3ci' “éqrgg ; é’éé&ifé’qg‘ ik
advanding &onténtions Hng Fedmmenddt i5Ws thae Whld tnoe Suenctonh
partially adopted. Accordingly, for each of thes{e‘ chcghzq Ik;i?gai | Dies

ig9ies o We WilY dpbly Sul 'Jldgashe {4 Qe CE¥ainiSs bie Eutent to

which UCAN Hustesdul 1} ‘Havhilcdd {ts Yedific Hecdimendat tons or
content idnE rETAtEE FE tnat IHaliE and Wisbne? it 4 fentitied Yo -
full’ oF garkiH) Corgensdtilh bl Tt Ude 5 advhhdiing hiat 1asie.

ir{iy of sumilx crh tieinAdnt lony it aglisl 2435 nofeissh § ozarild
Bloby o) sepHE A tebis BV Which! this abblication ‘an

e il subsequent PBR: applicationsg! Wi]:l rb'?Aff-’iu'(md". Y- fle s
criinae o3 z{}is cat‘eg?“r?'gaqdressed ‘the :-oryjec-tllv.e-.sJiﬁtl}g‘ﬁﬁ.{'j 10§ C«Ifl NG

J c¥IEEYia” for YEgutatoYy véform and, for ,
et topt Was dhe: most-t ime’-co?sumi‘n‘gt of:the anidiny ofigasnh
. ~ controversies., - discussed earlier UCAN .made, 1. [iiw
CoRD '“-éuﬁgt’é'ne,hl coﬁf&'ibﬁtib‘n in this area.  In o
HADY D’,_93—__103023iiwe discgu?tédibheﬂ.~hourgz_Ucmb:) sdd no buusd
claimed for its participation. in Phase (1:by. 20%. biiode
noenoax S HLTI1Y bbchibel 1L ‘Bronsad hany of the auma o b
Cpiilboasog issuesithats other: parties’” dididd A;B‘ISDG&é“h;a;é"J”I 3t Jedd
cenr noted, some of UCAN's Phase 2 efforgs;on this .,jciad10
100 a5 1o eES S R R4 AU A A te ERGLe oF Sbher Babetgenie
: aviiste-FOri examplﬁli UCAN:w'a!i;; nott 4lone :fin;ﬁ advancihgdd 12:iie 0
. the idea that traditional,regul o‘(iq%s 16 211011
son an vt SRR SO IR e b A R e ,
In our judgment, a similar discountzdm i oifdug orl3 at
.. ., warranted here, UCAN is entitled Lo ..jah 1A0U .
notanqios o AR A AR R SR AR eI S R e -
aif1 {costs;for thissfissué.zoidteg off (€8,.28€,222 oraw JTA g

et

- 102 --

ng, -
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qoisntp 2t Thesaccuracy2 ofi the srevenuerregiriremsptgrs HADY . onant
) i benchmark and escalation, formula, ngAy bian L iypedsid)
cdiban \""”'éﬁ'ééééefﬁl-lﬁ‘ advanded its réédmmendations ' VT
96 asei';z;';f:E;‘iDV?lYin st e:’;eleétric}gPAﬂﬂYgE,TUtANIdé‘?éted"”*""“'—"i"{ Ie
. .a significant portion .q é effoxts st  jaubhpiont oala
i"’-“ad\‘fﬁﬂdi g"%gitizxé ’oﬁ?tﬁ B?e\’réhué g:é?mi'reir)xef té ) o
qohin fmp_.EQrmula‘i‘ghichiwé{e;wé?ef:iiot-adgpt&dEegénbiﬁ“'\ nodpultas
art, These include, among othexs,the,..qsuy wot sy
-gx‘&iﬁct iviﬁy['bénbh’lmgi‘}&, Wgéﬁégéﬁ‘ggfactoggl {H ‘the
regression equations, the basis for network
z-additvions,cand the treitfm&nt of large gas ~
,  projects. yIn ourijudgment:UCAN is entlitled toz22l
compensation for 50% of the costs incurred in
addressing this issue. AixodtdD 244
¥00.02 §00.001 #00.0% f1oidsnolln a'MADU
The rappropriateness of (a .véaressive fefentiono¢ x
sharing mechanism. UCAN's primary i .
recommendations for a symmetricalijcrégréegsiveunovod .
sharing mechanism were rejécted. sStillp UCAN'SADY
litigation of -this issue¢ .led to a gréatéerws 02 x
understanding of this difficult and complex .
regulatory issue, including our assedsmehplof:iiiisdz
why,ithere should be any.‘sharing aticall,>which '1A%Y
we . did adopt. - In our ;juddiment UCAN {sfentitldd x
to compensation for 50% of the costs incurred )
in addressing this issue. Gaviduoonl onusrel ol
60,4 f - FO0.¢E noi tasolin : A2
Performance Incentives' System. UCAN addressed’ =
the usefulness of a price performance mechanism .
focused' solely. upon a hational:¥Yatesindesand ¢ ¢ inlol
non-price targets which allow for deterioration

P

o 0of, gurr,entjf}evels; of'service: UQAN’s!specific
ol g nun__e,nd’a_tﬁ ons, wer ot adopted L LWCLe: (o dnansyiion
ATV Eolind: 16 aveﬁ‘fné‘fit‘?d’éf{g}raﬁy equal t6’ tﬁq pos e
befrnpaJdoings P.rgposalv.sv Through! UCAN"s! participatioh> Isutviirq
¢ gained a, better understanding, of;the,strongi,vou snads.
i ‘dg‘eék"“%oi?ht'é”gf bdth’ thé nationa fa?f& state =
zid3 ;indexg@pprgache’s i 3We>agreed: withiand h Ndéptedtnegoioveb.
. CAN's findings on, the draybacks, of,the i Pb 8050y
«torinvei o hitlonalo Thasy! SWe hel le0b OeAR’ 1s g itied go [Pooo0Td
ey bnil ofcppensation, th}’iS’gvo‘.f;,thercostss ihcurred Anl IsgLoriteag
1o o3 ,g'ggfg'?gﬂi?g\thtI%S;;}LSrﬁ%?ﬁ 2 AU ot botpditinod ajtolls =2id
10 fov yInFherfollowingstable:shows>both) UCAN!S proposéd fastafrash
for allocating expenses by broad issues and:the<effectivez'otisvsi
allocations.which Yesultnfromsincorpofrating:our>3judygmént of the

degree toiwhich,UCAN:>isiéntitled:tolcompenbationyforeéhchosush bis

<. VTS
i e
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issue. UCAN retained:JBS;EnergysolInci) (IBS);5Strateay! Intégration

SaAs L agaluaind gastielRone has Aesmidnnsd
(strategy), and B3tdr NaVAREQ!rdRARPERETWITRERE]Fe Y Cen, and 1te
allocation.fagtorg.for these.éxpertiwithessife¢atand’ékpenses are
SRS U Si. 5. 0003 q dunntirapin B ]
also inclyded.  0GARCAGEEY. Ehak, L8 aIGdatidR faglorpiare
estimates baﬁed,-tgh;ujudg@ent.Jcnes»find-ﬁthem"iréé?onéble?ﬁand adopt
ande aryAls Picarenobulont casd? L JAES
them for purposesidt adldilabifg”ehd doRBInGETLon arded.
Syowlesr 10l 2ived sl L aaoeidsupo ofzaspye
app optnl Yo JUCANst3 ad) ExpertiWitvésses
Issu8 [sfgpdno ni VMAExpensebiriSbratedy .cNaAvAYrd JBS
1t Poxrpont wiczon a3 Io #02 10l noldsensghion
PBR Criter a .ouaai aidd prteeorbbs
UCAN's allocation 40.00% 100.00% S50.00% 20.00%
x 90%,awarded ovicnosy36,00%0 22:90.00¥40"45700%7 18.00%
S vipaitg e VASY  Loziasdven palisda
Revenue Requirements-Formulaz 5 101 2roidrbnosmosst
UCAN's ;allogatilon .i:54:30¢00% 10w natsicdo=mn 30700%'2 40,00%
x 50% awarded.p 5 03 £15.00% 2t «id>- 1o 10153005 L 20.00%

xofgaod bus 3funillib eidl Yo paibnsiarobno
Sharing Mecghanismar -svo vnibulont ,sueni yrolslupos
UCAN'g;.allocation s it 15500% 5 <d bfuodz <20,00%Y 20.00%
X 50% awarded a7y snorT880% 1o al - L dngobr 8.60%  10.00%
bBaviuoni 23200 i1 3o £02 ol aol dnmneigion o
Performance Incentives Lounni ondd patanaothbs ot
UCAN’s allocation 15.00% - 10.00%  20.00%
x 75% . awarded ey L o0A3025%:0vidao=tl ooaci2450%Y 15 00%
matnsdnes ooarsioliedg solwg s 1o azealulszso aild
Total % of expense; awarded .69.75% r 1:10:90,00% 02 72150%>7 63.00%
notlsncoitoidah 10} wolfs doliw 215963 ADLAG- O
He; reject: DRA’s recommendations:thatiwe disallow
compensation fi‘ii“"ény‘” ours’ Edandda bl W\L¥S%I€£g‘lz ¥1e Woychik
sild O GG i e*zsz?sﬁ; Yi‘j:w; L SXPaY. AT Y ’
principal of- Strategy:r and DriPéter: Navari*})".o(i Wwel are: persuaded
ey et AT Al ~'1P‘."":1f s Jiaddod e Goisn oY o -
‘that Woychikhe Zobi (Ehedbhd et & ail; ihTegtar part, OF Fhe
development; of | UCAN{sg; positions: fronilthe:early: stages"of this
roceeding up to. (but! Rt 19E1Nalng]” 12 neaphd 2 “}‘;}.zie Navarro!
P gj 1?93. ?1'3:}9 2 P OTATY oves P9 ;nb v.f:?m}llg;n‘ﬂot'dm a 8
participation came;atia:later:stage Of7 thelprotéeding;owe find that
2t aiﬁ.é Q%Laas)"bim
r

his efforts contributed to UCAN's shd¥ing” an erefore, to our
decisiony pWe,note that)UCAN:Yequests:Ecémpensatidbh> foridnly 75% of

Navarro’s;billediexpeénses; asizai brotd yd zoznsgxo patiscolls sol

a4 1o UCANSs ;requestyincludes»hourssinéhGried byidts: at tornadis
and gne.of,itsiexperts: forjparticipationiinzheétingdiwichr? sovpsh
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commissiolers and: their "staff.i>UCAN ‘contends ithat. 'thesde meetings
were a 'n'et:eéssafy. part: of the Colnission’s educdationion tHe Jrit lo
applicationirc-pdditionally, :UCAN(points out siutilities have r6aqyn
traditionally. been reimbursed:for théir regulatory. ¢ontacts with
:Commissioners.i<it .0e2 lo sinc ylwod 6o o boord Aidoyge neoadlv
Boe pnintsx.lnshh199§ucaéé).wefapprOVed(iﬁterVehorPdompenhhtibn*for2
2 tHe ‘costhof fan' eX: parté: communicatioh::<{D.94<01%047, p.»10,i19uxo
Note 3.):zsLater thatsyear .wa dénied-compensation. for: thecost’of/an
ex- parte .communication A7 (D.94-09-001; pi5.)o Sincé ex parteivyow
communications;are,'officially; sanctioned in‘the: Rules of! Practice!
and;Prbcedu&erasﬁpartxbfithe{COmmiesithéiprocébs,wpvénrﬁhoughibhe
;substahce, of rsuch:tommunicatisdhs Fannotisbe cconside¥edras> evidencé:
(Rule 1.2), we see no -readon: toé: deny. UCAN reasonable compensation!
for: commuriicatioéons! that [comply.with our'rules.uHe ndte' that SDG&E
does .notr dispute’ UCAN/siasseértion that utilitiés have btraditionmully
been reimbursed  for:their: regulatoxy: coptacts with Commissioners.i
3./4:c Hourly Rateg i1tz lo apcaiod ol bieg atsc Jodnn of) anbtenon
. POY 1itd) dttorney: Michael Shames, :UCAN requests hourlyixo
rates of! $165¢! for: work: performed> in:-1993 and :§170%£6r work'basnoiq
pérformedaingl9941;;Sﬁames)was:hwardedfanvhdurlyirété'ofyslss*fors
work: perforiied :in»1993: in previdns: decisishs}) iholudingt il . 0082
~D193510-023.,:0D.93+10-023: provided thatithis rate’ will~&lsorapply:
to Shames for work in other proceedings during 1993. We find that
the requested increase for 1994 is appropriate, based on Shames!’
experience and demonstrated skill in representing UCAN bgﬁpr@>thi§
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coint taes (William,Marc¢us,itheiprincipal. of JUBS, provided the bulk
of thatsfirm!e¢serv1cée.zzMafcudfrhOurly;fqtewis;Sﬂo;ﬁunThis rate
appears reasonable,i;ras do thoge:ofi;the other UBS éxperts:.i 1noilqqas
diiw 25, UCAN Was: billed and.xequésta compensation' for' expext st}
witness Woychik based on an hourly rate of $90. This rate :appears
to: be: in:rline with that :of ‘other. experts of:.comparable: training and
experiences; In:Phase (11 Woychiki discounted- his; stated rate of :$105

;;byu25%ybecausegUCANﬁis;a‘npnprdfituérganizabjoh:tx;naphésef2; ool

Woychik .agreed-to {continue; working for (UCAN rat/ .a-discount ,» buts not
for lessa: than -the! compensdtion that: UCAN. paid (for: Marcus’ workin

thislproceeding., 2:Accoxrdingly,»wWe réjecti DRA's .contenticdn:that iwe.

should reducd::thdé. 'compensationufor:Hoychikitoithel{'level> authorized
for: his;servicesifor: workiperformed. inPhase 11 953 2w (8.0 ofusd)
sauiin 3ndd UCAN: requésts ;compensation’ based on!therbilled:rate of:}

- $200; peY; hour,:for :Navarro While:we:do: not: question:the> value: of>

his:serVicBSuforfotheerurpoaepzawe%are'reQUired»byxsz1806:torwbd
consider the market rate paid to persons of similaritrainingiand ¢
experience: for services similar to.thdse:rprovided: in this
proceeding.; UCAN: has inot -shown: té. our:satisfaction® that: the :ain7
services: provided -by. ‘Navarro.-in .this: proceeding warrant: a:rate of;
$200. We notdthat’ UCAN. engaged - Navarro's: sexvices 'afteri-itjwass
apparent: that/ witness ‘Woychiki would ‘be unavailable for. hearings® due
teibr abl oW LEReT patrb apaibansorg toddo i Hvow 10l actsald of

tunandd o baesd L\ otnivaorgas ef UL 1ol azoordini Daduaupey ods

2il2 osvoled MADU pridnsesuysy at ([i¥a bsistdzaomsh Line osonoaitogxre

4 We note that JBS billed UCAN at an hourly, rate of $85.00 for
about half of the total hours charged for Mar'’cus. ~ OLY awa¥d '™
reflects the actual billings. The Commission has approved an
hourly rate of $90 or more for Marcus in numerous proceedings.

JBS billed UCAN for 1.75 hours of work by G. Schilberg at $70
per hour, 25.75 hours of work by J. Nahigian at $60 per hour, and
3.5 hours of work by S. Helmich at $30 per hour. With respect to
Nahigian and Helmich, these aré the same hourly rates adopted in
the Phase 1 compensation decision. With respect to Schilberg, UCAN
asserts that his work was recognized in D.93-04-004 and
D.93-10-064.
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to a scheduling conflict. In a sense, Navarro was broughitrin asha
.replacement for-Woyohik, candkit mightbe dpprépriatée:td allow only
the same rate authorized for that expertiw<Hdwéver,. i~ reésgnitisn
of Navariro's training, experience, and nétiOnals eﬁntaﬁio ( we
:authgr}%e Sn: hgﬂrfy fate 50% higher ghan ‘the $90 rate authorized

MLV IR SRy x¥)

for witnesses Marcus and Hoychik in this dec{sion,.or $135. UCAN
argues that the reasonablenesg of t‘hé fei@e%ste’d”?até"to '$2Q0 per
hour fs affirmed 'by SDG&E'S paytrent of that rate for the {time SDG&R
spent depoé{n@ Na@arﬁp. Howerr, fofhpurposes of detqpmfh;ng a

market rate  for services perfdrmédzin“tﬁis proceeding { wefare not

3 v
bound b( 8PGeENE decision to pPay that réke.hk) ngip ik

5.5 ﬂiacellaneoue Costs B

UCAN has claimed $2, 67897 Cohipshedtidh ol bestage
overnight deliveryg copying, telephone,nfacsimilé?transﬁi ions,
and{ov%fnléﬁt’de113ery. UCAN““E??%&P ﬁ%ﬁ%é& Costs are §§[169 21,
consisting of Shames' travel éxpenses between San Francisco and San
Diego. JBS, S txategy, and PeEef Na}%}ro bill‘?’ﬁéAR{fQ¥Appecified

L

m1sce11aneous costs of $1, 223 02 §9. 80, and $193 00, resp ctively.

<

= . 0
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or‘:‘ 8 = uY 2w 00,1 i aa. U1:{[rﬂ-'
aé,d8e8 2 - 08 2 x Sv.al w £3. aeipidsd
Br.00Y E . aF 2 o4 03.€ | % Ea. adntmisH
orrsyel] feldod
SV 055D 2 = 252 x O0.EBR  JRVV. o x 8Y,
Sn.efs. % 2 5 io2does
:“39Q3w91§5593533~!?ﬂjﬁ
Ve 2va L ¢ v iioo (X6 opindacetd - MATY
1€.¢a10,8 % = p;l’gf‘.{)f JAovesT - VIADU
CO.ESK, I = E 2
0n3.¢ 2 YDO LTI
AV BB S < OTEIGVEYD 19day
oV.S88,3 & I6101du?
vU.20L, 3812 ot dpepnoane’) [sloT

tohto aw ,an0iziosh noieseiirno) zuoiverq fiiw Jnsiteienod

dinoa-oscdd ad)d I35 boitslunisd) Inuorns aidd ao bisqg od Jaorsini JIsidd

936 ayebh 2T} dQf (& sadicovoll pialoneymon (9361 fogqeyq [6107W5710D




A.92-10-017 ALJ/MSH/sid- Dia\WaM\CJA VIG-00-SQ.A

(4, Award, uosd anw ovievel (oeass 6 al L I2i[a00 viti fubordon 5 o1
winn wofin Based;on UCGAN!Is . request andithe.ddjustiientd noted~abovs,
z‘.‘.',’@ avward . UCAN thew-fol-lowingm\-n srd1 10} boxiiodsus odsg oaie ol

Attornev's Fees o ATL? ks (520091 19qXs  (Ditlaintd ¢ avel Yo

fae sx[f"!.fﬂfr rﬂnx 0ee sm;?_g-tg‘g 1'ﬂ$‘3§)§§: £03 5331_‘5‘—-%%-.-99.-?—4'-9 v\f bgztupo
b

VASL L2210, ,nofeinob aidd ob Nidoyol s auodgrd 22 ‘E.“iﬂ)ln e

Expert Witnegs' Fees, ATL vy
Hg ‘St?’al{fégy’” 3 x ,..5122‘00 k‘sc‘gdesrmfdrﬂg {8 193 Oo'rdj 2OPAG
ann :‘:;.!135 H{J 10l ad6 jﬁf{i 30 Jx“— Ny 8 dadae yd homiilln vl 1ol

£ nN i“cif”"“ o 2 _.'A(’ "u' Q rg-%s; ol .c%‘;_ﬁﬁl:gi; »{; S’«.oqf)b 3o

Jon o SC?{]‘:QI’Q BeDog Al g gg XIg S0 1c=; & a'g vion 5(2) gg Ing 3oNIsED
Nahigian 1 [ -t 60 . o
subtars 2 F Y o non =& A 59_’.07'5

u; Ja0") uooenns ffoaw l

LG M-t.;t(s)}!;g;eéts xgﬁeﬁ“ IPJ‘thi - atlo_n.\ a,8 !33.115!..3 aril WMATU
T ;;(\{\1.993 5L 5697513( 3»95 2051x% $165‘ JETEYae$ 11,013 /87 - Jdeintsve

RN “?*E} v4 LTS ‘905 ?(' ga'{jog 3(;1.; o I'.“xif"d . ,?‘_3.9. 568 48 rr-tfvu %ms

10 91:1 100D

"Ogifﬁ Lapald
L r») sucaninf [anpin
;i gigi"zl dron enody
44.10
595,35

s onetoas el nsd I"L;rJ‘Ck soazpnoyxs lovetd “ecinind?
Expert Witness!'. Fees, L1tiqation.
Stratégy’“’ 907% *'22.00°¥ 'S 90

-r{»;* rﬁJgS a1 W00, rLI bBias (98,0 ’QO Eq‘u 2
arcus . . X 91.75 % . N
Marcus! “‘.%34' 1§%L75 %' ‘50"fﬁ?ﬂ(
Schilberg .63 X 1.00 x $ 70
Nahigian .63 x 15.75 x § 60
Helmich .63 X 9.50 x § 35 209.48
Peter Navarro
.75 x .725 X 88,00 x $135 = 6,459.75
Subtotal , $ 24,819.42
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Other Reasconable Costs:

UCAN - Postage, fax, copying
UCAN - Travel, lodging

JBS

Strategy

Peter Navarro

2,675.97
2,169.21
1,223.02
9.80
144.75
Subtotal $ 6,222.75

/3 <2 13 <13 7

wownonou

Total Compensation : $136,105.77

Cbnsistent with pfevious Commission decisions, we order
that interest be paid on this amount (calculated at the three-month
commercial paper rate) commencing November 9, 1994 (75 days after
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i.wUCAN(filedjitsripitialcémpendationtorequest) fandcontiniingHintil
SDG4E makes full payment of the awardyoW ban aunitrM asz2eoantiv 10)
»3iWe (putAUCAN {on-noticé thav:thecCommissidén Advisofy and
Compliance Division may audit or review:UCAN?srrecords: ! -THUs§fUCAN
- must make and retain adequate accounting and other do6cutieAt&tisn to
’ supportiall claims>forointervénorveompendation! ‘UCAN!E redords
shouldsidentify:-spe¢ifioissuessfor whichlit Irequests-compéensdcidn,
ithetagtualtime spent'b?‘eéoh'employée*tthe"hourlyiréfécpaid}"féés
paid to coneqltants,;and any«othef éosts'for whichibbmpeﬁsatidnfmay
be claimed. Soianieeon
Findings-of Fac¢t- ol notigziasguod habisws od bluoide VEOU .S
cull. (SUCANt{sreligiblertosfile for reémpéhéétibh-:'fofii‘t's’ P3noo
participationpin:bothcphases of(this proceedihgitivnsmo0 Jeostoinl
' 2. D.94-08-023 is a final decision for pPurposedof :this\sq
‘requestiny seid oz yrbod ovidoolls od blpoida webio &fdl €
3. UCAN made a timely\requiest for- compensation inm.Phasge 20
’ proceedings leading to the issuance of D.94-08-023., UCAN amended
its request on May 16, 1995,
4. UCAN actively participated in Phase 2 and contributed
substantially to the Phase 2 decision.
S. UCAN's efforts were in part similar to those of other
parties in raising issues and advancing recommendations and

contentions.
6. UCAN's efforts, and therefore its costs, were in part for

the advancement of contentions and recommendations that were not
adopted by theée Commission.

7. A reasonable hourly rate for UCAN's attorney is $165 for
work performed in 1993, and $170 for work performed in 1994, '

8. The hourly rates chargéd by UCAN consultants JBS and
Strategy are reasonable.

9. The hourly ratée charged by Peter Navarro has not been
shown to be reasonable for purposes of this proceeding, but in
recognition of his training, experience, and national reputation,

- An=- -
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wejauthorize ran-hourly jrate>50¥ohighen thanf théi $30> raterAathé¥lzed
for witnesses Marcus and Woydhiks odi Yo Jnonygrg {ly) aoden HAR
fite 10::1The miscellaneoud icostis intuirred>by UCAN andiits
ricongyltantscaxe-reéasonablevatvor to Jibus yen nofaivia ovasilanad
. Conglusions of Lawio biis paldauoesos sinupsbs nkrtsr has 9daw doum
aheeley Underi:§ 1802 (h). wa -have:diserétion>tozalléw partialuera
..full. compensationonly iforithecdst-ofepreparing:oxipresanting e
aqucificgpolicy{or;prOCeauralyréqomméndatidne?sqr fadtudlrérslegdl
sCOI\EQDEiQﬂS.i:-;thaﬁii-f,erecédOplf.ed incwholerokisin.partsbyzthe o3 bisq
Commission. bentslo od
2. UCAN should be awarded compensation foriitd substanbiidl
contribuﬁiénitOxD¢94108;023viﬁ tHé?amdunﬁﬁé@i$l361105?77,-plus
interest commencing;Novemben 901994, cand continuing:uitilispadsry
pays..the i-.tul.fl;'aaw,ar‘d;; 101 foizineb [Rnil 5 at £50-80-2€.d .S ’
3. This order should be efféctive today so that UCAN<may:be
compensated without..unnecessary.cdelayyis=id £ obra HADU £
Copiiens MADU LES0-80-20.d Yo enitpueni aidd of patbeal apiibsonoty .
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IT IS ORDERRD that Utility Consumers® Action Network
(UCAN) is awarded $136,105.§7 in c0mpeﬁsation’for-ite substantial
contribution to Decision 94-08-023. sSan Diego Gas & Blectric
Company (SDG&E) shall pay this award to UCAN within 30 days of the
effective date of this order. SDG&E shall also pay interest at the
rate earned on prime, three-month commercial paper, as reported in
tho Federal Reserve Statistical Release, G.13, with interest
beginning November 9, 1994 and continuing until the full payment is
made.

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

DANIBL Wm. FESSLER
o President

P. GREGORY CONLON
JESSIE J. KNIGHT, JR.
HENRY M. DUQUE

: Commissioners

J CERNEY YHAT THIS DECISION-
JAS APPROVED BY THE ABOVE_

MMISSION ERS TODAY E




