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docu?ﬁpgﬁkion must be;H53ﬁté£H”" q»;ep%fﬁéﬁfh nge organization

in support of all claims for intervenor compensation. Such
recordkeePing ‘systems should identify specific issues for which
compensation.-is:;being, requested,! theiastuil itide spent>'by each
employes,{ the, hourly .rate, paid,: fées paid: torconsultants, ) and any’
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R DERE

IT IS ORDERED that Utility Consumers’ Action Network
(UCAN) is awarded $17,761.08 in compensation for its contribution
to Decision 95-04-076. San piego Gas & Rlectric Company shall,
within 30 days of the effective date of this order, pay UCAN
$17,761.08 plus interest at the rateée earned on prime, three-month
commercial paper, as reported in the Federal Reserve Statistical
Release, G-13, with interést beginning July 18, 1995, and
continuing until the full payment is made.

This order is effective today.

Dated August 11, 1995, at San Francisco, California.

DANIRIL: Wm., FBSSLER
President
P. GREGORY CONLON
JESSIE J. KNIGHT, JR.
HENRY M. DUQUE
Commissioners
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