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under the,gupervigion-of William: Marcus<1 Hiscrates<dnd:thoseVé6Lty
his assoclate Mr. Nahiglan have been found reasonable by {thecznat
Commission in-nunexous; compensatjon/decisionst(é:£¢:Di95-08-039).
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1995 attorneys fees $67.3 hours x $175 = $11,777.50
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for its substantial. édntributionlis® ir’éasonablé. e .
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1. Utility.Consumers Action Network (UCAN) is awarded 23700
$39,238 in conwpénsation for its contributiontesip&ci{sion
96-06-033. :San<DiegolGds & Electrisrcompany dHallirwithin 30
days after the ‘efféctive date of this order phpay UCAN 39 (55602507
plus_interést- at itheiirate rearned on Pprime s thrde month EmmeYdi4Ar?
paper, -as! reportedin sthe 1Fede raliRéderve: \Sjt'é't‘-{‘éi; 1¢d1TRE16ade J20D .
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effective date of this ovder, and continuing until full payment

is made.
2.

This proceeding is closed.
This order is effective today.
Dated September 20, 1996, at San Francisco, California.

P. GREGORY CONLON
i President
" DANIEL Wm. FESSLER
JESSIE J. KNIGHT, JR.
HENRY M. DUQUE
JOSIAH L. NEEPER
Commissioners




