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OPINION 

nnlJOOOflJ/)jll 
Case 93-12-044 

(Filed December 27, 1993) 

On December 13, 1994, complainant Alfred Pierro filed 

this Petition f6r Modification of Decision (D.) 94-11-051. 

D.94-11-051 denied the petition for Modification of D.94-07-019 

filed by Pierro on September 23, 1994, finding that it did not 

offer new 01' changed circu[r\stances to justify any of the 

modifications requested. 

This petition for Modification again seeks the same 

changes that were denied in D.94.-11-051. The issue of 

consequential damages is again raised, as is the issue of the $10 

collection fee. Likewise, the $0.12 per kilowatt-hour electricity 

rate is again asserted to be ten- fold of the amount IleCeSSal.-Y to 

maintain Pacific Gas and Electric Company's viability, which in 

complainant' s view evidences abuse of discretion, and eXposul.-e to 

impropriety in raternaking and dispute l."esolution.Complainant 

offers no other bases to justify modification of the decision. 

Complainant's evidence has been analyzed and found 

insufficient to SUPPOl.-t his allegations, both in the original 

complaint, and in the earlier Petition for Modification. 
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We conclude that Pierro has not justified any of the 
l!Y.Xlifications he requests and will deny the Petition for 
Nodification of D.94-11-051. 

Complainant has repeatedly raised the same issues in this 
case. Pierro should understand that once a complaint has been 
heal-d and decided by the commission, whether or not he agrees with 
the decision, raising the same issues again and again through 
petitions for rrtOditication will not change the result. 

The Commission will not accept any further Petition for 
Modifieation in Case 93-12-044 uriles' It contains a swo~n statement 
by complainant under. penalty of perjui.-Y -that· it l.l.aises new issues. 
Rule 1, Code of Ethics, of the CommiSsioJl' s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure states, "Any person \-:ho signs a pleading •.. agrees 
to .•• never mislead the commission or its staff by an artifice or 
fal~e statement 6f fact or law." 
Finding of Fact 

Pierl"O seeks modification of D.94-11-051 based on the 
same issues that were raised in the pet.ition for Modification of 
D.94-07-019,and denied in D.94-11-051. 
Conclusion of Law 

The Petition for Modification shOUld be denied. 

o R D E R 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
1. The Petition for Modification of Decision 94-11-051 filed 

by Alfred Piel~ro on December 13, 1994 is denied. 
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2. No future Petition for Modification in Case 93-12-044 will 
be accepted from Alfred Pierro unless it contains a sworn statement 
by him under penalty of perjury that it raises new issues. 

This order is effective today. 
Dated May 21, 1997, at Sacramento, Califol-nia. 
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