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City Clerk. presented infonmtion which had been received 
on Order granting rehearing for the purposes of further 
consideration re PG&E !Xleket No. ERB0-214-002. 

The City C~erk presented a letter which had been received 
fran PG&E Co. giving notice that on tbverrber 19, 1982, it 
filed an arrendrrent to J\Wlication No_. 82-09-17 pertaining 
to its Conservation Financing Mjust:Irent. The .Arrendrrent 
asks for a smaller increase in gas rates than the 
original filing and for a decrease rather than an 
increase in electric rates. 
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!'Ch '1'BE STATE, COUNTY AND CI'l'Y OFFICIALS 
AND INTERESTED PARTIES 

PACIFIC GAS AND ZLECTRIC CCIIPANY (PGanc!E) hereby 9iwa 
notice that on Rovember 11, 1182, it filed an Amendment to 
Application No. 12-01-17 pertaiDing to ita Ccmaervation -
Financing Adjuatment. !he Amendment aaka for a ... ller 
increaae in gaa ratea than the original filing, an4 for a 
decyoeaae rather than an increaae in electric rate a. !heae 
change• are c!ue to reviaec! eatiaatea of the revenue require.:. 
-nt needec! to aupport PGandE'a 1183 lero Intereat Program of 
'~naervation financing. 

The ratea propoaed in the Amendment vould decreaae PGandE'a 
electric revenue• by approximately $2.42 aillion or about 0.06 
percent (inatead of an increase of approxiJDately $3.05 aillion 
or about 0.075 percent originally propoaec!) and increaae va• 
revenue• by approximately fl3.76 .Illlon or about 0.37 percent 
(inateac! of an increaae of approximately $38.73 aillion or about 
1.04 percent) for a twelve .onth period beginning January.l. 1183. 
!be increaae in vaa revenue• will not raiae PGandE'a rate of 
return abo9'e the level 1aat foun4 juat anc! reaaonable by the 
california Public Utilitiea eo.miaaion (~UC). 

PGandE alao vivea notice that on Rovember 11, 1182, it alao 
filed an Amendaent to Application •o. 82-08-18 pertaining to ita 
a.aidential Conaervation Service Balancing Aceount. !he Amenc!­
.. nt aaka for amaller increaaea in electric and vaa ratea than 
the original filing due to reviaed eatimatea of coata needed to 
aupport the Reaidential Conaervation Service Program in 1183. 

!he ratea propoaec! by thia Amendment would increaae PGan4B'a 
electric revenue• by approximately $1.1 aillion or about 0.027 
percent (inatead of an increaae of approximately $1.41 aillion 
or about 0.035 percent aa originally propoaec!) and increaae gaa 
revenuea by approximately $2.97 million or about 0.08 percent 
(inateac! of an increaae of approximately $4.40 •illion or aboat 
0.118 ~rcent) for a twelv~ month period beginning January 1, 111). 

!he State, the countiea, the municipal corporation• and 
other partie• intereated in the above-deacribed tilinga will be. · 
furniahe4 copiea of either or both, vith related exhlbita, ~poD 
ttritten requeat mac!e to PGandE, 77 Beale Street, P.O. Box 7442, 
San Franciaco, California 94120, Attentiona Daniel E. Gibaon, 
~aiatant General Counael. 
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ftia DOtice ia viven iD accordance With Jtule 24 of the 
reviaed Jtulea of Practice and Procedure of the California 
Public Otilitiea Oommiaaion. 

Very truly youra, 

PACIFIC GU AND BLZCTRIC COMPANY 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
FEDERAL ENERGY ReGULATORY COMMISSION 

Before Commissioners: c. M. Butler I I I, Chai rrtl"an, 
Georgiana Sheldon and aliver G. Richard III. 

Pacific Gas and Electric 
Caapany 

) 
) 

Docket No. ERS0-214-002 

ORDER GRM'l'ING REHEARING FOR 
PURPOSES OF FURTHER CONSIDERATION 

(Issued November 22, 1982) 

On September 22, 1982, the Commission issued Opinion No. 
147, which detenained the appropriate rate to be charged by 
Pacific Gas and Electric C011pany to Sierra Pacific Power Company, 
Bay Point Light and Power Company, CP National Corporation, and 
the California Cities of Alameda, Healdsburg, Lompoc~ Ukiah, 
Santa Clara, Lodi and Palo Alto, which are members of the Northern 
California Power Agency. The Northern California Power A:gency 
filed an application for rehearing of Opinion No. 147 on 
October 22, 1982. 

Pursuant to our rules, the rehearing application would be 
deemed denied by operation of law if not acted on by November 22, 
1982. In order to allow sufficient time to consider the merits 
of the rehearing application, the Commission finds it proper and 
in the public interest to grant rehearing for the sole purpose of 
further review of this matter. 

Since this order does not grant rehearing on any substantive 
issues, no answers to the application for rehearing, as provided 
for in 18 CPR S385.713(d), will be entertained. 

The Ca..iasion ordersa 

Rehearing of Opinion no. 147, issued September 22, 1982, is 
granted for the limited purpo•e of fti~ther consideration. 

By the Coamission. 

( S E A L ) 

j:-At;,ltq 
Lois D. Cashell, 
Accing Secretary. 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY Cotn!ISSION 

Before Commissioners: c. M. Butler III, ChairmanJ 
Georgiana Sheldon, J. David "ughes, 
A. G. Sousa and Oliver G. Richard III. 

Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company 

OPINIOU NO. 147-A 

Docket No. ERS0-214-002 

OPDf.f? DEI~YHJG RF.HEARING 

(Issued tlovember 30, 1982) 

On September 22, 1982, the Commission issued Op.inion No. 
147, which determined the appropriate rate to be charged by 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company to Sierra Pacific Power Co~pany, 
Day Point Light and Power Col'lpany, CP National Corporation, and 
the California Cities of Alameda, Healdsburg, Lompoc, Ukiah, 
Santa Clara, Lodi and Palo Alto, which are members of the norther-n 
California Power Agency. The Northern California Power Agency 
filed an application for rehearing of Opinion no. 147 on October 22, 
1982. An order granting rehearing for purposes of further 
consideration was issued November 22, 1902. 

• NCPA requests rehearing on two iss.\Jcs: the treatment of 
sales to the California Department of Wa tE>r Resources { Dh"R) and 
the steam sales expense offset issue. NCPA raises no matters on 
rehearing that were not previously considered hy the Commission. 
Its rehearing application therefore is denied. 

The Commission orde~s: 

The October 22, 1982 rehearing application filed by the 
Northern California Power Agency in the above docket is denied. 

By the Commission. 

( S F. A L ) 

~IJ.W 
Lois D. Cashell, 
Acting Secretary. 
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