




September 11, 1992

Judith Allen

Public Utilities Counsel

Public Utilities Commission

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, CA  94102-3298






Re:  Your Request for Advice







Our File No. A-92-364f

Dear Ms. Allen:


I am writing to confirm our telephone conversation on August 28, 1992, wherein we discussed your request for advice, Letter No. A-92-364f, which requested further clarification of the advice you received in Letter No. A-92-364.  I confirmed our previous advice  and informed you that we do not interpret In re Stone (1977) 3 FPPC 52, to apply to the facts provided regarding Mr. Timothy Kenney and Mr. Mark Bumgardner.  This is because these individuals are designated employees of the CPUC who are traveling to Canada to perform audits and inspections which are part of the regulatory process of the CPUC as mandated by Public Utilities Code Section 314(b).  


As stated in our prior letter, the CPUC's reimbursement of the travel expenses in question is neither a gift nor income to its employees, Mr. Kenney and Mr. Bumgardner.  Furthermore, according to the facts you present, PG&E's reimbursement to the CPUC for the travel expenses of its employees is not a gift to the employees who will be traveling to Canada to conduct the inspection.


I trust this answers your question.






Sincerely,






Scott Hallabrin






Acting General Counsel






By:  Jill Stecher







Counsel, Legal Division
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