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Decision Noa  L0R9Y Y, “UU\‘?/UM o

BEFORZ THEE RAIIROAD COMMISSION O TEE STAIE OFf CALIFORNIA.

Valledo Electric Light and Power Co.
(a corporation)
Coxmplalnant,
VSe Case No. 1643

Great Western Power Company of
california (o corporation)
Defendant.

Fronk R. Deviin, for Complsinant.
Chaffee E. Hall, for Defendant.

LOUTTIT, COLMISSIONER:

SUPPIENMENTAL OPINION AND OXDER

On July 12, 1922, the .‘ia.ilroaa Commission of the State
of Californie made its Order (Decision No. 10700) in the sbove
numbered proceeding, amending and modifying its 6rd:er of July 18th,
1912 (Decision No. 107), granting a Certificete of Public Conven-
ience 2nd Necessity to Great Western Power Compaxny of Califormis,
and its order of July 3, 1917 (Decision No. 4438), granting &
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity %o Vallejo Elec~
tric Light and Tower Company.

On March 3, 1927, Great *:‘.fea‘cern Power Company of Cali-
fornia filed its petition for modification of sald Decislon XNo.
10700, asking the Commission to sutkorize it to constiruct electric
distridution facilities and render electric service within that
portion of the territory involved in Decision No. 10700 included

+hin a redius of 4000 feet from the north bridgehead of

Ca;rquinez Bridge.




| Eearings were held at San Francisco on April I5th and
22nd, testimony belng introduced and the metter submitted for
decision.
It appears from the ovidence that nelther Great Western
Power Compsny of California nor Vellejo ZElectriec Lighf and Power
Coxpany wss, on the date this nmatter again came béfore the Commig=
sion, in substantially a different position with respecet to their
facilities to render service within the area in gquestion than they
occupied when Decision Ko. IO700 was remdered, except as to certain
lines waich were constructed by Grest Westerm Power Company of
Californis under stipulation entered into with Vallejo Zleciric
Light snd Power Company, which can not properly be considered In
the present matter.
It also appears that conditions under which electric
"service would be rendered in the ares in guestion ere no different
thon those which were to have been expected when Decision No. 10700
was rendered, except as may result from & greater development which
mey now be anticipated in view of the construction of Carquinez
Bridgea
It is felt tkhat where thls Commission bes determined
srat pudblic comvenience snd necessity require service fronm & cer-
cin utility, or hag prescribed ceritain conditions under which &
utility mey serve withiz ox area, such f£inding should not ve dig-
turbed unless physical or economic comditions have materislly
changed. XNo suck showlng has been made snd the order will provide
for demial. |
Under Decision No. L0700 the ereas which Great Western
Power Compaxy of Californie has asked to serve was ellotted to

Tallejo Electric Light amd RPower Company, except that Great Western

Power Compony of California was permitlied to serve from certaln

distrivusion facilities witkin the arot.




I recommend the following form of order:

rect Western Power Company of Califormia having asked

the Commission to modify and smend its order in Decision No. 10700
in suck manner that Great Western Power Company of Califo:énia may
serve sny consumers desiring service in that portion of the terri-
tory described in Decislon No. 4438, included within = radius of
4000 feet from vthe nortk bridgehead of Cargquinez Bridge, end no
cause gppearing for the modificatlion of sald Opinion and Order,

IT? IS HERZBY ORDERED that the petition of Great Western
Power Company of California be and the same is hereby denied.

The foregoing Cpinion and Order sre herebdy a.pproved‘ and
ordered filed as the Opinfion and Order of the Railroad Commission
of the State of California.

P
Dated at Sen Frameisco, Celifornis, this _ 29 day

Commssfoners." -




