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BEFORE '!'E RAILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF C.ALIFOP.1;"U. 

Pacific Gas and Electr1c Company, 
a corporation, and Cel1rorni~ 
Zel'3phOne end Light Co:.pc.ny, e. 
corporation, 

Co::::.pl.aino.ntc, 

VS. 

Great i'7estern Power Compc.ny or 
Cal1ror!l1~, a co~pore.t1on, 

Defend.ant. 
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} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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) 
} 
) 
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---------------------------) 

Case No. 2613. 

c. p. Cutten, for Co~laln~ts. 

Chattee '£. P.:e.ll, tor Detende.n t. 

BY TIE COMMISSION: 

Pac1f10 Gas and Eleot~io Company and California Te~e

phone and L1ght CO!:lPe.:o.y, complainants, ask the Col:!tll.1ssion to :ne.ke 

its order directing and co:.pel1ing Great ~estern Power Company or 

California, defendant, to remove certain ot its lines in Sonoma 

County e.n~ direct1ng it to cease :::.ak1ng electric extensions into 

any part or the territory beins served by complainants and requir-

ing derendant to show cause b~rore this Commission why it has ~de 

oert~in extensions in violation or an express ord.er or the Co:.-

m1ss10!l, the order referred to being Decision No. 107 or this 

Commission, dated June 18, 1912. 

Public haar1ngs in this matter were he1~ 1n Sen Franeisco 

be~ore Exam1ner Rowell on December 12th e.!l~ 28th, 1928. 

This complaint involves, pl"1m.ar11y, the determination 

or'just wh~t te~r1tory was reserved exclusively to Celitornia 
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Telephone ~nd Light Comp~y by the Commission in its orde~ o~ June 

18, 1912, ,Decision ~o. 107 (consolidated proceedinss CaseNo. 259 

and Application 1\0 .. 35) but, tor the purpose of this proceed.ing 

only, wee confined to ~at area into which detendant recontly 

extended its linee and paralleled those ot co~plainants; naQely, 

that particular rural ter~itory in SOno:a County southeast or the 

Town of Sebastopol, designated on Exhibit No.1 as Tod.d. Schoo:l Roa.d 

and Llano Avenue and extending approxtmately eight tho~sand (8,000) 

teet trom Phillips Avenue to the L. C. Cnopius house. The portion 

ot the order that has to do with this complaint reads as follows: 

~l. The application ot Great ~estern Power Company 
tor a certit1cate under the provisions ot section 50a or 
the Public Utili ties Act, that the present or !"uture 
public convenience and. necessity re~u1re or Will ~e~uire 
the construction specitied in its petit10n in Application 
No. 35, is hereby granted as to all the sections ot Solano 
County outside of incorporated cities and towns, except 
the territory now served by the. VacaVille i.ater and Light 
Company; all sections of Napa County outSide of incor-
porated cities and towns other than the district now 
served by the ~apa Valley ElectriC Company; all sections 
or So~oma County outside or incorpor~t6d cities and towns 
other than the districts served by the Cloverdale L1ght 
and Power CO:::lPany, and the Cali~ornic. Telephone ane. Light 
Company except the southern end of the SOnoma Valley 1n 
and about Shellville; also the cities or towns or Napa, 
sa.nte. Rosa, Sebastopol, Pete.l'l.J:rl.a, Di:x:o~, Suisu:l .and 
Fairtield and the city ot Vallejo 1n so tar as aftects the 
sale or light or power to the city tor ~unicipal purposes 
and to the Vallejo Electric ~1ght and Power Company; also 
other incorporated cities and towns, it any, in the ter-
ritory atrected.tls are not now supplied ~th light and 
power .. 

~2. The application ot Great ~estern Power Company 
tor such certiticate is hereby denied, without prejudice 
to a fUrther application, as to the county or Marin, the 
district now served by the Calirornia Telephone and ~ight 
Company (except the southern end of Sonoma Va.lley 1:1. and 
about Shellville, as to which the certitic~te is granted), 
the district now served by the Cloverdale ~1ght ~d Power 
Company, the district now served by the Napa Valley 
Z1~ctric CO:::lpany, the district now served by the Vallejo 
ElectriC LiGht ~d Power Company except in so far as af-
fects the sale or light or power to the city ~or ~un1cipal 
purposes ~d to the vallejO Electric Light and Power 
Company, to which extent the application is granted, end 
the district now served by the Vacaville ~ater ~d L1ght 
Company and any other portions ot Sono:r:l.e., Napa and. Solano 
counties as to which the application is not granted .. ~ 
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Considerable cont~oversy resulted over the proper 1n-

terpret~tion to be given to the words ~eistriet now served by the 

California Telephone end Light Company~ ~s used in the COmmission's 

order ot June 18, 1912'1 end it' the issues berore us in this p:-o-

ceeding are to be decided it is necessary to determine the meaning 

of these words. 

We are a1ded in this by reviewing DeCision No. 214, 

dated September 7,1912, (1 C.R.C. 507} wherein the Co~ssion ex-

pressed itselt on ~ si~lar matter. It appears that one 

Phillip nutt'y, in behalf ot hiI:lsel!, C!le. neighbors, :-esiding in 

Napa Valley, Napa County, in the general vic1nity or wbe:-e both 

Napa Valley Eleet:-1c Company and Great Western Power Company were 

operating, petitioned the Co=mission :or an inte=pretat1on of that 

portion or its order in Case Ro. 269, Pacific Gus ~d Electric 

Company vs. Great ~estern Power Company, which grants to Great 

Western Power Company per.c1ssion to tr~~it and distribute elec-

t:-1cal energy in the City of Napa and 1n ~l other sections ot 

Napa County outs1de ot incorporated c1t1es ~d t07.nS other than tbe 

"district now served by Nspa Valley Electr1c Co:pany_" The Co:-

miSSion in passing on the pro~er lnte~retation to be given to the 

words "district now servGd by Napa Valley Electric Company," ~ong 

other t~i~gs, stated as tollows: 

"In det1ning the l~ege used in this Co~1ss10n~s 
order ot June 18, 1912, the Co~lss10n 1s not to be 
understood as 1~t1ng the district served by the ~apa 
Valley Electric Company to the actue1 cons~ers of 
electricity trom its l1nes on June 18, 19l2. L perso: 
who on tbat date was ~ot taking electriCity :1ght never-
thclesc be liv1ng in the general district which was 
served by said Co~?any. This district consists 0: the 
Nepa Valley, with certain li~lts to the north ~d to 
the south." 

It is clear, ~om the ~oregoine op1nion, ~hat the Co:-

=ission had 1n ~nd ~t the time ot 1t~ order or June 18, 1912, that 

the ~ea served by California Telephone and Light Company was not. 
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l~ted to the actu~l con~ero of electricity trom its lines on 

that d~te, but e~braced also those prospective consumers in the 

weenercl d1$trict~ of the co~pcny·= operations. It is appa.~nt, 

t~en, that it service ~as being rendered by California Telephone 

end Light CompD.:lY on Or cetore .Tu:l.e 16, 1912, Within the "general 

distr1ct~ which includeo the area in dispute in this proceeding, 

naQely, thct area hereto!'ore described as being &long the Todd 

School Road mld llano ~~venue extene.i::.g trOtl Phillips .i! .. venue to the 

L. C. Cnopius house, such Wgeneral d1strict~ w~s closed to Great 

Western ?ower Company under the provisions of the Co~ission.s 
order or said date. 

Test~o~y in the earlier proceedi~ (Case No. 299 end 

~pp1ication No. 35, TT. p. 571) mcde a part ot the eVidence 

in this proceeding (Tr. p. 95, L. 17 to p. 96, L. 2) shows that 

Calitornia Telephone and Light Co~any had electriC raci1ities 

in operation as tar south as Ressel Station by ~erch 23, 1912. 

Also, testimony in the present proceeding shows that Calitornia 
m 
·elephone and Light Compa:y extended its eleotric facilities on 

Friesen Lane (road e~te~1ns into Todd School Roed and des1gneted 

as such on Exhibit No.1) to serve Mr. Friese:l. at or about the 

s~e time the extension ot facilities was ~de to Zessel Station, 

that is, during the Winter ot the years 1911 and 1912 (T:r. p. 90, 

L. 12, to p. 91. L. 25; p. 92, L. 5 to16, :nd p. 96, L. 17 to 29, in-

clusive). Careful consideration of the evidence presented in this 

case leaves no doubt in the mind ot the Co~ssion but what ser-

vice was being rendered on Friesen Lane on or betore June 18, 1912. 

That F:::"iesen Lane is in the same ~ge~eral district" as the above 

tlentioned area in dispute cannot be denied. 

We rind, rrom the evidence presented in this proceeding, 

that the te:-r1tc-:'Y along Todd School Road end Llano Avenue, trotl 
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Phillips ~venue to the L. C. C~opius house, is within that terri-

tory tor which a certit1cate or public convenience end necessity 

was denied to G~eat Western Power Company by the Commission's 

order or June 18, 1912, (Dec1sion No. l07} and that Great Western 

Power Company proceeded in violation or said order in extending 

its facilities, on or about August 28, 1928, into said area along 

Tod.d Sehool Road c.nd Llano Avenue, tro::::. Phillips i"venue to the 

L. C. Cnopius house. The order herein shal~ provide that Great 

~estern Power Company re::::.ove its electric facilities rro::::. and 

i~ed!etely cease ::::.ak1ng extensions into such above described 
area. 

ORD!:R 

Pacific Gas and Electric Co:pany end Cal1tor=1a Tele-

phone and Light Co~pany having tiled a complaint with this Commis-

sion against Great Western Power Company and having aSked this 

Co~ss10n to ::::.ake its order directing ~d compelling Great 

Western Power Co::::.p~y to re::::.ove its el~ctric lines trom, and 

cease making extensions into, the ~ea along Todd School Road and 

Llano Avenue to the L. C. Cnopius house; public hearings having 

been held and the Commission finding as a tact that such area is 

a part of the district served by California Telephone and Light 

Company on or before June 1S, 1912, and, basi:cg its conclusions 

on the foregoing finding of tact ~d on the further findings and 

statements specified in the opinion which precedes this order, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Great ~estern Power Company 

or California tmQediately cease and desist tro::::. making extensions 

into the ~ea de~cribed herein as along the Todd School Road and 

Llano Avenue from Phillips ~venue to the L. C. Cnopius house, 

epproximately eight thousand feet. 
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IT IS EEBEBY ?rrRJXZR ORDE..'I\ZD that Great Western Power 

Company ot Cel1to~n1a re~ove its electric l1nes trom sa1d above 

described area within e period ot not less than s1xty (60) days 

trom the date or thi~ order except that this shall not apply to 

any ot such raclli ties the.t Calito::c.1a Telephone a:ld L1gb. t Com-

pany may purchase trom defendant tor the rendering ot serv1ce to' 

consumers or prospective consuners in this area. 

For ell other purposes, the ertective date ot thi~ 

order shall be twenty (aO} days tro~ and ctter the d~te hereof. 
Dated 

ot_~ 

P';;;.... 
If( day at san Frenci~co, Calitornia, this 

, 1929. 

/' 
Cox:c.1ssioners. 


