Decision No.

% THE RAILROAD COIZIISSION OF TZE STATE OF CALIFORNILZ.
Y

uJ.‘...’

Complzinant,

Si% JOLGUIN TIGET AND POWER COR- é

S0RLDION,

Defendant. é

J. b. Zinman and Jackson lMahon, for
Complainant.

C. P. Cutten, for Defendant.
>

CAER, Commissioner:

02IXIOX

Compicinent, by a somewhat informal complaint

~ Ty
recovery Sfrom San Jozcuin Light end Power Corporation’ of
ifference bvetween the 2mount actuclly naid for power dur
tatutory period for which repcrations msy be awerded
omount whlch would nave heen nald on the bas
neasurezents under the optioncl nrovicions of Schedule P-
June, 1932, at complainont’s request, & demand zeter wes in
g0 there iz nothing here Involve
Schedule P-L 15 of
nhors
of motor instailicotions ¢ ' ¢ schedule wnder which complainant
a5 oLlled. This schedule, during the period here involved,

carrled the following




"The obove rate snd minimum choree moy de vased
orn E.P. of maximum Gemand instezd of £.P. of conncebed
lozd, in Wnkcn cose thne mexinum &emend shzll not be
lecs thon 50% of <the rated cetive comnected load and
not less than 20 Z.P."

This 1s, eff
to & particulor Industrial consux

veculiar chsrccteristies e} With ¢

wdventageous to the con-

zaximun denend.

Complainant 1 e »r {rox the delfendar
oné has gradually increased the load [rom 25 horsepower to
170 horsepower t Zs conceded thet its wills would have
lower under the meximum demand basic Ing tasn undéer

conneceted 1load vasiz.

Tee San Jozguin Company has & rule Ho. 19 dealing with

g b

optionzl rotes which, 20 for as here medericl, reads oo foll
TTaere “here are 1two or more schedules zpplicadle to

any class of service, the coxmpony or Lts auv thorized employees
will call ag nl;ch*u~s attention, ot the time aspplication iz
nzde, O the sever uChCQ"‘Cu, ané the consumer must desiz-
nate waica rote or s¢hedule ne cesires.

"In the event o; e zdoption oy tae comnunj oL new or
oot*onal sehedules or rotes, the conpsny will toke °uch

neLSUTeS 25 may ve practicable to advise those of ; ts ¢con-

sumors wno may be affected thet such new or optional rzies
are effective.

1T +he event thobt z consumer Cesires o toke scrvice
wader a Cifferen®t schedule than thet under which he Is being
served, the chenge will become effective for cervice rendered
olver tnn nexs rc~u;"“ zeter rngd;nb following %the dave of
notlce to the co*nanf, excent, “owovcr, the company iy not
be reguircd O maXe ¢ chunrc *n “he schedule after the first
charge until 12 months of service hos been readered under th
sehedule “hen in effect y TR

mne Commission hos hoé occasion o consider

- . - - -

15het Dy other utilities (Vesmon vs. Sowthern




Ges Co., O4 CLR.C. 46;

Go5 Co., ©5 C.R.C. 1325 Eaover Co. Vve. Log fnseles Oos & Tlectric Co.,

e

55 C.R.C. 137; Teoghmienl Gns Co. vs. ZSouthern Cnilifo

2$ held tnot o violation of the rule »y thc

)
3
b

35 C.R.C. 764) ené

| ¥

tility, under certoin circumctonces, eantitled the consumer ©o

o Aes b

H

enzrniions.

Thiz rule has-been cnd should e comstrued strictly

L)

agoinct the wtlility ocxd in favor of The consumer. Iven taough thus

consvrucd there Lo no covidence nere of Ltz vieolation. Complainont

}—l

applicd for service nany yesrs ago, sisming ot the time 2 contract

o g i iz

referring specifical
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There acve veen nO changes
in rates or schaecdules to bring the rule into »lsy. No rocuest to

mOve over w0 tne moximunm demmnd option hes beca refused, but when

-y

thls chonce was recuested o moximum demend meter was Instolled.

o e g

-, - L]

Lssuvaing, slthoucsh not nolding, thot & varying przetice by the Compeny

b

oévising some but not other comsumers of the advantages of the
option would be o violation of the rule, there 1s no evidence of
any such prazctice. Im effect, the complazinant cloims thot Jhe
Compzny in & few Instamces nas made retroactive cldfustments of power

ills to reflect charges under the moximum demand option, znd thal

+ne Compeny should ve reguired to make & similar adfustment here.

“Zon for finding en wnlowful application of the schedule end rule

as %0 “he complairent, ror are suckh adlfustments Justificztion for
n

or diseriminotory. There is, therefore, under the record oo ueTe




evy oppro

ner

¢ in the a2bvove catitled
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