 BETORE TEE RATLROAD CAMTSSION /Ay [T
"0 THE STATZ OF GARIFOENIA |1} L]

.fIn the Matber of the Apbllcauion of ERIR (R
‘HATT MOON BAY LIGHT & POVER COUPANY- ) ‘ fpp. Yo d29.

for.permission to increase its rates.:
~ :for service supnlied to d.B & AT
4ST0V“ COMEANY R C e

. THELEY and LOVELAND, Commissiomers:

' QPINION ON APPLICATION FOR REHEARTNG. . - =

E. B & A. L. Stone company has filed an applica*ion
| u for a renearing in this prOceeding In its applicaﬁio'“ R
"freheaxing Z.B. & A T. Stone Company claims that ‘t;he order "‘of" ‘
ke commission made in this nroceeding on uovember 27 1914, s
"fizlng the rates at which Ealf‘Moon.Bay Li*ht an& Power “ompan
‘shall charge for power snvblled to-E B & A. L. Stone COmpan
is unlawful for verious reasons. | E B. & A. B.rstone coméany""“ 
v.states as one of 1ts grounds fbr seeking a rehearing that 'H
the rates flxed by the Gommission are for the servnce of powerﬁ'
for the veriod oz one year, and that no rates are flxe& for the
servxce of power for a less period.- The Stone COmpanyf'vident- '
1y has in nin& the demand charges fixea by the Commissioﬁ: poNf:”
-4 b331s of E.ﬁ. of connectea 1oad ner-year-“ These chargeé  how

eVer,can, o* course, be Pro rated into periods for,zessw h‘




stallea at the 2ilarcitos plant, wbich were not considered by )

the perties actuslly testing the- transfomer 10°s a.t this pomt.
- The Stohe coz:many is mistaken in this claim‘ : The trans:t‘ormer T
'loss nsed by'the commiseion is not that shown by these tests, f ﬁ 

but wes determincd efter careful analysis of all the testimonyﬁf

and exh:.bits introducea in - 'bh:‘is prOceeding.. e | i

We do not believe i‘i: is necessary to conxment npon the
other grounds upon whlch,the Stone company'basea its application
for rehearing, and we accordingly recammenaed that the‘applicatian%

for rehearing be denmed.

0 R. D E, B

5. B. & L. T Stone Company hwving apnlied to this
commlssion for 8 rehearing in this proceeding, and the commisw
s;on.being of the opiniorn that no. good cause exists why a re-

hearing shoul& be had.--

It IS HER“BY ORDHRED that-said application for rehear- A‘

ing be, and the same is hereby denied.

The foregoing 0p1nion an& order are hereby approved an
ordered filed as the opinion an& order of the:Railroaa commission'
of the' Stete of Celifornie. R e U

Dated at’ San Francisco,‘california, this_z %

| December, 1914..'“

——someeTomTs




