
CITY OF ROSEVILLE, a 
munici~el corporation, 

vs. 
:PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC 

Complainant " 

COM]? ANY, a. corporation, 
Defendant. 
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CtlSG.No. 890. 

James B. Gibson, City .~ttorney, for 
compla.inant. 

Charles P. Cutten 'for defendant. 

:BY TEE C01~fJ:SSION. 

Thecomple.int of the City of Rosoville, s munio1-
~ 

pality of the sixth class in Placer County, allegos, a.mong . 
other matters, tht\.t d.efend.ant, Pa.oifio Gas s.nd Electrio Com-

p~ny, llas 'been for t:a.e la.st five yO$.l'S, $lld still is, engaged 

. in the businoss of supplying tho :tnJ:ls.~ci tants of the City of 

'?osovillc with olectric energy; 'chat except as to c. fow of 
its.' customers applicsnt has installoa. no metors, but is ba.sing 

its chargos upon :l system of flat rates; that the charges 

made by defendant to it·s customers in the City of Roseville have 

been mad.e'.wi thout regs.:rd. to other cu.stomers ot the same class 
and heve been UllequaJ., unfair and. discriminatory bo'tween its 

c'O.stomors and. usors of the same cla.ss-
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ita. answe:r, admits that most of its cus.t.omers in the City of Roae-

v111e~ are being supplied and charged on a tlat rate bae1sp but 

denies tils.t its rc.te8 have been fixed Without regard to the eharge.a 

me.de t,o other consumers of the se.me class; and denie's that its 

charges to its c onS'\lIners in the City of Roseville: ha.V6" been un$qual. 

'or ~a1r or discriminatory between its. custome-rs: or users of the 

88JllO Cl8.8.S .• 

A public hearing was held in the City of Roseville on 

January 14, 1916. From the evidence it appears thAt the Cit.,. of 

Roseville owns and operates an electric distributing system. pa.re.l1el-

ing defendant's system tllrc>ughout the city. 
Sl"e all :latered. ~e. City's rat,!: for lighting and domes.tiC' use'S. 

is Sf per K .. W.H. for the first 100 X.W.R. and 3( perX.Yl .R. in 

exC'oSs o~ 100 K.W.R. per month,. w:tth no m1nim'WD. charge and 1 ts 

p~wer rate is 3/ flat with a min1mum of 50¢ per horse power per 

month. ~he eVidence further showed that defend.ant receives on an 

average less than 2( per X.W.E. for energy furnished by it in the 

City of Roseville on.a flat rate basiS. 
froc the evidence 

It is s,plE-1"ent/that the city of Roseville' .~ . 
. 

~~t:to:cxxxxxf:t is not appearing i:o. ' 

behalf of its o1ti~en~, as consumers of the defendant, and ask-

ing'. to hs.ve the rates established upon a metered ba.s~s for the· 

benefi~ of such consumers; but it is.1n effect asking this Com-

mission to force the def~ndant to alter its 'basis, of o'he.rges. 

not because the present ra.tes are to~ b1gh~ but beoause they are 

too. low .. 
Not one of the defendant 'e 200' consumers, appeared to' 

prot.est against the exist1ng re.tes ot the def&I:.clant. All of 

th6m are apparentlY satisfied wlth these rates. In other worda. 

the City of Roseville is not appearing in this case in behalf ot 

e:tJ.y oonsumers of defendant, nOr is it,. itself,. a;. consumer. In 
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other woru. the. <::i ty has no re·le..tionship to the d.afend.e.nt exeept 

that of a competitor: .. : of the defendant within the C1 ty of Rose-

ville .• As. fs:r a.s the defendantl's obligations' are concerned~ the 

c:ity is an entire stranger to the defencIa.nt.. If a:JlY existing ,or 

intending conSUlXl&lB of the ddendant d.esire to eompla.1n of d.&fendant.,· 

they ean easil.y do so .. 
Under the facts herein disclosed, the compla.int should 

be di smiaa&d. 

ORDER ..... ----
!BE' CITY OF ROSEVIL!~ having filed a comple1nt With 

tho Railroad crommission against PACIFIC 'GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

a corporation, requesting this CommiSSion to establish fair and 

reasonable metered. ra.tes to 'b e chargecl and collected. by d.efendant. 

and to order and require d.efendant to install. metere !or the llUX'-

llose of measuring electric energy su~plied to its several cUS-

tomers in said City of Rose,ville., and a. public hearing having been 

held thereon e.t which both ora.l and written e:videnCttl was intro-

duced. and. the C()mmission finding tb.a.t complainant'S: interest 

is not sueh as to justify this Commission in ente'rtaining the: 

complaint. 
I~ IS HEREBY ORDEEED that the ebove entitled proceeding 

be and the same is hereby die:misse-d. 
Dated at Sa.:c. Francisco, Cs.lifornis., this 

'i>/. ).1 - da.y of 

J!'ebruar~ • 1916. 

Commi s si oners 


