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BERORE THE RAIIROAD COMMISSICN OF THE STATE OF CA&‘-O NIA.

Decigion No.“

ETTE N vorsizaq.

CITY OF ROSEVILIE, a
runicivel corxrporstion,

Complainant,

a

Caco No. 890.

VS«

PACIFIC GAS & BIECTRIC
COMPANY, o corporation,

Defendant.

s et N A M AN s S

Jemes B. Gidbson, City Attorney, for
complainant.
Charles P. Cutten for defendent. -

BY 08 COT’\II“»SION

OPINTION.

’

Thé"complaint of the City of Roseville, & munici-
rality offthe'siith class in Placer County, alleogoes, among
other ma.'b'ter.,, thot defeondant, Pacific Gas and Tlectric Com-

‘vnuny, ras been for the last five years, and still 19, engaged
. in thc business of supplying the Lnnooltants of the City of

“osevnllc with olectric energy; that except as to & few of
ite: customers epplicant has installed no meters, but is basing

ts charges upon a system of flat rates; that the charges

made by defendant to its customers in the City of Roseville have

been maaevwithout regard to other customers of the same class

and heve been wnequael, unfelr end discriminatory botween ite

“ .
customers and users of the same class- The defendant, by

1




Ei

its answer, admits that most of 1ts cusﬁomers in the City of Rose-
ville are being supplied and charged on & flat rate basis, but
denies that {15 retes have boen fixed without regard to the charges
mede to other consumers of the seme class; and denles that its
charges to its comsumers in the City of Roseville haeve been unegqual
or unfair or discriminatory between its customexrs or users of the
same class.

A.pgblic hearing was held in the City of Roseville on
January 14, 1916. From the evidence 1% appears that the City of
Roseville owns snd operates an electric distridbuting system parallel-
ing defendsnt's system throughout the city. The e¢ity's consumers
sre 81l metered. The city's rate for ligkting and domestiic uses
is 5¢ per K.,W,.I-I. for the first 100 K.W.H. and 3¢ per K.W.H. in
excess of 100 K.W.H. per month, witk no minimum charge end its
power rate is ¢ flat with & minimum of 50¢ per horse power per
month. The evidence furthor showed that defendant receives on an
average less than 2¢ per K.W.H. for enexgy furnished by it in the
City of Roseville on & flat rate basis. .

~ from the evidence

It ie spperent/that the CIty of Roseville XIxRxERXM—

' pxawsookk 1s not appearing in
behelf of its oitizens, &c consumers of the &efenddnt, and ask-
ing to have the rales ostablished upon & metered basis for the
benefit of suchk consumers; bdut it is.in effect ssking this Com-
migsion to force the defondsnt to alter its basis of charges,
not because the present rates ere too high, but because they are
to0 1oW.

Yot one of the defendant’s 200 consumers appesxed to
protest against the existing retes of the defondant. ALl of
them &re ayparently satisfied with these rates. In other words,

the City of Roseville is not appesring in this case in behalf of

any consumexrs of defondant, nor is it, itself, a consumer. In




other words, the City has no reletionship to the defendsnt except
thet of & competitor:: of the defondant witbin the City of Rose-
ville. As far as the defendant’s obligations are concerned, the
City is en entire stranger %o the defendant. If any existing or
intending consumexs of the defendant desire %0 complain of defendant,
they dan easily do so. ’

Under the facts hereinm disclosed, the complaint should
be dismissed. R |

THE CITY OF ROSEVILIE having filed & compleint with
the Bailrosd Commission sgainst PACIPIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY,
s corporstior, reguesiing this Commission to eatablish feir and
reasoneble metered rates to be charged and collected by defendant,
end to order end require defendent to install meters Zoxr the pur-
pose 0f measvuring electric energy supplied to its several cus-
tomers in said City of Roseville, end a public hearing having been
held thereoxn &t which both oral and written evidence was intro-

duced, and the Commission finding that complainant'a.interest

{5 not such as to Justify this Commdi ssior in entertaining the

coxrplaint,
17 TS EEREBY ORDERED that the cbove entitled proceeding

be and the same is hereby dismissed. 4}4
Dated st San Francisco, Californis, this A/ = day of

Pobruary, 1916e.

Commissioners




