o OmIGHNAL

OBE TEE RATIROAD COMMISSION OF TES STATE OF CATIFORNIL

CITY OF PORTERVILIE, &
::mnicipe.l coxrporation,
Complainant
ve - Case No. 966

. CENTRAL CALIFORNIA GAS
COURANTY, a coxporation,

Defentant .

George Murrey, for the City of Porterville,
Lester G. Burnett, and €. S. S. Porney,

for Delondent.

Lomm , Commissioner.

OPINION

The complaint in this cese it directed against
the rates ckarged dy Centrsl Califormia Gas COmﬁény Loxr
artificisl gee distributed and sold by £t to the City of
Rorterville and to the inhabitants thereof, woick retes




com:plainan‘t_ alleges are excessive end mnreasonsble.
Complainant Pfurther alleges thot the ges supplied by
.'de:tendan‘b in Porterville is of inferior quality, and that
by resson of seid inferiority iz quelity the irhobitents
of jtb.e- City of Porterville axe required to pay more for
gds gsupplied by defendant than they should pay 1f sald |
gas was oX stanlsrd quality. It is further allegoed

iz the complaint, although the pﬁ.zpose of the allegation
18 not apparent, that defondant has cessed to manufacture
ges in the locsl plant which 1t scquired from the Home
Ges Compeny ,qf ?ortorvill'e. The complaint furthor sets
Loxt the fact that the gas supplied by defendant in the
City of Rorterville is memufaotured in defendent’s plant

in the City of Tisalie and is transmitted to Porterville,

a éistance of gpproximately 32 miles, at high pressure,
éb.é complaint alleges that by reason of said bigh pres-
sure the consumers of defendant in Poxterville are re-
quired to pay for large quantities of 2ir as well as gas.

The Commisgsion is askoed to direct that defen-
dent be required to mgh e better quality of gas in
the City of Porterville, that the Commission regulate
the high pressure used by defendant and that the Commis-
sion f£ix the rates to be chorged by defendont for ges
su@pliea by it in ssif city.

Central California Ges Company in 4its snswer
$0 the compla.iﬁ't, herein denles each and every




allegdtion constituting & cause of complaint and asks
for dismissai oL said complaiﬁt. "

4 yublic hearing was held im 4zdis proceeding
gt Porterville on. Septémber 18, 1916, at whickh time City
~ Attorney Guymgmnpp;who signed the complsint, wes not
present exd m:.'George_mnrray; Deputy €1ty Attorney,
although he wasfnot familiai with the case, appesred Lor
the City. . .

The gas system of Central Californie Gas Com-
LT, Ingofar ss 1t 15 Involved in thic proceeding, con-
-slsts of an o1l gas gemerating plant located in the City
of Visalia, a transmission pipe line approximetely 32
rmiles"iﬁ length from the Visalisa plant to the City of

Porterville, and s distribution systex Iin the last named

- mundeipality. |
The prosent rates charged by defendsnt Zor

artificial gaarsnppiied by it 4n the City of Porterville,

wzich rates are wnlformly enforced over the entire tor-

ritory served by dofendont, sve as Zollows:




Amount } Rate Discount = XNet Rate

Vi ndoam &1. S .25 & .75
FMrst 1 000 Cu.?t. 25 1.50
204 1 000 Cun.?t. «25 L.25
3rd L 000 Cu.rt. .25 1.15
4th 1 000 Cu.Ft. «20 1.00
5%¢h 1000 Cu.?t. . . «85
6t2 to 20th 1,000 :

Cu.Pt. oackh - .85
2lst to 40%th 1,000 ' ‘ |

Cu.lt. each » 75
4Tet to 60th.1 »000" : '

Cu.. ezc¢h - : . 50
Eack additional 1 OOO '
. C‘U.-Ft- _ -50

Discounte are made only i€ the
rroceding monthe Hill 12 paid
or. or before the 10th of the
current month.

Xo eviaénce was fatroduced by coﬁplainant waioh .
could reasoxnably be ascumed to elther estabdlish or support
the contention of the City of Dorterville that the rates
of defendant are unreasonsble axd excessive, or that the
service in gemeral is not adequate snd proper, and, ines-
;ch a3 o investigation.p&&e by engineexrs of the COmﬁié-
sion has developed the fact that defendant's businese is
economileally and efficiently handled, and that the avexr-
ege rate per thousend cubic Zeot of gas sold by defendant




is less than that of sny other ges system in the State
simiiérly’situated, thore is no reason or Justification
for the assumption at tbis time that the rates 6£ defen-
dant are either excessive or unreasonsble.

Compleinant is spparently laboring under the
misepprehension that the transmission snd distribution
of high pressure gas necessarily involves the intro&ﬁq-
tion of air ix the gas mains of the utility. This,
obviously, is not the case, and, while it Is possib;o that
adr may enter the pime linoe of & ges compeny at the
works or in coxmxection with the comstructlion and repair
of street mains, it 1s exceedingly'unnsual to £4ind a;.in-
stance where the quentity of 2ir in o gas systen is suf-
Picient to be noticeable excent ﬁpon snalysise. Tests
which have boen made 2t the Commission’s ladoratory of
gas produced in the Tisslie plent do not Justify the
contention of complainant thaet air ﬁas been Iintroduced
in matexrisl quentities at the works, and there is nothing
in the evidence whickh woﬁid indicate thot air is inx:o-

duced after it leaves the works.

Thile tho complaint slleges oad dofenlant ad-
mits that gae menufocture bas been discontinued in the

Porterville plant, the result o2 this change in opera-
ting conditions has been of distinet sdvantage to the
ges consumers in the City o Portierville. It 1s oY=
vious that the greatest economy mmder conditions exieting




in the territory supplied by defendant cen be obtained
through the operation of one central plant 8o situated
that 1t can serve seversl communities witkh = consequent
reduction of operating costs and fixed charges, and
Centrsl California Gas Company is entitled to credlt for
having reduced.‘ the average cost of gas in Porterville
from about $1.40 per thousand oubic Ffeet to & trifle less
than $1.13 per thousand cubdblc feot within o period of
less then four years. _ |

Fo.é the reasons w@xich I have already indicated,
I recommend thet the complaint be dismissed and submit
the £ollowing form of order:

ORDER

A public hearing having been held in the

gbove entitled proceeding and the same having been swb-
mitted -and being now roady for decision,

I? IS EEREBY ORDERED thst the complaint here-
in be and the same is hereby_?dismiesea..




The foregoing opinion and ordexr are .here"by
approved and ordered filed as the opinion and order of
tho Redlroad Commission of the State of CaliZornis.

Dated ot Sen Freneisco, Californis, this 2né
day of Neperber 1916. -

COMIISSIONERS.




