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Case !ro. soe 

Case No. 538 

Ca.se Bo .. 967 

Milton S. U'Ren and D. L. Beard for Napa. 
Vall~y Electric Company. 

~. C. Meyeretein for Calistoga Electric 
Company. 

'EDG:::RTON! Commissioner 

OPINImr ON AP?LICATION :FOR REB:EARING 

The mtl.teriELl gro'lmds set up in tb.1s Ilpp1icc.tion 

for rehearing are that the Cot:ll:lission waz influenced in 

~ing its Order by a. report of its engineers, the conten~s 

of which report were ~ever disclosed to the oompanies in­

terested and. thorefore no op:'!ortuni ty was given to meet 

either the statement of fllots or the opinions contained in 

such report .. 
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Also it is contonded that while the Commission 

has power to £ix rates regard.less of'contracts for $ pub­

lic utilit.1 service between the public utility and its 

consumers, it' has no such power to fix ra.tes for electr1-

cel service rendered b1 one comp~ to another, particu­

larly ~here a contract exists evidencing an agreem~t ~$ 

to $uch rates. between such oompanies. 

This matter was set d.own for a. hear1:ag and e.t 

such hearing the report o£ tho engineers of this Commis­

sion, inspection of which had. theretofore been denie~ the 

ps.r t 1es herein .. was put in evidence And. :Mr. ArtJ:,:llr F. 

Br1dge~ one of the Comc1seion's eloctrical engineers, who 

:lad.e tt1s report, was ;91aced upon the wi tnes3 ztSlld. and 

f~ll opportunity was given petitioners to examine and cr038-

examine Mr. Bridge. 

At the suggestion of petitioners the hearing was 

adjourned to give opportunity for a. study of this report. 

~harea.fter st the cdjourned hearing petitioners ~ounced 

that they d.id not des1re to contest this report. ~et1-

tioners introduced no evidence nor made any ergument ~ieh 

was at all oonvincing that the Order of the Commission here­

tofore made should be ~1ther modified or a~ulled. 

As to the oontention of petitioners that e oom-

~an1 whioh furnishes electric energy to ano~her com~~ 

~or eompensation i3 not w1 thin the jurisd.iction of tb,13 

Commiss1on sS to t~e rata to be charged for such serviee~ 
" 

it will be sufficient to oall sttention to the ~rovieion$ 

of a pert of SubS"e~tion ebb) of Section 2 of the Publie 

Utili ti"es Act as follows: 

~ * * ~ * * ~the=more, when aDY ~erson or 
oor:poration perfoX'Ill3 a:rq service or de­
livers any co~o~ity to any ,crson or 
persons, ~riv$te corporation or co~ora­
t1ons, mun1ci~ality or other political 
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subd.1 vigion o:f' the :tate" whic h in turn either 
direct17 or in~irectly. mediately or immediate­
ly" perfo:rm such servi ce or de liver suc h com­
modity to or for the pu~lic or some ~ortion 
thereof" euch :!?Grson. or :persons." private cor­
poration or corporations and each thereof is 
hereb7 declarea to be a ~ublic utility and to 
be suojeet to the jurisdiction control and 
regulation of the commiSSion and to the ~ro-
visions of this act.~ ~ 

Petitioners sell electric energy to another com­

pa.:cy which in turn selle this energy to a la.rge :!!l::lm.ber of 

conoumers' and the contention thct the Commission bes no 

juriSdiction 07er the r~te charged by potitioners for the 

electric eervice to this other comp~ny i3 without merit. 

I recommend that the petition for rehearing be 

denied" snd submit the follo;~ '!or~ of Order: 

Pet.1 tion ho.V1ng beon made to this COtrmlissioll for 

an Order granting a rehearing in the c.'bove ent1 tled ms.t'terz 

and s hearing having been had on such petition and the matter 

submitted. ana the Comcission being ~lly adVieed in the 

1'remises 

IT IS EE?.EBY O!m~ EY TEE RAI!2.0.A:D COwaSSION 

o~ TEE STATE O~ CAIl~O?Z!A that tor the reszons set out in 

the !orego1ng Opinion" this petition is hereb~ denied. 
The toregoing Opinion and Order ere hereby $P-

~roved and ordered filed as t~e Opinion and Order of the 

Railroad. Commiszion of the State of California. 

:Dated at ,se.:l Francisco. California. 
this ;t( fB. day o~ l!~ •. 1917.. 


