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PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTIRIC COMPANY,
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Defendant

APPEARANCES:
CHARLES A. GRAY For Complsinsnt
CHARLES P. CUTDEN For Defexdant

3Y TZE COMMISSION

OPINIONXN

The issue 1ﬁ this procecding 18 as to whether
the defendant company shall be reguired to extond its
distribution linee a distance oL between eight and nine
hundred feet across complainant's private property ;n‘
Seuts Clers County nesr Ios Altos, in order that 1t may

gerve complainant with electric energy for residexnce




Wghting and for the operation of a pumping motor.

Compleinant alleges thet the defendant compsany has ro-
fused to meke such extensior unless its cost, eatimated

at £167.40,be sdvenced by complelnsnt, althougk prior

to Fovexber, 1913, & similar extension was made by the
company &% itz own expense for s distance of spproximato-
1y 2000 feot alomg & privete xoad to sorve a pumping plant
on the Burke Estate. This line .is sdjacont to the
property of the complaizant. Complainsnt Lurther sl-
legos that he is willing ‘o gunarsntee any reasonadle min-
imom revemme which the Commission may £ind to be necessary
iz order <thet the compary's inveetment In the proposed line
mey be Justifiof eud asks for an order requiring the re-
zoval of the allegod disecrimization sgeinst complainant by
reason oI the grenting of o gimilar line, without charge,
to the Burke Estete, and elgo seks that the required ser-
vice be granted t0 complainant ot regular rates and upon
no othor condition then the guarantee of a reasosadle min-
Imum.

Defondant's asnswor admite 1ts refusal 10 sexve
the complainant as requested unless the ¢og%t o2 the necee-v
sary fscilities, le;as that of transformers and meters and
the firet 100 feet o2 line, be paild by the complainent.
The answer alleges that the estimated revenumo which would
be obtained throughk this extensioz 42 not sufficlent to re-
swlt in a falr not return on the entire cost of the exters

sion and aslks that the coxpleint bo 4dismissed.




4 public hearing was hell 1n'this matter at San
Jroacisco on Qcvover &, 1917 Dbefore Exuminer Zmcell, at waickh
vime tho cace was submitted 218 is now ready for decicion.

Iz opposing cémplainant's epplication Zor service
the company relies uwpon the Commission'’s decicion Number
2879 in Case 683, Volume 3, page 372, Opinions end Orders

ol 4ze Rallrosd Commission of the S4tate o Califlorninm, ir .

waich the Zollowing rule regarding service conmeciions is

e3tadlisked.

2ULE 13.

"Awater, zas, electric or teleokone
ueility which operstes upon, unler

or ulong any pubdblic street, high-

way, alley, lesue or road skall at

ive own expense Install e service
conxeciion of normal size to the
property lire or eurd line of proper-
Ty abutting upou said pudblic street,
2ighway, allsy, isnme or road or 1o

suech polinvy on tze consumer’s premises
&8 the utlility muy sgree upon . Tae
term Tservice conrectiont, as nerein
used, gaall ZInclude water and ges
pipes, electric end telephone wires,
water, gas unl clectric moters, clec-
wric transformers, ges regulaters,
Telephone instrumorts and eppurtenances.
v Sublect to review by tke Ralilroad Com-

ission, a weter, ges, ocleciric or tel-

ephone utility may refuse <o make s
service ccourection if it bellieves +ns%
tae service will not be uzed in <he
reaszonabvly immediste future.”

The delendant spporently meaxes the assuxption +thet irsusmuchk

as the Commission has ordered thnt %ho utility shell extent itz

: service at least to the hovndary line of property with is contignow
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to its existing lires, the converse iaz true, namely, o=t
iz 0o case may tze utility be reouired to extend its linés
8cross 3uck privuate vroperty. This conclusion in thls re-
gard does nov logically follow from the vremises.

There =re, however, certals circumstsnces iz con-
nection wite lineg on private proderty wiich iz some
instances might warrsnt the utility in refusing to corstruct

av 1ts oma expense. Tre owrershipy of the poles iz~
sofar as they nay be concidered o be permarently sttached
W the real esztete, unless protected by a right=of-way
contract or other agreement, might bde sdjudpd to puse to

tee owxer of vhe propertye.

There is, however, no es3tneisl diffarence hotween
8 line constructed ox o private right ¢f way and whick may
be extended for the service of the vublic =né a line waieh
iz consvructed upon a pudblic highway. Iu either case the
principel concidersation Ls ac to whethexr the prospective
revenve will warract the necessa&y invegtment.

The evidence herein indicates that the complaiz-
ent is ready and willing to grent 2 right of way along the

lixe of his proverty o the point viere service is regquired

and from vthere 1o 2 point on the courty roald mown as "Rob-
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Jede gremze'; Lrom whence further extersions may de made
for the service of prospective consumers located along
this roed. It is also shown that there are no other
cross roads in this vieinity and that 1‘:‘.’ in the future
dbusizess ig Qeveloped a.:!.ong' said county roed this is &
naturel route for the compsny to follow. It 18 admitted
that there are no immediate prospects L£or the development
of dbusgiress ir this particeunlar locelity. This, however,
hes no materiel bearing on the present proceed.i;:g ivap-
mich a8 the complainant has expressed bic willingress to
guarentee any anuuval revemume which the Commiesion mey find
to be reasonable, theredby insuring that this extenslon, 1f
constructed, will be self supporting.

In enswering the complainant’™s charge of discrime
ization iz comnection witk the Burke extension, deZendent

claims that the same wes msde during 8 poriod in which the

company's policy was extremely libersl ses to extexsione,
which policy bas since been modified. In testifying in
trile regerd, lUr. Kuster, menager of the defendent's San
Jose district, said: "It (the company's present policy)
hos been to be generous for extensions on the highway, but
to reguire the yroperty owner to pay for extensions or pri-
vate property, if they were more than 100 feet distant".
Since, for the ressons hereinbefore noted, it appears that
the company will be fully Justified in granting the exten~

gion &8 herein requested, it will not be necessary for




the Commission a%t the present time %0 pass upon the ques-
Vien of discriminetion here rsised.

It i3 estizated that the to%al cost of this extension,
including tremsforzers and meters, is $29%.05. Teking imto
account the Iixed chsrges snd overation and asinvenance
ol tnis mhvestment, together witk conzumer coste, taxes,
and the cost of delivering +the regquired energy to e line,
we {ind that $72.00 per snmum is the sufficient ravenue
To amply Justify +the company's investment in this case.

after eareful consideration of +the evidence mictye
subnitted herein, thiz Commission L£iunds thet tae compleainant
is entitled to receive service and that the defendant
should cozmstruct, &t itz own expense, the necesssry line,

wder conditions specifield in the following order.

ORDE

4 puldic hearing heving Dbesz held in the above on=
titled proceeding and +he cace having beer zubmitted and
being now roaly Zor decision, snd the Comrizelion findirg as

& Jact that the Pacific Gas and Electric Company skould exe

Yend its lines 1o serve complainant unéer the conditions as

outlinel in thisz order,

IT IE EEREBY ORDERED thet Pacific Sas and Electric

Coxpany, within twenty days efter o receipt o 2 right—of=way
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from Frederick M. Munger, shall construct and extend its
olectrio lines and furnish sald complainant with electric
exergy for lighting end power purposes as requested, pro-
vided that said Frederick M. Munger shall agree to furnish

satisfactory guarantee to the Pacific Gas and Electric
Compeny thet 1t will receive & minfmum anmusl revenue of

$72.00 from said extemsion for & periocd of five years or
wntil suck lese time as the rates or regulations covering
this nmatter are changed by this COmmiss:.on.

.DATED a2t San Franoiaoov,‘ Californie, thisb%&ay
of December, 1917. |




