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A. MORBIO,
Complainant,

PACIFIC ¢AS AND ELECTRIC
COMPANY, .

)
)
-VB- ; CASE NO. 1092
)
)
)
)

Deteﬁd.a.ntf.

A. Xordio in propris persons.
Chas. P. Cutten for Pmoifisc
Gas and Electric Company.

BY THE COMMISSION:

9R2INION

" Mr. A. Morblio, complainent im this csse, alleges

thet 'Ea:qific Gas and Zleotric Company ie disoriminating mwi-

reasonably betweon localities and between classes of ser-
vice 1in the City of San Francisco in granting certain of
its consumers a rate of 3¢ per Z.W.E. for electric anto-

modile charging in private garages and 3¢ per X.W.H. for
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operating electric rsnges, while IV charges hinm sud certain
similar auto charzing consumers s rate of 5¢ per X.W.H.
Complainant reguests taat the Rallroad Commission order tae
defendant %0 rcmove'the discrimination, salid removal 7o dave
Seon time complaizmant first filed his informal ¢omplalfnt
wita the Commission.

A

Defendent in 1ts cxawer deniez thet 44 is dis~

criminating between classes of service or localities iz tke

City 0L San ZFrsucisco and Jurther denlee that by resson of
gy facts slleged in tze compleint 1% iz seting im violetion
of Section 19 of the Public UTtilities Act, whickh section re-.
guires that 1o public utility chell maintsin woressonable
differences in rates betweer localities or clasces of ser=
vice. Defendent asks that the complaint be dlsmissed or

Commicsion shall determine that sald complaint

dlemisged, thet 1T e consolidated witk Case

¥o. 840 =« City znd Comnty of Ssn Francisco vs. Pacific
Gaz and Electric Company = in waich case all of the electric
rates of Pacific Ges snud Zlectric Compeany in Ssu Eranciséo
are drougkt Invto cuestion. ‘

Eearings in this matter were held vefore
Exaniney Encell in Saxn Francisco on Augus?t 252 and
September 8%k, 1917. The case wes submitited by stipuletioxn
upon %he Liling by Pacific Gas and Electric Compeny o the
contract between it wnd Xr. C. A. Eutton.

The teutimony introduced at the heering
chows <hat there are certain discrepancies in relation
40 trhe chargec meinteined by the defendsnt herein Lor

gervice similar 40 %ae one invoived nerein in differozi:




portions of San Frauncisco and in the Bay rogione gonerally.

It 13 chown in certaln instances that the electric energy

for auto charging sorvice to priveoto garages woe 3¢ per

. Ve Eo The plaintiff hereir hss been charged the

rate of 5£ por E. W. E. for auto cherging sorvice.
Defondeat submitted an exhidit gotting forta

the auto charging rutes Loxr privite geroges in 42 gifferent

citilec in the Unfited States o2 over 40,000 irhebitants.

The ovidence was submitted to show that tae rato of

5¢ per Z. W. E. charged by Zofondant generally iz reasonables

Dofendant did not list c¢ities whero tkhe rogular power or

Ligating rates appliod to auwto cherging. ke ratoes

weich ere, apparontly casrgedin the citlec reported, az

shown by the exhidit are, in seneral, 43¢ per X. V. E.

Or more. Dofendeant hac listes only throe wostern citios,

the other 39 being iz tho middle west or castern stztes.

Defondzant submiztod no tostimony chowing vtast the conditionc

iz those cities'a:o coxparable wita San Frazcizco coa—~

diTionse The rate in tho three cities iz thc wostera

staves which 2cfendent reported is %€ por X. wW. Eo  Theszo

citioz aro San Dilogd, Californfa; Soattle, Vashington:

and Portland, Oregon. . In 4Lts report defendant Zalled to

set Lorth Thce ratee in Qskland and Berkeléy where 1t

sorves guto cherging installations at the regular nowor

rate of 3¢ por L. W. He

It may doy ac a matter of eguity, deXondant

should grant to San Francisco a rate for auto




Chasrging 1ot in excesz of “hat walckr 1t chaorges in
Berkeley emd Osklend, but after Lavestigating all these

natters surrownding 4kre rates Tor auto charging, it

ceens to us advismble +hat the neviers herein involved

be considered by 4he Commission at toe time of the
hearing In Caze 840 before +he Commizssion, hereinabove
referred %o.

Jor thot reasom it iz our opinion *hat the

witein compleint should be dlsmizsed without prefulice.
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Mr. a. Morvio keving filea 2.3 complaint
in the above entitled matier alleging &iscrininetion
between distri ¢ts and clacses of service in the Cisty
0L Sem ?rancisco as regardis auto chexging sorvice %o privete
garages. and public 2eericgs having been held, anl +he
metter bYelng sculmitted snd now resdy Zor decision,
IT IS HE2ZZY ORIZRED “hat ko compiaint de
sud the same it heredy dismissed withont vrejudice.
Dated ot Sen Francisco, Californie, thieézgzz%i
SO TINN FY .
day of mewexbor,. 1977, -




