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BEFORE ~ZE P.AILRCAD COMllZISSION 
OF ~AE STATE OF C.ALIFO?NU. 

---000 .... -

Compla.inant, 

Csse No. 1342 

~EE LIG~ A1~ ~OW-ZR ~IL!TY. 
~izzia Ghriest, Owner, 

Defe~'ldant • 

Prank L. u~ller for Complainant. c. E. t. Ghriest for Defendsnt. 

BRU}mIGE, Commissioner. 

OPINION -------

This is a compls1n"t brought by Frank :Ii. Millar 

of EanniDg requesting that t~e defendant, The Light and 

~ower Utility, be ordered to install the necessary polos. 

lines, service end mete~ an~ i\lrni~h complainant with 

electric ser~ice for li~hting his residence loc~tcd on 

Pourth streot in the City of Banning. 

- 1 -



Complainant alleges that he is the owner of 

lots tr~ee (3) and five (5} of Fxank Millerts Subdivi-

sion in the City of Banning, which lots are located in 

the so~th ~11f of the block lying between Third and 

Fourth streets and Nicolet s~d Goorge streets in the 

City of E~nniDg; that on July 10th, 1919 a written re­

quest was made by complainant ~or said se~1ce but de-

fen~ant has always re~~sed and still refuses to ~ni~h 

or to prepare to furnish eloctric service to his resi-

dence. 

The hearing in this matter was held at Banning 

on Septe~be= 24th. It ~p~ears that defendant is Willing 

to serve complainant from a polo located on Fourth street 

nOrth of tc.e compln.in.';\nt IS house Do dist!lnce of about 200 

feot, by the inst,~llation 0:£ So pole near complainant rs 

house n.nd extension of line n.nd ser~ice. re~uirine an ex-

penditure of. epproxioately ~~35.00, but that, by resolution 

d~y adopted by tho Eonr~ of Trustees of the City of 

E~ing on June 10th, 1919, defend~nt was ordered to re-

move the ~oles above referred to nnd not to install any ... 

additio~sl poles along s~id street. 

Defendant has ~ secondar~ c1rcui~ runn1~ north 

between ~hil"d, and Fourth streets s.nd. en<ling approximately 

l50 feet south of Nicolet Avcn~e. A one-pole extension 

of this line and the extcn~ing of se~7ice to the complain-

ant's house will be ~ufficient to render the service de-

!vIore ae.equ~te service could be rendered by ex-
ten&ing the pole up the alley last referred to than by any 
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mea.ns of connecting Coml)lainan"t's house to the circuit 

on Fourth Street as suggeetcd by defondant~ especially 

when it is noted that at tho present time the secondary 

extension to which dofend~nt int0n~ed to connect com-

pl~inantfs ho~se is alr0a~y ovorloaded. 

The City of BI:l.:nr..ing has ~p.plied to the Co::r..m1s-

s1o~. A~plication No. 4609, to have the Commission deter-

m1nejuet compcns~tion to be paid for the defendant's 

property with a view to purchasing the same. 

~efondant iz limited in its ability to obtain 

equipment and even at the present time aefena~nt l~$ not 

been able to pUl"c~:'t~ze all of the equipoent necessary to 

sorve its ~xisting consumers. Defenda~t has. however, 

su!:f'1c ient poles on h,').Ild. to :make the extension required. 

In view of the special conditions in this case 

be requireu to make the extension in the alley between 

Third and Fourth stroet~ north ~rom the end of the pre-

SO:lt lino south of Nicolet Aver ... ue s. Q.istance of one pole 

ex"teneion. ::n'lC to cor..nE:lct its s~lid 11nos with e service 

drop to the reziQcnce of compla1n~~t ~nd render the eer-

vice requirea.. 
~h1s extc~sion woUld cost in the neighborhood 

of $60.00~ and, ~lthough the Co~ission in general does 

not favor a company requiring its consu.mers to ad.va.nce 

a portion of the cost of an extension, it appears, un-

dar the special con~itions existing in this case~ that 

it would be fair and reasonable to require that com-

pl~inant advance to defendant the sum of ~30.00 as par­

tial payment for the cost, same to be refun~ed with in-
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terest at 6 per cent per armum 12 months from d,8,te 38.id 

~o~ey is ad~~nced, or at s~ch earlier time as defendant 
might sell its property to the City of Banning. 

! recommend the fOlloWi~g form of Order: 

PraIlk L. Millor havillg filed compls,int against 
The Light and Fowor Utility, Lizzie Ghriest, O~~e~, re-

questing t~t the Commission order ~he Light and Power 

Utility to extend. its lines to reno.er service to his 
residenco, a hearing havtng b00~ held, the mstter suo-

mitted and ready for decision, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that The Light and Power 
Utility, Lizzie Ghrie~t, Owner, within 30 days from the 

date of this order, shall complete the necessary exten-

sion of its electric ~ystem north along the alley be-

tween Third and Fourth streets on the present pole ap-

proximately 150 feet south of !!1colot Avenue to a point 

north of SCoid avenu.e and extend its service to the res1-

dence of complainant. 

PROVIDED. complainant shall have depoe1ted 

with defendant the sum of ~30.00 to oover part of the 

cost of this extension within 20 dSys ot the date here-

O~ ..... 
IT IS ~REBY PUR~~R ORDE~~ that dofendant re-

turn to complainant the amount depo3ited together ~ith 
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interest at 6 per oent per annum at tho e~iration of 

12 months from d~t0 sace ie deposited, or at such ear-
lier time as the property of defendl;l,nt is puroha.sed by 

tho City of Banning. 

The foregoing Opinion and Order ~re hereby ~p-

proved and ordered filed ~s the Opinion and Order of the 

R~ilroad Co~ission of the State~of California. 

Dated at San FranciSCO, California. this 

:2.7141 dsy of tfkt~ . 1919. 
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