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Decision XNo. TSI

BEFORZ TEE RaILD4D COMAISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of )
RPACIFIC GAS ANT ELECTRIC COMRANT, & )
Corporation, for an order of the "Rail- )
road Commission authorizing applicent )
10 cancel and withdraw its Electriec )
Serednle No. 116, Origimal Sheet C.R.C.)
23-E, and file ir lieu trhereof and put ) Application No. 4360
into effect its proposed Scredule )
No. 197; slso an optiomal scheduwle of
electric retes Tor large reclametion )
plants %0 be xnown as Schedule No. 198,)
sald schedule to be made retroactive )
to July 10, 1918, etc. )

Chas. 2. Cutten, for Pacific Gas and
Blectric Company.

Hiran W. Joamson, Jr., for Roclamstion
Disgtrict 108.

Toe E. Devlin and Earry L. Houston, for
Reclamation District 1500

Chas. W. 3lesk, for Natomas Consolidated
and Reclanation District 100l.

Chas. L. Firuoaugh for Alcmeda Sugar
Company cnl Reclamsation District 170.

IOVELAND, Commissioner.

OPINION ON APPLICATION TOR REIBARING.

Hesrings in this vroceeding were held and the matter
gubmitted. Thereafter, on July 12, 1920, an .ordexr wes made,
(Decision No. 7876) dismissing the wrocesding. The rezson for
thiz sction 0f dismisasl was the belief om the part of .the
Commission thet the establiskument of reasonable rates referred
to in thic proceeding hed beern fully covered by Decision N0.7823
in s collatoral proceeding, ALvplicetion No. 5567. Subsequently,
however, it was mode to appesr that the decisicn in the oollatersl
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proceeding did nov rully cover the issues sought to be pre-~

3ented undexr this proceeding, and the Commission thoreupon,
by it Decislon No. 8043, mnde an order revoking the dismiscs)

theretofore made of Application'xo. 4360. In this corder of
revocation the Commission also fixed cexrtain rates for the
gervice referred to Iin the anplicaticne.
& petition for rehesring on tre proceeding was £iled
on the 1lst day of Sopvember, 1920, by Reclamation District
Yo. 108, one of the consumers c¥rected by the rates thus o8-
tablished cpecifying as grounds for reheering that the order i
revoking tre prior dismisssl ¢f the proceeding was void on
account of feilure to give the notice andopportunity to be
bheerd contemplated by Soction 64 02 the Pudlic Utilities Lot
After fully considering the entire matter, I am of the
opinion that the reasonsbleness of the rates for the particular

Sexvice in question rendered under special contrascts caxn only

be properly comsidered by the filing oF ar entirely new appli-

cation, dealing particulexly with the rates to be applied for
the service rendered to Reclamation District No. 108 snd such

other Reclamation Districts as were, prior to thic proceeding,

supplied undexr speclal contract agrnemenis. In view 0f this
conclusion, I =m o the opinion that the oentire yrocoeding
‘under Application No. 4360 should be dismissed. I3 therefore
becomes immaterial to consider the questions of procée&ure
which héve arisen heretofore end referred to in the petition
for rehearing, £s well 2s other matters presented by the peti-~
tion for rehearing.

I recommend the following form of Qrders

G000 CAUSE APPRARING TEERTZFOR,
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1T IS EER=3Y QZDERED, thet the above entitled proceed-
ing be, anud the same heredy is, dismissed without prejudice.

The foregoirg Opinion and Crder are hereby approved
and ordered filed s3 the COpinion exd QCrder of the Railroad
Commlsgion of the State of Califorrina.

-
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Dated at San Francisco, Califorzia, this /0~ Qay

of Jarwry, 1921.
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Commissioners.




