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BEFORE TEE RAILRO.tl.D COMrI!ISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

-000-

ESSIE A.. CAI.T.ARAN. 

Compl.a.inaJ:lt. 

E:An":&S C.OO'OX WATER COM?JJrT" 
a corporation~ 

Defendant. 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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Case No. 2).74 

B1cksl.er. Sl::Lth & Parke" by Due K. Parke, 
For Comp.la.1nant. 

Evans, Pearce &. Ce.mp.'b.ell, 'by Will.iam E. Evans" 
For Defenda11t. 

BY ~HE CO!'tOOSSION: 

O?!NION 

The ~~~tit! here~, atter hav~ been retuse~ water 

service to her ~ro~erty 'by the defendant, a water utility doing 

'business in and aro'tlnd ZuJunga, Cal1:f'orni a, b.rought this compla.1nt 

allegi:cg the above refusal ot serv1ce and. requesting that this 
• 

Commission make an o~er directing the said ~eteDtant to render 

such service. The defendant in its answer set up the defense 

that the ~ro:perty ot the ~laint1tt is no t wi th1.n the area to which 

water service has been de~eate~ by it., 
~blic hearings were hel~ before Examiner Will.iams at 

Los Angeles. 
The sole q~estion to be determined is whether the 

:pl.e.1nt1ftr s pro~erty is located Wi tMn the area. to wb.ic~ the 
~ 

defen~t has dedicatod its properties tor the rendering ot its 

l~ 
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utU1tT water servi co. The record., we tind, is very clear on 
this point. The President ot .the dete:c.dent c ompa.xJ.y', :Mr. R. 

B. I.y.D.ch, t·estif1ed that the company had dedicated. to serve. 

in the ne1ghborhoo~ of the Oistri~t in which the plaintiff's 

llro-:perty is situated.; that to serve p~a1nt1t:t'ts :property wou.ld 
be simlllc, requ1r1J:lg only the installation ot, a tap line. there 
beixJg a m8.1n service ~1pe r'mn1ng in the middle of the street 

:t.ront1ng her property; that this main sam ce :pipe teeds a.t 

the present time thirteen. c OXlSumers; that these same consumers 

are in the immediate'vicinity ot pla1ntiffTs :pro~erty, two being 

almost (tirectly across the street and two immedia.tely sou.th 

thereof, one ot the latter being 1mmediate~ a~j~cent. ~ of 
these facts are substantiated. by ~ exh1bi t furmshect by the 

com:p~ and filed. as Commission's Exhibit ~~, showing in detall 
. 

the service connection of the com:p~. This exhibit further 

shows that wi thin en apl?ro:dmate ractlus ot 1000 :t'eet of the 

~la1nt1f:tTs :propert,., the compa~ has fifty-four service con-

nections:. A t.en foot st.rip of property c ontigo;ou.s to :p~a1nt1tf' s 
Zlro:perty and at one time a portion of pla.intiff's l.ot wll1ch was 

deeded by plaintiff t.o one Shaw is receiving ~ter at the ~esent 

time. 

In add! tion other substantial. evid.ence is found. 1n 

this record. show1Il.8 in our oIl,inion that the l'ro:perty of the 

pJ.aint11"f'T s must be hel~ to be wit!b.1n the area of dea.1c:ation 

of this utility. Of :particular 1mportance is Comm1ss10n~s 
, .. 

exhib1 t "F"', a.. ma;p which we.s o:"ig1nally filed. by this ~fende.nt 
1:. Case Nc>: 1720 before thi s CO:Ill!!issi on, en.ti tle~ "O·'Rourke v. 

!!a.ines Ca,&on Water Com;P3Jll~ ~ha:t case was s1m1l$l" to the 

:pres.ent . case, the comI>~$.1nt ··h:l.ving alleged refusal of serviee 

by the eompo:a:y wi th the ~rayer for on ord.er to eom;pe~ the 

:"e~er~ of S~e and. the sn.s\"ler having set up the defense of no 

Q.eltiee.t10n. This maIl was introd:uc:ed by this :Defendant.·1.u that 

:proeeed.i:l.g tor the alleged pu.rl'ose of shovJ1ng· tha t the ~fRourke 
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~ro~erty was not within its are~ of dedication. It pur~orte~ 

to show 1n outline what the area of ~edication was·at that t~e. 

The J;>roperty- ot the 1'l:::.inti:f'f here1:.c. Wc.s 1nclll~e!1 w1 thin the 

area of dea.1eation on that map c.nd wbile an attempt was made in 

this ~roceed1ng to show that that inclusion wa.s erroneous, we 

cannot accept such an excuse, nor can a :public utility be allowed 

to blow hot and cold. with ref'eren<:e to :pro's:pect1ve consumers 

whose ls.nds lie wi thin the general ~rea witllin Which it penes. 

:E'rom the record 1 t further c,J;>pea:rs that to supply the ;pJ.a1nt1f:f' 

would not 1n~uriou.sly withdr:.w the water supply, wholly, or 1n 

part., trom those who ue presently being sUl'plied by the :De:CeD:da.nt, 
and. the pres1d.ent of the COtlP~ c.c.m1 tted thet there was en. 

available and adeQ.uate water supply. \ 
We are of' the o!,inion. the.t the laI!ds of this ph1nt1:t::t 

e.re wi thin the area to wb,ic h the defendo.n t c om:pax:tr has ded1ea.t~ 

its service and that the latter should be direoted to render the 

servioe as re~ue3ted 1n the complaint. An order will be entere~ 

&ceordingly. 

ORDER 

s10n be1ne now :r1.lJ.:1.~ a.dv1::1ed~ 

Yv'l KERnY FIND .AS A FA.CT that the IJro:perty of the 
pla1nti:f't as to which service is herein prayed, is located w1tl:t1l:L 

the immeltiat.e d..1s.trict to which the Defendant Com:p~ has de.d.1ee.te<t 

wat,er service; that to su:?ply Plc.1ntll"f will reCl,u1re only a 

reasonable: extens10n by the Defendant Co:.up~; that the na.1ntUf 

is entitled. to receive v/at.er service from the "Def'end.ant Com:pa.ny-, 

antt that to sup;ply the J?~a.illtiff with such service will. not 
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inJuriously withdraw the S'\ll)ply wAo-lly or in :part from. these who 

are new being served by the :Defendant, wherefor, 

IT IS EEImBY ORDZRED that within tl:l1rty (301 ~s from. 
. . . 

and atter the cte.te hereof. !)etenc1.a:o.t. Ha1:c.es Canyon Wa. ter Com:p~ 

complete al.l necessary connections to' ren[er :possib.le the render1ng 

·ot the water service ~rayed tor hereinp and that 'it then preceed 
at once to' render such servi ce- upen and under 1 ts regula:lY.:!'jZed. 
schedUl.e ot rates :md its regu.J.arly t1led ru.les e.n1. regulations .• 

Ie 
De.ted'. at San FranCiscO', Calltorma, this 9' day of 

June, 1926. 

C ommiss i oners," '-~. "~ 
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