
BEFORE THE PAI:::..?C~ CO~ .. 1J':"jSS=O!' OF 'r~ STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

) 
In the Matter of the Applicat1o~ o! ) 
C~ C·?AINGER tor to. certiticc.te ot ) 
public convenience c.nd nece~s1ty tor ) App11cat1on No. 17297. 
the o~erat1on or u public utility ) 
W"olter system. ) 

J 

Ed.ward. J. Lynoh, tor A1~:p11cc.nt. 
Fred C. Enman, tor San1;a Cla.ra Public 

Service Company and S~nta Clara Val-
ley VIe-ter Co::n.:pany. 

BARRIS, CO~SSIONER: 

I:l this proceed.ing Cleve Gra..1nger re<a.u~ts a cert1ficate 

of: publiC convenience end necessity to construct a.nd operate a pub-

lic util:i.ty i7ater system in the County of: Se.nta Clara in the Walter 

Clark Subdivision adjacent to c.nd outSide the corporate ltc1ts ot 

the C1 ty of MOUIlte.in View. It is alleged in the application that 

the City or Mountain Vie~ hu~ supplied tbe area with water but 

recently gave ~otice th~t service could no longer be continued. 

Authority 1s therefore asked to 1nstall a water system to supply 

this area. Tbe application turther states that a p0~t has been 

obtained froo. the County Board of: SUper't"isors of santa Clare. 

County to lay pipes in the roods, strce1;s, and alleys of said sub-

division. 
P'..:.blic hearings in the above Elnt1tled proceed.ing were 

held at Mountain View. 

-l-



Accord1~ to the evidence the City 01" Mountain View at 

present supplies an ade~uate water service throughout the area in 

which M=. G=ainger p=opose~ to serve. Mr. B.L. Hayes, City Clerk 

of Mo~t~1n View, testified that recently the City Council caused 

all consumers bains served by sa1d City outsido its corporate 

limits to sign an agreement outlining the conditions 01' water ser-

vice fro: the :unicipal water works but has no intention Whatsoever 

of discontinuing service to such consumers. 

Although Mr. Grainger testified tbct the loeality he in-

tended to serve would be bene1'1ted by the installe.tion 01' a separate 

water system, yet he has no present ability to provide water service 

nor has he presented any plans tor a water system regardless 01' the 

tact that two ad.journed. hearings were hel.d specifically to proVide 

hi~ an opportunity so to do. In View 01' the tact tbat the City 01' 

~ountain View, through its Clerk, Mr. Hayes, ~s asmred the Com-

:nission that the mu.nic1~e.l system will cClntinue in the 1'u.ture to 

serve t~e consumers in the ~rea in whioh a~plieant des1re~ to supply 

we. ter) it is clear t bat :ai d c.pp11 cant he.s ta.iled to make a proper 

and. valid showinS ot public necess1 ty. ~.s OJly effort to duplicate 

eo water cervice in this community wou.ld l>e extremely ill-edvised at 

this ti:.e, r e::! 01' the opinion toot the ~Lpplication should theretoro 

'be denied. 

The tollo?r.ng to~ 01' Order is recommended. 

ORDER --- --
Application having been made tl~ this Co::nu1SSion as en-

titled ~boveJ he~ringe having been held thereon, the metter having 
been duly submitted. and the Commission b~ing now tully advised in 



IT IS I--::BREBY OP.DERED that 'the above entitled app1.1co.t1on 

'be ~nd the same is he:.-eby den1ed Wi thout 'Prejud.ice. 

The foregolng opinion ~d order arc hereby approved and 
ordered tl1e~ as the Opin1on and Order of the Railroad Commlss1on 

or the State ot California. 
Dated at San Francisco, calltorn1a, this ~~~ day 

, 1931. 


