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BEIVERLY EILLS UTILIZIES COMPANY,
a. corporation,

Defendant.

Cacelus D. Blair Lor complainant
GIbson, Dunn & Crutcher by S.M. Haskins for
dofendant. ‘

O™Nelveny, Stevens & Millikin by Sayre Macneil
for intervenor Xenry J. Stevens.

LOVEIAYD, Commissioner.

OPINION

This cage belng &t Lssue upon complaint azd
answer regularly filed and a hoaring having been held at |
Los Angeles, November 27, 1916, at which time tectimony
in support of the pleadings wes subnmitted, and the Commission
having carefully considered the metters and things invelved,
it is now realy for Qecisiozn.

Beverly Hills Corporation, complainent in this
proceeding, owns epproximately 100 acres oFf undeveloped_ regidence
property, within :'the City of Beverly Eills, in the County of
Los Angeles. In order to make this lar;d attractive oz vills
‘8ites to purchasers or mombers of the complainent corporation,
water 1s absolutely necessary. The &efondsnt utility has
refused water Service %10 complaimsnt, although deferdent lis
toe only pubdlic utility delivering water for pay within the
City of 2overly Eills. |

Defendant, the Beverly Eills Utilities Compeny
contended and supported ssld contention by testimony that 1t
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kad limited its service of water to the lsndg Placed upon the
market by its predececsor, the Rodeo Land gnd weter Compsny,
snd had never proposed to serve any other lands. It also
alleged that ssid lands of the Rodéo Laxd and Water Company
would recuire all of its availadble water, Lor which reason

it could not serve complainent or others. A.study and
test ol defendant®s water supply'ﬁas rade by defendant®s
ergineers in Auguét,‘l916, and based uwpon that study and test
the testimony at the hearing of the case was that the us

of the water in sald monthk was withix 5% of the yield and that
it had found it necessary to and had notified one large nger,
a truck gardener, that the company could not Lurnish him with '
water after the torminstion of kie lease, which would expire

tiis yesr. All water used is metered and witk 2 proper

test of the supply it was easy to apply aggregete sales againat

guch supply.

On Februvary 10, 1916, defendant f£iled witk the
milroad Commission & description of the lands it proposed to
gerve, such f£iling being in commection witk the file of defendant’s
rates, ete. This desgeription 30 filed by defenlant
included the lands wupon whickh compleinant now aske for the service
of water, but when defendentTs sttention was called to this it
claimed that the inclusion of complainent®s lerds in such Ziling
was an error and that it had never intended to assume the obliga-
tion oL sorving water to lands other than the lands of its
predocessor, the Rodoo Land and 7ater Company.

The Cormlissiorn does not feel it noecessary at this time
to determine whoether such inclusion 0% complainent®s lande in
its £1iling with the Commission conatitutes & profession by ‘
defendant tThat 1t intended to serve such lands Lor the reason that
the testinmony ag to defendont’'s inablility to sorve lands other
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tThar those which it is now serving and which it has obligated
itseli? to serve by reason 0 an insuflicient supply of water,

is wncontroverted.

The intervener in this proceed.ing, Mr. Eenry J.
Stevens, supported the testimony of defendant, and a protest
signed by ZLorty property owmers in Beverly Zills was £iled,
claiming that rights, guaranteed to them when they purchaszed
thelir lots, woudd be seriously Jeoperdized if defendant wes
ordered to. supply témtory other than the lands of the Rodeo
Lgnd end Water Company. "

Uron the testimony precentod I ind it wnreasonedle

10 require Beverly Eills Utilities Company o0 Zurnish watex
t0 the land 0L tho complainante.

ORDER

Beverly Hills Corporation heving filed its complaint
ageinat Deverly Eills Utilitios Company alloging refusal to
extend wator service, and a hearing reving bveen held and bveing
felly epprized in the promises,

I2 IS HZRZBY ORDERZED that the compleint bo dismissed
-without prejudice.

'.ﬂhe foregoing o;pinibn and order are hereby arproved
tmd. ordered Tiled as the opinion and order of the Railrosd Come
wlszsion of the State of California.

Dated at Sanm Francisco, Cali"ornia, this //,ZZ% day

of Decemver, l916.
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