
~? .. ;:St'""!, Decision NO. ___ 0 __ ~~ ______ _ 

BEFORE ~ :a;,.r-J .... :~O • .;.D CC!:uISSION OF T"".dE ST';"~E OF C;...LIFOR!~ll 

TTIORV ~ BRO'i',~;, e tal. , 

Co.c.pla1ne !lts, 

vs. 

EST..:\.TE OF BISROP, B~\ COE:sN' 
an.d. G.C. KcDA..,!,{IF.L, 

Det'end.::Ul ts. 
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C.D. ALVlY, et al., 

CO:l:ple1n:lnts, 

vs. 

BE!, 1.0:':0:-'1) ::n:!)~iC OD ?ARK C Ol::J? iJrI -
WATER SYST:E2! - E. BISHCP ES':'~TE, 
O':.1."ER 

O~ICERS O~' Tli3 B~~ :..o!:.o~m 
RED',;'OOD ? :.?.K C 01:P.lJ;Y 

B~ s. CO':-J1l, , IS~I.&E :fUR'l'1:iJ:» 
G.G. :fCD~7IEI.J J .3. FEF3Y, 
A. va': VECKT~, 

Detenden.ts. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
} 
1 
l 
) 

-----------------....-...------------------} 
) 

In the metter o~ the investigation on ) 
the Co=missionYs own motion into the ) 
rates, rules, r,esu.let1ons, charges, ) 
clecsificotions, contrectc, prsctlces,) 
o~ero.tion.s, end service, o~ any ot ) 

Cose No. 2909. 

Case l~o. 2913. 

them, 01: BE:'~ LO:::::D RED;-;OOD ?~K ) 
C03POR':"TIO!-7, a cor;>orstio=-; ~TATE ) Case ~:o. 3352. 
0:' EDC.~ B!SI-rOP, decessed.; 3E!~ S. ) 
CO't..~T. ....c:- A "I".'!~ !" I. ,,"""", ........ ,...,... ~ 'cD \ .... T"!"H'T.. ) 
~,) ..I.. ..... J.,..~"l ~....AoIolo~...t-., v.v. _l. .n..\.\J. ....... , 

~ .:s. PERRY; .r.. VA-I· VECKTE!:; D.':". ) 
McE:)\'il..RD; FI:SS':' JO:; SEeO::] DOE; and ) 
JOEN' DOE COL:?:J~, opero ting a public ) 
utillty weter 3yste~ i~ 8~~ near Ben ) 
locond, Santa cruz County. ) 

---------------------------------) 
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T~orv81d Brown, for Co:~lai~~nts. 
Z.E. Trefethen, tor Bishop Estate. 
E.R. Davies, for E1shop Estate. 
O.K. Crou, tor Detendon~c, including 
Est~te o! E. BisAOp. 

D.A.. :ic~dward: and G.G. l·:cDeniel, for 
Dete~d~nt Ben :ozond-?edwood Park 
Corporation. 

H.L. ?h1:u;.ey, in propria De=::;ona. 

Zf. So':rE C O~nSSI ON: 

. 
These three cases i~volve the ade~uecy of the water supply 

and the ~uality o~ service rendered by defendants in the operation 

0": a :pu.blic utility 17.:'!ter systeZl i:. Ben lonl':>:1c.. Eed\7ood :Park i:1 Se.nte. 

Cruz County. Decision. Xo. 2:3572 ";'ls:s issued. J.pril 6, 19:31, in Co.ces 

~os. 2909 and 2913, d1=ecti~g the installation ot certain improve-

m.ents. The or:tsi~el orde= in the above caS€lS 'lies modified by De-

cision No. 24025, dated Septc~ber S, 1931. ~hereafter, upon peti-

tion of certain of the comploinonts, these two matters were reopened 

for further hearing to dete:~ine the exte~t to which the modified 

ord.er had been complied ".;i th a::ld for the Du:rDoze of making such 

Co~ssio~ upo~ its ow~ motion elso iszued a~ order ot invest1ga-

tio~ or this utility'S affai=s. ~llthOu.Zh ~u.blic hear1ngs again 

~ere held in all of these ~~tters and the cezes ~ubm1tted, yet ~o 

final deter~netior. hes as yet teen ~de. The record title o~me=s 

and also the actual o?erators of the syste: in control under e cor.-

dit1o~al sales contract became so seriously involved both tinancially 

and in litlgatio~ t~ct final decision has been held up pending 

settlement of t;:ece co:c.l:llica tee. and i!lvol veo. affairs. 

iD.ctr.l1ed m.ony 1.m:proveme~t:;; includillG edd.i t1oJ:.el storage tac1l1 ties 
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an~ new ~ipe lines end has i~creesed to some extent the water sup-

ply. These 1m~rovements have provided e tairly satisfactory service 

even during tee abnor=.elly dry s~er o~ this year. Under these c1r-

cu..mstances we feel t~ t 9,ctendsnts have coc.p11ed substantially with 

the mOdified orders of this Commission in Decision No. 2~OZ5, supra, 

end that no further improvements should be deme~ded 0: the utility 
e t this tim.e. 

In the event service conditions again becoce unset1stec-
tory, complainants ~y bring the ~tter betore this Co~ssion 

through the tiling of a new ~or~l co~pleint rather than through 

the medium of reopening these three cases. 

Public hearings heving bee~ held in the above entitled 

,roceedlngs, the matters nevins bee= submitted and no~ ready tor 

decision, and baSing this Orde::- L1.pon the state.r:::.ents set out in the 
preceding Opin1on, 

It 1s hereby to~d as a tect that defendants have complied 

substantially end reasonably ~der the circ~stances with the Order 
or this Co.c.c.iss10n in its Decision ~:o. 2402!i» :md now, therefore, 

IT IS HET.EBY ORDERED that the Orders ot this COmmiSSion re-

o~ening for further hearing C~ses ~os. 2909 end 2913 be an~ they are 
hereby d1scharged. 

IT IS EEP..EBY :FGR'l'.i::i:t!3 ORDERED tha t Ca se No. 3352 be end 1 t 
1s hereby d1~1ssed. 

Dat,ed at San F::-enc1:::co, Ce.li!'orn1a, th~s '3./-// day 
or 110-1// P-t"A ,hR, ,1934. 
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