
Decision No .. -------
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CA1IFO&~IA 

rnvestig~tion into the operations and ) 
service of CLARA BLUM BARTLETT, dba ) 
Pomona V~lley ~lvater Company, in con- ) 
r.ection ·~th a public utility water ) 
system at Los Serranos Village, near ) 
Chino, San Bernardino County_, ) 

--------------------------------) ) 
In ~he M~ttcr of the Joint Applic~tion ) 
of CLARA B. B~RTLETT, an individual do- ) 
ing business as POMONA VALLEY WATER ) 
COY~ANY and of POMONA VALLEY WATER ) 

C~se No. 5231 

COhPANY, a C~li£ornia eorpora~ion, for ) 
nermission to issue stoek ~nd for , 

Applieation No-. ,'3)18.9 

authority to sell and transfer properties) 
to s~id Cor~oration ~nd £01" authority to) 
sell minor portion of land to a third J 
person. 

(ORDER TO SH OW CAUS'E) 

R. B. Cassidx; for affiant. 
Steiner A 4 Larsen; for Clara Bluln Bartlett' 
8,nd Pomona valley ~lJ'ater Co .. , a corporation. 

h~LS, Co~~ssioner 

0' PIN ION .... --~--.-

Clara Blu.-n Bartlett, as B,n individual and. @s president of 

Pomona V,~lley ~'r~,ter Company, a corporation, hereinafter called 

"respondent", W~S ordered to show cause \':hy she should :'Lot be' punished 
" .. "" .. 

for contempt of the Publie Utilities Co~~ission for failing and ref Us: 
ing, in four specified particulars, to comply with' the terms' .of 
Decision No. 4690 3 and Deeision' No. 4:6881 issued 'in the 'abOVe'.' pr6~
ings. The affid~vit a~d'~pplieation of Randolph J~ Pajalieh)' .. 

Se~r~t.~ry of:' ;he' Public' Utilities Commi'ss'ion, for the order to show 
. .,' . . ~ . '. " . . . .... ~ 

cause, supported by a:n affidavit of: Roy E .. Sutherland,:Assistant . 
~ '.. .' .,. , .. ~ ,. , .. ~ .. -

Utilities Engineer employed by the Comm~ssi'on' at los Angele's~ together 

wi the the order to show cause, were personally served upon respondent 1 

both indi vidua.l1y and as president of the eorpo,ration, on Oct-Ober 15, 

1952. 
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Public· hearing was held bcfor.c ~90Il'Jni5sion0r H1lls and 

Ex~rniner Gregory at Los Angeles on, October 30, 1952, at which respond

e~t a.ppeared personally and by counsel. ,Following introduction of 
• I ',I, 

evidence on 'behalf of affiant, respondent ,re.quested and was granted 
.... • " :'., , I I . 

a continuance to enabloher to, prepare a detense. The hearing waz 
, , , ~ 

resumed on December 3, 1952 and,WAS con~luded with submission of.the 

case on the following day. During the course or the hearing on 
", ". r 

, " 

December 3, respondent, who had not theretofore filed a defensive 
r' ." 

pleading, requested and was granted leave to file a counter ~ffidaVit, 

to which were attached three documents" denomi~t€d reports to the 

Public Utilities Commission, purporting to be responsive to the 

requirem~nts of Dcc:i.s1ons Noz. 46881. and 46993. Respondent called 

several Witnesses and also testified Voluntarily in her o~ be~lf. 

ThiS' proceeding in contempt arise~ as the mozt recent of 

a series of formal m~tters before this Commi~sion involving th€ 

operation, service and ,rates of the Pomona Valley Water Company, 

acquired by respond€nt in 1950 along with some 320 acres of land on 

which are Situated a golf club, restaurant and other structures. 

The propc'rties are located in or in the Vicinity of los Serranos 
I ...... ~ ~ '. , 

Village ne'ar Chino" in San Bernard1np County and, prior to incorpora-

tion of the water uti'li,ty in Febr~ry, 195'2, had been operated as a 

unit by former' owners and by respondent. 

The decisions ot the Commission which respondent here is 
..... 

charged contumaciously With ha~ing Violated were issued in an inv~sti-
" 

gatory proceed:ing involving respondent f s ut,ili ty operations and 

s'ervicc (Decision No. 46993, dated April 14, 1,?;2, C.lse No. 5'231) 

and in a joint application by respondent and the Pomona Valley Water 

Company, a corporation, 'for authority to sell the utility properties 

to the corpor"ation and' for the latter to issue stock in p~yment 

therefor (De'c1s1on No. 46881, dated March 25', 1952, Application 
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No; 33189)'; The o.ffid~v1t and o.Pp1icD.tion for an order to show 

cause, in ~peCifYing wIth po.rticulari~Y each of the four offenses 

ch.'lreed, contllin approprio.te a.llegations concerning respondent's 

knowledge of the COmmission':; order:::, her intent to violate them 

.lnd her .'l oili ty to comply with them. 

Decision No' .. 46993 became effective }by tr, 195'2-. 'A 

peti tion for rehearing was denied on' May 13', 195'2,. (Dec. No.. l.j.7154.) 

No petition for a writ of review w~s 'filed With the Supreme Court 

of California and said Decision No' .. 46993 became f1~"1.1 on 

June 9, 1952. It r~evcr has been amendGd, canceled, 'revoked, or 

annulled ~nd is still in full force and effect. A copy of 

Decision No. 46993 Wo.s served upon respondent. on or ,~bout 'Apr11 16, 

1952. 

DeciSion No. '+6881 provided that it should become effce

tive 20 days after the date thereof., It became effective and final 

on April 16, 1952, no petition tor rche~ring having b~cn tiled. 
, , . Decision No. 46881 never has been nmcndcd, cnnccled, revoked, or 

" , 

annulled. By the terms of the permissive authorization granted 

therein, such permissive authorization could be exercised only 

after April 16~ 1952, the effective da~e of said decision, and on 

or before August 31, 1952. In so fn-r as s.lid Decision No. 46881 

contained :mandatory orders to oe' eompliod With in the event that 

the permissive "authorization gra:ntcd therein was exerCised, such. 

decision is still in full force and effect. A copy of Decision 

No. 46881 was served upon respondent on or about ~'lrch'26, 1952. 
First Offense 

The order in DeCision No. ~6881, after COnferring permis

sive authorization upon respondent to transfer her public utility 

assets to the corporation and upon the corporation to assume the 

payment of outstanding liabilities :Lnd to issue not exceeding,l,OOO 
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shares of its no p~r stock, further required, in part f thot the 

corpOrBtion sh~ll file with the Commission "a copy of each journal 
. . 

entry used to record o~ its books ~he 8cquisition of the assets of 

Cl~ra B. Bartlett and the distribution of the purchase price to 

primary fixed c~.pita1 ,~nd other ~ccounts, and shall file a report 
11 

as required by Gener~l Order No. 24-A, which order in so far as 

applic~ble, is made a p~rt of this order.~ In addition, the order 

required the rei'iling of rDtes, rules 8nd regulAtions., under the 

na~e of the corpor~tion, within 30 days 3fter the d~te of tronsfer, 

or, in li~u of ~uch refiling, the filing by the corporation of a 

notice of :;Idoption of then existing r8tes, rules ~nd regulations. 

Respondent tr~nsferr~d her public utility assets to· the 

corpor~tion on July 15, 1952. The corpor~tion issued 1,000 sh~re~ 

of its stock to r~spondent on the same day. Althou~ responcient, 

as presicent of the corpor~tion, on April Z3, 195~, filed a notice 

of adoption of r~tcs, she did not tile) or c~use to be ~i1ed, any 

monthly report or st~tement, as required by Decision No. 46881 

pnd by Ceneral Order No. 24-A, on or before the twenty-~i£th d~ys 

of the months of April to August) 19$2, inclusive • . 
On Dec0mbcr ;, 1952, however, duripg the course of the 

he!. ring on the o:-der to show c:use, respondent presented for filing, 

as a suppleme~ to her counteraffidavit, a doc~~e~t entitled 

Gcn~ral' Order No. Z~-A provides in p~rt ~s follows: 
~On or before the twenty-fifth day of each mon~h, the following 
st;"tement$ for the preceding month, certified under oath by the 
prezident or by the secret~ry of the corporation issuing stocks, 
bonds or other evidences of indebtedness, or by the partnership 
or individual ~uthorized to issue bonds or other evidences of . 
indebtedness sh~11 be filed with the Commission: 

·1. A list of the ccrtific~t~s of stock issued during 
the month under th.e ~uthori ty of the Commission * i.' *. 

2. The tot~l a.mount of stock issued under the order 
of the Commission outst~mc.ing ,';Jt the end of the month Xl )',. X'. n 
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"Report to PUblic Utilities Commission of the State of California 

of the Pomona Valley Wat~r Company, Incorporated, required by 

General Order No. 24-A for period of April, 1952 to da.te," reading 

as 1"o110ws: 

"The only stock certificates or bond issued was certificate 
No. 1 for 1,000 shares of stock of the corporation as 
approved by tho Public Utilities Commission. 

"The consideration for the transfer was as stated 1n the 
ap?lica tion to the, ,Public Utili ties Comm1ssion o,t 
Clara Bartlett. 

"Dated: November 24, 1952 

POMONA VALLEY WATER COMPANY 

By Clara Blum B~rtlett 
Pre slclent" 

Respondent, an$wcring the charge contained in the F1rst 

Offense set forth in the Paja1ich affidavit, admits that ,she tailed 

to 1"ilo the reports called for by that port'ion of Decision No. 46881 

which requires compliance with the provisions of' Oeneral Order 

No. 24-A. She alleges that the omission was due to inadvertence, 

tb.at no one had called her a.ttention to the necessity for filing 

such reports, that her failure to comply was not intentional and 

tr~t the purpose of General Order No. 24-A was not viola.ted Since 

there had been no sales of stock'except the single sale authorized 

by the Commission. Both respondent and her counsel assert, in 

effect, that de~pite the plain lan~ge of the order duly served 

upon her she was not bound to comply with it unless (md until 

someone in some manner urged or reminded her to do so. 

There is no merit to respondent's defense to the First 

Offense. The order imposed upon her a clear duty to tile the 

reports called for by General Order No. 24-A not later than the 

25th day or the month following issuance by the corporation of the 

1,000 shares of its stock. She had evidenced sufficient familiarity 

with that portion of the same order directing the corporation to 
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, , 

file a notice of adoption of exis'ting rates, rules and regulations 

D"..aintained by the utility to enabl~ her to file such a notice on 

April 23, 1952. T~e evidence disclosed no lack of ability to 

comply ~th the provisions of the order requiring the filing ot the 

reports above referred to. Her failure to filo the reports reqUired 

by the order was inexcusable in the circumst~nces disclosed by this 

record. 

Second Offcnz~ 

By Decision No. ~181, rendered September 11, 1951, in 

Application No. 32463, respondent was granted an ,increase in rates 

estirn~tcd to produce a rate of return of ,.81% on a rate base ot 

$96,~11, ~hich included an allo~ncc estimated at $50,000 for 

necessary additions to rehabilitate the system. Decision No. ~993, 

rendered April 14, 1952, in Case No. ,231, found as a fact that 

substantial improvements in watcr scrvic~ by the utility could be 

effected by (a) immediate replacement of remaining sections ot 

redwood-stave transmission pipe line With steel pipe and (b) in~t~l

lation. of mains to connect dead ends in the existing Los Serranos 

Village distribution system, thereby making such system tully 

circul~t1ng. Tho order in t~~t deciSion directed respondent to ~lke 

the necessary improvements to and replacements of the water system 

in order to render adequate service to consumers. 

The record establishes that the redwood-stave transmiSSion 

main has not been replaced with steel or other pipe and that the 

mains connecting dead ondz so as to make the system fully circ~l~t

ing ~~vc not been installed. 

Respondent, answering the 'charge contained in the statc~ 

mont of the Second Offense, asserts that electrolytic conditions 

in the soil in which the pipe must be laid preclude the use of steol 

pipe, since steel pipe laid two ye,~rs n.go in portions of the system 
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" " 

.... ,' , '. ~ " 

already has started to disintegrate... The ~vid0ncc indicc.:tcs that 
, , 

transite pipe ~y be better ndaptcd to soil conditions in the ircc.. 

R0spondent considered tMt it would not' be in' 'the public interest 

to ropl:lcC the mains with steel pipe, as 'the 'Commission's order 

directed, but that f'n,n amendment to the order 'W:lZ nccescary". 

Respondent, howcv~r, d'id ~ot seck m~dification or 'the: CO~i=$ion 's 

order in ~ny respect. She is actively 'prosecuting an application 

for 0. loan of $75',000 from tho'Reconstruction Finance Corpor3.tlon 

with which to rch.:'\bilitatc the syst<?It. If the loan is granted she 
" 

plans to ask permission of this Commission to use tranSite pipe 

instead of steel pipe in effecting necessary improvements. She"' 

essorts, moreover, tho.t financic.l and service dif.ficult:tcs encoun

tered since she came into possession of the utilitY~ together with 

time-consuming though ineffective efforts to sell both the utility 

c.nd the country club propc'rt~cs, have contributed to make it 

impossible, as a pr~ctic~l matter, to comply with the Commiss1on t s 

decision .. 

Although respondent has offered no s~tisractory expLlnn

t10n for her failure to seck modification of 'the Commission's order 

to replace the redwood-stave m~in with steel pipe and to connect 

the dead ends in the distribution system, the record makes it plain 

t~'\t she w~s and is confronted 'With serious problems connected with 

management and operation of the system to which her financial 

difficulties ~y have contributed. 

Th1,rd O!'fen~c 

Ordering Poragroph 3 of DeCision No .. ~6993 directed 

113. That no W,'lt~r be furnished' to anyon~ Without componsl.ltion. ff 

Respondent's predecessor, Gorden Boll and his aSSOCiates, in 

January, 1948, hnd sold to one Sartell a 66-acre parcel of lund on 

which wns situated a l~ke. Sa~~ell ~~S used the lake mainly tor 
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prop~g~tion of fish. Under the agreement of sale, Bell ~graei to 

sell and Saffell agrec~ to buy w.'ltcr to 'be supplied 'by Bell at 

Saffell's aforesaid property at the rate 'of onc. cent per hour';"inch;' 

"in such c.mounts as :n.'lY be required by s..'!ttfell for tho purposes 

hereinafter specified, * * *." The agreement 0.150 proVides. that 

Bell shall 'be permitted, ~t any time or times, "to disch3rge 

'" * * w:;J.tcr from the so.id distribution system', or any addi t10ns 

hercintlftcr made thereto, into a.nd through the said lo.kc '" tiC *.f1 

The record establishes that Saffell, although he is a 

customer of ?omon~ Valley Water Company for domestic w3ter service, 

h~s never requested nor has he been c~~rged for delivery of water 

under the contract but t~'lt water from 0. settling basin in the 

distribution system oce~sionally ~~S flowed into the l~ke. The 

contract never'w~s authorized 'by the Commission. In fact, it w~s 

held to be void for t~~t reason in DeciSion No. ~,OO" issued in 

19;0 in Applic~tion No. 29767 (49 C.P.U.C. 778), the proceeding in 

which Bell and his a.ssociD.tes were o.uthorized to transfer the utility 

assets to respondent here. 

Under the foregoing circumstonccs, respondentfs position 

would o.ppc~r to be that, to the extent that discharge of wotcr into 

the lake is of oenefit to the system, she enjoys the priVilege of 

disposing of such water, while Saffell, to the extent such water 

~oy benefit his enterprises, h~s the corrosponding privilege of 

receiving it. We expressly rcfroin, however, from passing upon the 

quc$tion of legal rights and ob11g~tions ~r1sing from the execution 

of this contract or from determining whether an eascmont exists With 

respect to the discho.rge of water into Stlffcllfs lake. Such 

questions are for the courts. 

Fourth Offense 

The Fourth Oftens~ ch~rgcs that respondent, in viol~tion 

of ordering Paragraph ~ of DeciSion No. ~993, failed to 1nst~11 
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~eters on service to the golf course of' Los Serranos Country Club 

and to furnish service thenceforth ~ccording to Schedule No. l, 

General Metered Service, of the utility'z filed ratc~. The moters 

hr~vc not been installed. Wotcr h~s been and is being furnished to, 

the golf course at ~ flat rate. 

RespondentTs answer to thi~ charge falls into the s~e 
. 

category as her dcfen~e to the Second Offense, outlined above. In 

other words, she determined t~~t meters would be 1nst~11ed ~t the 

time the mains were replaced, as part of the general progr~m of 

rehabilitating the systom. In the cbsencc of meters it i$ not 

poszible to furnish service to the 'golf course in accordance with 

the utility's schedule of metered rates. 

The record shows that a substantial program of work, 

involving severance or a number of existing indiVid~l connections 

and installation of a cross connection to serve another tract, 

would be entailed in supplYing w~ter to the golf course under 

metered rates. Testimony of the COmmission'c engineer, who w~= 

f3mili~r with the system and whose ~!!id~Vit ~ppcars herein in 

support of the applic~t1on tor order to show cause) is to the effect 

that the practic~l procedure would be to inst~ll meters tor tho 

golf club service when the pipe is replaced, rnthe~ t~n separate 

the two jobs. 

Conclusions 

The record herein, despite the clear sho·~ng of 

respondent's 1nexcu~ablc neglect in failing to file the reports 

called for by DeciSion No. 46881 and Gencro,l Order No. 24-A, raises 

a serious question ~s to the efficacy of a judgment which would 

hold respondent to be in contempt for that reason alone and yet omit 

to de~l with the preSSing question of reh~bilitation of the water 
systo:n.. ' 
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The Commission, when sitting as a court, as it does here, 

is clothed with rc~ui$itc power, and it should be its duty, so to 

f~shion its judgments and orders as to deal With the sources of a 

utility's difficulties, where possible, rnther than with their 

symptoms. If, by the rendition now of ~n intcr~ocutory order in . . 

this proceeding, directing respondent to emb~rk on ~ program of 

rehabilitatio~, ~ more adequate and satisfactory water service 

:night be achieved, that would seem to be the course to p'U:t'suc~ 

Otherwise, both the Commission and the util:tty 'inov:tt.:J.bly 'Will be 

subjected to expensive and time-consuming procced'1ngs,at ~ later 

date, in which the same problems would be presented for solution. 
, 

If respondent should f~il to carry out the terms of such.~ order"' 

thore ex1s~ procedures, both crimin~l ~nd civil, for securing 

compliance therewith .. 

Accordingly, it is recommended that, in addition to n 

judgment holding respondent to be in contc~pt of the Co~ission 

in connection with the First Offense, the CommiSSion issue an order 

at this time directing respondent, Within 90 d~ys fro~ the ~ftectivc 

date, of such order, (a) to replace the remaining sections of 

redwood-stave transmission pipo line in the companyTs system with 

transite pipe or other suit~ble pipe of size and quality ~deqUAte 

for the rend1t1on of proper.service, (b) to 1nztall mains to connect 

dead ends in the existing Los Serr~nos Village distribution system 

zo as to ~o.ke such system fully circulating, (c) to install meters 

on service to the golf course of Los Serranos Country Club and to 

f~nish serviec .thenceforth according to Sehedule No. 1, Gencr~l 

Metered Service; of the filed rates of Pomona Valley W.lter Company. 

I find, from the record, tr..at respondent has the obility to comply 
with suchan order. 
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The Cornrniss'ion, at the cXPir;.l.1~ion of 90 days from:,ehe 
.. , 

effective date of' this order and o.ftcr due notice, will schedule 

.'l further hC.'lring herein to nsccrt~in whether this order has been 

complied ~th and thereafter will rno.kc such fi~l order or orders 

as ~.'ly be appropriutc. Meanwhile, the Co~izsion will Withhold 

judgment in connection with the Second, Third .'lnd Fourth Offenses 

alleged in the affidavit. 

:IreCOl:lrncnd the following findings, judgment and order: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

Upon co~siderat10n of the record herein IT IS HEREBY FOUND: 
First Offense 

1. T~~t the Public Utilities Co~~izsion of tho State of 

California, on Mlrch 25, 1952, rendered its DeCision No. 46881 on 

App1ic~tion No. 33189, ordering Pocona Valley Water Ccmp~ny, ~ 

co~porntion, to file a ~onthly report as required by Goneral Order 
, 

No. 2~A of sc1d Public Utilities Commizsion, said General Order 

being a part of said decision by reference. That said decision and 

order have never been amended, canceled, revoked, or annulled and, 

in so f~r as it contained mandatory orders, such decision is still 

in full force and effect. That a '.copy of said decizion was served 

upon respondent on or .lbout March 26,.' 1952. Th.::l.t re,spondont h..-ld 

personnl knowledge ~nd notice of said decision and the contents 
, ' 

thereof prior' to the effective do.te of said decision, to Wit, 
, I, 

April 16, 19,2, and; at 0.11 times after July 1;, 1952, the date upon 

which ?o:lona Valley Water Compa.ny, 0. corporation, issued 1,000 sb....'\res 

of its COm=lon stock, was .,.ble to comply with said order. ' " 
.' 

2. That on October 9, 1952, the affidD.vits and applicrttion for' 

order to show cause herein were filed with the Commission in which 

it Wtts,:~.lloged, in substnnce, that respondent, notwithstanding the 
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order in s~id Decision No. 46881 and with full knowledge of the 

contents thereof ~nd during its effective period ~ld failed and 

refused to comply thereWith in t~t she did not file or cause to be 

filed any month.ly report ~r statement as required by S:lid decision 

and by Gcner~l Order No~ 24-A. 

3. Th..'lt on O'ctober ltr, 1952, subsequent to the filing of the 

affidaV'i ts and applic.ltion for order to show c.ause as hereinabove 

set out, the Public Utilities Cocmi~sion issued its order directing 

respondent, ",n in'dividual, and as president of Pomona Valley Water 

Company, a corporation, to appear before Commissioner Rule and 

Ex~miner Gregory ~t 10 o'clock a.m. on Thursday, the 30th day of 

October, 1952, in the Court Room of the Public Utilities Commission 

on the Ninth Floor, Yarror BUilding, 145 South Spring Street, 

Los Angeles, Californi.l, to show cause why she should not be 

punished for the alleged contcmpts set forth in said applic~tion 

and affidavits,. ThD.t certified copies of said order to show cause, 

to which were attached certified copies of the affidaVit and appli

c~tion for order to show cause filed With the CommiSSion on 

October 9, 1952, were personally served on Clar~ Bl~ Bcrtlctt_ , 
respondent herein, both as ~n individual cnd ~s president of ?o~ona 

Valley Water Company, a co~poration, on October 15, 1952. That on 

October 30, 1952 and Dec~~bcr 3 and 4, 1952, respondent appeared at 

the original and .!ldjourned hearings herein, in person and by counsel, 

and particip.lted fully therein. 

4. That the f~i1urc of respondent, as president or Pomon~ 

.. 

VallGY W~tcr Company, a corporntion, to comply with ordering 

P~·r.:lgraPh'4 of Decision No. 46881, by failing to file the ~onthlY 
report or statement required thereby to be filed on be~~lf of said 

corporation, was and is in conte~pt of the Public Utilities Conmrl.ssicn . 
of the St~te of California and its snid order. 
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JUDGMENT AND ORDER 

Clara Blum Bartlett" an indiVidual, and as pre$1dent or 
Pomona Valley Water Company, a corporation, having appeared in 

person and by counsel and having been given full opportunity to 

answer the order to show cause dated, October 14, 19,2 and to. 

exonerate herself from the alleged .contempts set forth .. in the 

affidavit and application for order. to ~how caU$C herein, now 

therefore, based upon tho foregoing Opinion and Finding: of Fact, 

IT IS :€REBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AIID DECP.EED tha. t Clara 

Blum Bartlett, as president of Pomona Valley Water Company, a . 

corporation, is guilty of contempt of the Public Utilities 

Commission of the State of California in d1:obeylng its order made 

Y~rch 25, 19,2, in ordering Paragraph ~ of itc DeCision No. 46881 

in Application No. 33189, by failing and refusing to f11e or cause 

to be filed the monthly report or ctatement directed by zaid order. 

IT IS :HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that 

for said cOl'ltempt of the Public Utilities Commission and i~s order 

as hereinabove set out, Clara Blum Bartlett oe punished by a fine 

of $100, zaid tine to be paid to the Secretary of the Public 

Utili tie's Comrni s sion of the State of California, 5th Floor, State 

Building, San Francisco 2, California, within five (~) days after 

the effective date of this Opinion, Finding:::., Judgment and Order. 

. IT IS ImREBY FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED Al\'D DECREED that 

in default of the payment of the aforesaid fine as hereinabove 

ordered, said Clara Blum Bartlett be committed to the County Jail 

of tho County of San Bernardino, State of California, until such 

fine be paid or satisfied in the proportion of one day's imprison

ment for each five dollars ($5) of said fine that shall be unpaid. 

'. , 
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IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED th~t the Secrct~ry 0: the 

Public Utilities Commission of the State of California"it said 

fine or any part thereof ~~~ll not oe paid within the time specified 

:lbovc,' shall prep~re appropr1at~ order or orders of arrest and 

commitment in the name of the Public Utilities Commission of the . 
State of California, directed to the Sheriff of the County or 

San Bernardino, to which ~hall be attached and made a part thereof 

a certified copy of thi~ Opinion, Findings, Judgment and Ordcr. 

IT IS HEREBY FURTEER ORDERED th:lt Clara Blum Bartlett, 

as president and sole stockholder ot Pomona Valley Water Company, 

a corporation, within 90 d~ys troe the effective date of this 

order, shall: 

a. Replace, or cause to be replaced, 

remaining sections of redwood-stave transmission 

pipe line in the comp~nyfs system with transite 

pipe or other suitnble pipe of size and quality 

adeq~te for rendition of proper serVice, 
, 

b. Install, or cnuse to be installed, 

mains to connect dead ends in the existing 

Los Serranos Village d1ztr1bution system so 

as to make such system fully c1rcul~t1ng, 

c. Install, or cause to be installed, 

~eters on service to the golf course of 

Los Scrranos Country Club and thenceforth 

furnish service for said golt course according 

to Schedule No.1, Gencr3.l Metered SerVice .. . 1:-,. ~ 

of the filed rates of Pomona Valley Water 

Company. 

-11.r- , 
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IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED'th:it 'this "Opinion, :F1ndings, 

JUdg~cnt ~nd Order Sh:lll become cftect1 ve twenty d."Y= a:fter persona~ 
service of a ccrtif1e'd copy' heirciot 'upon said' ·Clar.l Blum :&:rtlett. 

The foregoing Opinion,' Findings, Judgment ~nd Order 

here'bY are approved .lnd ordered' filed as' the Opinion,' Findings, 

Judgment and Order of the Public Utilities Commission of the State 

of C:),liforni~. ;'f 

Datedat4~~ 
of ft AdL7---· ,. 1953. 

-1,-

'd, 
, California.,th1s, 11-, day 


