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Decision No. 4.9439 

BEFORE 'I'm: PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAlE OF CAtIF'OP.NIA 

Fred L. Williams, Owner of house 
and lot 3t miles east of Palm 
Springs tract is north or Ramon 
Road known as Palm Springs 
Outpo~t Estates, Count~ of 
Riverside, California, 

Compla1nant 
VS. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Palm Springs Outpost Estates, Inc. ) 
WlAur1ce J. Silma.n, Pres. ) 

----------------------------) 

Case No • .5470 

Fred L. Williams, in pro'pria persona. 
JamesF. Wilson, for the Public Utilities 

Commission. 

o PIN ION 
~--~ .... --

The complaint alleges that the .complainant is the 

owner 'of a house and lot located approximately three and one

half m11e$ eaot of Palm Springs on the north side of Ramon Road, 

which. propez.ty was purchssed by complainant tz.om an· auctioneer 

representing the defendant company. The complainant contends 

that the property was sold to him with a guarantee of water 

supply at a rate of :$5 per month. The complaint furtner con

tendo that the Palm Spr1ngo Outpost Estates, Inc., is the 

owner and oporator or a water system $erving a subdiVision of 

approximatelY'40 lots and that it i$ conducting operations a~ 

A public utility without autho~it1 from this Commission. 

-1-



~e 

C.s470 - EJ' 

Public hear1ng5 were held beiore Examiner Syphers at 

Palm Springs on December 2, 19$.3, and a. t to: Angeles on Decem

ber 7, 19S.3, at which times evidenco was adduced,'and on the 

last named date the matter was submitted. 

At the hea.rL~g the compla1nant testified that he owns 

a house and one acre ot land which he purchazed on Deeember9~ 

1951, at an auction conducted for the Palm Springs Outpost 

Estates, Inc. At the present time there are three hOU3es in 

this area, the complainant's house, one belonging to a 

W111iam B. Hockley, and a third belonging to the Palm Springs 

Outpost Estates, Inc. There is a pump on the property of the 

Palm Springs Outpos t Es ta tes, Inc., near Mr. Hockley's lot, . 

which pump furnishes water to all three houzes. The com

~lainant ha: never lived in the property and on January lS, 

195.3, he received a letter trom the Palm Spring: Outpost 

E~tates, Inc., Maurice J. Silman, PreSident, demanding payment 

tor the water on the basis of ~30 ror each six month3 or, in 

lieu thereot, the water would be shut ott. He did not pay and 

presumably the water has been shut oft. There is no- written 

agreement between compla,i.n.a.nt and defendant as to water zerviee. 

The complainant further pointed out that the roaQ entering his 

property has been barricaded by the defendant. 

Te3timon~ pre~ented by Mr. Hockley confirmed t~ 

tact that there are three hou:ez on the property, and a well. 

He stated that he gets water trom the pump and pay: tor the 

water at a rate ot 430 each six month:.. Although he has no 

specific agreement with detGnd~~tl he has received water under 

this arrangement :1nce the date of his purcha:.e, December 9, 
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1951, which is the same day tha t c:omplainan t purchased his 

property. 

An accountant who keeps the recorQs tor' both defend

ant company and the Palm Sprir.lgs Outpost Water Compa.ny testified 

as to tho corporate setup of the two corporations. There is 

nothing in the records to ind1cate any connection between the 

two corporations othor thnn the tact that Maurice J. Silman is 

the president of ooth of them. However, the books are kept on 

a separate 'oasis and the busine~s of the two companies is 1n no 

way oonnected.. 

Upon this record we find that the Palm Springs Out

post Estates, Inc., is not part of the Palm Springs Outpost 
., 

Water Company, which latter oompany is a public utility und~r 

the jurisdiction of this Comm1ss1on. We further find that Palm 

Springs Outpost Estates, Inc., 13 not a public ut1lit,r subject 

to the jurisd1ction of th1s Commission. There is no evidence 

that this company meets the requirements of a water company as 

defined in Sect10n 2701 of the Public Utilities Code. This 

stlltutory def1n1 tion "must be construed as a:pplY1ng only to 

suoh properties as have in taot been devoted to 4 public use 

and not as an effort to impress with the public use pro:pert1es 

which have not been devoted thereto" (Allen v. Railroad 

CommiSSion, 179 Cal. 68, 89). In the 1ns tan t ease there 13 no 

evidence of any dedication or water service. to a public use. 

This record does not establish that the Palm Springs Outpost 

Estates, Inc., is the owner and operator of a water system 

serving a subdivision or about 40 lots a~ alleged in the 
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complaint. -On the contrary, the eV,idence discloses that there 

is nosu'bd1vis1on and that the only three hoUS03 on ~·-the property 

are those heretofore described. 

In -the light of the foreg01tlg record, the eomplaint 

will be dismissed. 

o R D E R ... _iIIIIIIIIII __ 

Compla1nt as ,abov~ entitled having been filed, public 

hear1ngshaving been held thereon, the Commission being tully 

advi3ed in the premises, 

IT- IS ORDERED the. t the compla1nt of Fred L. W1l11a~ 
" against the Palm Springs Outpost Esta.tes, Ine., bo, and 1t 

hereby 1s, dism1ssed. 

The effec t1 ve twenty days' 

after the date hereof. 

tlv Da ted . a t -=--~ ...... --....;..;.. ......... ;,t.o.;;.;...;;.,~:.-..-
IS- - day of __ """--.o;.,,.,;:~~ .......... ;;;;..;...;;.~ 
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