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Decision No. fi~~~72 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COr~lISSION OF THE STATE OF C.~I£ORNIA 

CROSS W!'.I!'ER COMP.UfY, 
A California co~or&tion, 

Complainant, 

vs .. 

SAN GABRIEL VALLEY v;ATER COHPAl\iY, 
a Cp.!.llfornl9, corJ,X)r&tion, 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No. 58;; 

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

George C. Gillette, for com~l~inant. 

Gibson, Dunn and Crutcher, by N$l.X Eddy Utt, and 
John E. Shelton, for defendant. 

O'Nelveny and Hyers, by Le.uren K .. ~r1R'ht, for 
Valleci to ilater Company, interested ps.rty. 

ORDER SETTINg ASIDE Ii~TERni ORDER 

In the above-entitled complaint, filed with this Com

mission on October 11. 1956, Cross water Com,any alleges, inter 

alia, that complalnant is a mutual water company engaged in 

distrlbutlng water in Tract No .. 1;43 of P~cho La Puente, Los 

Angeles County; that !Tact No. 1;4; is presently be1ng adequately 

served by complainant with a full, adequate and sufficient water 

service; that San Gabriel Valley Wate~ Company has filed, in 

Application No. 38065 before the Public Utilities Commission of 

the State of California, an application for a certificate of 

publj.c convenience and necessity to extend water service into 
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terrltory more partlcu1~rlY ~escrl~ed In sald applic&tion, but 

being roughly tho 'rract tlo. 1;43, prosently being served by com

pl~lnant; that sald appllcatlon has been set for hear1ng on 

October 18, 1956, and complainant and several others have filed 

protestc to said applic~tlon; that o~ or about October 8, 1956, 

the defendant, San Cabrlel V~lley Water Company, deposited l2-inch 

pipe along Turnbull Ca.nyon Ros.d, al so known a.s Tenth Avenue, for 

a d.latance of a.pproXimately 1900 feet between Proetor.~venue on 

the north and KwiSS 'vJ{i.a.ter Company, s. subsldlary of the defend..z,.nt, 

on the ~outh; that complainant 1.e informed and believes that de

fendant has hlred Royal Plpellne Construction Company to install 

a plpe llne from the Kwlss \.J'ater Com~a.ny well to "..Talley Boulevard. 

and Orange Avenue, a distance of approxlmatoly 1-3/4 miles, all 

of which proposed pipe line is Within Tract ~o. 1;43 and parallels 

eomploinant l s plpel1ne sycte~ exactly; that San Gabriel Valley 

Water Company is not rendering servlce 1n and has no oertlflcate 

of public convenience and necessity from thls Co~lss10n to serve 

In Tract No. 1;4;, or a.ny area adjacent thereto.; and that the 

installation of sa1d pipe line by defendant is not for the purpose 

of serving water in the area for the reason t~t the area 1s 

presently adequately served but is merely for the purpose of 1n

fluenc1ng the Hear1ng Coomlsc1oner on pending App11c~tlon No. ;806S. 

The complainant prays that pursuant to Section 1006 of the Publlc 

Utilities Act the Commission forthwith issue it: order requiring 

defendant to cease and desist from any construotion of water supply, 

transm1ss1on or distrlbut10n raci11~les In Tract No. 1,4,_ 
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On October l6, 1956, th~~ Co~n1os1on m$de an Interim 

Or~or, Decl~ion No. 53940, in Caoe ~o. 58;;, ordering San Gabriel 

V~lley Wat~r Company, pending further Commission order, to imme

diately cease and desist and refrain from constructlng any now 

water cupply, transmicCion or distribution !~cilitles, or from con

structing any addition to or extension$ of ~ny such existing faci1i

tles withln Tract No. 1;4; as described in the complo,int in Case 

No. 58". 'rh1s order was mc.11ed at 3:15 p.m. on October 16, 1956, 

in San io'ro.ncisco. 

A publiC he$ring wuo held ln Los Angeles before Examiner 

Kent C. Rogers on October 18, 1956. The dofendant moved for a 

dismissal of the interim order which had ceen issued in connectlon 

with Declo1on No. 5;940 in ~Ge No. 58);. EVidence was prosented 

concerning thc\t motion. 

From the evidence presented it ap,e~r$, and we find, 

that compla.inant is a mutual water company distributing water in 

Tract No. 1)4) of Rancho L~ Puente, Los Angele~ County, Ca1ifornl~; 

that Son Gabriel Valley Woter Company is a public utl11ty water 

comp~ny o~rvlne as o~ch p~rcw~nt to ~uthorlty from thl0 Com

mission; that defendant's Kw1ss service area 1s southe~st of and 

adjacent to Tract No 1;4;; that defendant ~s been ordered by 

thi~ Commi~Slon to tuke nocezoary ~teps to remedy the condition of 

the hardnecG of the water 1n the Kwlzs service aroa (Deci~10n 

No. 50251, dated July 6, 1954 , 1n Application No. ;509;); that 

defendant has several sources of water supply 1n its certlf1cated 

o~rvlc~ are~ lmm~d1~tely north or and e~~t of thl0 Tr~ct ~o. 1;43: 

that to provide ~n ncceptable source of water oup~ly for the 

Kwlss serv1ce area, defendant, ~pproxloately ten days pr10r to 
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October 18, 1956, hired the Royal P1pel~ne Construction Com,any to 

lnstall pipe from the Kwlsz servlce area through Tract No. 1343 

to defendant's sources of supply north thereof; that on or about 

October 11, 1956, sald constructlon company commenced dltch!ng ~~d 

lnstalllng plpes; that on October 17, 1956, the date of service of 

the restralnlng order hereln, the conctructlon company had dltched 

3200 feet and had lal~ and ,artlally covered 2800 feet of l2-lnch 

pipe; that sald constructlon company has graded the balance of the 

route and has lald the plpe on the ground; that the constructlon 

company had twenty-flve men on the jO~ plus the requls1te equlpment 

at the tlme of the stop order; that t~ere are two creek channels 

on the route and scaffoldlng to support the plpe had been constructed 

thereon at the tlme the Commlss1on's stop order was served; that 

these scaffoldlngs are llable to be dectroyed or washed away if 

the work 1s not allowed to ~rogress; that the d1tches are 11able to 

become damaged lf not refllled; and that the pr1~ry purpose of 

the llne under constructlon 1S to furnlsh water to the defendant1s 

Kwiss area. 

The complalnant presented evldence concernlng the reason

ableness of the slzes of plpes proposed to be used by the defendant 

ln constructlng the transmlss10n llne here involved, and concern-

lng the estlmated cost of the constructlon of the llne. We con-

Slder that both of these matters ~re lmmaterlal to the dlsposltlon 

of the matter here involved. 

The effect of the defendant's motlon was to vacate the 

Interim Order set out ln Decision No. $3940, and we w111 adopt 

tr~t effect. Upon the eVldence of record here1n we flnd that the 
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Interim Order, Decision No. 53940, dated Oetober 16, 1956, in 

Case No. 58)3, should be set aside a~d vacated, subject to the 

restrlction that defendant San Gaoriel Valley Water Company shall 

furnish no water, except water used in constructing the pipe line, 

for any purpose to any consumer in ~ portion of Tract No. 1343 

without further order of this Commission. 

Good cause appearing, IT IS ORDERED that the Interim 

Order set forth in Decision No. 53940 ln Case ~o. 5833, issued 

Octooer 16, 19S6, is vacated, dissolved and terminated. Def~ndant 

San Gaoriel Valley L~ater Company shall furnish no wa.ter (except 

water used in constr~ctlng the pipe line) for any p~ose or to any 

consUlIIer in any portion of Tra.ct No. 134,3 without further ord.er of 

this COI:lIlllSslon. 

thi~ 

The effectlve date ot th1s orde~ shall be the date hereofv 

Dated. at __________ ~L~~~~~A~n~r~~7~p~~ ________ , California, 

~ -1-.1 - day of _____ .....x.~;.;;..:;.;.;.... ____ _ 

President ... 

Commissioners 

Co~=1 ~ s i o~~r .. ':~;.~~:::...ZA .. CA~Q~O.~ •.. , bc1ng 
~cc:~:~~:!y ~t~cn~. aid no~ p~:~:c:;ato 
in. t!lG c:;,!..~po~';' t,;,o.c. of thi::: r,;rococ(licg. 
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