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Decision No .. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~SSION OF THE'STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

At ANDERSON, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

YUCCA WATER COMPANY, LTD., a 
corporation, 

De;fendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

------------------------------) 
Investigation on the Commission's own' ) 

. motion into the operations, practices~. ) 
contracts, rules, regillc.tions, charges',) 
end service of Yucc~ t,Tater Comp,:,ny, ) 
Ltd., a public utility watcr/corpora- ) 
tion, operating in Yucca V~lley, San ) 
Bernardino County, C~lifornia. ) . ) 

Application of Yucca IrTater Company, 
Ltd., a California corporc.tion, for 
a certificate of public convenience 
~nd nc~essity, to extend its water 
service and system to additior~l 
areas. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

--------------------------------) 
In the ca tter of the application of .) 
AL ANDERSON ;for a certificate of ) 
public convenience and necessity for ) 
the operation of a water system as a ) 
public utility, San Ber~rdino ) 
County, C.~lifornia.. ) 

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

Cc.se No. 5516 

Case No. 551S 

Applicc.tion No. 35274 

Application No. 36203 

Gibson, Dunn & Crt.ltch~~r by !~xEddy Utt, for 
Al Anderson, complainant in Case No. 5516, 
applicant in Application No. 36203, and 
interested part,y in Case No~ 551S and 
Application No. 35274. 

John E. Sisson for Yucca ~c.ter Company, Ltd., 
respondent in Case:;; Nos. 5516 and 5518, 
applicant in 'Application No. 35274, znd 
protestant in Appli.c.:.tion No .. 3620,3. 

Reginald H .. Knaggs ;for the Commission stC£f .. 
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o p ::r. N ION .... ~ .................. ... 

By Docision No. 52021, d~ted October 4, 195$, this 

Commissil~n declared the Yucc~ Water Company, Ltd., to be $. public 

utility in certain ~c~s outside of its presently certi£ic~tod 

c.rc.;l. and ordered the company and its officers end directors 

Uto submit to thi s Commission w'i thin ninety dc.ys after the 

effective date of this order a complete list of ~ll of the 

custom~rs served outside of the service 3rC~ authorized by 

Decision No • .39919, dated Ja.noory 2$, 1947, in Application 

No. 27592, which list shell include the ~ounts of ~oney p~id 

by these consumers to secure water service, and to whom p~id; 

the amounts charged for ~oter connections, end to whom paid; 

and the rc.tes charged for such water service, and to whom p~id." 

Pursuant thereto, the Yucca Water Company, Ltd.; filed ~ list 

of all its custo:ncrs ~d thereo,n set out the instcllation costs, 

service connection charges, if'.:::;ny were tl~de, and the date water 

service was instzlled for ecch customer. 

A further public hearing w~s held on October 16, 1956, 

in 105 Angeles before Examiner Grant E. Syphers and testimony 

was presented relative to thes~ charges. 

Exhibit No. l, received in evid.ence, is ~ copy of. the 

list submitted by the company which, ~ccordinG to the testimony, 

contains all the install~tion charges m~de' by the compcny both 

.... ii thin its certificated c.rea ::nc' wi thin ""reas outside thc:"eof to 

which it has supplied service. 

The first ten pages of E~~ibit No. 1 con~in .:l list of 

the connection cherges pc.id to 'Yuccc. \Al~tcr Compc.ny, Ltd., during 

the period fro~ 1947 through December .31, 1953 •. The total 

collections £or this period ~o~~t to ~4,662. Th~ evidence 

-2-



C. 5516 ot 01. ET 

further shows that the com~ny ~s ~de no service connection 

charges since December 31, 1953. An analysis of thvsc charges 

indicates that they arc not au~~oriz0d by the filed tariffs of 

the YUCC~L Water Company, Ltd~ Specifically, Rule 16 of the t~=if£ 

of this company st~te$ that the "utility will, ~t its own expense, 

furnish .:lnd. inst~l1 ~ service connection It 

Pages 12 and 13 of Exhibit No. 1 show tho c~eos p~id 

to Storey and/or Jurling for installction of various pipelines 

in the arc~, ~5 well cs ccrtcin service connections medo to the 

customers concerned. The contention of the comp~ny in connection 

with thesl~ payments was the same os it previously m.:lde in the 

hearings in this matter. It should be noted t~t the COcmission, 

by Decision No. 52021, supr~, found that those wero tr~~s~ctions 

of the water company rather then of any individuals concerned. 

The evidence shows t~t the inst~llation costs for the installa

tions concerned amountod to $.7,4$3.71, whcrc~s the ~.oount.s paid 

to Storey and/or Jurling by the v~ious w~t0r users were slightly 

less, runo'U.."lting to $7,257.$9. This latter cmount" therefore, h~s 

boon paid to the utility by the users, nnd is, in effect" an 

un~uthorized charge which should be refunded. 

In the light of this record we find thct the service 

connection c~rges in the acount of 04,662 end the installation 

charges of $7,257.$9 should be refunded on some o~uit~ble basis, 
.. 

and the ensuing order will so provide. 

We are aware of the financial condition of this company 

end of the faet th~t it mey not ~ve the immcdicte assets to repay 

these charges. Therefore, the ensuiDg order will give this eompzny 

an opportunity to submit ~ plan to effcctu.:.te such pa.yment over 

a reasonable period of time. 

... 
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, .. 
C. 5516 et al. ET 

o R D E R ............. --

This Co=mission having issued Decision No. 52021, dated 

October 4, 1955,1 o.nd therein iw.ving directod Yuccc. vJe.ter Comp~y, 

Ltd., to file certtin lists of cmrges, the filings hAving 'cocn 

made, a public hearing ~ving 'cecn held thereon, o.nd good cause 

appeoring, 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

(1) Yucca Hater Company, Ltd., 'ce .:md it is hereby directed 

to refund the charges £or service con.~ections in the amount of 

~4,662, and the charges for installations in the ~ount of 

~7,257.e9, as deto.ilcd in Exhi'cit No.1, said ref~1cls to be mcde 

in aC90rdance With a plan to be subcitted by the compo.ny c.nd 

approved by the Commission. 

(2) ~lithin ninety days after the effective ~te of this 

order tb.e Yucca VJo.ter Company, Ltd., shall submit to this 

Commission a plan for the making of these refunds .. 

(3) If a satisfactory plan is not submitted, then the' 

Commission may tak~ further c.ction in this m.?tter .. 

(4) .Interim Decision No. 5202l is c.fi'irmed, and, except e.s 

to the reli~.f granted thereby e.nd by this deciSion, Case No. 5.516 

is dismissed. 

The effective dD.taof this ord<.:r shell bo twonty dcys 

~fter th0 date herco!. 

• 
of JANUARY! : , 1957 • 

~ ~lsslonvrs 

~ 
'." ... 


