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s oRICINAL

EEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CHARIES G. SAWYER,
Complainant,
TSe | Case No. 5506

CALIFORNIA WATER & TELEPEONE
COMPANY, a California corpora-
tion,

Deferidant.
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ORDER DENYING APPLICATION 70
D _AND MCDIFY ORDER EXTENDING

AMERD TFY ORDER EX z
EFrzCTLIVE DATE OF DECISION NO. 53661

Charles Go Sawyer, on FPebruary 8, 1957, made application
to the Commission for an order smendirg and modifying a previous
order, dated Januery 10, 1957, which extended the effestive date of
Decision No. 53661 --

"until expiration of the time within which

defendant may apply to the Supreme Court"

(of Califomnia) "for a writ of roview, and

in the ovent such application is made said

effective date 1s further extended until

thirty days after final determination of

such review proceeding before the Supremo

Court, unless otherwise hereafter ordewed.”

Sawyer allegez that he did not have adequate time %o
roply to defendant company's application for an extension of time
o comply with Decision No. 53661, which was Lssued on August 29,
1956 (rehearing demied, December 28, 1956, Decision No. 54340);
that the extension order should be vacated and modified to require
defendant to extend its water service to existing subdivisions in
the Victorine Ranch, provided that Sawyer advance sufficlent funds
to pay Zor the costs of installstion under defendant's subdivision

maln extension rules In effect on July 8, 1949 and Nbvember 3, 195L.
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Much of tho application consists of evidontiary mattwer urged in
support of tho roquoested vacation of the extension ordor.

The company replied, with points and authcritlies, alleging
that its petition‘ror writ of review, filed with the Supreme Court
en January 28, 1957, for the purpose of reoviewing Dotision No. 53661,
i3 pending. It also alleges that dus notice of its upplication to
tho Commission for the: extension order was given. Tﬁe balance of
the reply consists generally of a denial of the evidénziary matter
pleaded by Sawyer, togethor with certain allogations, admisalons
and other matter set forth in response to his plioading. Tho reoply
concludes with an asllegation of lack of jurisdiction in the
Commission to amend and modify its order of January 10, 1957, poending
dotermination of the review proceeding by tho Supreme Court. In
addition, the company alleges that 1t would suffer irreparable
injury should tho Commisslon force 1t to ronder the rojuested service
undor tho conditlons Imponed by Decision No. 53661, ant that sueh
actlon by tho Commission would make the petition for wiit of review
inoffoctive and ronder major matters covered thereby moot.

With rospect to notice of the company's appiication Tor
an extension of tho offective date of Docision No. 53661, Sawyer
‘alleges that he received a copy thereof, by mail, on Janwary 9, 1957,
at Carmel. Nowhere in his pleading does he assert that he made any
attempt‘té communilcate with the Commission or its staff for tho
purpose of socuring additional time to roply. His allegation of
lack of reaconable opportunity to make such roply is without merit.

We are of the opiﬁion and conclude that the matters
prosontod to tho Supreme Court by defendant's potition for a writ
of review and by the forthcoming answer %o suchk potition to be filed
by the Commisslon, are off such importance in the fleld of rogulatibn
of water utilitles as-to reguiro that we refrain from taking the
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action requested by Sawyor. Assuming that wo possessed the power

to do as he requests, which we do not hore declde, such action might

woll tond to embarrass the court in its consideration of gquestions

ralsed by the petition which are of concern to the Commission, as

woll as %o Sawyer and the CoOmpony.

For the reasons stated, Sawyor's application, filed
February 8, 1957, is denfed.
o EC
Dated at San Francians » Californis, this G2 &/

day of ﬁ@ﬂ# = Z/ p/

Commizsioners




