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54S55 Dec1810n No ••••• _______ •• -_ 

BEFORE 'I'HE· PUBLIC UTILI'l'IES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

CB'ARLES G. SAVtr.ffiR ~ ) 
) 

Complainant ~ ) 
) 

vs. ) 
) 

CALIFOF.NIA WATER & 'I'E""..EPHONE ) 
COMPAN".{, a Cal itorn1a corpora- ) 
t1on~ ) 

) 
Deronda.."lt. ) 

--------------------------) 
ORDER DENYING APPLICATION TO ' 

AMBND ANJ.) MODIF'Y ORDER EXTEl\TDING 
Eli'l"ZCTtvE bATE OF AECISION NO. 23661 

Charles Go Sawyer, on February 8~ 1957~ made application 

to tho Cora:nisoion 1"0'::' an order smen:l1r.g and moditj"'1:lg 13. previous 

order, dated Januery lO~ 19$7, which extendod the erto.:t1ve date ot 

Decision No. 53661 --

"until exp 1rat ion or the t:1me witb.1n wh.ich 
defendant maY9.pp1y to the Supreme Court" 
(of California) "for 9. writ or rO ..... 1ew, and 
in the event such application is made said 
e1"tect1ve date is .further extended unt11 
thirty days uter 1"1nal a.eter:n1na.t10n or 
ouch review p'::'oceedfng before the Suprem9 
Court, unlesc otherwiso hereafter orde~ed." 

Sawyer alleges the. t he did not ha.ve adequate t1:ne to 

reply to a.etendant companyTs app11cation tor an extension of time 

to comply with Dec1sion No. 5.3661~ whicb. was issued' on August 29, 

19$6 (rehearing denied, Deeember 28, 1956, Dee1s10n No. 54340); 
that the extension orcier should be vaca.ted aDd mod1t1e,:l to require 

detendant to ext;end. its water serv1ce to eXisting SUbdivisions in 

tho Vict.orine Ranch" provided that Sawyer advance :m.:f't'ic1ont tunds 

to pay !or the costs of installation under de~endantfs oubd1v1s10n 

main extension rules 1n etfect on· :July 8, 1949 and Nov',mber 3, 195'4. 
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Mt.lch. or th.o o.pp11co.t1on consists of evidontia.ry :nat~~er urged in 

support or, tho rocz.uo!'Stcd va¢Q.t1on ot th.o oxton:)1on ()r4er. 

The company replied, with po1.."lts and authc:'r1t1os, alleging 

that 1t~ petition tor wr1t of rev1ew, tiled with the Supreme Court 

on January 28, 1957, for the purpoae of reviewing DO:~=10n No. $3661, 

is pending. It also tLllege~ toot due> notice or ito application to 

the Commission for the'extension order was given. The balance of 

tho reply cOM1:st" generally or 0. d.en1al or th.o ev1d.e'ntis.ry matter 

pleAded by Sawyer, togethor with certAin AllogAt1on~~ ~am1oc1ono 

and other matter set forth 1n re3po~o to h1a pl~Qd1nS. Tho r~p1y 

concludes w1th an allegation or lack of j~1"dietion 1n tho 

Cornm1oe1on to o.mtJnd t).nd mod.iry ito ordor of JfJ:tl.oor:; le), 1957, pending 

determination of the rev1ew proceeding ~y tho Supromo Court. In 

addition, the company alleges that it would sutter irreparable 

1njury should tho Commission torce it to render tho roquested service 

undor tho cond1t1ono 1mpot;l4)d 'by Doo101on No. S366l~ ant1 'tbAt ",\,leb. 

action by tho Comm1e~10n would mako the petition tor ~~it or review 

1nottoctivo and render major mo.tt~r:J covered ther.eoy moot. 

With ro~pect to notice or the company's app:1eat1on ~or 

un oxten:Jion of tho ottoetivo dAto or D00101on No. $3661, S4wyer 

alleges that he received a copy thereof, by mail, on January 9, 1957~ 
At Carmel. Nowhore in his pleading does he Qssort that be made any 

&tt~mpt ,to oommunicate with the Comm1sz1on or its statt tor tho 

purpose or .3ocuring additiOnAl t~() to roply. Hi0 allego.tion ot 

lack or reasonable opportunity to make such reply is w1tQout merito 

We are or the opfn10n and conclude that th~ mattors 

pr~~ontod to tho Supremo Court by derondnntr~ petition for a writ 

0'£ review and by the tor.thC<)m1%lg o.n.swer to such petition to 'be r11~ 

by the COmm1$31on~ are of;: such importanco in the field or l"ogulllt10n 

ot wAtor ut111t1oa a.3~ to req,U!.ro thAt we retrain t"rom tllk1Jlg the 
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action re~ueoted 01 Sawyor. ~~um1ng thnt we po~~e~oed the powor 

to do as he requests" which we do not bore decide, ~ueh £Lotion might 

well tond to embarrass the court 1n its consideration or que~tiODs 

rai~oe oy the petition wh1~ are or concern to the Comm1DSion" as 

well as to Sawyer and the eompcny. 

For the reasons 3tated, Sawyor's application, tilod 

Februllry 8. 19$7 ~ is denied. 

Dated at SM FMtnde» , California, this /.,,( z:::-6 
d.o.y o£ _# ....... ~""""""""~"""" .... 4 ____ - ...... / __ .... Z_ 


