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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

AL ANDERSON,

Complainant,

Case No. 5516

Vs.

YUCCA WATER COMPANY, LTD, a
corporation,

Defendant.

Investigation on the Commiasionts own

motion iInto the operations, practices,

contracts, rules, regulations, charges,
and sorvico of Yucca Water Company,

Ltd., a public utility water corpora-
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Bernardino County, Califoernia.

Application of Yucca Water Company,
Ltd., a California corporation, for
a certificate of public convenionce
and necessity, to extend its water
service and system to additional
areas.

Application No. 3527L

In the matter of the application of
AL ANDERSON for a certificate of
public convenlence and necessity for
the operation of a water system as a
public utility, San Bernardino .
County, Califoria

Application No. 36203

ORDER MODIFYING DECISION NO. E%Qpl
AND DENYING PETITION FOR Ra IN

In 1ts petition for rehearing Yucca Water Company, Ltd.,

& corporation, again urges that payments made by individual water
users to officers of the corporation for installation of main

extensions and services were made to the officers in their indivi-
cdual capacities and not in any representative capacity. This con-

tentlon was ralsed heretofore by defendant and settled in
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Decision No. 52021 (5L Cal. PUC LL1), which was affirmed by
Decision No. 52316 in an opinion and order denying rehearing (5L
Cal. PUC 525). These decisions have long since become final.

Decision No. SLLL1 herein found that the users naid the
utility unauthorized charges for service connections in the sum of
$L,662; it further found that the zum of $7,257.89, was an unauth-
orized charge for main extensions and that it should be refunded.
It ordered the utility to submit to the Cormission within ninety
days after the effective date of the decisicn a plan for the mak-
ing of such refunds. In its petition for rehearing or modification,
petltloner urgos for the first time that its tariff Rule 19, which
was applicable at the time of collection of such charges for main
extensions, should be controlling in the making of refunds. At
that time, sald tariff Rule and Regulation No. 19 was as followe:

"For a period not exceeding ten years from the

date of completion of the main extension, the Com-

rany will refund to the depositor, or other party

entitled hereto, annually, 35% of the gross revenues

collectod from consumer or consumers occupring the
property to which the sald extension has been made;
provided, however, that the total payments thus made

by the Company shall not exceed the amount of the

original deposit without interest.”

Although it still urges that it has no obligation to
refund such contridbutions at all, it nevertheless relies upon ita
tarilf rule in petitioning that the Comission modify or rescind
its order for their repayment 30 as to allow netiticner to take
adventage of the refund provisions of Rule 19. It appears to the
Commission that defendant company should be allowed to make such
rofunds of monies collected for main extensions in the same marmer
as if defondant had collected them in conformity with its applic-
able main extension rile.

With regard to the charges for meters and service con-

nections in the sum of $l.,662, defendant's tariff rules contained
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the provision that the utility would, at its own expense, furnish
and install service comnections and meters. Any charge therefor Is
contrary to the tarliff rules. Defendant's contentlion that tho aresa
"remains and is uncertified to Yucca Water Company” and that there-
fore its tariff riles are inapplicable is without merit. Decision
No. 52316 (54 Cal. PUC 525) has finally disposed of this contention.
Docision No. SLLLL will bo affirmed with respect to the refunding

of charges for service connections.

Good Cause Appearing, it is ordered that:

(1) %Yueeca Water Company, Ltd. be and it is heredby
directed to refund the amount of $L,662.00, the charges fof service
connectlions as detalled in Exhibit No. 1 in the above nroceeding,
said refunds to be made in accordance with a plan to be submitvted
by the company within thirty days after the effective date hereofl;

(2) Yucca Water Company, Ltd., be and 1t is hereby
directed to refund the charges for main extensions as detalled in
said Exhibit No. 1, said refunds to be made in accordance with
netitioner's tariff.Rule and Regulation No. 19, which wac anvlic-
ablo at the time such advances for main extensions were made;

(3) Except as to the modifications contained herein,
sald petition for rehearing and/or modificatlion 1s hereby deniled.

Dated at San Francisco California, this 2'/? ﬂday of
YGUST » 1957.
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