Decision N/o_ 61857 - R H @ ﬂ EMM‘L ‘

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAIE oF CAuIFORNIA

Investigation on the Commission’s )

own motion into the safety, opera- ) _

tion and mzintenance of storage re~ ) ... no 6627.
servoir of Boulder Creek system of = y
CITIZENS UTILITIES COMPANY. ; -

Orxick, Dchilquigt, Herringten & Sutcliife,
oy'na?ran A. Palmer and Ruffo & Chadwick,
by Robert S. Chadwick for Citizens Ueilis
ties Company of California, respondent;

San Lorxenzo Valley Chomber of Commerce and
Ben Lomond Recreation District, by Alice
Earl Wilder; Santa Cruz County Healt
Department, by Clyde V. Larsen; Rzinbow .
Trout Park, by Peter J. “Horvath and Patrick
J. Creegpn interested partiles.

Hector Anninos and David F. LaHue for the
Commission staff.

OPINION AND ORDER

This proceeding was iﬁstiputed on July'26,'196Q, féf
the general purpose of enquiring into the sé“cf& of_a wb£er reéérif
voir on the Boulder Creek system of revpondent. Pﬁblié héarings-
Zn the matter commenced on Augu,t 31, 1960 followmng whxch the
Commission is sued Dec¢qzon No. 60897 as an mnterrm Opinlon and order
which limited respondent's use of the re,ervoir pendxng ccmplet1on
of the Commission's fnvestigation. Thereafter, on. October 27,
1960 and on April.l 1961, addxtxoﬁal days of hearxngkwere held. |
primarily for the purpose of e,cablzqhing that res ervozr recons trué--
tion necessary to assure the safety of the utructure was being.under-'
taken and proceedxng in accordance with proper engmneerzng and con-
struction principles. Both documentary acd oral rcportu from.com- ;
petent engineers, includlng,tho e from am engineer of the State’*”

Department of Watex Resources, Division of Dams, were recetved 1n
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ev‘dence at cuch hecrxngu.

From the date of flrst hearing in thio matter untll the

present, respondent and its Lndependent eng zneering firm, especlallj-'
engaged for the purpose of supervising che res ervozr reconotructzon, |
have made regular reports to the Commisszon on the progress of the ‘
woTk and the structural safety of the reservoir. Rcspondcnt'o en-
gincexing firm hos reported that thc'reservozr may scfcly"be leled
to its full capacity. Respondeat's flnal report, under date of

Maxch 2, 1961, indicated that 211 reconstruction work nad been com-
pleted. On the last day of hearxng, the final report of tae Stcte st

engznecrlng expert odvzsed the Commlsszon thet the rcservox: is’ *n '

such condzt;on that it may now safely’ be us ed for the puxpose o*zgi-”:"

nally xntended, provided respondent carcfully observeU tce pﬁy a .
condztzon, at the site and toke xmmedxate further correct;vc actmon
should the need urxoe. Respondent has ‘now in force such a program
of dazly observation and will contl:ue to utilxze the’ serv:ces-of the
consulting cng;ncers. ‘

The sction of the Commission and of 1ts steff in this
matter has been dixected towards protect on of the—publzc fnmm‘
possible destruction of oz oamage to lee and. property.[ The se‘cty
of *he structure and its safe opcrctlon and use have been of oora-"‘.
mount concern. We mote that resPondent s cmployees who de £gned
the original structure are not reglstered as p:ofessxonal engzneers

“o the State of California. We also note Jhat the cost of tne |
Tesexrvoir as mnow recomstructed is more than thrce nnd one-thxrd
times the eoot ant;cipated for a completed °tructure. The ultcm

resoons;blllty foxr the errors and om;ssions.wbicL created the ocngers
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and structural def:l:‘ciencie and which has finally produced an ex-
cessively costly reservoir lies with reSpondent 3 management We

shall not in this proceeding attempc €o determine what prOport:ion-i |
of the costs of reconst:ruction, 13 any, -may become a part of res-g

pondent' s rate base.

In view of the evidence, the Coumission finds t:hat the -
existing restriction on the operation and use of respondent' s Big-\, - B
Concrete Reservoir mear Boulder Creek may now be 1ifted Furt:her, g

the Commission concludes that this investigation may ow be temi- e
nated. Because of existing condition.. of musual rainfall defi-
ciencies it is essential that a maximum storage of wat:er be accom- |
plished at the earliest poss ible date. The urgency of. such situa-
tion warrants making t:he oxder herein effective on t:he dat:e hereof
Accordingly,

IT IS ORDERED that the re...triction on the operation and
use of respondent‘s Big Concrete Reservoir, set foxth in this Com-
mission's Decision No. 60897 is hereby removed; and, -

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that thio investigation, Case No. ;
6627, be and it is hereby terminated.

The effective date of this oxrder shall be the date hereof ‘

Dated at _Ban Francisco , California, this ZZ day off

Geall . 1961.

Comissionorhcderick B. Holohofs, being I S LS
pecessarily absent, ¢id not partlcipate R . . Commlssiomers’ . .. -
in the disposition ot:ihis procooding. g s T \




