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Deei~ion No. SiBS? ----,;..;;...;;;..::. 
BEFORE !HE PtTBI..IC: UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA' 

~vestig~tion on the Commission's ) 
own motion into the safety, opera- ) 
tion andm3intenance of storage re- ) 
~ervoir of Boulder, Creek zy'$tem of 
CIIrzE1:..~ UTILITIES COMPANY .. 

~se No. 6627 

Or:c1ek, D.-:blquist, Ber::tttgtcn & Sut:cl1f.te, 
oy ~ar.r.~:2 A. Palmer and Ruffo & Chadwick,. 
by Robere S. Chadwick for Citizens Utili
tie~ Company of CQlifornia, respondent; 

San Lorenzo Valley Chamber of Commerce and 
Ben Lomotld Recreation District, by Alice' 
Earl Wilder; Santa Cruz County Health 
Department, by Clyde V .. ursen; ~inbow 
Trout Park, by Peter J. Horv~th and Patrick 
J. Cree~an~ iDtcrc~ted partie~. 

Hector Annl.nos and DZ',.~d F. LaHue for the 
Commis~ion staff. 

OPINION AND' ORDER 

This proceeding was i'Ost1~ted on July 26, 1960, for 

the general pU'rpOse of enquiring into the s3fety of .:l water reser

voir on the Boulder Creek system of respondent.. Public hearings' 

i:n the m.ltt~ comnenced on August 31,1960,: following which the' 

Commi$~ion i~sued Dec:LsioD No. 60897 as an, interim' opinion and o-rder 

which limited respondk!lt' s use of the reservoir pending. completion 

of :he Cotcmi~sion' s 1D.vest'ig.:ation. There.::tfter, on October' 27, 

1960 .!1nd on April 11, 1961, additional days of heaX'ing' were held 

primarily for the purpose of e,stablishing that' reservOir reconstruc

tion necesS.:lry to assure the safety of the structurcwas being. undcr

t.Jl<:en .J'Od proceeding in accordance w:[tb. proper' engineering and' con-' 

otruction principles. Both docume!lt'a~ aDd or.'llrepores from: com-
" 

petent engineers, including, chose from an etlginccr of the St.Jte' s 

Department of Water 'Resources, DiviSion of Dams, were received; in' 
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evidence ~t each hearing~. 

From the date of first hearing in this tIU1tter tmtil the 

present,. respondent aDd its independeDt enSineeriDg firm,. especitllly, 

engaged for the purpose of supcxvis:i.ng the reserv61r reconstruction,. 

h....."Ve ::adc regular reports to the Comc.:Lssion on thcpre>gress'of the 

work and the ~truceur~l safety of the reservoir. Rcspotldcnt' s, cn~' 

ginoering firm bes reported th.ot theresenoir .. may so'lfely be fill~d· 

to its full capacity. Responde':lt r s finzll report,. under &ito', of' 

}1'..:l::ch 2,. 1961, indicated that zll reconst-ructiOD 'Work had~en'com

ple-::ed. On the last day of hearing, the fin~l report of the State's 
, ,I 

engineering expert advised me Commission thDt the rQsc'rVoirisin 

ST::ch cO'rldition th.:lt it may now S.:l£elybe used for the' pU'rpO-se origi

nally :tnt~~ded, provided respondent c<lrcfully observes the pnysical 

eODditions ,.ot the site .:md ~ke iIm:1edi.'Jte further corrective ,,'lctiou, 
, ,. 

should' the need .:rise. Respondent has DOW in force such~::' pro'gr.sm " 
, " 

of daily observation and will conti:lue to utilize the' services. Oft, h" ,e",~' /,', .. ',' <,', 

consul1:iDg engineers. , ~" ' , 

the ~ction of the Commission and of its staff fnthis 

matte:' h.3s been dix-ccted towards protection of, the public from 

possible destmction of 0: d.%nage to life .!Iud, property. The ssfcty 

of ~e s-::ruct:ure olnd 1e5 safe ,opcr.:ltion ~nd use have been of para

t'lO\lX'lt concern. We Dote ~t respondent's employees who designed 

the original structure ~renot register~d as p:ofcssion31 engineers 
.. ' 

in the Stcte of California.. We also Dote that the costo! the 

,:,eservoir .:lS now reeollst'rl.lceec. is more tb.m:l thx-ce and, one-third 

times the cost .:lntiei~ted for a completed struC1:1lXe • Tbe~ ult1mzte 
. 

responsibility for the errors and omissions which created the ~r.gers 
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and stnxctural deficiencies and which has finally produced an' ex-

cessively costly reservoir lies with respondent' s management. We 

shall not in this proceeding attempt, to detem11lewhat proportion 
" 

of the costs of reconstruction. !,f, any" ·may become .a .part of ,res-

pondent's rate base. 

In view of the evidence, theCoamission f1l1ds that the 

existing restriction on the' operation and use of respondent,' s' Big. 

Concrete Reservoir near Boulder Creek may now be lifted:. Further,' 

the Coumission concludes that this investigation may, DOW betermi

nated. Because of existing conditions of unusual rainfall clef:t .. 
, " 

ciencies it is essential that a maximum storage of water be accom-

plished at the earliest possible date. The' urgetley of' such situa

tion warrants making the order herein effective on the ciatehereof'. 

Accordingly, 

IT IS ORDERED that the restriction on the operation and 

use of respondent' S :SiS Concrete Reservoir, set forth in this Com

mission's Decision No. 60897 is hereby removed; and, 

IT IS FUR.nrER ORDERED that this investigation, case No,. 

6627, be and it is hereby terminated. 

!he effective date of this order shall be the da~ereof. 

Dated at 81m Fnmcl!w:o , California" this ' if: day, of 

~~ • 1961. 

co:c:l1Ss1o:li)'rll'red~T"1£'k F. PIS-12M::.' be1ng 
tlocossa,r1l.y e.b:;ent9,~1d not. ])tU"t1c1pato 
1:1.' thed1sposit1on ot'th1sproco~ •. ·' 
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