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Decision No • __ ---.;6;;.;:1:SB..a....I~3 

BEFORE 'l"HE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF .. THE STATE OF 'CALIFORNIA', 

JAMES R .. AI.lEMAN and BERNICE ALLEMAN, ~ 

Complainants, ~, 

vs. ) 
) 

LEONARD P. 'WIKOFF, ) . 
) 

Defendant; ) 
) 

Csse No.· 6563, 

Hyer & Graeber by Charles Graeber, for 
complainants. 

'William H. Hau~t ~ for defendant·. . ' 
Jerry J .. Levan er,for the Commiss:io~ staff .. 

OPINION ... -- .......... -~\ 

By Amended Complaint, dated July 29, 1960, complainants 

se~( to have the Commission declare defendant a public utility. 

establish a service·. area and limit the number of consumers •. 

Public hearing was held on· December l4~i9'60" in Los 

Angeles before Examiner Martin J •. Porter. 

hom the evidence ot record this Comm:[s~1cnf1nds,the 

follOwing facts.: 

The area in question is identified as Skyline HighlandS" 
.',' . " 

Tract No, .. 5352~ San Bernardino· County, California~' 

The complainants purchased' Lot: 5$ in said tract on, the 

represC'ntation made in Exhibit; No.1,. Subdivision'Report,..dated 

January l4~ 1957,. from the Division of Real Estate of. 'the State' of. 

CalifOrnia .. 

The pertinent part of, s:uch report is as fOllows: 

r'~at:er: 'I?lere is no, 'regular water service: 1:0' this. 

tract.. The subdivider's engineer advises that.water will 
", ~ 

be served by the subdivider as a private compar,y pending: 

approval of an applic:~tion to the Public Utilities 

-1-



. 'c.. 6563 AH * * 

Commission for the Anderson Wat~r Co'. ~ a publ:[cutili ty 

to service this property.. This tract 1S contiguous to 

the present service area of the Anderson Water Co.:..'" 
'I'lledefeodant was Dot one- of, the, suW1v:[ders ,of 'the ab~ve- ' 

mentioned tract .. 

There was no evidence- thllt:defendant had any interest, in 
,,:, 

the Anderson Water Co.. 

Defeodatlt and the subdivider' of Tract 5352 bad (iis~ussions.' 

.and arrangements regarding the supplying of water to said· tract but 

these arrangemetltshave not been consummated;. The def~dan't hadnoe: 
, . ,'r 

made any representations to the complainants regarding the supp-ly of "" 
.' . .' " 

wolter to said Tract 5352.. The 'defeIldant is 8 subdivider"~f, laXla ..,- " 

."3dj.acent to' Tract 5352 .. 
~, ' 

There' are water wells on this property which', 
;,i~' ,,' . ", I " 

the defeXldant owns or controls .. 

tIle defendant has not served water within said tract. 

The defendant \ does not have a' certificate" of pUbl:i:c:' conven­

ience and necessity as a public util'ity wat'er company. 

This case was submitted on December 14, 1960, subject to 

the filing of 8 late exhibit ~ No... 8 ~ within' ten days. 

This exhibi t was a map from which the defendant, . Leonard 1"'. 

wikoff, had testified and as ehere were not., cop1es,'avai1ab1etb:e' 

defendant undertook to secure the same 'for the complainants" 

Commission staff, and the official £ile . ..:~::._ ,,",::<:~ 
" . .,): t<'.'~~'-·~"'·, .. 

I i I \,.' 

\' III: ~~-...... " \ r • \ 

Based on the. record in this 'proc,~ed'{ng 8Xlid the above" 
. l ' I , .. , 

findings of fa,ct, we conclude there is tl,)evideneesupporting the 
/', . 

complainAnts' allegation that the defendant is a public utility, 

subject to the jurisdiction of thisCot1ltllis$ion:~ 

ORDER ...... - -,-
A public hearing h.avi'tl.g, bee'tl. h~ld· and bas:ed' u.pon. tb.~i'.' 

evidence therein adduced, " .. 

-?-' 
I, ' 
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J', 
.), 

IT IS ORDERED that the complaint of James H .. Alleman and 

Bernice Alleman is hereby dismissecl. 

This opinion and order shall become effective ten days 

after the daec hereof., 

Dated at ___ -:.:s,.nOllC:...a;.Fm~:n ... cl!.:;::~~ _____ , California,. this~,J·' 
day of ----.loc2:u....::. ~~.c::;c;. ~4...;:·· ;",,-, ___ , 1961." 

~ 

,'., " 

." 
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