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SEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE ‘smm oF CALIFORNIA.

Decision No.

In tke MatZer of the Appllcatxon of )

PARK WATER COMPANY, o :
a California Corpora:ion, ' S e
- Application No.. 42756 =
for Anthorzzat;on to Increase Its L o

Rates Chargea for Water Service.

ORDER _OF DISMISSAL

‘The above-entitled appiication was fiiedOctobefjil, ‘
1960, by Park Water Company, a corporetién, seeking'autherity'tof
increase its’rates eharged for water Serviee‘in its se&erel_eﬁef-"
2ting systems iz the southeastern section of Los Aﬁgeles-céupty and
in the Chino and Bloom;ﬁgton areas of San Bexnaxdino County. |

The Commission having been advised that the’appiicaﬁt.had'«
delayed submitting data to the Commission scéff'neceSsary'fdr‘tﬁe
staff to complete its investigationyof the applicatioﬁ; addfesse&‘
a letter, dated Mawrch 31, 1951, to the applicant seeklng 1mmed1ate
zévice as to the date or dates when the data requested by the staff e
<o be submitted to it would be so submitted. | |

By its letter, dated April 2, 1961, over the smgnature
of the applicant's censulting engineer, the applleant edvisea,
among othex thznos, that its amended report, if any, would be eom-A
pleted by May 15, 1961, dut requested ehat a rev1ew of its ¢Cr4*gh

line rema;nlng life depreclatlon study, to—be completed ln dra‘t *“"‘




forn*by April 14, 1961, be made after that date by representatives"‘

of the Commission's Finance and Accounts Division so that‘the‘finaip
depreciation calculations could be made. The applicant went on to

sate in said letter that aftex such review it would determmne |
whether its report, filed with the app 1catzon, should be amended
and would do so, if necessary, by May 15, 1961l. The applicant
furthex stated that zll of its manpowex would be shif:ed-to;avreve-_ '
nue analysis and sample of consumer use as soon as a\plen:‘anelysis
had been completed and had been reviewed and that thevremaining data
requested by the staff would be furnished by'May L, 1961‘ buﬁ that
it had limited manpower capable oL prepar;ng the requcsted data and
that the plant analysls, which was of a very lengthy and txme- 3
consuming nature, nad made it necessary to postpone the xmmedlatc
answering of all of the daca_requested by the staff. AopOf‘Mhy)l,
1961, the xequested data had not been submitted. .

Tt is evident that the appllcant was not prepared to
procecd with its application when the irnstant appllcat;on was ealed
aad it mow appears that even should the applxcant be able to meet |
its smended report deadlime of May 15, 1961, an unreasonable delayf |
in the hearing of the applzcatxon, contrary to the puollc 1nterest,
would result. It is further evident that any amended re port |
f?led by the applicant would, neceesarzly, be requ;red to be
investigated thoroughly by the staff, therevy occasmon;ﬁg xurther |

delay in the hearing and deeiding of the application. -
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It is fownd as a fact, and concluded, ‘that i;.he : pﬁbli‘é 5
interest requires that the applicat:.on be dism:.ssed without ‘
prejudice and that the applicant refile the applicatzon, if lt
so elects, when it is ready to proceed to bavv: 1ts appllcatlon :.n ’
its final form heard. : B

Good cause appearing ’ ‘

IT IS ORDERED that the above-entitled. appl:.cation be
and it bereby is, ‘dismissed w:‘.thout prejudice.
Dated at Sun Francisco
this 2> & day of

, cal‘ifo-mia;,.




