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Decision No .. 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISS~ON OF '!HZ STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

JOHN AO' SEAMAN an4 WAREHAM cO' 
SEAMAN, 

C~pla1nants, 

vs. 

NORTH GOALALA WA'!ZR WORKS,. 

Defendant. 

Case No .. 7373 
(Filed June 6> 1962) 

George E. Couror, for complainants .. 
Leo M. Cook, or 4efenean'ts. 
John D. Reader, for the CommiSSion staff. 

OPINION 
--~ .... ~--

After notice in accordance with the Commissionfs procedural 

rules, a consolidated bearing on this eo=p1aint and on defenda~tsl 

re~est for inereased rates for water service (Application No. 44557) 

was held before Examiner Coffey at Gualala on November 28, 1962. 

This co~platnt was submitted for deCision on the receipt of briefs 

on March 28, 1963. The application will be decided by separate 

order .. 

The complaint alleges that defendants refused to provide 

year-round service to s dwellfng owned by complainants. Defendants 

answered that they are presently providing stan~y service, that 

they have filed a request to increase their service area which will 

include the dwelling of complainants, ane that the present water line 

which would be extended to supply said dwelling is too small 

(one inch) .. 
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The dwelling of complainants and three adjacent neighbors 

presently receive ~ater froe another water system which obtains its 

supply from a spring to which the complainants had a water right. 

In September 1961, the complainants executed a quitclafm deed to 

Riverside Town House,. releasing without compensation their water 

rights, which according to the president of said corporation was 

needed to develop the property to which the rights pertained. 

Complainants are presently receiving water through their 

system but a~e advisee ~r~t the service may be terminated shortly 

by the holder of said quitcla~ deed. 

The father of complainants testified he requested water 

service :0 complainants' house subsequent to delivery of said 

quitclaim deed and that defendants refused. 

The presently filed tariffs of defendan~s show that the 

dwelling of complainants is not within the presently filed service 

area.. The map of defendants' proposed· service area shows com

plainants' house is within p:opose4 service area.. We find that 

complainants' house is o~tside of prc$ent filed serviea area. 

Since 1957 defendants have been providing standby service 

to complainants' house and adjacent homes and have been billing, 

. and receiving pay.!tent from., occupants thereof for saicl service. 

We find that defendants have dedicated their proper1:)" to rencIer 

public utility water service to said house of complainants under 

defendants' tariffs filed with this Commission .. 

We find that it is reasonable for tbe purpose of this 

order to authorize a deviation from General Order No. 103 to })er::lit 

service by a nonc1rculating 2-inch pipeline to the J~rez bouse, 
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complainants' house .and the three houses jointly being present:ly 

served with complainants by defendants. At such time as the proposed 

4-inch transite main is installed along State Highway No. 1 the 

dead-end ean readily be eltminated. 

We find that it is reasonable to authorize a deviation 

from defendants' filed main extension rule and to require as a 

condition of service that complainants shall pay to defendants 

the actual cost of enlarging the main. presently serving the .Juarez 

house to two inches in diameter. 

One of complainants testifi~d that they have no plans for, 

nor contemplation of, subdividing their property. Defendants' filed 

Main Extension Rule No. 15 sets forth the conditions of service to 

new subdivisions. We find that service to complainants will not 

provide the free extension of a water.main to a new subdivision if 

defendants follow the provisions of their filed tariffs. 

Defendants are rP.minded that they must Serve all of 

their customers in accordance with their filed tariffs, unless 

authorization is first obtained from this Commission to deviate 

therefrom. 

OR.DER -- ....... ~ 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. De£endants shall w1~ thirty days after the receipt of 

the main extension advance as hereinafter provided enlarge to two 

inches in eiameter the water distribution main presently serving the 

Juarez home located on old State Hi~ay No.1, extend said enlarged 

main as may be required to serve complainants' dwelling, and install 

and connect such other equipment as may be needed to serve said 
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dwelling. Said enlarged main shall be ~pp=oxim3tely the length of 

the present main which is to be enlarged. For said enlarged ma1n7 

defendants are authorized to deviate from the 250-foot max~ 

length of noncireulat1ng 2-inch pipeline specified in General Order 

No .. 103 .. 

2. As a condition of receiving public utility water service 

from defendants, other than that presently being rendered, 

complainants shall advance to defendants7 before construction 

is commenced, the estimated reasonable eost of enlarging to two 

inches the water distribution main to serve complainants' dwelling 

and of extending said two-inch main which exceeds the estimated 

reasonable cost of sixty-five feet of said main extension, exclusive 

of the cost of service pipes, ~eter boxes and meters.. For said 

enlarged main, defendants are authorized to deviate from the 

provisions of their filed main extension rule which permitS the 

collection of advances for enlarging matns only from subdivisions .. 

3.. Within sixty days after the beginning of service by means 

of said enlarged and extended main, defendants shall file with this 

Commission a statement of the amount of the advance received from 

compla.inants and of the actual construction cost of said main, less 

sixty-five feet, less salvage, showing in reasonable detail the 

costs incurred for material, labor, any other direct and indirect 

cOSts, overheads, and tceal costs; or unit costs; or contract 

costs, whichever are appropriate. 

4. Any differences between the' aetu.ll cost of enlar$ing and 

extending said main, less sixty-five feet, and the amount advanced 

by complainants shalf be' a revision of the amount of the advance 
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and shall be payable within thirty days of the date of submission 

of said s~atem~~t. 

5. '!he money so advaneed shall be refunded by defendantc, in 

cash, ir. aeeordanc,e with the provisions of their tariffs on file 

with this Commission on June 6, 1962. 

!he effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at __ --lSIlQj\~n .... Frn ............ !lt" .... :~ ... "' ... ? __ , : Ca1ifornia, this 

day of ___ J;;;;..U;..;.N_E~ ___ , 1963. 


