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Decision No. __ 6_5_77_5_ 

nEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of Independence Water ) 
Coepany to increase rates for water ) 
service, Independence, Inyo County, ) 
California. ) 

) 

Application No. 41104 
(Filed May 1, 1959, Reopened 

J'Ulle 12, 1962) 

O'Melveny & Myers, by Lauren M. Wright, and Everett L. 
Cln~kJ for applicant. 

Boyd A. Taylor, District Attorney, and Geor~e c. 
Chatterton, Assistant District Attorncy,~or 
COunty of Inyo, interested party. 

Nina A. Brinton, for Independence Garden Club, 
protestant. 

Donald B. Steger, for the Commission staff. 

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

On June 12, 1962, this application was reopened for further 

~e~riDg for ~c following purposes: 

1. To determine whether Indepeodecce Water Compa'DY has fully 

~omplied with the provisions of orderi'Dg paragraph 5 of Decision 

~~o. 59476, dated January 5, 1960 aXld, if not, the reasons for any 

r.oncompliance therewith. Said paragraph states as fOllows: 

115. Applicant shall continue to carry out the acquisition 
and installation of the contecplated 1959 additions 
to utility plant substantially as outlined in its 
Exhibit No. 2 intrOduced in evidence in this pro­
ceeding, including but Dot limited to the following 
major items: 

(a) Rapid S3nd filter, with necessary pipi~g and 
accessories, to be installed in connecti~ with 
the existing diversion works. 

(b) Inst~ll necessary length of 4-inch pipe in 
vicinity of Citrus Avenue to con~ect existing 
dead ends 10 blocks east and west of State 
Highway (Edwards Street). 

-1-



A •. 41104 

(c) Repl~ce existing 2-inch pipe wieh 4-inch 
pipe ~lo~g St~ec Highw~y (Edwards Street) 
north of loyo Street to ~irport arc~. 

Applic~nt shall complete such install~t1ons and 
place them i~ operatio~ within six months after 
the cff~ctivc date hereof ~ne ~hall notify the 
Commission in writin~ of the cooplction thereof 
within tetl days after each major item has 'been 
placed in ope-ration. f1 

. 

2.. To determine whether Decision l'To. 59476 should be Dltez-ed 

or amended in any respect, inclu~ing modifi~tio~ of the rates 

therein authorized. 

:3. To issue such order or order.s as may be appropriate in the 

e:<ercise of the Commission' s jurisdiction. 

Public hear~gs for soid p~rposcs were held before Examiner 

Coffey at Indepetldence, !nyo County, on September 5, 1962, and at 

San Francisco 0'0 November 20 ~ 1962. l''a.e reopened proceeding was 

submitted on the latter date. 

Four public witnesses cocplained of dirty water, excessive 

c~lorination, and alleged that drinking the w~ter caused illness to 

COnsumers thereof in the springtime. One of these witnesses expressed 

i:b.c desire tb..lt the cuztomcrs receive .3 refund on the ground that they 

had been overcharged subse~cnt to the last rate increase inasmuch ~s 

~he sand £ilt~ had not been installed. 

The staff presented sfK exhibits anc testimony that field 

investigations of the ope7:ations of the IDdepcndetlce ",,1atcr Company, 

~~dc on June 20, July 19 and 20, 1962, disclosed that a SDDd filter 

haQ not been installed. Investigation of service conditions revealed 

sand and sed:Lmcnt present itl each residetlti.ll water service obse:t'Ved.. 

By letter dated May 9, 1960, applicant ::l<:lviscd that the 

ord~:cd pipeline constructions were comple~ed and requested an 
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c~ension of time to complete the install~ticn of the required sand 

Zilter. Said letter stated that the S<1nG filter was under construc" 

tion, but that its installation h.ad been h.:lmpered by inadequate water 

!:;u?ply. By order dated July 26, 1960, the time for compliance wieh 

the requirements of p~r.tlgra?b. S (3) of DccisiOt1 No. 59476 was extended 

to and including October 31, 1960. Zy letter dated December 6, 1960, 

~hc utility reported as follows: 

ff'!b.e installation has been completed OIl October 31, 1960, 
as per plans." 

Applicant's president testified that on Septemb~ 14, 1960 

ce had ordered filter pipe,materials; and that in October 1960, the 

California Department of Public Health had advised him that a p~t 

~rom that Department to install the filter was re~ired. In antici­

p~tion of the ea:ly issue of the permit and co~letion of the filter, 

~pplicant's witness stated he had made a gross error in advising the 

Coomission of th<e completion. On August 27, 1962, a domestic w.::ter 

p2rcit was issued to applicant. 

Exhibits indicate that in response to an application dated 

~~y 2, 1960, filed by the applicant herein with the State Board of 

?~blic He~lth for ~ permi~ to construct a sand and gravel bed debris 

:-emovoll structure, the Dep.:lrtment of Public Health conducted s8'Xlitary 

su=veys on October 18, 1960 and Novecber 7, 1961; that the Department 

had sought to incorporate in the requeste~ permit conventional rapid 

:o~d filter design requirements substantially in excess of those con­

templated by the cost estimate of $2,700 incorporated in Decision 

No. 59476; and that on August 27, 1962, the Departm~t issued a 

~~es~ic Wolter ?Crmit which per.m1tted the installation of the debris 

~~ov~l structu:e as proposed by applicant. 
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Applicant's pxesideot having testified tru:rt COt'lst~cti0t2 of . 

~he structure o~dered by this Commission could be completed by 

November 1, 1962, the hearing was adjourned to November 20, 1962. At 

th~ adjourned hearing applicant's president reported that the con­

struction of said debris removal structure had been completed on 

October 19, 1962, ~b.at it was properly functioning, and that the 

Commission had been notified by letter received on November 7, 1962. 

A staff engineer inspected the structure on November 1, .;:md 

2, 1962, and fOUDd that const1:UCtion of the ordered filter system had 

been completed, that the system was in operation, and that customers 

whom he interviewed were of the opiDioIl th.lt the ~lity of water 

service ~d substantially improved with the operation of the debris 

~emoval structure. 

'V1c find that on November 7, 1962, app1icatlt complied with 

crcl~ri'Dg paragraph 5 of Decision No. 59476. v1hilc cause .::tppears 

Zor the delay in compliallce with the order of this Comm:i.ssiO'D, appli­

cant's attention is called to Sectiolls 2101 through 2113. of the Public 

Utilities Code which set forth pcoalties for the failure or neglect to 

comply wi~h a'Dy order, deciSion, decree, rul~, direction, demand, or 

:cquirement of this Commi.ssion. Further, .::tpplicant is c.rJUtiolled to 

$Ubmit in the fu~re to this Commission accurate and prompt reports 

and to promptly request any necessary extensions of time for puxposcs 

of compliance. 

Applicant's prcsidece teG~ificd ~t substantial vater 

t7':e~tment plant had been installed subsequent to Decision No. 59476; 

t~at he had borrowed $3,500 to fin~nce the construction of :the debris 

=a::oval structure, a:lc that further borrO"'Hings would be required if 

~c~ Commission orcle:ed r~f~d of ehe =aees. In view of t~e foregOing 
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~nd since the rates ~uthorized by Decision No. 59~76 were Dot con­

,tir.gent upon the completion of the or'ered const~ction, aDd to 

~sure the contin~tioD of applie~nt's credit and ability to continue 

to render service, we find it reasonable not to modify the rates 

authorized in Decision No. 59476. 

Ih~ domestic water permit issued by the Department of 

Pttb~ic Hcalt~ provides that the str~am supply ~ball at all ttmcs 

receive effective dual chlorination treatment and that at least two 

~ples per month be collected from the systcc and analyzed in an 

approved laboratory for coliform organisms. The staff witness 

r~commcnded that 3?plicant proceed ~th a systematic program of 

£:ushiDg mains to elfminate aCCUQUlations of sand and sed~ent and 

:hat this flushing be coordinated with the chlorination program. 'tole 

find the recommendations of the staff witness reasonable. 

'. 
ORDER ... ~-~-

I: IS ORDERED that: 

1. On or before October 1, 1963) .;:pplicant s~1all file with 

~his Commission a re~ort by a rcgi~tered professional engineer ~ the 

field of civil engineering on th~ ope=ation of the debris removal 

~tructure, evaluating. the resulting quality of water, .and recor::mending 

'~he means of effecting any further required improvement of water 

~t:.ality. 

2. On or before October 31, 1963, applic~nt shall file with this 

Coomission a rcp~rt setting forth all service complaints received 

f:om its customers between December 31, 1962, and July 1, 1963. Said 

=/~?or~ z~.:lll set forth the action takeo to satisfy each complaint and. 

~~ explanation of th~ staeus of d~y unresolved complaints. Applicau: 
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s~ll thereafter file ~th this Commission five consecutive half­

yearly reports, within thirty calendar ~ys after January 1 .lnd 

July 1 of each year, covering all cO:lpl.:lillts filed sit1ce the previous 

report. 

:3. On or before October l, 1963, applicant shall submit a 

written report acceptable to the Commi~$ion as ~o the operation, 

inspection and mai:otenance of its chlor~t:ion equipment in a manner 

to meet public health requirements and to min~ize excessive 

chlorination of the supply. 

4. 00 or before October 31, 1963, a,plicant shall submit .l 

written report acceptable to the Commission of its program of removal 
-

of sand and sediment from mains by flushing, it1clucling how the need 

for and thefrequcncy of flushing is cleteminee. 

The effective eLate of this orcIer shall be the date hereof_ 

Dated at San Frandvo , California,. this ;')!I;:t., day 

of ___ J_U_l_Y ___ , 1963. 


