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!>ecisio'C No. -----
BEFORE !HE PUBLIC L~ILIIIES COMMISSION OF THE S~!E OF C\LIFORN:A 

Application of the COUNTY WATER COM?A1~~ 
s. california. corpor.ntion, for author! ty 
and permission to merse BERLU WATER COMPANY, 
a Californi~ corporation, of Be!lflcwe., 
CalifoJ::lia, aDd S~1.StrR.BAN MUTUAL WATER 
COMPANY, a T::::us:, of Norwalk and Artesia., 
California, with COUNTY WATER COMPANY, into 
o~e co~p~r.y to be known as COUNTY WATER 
COMPANY. Authority a~d permiss~oD is also 
req~cseecl for COL~TY WATER COMPANY to issue 
adoitionnl stock in exchange for existing 
stock in BER:i..U WA'!'ER. COMPANY and SUBURBAN 
!1t.Tl'UAL WATER COMPA...'W. Authori ty 8.1ld permis­
sion is also requested to re:ain ano use the 
rates e~cl char~es for services rendered of 
COUNTY WATER COMPANY, when and if said 
mergers and stock transfers a=e approved by 
the PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~SSION. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) Application No. 42210 
) PETITION FOR EXTENSION 
) OF TIME 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

~ 
) 

-------------------------------------) ) 
In the Matter of the A~plicatio~ of COUNTY 
WATER COMPANY, a corporation, for approval 
of sale of a portion of the system presently 
operated as ~ Public U:ility Water purveyor, 
to the City of No~'alk. 

) 
) Application No. 45720 
) PETITION FOR REHEARING 
) 
) 

------------------------------------) 
o PIN ION -------

By petition filed October 10, 1963, COunty Water Comp~y 

(peti tio!.~er) a corporation, requests (1) all extens:i,oD of time wi thin 

~hich to eAercise tne au~~orities granted by Decision No. 61483, 

d:ltecl ::'ebruary 14 t 1961, in Application No. 42210, 3nC (2) a r.ehe:lri~g 

of App~ication No. 45720 iD resp~ct to Dec1s:,o:l !'i~ .. 66098, dateci 

October 1, 1963. 

Application No. 422~O 

Decision No. 6:483 cuthorized the treDsfer. of certain 

utility properties from Ber.lc Water Compeny, John A. Erickson and 

S~~u:ban Mutual Water Co~p~ny to petitioner herein. the traDsfer 

authorization w~s conditioned upon compliance with several require­

ments set forth iD detail in the order. The requireme~:s were not met. 
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?etitioncr ~ow alleges that it has complied with all of the 

i.cquireme~ts of Decision No. 61483 except ordering paragraphs (4) e.2 

~cl (4) d. !hose par~graphs require the refiling of tariffs by 

petitioner and ~he w:itteD ~otificatioD by all parties involved, 

stating the dates of completion of stock aDd property transfers and 

cOQpliaDce by eAch p~r~ ~th the conditions of the order. Petitioner 

states :i.t 'tI."ill take i1l'l1l:cdiate steps to comply with these rema!nit1g 

outstanding requirements. Pres~bly it will also induce the other 

p4rties to comply. 

As petitioner points out, the remaining it~s of compliance 

arc procedural. They are neither onerous nor compliented to effect. 

pceitiooer:s unseemly delay has caused this Commission, tbe City of 

Norwalk, ~d petitioner itself unnecessary inconvenience, as dis­

cussed hereinafter. UDder these cirumst~ees, petitioner will be 

:t'equired to:::omply ('1ith all of the requirements of Decision No.6l483 

by December 31, 1963. 

A~plicatiot1 No. 45720 

Decisio~ No_ 66098 dismissed pecit10ner's application for 

a~thori~y to sell part of its utility properties to the City of 

Norwalk. Due to the l~ck of compliance previously discussed, peti­

'::io~er h.:d DO authority to ccquire those properties so it would t:ot 

have bee%) appropriate to authorize their further tre.llsfer to the city. 

The modificatio~ of DecisioD No. 61483 granted herein ~ll 

~nable petitioner to remove the present obstacle to the tracsfcr to 

thc City of Norw~lk. Ihe pet1~ion for rehearing in this p:oceeding 

'will be denied, out this Commission will consider settiIlg aside its 

o~der of dismissal aDd acting upon Application No. 45720 upo~ peti­

tioner's :i~ely compliance with the requirements of Decision No. 6148~w 

Findings and Conclusions 

The Commission finds that: 

1. County ~vater CompaIlY, petitioner, has not complied with all 

of the requirements of Decision No. 61483. 
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2. Establisbme'Dt of December 31, 1963 as the date by which 

petitioner must effect full compliance with Decision No. 61483 would 

~ot be adverse to the public interest. 

3. No good cause has been shown for the granti'Dg of a rehear-

ing in respect to Decisio~ No. 66098 at this time. 

The COmmission cO'Dcludes that Decision No. 61483 should be 

modified as set forth in the e'Dsui'Dg order, but that the petition 

for rehearing should be denied. 

ORDER ---.---

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Ordering paragraph (3) of Dee1s1o'D No. 61483 1s modified to 

delete the date, "September 30, 1961" therefrom aDd to substitute 

therefor the date, December 31, 1963. 

2. The petition for rehearing in respect to Decision No. 66098 

is denied. 

3. Except as hereinabove modified, Decision No. 61483 remains 

i~ full force and effect. 

The effective date of this order shall be the date hereof. 

Dated at _____ Sa.n~_Fr:\;..,;..;,,;o.,.,:.;.;.(O._;~,;w~o'__ ___ , Califoraia, this 

~rv~ £ ,') day 0 ~ ____ ......,;;O~E.;;.C.;;;.;tM_r:l.;.,.~ .... R __ , 1963. 


