
o RUUIlIL 
Decision No. _~601-.9 .... 9..r...1 .... 9....r.-. __ 

BEFORE THE PUBLICTJTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

" 

~ the Matter of the Application of ~ 
CITIZENS" UTILITIES COMPANY OF 
CALIFORNIA> a California corporation> 
for a certificate of public conven
ience and necessity authorizing 
3p?lieant to furnish public utility 
water-service, in a certain portion 
of Yolo- County, " Califomia .. 

Application No-. 47431 
(Filed March, 24, 1965) 

Bacigalupi, Elkus, Salinger & Rosenberg, by' William 
G. Fleckles, for applicant .. 

James H. Callaway: Jr .. , for City of Davis; Richard 
w. Graham" for OakS,ide Mutual Water Comp'any; 
jack E. peddfi' for Meadowbrook Mutua.l Water 
&pany; A. .. Webb, for Willowbank Club" Inc .. ;, 
Donald M.~11er, for Willowbarik Development 
COrporation; Frederick H. Brooks, for self and 
wife; protestants. ' 

WilliamT. Swei~ert, for Rowland Sweet & William 
Brittiana, Developers and Walker & Donant, 
Developers; . interes-tedparties-. _ 

W .. B. S1:radleY,for the Commission staff~ 

OPINION - ..... --_ .... --_. 

, , 

This application was heard before Examiner Gillanders at 

Davis on July 6 and' July 7 ~ 1965, and was submitted on Augus,t 6~ 1965 

after receipt of late-filed Exhibit 3 and the transcript. Copies 

of the application and the notice of hearing were"served in 

accordance with the Commission-' s procedural rules.. The protestants 

are: City of Davis, Oakside Mutual Water Company, Meadowocook 
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Mutual Water Company, Willowb.ai'ik Club, Inc., Willowbank Development 
" 1/ 

Corporation, and Mr. and Mrs. Frederick H. BX'ooks.-

Applicant, a California corporation, requests a certifi

cate of public convenience and necessity to construct and operate 

a public utility water system near Davis in the County of Yolo,. ' 

Ap,licant has substantial water and telephone operations in 

California. It furnisnes. water to about 13, 700: c'US,tomers with a 

combined plant investment of,over $5,000,000 in its California water 
,. .. ' . 

systems. Its California Water Department headquarters is 'located 

in North Sacramento, approximately 16 miles from the propos,ed, 

service area. 

The proposed service ,area is in portions of Sections 7 

and 8) T8N ~ R3E, and of' Sections 12, 13 and 24 ,T8N, R2E, M.D.B. &M. 

(exclusive of the service areas of Oakside Mutual Water Company, 

Willowbank Club" Inc.;, Willowbank Development Corporation ~d 

Meadowbrook Mutual Water Company, and of the property' of Mr. and 

Mrs., Frederick A. Brooks). It is located to the south of U. s. 
Interstate Highway 80 and to the east of the City of Davis. The 

western boundary is approximately one mile from the southeasterly 

city boundary of Davis. Applicant proposes to install water system 

1/ !he protests of Oakside Mutual Water Company, Meadowbrook 
Mutual Water Company, Willowbank Club" Inc., and Will~wbank. 
Development Corporation were directed to the inclus,ionof their 
water systems in the description of the territory for·wMcha 
certificate is sought herein. lin-. and Mrs.. Frederick A., BrooKs 
requested that their farm property located within the sought 
certificated area also be eliminated. Late-filed Exhibit, 3 is 
a revised map eliminating, from the proposed certif:[cated arc.a 
the service areas. of the protestant water purveyors, and the ' 
land. owned by the· Brooks:.· . . . 
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facilities in only the northern part of the requested service area, 

comprising some 650 acres, 1f the requested certificate is granted. 

Applicant intends to provide flat rate service to' 

residential users and metered service to 'commercial users at the 

schedule of rates set forth in the ~pplication. 

Applicant's vice president-general manager testified that 

the application stemmed from the written requests of four' 

developers for water service by it in new subdivisions located 

within the proposed service area. These are designated as. Subdi-
, < ." ,. , ' • 

visions 1030, 1034, 1045' and 1049> County of Yolo,. 'Xhewitness also 

testified ,to thefinanc:tal ability and experience' of applicant and 
, ' , 

to other supporting data contained in the application. 'the pro- ' 

posed,sources of water are to be two-wells and associated pumping 
.. -' 

equipment to be installed if and when the application is granted. 

One 'Well is to belocate:d'in Subdivision,1030 and the other in 

Subdivision 1034. 

Two of the subdividers, testified that they prefer water 

service from applicant even though their approved subdivision plans' 

require dedication of water facilities and systems installed by 
, .. " 

them to the County o£Yolo~ 

Protes,tantCity of Davis presented documents.' and the, 

oral testimony of several witnesses designed to show that'El,Maeero' 
, , ' 

U~1t No.1 Maintenance District of Yolo County isa public corpo-

, ration providing water service to customers in, m1 area adjacent to. ' , 
- ' 

the area proposed to be certificated; that the Yolo· CO'Wltyl3oard of' 

Supenrisors had approved annexation of' Subdivision 1030, 1:0 .said, . ' 

Disttict; that said Board also had issued resolutions. of intent to 

annex SubdivisionS" 1034 ,and 1045 -to, said District; and'that approval,. 
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of the subdivision plans for Subdivisions 1030,1034 and 1045 required: 

that the subdividers install ,water production facilities and/or 

distribution systems and that such faeilities and systems 

be dedicated to the County without eost. The evidence also 

showed that the. subdivider of Subdivision 1030 had construeted 

a well and built pumping facilities at a cost 'of .:lpproximately 

$55,000 and that such facilities. have been dedicated" to ,,' 

the CourJ.ty. Separate agreements were entered int~. between 
'. , 

the City of Davis and the ,,subdividers to·, the effect that: if 

the City of Davis (which operates a water system)' should annex to ' 

the City any of the subdivisions within .a spe~ifiedtime', the City 

would reimburse the subdividers for the water production facilities 

and oversize mains installed by them. :'Xhe position of the City of 

Davis was that the City's m,as,ter plan calls for annexation of Sub';;' 

divisions 1030~ ·1034 and 1045· to the City at some future date; that 

the City would then purchase the water systems in said areas; . that" " 

the City desires to deal with as few entities as possible'in 

acquiring said 'water systems; and that the City would prefer to deal 
.' " ' 

with a goverr.mental unit such as" the Mainten.-mce District.' 

Thc'Commission takes officiaJ.notice of the,fo11ow:tng 

additional faets: 

On September 27, 1965~ subsequent to submission of this 

proceeding, Subdivisions 1030, 1034 and 104$ were annexed to El 

Macero Unit No. 1 Maintenance District pursuant to Resolutions ' 

Nos. 65-190, 65-195 and 65-197, respectively, of the Yolo>County 

Board' of" Supervisors; and ~ as of the date hereof, 'the City ~f Davis 

has not annexed Subdivisions 1030~ 1034, 1035, or 1049' to said City. 

The Commission staff presented an exhibit. concerning a . 
field study made of app·l:Lcant's proposed operationS and ',showing. 
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estimated operating results under proposed rates. The s·taff 

~ec01tXD.ended that if a certificate is granted the service area be 

limited to, the area described in the $,eaf£ exhibit. 

Based·upon the evidence in' this proceeding, the Commission· 

finds as follows: 

1. Applicant is ready, willing and able to- provide public 

utility water service in the area described in Exhibit 3. 

2. The proposed service area specifically .excludes the 

service areas of protestant water purveyors located within the 

exterior boundaries" of said proposed service area. The, area pro

posed to be served is largelyuninhab1ted at the present time., 

3.' The County of Yolo has, .annexed St"bd1vf-&10US', 1030., :t034 

and 1045 to E1 Macero Unit No .. 1 Maintenance 1Jl.strict, a county .. 

agency provid1ng- water service to property on the tax rolls 'of' ehe . 

County, and the County is ready, willing and able to provide' ,water 

service to said subdiviSions ehrough' said' Maintenance District .. 

4. The majority of anticipated customers· of applicantW1thin 

its proposed service area will have water service available from 

El Macero. Unit· No. 1 Maintenance District of YolO' County at the time 

that said stibdividedproperty is offered for sale. 

S. Applicant has failed to establish that, public convenience 

and t:.ecessity require the construction ofa water system as.'proposed 

in Application No'. 47431. 

Based upon the foregOing, findings of fact, the Commission' 

concludes that Application No. 47431 should be denied .. 
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ORDER ........ .-. -- -
IT IS ORDERED' that Application No. 47431 be and it is , 

hereby denied. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 
San' FrancilclO Dated at ___________ , California~ this 

day of _..;..:N~OV:..::E::.:.:.:M~BEIa.LRa.." ___ , 1965. 

", .~ 'J "..,. ·"-w~~., ..... ""-.L ,. .' 
j: ,- , ... / j,~;~~~~: "':;';".~ .. , ' 

"," <, ' ., 'I'\"')~ • ;. 

7b~b.·~~.·· 
. ,_ •• ,i' ... " r , 
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