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Decision·:.'No.. 70612' 

BEFORE!~ PUBLIC UTILITIESCO~SSION OFnm >STATE. OF .. CALIFORNIA' 
, 

Investiga,tion on the Commission's
awn, motion into the operations" .' 
rates. rul.es, regulations. tariff 
scbedules~" . service~ facilities, . ' 
equipment!, contracts and practices' 
of BOUQlJEX, CA..~ON t-TA'IER COMP~. : 

"Case No •.. 8228 
(Filed July 2'1,,'1965l: . 

'".' 

ji . .,: .,' 

Investigation 0'0. .the Cet:ad.ssion':s :1' ) 
owo. motion' into, the operations., .. ;1 ) 

schedules;, serv1ce~ facilities'). ; 
rates, . rules, regolaticns, tariff :1' ~ 
equ:tpmenti, contracts, and practicesl' 

Case . No'~ 8229 
(Filed'~July·2r;, .1965}':· 

'. - j '. ' 

o~ ~o~~ WATER~MPA!~ ~ . . ,'" .J '. .) 
'1, 

. '\' ..... . . 

(Appearances are' set;:' forth in Appendix A) " . 
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i An additional two days .o.f, pu'l>lic<hearing: herein were'held·' .. ,' 
T:.' ,> I . '. ", ", " 

before EJeam.ner catey at Newhall Oll March 8 and" 9-) 1966~ . Testimony' . 
. .' , :1· " " .' '.' 

was presented by two owners of tr~ler courts, by a representative .... 
" i:· . . 

of a Ri~· School District·) by thre~~representatives' o,f real' estate 

develOP'''i'' by an engineer f~r thel County of tOsAngeles, by an •. 

engi1leer,!from the firm of consult,i.ng engineers ·r,etainedbyresp()nd.' 
I: 'I .. , '.,' • .,', 

ents)' and!' by respondents' president. The hearings' wereth~nadjourned·' 
. ::! . " ;1:, ' . r .,...:,:.", "',',- I. : ,"", 

to a time!: and place to' be ,set,~. for:;: final review' o,f respondents'" com-
. ':', " II: , ...', 4 '., .' ':' 

pli.ance wieh previous or,dersherei~ arid' evaluation of re'~pond.en~s'" ' .. 
I', ...'1' . 

master p1:an ·for· future growth. :I. 

!; .' .', (\ 
.::S .. y.;;s..;;;t.;;em::;;...;A;.;.d;;;.d;;;;;i;;.;t;.;;i;.;;o;.;:;ns==-·.=an;;;.;:;;d_l::;:mp~r:.;o:..;,,;..;:·em;;::;.;;:en;.;.;;.;;;t~s" 

j, 

Decision No. 69808, dated October 19,1965, and'Decision 

No. 702941, dated February 1, 1966.,: in these proceedings; required:" 
! " ' . 

respond~ts to insu11: cert:ain plant additions): to initiate specific'·' . '. t . : 
, :1" 

.I 

-1-

" . 
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system. it::lprovements and to prepare: a ma~ter plan for future growth., 
,I 
I ',' 

Respondetl~tshave been, and' are, making. satis:factory progress, on all ' 
:1 " 

0: those :~equirements. Completion: of the, workbeforeth'e ,June, 1".,: 
" ':; , 

1966, deadline is virtually assured:!~' 
'1 ' . : ;~ 

Restricti,ons on 'Expansion, I,: 

"Ii! 

, I, The orders instituting investigation into respondents'·' 
: ,i 

operations included prohibitions against 'respondents' extending " " 
"I " ' ' 

service to any subdivision ,where no'gradi.ng or'other construction 
I' 
I 

had been ~::ommenced as of .July 21,,1965, the date o·f the 'orders. 
I' .' :.,:, , • " ; " ' 

Respondenes'were also precluded from furnishi~ any construction 
" ." ;,1::, ',. . . 

water or crny other temporary wateri'l:service. 
; : " ','! ", ' , 

Based upon evidence presented: during the first five-days 
'I' 

I, ,ii . 

of hearings, it was evident that rgspondents had made reasonable 
'I 

progress (i'D. improvements recommende~ by the Commission's ,staff' and· 
;~ '1~1: 

that ext~.sions of respondents t sys:tem.s within, their dedicated 
;1: . I 

service .a.X\~ would' not impair serv;tce to the, then'existing customers~ , 

Decision No. 69714,. dated septembei)' 21,1965, continued the: restric;.. 
I ~ . ' I . , . 

tion only .against extensions, outside of respondents' dedicated" 
'\ ',', ' .' ',', 

service arlaas" and permitted' serving I, of ,construction water,' on'an" 
•• " : .', ' , !'I ,', , ' ," 

interruptible basis. ,: ':l , ', ' 
" • 'I 

Exhibit No. 15, a ~pprepared by.respondents J , shows several " 
, , ,I ' ' , ", 

areas, shaded "in, piri.k:on the exhibit)' which must be added' to- 'the" 

filed 'tariff ~e~c~ ~ea maps t~ s~owall of the p~e~ent. :dedicated" 

areas of ~\rvice. Respondents'f pre~ident po:tntedoutthat,t~'at 
". I • ... • ' i,. " , ' ", ' , 

least several instances,. the expans:tim of service areasresul ted' " 
'\' ' 

,from enlargement of customers' own f~cilities, rather, than'from 
, , 

" .1: 

extension 0:£' respondent~ 'distribut!on mains .. , . 
" 

Testimony presented in relation to Exhibit N~ •. 15 indicates.: 

that there 'are several potential customers and subdividers with, 
,I ,', 

property'ueta.r but ,outside of respondents f dedicated areas of service. 
1'1' • " '. 

Some of these potential customers coUld suffer fi~cia.l loss and'" , 
" :, 
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I 

other hal"dships if· the restriction against respondents' ,~e~ing , 
, I' .,..-

them is continued. With the excePtion of one subdivision'at the .. ' 

uorthei-umost end of the map',' the .areas marked in yellow on Exhibit' 
.: ,,', 

No. I5 a:~:e contiguous. to respondents' present lines., plant,'or 

system.. . In the absence of specific orders to' the contrary" Section 

1001 of the Public Utilities Code,il'normally permits exte~s:tonswith: 
":, .' " 

out specific: Commission authorization into contiguous. territory 
, :1' i 

I, . . 

neeessax')~ in the ordinary course of a 'utility's business. 
" ". 

:'1 

there are three' factorswhi.ch make it appropriate now to· 
• -: (' • I ~ •• " ' : ". ' 

lift the:present restrictions aga:llnst,extensions by respondents 
:' "Ii, . . '.' 
I 

into contiguous territory. First~: the improvements' re'cOtmUended'by " 
I :', ' • • " " , , ~'.,. t • 

the CotImdssion staff and order~d: i~ previousdec:tst.ons.here1n'were 
i,1 

, .ii·· II,' , " ':", 

predicated upon a projected growt1::t, to a total of 6:,000" cus.tomers 
" :1' 

within r~:spondents' service areas '?by the' end of this year ... ' Even 
.1' I 

if the r~:strletion is lifted, resppndents estimate that tliey:will 
: . .' . Ii' .' , ,.... . 

have les~ than 5,500 customers bYi:t:hat time. Second,. 'thefae:tlit:I.es 
I' . .!, ' . ',. 

installed' and to be installed by respondents before June'·l';. 1966" 
. ;1: I,:, ,;\ '_ ", . . ':,,: 

are of si,ignifieantly greater' capac,ity' than those' required, br the 
:!' ""1"" 

Commissio:~ decisions. Third, the~e inv'estigationsare:,'notconcluded 
! , " , .. 

and the rieS~rictions could be rei~~osed" if a later review of the' .. 

:actual raice· of 'growth and of respondents t
. propo~ied master. plan' 

, .'. , 

! • • 

indicates! .that such action is appropriate .. 
! ' , 

Findin8! knd COnclusions 

. '\ the ~mmiSSion finds that: 
1.: Modifl.catipnof the preslent restrictions against respond-

1 . ,~. :~, . 
ents' exp.lmsioninto contiguous te:t:ritory is not adverse to,the~ 

. I . 
public interest~ 

,I, • ., 

2~ 'l Respondents', tariff se:""rlce· area maps do, not show' all of ." 
. . I.' , . 

the territory 'presently beiug.served:. 
i' I'll 

Ii. 
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J.. During the pendency of these proceedings, wbeneverrespond-' 

ents seek to enlarge their dedicatl~d service areas:~~'means'of tarlff",,:- " . 
I ' 

, II" ' > 

filings r~ther than by eertifieat~1 applications" .'. the COtJllll!.SS:LOU will' 
I: ~ I .". , . " " , 

need more!' specific information thallis normally requ!redas to.·acreage,. 

number oi customers and probable c!onsumptionfor other than' 're~iden~es:' 
'I' '. ,I , ',' .. , 

. ' 'I'l', 'I. ','" '" c 

within the uewareas. 'i ' ", '., .:. ',' '.' ." 
'I.. 'i, . .... . '. ". 

!I The Commission concludes that the presentres.trictions'.". 

against:. respondents' expansion should bemodif!ed asset forth in' . 
ii ,I 

the orde== which follows:.:: 
• ,I. :.1 

I, 

, . 

I IT IS ORDERED that: 

o "R!:;:D ER: .... _'~I- _--. ", 

I ~ .' , •. 

1. After the effective date of this order , .thepresent~ restrie- . 
" 
Ii. 

tion agsd.nst expansion of respondents t dedicated' service.areasand 
". ' " [" ',~, ' 

fUi.ng c~f maps related thereto, is set forth in paraSr~ph2 oft:b.e: 
r· , ,.:j l , '." -, ' ' , ..... ' '., " ' 

order in Decision No·~ 697l4'herefu, shall nolonger.be in,<effect:, 
I " " ' ' " 

but. respondents shall not extend:.: service into, contiguous ~e'rr:Ltory. 

WithOut{first having. complied Wi~h the tanf:f s~rvi~eare~ •. map.f11i.ng~' 
i , . . . ~ I ' , , ' 

re<iuire111ents of General Order Nd~. 96 .. A. 
I: .:' .' , . I, " /1 , ,", , 

2:.. Within ten days after the effective date of this > order,: 
:,. ;'. ..', "." " . ' 

respondents shall file revised tariff. service area maps which.add·the 
I ,. 
. I, '''" . ' 

areas shaded in pink on Exhibit I No.. lS in these proceedings'. Such"" 
I .. ' . '. '.' ."., . 

filings shall comply with Gener~l Order No. 9~A. . The' effective date 
I ,I' > ".,. -:, ,.', " 

of the I:revis~d' tariff sheets s~llbe four days' after. :th~ da~e·.of 
filing.~ . ." . . .' 

I I:, . " . 
3. During. the pendency of, these proceedings, respondents shall 
i .,J .. >, ...",' '" , ',., - . .', '1 ': '_ .• 

add th.e following information to the informatl.on. required,bY .. General·· 
, ' . "!.'" ,.:, .: ,': , , ;' ., 

Order No. 96~Ato be provided in the Advice Letters, by'which'eariff,' 
I . '.' ' ... ' .... ' ....... '. 
I 

" i 
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',.'" ' 

service area maps are filed for .extensions into contiguous territ,ory:' 

a. The approxii:na1te area (in acres:) of,' the 
ad~itional territory. 

b. The approximate ultimate number· of 
customers to be served within the 
additional territory. 

c. For extensions, to other than residential 
subdivisions and individual residences~" 
an estimate of water. cons'IJUlption.. . . . 

l'j' "" .. 

the effective date of this order ,sh8.l1· bet'Gn days, after>' 
I': ,n ' .'," • 

·i , the date hereof. ' 
.· .• ~r· .... 

Dated at _____ San_.Fr.l.n __ dse_· _0 ___ ..... , ca.liforn:La,tb.!s~?· .' .•.. 
. ;.; 

day of. _____ A_P_R_ll~ ___ , 19661
:. 
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APEENDIX A 
:1 

.1 
Ii 

LIST OF ~CES 
'I 

'i 
~ " 

FOR l'HE COMMISSION STAFF: :8. A. PI~eters and E.. J.. Texeira~ 

il. 
FOR ttSPONDENTS: Knapp, Gill, Hibbert & Stevens, ,by KarlK. Roos. 

. ~ , 

.. ~ 
IN':ERES'IED PA..~IES: R8,.1.'Dh R .. Bell:',~ for Sulphur Springs Onion' 

Seb.~ol District;:--i;em z:orgel~, for herself; Edwsrd L. Blincoe, 
for lnimself and for Ut:Llity Users t League of "California; 
J.. p~' Bradley and Jc.mes F.. MCl.:a~ for Dominguez Water 
COrporat:Lon; enamp~utler, for rland-ButlerConstruction 
Comp.my; William G. coskim and Francis H .. O'Neill, for " " 
Princess park Esta'tes, Inc.; Joseph c. CWik, for blmself and 
40 neighbors-; V. c. DeLaplt~ £C= Los Angeles County Fire 
Depm.-c:ment; Johti L. Fremon, fo,r Fremon Co., Inc.; W.. Tra.cey, 
Gaff£Y, for Saugus union SChoo,l Dis'Crict; Marvin B,. Hale, . 
for Taeifie Fire' Rating Bureau; John Dale Hight, for, 
Sunshine Homeowners Assoeiatioo., W. H. Hopke,. R8.*i 1>. Swan 
and Jrohn L. Williams, for North oaks Homeownerssoeiation, 
H. R .. J1lDld:l'i, for 0. S. Army P'Ost Engineers; Haig Kehiayan 
and Sohii c.. keenan, for Woodla:o.ds Sand' Canyon ASsociation; 
Harola w. kennedy, by Martin E:. Weekes, and James T. Rostron, 
for Ccunty of Los Angeles; Neville R. Lewis. and carl H ... 
~genhorn, for E. W. Loughland Company, Woodlands. Sand' 

Yoo. Developmen't Corporation::. R. & R. Development Corporation,. 
Woodlands Sand Canyon Sales Corporation, woodland's Sand canyon • 
Investment Company, and Woodlands Sand canyon· Construction 
Compa:~y; Robert K. Li§ht, for Paeifie Coast Properties, Inc .. , 
Emblem Homes, Inc., uquet Lattd Company, and Signature 
Develt)pment Company; Kenneth G~ L:Y£Ch, for Santa Clarita 
Valley J'oint Progress committee; l1iott Maltzman, for 
Halell Corporation; w. V. Mueller, for himself; Rav' Rainwater, 
for ~=ineess Park Estates, Inc.; AssemblyStn Newton Russell, 
for h:t.mself and constituents; Charles L. tuart, for soutnern 
california Water Company; StevE~n L. SWarttz, for Golden Triangle 
Industrial Park; Sam M. Thompson 1 Jr .. , for Council 0'£ Home 
Owner and Property owner ISsoc:Lat!ons; William R. Willard, for. 
Iron Canyon Property Owners Ass~oc1ation. 
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