Decision No 71617 o @%B@UN .

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES'COMMiS OV oF THE~STATE OF CALIFORNIA E

Application of COLCONDA UTILITIES )
COMPANY, a corporation, for itself )
and as operator of HINKLEY VALLEY ; Applxcation No. 47259

WATER COMPANY, for emergemey (Filed January 15, 1965) |
authority to establxsh new rates.

W. Paul Payne, for applicant. '
John Deviney, for himself, interested party. .

Heector Anninos, B. A. Pceters end Chester Newman,
' xox the Commission stati.

OPINIONfANDfORDER:

Ihis proceeding i’;nvolveo the rcquest of applieant Golconda S

Deilities Company for rate increases in lts various servxce areas B

i Inyo, San Bernardino and San Dxego Counties. Variouo xnterim

decisions have been rendered (l) grantmng intérin anreases for the g

Keeler Tar f’Area in Izyo County gnd the Ersul Tariff Area _w Stn
Bernardino County, () veaffxrming exlsting rites in. the Calvert i
and Hinxley Iariff Areas in San Bernardino County,_(S) dxsmxssing
the applzcatlon'thh respect toethe Hinkley Valley‘wetcr Company

area in San Bernardlno and the Kentwood in the Pines Community

Assoexation area in San Diego County, both of whleh systems applxcantﬁ;lf

had operated temporarily but has not acquxred and no longer operate
(4) adding certain flat rate categorxes to~the Keeler and Ersul
schedules and (5 establishing final - rates fbr Keeler. p,'

Public hearmng on the remainxng Ersul Tarxff Area phase
of this ~pp11cation was- held before Examiner Catey in SenuBern dlno i’\
on September 15 and 16, 1965, end December g, 1965. At the conclu—

sion of the hearxng on December 3 1965 applicant requested that

| this phase of the applmcation be adgourned to a future Qate and con-*p&ﬂ'”

solxdated with an intended 1ater applicatxon for authority'to issue

securities. Applicant's *equest was. granted.
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A. 47259 GH
On June 22, 1966, applicant was reminded by-letter, a copy

of which is hereby received as Exhibit No. 29, that the financtng

application still had not been filed Applicant was also requested

to advise the Commission if it wished ‘the Ersul rate matter submittedf ;‘a ‘

upon the present record., Applicant has neither replied to that
letter nor filed its proposed application. ey |
We find that it would be unreasonable to hold this proceed-"

ing open any longer, and that the present record does not justify

suthorizing a fuxthex rate increase~for applicant s Ersul Tariff Arearfg{.“",

We conclude that a final order should’issue. :
Irxsonnmznchat-' N
1. The rnterim rates authorized for applicant s Exsul Tariff
Axea by Decision No. 68981 dated April 28 1965 and Decision f"‘
No. 69341, dated June 29, 1965\ in this proceeding, shall remain in
effect as the £inal rates established herein for that tariff area.‘
2. Except for the relief granted in the EOregoing Paragraphll
and by previous orders herein, Application Nb. 47259 15 denied.f_
The effectxve date of this order is the date hereof '

Dated at San anm : ' Cali.fornia, th:‘.s y
NOVEMBER ' | - ‘ o : '

— Commissioners. . . . . .

COmissionor Peter E. Mitchell boing P
necossarily abs ont “did. ‘not. participat
in- ,.ho di posi'r.ion or th.t.. procoodinp--




