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Decision No. 75034 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSICN OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of CALIFORNIA CITIES ) 
WATER COMPANY for a Certificate of ) 
Public Convenience and Necassity ) 
to extend its water corporation ) 
operation in the City of San Dimas ) 
Co s~=ve tentative Tract 23717. ) 

-------------------------) 
o PIN ION -.- ... _ ........ ---

Application No. 50582 
(Filed October l~ 1968) 

(Amended November 19 ~ 1968) \/",,' 

Applicant requests nuthority to extend water service in 

its San Dimas Division to the remaining Vinnell-Pauley development 

in tentative Tract 23717, which eovers portions of areas prcviouslX 

certificated to applicant or a predecessor that l~c generally be

tween California State ~olytechnic College and the San Bernardino 

Freeway~ in Los Angeles County. 

Applicant states that with the g~ant of the sought au

thority the Commission may cencel certi£ica~es encompassing (1) a 

golf course (Decision No. 74448, dated July 23, 1968, Application 

No. 50139) and (2) Tracts 28652 snd 28653 (Decision r~o .. 73e26 .. 

d~ted March 5) 1968, Application No. 49811), which lie wholly 

within the legal description covering tentative Tract 23717 and the 

su--rou~ding area h~rein sought to be certificated (Appl., par. VI). 

That dc~cription excludes Tract 27929 and tae alre~dy inctallcd 

construction there~n (shown on maps attached to the cpplication as 

Appendices A and B thereof») previously ~ertific8ted to a predeccs

so=, S~n Dim~s - Charter O~k DomcgC~C Water Comp~ny (Decision No. 

65739, dated Feb~ry 4, 1964, App:ic~t~on No. 45254). 

No £=anehise rights sre sought to be exe~ciscd by the 

instant application. 
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The ~tems 3nd ~stimated cost for construct~ng ~he rem4in

ing develop.ll.en.t of Tract 23717, which cost is eo be ~.dvaneed by and 

refunded to the subdivider, Vinnell-P~uley u~dcr app11e~nt's main 

extension rule, <:ore detailed i.n the app11cntion e.nd sun-.merized be-

low: 

Dp.sc~ipt1on 

Mains (24-1n.to 4-1n.) - 39,075 ft. 

Services (2 4-1n.; 2 2"1n.; 709 l-in.) -

Booste:' St:!tion 

*Tempor3ry 2S~OOO-gal. Tank 

*Tempor3ry 10-in. S~eel Tie-Line 

Total ~~cilities C~s: 

co~:: -
$281,862 .. 50 

36,850.00 

40,000.00 

45,000.00 

7.500 .. 0Q 

$411,212.50 

Average Cost Per Lot ($411,212.50 ; 713) $ 576.73 

*Subdivider will advance all coet of tem?orary 
facilities, p'.u~ estimated cost of removal. 
Builder will be reimoursed for cos: of mate~ials, 
less depreciation, while in use. 'Opon !'emo"Jal 
of the facilities or ~t such ~ime as they become 
permanent facilities, :hey would be refunded on 
the basis of ~ special facilities co~:ract. 

Applicant presently conducts public u.CiliCy water service 

w1thi~ Los Angeles, Ora~~e and San Bernardino Counties through its 

San Dimas, Cowan Heights and Wrightwood Wet~r Divisions. Its system 

is supplied entirely from wells iocef:ed gen~t'ally ::h::-o'.zghout ~'ts ser'" 

vice territory and from Metropolitan Wster District water. As of 

August 1, 1968, epplicant hcd 6,648 service connections in its San 

Dirr~s Division, ~nd was furnishing fire protection service to 652 

p"J.blic fire hyclre.nts, 11 privat:~ fi.re hydrants, and 40 i:-rigatio:'l. 

customers. Attached Co th~ a?plic~:ioni as Appeneix C th~reof, is 

applie~~t f S Ea.::'enc~ Sheet e.s of ';une SO, 1968 and e:n !rAcom~ St~te-

ment for the six months ended June 30, 1968. Applicant proposes to 
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serve cusComers in tentative Tract 23717 at the rates end charge~ 

established and published in e tariff on file with the Commission 

pu~suant to the requirements of Decision No. 72486, dated May 23, 

1967, as amended by Decision No. 72530, dated Y~y 31, 1967, in 

Application No. 48812. 

Applicant alleges that public ne2d and convenience require 

certification of the territory herein requested and has submitted, 

as Appendix D to the appli~&tion, a letter from Vinr,el1-Pauley, 

dated August 15, 1968, requesting filing of the application and 

stating that the subdivider is fumiliar wich applicant's main ex

tension rule (Rule 15 in applicsnt's t~riffs) 3nd will deposit monies 

required to be advanced for const~ct1on of the facilities. 

Applicant's predecessor, San Dimas - Charter Oak Domestic 

W~ter Company, was forbidden by Decision No. 66739, supre, and sub

$equent decisions from extending water service outside the, ~reas of 

ths Vinn~ll-r'auley development designated by those decisions. App15.

cent hss not sought here to lift such restriction as to any areas) 

yet undeveloped, beyond those now sought to be cert1ficatec. Ac

cordingly) the existing restriction will be modified only to the 

extent necessary to grant applicsnt the authority it new requests. 

The Commission 1 on consideraeion of the ~pplication herein, 

finds ~hdt: 

1. Applicant's proposal is reasonable. 

2. Public convenience ~nd necessity req~ire snd will requi~e 

the e'Xte,:,~sion by applicant of it$ ~'1,9.ter syster.t and s~rvice to and 

withi~ the areas in tentative Tract 23717, Tracts 2S652 a~d 28653, 

the golf course a.nd certain surrO\.md1ng cre~, a~l $oS n10re partic"..:." 

larly located and described in Paragraph VI of th~ applicstion herein 

.::.s corrected by an a.mendment to the application £1ll~d November 19) 

1968. 
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The Cornm1~s1oo, therefore, eon~ludcs that: 

1. A certificate of public conveni~nce and necessity should 

be granted to applicant &uthorizing s~id extension of its system 

and service in sccordar.ce with the provisions of the ensuing order. 

2. Concu~r.ent!y with the effectiveness of th~ a~thority here-

1~ granted, the certificates of p~b~ic convenience and necessity 

heretofore g~~nted to ~pplicant i~ and by Dec~sions Nos. 74448 and 

73826, SUpl"r.., should be cat!ce11ed. Any ta.7.'iff revisio:1s resillting 

from the autho.1ty herein grant~d und f.rom th~ c3n~el16tion of said 

previous certificates should be f11~d by applicant in conformity 

'with applicable provisions of General Order No. 96-A. 

3. The e:ldsting :-e:::tr:'ction against ~xt~l'lsior.L by :l.pplicant 

of water service outside the boundaries of its serv1ce a.ea, im

posed by Decision Nov 66739, ~upr~) should be moe~f1ed to the extent 

r~quired for extension ~nd rendition of the water service he~ein 

a.uthorized. 

A public hearing is not necesss.ry. 

IT IS CRD~REn that! 
1. The reSCr1ce~on ag~1nst the extcnG1o~ by appli¢ant, 

California Cities Water Company, of wster service oucside t~e 

bounda~ies of its service area, as i~posed on a?plieantfs predeccs

so~, San D~mas - Cherte= Oak Domestic Wete~ Co~pany, by Decision No~ 

66739, sunra, is mocl1f1ed to the e~cent that a =~~tificate of public 

1.Ja.ter Comp~ny to extend U:s pt:;,l!c utility wate:- sY$;tCITl ana sc=vice 

to and within the are&s in tentative Tract 2:717, T~~cts 28652 and 

28653, :he goJ.f cOu:"se and certain surroun<:lin.g ~:=ea.) 3S said .s.reas 
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are more particularly located and described in Paragraph VI of the 

application herein as corrected by an amendment to the application 

filed NoveQber 19, 1968. 

2. The certificates of public convenience and necessity here-

tofore granted to applicant in and by Decisions Nos. 74448 and 73826, 

cupra, are, and each of said certificates is, cancelled. 

3. Within one year sfter the effective date of this order, 

applicant shall file revised tariff sheets, including revised tariff 

service maps, to provide for the application of its present San Dimas 

schedules, except measured irrigation service, to the areas certifi

cated herein. Such filing shall be in conformity with General Order 

No. 96-A, and the revised tariff sheets shall become effective the 

fourth day after the date filed. 

4. Except for the authorizQtion herein granted, the restriction 

against extension of service imposed by the Co\mniss1on's order inDeci

sion No. 66739, ~upr~, shall be and remain in f~ll force and effect. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at _______ ~S~an~FMm~~c~~C~o _______ , California, this 
DECE.MBER day of _________ , 1968. 

eomml~~1onor Peter E. Mitcholl. 'be1llg 
:noc:es:;~ril~p absent. c!1d not ~Clrt1e1J)ate 

-5- ill tho ~1spOS1t1oll ot th1~ proceeding. 


