
BRIMS 

Decision No. 75385 DRIGiNAl 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAlE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of San Gabriel Valley ) 
Wa~er Company fox a certif1ca~e of ) 
public convenience and necessity ) 
to furnish water service to Tract ) 
No-. 29956, locOlted in unincorporated ) 
territory in Los Angeles. County. 

In the matter of the application 
of Subur.ban Water Systems, a; 
California corporation, for a cer­
tificate of public convenience and 
necessity to extend its wa~er 
system operation to Traet No. 29956, 
Los Angeles County. 

Application No. 50649 
(Filed October. 28, 1968) 

Application No. 50682 
(Filed November 13, 196a) 

Brobeck, Phleger & P~rison, by 
Robert N. towr~ and J. E. Ske:H:~n, 
~or San Gabriel Valley Water 
Company, applicant in A. 50649 ~ 
protestant in A. 50682. 

Ar1:hUl:' D. Guy z J!,., and Waj 1:'.~~E_.1~::!~t~"E~, 
for SUburban Water Sys~e:t; ~ .:.p,1ic ... ~t:.e 
in A. 50682 ~d protestan: in A. 5054~. 

E. C. Crawford, L. M. VanZandt cn:l 
Casimir Strelinski, for ~e Co~~sion 
staf. 

OPINION 
~--- .......... -

San Gabriel Valley Wat~r Company (S~ G':t~riel) seeks a 

ccrtifice:c of ?ublic convenience and necessi:y :0 £c~~ish w~~er 

~e~v~ce to Tract No. 29956 located in uni~eo=,or~t~d :~==itor7 in . 

Los J..ngeles County. (See !"I.Elp, Appendix A.) Subu%'ban Wa.ter Syste:ns 

(ST.:bu:'ban) seeka autho:ity to. se:ve t:ha s.:!me :::ac.t. Ezcc c.:.~.:.n~r 

protests the application of the. other. 
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A. 50649 & A. 50682 - BRims * 

The applications were consolidated for hearing and public 

hearings were held on December 16 and 17, 1968 at to:; Angeles before 

Examiner Robert Barnett. 

San Gabriel's Evidence 

San Cabriel's vice president testified to ~he following: 

Northwest \-1hittier Properties, the company that is developing the 

entire 178 acreS of Tract No. 29956, requested San Gabriel to pro­

vide public utility water service to the tract. The tract is 

located approximately 3,000 feet south of San G~brielfs El Monte 

division, and will be part of said division if San Gabriel's 

application is granted. 

territory not served by or certificated to any water company; 

westerly is Rose ,Hills Memorial Park, which provides its own water; 

northerly is a tract served by the Beverly Acres I~tual Water 

Company; and easterly is the Stoocly Estate, which also is not served 

by or certificated to any water company. At the northwest corner 

of !~acc No. 29956, and physically conti&~ous thereto, Suburban 

sarves one customer, Grandview Sanitaritlm. 

!he El Monte di"lision of San Gabriel presently serves over 

25.,000 customers and has a capacity of 70 million gallons of water 

daily. No addi~ional capacity will be re~uired to provide service 

to the tract. San Gabriel proposes to serve the :ract by extending 

its 17-ineh water main on Capitol Avenue approximately 5,900 feet to 

a 1-1/2 million gallon reservoir (the lower reservoir) to be con­

seructed at the trae~; 4,200 feet of this exte:zion will be outside 

of the tract. The standard of cons~ruction .of ::he extension, e::d 

system water pressure, will ~ within the limits prescribed by this 

Coc:nissi.on t s General Order No. 103, Rules Governing Water Service 

Including Ydnfmum Standards For Design and Construction. 
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From the lower reservoir water will be pumped by two 

75-horsepower boosters to a middle reservoir (elevation 625 feet) 

whose two 50-horsepower boosters will pump wate% to an uppex 

reservoir (elevation 725 feet). 

Estimated costs of facilities to be advanced by the 

developer are: 

Lead-in main 
Reservoirs (middle & upper) 
Booster· seations 
In-tr,aet mains 
Se%V'iees .. & fi1:e hydrants 

'rotal 

$ 84,000 
95,000 
71,000 

149,400 
65 2 300 

$ 464,700 

San Gabriel will pay for the cost of the lowe: reservoir 

(estimated to be $105,000) and water meters (estimated to be 

$25,000). San Gabriel bas sufficient capital to cover these costs. 

All land for reservoirs and booster stations will be donated by the 

developer. 

San Gabriel-will apply the rates currently in effee: in 

its El Monte divis.ion, which rates were authorized September 11, 
1/ 

1968.-

In the axea certificated to San Gabriel 'Chat is shown on 

the map attacbed hereto ~ Appendix A, San Gabriel serves five or 

six industrial eoneexns, .a Los Angeles County equestric area, and 

the Rio Hondo Junior College. !he c~llege obtains water from the 

same 17-ineh maiu tha~ will serve the ~raet. However, the college 

is sexved from a reservoir located on the campus which supplies all 

of its daily requirements. The reservoi% is .efilled at night, or, 

when the water drops to a certain level. 

1/ 
A comparison of San Gabriel's rates with Suburban's is set out 
on Sheet 11 of this o~1n1on. 
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The lower reservoir on Tract No. 29956 will xein£oree 

'wate'!: se-rviee along the entixc 17 -inch main fro1:1 which is served, 

in addition to the aforementioned customers, some 400 customers 

who axe located in an area northerly beyond the area shown on the 

attached map. In effect, the lower reservoir will provide a new 

source of water supply to customers already being served, as will 

the middle and up~r reservoirs. For this reason San Gabriel will 

absorb the entire cost of the lowe%' reservoir. San Gabriel ;;.lso, 

interconnects with the Rose Hills water system, elehough this 

co~ection is for emergency purposes only and has never been used. 

An architect employed by the developer testified as follows: 

Tract No. 29956 will consist of approximately 470 single family 

dwellings plus one aebool. The tr3ct is expected to be totally 

developed within five years. ~ devclopme:lt is to start in 

January of 1969 and lots will be offered for sale approxima~ely 

Ap~il 1, 1969. Both San Gabriel and Suburban submitted estimates 

on the cost of providing water service to the t::act. Suburban's 

estim.s.te was much lower than San Gabriel '5, which caused the y 
developer to doubt the accuracy of Suburban's estimate. Conse-

quently, engineers employed by the developer prepared their own 

estimate which essentially consisted of revising Suburban's estimate 

upwards based on higher unit costs. A£ter ehis :evisiou, the de­

veloper compared the two estimates .and concluded :hat they were 

2/ 
The estimate of a water company is in no ""a'y binding on the "',vater 
company. The company f s filed m~in extension ::-..:.l-e p:oov1cl.es 
that ;;.ny advances made by a subdivider based upon est~~tes 
are subject to being .adjuseed to act~ costs. 

-4-



· . 

A_ 50649 & A. 50682 - 'BR 

So close tbat othe% factors would be used to pick a water supplier. 

These other factors were low water 'rAtes to the consumer (whicb 

~7ould facilitate the sale of lots) and ease of cooperation between 

the ceveloper and the water comp.any.. Because San ~b'r1el 's rates 

to1er~ lowe%' than Subuxban '5, ancl because the developer felt that ie 

would be able to work more easily with San Gabriel, thus iusuxing 

early development of the tract, it chose San Gabriel. 

An engineer employed by a firm retained by the developer 

testified that his ffrm did the enginee:ing xo: the tract. Pursuant 

to that assignment he was asked to eval'~te tee cstimetcs submitted 

by San Gabriel and Subuxba:l. On October 23, 1968-, he ::;,ubtDitted his 

evaluation to the developex. The original estimate of developer's 

cost by Sau Gabriel was $475,000; ~y Suburb.zn $390,000.. Based upon 

bis experience of comparable costs, he decided that Suburban's 

estimate of on-site Costs was approxima:tely $50 ,000 too· low, and he 

adjusted Suburban's estimate accordingly. He determiued that 

San Gabriel's estimate was high, mainly in the estimate. of on-site 

main and services cost. With other adjustmeuts (primarily eliminating 

£:om Suburban's estimate the $20,000 cost of a temporary reservoir) 

bi~ r~vised estimate of developer's costs was Suburban $424,840; 

San Gabriel $443,380. 

In his original comparison he included as part of Suburban's 

esti:zul.te the sum of $151,500· which reflected the cost of two rese:­

voirs ($115,500) and o£f-si~e maiDs ($36,000). Later, Suburb~ 

informed the develope: that this $l51,500 wou~d not be part of the 

developer's 4dvanee but would be essu:ed by Suburban. 
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Suburban's Evidence 

The treasurer of Suburban testified that Suburban expects 

to invest $1651 000 of its own money in water fecilities to serve 

Tract No. 29956 in addition to money to be advanced by the develop~~. 

On Novem~er 1, 1968 Suburban obtained $2.7 million from a condemnation 

aw&rd Wh~ch has been deposited with a trustee for the uti1ity Ts bond­

holders, that can be used to improve its system. In the witness T s 

opinion, Suburban can invest the $165,000 without ~air1ng its 

financial standing. 

The executive vice president of S~u~b~~ test~f~~d as 

follows: His company wishes ~o serve T~act No. 29956 and proposes 

to construct a water system to provide such tcrJice at a total cost 

of $409,500. Presently Suburban serves four custcmers in the ar~ 

(se<:: ,~.p, Appendix A) one of wl"tich, Gr.e.ndview Sanitar1'Um, is 

conti~u~ to t~e tract. Two of these four custo~crs (Gr~dvi~ 

San1tar!~ and Ydll School) are served from e six-ineh ma1n along 

Workman Mill Road. The new traet 'WOuld be served by a. 16-ineh ma1n 

extended from the 36-1nch transmission main at a point on Pioneer 

Boulevard shown on the northwest . portion of :he m.:.p. The 36-inch. 

~in 1s not eontiguous to the tract. The distance from the con­

llection of the 36-inch main with the 16-1neh main to th~ tract is 

~pproXimately 2,450 feet. Two reservoirs (one millic~ gellon 
; 

capae1ty e£ch) ~th adequate booster pumps will be built on the 

:ract at different levels. The 16-ineh mAin will parellel the six­

inch main and, through an interconnection1 wLll provide backup 

faei11ties to the two customers on the siX-inch main. 5'cb'l%~.c.n ha:; 

an adequate ~~ter supply to serve the tract. !ae rates f¢~ service 

would be those presently e~thor1zed 1n this area. Suburban's esti­

mate of $409 1 50? to provide ~ter serv1ce should be ~th1n 5 percent 
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of actual cost; also, the unit costs used by Suburban in its estimate 

are reasonable. Suburban proposes to absorb the cost of constructing 

the off-site main (2,450 feet) and the two reservoirs because these 

facilities will be used to improve service on other parts of its 

system and provide backup for service to the Mill School and 

Grand.view Sani tar ium.. 

Discussion 

Ibis ease is another in a long series of controversies 

between San Gabriel and Suburban eo~ee%ning G~rviee ~o new customers 

in the Whittier area. In Decision No. 52574 dated Feb~U4%y 7, 1956 

in Application No. 37435, a dispute over ~e:\.z..ee it'! tbie .area, we 

certificated Suburban to serve one eustocer (Shepherd Machinery 

Company) in territory previously certificated to Sen Gabriel. In 

D~ci~ion No. 67599 dated July 28, 1964 in Applic~~ion No. 46232, we 

cer':ific~~~~d San Gabriel to serve the Rio Hor..do J;.!~or Collcze over 

the protest of Sub~rban which also applied to serve the college. 

In DeciSion No .. 67599 we recognized that SubJ.lrban ",v.z$ sa:ving 

Cra'tld.V'i~w Sanitarium and Mill School in the vic:Lnit:y of t!le college, 

but we found that: rrit would not be in the public i:lterest to es­

tablish an island water system operation in S=n Gabriel's logical 

operating territo%y." Tract No. 29956 is app~oxicaeely 3~OOO feet 

south of San Gabriel r S ce%tificated area and is in effect an island 

surround.ed by Rose Hills Memo%i4l Park which operates its own water 

system.. The tract will not be contiguous to eithe% company's water 

system no matter which company is gr.aneed a. cer~ifies.te to serve, 

although the tract is physically contiguous to the property of 

Grandview Sanitarium, Suburb.an's customer. 
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By 'DecistoC'No. 58716 dated July 71 1959 in Application 

No. 40628, this Commission prohibited Suburban from extending:': its 

syr;tetn without CommiSSion authorization. Subuxb@. argues ~t if 

it were not for this rest%'ietion it could serve ehe t%'act pursuant 

to authority granted by Public Utilities Code section 1001 which 

permits extensions of sexvice without Commission authorization 

"into territory' ••• contiguous to its ••• line, plant, or system 

and not theretofore served by a public utility •.. 11 Suburban 

asserts that the restriction'was imposed because of inadequate 

financing, that financing is now adequate and, therefore, 'b~cause 

the reason for the rest%'iction is not applicable to this extension, 

Suburban should have the right to extend i ts sys~ as 1:bough the 

restriction were not indfect. Suburban expects too much from this 

argument. Even if the xestriction were not in effect the Commission 

could authorize San Gabriel to serve the t:ract. And 1 even tbough 

the tract is physically contiguous to one customer of Suburban's, 

such phYSical contiguity does not, because of that fact, necessarily 

b~ing Suburban within the .ambit of section 1001. In Ke:rn Couney 

Land Companx ~ Railroad Commission (1934) 2 Cal 2d 29, 35, the 

Supreme Court said, ". • • the question whether two axeas are 

contiguous is not always ~o be determined by the physical facts of 

contiguity. '!hat is, in a proper case, .a.1 though t:be lands are 

pbysically contiguous, nevertheless the spi:rit, purpose and objects 

to be attained by the regulation in respect ihereof may be violated 

to such an eX1:ent .!lS to constitute the extet:.Sion a violation of the 

requirement that the terri~ry :w..st be contiguous. ~I Not only is 
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Tract No .. 29956 contiguous to only one customer of Suburban, and 

said customer is not contiguous to any other part of Suburban's 

system, but no part of the wate'r system serving thiG custOJlle% will 

be extended to se'rve Tract No .. 29956.. Service to the t:act is 

proposed to come from a new main to be constructed for 3 distance 

of approximately 2,450 feet sUlrting at PiO't1eer Bouleve.%d 1;0 the 

northwest. In the light of these considera~ionS the fact that 

Suburban serves one customer whose property is physically contiguous 

to Tract No .. 29956 is an element to be weighed in determining which 

company should be certificated to serve the tract; it is not 

determinative .. 

Among the. factors to be considered wben determining which 

of two competing utilities should be permi:ted to serve a new ~rea 

olre: 1) financial soundness and managerial ability of the utility) 

2) adequacy of water supply, 3) adequacy and cost of ~~ sys:em, 

4) utilizatio~ of new'system in providing additional facilities for 

existing system, 5) proximity of new a%ca to the logical operating 

territory of the utility, 6) level of rates to be cha:ged new 

customers, and 7) the preference of the developer .. 

Both San Gabxiel and SuoU%'ban a:t'c financially ~~le :0 pro­

vide the request~d .service, have able.management, adequate 'water 

supp11~, and Can provide the requ1~ed service ~thout ~pa1r1ng the!r 

ability to serve ex1~ting ~~s=omers. The design of each system is 

adeqU4~e ~o provide service to 'the trect in accorCz~cc with General 

Order No. 103. 
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The cost of eonst~ueting the p~oposed· systems, as estimaeed 

by each utility is: 

Developer's Costs 

Utilities' Costs 

Total 

Suburban 

$244,500 

165:000 

$409,500 

San Gab'riel 

$464,700 

1:30 zOOO 

$594,700 

Of the developer's costs Subu1:ban estimates that $06,500 would be 

subject to ~cfund in accordance with the te%m3 of its filed main 

extension contract for special facilities, and the balance of 

$158,000 would be subject to ref1r.ld in accorda.r!cc with 'the terms 

of its filed main extension cont1:8ct fo% cubciivisions. The amounts 

San Gabriel would refund pu~suant to similar contracts are $l66,000 

and $298,700, respectively. 

San Gabriel .::mod the develope: disputed Suburban's low 

cost estimate. An engineer employed by the e~vclope: made his own 

calculation and concluded that S~burbanfs es~imatc was at least 

$50,000 too low as a result of using U'IlX'ealis~ic on-site con­

struction costs. We find that Suburban's estimate is low by 

$50,000 end that a mo~e reasonable estimate oi i:z total cost to 

const:uct its proposed system (including a temporary rese:voi~) 

10 $459,500. San Gabriel has reduced its original $475
7
000 cst~te 

of cicvelop~:rTs cost eo $464,70~ beca~$e thc:c will be 28 less. 

se%vices than o:rie:£.t!.ally ·pl.a:c.ned •. The estimate of ::he developer's 

engineer further reduced this ~un: by ~pp:roximately $20,000 after 
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analysis of on-site costs. We find that this reduction is reasonable 

and that a more reasonable estimate of San Gabriel's total cos~ ~o 
3/ 

construct its proposed system is $574,700.-

A comparison of the monthly rates tha.t each company expects 

to charge in Tract No. 29956 follow3: 

5/ 
Consumption 
in Cubic Feet 

4/ 
San Gabriel '3 -

Charge 
Subu:b.an's -
Char~e 

SubU4ban's Cbarze 
Exceeds San ' 

G:1briel's By 

800 
1,600 
2,000 
2,500 
3,000 
3,500 
4,000 

$ 2.6S 
3.90 
4.50 
5.26 
6.02 
6.78 
7.54 

$ 2.82 
4.90 
5.93 
6.96, 
7.99' 
9.02 

10.05 

51. 
26% 
321. 
321. 
331. 
331. 
331. 

At .an average monthly domestic use of 2,500 cubic feet we find that 

Suburban'S r4tes axe one-third more than San Gabriel 'c. 

In Decision No. 67599 when we authorized San Cabriel to 

provide service to the Rio Hondo Junior College we made a findinS 

that the college was in San Gabriel's logical operating territory. 

Tract No. 29956 is about 3,000 feet from the college ~d is 

separated from San Gabriel's prcnene territory by Rose Hills 

Memorial Park. It is appa%ent that tho t:act will remain non-con­

tiguous to the main portions of the systems of San Gabriel e:ld 

'}./ 

~/ 

We :eeognize that our fi~dings as to the :eas~bleness of 
estiQ4tes are not conclu~ive but are ~ubject to bei~g 3d­
juste?- to actual costs pursU4ll: to ~e ~in c;:-eension rule. 

Rates 8.l.1tboriz~d Septcml'>c: 11, 1968 by Decision No. 74674. 
, , 

. 
J.:n applica'tion to increD.Se til~~e r.a~e~ i:J c-ur:ccntly pet.tcli:lg 
~:ore ~e Co:cmiszion. 
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Suburban no matter which one 18 certificated. Mowever, because 

of the close proximity of Tract No. 29956 to a major portion of 

San Gabriel's sys~em, we find that Tract No. 29956 is iu San Gabriel's 

logical operating territory. 

The water system proposed by Suburban will provide backup 

facilities for only two customers of Suburban. 'l'be system proposed 

by San Gabriel will provide backup facilities for five or six 

industrial companies, the Los Angeles Couu'ty equestr;Lan area, and 

the Rio Houdo Junior College, all in the immedia'te vicinity of the 

system, plus over 400 customers farther back on the transmission 

main. We find that San Gabriel's proposal will provide backup 

f~cilities more useful to its present system than Suburban's 

proposal would provide ~o Suburban's present system. 

The final considera'tion is the preference of the developer. 

In this case the developer prefers San Gabriel. Based upon past 

experienee the developer feels that San Gabriel will provide close 

cooper~tion in installing the water sys~em as quickly as poSSible, 

thus assisting the development and early marke~ability of the lots 

in the tract. Also, the developer feels that San Gabriel's lower 

rates will be attractive to prospective purchasers, thus further 

enhancing the marketability of the lots. 

In summary, we find that both utilities have adequate 

financing" sound m.an..agement:, 4dequa.t~ water supply, and a. water 

system tha.t will not be strained by the 4Cd1:ion of Tract No.. 29956; 

Suburban serves one customer whose property is phYSically contiguous 
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to Tract No. 29956; Suburban's proposed system is estimated to cost 

about: $115,000 less than San G.:'!b-riel' s; San Gabriel will provide 

service at lower rates than Suburban; the new system will pro~'ide 

backup facilities to an important segment of San Gabrie,l's present 

system; Tract No. 29956 is in San G~b:ie1's logical operating 

territory; .and the developer prefers service from San G.abriel. 

After considering all the relevsnt factors we conclude 

that San Gabriel's application should be granted and Suburban's 

application denied. We give little weight to the fact ~hat 

Suburban serves one customer whose property is physically· contiguou~ 

to Tract No. 29956. The other factor in favor of Suburban, the 

lower cost of its system, is outweighed by tbe factors that favor 

San Gabriel: backup· faCilities, location of trsct in San Gabriel's 

logical operating teuitor.y, preference of the developer, and, 

most importantly, lower %'3tes to the public. 

Findings of F~ct 

1. Northwest Whittier Properties is developing a residential 

a~ea of 178 ~cre$ in Los Angeles County prezently known ~ tract 

No. 29956. There will be about 470 water services in the clevelop- '. 

ment. No public utility water se:viee is presently being rendered 

to the tract. Both San Gabriel and Suburban each wish to provide 

such water service. 

2. The tract is pbysically contiguous to ~~ property of on~ 

customer of Suburben, which customer's property is not contiguous 

-l3-



A. 50649& A. 50682 - BRims * 

to a:ny other part of SubuA:ban '8 service a.rea, and no part of Subur­

ban's water system wnich serves this customer ~ll be extended to serve 

Tract No. 29956. Tract No. 29956 is not cont1guo~ to Suburban's 

line, plant, or system within the mCllXling of Public Utilities Code 

section 1001 .. 

3.. Both San Gabriel and Suburban ere financially able to 

provide the service, have competent management, adequate wate: 

supplies, and can provide the required service without impairing 

their ability to serve existing customers. The design of each 

system is adequate to provide service to the tract in accordance 

with Gcncr~l Order No. 103. 

4. The cost of cOD.3tructing the proposed systems, as estimated 
by each utility is: 

Developer's Costs 

Utilities' Costs 

Total 

Suburban 

$244,500 

165,000 

$409,500 

San Gabriel 

$464,700 

130,000 

$594,700 

5. Suburban's estimate of construction cos~s is $50,000 too 

low and San Gabriel's estimate of construction costs is $20,000 

too high. Suburban's proposed system will cost approximately 

$459,500; San Gabriel's, $574,700. 

6.. Each domestic water service will use at least 2,500 cubic 

feet per month, on average. At such average use Suburban's p~oposed 

rates are one-third higher than SAn Gabr1el Ts. The rates set forth in 

San Gabriel's filed tariffs for its El ~~nte division are fair acd 

reasonable and should be applied to the serviee to be ~~deree. 
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7. Tract No. 29956 is about 3,000 feet from the Rio Hondo 

Junior College and from a major portion of San Gabriel's system. 

The tr.lct is in San Gabriel '8 logical operating ter.ritory. 

8. The water system proposed by Suburban will provide backup 

facilities for only two customers.of Suburban. !be system proposed 

by San Gabriel will provide backup facilities for five or siX 

indust:rial companies) the Los Angeles County equestrian area, and 

the Rio Hondo- Junior College, all in the immediate vicinity of the 

system, plus over 400 custome:rs farther back on the trans=ission 

main. San Gabricl~s proposal will provi~ backu9 facilities more 

useful to its present system than Suburban f s propos.s.l would provide 

to SUburban's present system. 

9. The developer prefers tha: San Gabriel p~ovide water 

service to Tract No. 29956. 

10. Public convenience and necessity require that San Gabriel's 

application be granted and that Suburban's application be d~ied. 

The Commiss:£.on concludes that San Gabriel's application 

should be granted and that Suburban's application should be denied. 

The certificate hereinafter granted shall be subject to 

the follOwing provision of law: 

That the Cotzlml.ssion shall have no power to 
authorize the capitalization of this certificate 
of public convenience and necessity or the right 
to own, operate, or enjoy such certificate of 
public convenience and necessity in excess of 
the amount (exclusive of any tax or annual c~erge) 
actually paid to the S~ate as the consideration 
for the issuance of such certific4te of public 
convenience and necessity or :1ght. 
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The aetion t~~n herein is for the issuanee of a eertif1cate 

of public convenience ~nd necessity only and is not to be conside=ed 

as indicative of amounts to be incl~ed in a future rate b~~e for the 

purpose of deter.mining j~t and reasonable rates. 

ORDER - ____ ..-JI~ 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. San Gabriel Valley Water ComP4nY is gran.::ed a eertificate 

of public convenienee and necessity to extend, construct 4nd operate 

its public utility water system in the ~ree known 4$ Los ~gele$ 

County Tract No. 29956 as shown on the map att4ched hereto as Appen­

dix A. 

2. San Gabriel Valley Water Company is authorized to apply to 

the area certificated herein its presently filed tariffs applicable 

to its El Monte Division. 

S. San Gabriel Valley Weter Company is authorized to r~v13e, 

within thirty days after the effective date of this order snd in 

conformity with General Order No. 96-A, such of its tariff schedules, 

including a tariff service area map, es are necessary to provide fo= 

the ~pplication of its tariff schedules to the area certificated 

herein. Such tariff sheets s~ll bec0m2 effective on the fourth day 

after filing .. 

4. San Gabriel Valley Water Company shell notify this Commis­

sion, in writing, of the date service is fi~st rendered :0 the public 

ur~er the rates ~nd rules authorized herein, withi~ ten days th~rc­

after. 
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5. Appliea~ion No. 50682 of Suburban Water Sys~ems is denied. 

The effec~1ve date of this order shall be, the date hereof. 

Dated at S:m Frn.nei!e0'" " Cal:L£orc.ia, ~ this (( ~ 
day of. __ ..iLMIoCoA ... RCWoIH""--__ , 1969. 
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