
'01 

"'-' 
I", 

'DeCision No;. '85088 

e,' 

.:1. . , ' .. 

:aZFO~ T.dE PUBLIC UT!I.ITIES COMMISSION OF THE 'STATE OF 'CALIFORNIA: ' 
" 

In the Y.aatter of the Application of ~ 
Santa Clarita Water Company for, 
Authori~ to Expand its Public Utility 
Service Area in a poreion of Northeast 
Los Angeles Cot.m:=y. ~ 

Application of VAl.ENCIA WATER: COMP&W, 
A corporation, For Authorlty to Expand 
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Application' No:. 54934 
(Filed ,June' 5 1974;", 

amended, April i8~ 1975) 

Application No. 55075, 
(Filed' July' 29, 1974; 

.amencr~ April 2&, 1975.)' 

, 
,.: ' 

,Case NoL9766', , ' 
(Filed, J'aly16,: 1974)< ' 

William G. Fleekles, At=orney at Law, for 
S3nta clarit:a Water Company, applicant in 
A. 54934 and complainant in' C. 9766. 

Overton, Lyman & Prince, by Donald K. Ford and 
wayne Knigh=, and Riclu:rd C. liaekri$Y, for 
Valenc:.a Water Company, app'll.cant, l.n A. 55075 
and defendant in C.. 9766~ 

Peter ArthtJr .. , Attorney at LaW, for 'the 
eotmiliSS 0:1 staff,.' " , 

.' " 

FIN'AL OPINION, 

Background 

On June 5, 1974,' Sa.n=a Clarita Water Company, (Clarit<:) . 

filed its Application No .. 54934 seeking, ex parteauthor1tyto:e#d' 
i~s tariff s~ce area to include 'an area of approximately:l,.50Q' acres ~ 

• , " ,1, 
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On June 18·,. 1974,. Valencia yater Company (Valencia) filed its letter 
?rotest to the application. .AI!long other tbiags pointecl out in 
Vale:1cia's protest was the fact: that 900 of the 1,500 acres were 
owned by its parent,. New-::all U:nd and Faming Company (NI.&FC), and 

that it had always been Valend.a's plan to serve this area.. On-
Jt:r1e 20,. 1974,. Clarita requested the Commission to order both 

utili~i.es to re£r~ from extendillg into the 1,.500-aere ares.SJ:J.d/or 
from. serving any customers therein not presently setYeC pending a 
decision on the application. This request was based', upon the 
allegation that on or about July 12,. 1974,. Valencia' commenced 
insealliag a 12-inch steel transm1ss~on main withinthel,500-acre 

area. Clar!ta filed· a complaint for 1njl!1lc~ive relief on July 16,. 
1974. The Commission issued a temporary restraining order 'on July 23, 
1974 (Decision No. 83191) against extension by both water companies 
a:lQ scheduled a hedrlng on the ~tter.. On July 29, 1974, Valenc:ta ' 

filed its Application No. 55074. seeking authority to extend itS service 

area i:l.to a portion o~ tl'le Sat:le area ~or which Clarita seeks authority. 
By Decision No;, 83448 dated September 11, 1974, we pare!ally lifted . 

the temporary Restraining Order outstanding against both' applicants. 
Further hearing on the cross-applicOlt1ons and the compl.:z.:i.nt: 

was held on April 28,. 1975 before Examiner Bernard A ... Peeters in 
Los Angeles. The matters were subm:ltted on said date ,subJect to: the 
filing of ~ late-filed exhibits, which have been received. 

The purpose of the adjourned hearing was to. receive evidenc<a 

to detercine which applica:lt should be certificated to, serve all or part o.~ 

the 1 7 500 acres in the Newhall area which both applicants \'/ere seeking 
to serve, to resolve the complaint matter, aodto consider final., 

. '.' 

&c'tio::l. with; rcs?ect to the temporary restraining order.> The", matter 
is now ready for a final decision. :: 
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At the adjourned hearing the partlesagreed~ to the' 
following stipulation which w~~" orally entered, into the record: 

Clarita amends its application by reducing the 
area sought to be sexved to include only the 
proposed IIX>bile home puk known as the· Cordova 
Mobile Home Estates lo1est, consisting of 
approximately 22 acres; and M1i:hclraws its 
complaint. . 

Valencia amends its application by withdrawing 
its request to serve SOO acres loc:ated in the 
1,500 aeres under dispute, and substitutes 
therefor a request to serve only the administrative 
buildings of the Saugus Elementary School 
District (District). 

Clarita presenteel evidence through Peter. C.
o 

Y.remer,. 
, executive vice-president ~ of NI.&FC with. respect to 'the mobile home 

park. Valellciaput 1n its evidence regard!ng the District . through. 
its .president/general manager. The staff introduced· ~bit9'through 
a staff engineer. 

In v1~ of the amended applications 'and withdr~al: of the 
comp.laint~ the only issues to be, decided are:: 

1. Whether the applicati()ns should be gran,ted, as amended? 
2. Whet::er the restraining order sti!l remaining' in effee~' 

s~o·.lld be ·.,aeated·? 

3-. ~~he~her the, staff recormnend~tion 'that future extensions by 

applic&.ts into the l:t5CO-acre area should, be made by th~' iLliog of 
fo:::mal applicatiotlS ra.ther tb.ci.n 'advice letter filing should' be 
implemented? 

4 • Whether the Commission can :'ely upon the' env-r...romnental 
reView of . the proposed mcbilehome park' by the Los ADieles Regionll,l 

~, " • ' ., " > 

p MlXln~Commission l' 
DiSCt:Ssion 

NI.&FC' s executive vice-p~esidenttest:tfied:tbat:his 
co:npany is the owner .and developer of the mobile home park under 

consideration here, and that they are requestillg: water; serv;ce totbe 
. ..,1' .' 

" , 
" ' ,',. 
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park be provided by Clerita.' NL&FC is the·' applicant for the 
cO:lditional use permit issued bytbe Department of Regional :?lanoiog.~ 
County of Los Angeles te> construct the mobile home park ·(Exhibit 6) ~ 
Exb:lbit 6- contains a negative declaration with respect, to the 
enviromtental impact of the park~ as. well as the legal description· 

of the property. . .. 

Valeneia t s president/generalmanager testi£ied~about·· the 

need of water by the District.. District's present water supply is 
from. an. irrigation well. The County Health Department. ~s 'requested . 
District to- discontinue use of this well.. Distr;[ctls' administration 

building lies within the 900 acres originally sought· by Valenc1a~ 

Valencia is the logical purveyor of the needed w~t:er supply since 
its main wa.ter" supply line cr~sses District's' l:tne:andWoU1~i'::tnvoive 
only the setting ofa meter. . . ' . 

'thestaf£' reeolIClends that a certificate be. iranted to- ' 

Clarita to serve the mobile home park, and· is of the opinion that 

Val~c1a can provice adequate ser-~ce to the District's administr~tion 
bu!.lding.. In view- of the stipulation of the parties, and the staff 

poSition" we. shall authorize the requests. 

Should the temporary restraining o::-der be vacated· in :rts . 

entirety"? the staff reco:LIllends that cOm;?le~ion of the t::~m1ss:ton. 
pip~.l:Lnc: by V&lencia. to incl~e Wells US, U4, a.nd. Us. beal:thori::ed 

, • c 

since it: would ~z the replacement of the water supply from 
Valencia's Wells R2 and 158. 'the recomtlendation' is also- macle tb..:1t 
Valencia be allowed to continue the tra:l.SClissioD pipeline to,"incl",cre 

all. the wells. offe:-ed to it by Nt&FC', Valencia I s parent, beeaus:~ an 

adQitional water supply is needed. This recommendation, cocpled' 
with the fact the compla1nt bas been withdrawn,. and Clarita."s 

agreement with the staff' s recomme:ldatioll~ ;[s sufficient grounds to 
vacate the restra1n1ng order perta1ning. to tb.epipelineextension. 

, .. 
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There remains that portion of tae restra1ningorder which 
prohibits both utilities from extending service into·the disputed 
area pending ciecision on the consolidated matters. The staff· takes 
tile poSition tba: f'~tur.a extensio:lS into the l~500-acrearea by 

either 2pplic:ant should be sought only by formal app11cat:LoJl~' The 

rationale for this reeommen~ation is that under a formal'· fi1ir1g~ 
t:b.e applicant is required to comply with Rule 18 of our Rules; of 

E'ractice and Procedure, thus providing the staff 'with. suffic:i2nt 

information to evaluate the extension. It is stated,;; tbatunder' . the 

ad'liee letter proc:edure~ General Order No. 96-A~{ insufficient detail 
is provided~ that there is nG notice to pul>lic; as in' the case of 
.& formal .appl1eatiou·~. the extensions may be for small parcels, 

resulting in an uneconomical .-:ndcneng1neereddevelopmene which 
could end in duplica::10n of fsc:tlities- andresul t in excessive' 

investment for which the ratepayer would ultimately have t~ pay. 

There is also the possibill.'ty of, 1n8deqt:ate facilities, being installed 

in the first extension which would: haVe to be re-~eeredfor 
another extension. 

Cross-examins.tion of the s,taf£ witness, developed:tbe,t.hi.s 

reco=rlendatioll was intended to .:ll'ply only to tIle' e-~, applicantshcre 
. . ' " , ' 

in connection with the 1~500 acres originally involved. It was 

de'"leloped t:ha~ it was within the staff's power a~d: control,. und'er the, 

advice letter procedUre), to require the s:lme information that would: 

be ?roduced under the formal filing procedure.. The. differ<ence, 

being~ as sta:ed by the staff ~ineer) that, in the advice letter 
:n~od~ the burden is on the staff 'to. develop or procure the, 

information f=om the utility ~ whereas unGer the forttalproC~ure ' 
the burden is on theapp11eant. ' 

1/ General Order No. 96-A~ paragro'lpb. !.E. ~ New Territory • "IJ:.e ,. 
uti.lity sb.all~ beforec:ommenc:ing serv:Lc:e,. file' tari.:t£ser'n.c:ea::-es. 
msps £o~ exteosioD.$ into territory contiguous. to., its line,. plant ,. 
or system. and not theretofore served by a public, uti.lity of " , ' 
like charClcter." . . . ' 
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Clarita vigorously opposed the staf~f s recommendation sd 
'tlCS jO,ined by Valencia •. It was argued that ~e formal procedure 
route was very expensive, unwieldy)' time consrnn:Ing.; and:inflex:Lole. 

For example ~ the mobile home park originally waS to consist of 13,S 
aeres. Now it has been reduced to 22' acres with 16" spaces: •. If,. :Ln 
the future, 15 more' spaces were to be added involving. twO'additioaal 

acres, under the s'taf£' s recommendation, autho:1ty for' the 'extension 
of service to the two acres would have to be sought by a. fo;mal' 

.!tp;>licl.lt1on. This would be m.e.king. a mounta:£.n out of -l' mole' hill ~ 
As we see1:he problem, the staff seeks to- implement the 

certification requirement, while applicants seek to exploit the' 

statutory privilege in Section 1001 of the Pub11~ Utilities Code.~/ 
Applicants' argt:ment misses the point. In the· extreme 

example gi veIl, the extension ordinarily could be made under their ex:isting 

t.er:tff main extension rule. But here we have eoinpet:r.ngutiliiie'si'or 
, , 

900 of the 1,500 acres;. there re:t!8iDs a fu~e potential conflict 
which. the staff seeks to avoid·;, While the utili1:y has, a statutory 
:::-iib,t :0 ~d its s.ervic~ ~~3. by unilat:cr,a1 action und~ 
Section 1001,. this is a l:United statutory excxD.?tionfrom ::h.e ge:le:'al 
rule which requi.res cer~~ication. The f!l:lng ofa tariff serv:.ce. 
aca map under Section 491 and General Ord~ No.96-A does not hz.re 
the e:feet of r:aking the area part: of t:h,e. utility 'I s service are.\l' unti:i. 

it is physically interconnected with. tee utility's. syste:n' in·' . 

sccordance with !awor a valid main extension contrsct. (Arltelot>e' 
Valley YJlter Co. (1972)73 croc 485, 489-90:.)' 

~/"lOOl. No. _ .'t-l.ater corporation ••. shall begi:l t.ce construction of a 
line~ plant,. or system,. or of any extensiOtl the:eof, .without·lu:.vi.ng. 
fu-st obt:dnedfrom the commission a certificate that the present 
or. future' pub-lic convenience .and necessity require or will r~quire 
such construction.'·· 

"this .&:'tiele shall not be const:ued to require. any suea.corporatioo; 
to., secure such. certificate for an extensiotl. _ ~into territory .... 
ccntigttous to its. r.line, -plant, orsystem~ and not theretofore 
Ser7eo by public utility of like characeer~ .... " ' . 
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. , 
The t:Se of the advice letter procedure, as ;;advO<:ate(F',by 

applicants, with respect to the 1~500-acre area,' co~d;:".Create the 
, . ,l' • , 

problems alluded to by the sta.ff engineer. One of the"'.::l:mportant 

,. 

benefits to the utility, and to the pub-lic, of the certification 
procedure required by Section 1001 is the opportunity for the 

Commission to rev1ewthe adequaeyofproposed' facil:tties, the economic 
feasibility of the, proposed operation, and the f:Ulao.cial resources of 
the utility prior to commencement of COQS'truction. It . is more 

economical to install an adequate system at the outset than, to correct 
defiCiencies at a later date. (Johnson v Stark (1967)67' CPUC:' 632, 
633.) 

Our attention was directed to Rule 87 of our Rules of 
?ractice and Procedure?!/ as justification for using the' advi:ce letter 
procedure. Under the ci:cum.stances here, we do not'. believe that, 
~le 87 is applicable. 

Exhibit,6- was received into eVidence as a late-filed 
. , 

exhibit as a result of staff counsel's concern over lack of, ' 
consultation with the Commission in co:mectioo. with the ,Regional 

Planning Co~ssionrs negative eeclaration in connection with the 
mobile home park. By letter of ~..ay 19, 1975, of which. we take 
official notice", staff counsel advised the examiner that after 

, . . 

reviewing Exhibit 6" which contains the envirocment:ll document, it ' 
was concluded tb.a.t the Cormni.ssion can rely I.tpoc. the environmental reviC'.o1 

'2/"87 • (Rule 37) Co:lS truction and Amendment. These. rules shall be 
liberally construed to secu=e just. speedy, and inexpensive 
determination.of the issues presented. In special eases, and for 
goO<1 cause shown, the Commission may permit dev:tatioDS from the 
rules. Rules :'may be amended at any time, by the Commission." .. 

"-7--
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and findings therein as a basis for meet1Dg the requirements of the 
Ca.liforn1a ELviromnental Quality Act 10. coonection with. th.e subject 
ap:;>lications. We have also reviewed Exhibit 6.. With the testimony 

in the record tha~tne utilities will have to d~ no more to serve 
the mobile bomopark and· Distr~t's $dmin1gtr~t1on build~ than to 
Set a meter for each.' of the connections ~ we, are of the opinion 'CMt 

this will not have a significant adverse effect upon the ' environment. 
with respect to the staff's Motion For Partial Dismissal of,. 

Application No. ,54934~ and applicants' motion. requesting the issuance' 
of a negative deelaratiO'n~ both matters have been mooted'by subsequent' 

developments.. Therei"ore, for the purpose' of dispos:ltion,.. we will· deny 
the motions. 
F:lndinss: 

1. Clarita amended i~ ap~l1~t1on on the record. The area 
now sought to be served is approX:!n""tely 22 acres located·' on the: 
north~rly side of Soledad canyo;n::Road~ l;JOCO feetwes!: of' Cottonwood 
Avenue in the Newhall Zoned Di~:trict of Los Angeles County.. It is ' 
the si.te of a proposed mobile home park known as the CordovaMObUe 
Home Estates West. The legal description of the. site 18 set' forth. 
in Appendix A hereto ~ 

2. Cl..ar~ta withdrew its complaint against Valencia.. 
3. Valenc:La amended its application on the record. The area 

noW' ~ought to 1~e servedis4 acres OIl which is located· the., 
administration' building of, the District. 

4. Public convenience and necessity require' that "Clarita be 
authorized to 'serVe the site of the. proposed Cordo·va Mobile ·Home. 
Estates West. 

, " 

S. NL&FC. the owner of the 22-acresite of th~ mobile home· pa=k. 
has r~quested :CJ.arita to provide W'ate:c. service to the propo:sed" park. 

':6. The :,admin;stration building of the District lies within the. 
900-acre area iorlg1nally sought· by Valencia. 

, , 
" 

-8-
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, 
" 

7 • ThE~ presen: water supply of the administration building is 
from an irrt,S:at1on well. The Los Angeles County Health Department 
has requeste<3: District to discollt!nue use of thisweii' for, domestic 

: ~ , 

purposes. 

8. Pub,lic convenience and nece~s1ty require that Valencia' be 
llUthorized to;: serve 'the administration building Distr:t:ct .. " A legal 
desc::rip~1oll o:E' the site'is set forth in Appenci1x.:a. hereto'-; 

9. Val4~Cia has a need for addi:ionalwater supply. 
: , . , 

10. Clarita and Va.lencia are co~ting water purveyors to 
provide service to a 1,.500-acre unincorporated area near Saugus. 

11. The ireasons for the temporaXy restra'fn:!ng'ord'er in,Decision 

No. 83191 in Case No. 97€6and Application No'. 54934' are no- longer' 
applicable. 

. , 

12. It can be seen' with reasonable certainty that the"project 
involved in these proceedings' will not have a significant~feet on,' 
the environment. 
ConclusiollS'cf:t.aw 

1. Applicants shotzl.d be granted'certificates of pub:Uc ' 
convenience .and necessity as requested under their amended' 
applications. 

2. Valencia should be permitted to complete :[cs transmission 
main to include Wells U3~ iJ4,. and US •. 

3. Valencia should be authorized to; continue' the \ ,transmission 
.' I' 

pipeline to all; wells offered to it by its parent~ NL&FC. 
: ' ,I 

4.. The temporary restraining, order in Decision. No. 83191 
should be vacated .. 

S. Future-: ex1~ensions by Clarita 4ndValencis,· ,intcl the, 1,.500- " 
acre unincorporated: area near Saugus. ,should be made by formal " , 
application. 

-9-



FINAL ORDER: 

IT IS ORDERED tb.at: 
1. A certificate o£public convenience and necessity is granted 

to Santa Clarita Water Company authoriziDg it to- serve the 22-acre 
site of the Proposed Cordova Mobile Home Estates West more 
particularly described in. Appendix A. 

2. A certificate of public convenience and necessity: is granted, 

to Valencia Water Company authorizing it to serve a: 4-acreparcel 

containing the ~ School District administration building.~ more' 
particularly described in Appendix B. 

3 •. Applicants are authorizeeJ: to file, after the effective date 
of tb.1s order ~ a tariff service area map clearly indicating the 
boundaries of their certificated areas. Such filings, shall comply 
with General Order, No.. 96-A and shall become effective on the 
fourth day after, the date of· filing.. , 

4. Compliance by applicants with paragraph 3 of this, order 

shall constitute acceptance by them of the right and obl:Lgation to 
furnish public utility water service to the areas certificat,ed herein. 
The authority granted herein sballexpire unless' the des:[gnat~tarlff 
sheets are filed within one year after ,the effective date of: this 

, . ,. 

order .. 

, S. Within ten 'days after service is first, furnished to, the 

publ.ic under the authority granted herein, applicants' shall file' in 

this proceeding written notice thereof to this Commission. 

6.. All motions not heretofore ruled' upon are denied':. 
7. Decision No. 83191 is vacated~ 

8. Future extensions into the l,~acre unincorporated area 
near Saugus by Santa Clarita Water Company' 'and ValencuWaterCompany 

are prohibited:, unless first. authorized. by this: Cocn::aission.: 

-10-
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9. Valencia Water Company is authorized t.o complete its 
transtlission main 'to include. Wells U3.~ Ul.,p and: U$p and is furtller 
authorized to eontinne t.he transmission pipeline to all wells of£ered 
to it. by Newhall Land & Farming Company. 

. , 

The, ef'£'ective date o£ ,this order shall be twenty days af'ter 
the date hereo!. 

San Franciaco ' t;L 
Dated at , Cali£orn:La, this /.).. .'. , 

day of __ N_DV_E_M_BE:R::::::::,-19-7-S.-··--

" ' COmmiss:i.one:-s 

CoJllD1ss1oner Robert Ba't~ov1c:h.·· being 
ZJecessar1ly absent. 'd.14· not' parUc1po:te ", 
1n 'the <Uspos1 't1on, o:t 'tll1S pro<:eo<Ullg. 

; I • 

• ,1 • 

-::J.-' 
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APPENDIX A 

Legal Description of 22-Acre Site 
of Proposed Mobile Home Park Known as 

Cordova Mobile Home Estates West 

," 

~ a portion of the Rancho san Francisco ~ i.n. the County of Los 
,Angeles, State of Ca11forn1a, as. per map recorded in Book 1" Pages 521 
and 522 of Pateats, in the Office of the County Recorder of said 
County and' being 1llOre particularly described as follows: 

. . , 

CoIXlmeD.cing at the easterly terminus of th.o.t ¢42.X'tAin cour!:Q 
i.e. the propos'ed centerline of Soledad canyon Road,. . as shown 
ou County Sarveyor=s Mal:> No. :3-2874, Sheet 3, said course 
haV'illg a bearing. of North SSo37 t 12tt East and; a length. of 
2019.96 feet; Chence North 31022 t 4a" West, 60.00 feet to­
the tRUE POINT OF BF.G~'"ING; thence along the northwesterly 
right-of-way line of Soledad canyon Road,. South 580'37 '12 ft 

'West, 740 .. 71 feet; thence Nor1:h 11°33'40" West, 1092 .. 45 
feet; tb~ce North 7S026:20 ff East, 100.00 feet; thsnce 
South 89 37 1 00" Ens~~ lS5.00feet;. thence North 76 40 'OOn 
East, 125.00 feet;, t:.o.~ce North 66°15100" East,. 396-.00 
feet; th~ce North 52 05'00" East, 320.00 feet; tgence 
North 41+ 43'00" East, 70 .. 00 feet; ~e.nce North 29 43'00" 
East, 130.00 feet; th~ce North 38 40 t OO" East,. 106.00 
feet; thsnce North 46 30 t OO" East, 95.00 feet; thegce 
Nor~h 71 45'00" East~ 60.00 feet; thenee Sou.th 85 0.>100" 
East~ 70.00 fees; thence South 76°00'00" East, 230 .. 00 feet; 
thence North. 84 34 t 50" East to an intersection with the 
northerly boundary line of that certain parcel of land 
described i.e. tngtruxnent No. 3017 recorded on June l3~ 1966; 
~ence South 56 33 f 56" West" 290.00 feet c-.long said 
northerly boundary" thence, leaving said northerly < 

bo~d~ South 24°58 t 15'· 'West, 393.6& :feet; thence South 
18 41 1 14" East. 107.68 feet;o thence South 63°08-' 55," East) 
223.61 feet; tb.~ce South 72 5S r06" East,. 100 .. 43 feet; 
thence South 12 35'29" East,. 259.59 feet to an intersection 
witn the hereinbefore mentioned northwesterly line of 
Soledad Canyon Road; thence southwesterly alocg said 
northwesterly line (being. a noc.-eangent curve concave 
southe~terly and having a radius of 3027.S3 feet) for an 
arc length of 992 .. 90 feet~ more or less, to the l'Bll'E.POINT 
OF BEGINNING • 



APPENDIX 1> 

Legal Descr1~t10n of Site of Saugus 
School Districts Administration Building 

That. portion of Rancho San Francisco ~ as shown on the m.a:p: recorded in 
Book l~ Pages 521 &:i.d S22 of Patents ~ records of Los Angeles Co1XC.ty ~ 
State of cal:l.fornia~ described as follows: 

Commenc~ at a point on that certain 11th course reci.ted, as 
South 32 38'35" West,. 1~.58. feet of parce,1 "Aft as, described ' 
in the easement grant to Valencia Water Company recorded 
on October 23,. 1970 as Doctmler!t No. 3496 in Book D4869,. 
Page 716 in the office of the County Recorder of said 
county said point being at a distance of 203.55 feet from 
the souatwesterly terminus of said 11th. course; th8?ce 
S¢utll SS023'09" East,. 103.00 feet; thence South 60 43'09" 
East; 198.40 fees; thence South 85013'39" East,. 70.68- feet,. 
tb.~ce North 79 49 r 51" East, 105.24 feet; ~enceNorth 
76 58t 21" East~ 70.30 feet; Sb.ence South. S4 1.s~49" East, 
436.89 feee;. thsnce South 63 41'29tr East,. 139~03 feet,. 
th~ce South 54 07 t 39" East,. 118.66 feet; ~ence South. 
55 45'09" East, 117 .. 23 feet; ~ence South 56 26 f 59" East,. 
198.81 feet; thence South 62 51 '46" Ea.st~ 160.8$ feet; 
th~ee South 660 25[24" East,. 120.79 feet; th~ce South 
78 35' 54" East,. llo08..41 feet; thence South 60 29'54" East, 
109.38 feet; thence South. 470SSt14" East,. 130.58 feet;. 
thence South 39°00' 59" East,. 101.85 feet; th~ce South 
30°04'49" East~ 406.12 feet; thence South 39 00'19,t East, 
153.33 feet; thence South 46020'19 tt East~ 155.64 feet; 
thence South 59031'39" East, 8&.43 feet; th~ce South 
560 35-'39" East,. 90.63 feet; td-ence South 44 18'09" East, 
1101.19 feet; thence North 74 00 '00" East~ 315 .. 00 feet; 
thence North,46030'OO'' Eas~) 440.00 feet to the TRUE POINT 
OF BEGINNING; thence ' 

1ST. North 25°00'00" West,. 290.00 feet; thence 
2ND. North 33~00 '00" East~ 235.00 feet; thence 
3RD. North. 79°00'00" East,. 380.00 feet; thence 
4TH. South 4,8.°00 '00" East" 130.25 feet; thence at right angles 
sm. South 42°00'00" West,. 672.34 feee; thence, 
6m. North 25.°00 'OO~ we~t" 60'.00 feet to tne l'RUE POINT OF 

BEGINNING. 

The above descrlbe<lparc:elof land, conta:1t1sariarea.of4~02" acres. 


