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Investigation on the Commission's ovm )

wotion iato the Rules Pertaining to

Underground Extensions to Commercial

and Industrial Developuents and o .
Individual Customers of all Electric Case No. 8993
aad Communication Public Utilities in

the State of California.

Investigation on the Commission's own

otion in%to Mandatory Requirements

for Underground Extensiors.

)

ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR MODIFICATION OF
TECISION NO.

Decision No. 81620 dated July 23, 1973 in Case No. 8993 is
statewide in scope and was based on a comprehensive record. In
that decision the commission ordered revisions to the mandatory
undergrounding rules of electric and telephone utiiities to provide
for certain exemptions applicable to line extensions to and within
residential subdivisions. ‘

The county of San Diego by petition filed February 9, 1976,
requests a change in the primcipal criterion established in Decision
No. 8162C. More specifically, petitioner seeks oz behalf of the
unincorporated area of the county of San Diego to have lowered from

three acres to two acres the minimm Lot size to qualify for the
exexption.




In Decision No. 81620 the criterion of lot size was
analyzed and discussed as follows:

"Lf the present mandatory underground line extension
rules of eleectric and telephone utilities exempted
subdivisions with lots of at least two acres,

about three-fourths of the deviations listed by the
staff whicn the Commission has found to be justified
would have automatically been exempted. This would
have saved much of the time and expense involved

by the developers, the utilities, and the Coumission
in processing the requests for deviations.

"On the other hand, the time and expease which would
have been involved In seeking 2 deviation may well
have induced some large-lot developers to choose
underground line extensions. Exewpting two-acre
lots could reverse this trend and cause some
developers to choose overkead lines where under-
ground lines might be feasible. On a2 trial basis,
subject to modification up or down if undesirable
results are experienced, we will adopt a three-acre,
rather than a two-zcre lot size eriterion. This would
have covered over half of the forty deviation
authorizations listed by the staff. This will also
cover many of the land projects mentioned by the
growp of El Dorado County subdividers. Tnose land
projects having some lots smaller than three

cres should not be automzatically exempted.'

In its petition county of San Diego relies heavily on the
fact that in the reopened investization which led to Decision
No. 81620 ouwr staff had recommended that two-acres be designated as
the qulifying size for an exemption. That wss to be acceptable
only in cases where "...(1l) locel ordirances, land use policies, or
deed restrictions preclude further division of the parcels, and (2)
the investigations by the utilitles (companies) involved do mot
dlsclose exceptional circumstances which wexrrant underground exten-
sions to serve the laxge-lot tracts.”" The Commission, however,
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ecided upon a larger winimum lot size than the staff recowmended
and in so doingz made the following related f£inding: "Autowatic
exemption of large-lot subdivisions from mandatory undergrounding
rules, under the specific safeguards provided by the revisions
authorized herein, will not result in overhead lines where under-
grounding 1s feasible."

Trom the petition we are umable to discern any meterisl
znanges which have occurred since the issuance of Decision No. $1620
in 1973 which would justify owr altering the existing lot size
criterion. Counversely, there appears to have been a rather marked
falling off in real estate development activity in San Diego County
since thec. An attachment to the petition provides the following
statistics on lots recorded in wunincorporated areas of $San D;ego
County for the years 1971 through 1975:

2.00 |
0-1.99 4C 2.99 4C 3.00 ACH

Year Total Lots No. % of Tozal No. % No. %
1971 4,106 3,972  97% 98 2o 36 17
1972 S, 040 5,020 9947 6 - % -
1972 5,460 5,126 94% 206 128 27,
197 2,750 2,643 967 4 2 53

1975 (Est) 2,600 2,500  96% 50 27 50 2%

TOTALS 19,956 19,261 97% 2%
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- Upon careful consideration of Decision No. 81620 and the
petition before us, we £ind that:

(1) A lowering of the minimum lot size require-
went for exemwpting large-lot subdivisions
from mandatory undergrounding rules of
¢lectric and telephome utilities is a
discretionary action which could have
adverse environmental effects.

(2) Deviations from the mandatory rules way
continue to be sought for specific sub-
divisions. Such a case-by~case basis
of processing tends to protect the
undergrounding standard and should not
result in overhead lines where wunder-
grounding is feasible.

Insufficient cause appears for granting
the modification requested in the petition.
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Based on the foregoing findings, IT IS ORDERED that
the peotition is denfed. '

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days
after the date hereof.

Dated et Sao Francia | California, this /2
AUGUST , 1976.

Comzmissioner D. W. 'Holmo.;;-. bo‘:.ns _
meces3arily absent, did ndt participate

in the dispositiocn of this provesding.

Comm!3510m0 Robert Batinovi bvm;
<k
nececsarily adsent, did pot "_pa;tzcipam

i3 the 415position wr this procoediag.




