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BEPORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIZS COMMISSION OF TZE STATE OF CALIFORXIA
Irn the Matter of the Applicazion of
Willizaa ¥. Bell, Wilfred C. Hagedorn,
and Ray VanderWoulde for =z waiver of
the requirezent for undergrounding
of utilivies for San Diego Couniy
Tract 3846.

ation 83%-02-48
eb*ua“y 22, 1983%)
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William F. Bell, Wilfre adorn, 2nd Ray Vanderwoude
(applicants) seek a variff rule variar <0 allow an overaead
extension of elecwric service to Tract %846 in 3an Diego County.
Applicants are the developers of the tract, which consisss of 44
acres being subdivided invo 15 lovs. ‘

Alzhough it ie notT stated in the applicasion, <zhe reqhés:

tly Yeing zade under p ragravh E.4. 0of Rule 15. £ <he
ric Coapany (SDGLE
reguest, applicants
les dicvant from <he
nearest underground ! ilitiez and (2) a2 conszideradle amount
of rock iz expeeted , 'n excavating in some parte
of the vraceT

Following the LY hisz ieati 2 Commiszzion
staff (s7taf?) engincer made an investigati ; included a review
of <he application, <

surrounding area, and the inverview 0f various concerned parsie On

o~
> e
May 12, 183, <the assigned administrative law Judgn in corporazed the
engineer's report ¢on The investig ’ g i
application as Exhidic 1. A

applicants and various concerned parties
conments have been received.
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The following deterzinations were nade Yy “he stafs
engineer and included in hiz repors

"a. Applicant's tract is located in +he
unincorporated Desmond Jene arez

approximately three miles nor<h of
of Escondideo, in San Diego County. e
area iz a rural setting of rolling hills
with hones and avocado orchards scattered
throughout. There are rocky areas in steep
terrain and on tops of some surrounding low
nounvaing, however, little surface evidence
of rock conditions are visivle within
applicants’ <ract. The uvtilis
installation was investigated in another
tract adbout one-half zile southeast of
applicants’ <tract. 0The %errain was ver
similar <o applicants’ <ract and it was
noted that utilities [lines] <o homes on
“he hilltops were insvalled underground.

The tentative <tract map was filed and
approved in November 187 The tract
consists of 44 acres d‘vided into 15 lozts
renging in size from 2.5 %0 3.5 acres
Applicants propose to narket the tract as
lot sales with no improvexzen<ts other than
streets, water systen and +the elegtric
sysvem, 1f it is required 40 be installed
underground. Lot prices are expected +o de
in the 375,000 <o $100,000 range.

The cout comparison for an underground
eruoﬂ ion and an overhead queuvion is
ttached to the aap’ication in Iten 4 of

uette In addition %o the unde-g—ounding
ﬂoﬂ-*e*undab e portion, an azount o0F
$40,600 should be added o <he deve-ope*e'
costs for an estimate of Tthe cost of

trenching, conduit installation and
backfilling. The underground cost would
*hus be:
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Cos= Cost /Lot

5,482 front feet @ $7.10 838,922.20 3$2,594.81

Refundable portion %1,852.48 2.,12%.50
Non-refundadle »ortion 5 7,0659.72 3 Z7%.31

Istinated %4renching,

conduit and »acksill £0,600.00 2,706.67
Developers' coss $47,669.72 $3,177.98
Applicants’ <ract does not gualify for an
overhead service extension as 2ll of the
conditions in neither paragraphrs C.1.a. nor
C.i.b. 0f SDG&E tariff Rule 15 are

satisfied.

Trom the standpoint of the terrain of <he
vract, it does not appear vo be impractical
To construct an underground line extension
0 and within applicants' +4ract."

The report contains the following recommendasion:

"It iz the staff engineer's opinion that <he
reguesy should be denied on *the hasis “hat
There is not sufficient evidence supporting +he
clain of unusual conditions %o warrant a tarifs
rule deviation. It is recommended <hat SDGEE
not be auvhorized %o deviate from the mandatory
underground reguirements of <he electric line
exvension rule of its tariffs <0 extend service
Vo applicant's Traet 3846, in San Diego
County."

Pindings of Pacs

1. Applicantes do not meet the criteria for exception under
SDG&E Tariff Rule 15.

2. The terrain does not make it impractical %o construct an
underground electric line extension %o applicants' arez.

5. Cost of underground line extension in this area is not
prohidvitive or unreasonable.

&. No special circumstances have been shown €0 exiss <“hat
would warrant a deviation from the undergrounding requirement.
Conclusions of Law

T. A public¢ hearing is not necessary.
2. The application for deviation should be denied.
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ORDER

=

T IZ ORDERED <ha+t zthe application is denied.
nis order becomes effective 30 dayzs from voday.
Dated July 20, 198%, at San Prancisco. California.

LEONARD WM. IMES JR.
esiaen- v
VICTOR CALVO

PRISCILLA €. GREW
DONALD VIAL
WILLIAM T. BAGLEY
Commicssioners

L CERTIFY T3EAT TT7S DEC;SION
WAS A““”CVZS o7 TIZ AROVE
Cf\\f\, S}.O vs mrn- rry

u/___. JAEIVES B
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BIFPORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIZS COMMISSION OF TEZ STATE OF CALIFTORNIA

n the Matter of the Application of
William P. Bell, Wilfred C. ,agedo I, g

and Ray VanderWoude for a waiver Application 87-02-48
the requirement for undergr ound.ng ) Piled Pebruary 22, 1983)
of utilities for San Diego County ;
Tract 2846. )

° 10X

Williaz 7. Bell, Wilfred C. Zagedotn, and Ray VanderWoudle
(applicants) seel 2 tarif? rule va.zaﬂcg/ to allow an overhead

extension of electric service to Tract 2846 in San Diego County.
Applicants are the developers 0F %he fAract, which consistes of 44
acres being sublivided into 15 lots

Although it is not stated in the application, the request

is apparently being made under pa*ag*apn E.4. of Rule 15.% of %he
tariffs of San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDGLE).

In support of theiy reguest, applicants state that: (1)
the tract is in a rural araé, about +wo miles distant from %the
nearest underground electr{c facilities and (2) a consideradle amouns
of rocx is expected %0 bé/encountered when excavating in sonme parts
0f the <racs.

“ollowin;/,.e £iling of this application, a2 Commission
staff (stafl) engineer made an investigation which included 2 review
of the application, the on-site inspection of <he <ract and
surrounding area, and the interview of various ¢oncerned parties. On
May 12, 1983, <the assigned administrative law Jjudge incorporated %he
engineer’'s report on the inveetisa * to the f£ile in %this 74103;42;¢1~4{

 application as Exnidbis ;ﬁ 7 Dx. /%?é»-, éwﬂh//*ﬁa j?/
,.\,4—\// /zr"wo’"u(../ ’7_,\/--.:‘/,7{/ 7/4_;’ o~ N ;_.§

W /"”"’/ ./}J.C.-N AL Wﬂ
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IT IS ORDERED that:
The application

X \ iz
San Diego CGrs & Compan:.'\iinot authori f\d %o
n mandatory urxc’e\:'ground reguirezends of Rule 15 0L i%s

tarfifs to imagall electric Thne extensions +o a.ppﬂ.i\can‘cs', VN‘\
s . Zagedorn, an}‘aay VanderwWoude, 'l‘rat"a\3846 in Sar
- ~ e

=

-~

-
This order becomes effective 30 days from tolay.
Dated JUL 2 0 1683 , 2% San ?ranciscoa,/California.

LEONAYD M. GRIMES, JR.
Precidont
VIC2CR CALVD

bsolah s . W) Gﬁ-;vw

-l ap e s
DOWALL VIAL
WILLIAM Z. BAGLEY

Commaazrcpess




