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Decision No.. 5701a .. 
m'OR'E ~ PO:SLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE S~TE OF· CALIFOImA 

Application of Luther H. Colvin, 
~or exemption from the provisions 
of the rules providiDg for mandator.y 
tUldergrou:c.ding of utilities lines, 
Yucea Valley, Sa:l Ber.c.ardi:o.o County. 

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

A:pplication No. 56?62 
(Filed September 20, 1976) 

Al'plicant Luther R. Colvin seeks authori t:r to deviate :trom 
mandator.y u:c.d.ergro'Ul'lding requirements of Southern calit'or:o.ia. Edison 
CompaIJy's (Edison) Rule 15 and General Telephone Compa:cy of Cali~o:t'%lia's 
(General Teleph~ne) Rule 34A. 

The deviation is requested for San Bernardino eo'.mty 
~act 6812, located in an unincorporated, rolliDg, desert region about 
4.2 miles northeast of the commu:c.ity of Yucca Valley. The tract 
consists or 24 lots of about 0.4 acres each. ~e tract was approved 
'by the San Eernar<iino Cou:c.ty Pla:o:cing Commission on JtJ:1J.'O.1.J:t:1 10, 196;. 
The tract map was recorded in the office of the San Berna:rd.i:c.0

l 
County 

Recorder on Augu.st 28, 1964-, on :pages 46 and 47 of San Bernardino 
\ 

COllnty Book of Maps No. 92. 
One all-electric house, completed in the tract in J~, 1976, 

will be occupied as a permanent residence as soon as elect=ic service 
is available. 1he owner does not believe that overhead utili tj service 
would have an adVerse environmental impact inasmuch as all-electric 
service in the viCinity is provided OJ''' overhead lines and a teJ.ephone 
pole line runs alo:c.g the north boundar:r 0'£ the tract. .' 
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A .. 56762 FG 

~e £ollo~~ are ot letters attached to the 
application as filed trom parties or agencies having involvement 
in the providing o£ or approval ot electrical and/or telephone 
services to Tract 6812: 

1. The Enviro:cmental Improvement Agency ot San Berna:rdino 
County in a letter to applic8:lt, dated September 4, 1976, stated 
that because ~act 6812' was approved by the Sa:c. Be~ Pla:o:o; ng 

Commission prior to the adoption or ~ Coun~ regulation requiring 
the und.ergrou:c.ciillg of utility lines in new d.evelopments and that said 
tract is acijacent to developments on a.l.l sides presently served. from 
overhead utility lines, the Count,y does not object to permitting 
overhead utility lines within the ~a.ct. 

2. General Telephone, in a letter to applicant dated 
September 3, 1976, stated that General ~elephone has :0.0 objection to 
the applicant tiling for a d.eviation from undergrou:on;ng telephone 
tacilities in ~t 6812. 

3. General ~e1ephon.e, in a letter to applicant dated 
September 15, 1976, estimated the cost 0'£ underground service to the 
24 lots ot the tract to be $4,000. 

4. ~e Hi-Desert County Water District, in a letter to the 
applicant dated September 16, 1976, stated that they have no ob~ection 
to the granting o! a deviation to allow overhead electric utili ties 
in Tract 6812. 

5.. Edison, in a letter to the applicant dated August 17, 1976, 
stated that they have no objection to a deviation that would ~iow 
overhead construction within the tract. 

6. Edison, in a second letter to applicant dated August 17, 
1976, compared the cost of an uuderground system, $20,395.50 including 
tl'encbing (of which 515,556 is potentially re!'tmdable if con.ditions 
for refund are fulfilled within 10 years) to $6,547.50 tor overhead 
line extension cost, all ot which 'Will be refundable trom the tree 
line extension a.ll.owances of the first te"lfhouses built in the tract. 
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Applicant states that it is 1mpossible and impractical tor 
him to provide $20~395.50 to meet the advance payment required by 
Edison plus trenching costs. It can be safely assumed that an 
additional $4,000 for telephone underground1ng would represent an 
added impossibility. 

A Commission staf£ engineer preparee a report dated 
December Z7:1 1976~ setting t'orth h.1s conclusions and recommenda.t1ons 
on the matter. This report" received a.s Exhibit 1" states that after 
a review or the application ~~d an on-site inspection or the sub­
division the stafr engineer recommends an ex pa.rte grant of the 
requested deV1a.tions to the ~dator.y underground1ng requirements 
of Ed1c.on and General Telephone. 

, 
Findings 

1.. San :Bernardino County 'l'ract 6812 is loca.ted in an 
unincorporated, desert area about 4.2 miles in a northea.sterly 

~ direction from the community or Yucca Valley .. 
2. No highway Within l"Ooo feet of Tract 6812 has been 

designated a.s a. scenic highway. Consequently" restrictions' of 
D. 80864 do not apply. 

3'. Tract 6812 was approved by the San Bernardino County 
Ple.nniD,; Comm1ssion on January lO ~ 1963.. The tract map was recorded 
in the e,rrice ot: the San Bernardino Cou.."lty Recorder on August 28, 
1964" 0%"1: p~es. 46 and 47 of Book of Maps No. 92. 

4., Approval of the tract predated San Bernardino County's 
adoption of regulations requir1ng undergrounding of ut1l1tyl1nes. 
The County has no objection to permitting overhead utility lines in 

this tract. 
S. Most electric and telephone serviee in adjoining and nearby 

tracts is proVided trom overhead lines which are Within one-hal! mile 
on all siaes of Traet 6812. 

6. Deviations from undergrounding requirements were granted by 
D. 85884 to Tracts 7590> 7959> 7812 end 7803. These tracts are 1n e the proXimity ot: Traet 6812. 
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7. Applicant is unable to provide approXimately $24,000 
advance payment required tor underground1ng or utilities in this 
tract. Free overhead line extension allowance ~or the all-electric 
house already completed would provide ap~rox1m&tely one-third or 
the overhead line extenSion for the tract. The rema,1.."ling cost o~ 
around $4,000 woUld be refunded when service is established to the 
next tew (two to tour) residences 1n the tract. 

8. The expenses associated with underground1ng o~ utilities 
1n this tract would impose a severe tinancial burden on the 
applicant and an unexpected additional finanCial burden on the 
purchasers or the lots. 

9. Neither Edison nor General Telephone object to providing 
overhead utilities services. 

10. Edison and General Telephone should be authorized to 
deViate trom their respective mandatory undergrounding requirements e of their line extenSion rules so as to proVide overhead electric 
and telephone service 1n Tract 6812, Yucca. Valley, San Bernardino 
County, California. 

11. It can be seen with certaL~ty that there is no possibility 
that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the 
environment. 
ConclUSions 

1. A public hearing is not required. 
2. The COmmission concludez that the application should be 

granted a$ proVided in the order that follows. 
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ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
1. SOuthern Cal1forn1a Edison Company 1s author1zed to 

deviate trom the mandatory underground1ng requirement ot its electric 
l1ne extension rule ot 1 ts tariff 1n order to provide overhead 
electric service to the Yucca Valley subd1V1sion~ Tract No. 6812. 

2. General 'l'elephone Company o! californ1a 1s a.uthorized to 

deviate trom the manda.tory undergrounding requirement ot its 
telephone line extens10n rule 0'£ 1 ts t&r1t''£s in ord.er to prov1<!e 
overhead telephone service to the Yucca Valley subd1v1s1on~ 'l'ra.ct 
No. 6812. 

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

"ps. ted a. t san Franci:5CO 
of FEBRUA~Y , 1977. 
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