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Decision No. 88030 NOV 81977 

BEFORE THE PUB1.IC UTII..ITIES COMMISSION OF nm SIATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Harold 1.1oyd Cox, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

Tehachapi Mountain water 
Company, 

Defendant. 
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) 
) 
) 

~ 
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Case No. 10252 
(filed February 4, 1977) 

------------------------) 
Harold L. Cox, for himself, 

complainant. 
William A. Ande:-son, Attorney 

at taw, tor defendant. 
Donald R. Lee, for himself, 

interveno:'. 
Richard Finnstrom~ for the 

Commlss~on staff. 

o PIN ION -------
Complairv:.nt Harold L. Cox seeks an order requiring 

defendant Tehachapi Mountain Water Service (Tehachapi) to obtain 
4 perma.nen:~ water supply permit from the Ke'!'l1 County Health 

Department (Kern) and provide 'Water serv'ice to him within a rea
sonable le:~gth of time. Donald R. Lee filed 4 timely petition 
to interve:o.e as a party to the proceeding to obtain the same 

relief that :nay be granted complain&nt. 
:P'ublic hea:-ing was held before Administrative Law 

Judge Norm!ln R. Johnso!. at Los Angeles on September 7, 1977 and 
the matter was submitted. Testimony ~s presented on behalf of 

themselves by cox:xplainant and intervenor, on behalf of defendant 

by its secretary, and on behalf of the Commission staff by one of 
its engineers and one of Kern's environmental health specialists • 
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Complainant's and Intervenor's Position 
Testimony and exhibits presented on behalf of complainant 

and intervenor were to the effect that: 
1. Both complainant nnd intervenor have requested service 

from defendant and have hac their requests denied. 
2. Complainant and inte~enor each purchased 2-l/2-acre 

lots that had originally been a part of a lO-acre parcel of four 

2-1/2-acre lots. 
3. Chart 1 of General Order No. 103 would indicate that 

the 185 gallons-per-minute-output alleged capacit~ that the staff's 
report shows is available to Tehachapi, is ade~te for between 30 

and 130 metered customers. 
4. At least five of Tehachapi t s customers al."e part-time 

residents ~Nith limited water requirements. 
5. At least three leaks were observed during a recent 

inspection of the facilities. A subsequent inspection indicated 
that two 0: t~e three leaks had been re?B-ired. 

6. Tehachapi's balance sheet shows $200 cash on hand. This 
money coule be used to supply the required service pipe. 

7. Service could be supplied to both complainant and inter-

venor without a main extension. 
8. Intervenor desires water service for a ~4r orchard but 

would '1nake do" with regular domestic service. 
9. Tehachapi Cummings Water District would provide irriga

tion service to intervenor if he would supply pipe. Cost of water 

and pipe for such ser.Tice is very high. 
Defendant's Position 

T1estimony presented on behalf of Tehachapi Mountain 
Water COmp8.1:ty indicated that: 

1. Ri~ent repairs to Well No. 1 are estimated to cost 

between $1,300 and $1,700. 
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2. All distribution main leaks have recently been repaired 
but the bill for such repairs by an outside contractor has not 
been received. 

3. 'nle margin between revenue received from sales and the 

power bill is very slight. 
4. To connect Well No. 3 into system would require a new 

pump and motor and approximately one-qcarter-mile extension of 

the main pipe. 
S. Complainant's property is approximately 400 feet from 

the nearest main and should properly be served by a main exten
sion rather than by a service connection. 

6. Service cannot be extended to the complainant or inter
venor becaUse of restrictions imposed by Kern and this Commission's 
Decision No. 78094 dated December 15, 1970 in Case No. 9073. 
Commission Staff's Position 

Testimony and exhibits presented on behalf of the 
Commission staff indicated that: 

1. The alleged capacity of Wells Nos. 1 end 2 of 18S gpm 
has neve= been verified by test. 

2. Defendant has stat~d that there is not enough revenue 
available to cover the cost of new connections. 

3. Complainant's and intervenor's properties are within 
the service area and, therefore, they are entitled to ~ter 
se:vice subject to compliance with the provisions of the tariffs 
and the standards in General Order No. 103. 

4. A water supply of 185 gpm does not meet General Order 
No. 103 fire flow requirCMents ~thout additional storage. 

s. Production from each of the wells is not measured as 
required by General Order No. 103. 

6. An order instituting an investigation into the rates, 
rules, charges, operations, practices, contracts, se=vices, and 
facilities of defendant should be issued. 
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7. The quality of water supplied by defendan~ is good. 
8. Kern considers the temporary 'Water supply permit to 

have expired but not the restrictions for the connection of new 

customers. 
9. Defendant has co::rected all the system deficiencies 

that could affect water quality and to receive a permanent water 
supply permit needs only to provide an assured supply to serve 
additional customers through the installation of storage equipment 

or increased reliable supply quantities. 
Discussion 

In Decision No. 78094 we found, ~~or~ other findings, 
that Tebac~Api is a public utility ~ter corpor&tion; that it 
should be restricted from extending its service ar~ without 
further order of the Commission because its potential water 
supply and Brite Basin water rights are insufficient for ultimate 
development of its service area; that the system wells should be 
tested to ev~luate the adequacy of the supply; that Tehachapi 
should reequip and connect well No.3 to th,e water system and 
restrict irrigation usage during periods of peak demand; and 
Tehachapi should not extend its service area without demonstrating 
its financial ability to do so. Decision No. 78094 ordered 
Tehachapi to file tariffs; to file a copy of a water supply 
permit; to not extend its mains to serve additional customers 
without further order of this Commission; and within ninety days 
after the effective date of the order, to file pump tests for the 
three wells, file a letter advising that Well No. 3 had been 
connected to the system, and file a program for installing valves 
in the distribution system to meet the minimum requirements of 
General Order No. 103. Tehachapi filed the required tariffs, 
attempted to obtain a water supply pennit, and has not extended 

its mains. It did not, however, file the required pump tests, 
connect Well No. 3 to the main system, nor install the distribu
tion main valves. The record shows that Well No. 3 has been 
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inoperable for several years. It is obvious that pump tests on 
~ell8 Nos. 1 and 2 are a necessary first step to determine the 
system's ability to comply with the requirements of General Order 
No. 103. Decision No. 78094 indicates a capacity for Well No. 1 
of 35 gpm and for ~ell No.2 of 200 gpm. Tehachapi's annual 
reports indicate a capacity of 50 gpm for Well No. 1 and 150 g~ for 

Well No.2. The staff report indicates an alleged capacity for Well 

No. 1 of 35 gpm and for Well No. 2 of 150 gpm. Depending on 
wich figures are utilized, Tehachapi's supply C4'Pllc1ty ranges 

from 185 gpm to 250 gpm. An a$~~te~ capacity of 250 ~m ~uld 
meet the requirements of General Order No. 103 and. coupled with 
ehe correc~1ve and repair work already completed by Tehachapi, 
could result in the issuance of 4 pe~nent supply permit by 

Kern. If, on the other hand, pump tests indicate an out~~t of 
less than the tnini.mu:m 250 gpm fire flow req:uired by I. _.l.eral e Order No. 103, corrective action in the form of the installation 
of adequate storage facilities or the repair and utilization of 
Well No. :3 will be required. 

Decision NO. 78094 restricted the extension of 
Tehachapi's service area with~ut further order of this Commission 
because its water supply is ;.nsufficient: for the ultimate develop
ment of the entire service area consisting of Tracts 2359 Ris and 
2439 R/~containing 85 acres sUbdivided into :38 lot~and seven 
adjacent parcels with an area of 77.5 acres. It ~s not intended 
to preclude new serv'ice connections as is evidenced by Finding 11, 
Which states: '~ew customers should be served from separate irri
gation and domestic se:vice connections." Both complainant and 
intervenor could be served by service connections without violating 
the provisions of Decision No. 78094. It is axiomatic tha~ the 
effect on water supply is the same ~ether the customer is served 
fr01n a service conueetion or a xr.a.in extension. Because of the 
distance from the existing main to his property, good engineering 
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practice dictates that complainant be served from a main exten
sion rather than a service connection. We ~ll, therefore require 
Tehachapi to serve complainant: from a main extension upon receipt 
of the application and advance deposit provided for in the tariffs. 

General Order No. 103 permits the use of the Water 
Supply Requirements Chart, appended to the order, in determining 
the quantity of ~ter to be delivered to the distribution system. 
The flow requirement set forth in this chart equals the product 
of the number of customers, a gallons-per-minute constant, and a 
diversity factor. The gallons-per-minute constant ranges from a 
minimum of two to a maximum of five for metered custo~ers and 
from a mini~ of five to a maxtmum of nine for flat rate 
customers. !he application of these formulae to the 26 metered 
(including complainant and intervenor) and four unmetered cus-
tomers served 0= to be served by Tehachapi results in a ~ter 
requirement ranging from a minimum of 94 gpm to a mAximu:!1 of 216 gp:n. 

It is obvious that the mini~um o~ 250 gpm required by General Order 
No. 103, i~cludi~g fireflow, ~~ll adequately fulfill this requiremen~ 
for the number of customers he'r'cin contemplated. It would also 
appear probable that the alleged. 1$5 gp:n supply test.ified to by the 
staff engineer would be adequate to meet the dem~~ds icposed on the 
system by the existing customers and the complainant and in~ervenor. 

Intervenor testified that he desired water to irrigate 
his pear trees but that he would ''make do" with ordinary domestic 
service. Tehachapi does not have an i~igation schedule but sells 
potable water to its existing irrigation customers on a metered 
basis. Decision No. 78094 seates that Teh~chap1 should continue 
to provide combined residential and irrigation service only to 
customers now receiving such service and should require separate 
irrigation and domestic service lines so that irrigation usage 
could be curtailed during times of system peak demands. With 
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only an irrigacion service, intervenor could be curtailed during 
times of peak usage if necessary to adequately serve the res!· 
dential custom~~s. Should intervenor require domestic service 
at a future date, a separate domestic service should be supplied. 
Findings 

1. Complainant should be supplied water service upon receipt 
by Tehachapi of an application of service together with the required 
advance for construction as provided in Tehachapi's tariffs. 

2. Tehachapi should provide irrigation water service and meter 
for intervenor. Such service~ as ~e:l as the oth@r irrigation only 
services

p 
should be subjec~ to curta~~ent dur~ng e~es of syseem 

peak demands if necessary to adequately serve the other customers. 
3. Tehachapi should arrange to have a J)UMJ) eear of Wells 

Nos. 1 and 2 showing capacity in gallons per minute, static and 
pumping levels, discharge p=essures~ pump efficiencie~, and ~ 
description of the equipment. 

4. In the event that the pump tests reveal a. total capacity 
of less than 250 gpm, Tehachapi should submit its plans for 
increasing its capacity to effect compliance with General Order 
No. 103. 

5. Tehachapi should not extend its mains to serve new 
customers without further order of this Commission. 

The Commission concludes that the relief requested 
should be granted to the extent set forth in the following order. 

ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED t~ t : 

1. Within sixty days of receipt by Teha.ch8.~i Mountain Water 
Service (Tehachapi) of complainant's application for water service 
and the required advance for construction deposit in accordance 
with its tariffs, Tehachapi shall extend its main and connect to 

4It complainant's piping. 
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2. Within sixty days of receipt of an application of 
service for irrigation water from intervenor, Tehachapi shall 
install service pipe, curb stop, meter, and meter box to 
connect to intervenor's piping. 

3. Within ninety days of the effective date of this order, 
Tehachapi shall have pump ~ests performed on Wells Nos. 1 and 2. 
The results of such tests showing capacity in gallons per minute, 
static and pumping levels, discharge pressures, pump efficiencies, 
and a description of equipment shall be submitted to the Commission 
staff for review. 

4. If the combined capacity of the two wells is less than 
250 gpm, Tehachapi shall, within sixty days of submittal of the 
test resul~s, submit plans detailing equipment snd date of instal
lation to provide the required 250 gpm capacity. 

5. Within sixty days of the effective date of this order, 
Tehachapi shall file a revised ~le No.2 for interruptible'irriga
tion service as attached to this order as Appendix A. Such a 

filing shall comply with General Order No. 96-A. !he effective 
date of the revised rate schedule shall be four days after the 

date of filing. 
6. Tehachapi shall not extend its mains to serve additional 

customers, other than as specified in paragraph 1, without further 
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order of this Commission, nor shall it serve additional customers 
off the existing 2-inch plastic pipe Which is approximately 
700 feet long. 

!he effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 
7.a:. ~e::,c.c 

Dated at , California, this 
~'." >'J C' ":"I --t--------~;;IJ' 1.. .. :1:)1:.1\ day of __________ , 1977. 

Commissioners 
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A. Quantities 

APPENDIX A 
Page 1 o! 2 

Rule No.2 

DESCRIPTION OF SERVICE 

The utility- will endeavo:- to ~upply water dependably and sa.!'ely in 
adequate quantities to meet the reasonable needs and requirements of 
eu~,tomers • 

B. Pressure~ 

1. Genera.J.ly' 

The utilit;r "f.1.11 endeavor to maintain normaJ. o~ra.ting pressure~ of not 
less than 4,0 pounds per square inch nor more than 125 pounds per square inch 
a.t the sel."'lliee connection, except that during periods of hourly max:imum demand 
the pree5~e at the time of peak secusona.l loa.ds rIJA;r not be less t.han 30 pounds 
per ~quare i.'"lch aJ'ld tha.t curing periods of hourly" ::nin!mam demand the pressure 
may not be more than 150 pounds per square inch. Variations in pres:mre under 
normal operation will not exceed 50% of the average operating pre~~ure. (The 
average operating pressure will be determined by computing the arithmetical 
a.verage of at least 24 consecutive hourly 'Pre~s\U'e readings.) 

2. Designatoo Pressure Area 

With designated lll'eas ~ shown or described on utility's service area rIJAP, 
the utility will endeavor to maintain normal minimum operating pressure between 
25 p.5.i.g. and 40 p.5.i.g. with peak load pressures above 20 1'.s.i.g. Prior 
to June 5, 1976 inqt1iry should be made to the utility for location of such 
designated areas. 

c. Quallty 

Whenever furnished. tor human consumption or tor domestic u:ses, the utility 
will endeavor to provide water that is wholesome, potable, in no way harm.tul or 
dangerous to health and, insofar as practicable, rree from objectionable odors, 
taste, colo:; and turbidity. 

D. Interruptible Metered Irriga.tion Service 

Wa.ter delivery 'fJJAy be restricted. to orr-peak hours as sched.uled by the 
utility. 
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APPENDIX A 
Page 2 ot 2. 

TABtE OF CONTENTS 

The following li~ted tarift ~heet~ contai.~ all effective r&te~ and rule~ 
affecting the charge~ and. ,erviee 0: the utility, together with other pertinent 
information: 

Subject Matter or Sheet 
Title Page 
Table of Contentel 
Preliminary Statement 
Servi ce Ares. Map 

Rate Sehed.uleel: 

Schedule No. 1 - Metered Service 

Rules: 
No .. 1 De!1nitioM 
No. 2. De:scription or Service 
No. :3 Application tor Service 
No. 4 Cont:r-aet:5 
No. S Special Information Required. on Fo~ 
No. 6 Establ1:5hcent and Re-establi:5hment or 

Cre<tit 
No. 7 Depo:!lit~ 
No. e NoticelS 
No. 9 Rendering and Paj':.'lent of Bills 
No. 10. Disputed. Bill~ 
No. 11 Discontinuance ~~d Restoration of 

~rvice 
No. 12 Information Av~ble to ~~blic 
No. 13 Temporary Service 
No. 14 Continuity of Service 
No. 15 Main Exten:sions 
No. 16 Service Connections, Meters and 

CU:5tomer's Fs.c~lit1es 
No. 17 Measurement or Service 
No .. 18 Mete:r- Tests anj Adjustment or Bills 

for Meter Error 
No. 19 Service to Separate Premises and 

Multiple Unit~, And Resale or Water 
No. 20 Fire Protection 

Cal. P.U.C. 
Sheet No. 

2.-W 
75-W, 6S-W 
3-W, 4-W 
5-W 

69-W 

6-W, 7-W 
74-W, 61-W 
9-W, 

1Q-W 
ll-W, ll-W 

13-W 
u..-w, 72.-W 
16-W 
17-W thru 19-W 
2o-W 

2l-W thru 23-W 
24-W, 25-W 
26-W, 27-W 
28-W 
29-W thru 39-W, 62.-W 

4-0-W thru. 4J.-W 
4.5-W thru 47-W 

4J3-W thru 5O-W 

51-W 
52-W 


