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4It Decision No. 89567 

BEFORE TP..E PUBLIC UTILITIES COMJ.1ISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of P~YMOND R. MEEKS, 
FLOYD C. iV'ILLIAMS a.."'ld 
RICHAP~ K. PAP~Y to deviate rro~ 
mandatory requirement for under­
gro~"'ld utilities extension for 
Tract No. 117, Inyo County, 
Cali fornia. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Application No. 57575 

------------------------------) 
OP.DER GRANTING REHEARING 

OF DECISION NO. 89264 

On August 22, 1978, the Co~~ission issued Decision No. 89264, 
denying the application of Raymond R. r~eeks, Floyd C. Williams, 
a.."'ld Richard K. Parry (Petitioners) for deviation' from mandatory 
~"'ldergro~"'lding pursuant to Rule 15 of Southern California Edison 
Company's tariff schedule. Petitioners thereafter filed a petition 
for rehearing of Decision No. 89264. The Co~~1ssion has conSidered 
the allegations contained therein and is of the opinion that good 
cause for gra.."'lting the requested relief has been shown; t,herefore; 

IT IS ORDEP.ED that rehearing of DeciSion No. 89264'be granted. 
The effective date of 
Dated at &xl. li'r&llCl:l'JSXf 

OCTOBER ,1918. 

this order is the date hereof. 
, California, this 17tf1- ' 'day of 

; 

CO~~S1onor'R¢bort Bat1nov1eh~ ~o1ns 
noco:~ar!ly ab~ont, die not pnrt1c1p4to 
~ ~Q e1:p001t1on of th1~ procoo41ng. 



BErORE TEE PUBtIC UTILITIES Coo.t!SSION OF THE STATE OF CLAIFORNIA 

Applic:d:.ion 0: P...AlMOND R. MEEKS, J( 
F!IJ'!D C. WIJ:.tIA.'1S a:cd. 
RICHARD K.. PA..-o.R:! t.o d~o !roc ) 
ma.nda;t.ory re~ement for 'I.mdc:I:- ( 
ground utilities extension tor () 

. 'l'r~ No. ll7, Irzyo Cotmty, 

SEP! 81978 

SAN F?.ANCiSCO Orr:C: 
Appl1ca:t.~e,.No ..... 57575 

C :ali!o:z:onia. ) 
----) 

APPLICA.TION R:EXeARING OF D:l:ISION NO. S9~4 Br APPLICANTS 



" ,~, . . 
: I. \", .' ,I 

?~b11c Uti11ti~s C~ission 
,50 ~~cEllister Ave. 
Sa.n }'ra:'lcisoo, Cll1if. 94102 

Sopt~n~er 15, 1978 

f' L. .,' ,:-, ..... 

~j:" ~ #. I' J .1 • .,' 

r ~/" :+. ~ t(. 1./ J', Ge%ltlo::::e:c, I) ,,,,,, 

::~: letter i: ~;~~~/~tten ~s per n reeo:nt pho%lo call with ~r. Stalder 
0: Y01Jr o~~iee. ykJ' wO'.,ld lik~ to ,,::,o<J.1.l.e::t a rehearitl b rro::-. Yo1.:.r order or 
h1JCI-1at 22, 1978/...to }"1Jt 0\.:1" pOV1er service 1Jnderground i%llStead of overhead. 
(cloci:ion ~H- on O1Jr ::1Jbdivioio%l tro.et ll7 ill I%lj"o C01Jnty. (Refer to 
a.p?lic~tion #57575, filo~ Septe~ber l4, 1977). 

01..1" re(r.:e~t is bll!:ed Oll the ori~ina.l ree-sO%lS preselltedto y01J ,o.%ld in 
",dd~tioll we 9.re enolosinc tJ. letter trom S01Jthe~ Co.li:!'ornio. Edison Oom!Jo.rlY, 
rece:ctly sent to 1JS sto.tirlC 0. n~~b¢r or :lerio1Js problem. th~t theywo1Jl~ 
encounter by hnvine to i%lst~ll nnd serve all underground power s1Jpply. 

~r. William Br~ or South~1"ll Califo~i& EdiGon Co. has disc1JGsed the matter 
with m., tl.:l~ in hi:: opinion we cO\lld eneounter !Jeriou::I delo.ys in restorinc 
power ~ue to eq\lip:1cmt fnil1Jre i1' .. -:~ w~ro: to ho.ve \U'l<i~r(;round w~,rine. Thic 
..... o".lld Cl.ri:o;e fro~ the fo.ct tht\"; :;CE do':', not ::tock th~ ~qllipm~l'lt ne~("."o.ry 
to eo.rry the pO''1~r :I.:pply deli v~rec1 fro::: ~('I·ro.c!Il':; ~io.lley Electric Co., who 
would b~ the :nain IlO1Jree of O'olr paYI('Ir Gupply. 

roe &i~eerely ~sk the"; we b~ civen a reh~ar~g al'ld ~lco einc~rely reque::t 
thnt we h~ o.llowea to 'be pre:;e:ct nt this heo.ri%lg. 

L~is ~~tter is o~ utmost impQrtArlee to us nr.d w~ reel th~t it is impos31'b1e 
for :'O'l c;el'ltl~:nen to Crn.:Jp tho ~:::ltire ,1 t\l.c.tion o.na it' G i~po.et UpOl'l U3 

w~";ho~t our pre~en¢e. 

!I~O:;t ~ine~rely, 



Mr. Richard K. Parry 
September 12~ 1978 
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3. Soil conditions at subdivision. Customer' indicates 
apparent ciiche conditions in subdivision. This 
will result in longer repair times in future. should 
our crews have to hand dig to find cable faults and 
to make repairs. 

4. Availability of materials and equipment. 

It is not >.the intent of Southern California Edis,on Company 
to circumvent the mandatory requirements for underground utili­
ties for Tariff Rule 15.1. However, should there be mutual ad­
vantages. for all parties concerned, customers, developer and 
the ~tility company, it would be appropriate to pursue all al­
ternatives. 

Let it be known by this letter that the Southern California 
Edison Company stands ready to provide service per PUC Decision 
89264. We will await further correspondence from you in regard 
to your service requirements for your subdivision. 

Should you have any questions, please contact me at the 
Barstow Business Office. 

Sincerely yours, 

II,; f,l.~·~,'\"--
'W. R. Brown 
Area Manager 



Southern California Edison Company 

30553 Rimrock Road 
Barstow, California 92311 

September 12, 1978 

Mr. Richard K. Parry 
2855 Canonita Drive 
Fallbrook, California 92028 

Subject: Stewart V~lley Properties 
Tract 117. Inyo County 
PUC Decision 89264 

Dear Mr. Parry: 

This letter is in regard to our discussions concerning the 
recent PUC Decision requiring the installation of underground 
electrical facilities to serve your new subdivision. 

According to the decision, the Southern California Edison 
Company did not state its pOSition relative to overhead versus 
underground extension to the tract. However, in several verbal 
discussions with the representatives from the PUC, our-basic 
position was stated with the preference of overhead extension. 
if possible. This preference was stated in regard to material 
and equipment problems that will be involved since the service 
voltage (14.4 KV) is not a normal service voltage in the Southern 
California Edison Company system. 

This problem then is compounded when outages occur, which 
we can expect regardless if the system is overhead or under- , 
ground. We can expect outages of longer duration and involving 
more customers if the system is installed underground-. This 
increase of outage time is inherent with underground systems, 
as opposed to overhead systems. 

Many other factors are also included in our preference of 
overhead system for this particular tract, and they are: 

1. Remoteness of Subdivision. 

2. Existing overhead facilities recently constructed by 
Valley Electric Association, which skirts the north­
east corner of the tract and extends several'miles 
north on the Nevada side of the border. 



Decision No. 
89264 AUG '221978 

-------
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Applicatio~ of ~ond R. Meeks, ) 
Floyd c. Willi~s and 
Richard K. Parry to deviate 
from mandator.y requirement for 
underground utilities extension 
for Tract No. 117, !nyo County, 
California. 

Application No. 57575 ' 
(Filed September 14, 1977) 

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

Applica:ts, Ray:ond R. Meeks, Floyd C. Williams, and 
Richard K. Parry, seek authority to deviate from the mandato=y under­
grounding requirement or Sout~ern California Edison Compa:j's (SCE) 
Rule 15 for Tract 117, I~o County, California. 

. Tract 117 cO::lsists of 180 acres subdivided into 49 lots 
ranging in size from 2.6 acres to ,.3 acres with 61% of the lots 
being; acres and larger. The tract map was recorded with Inyo 
County on DeceI:l'ber 19, 1974. The tract is located in a sparsely 
populated high desert valley on the California side of the Ca1ifo:~~a­
Nevada border, 1 mile north or State Highway 178 between Shoshone, 
Cali.fornia and Pab..."'1l.mp, Nevada. A section or the tract is surround .'d 
by land owned by U. S. Bureau of Land Management which precludes any 
future development. 

According to discussion· with a starr planner of the Depa.~~ent 
of Planning and Recreation ot IDJo County, the I:c.yo COUllty Sucdivisi~:c. 

Ordinance requires that utility service extensions tor tentative 
and existing subdivisions be constructed unoergrouno unless such 
reQuirements are waiveo by the County Planning Commission. Waiver 
from this oro1nance .has not yet been requesteo tor Tract 117. 
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~ A. 57575 FG 

The statt pl~~er also statee that State Highway 178 is 
not a eesigr.ated scenic highway. 

SCE does not have ~~y source of electric supply i~ the 
area. The nea~est so~rce of s~pply for electric service is a~;r~y.:­
:ately 1/4 ::ile east in Nevada ~"ld. 'belongs to Valley Electric 
~ssociation who would extend an overhead line to the California­
Nevada ~order, at w~ch point SeE would connect for distributio~ 
to Tract 117. 

Attached to the a~plication are letters fro~ SeE ~~d 
Valley Electric Association. 

In its letter to one of the applic~ts, SCE has not 
statec its positio~ relative to overhead versus underground 
extension to the tract. The estimated cash advances would be 
S?Lo."SO fo':' overhead ve,:,sus S",500 for undergro'1J:Oding. According 
to SeE, t~e total adv~ce would 'be refundable for overhead~ whe~ea~ 
5%,8?5 wo~lci be refundable for u..~de:,grounding. 

In its lette:' to SeE, Valley Electric Co:pany esti::ated 
the cost of installing overhead facilities rro~ its nearest existin; 
source of supply to the California-Nevada border would be $6,566. 
This cost would be required ot the applicants in adv~~ce whether 
the Co==:'ssion decides on overhead or 'WldergroUl'lding. and woulc:!. not 
be re!unda~le. In case the Commission decides on undergrounding, 
the applic~"lts woulc:!. be required ~o perfor: the nec2ssar,y trencbins 
which wO"..lld amo\mt to approxima'tely $8,000. The total initial 
costs to the applicants tor electric service would be S,0,946 to': 
overhead and S70,.066 tor tmdergrounding. 

The application should be denied because it does not 
state sufticient justification for granting a deviation rro~ the 
undergrounding requirement ot Rule l5 ot SCE • . 
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• 
A. 57575 FG· 

Findings 

1. Tract 117 is located in the sparsely populated high desert 
valley, on the California side of California-Nevada border, 1 mile 
north of State Highway 178, between Shoshone, California and Pahrump, 
Ne\Wac.a. 

2. The tract map was filed on December 19, 1974 , with 
!nyo County, California. 

,. State Highway 178 is not a designated scenic highWay. 
4. Waiver from the ~o County Subdivision Ordinance 

underground requirements has not yet been granted tor Tract ll7. 
,. T~ere are no plans tor future subdividing of parcels 

and all surrounding land belongs to the Bureau of Land Management. 
6. SCE has not stated its positio~ relative to overhead 

versus underground extension to the tract. 
7. The total costs of providing electric service to all 

lots in the tract would be approximately $;0,946 tor overhead 
versus 570,066 tor undergrounding with S24,380 refundable for 
overhead versus 546,825 tor undergrounding from SCE. 

Conclusions 

1. A public hearing is not required. 
2. The application should be denied as provided in the order 

which follows. 
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A. 5?575 FG 

o R D E R -.- .... ~-
IT IS O~ERED that Southern Califo~ia Edison Co=~~~y :~ 

not aut~orized to de~iate fro: ma~datory ~~dergrounding require=e~t 
of its el~ctric line ey.te~sion rule o! its ta~i!f i~ T~act :~7. 
Inyo Cou:ty, California. 

The efi'ecti ve date oi' this order shall be thirty da::s 
after the date hereof. 

, Dated at _____ San ___ ~ ___ ~_· ___________ , Calii'o~ia, 

~ aJ.... day or lUSUS! ' 1978. 

-'-.: ......... 5 

. , 

ROBERT SA TISO\ 1CH 
Presjd~l'lt' 

'WlLU."~f SY~10~S. JR. 
v.ER..~OS L. STURCEO~ 

Commissioners . 

to::n1z:::1e-ner R1ehar4 D. Gravelle. be1tl,g 
nece!:z~rllj~ ab::ent. ~14 no'to participato 
in tho ~i~~o::it1on or ~h1s procee~1ng. 

Co=ci~~1o~cr Claire T. ~e~riek. ~oing 
necessarily absent. di1 not ~r'tie~,ato 
~ tho d1s~osi t~o:: o! this l'roeeGdi:-.g • 


