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Decision No. 9"-:"'05 ' .... v 

BEFORE ~ PUBLIC U~ILI~ES CO~~SSION 

RISING SUN M!~"E PROPEP.TY OWN£P.s: ) 
ASSOCIATION~, INC. > ) 

) 
Compla1na~t~ ) 

) 
v. ) 

) 
PACIFIC GAS ~,\'fD ELECTRIC COI-:?.A1;Y ~ ) 

) 
Deten&L~t. ) 

-----------------------------) 

• 
(Q) [RfH~BffilI ~ t 

OF THE S~ATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Case No. 10640 
(Filed J~ly28> 1978)' 

OP.DE? DD..TY!NG P.EEEA.~!~G 
OP DECISION NO. 90975 

A petition to~ ~ehe~ing or Decision No. 90975 has oeen tiled 
by Pacit1c Gas ~~d Elec~r1c Compa~y. We have ca~tullycons1de~ed 
each ~~d every allegation ot e~o~ in thatpet1t1on a~d are of the 
opir.1on that good cause tor gra'"lt1ng rehea:1ng has :lot been shown.' 
~bererore~ 

IT IS REP.EBY ORDERED that:-ehearing of ,Decision No .. 90975 
is' denied. 

Tne etfect1ve date of this order is ~~e date h~eot. 

C~851<*e1" Cla!ro 'to. ~ ..... 
:c.eeoaaar!17 Abston t. d!'~ net ,..n1~"" 
1: the dieposi t1o:. or t.t.1a. :p1"OCi>e4bc. 
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Decision No. _90_9_7_5 ___ November 6, 1979. 

BEFORE THE PUB!..IC U'!'II.I'!'IES CO:·:HISSIO~ OF THE STATE OF CALIFOffi"IA 

RISING SUN l1Il'-<"E PROPERTY O~ 
ASSOCIATION, INC., 

Com?laina..'"'l.t, 

vs. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

PACIFIC GAS' AND EI.EC'rRIC COY.?AloJY,) 
. ~ ) 

. Defendant:. ) 

----------------------------) 

Case.Nc> •. 106'0 
CFilee . July 28:, 197~.) 

Charles 'I'. Smith, Attorney a.t Law, for co~plai~~t. 
:1ose:eh s. Engle:":., Jr ., Atto:ncy at LaW', for aefenda.nt. 

o PI!: !'O N -----_ .... 
The com:,-,laint 0; Risir .. ; Su.:l Z .. ..ine Property ~'t'l.ers 

Association, Inc. (~sin9 Sun) sta.tes that fo: the?ast lS years, 

Rising Su.."'l has operated a wate: purification system which treats 
waterY from '1:he lSoard:nan Ca..~a.l, which is owned by Pacific Gas ane. 

Electric Company (PG&Z),anc after treatment tra:s?Or~s such treated 

water through its w4ter mains to ?oints where ~e~rs of its assoc­

iation can make service CO:l.."lcctions. At pres~nt, there are 66· 

service cO~"'lections, with the possizility of an ad.ditional 30 

services being added as re:n.aining parcels are developed within the 

service area. As eaCA service COIl.'"'l.eetion MS )jeer. made" PG&E has 

installed a water meter in the service line and therea:ter has 
billed each individual water user for the a::loo..."t 0: . water used on 

its untreated water rate schedule. 

17 T:o.is is so-called unt::eated water. 
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Rising SUn"s water mains dnd properties 0: members of its 
association are outside the designated treated water service'area of 
PG&E,', but are adjacen-:. there-:o. 

. . PG&E' $ wa te:: lines servin.s U"le Colfax area are in close 
proximity to Rising Sun's water mains and the properties servec 
therefrom. Al t."'lough Rising SlL"l has ::equestee PG&E to supply 
treated water £ro~ its Colfax plant to it ~"ld its members and has 
offered to p:J.y t.."'"le cost of ex~en<!in9' such water service, PG&E, has 
refused to de so, except upon condition that Rising su.."'l pay 'the. 

stc of $501.1.,000. PG&E f s del ':land for payment oi S500 r O'00 was :or th~ 
s~ated purpose 0: pa~ially defraying the cost 0: replacing ~~e 
intake line to PG&J:i f s COlfax plant, which is :::lore than SO years old 
and for lllany years has been in a state 0: dis::epair re":!Uirin9' 
replace:'.lent. y 

Accorc:.ing to tlle complaint, ?G&E has in the'past provided 

and. is presently providing water service to other pro~rties which 
are not withi~ its desisnatec service area. Rising Sun claims 
such action is ar~itra::y a~d disc:::~inatory in that, PGSS is vol~~tarily 
providins service to other persons outsid~ its designated service 
are~, but re:uses to provide water service to Rising Sun. 

Rising Sun requests an orde: be made re;u'iring PG&E to­

provide treated water service to it and its ~e~rs. 
In its ~~swer, PG&E admitted inter ~ that it has 

inst~llce a water meter in the service line of each individual 
water user and therea:~er billed eacn custo~cr for the ~o~~t of 
water used. This arrange!!l.ent, done a.pparently for local convenience·, 
does not accord with its sta.."l.dard practice. PG&E has at temp tee to 
remedy this nonst~~dard arrangement by offering to transfer to 
Rising Stt:l o .... -nershi? o! the lUeters. This transfer has not yet, take:'l 
place. According to' PG&E, it should be 'nl.:lde clear that its billi:'lg 
to each of Rising Sun's c:ustomers is for untreated water under 
PG&E's Water Scheeule No. 11.. Rising Sun, accordin9 to' PG&E, bills 
each o£ its eusto:mers for the trea'Oent of the unt::-eated. water 
pu:c~ased fro: PG&E. PG&E claims tbat in noway does it sell treated 
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water to Rising Sun's customers. PG&E states that &.ising Sun pur­
chases untreated ","ater from PG&E and-treats the water before delivery" 
to Rising SUn's customers. " 

PG&E admits that Rising Sun~s water system ~~d properties of 
its members are outside of its designated treated-water service area. 
PG&E denies that the mains and properties are adjacent or in. close 
proxi:nity to PG&E t s treated water service area or :cai:ls. PG&E ac..":lits 
that ~e mains ane p=operties are adjacent 0= in close p=oxil'tity 

to i~$ ~~treated water ditch syst~. 

PG&J:: denied t.'lat it rcguired a payment of S500,.000 befo:e 
i~ would supply treated "'''ater to Rising Si!n. PG&E has o:::ered to 
pr~vide trea~ed water service to, Rising Sun on the condition th~~ 
it aava."lce a S'l;:m 0: money s·u::ficient to pay ::or the cost 0::, making 
capacity availal::>le fro::l PG&E's treatec .... ·ater eistribution system" 
including capacity to· meet Ge:leral Order No. 103 fire flow requirements, 
pl us a.~ acdi tional payment on a present ·",orth basis sufficient to pay 
o~~ers~? and operating costs on ~1e additional. investoent. 

?G~E ad:m.it:tec.l t.i.at in certain past instances treated 
water service has been provi6ed to properties not within its col::ax , 
wa ter service area.. However, each 0:' these past' si tuationsiwas .. 
considered on 'an indiviaual l::>asis" and in. 1970 it,.: issued a direc­
tive prohibiting new water co~~ections to be made outside of the 
treated water service aJ:'ea.. Most importantly, ?G&E claims, it has 
no treated water resale sc~edule on the Colfax system and has, not 
in ~1e past sold resale treated wate~ to any party, within or 
witho~t the Col:ax treated water serviee area. PG&E denied that 
a."'ly such prior action is or has been of arl a:::-bitrary ~"'le. discrimina­
tory nature in re9ard to Rising Sun. 

As a sepa:::-ate a.~d aistinct defense, PG&E alleged that 
Rising Su..~ :failed to state a cause of action in that all of PG&Ets 
actions about which RiSing S~ eocplains have been taken in a manne:::­
consis~ent with PG&E's rights ~d o~lig~tions ~s established ~y its 
Placer Water Syste::t Service Tari::s (sic). 
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On Sept~r ll, 197&, Wayne J. SU!:t'ners petitioned to inter­
vene. On October 23, 1978, the County 0: Placer petitioned to inter­
vene. The petitions were denicd by Co=ission decision on the basis 
such intervention would unduly broaden the issues presented by RiSing 
SUn. 

A!ter Que :lotice, a hearing .... OlS held at CO'lfaxon Februolry 6, 
1979 before Administrative Law Judge Gillanders. Testimony was 
reeeived :from the President o:f the Board of Directors of Rising Sun, 
and Su~rviso= Henry on behalf of Rising Sun. PG&E presentee ,three 
wi tnesses. Closing a:~.J,."llent was ~de ane the %:latter submitted' • . 
Discussion 

The division ~naser of PG&E's Drum Division testified 
that his job resj;lOnsibilities include overall res?Onsibil~ty :0= the 

o.:,Jeration of the Placer Water System:. He has had discussions with 
the dev-eloJ;.>er of Rising Sun Y~ne Estate Subdivision a.s well as 

others regarding the water syste:n supply to Rising Sun~ He intro­
duced a series of letters31 which showed inter alia that PG&E advised 
the State Division c: Re.J.l Estate that un-ereateo. water service was 

, ' , 

available froI:l the Board:::l.an Canal and that the distribution and 
mee'ting of health r~ui=e.ments would be hancled by the developer 
ano that for C1.:stomer convenience PG&E would ineividuallv meter and .. 
bill 'the respec'eive accounts. He testiiiedthat neither he nor the 
:man who wrote the 1962 and 1963 letter.s could verify how. it came 
about that PG&E set its r.:eters at the point of e .. stomer service. 

We have taken o:!icial n'otiee of PG&E's tarif: ap.?lic~le 
to' water ser.dce in its Placer Water System. Rule ane'Resulation. 
No. l6 states in part: 

31 Dating from 1962. 
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·P01::'1'5 OF:: DELIVERY M"D COS'I'O!a:R.' S FACILI'I'IES 

"A. Points of ~li very 

"1\'", tcr deli ve:ies to customers from the Ditch System will 
be made at the Company's conduits, and measure..~ents will 
be made as near thereto as pra~ieable_ ~~ere one 0:­
more customerz o~ ane/or cont:ol a conduit anda.ppurte­
Dant works used for receiving and conveying wa:~erfrom 
poin~ of delivc:y at Company's conduit to places of usc, 
measurement 0: water will normally be made by a single 
meter or ::leasuring device at said point of a.elivery. 
Company will not undertake,. or be responsible for,. the 
ap?ortio~ent o! wate: between customers receiving water 
by :eZ4~ 0: such privately-owned conduit. 

"In cases where customer o~~ed or cont:olled distribution 
facilities se:ve as a CO:lmon distributary a."'l.c! such facil­
ities are lnaintained in good operating condition, as to 
which the Co~pany shall be the sole judge, the Company 
may place its measuring device at the point of take-off 
or diversion to each custome=' s. premises.,. and use the 
meter reading thereof :or billing purposes. 

"In cases whe:e such customer owned or controlled facil­
ities are not prO'perly ~intained, as to which the Co~pany 
shall be the sO'le judge, the Company will install, own,. 
an~ ~intain a ~ster meter at the junctio~ 0': its canal 
and. the customer owned :facility, ane apportion fer billing 
purposes the total delive:y recorded thereon, in the ratiO' 
of each individual cons\l:ption to' the total of all indi­
vidual cons~~ptions. The co~?lete initial cost of instal­
latien of such master meter shall be paie to' the Co~pany 
by the customer O'r customers o~-:ling such distribution 
:facility, in 'v;hatever ::umner mutually ag=eecl upO'n." 

Rule a.."'l.d Regulation NO'. 16 was filed O'ti oecembcr23., 1954 

and ~c~ e!fec~ive on January 1, 1955. 

Apparently no one who appeared O'r testified in this pro­

ceeding ever read Rule and RegulatiO'n NO'. 16 for if they had,. the 
answer to t.."-lc Cf.lc::tion -Why does PG&E meter at each individual 
service connection?" would be obvious. PG&E was ::lust following 
its ta:i£f ~y delivering its water to· its customers at each.. custO'mer's 
premise. 
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Although it is true th.a.t the Commission cannot regulate a 

utility which has not dedicated its service to the public or compel 
, ' 

& utility to extend its service to prospective customers who r~side 

outside of the a.rea. to which the water of the utility has been-:. 
de4icated (AT&SF Ry .. Co. v CRe (1916) 173 CalS77; California 'Water 

and Tel. Co. v PUC (1959) 51 Cal 24 478:) the California SUi>r~me 
Court has held that Q~d!ca.t:1on's restraining power should not be 

extended further tha..~ logic and precedent re~uire.. (G=evhoundtines, 

Inc. v CPUC (1968) 68 Cal 20' 406.) De-dic:ation can be found by 

1m'Plic:~tion based on the conduc·t of a utility) such as when the .. 
utility h~lds itself out to supply the pub1ieor a elas~ o.f the 
public on equal terms to all who apply. (Yucaipa Water Comt>3ny No .. 1 

v PUC (1960) 54 Cal, 2d 823; california Water and Tel. Co'. v 'PUC, 

supra; Lukrawka v Spring Va11ev Water Company (1915) 169 Cal 318; 
Parker v Apple Valley "Water Company (1977) 82 CPUC' 62:). writ 0'£ 

review den1ed.) 
'I'bere can be no question that PC&E, by p-lacing its. meters 

in accordance with the provisions of its Rule and Regulation No.: 16 
extended its water systecl and dedicated its water to supply the. 

Rising Sun pr~perty .. 2/ By this conduct PG&E. undertook to furn·ish 

ll. The ownersnip of tEe physical distii5utlonplant does not 
matter. 
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domestic water service, albeit untrea~ed, ~~d that is the critical 
£act we rely on in reachi~g our de~ermi:atio: that ~C&E has deeieated 
i~sel! to provide public utility se:-vice to the area in q~es.tion • 

. The fact PG&E used. some facilit.ies other tha..~ its own, or :-elied 

on anot.her entity ':0 t.:-es.-c the wa~er it furnished the domestic 
consUmers, does not. det.ract fro:::. the result that. PC&E furnished. 

and billed.tor wa~er to do:estic users in thi~ pa:ticular area. 
. ~ 

According to PG&E7 it never intended t.o supply pctable 
water to Rising Sun. However, while the potability .. a.~d purity 
le~el of a utility·s water su?ply are i:l t.he first. instance wit.hin 
the jutisdiction of appropriate health authori'Cies (Van Fleet. v 

Pierso~ (1965) 65 CPUC 1, 6), in t.his ins~ce the County Health 
Department, this Co:nmissio:l shares a responsibility t:.nder the laJ:/ 
to. see -:.hat. ~C&E safely ope:-ates its water ut.ility.Since PC&::: 
ded.ic~-:.ed itself t.o provide dO:lest.ic wate:- service to ~st.¢me:"$ 
in ',the:Rising Sun a:ea i -:. has assumed the pt:.blic l;t.ili t.y b"..lrder. 
orp:-ovidi~g the~ wi~:' ?o~able water. 

~Seetior. 761 of t.he Public U~ilities Coce provid~s in pa~ tha~: 
"\'Jhenever the co=issio::., aft.er a hearing, finds· that t.he 
rules, pract.ices, eqUipment, app!.ianees, facilit.ies, 0:­
service of' any public utility 7 or t.h~ methods of' 
manuf'ac-:.ure, dis'trib\!tion, 'transmission, s.'to:-age, or 
supply employed by it, are \l!l.just, unreasona'ble 7 unsafe, 
imp:-oper, inadeguate, or insuf'f'icient 7, t.he commission 
shall de'Ce~~ne and, by order 0:- rule, fix the rules, 
practices, equip:::lent, appliances, !'ac11ities,serv1ee, or 
methods to be observed, furnished t consiructed, enforced, 
or employed ••• " (Emphasis added.) 
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'" " ' ';. 
,:1' ._. 

~he record shows that co,irity h.ealth officials stated the 
" ' 

water system supplying Rising Su."l ~~~ presently inadequate to' meet State 

standards ::or drinking water. The:,;1:health officials recommended cha."l~es 

be made in the treatment pla."lt in ~i1der to u?gradethe plant so that 
,.,J.~ 

it woule meet State. standards. The recommendation to install a 

settling basin has ~en complied with. The recommendations for 

additional filter ca~city and better flocculation of the water 
have no,: been complied wi t.i: due to lack o! availaJ>le capital on the 
part of Rising Sun.~/ 

If ?G&E were to supply Rising su."l from its Colfax treated 
water system, a rough estiIcate given by a PG&E engineer was that it 
would cost Rising Sun $lS2,600 for facilities: plus a cost of owners!lip 
payment of $298,200 or a total paymentrcquiree of $480,80'0,. 

PG&E's claim that Rising Sun purcha·ses untreated water 
from PG&E ane trea~sY such water ~:f'or.e delivery to Rising Sun's 
cu::t.omers W.:l.S eenied by Risi:lg Sun.. PG&E presented no proof of 
its clai~. We mus~ assume that if ?G&E did in fact sell w~te= 
to Rising Su."l as clail:lecl, i~ would tb~ve p:,oeucee evidence 0: the 
fact in t.he fo:m 0: a signee agreeme:t or at le~st copies 0: 
billings fo:: such w",ter s<'lle:::.. ~cking such eviec:lce, we must 
conclude that PG&E does :ot sell ¥:ater to Rising Sun. 

PG&E's defense that the actions taken by it were taken in 
a man:lcr consistent with. its rights and. obliS".ations as established 
by its ?lacer Water System service Tariffs (sic) is witho·utmcrit. 
Instead, the record reveals ~at PG&E's attitude towards itstari:: 
ean only be described as cavalier. 

§j A rough estimate was given by Rising Sun of $$0,000 to S75- .. 000 
for ~le recaining recommended installations. 

Y There is no question that Rising Sun operates a treatment plant. 
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During the period involveo in establishing service to Rising 
Sun r s members, PG&E hae on file with this Commission tariff she:ets 
providing for :uain extensions from the town syste:ns as well as· the 
ditch syste:::::.. Rule a."'ld Regulation No .. T-lsZl entitled Ma.inExt:~nsions 
(Revisee elll. l>.U.C .. Sheet No.. 543-W) was filed on Deceml:>er 23, 1954 
and bec&uc e:£ectiv(! on. J'.l.nuary 1, 1955. It provided .for extensions 
to individuals and .for extensiens to subdivisions .. On February 26, 
1903, PG&E filed Revised Cal. P.O .. C .. Sheet No.. ~3:91-W whiehbecar.le 

e£:ective 0:1 V..arch 2, 196,J:~ This sheet, also entitled Rule No. '1'-15-
Main Extensions, specifically s~a~ed: 

. . 
"A. General Previsiens and Definitiens 

"1 .. A':l':llicabilitv 
t • 

"a. 

fOb .. 
\ 

All extensiens ef dist=ibutien m.;:.ins, front 
the utility's basic production and t·ransmission 
system er existing distributien system, to' serve 
new custe::lers, except fer those' specifically 
excluded below, shall:be made·under theprevi­
sions ef this rule unless specific autherity 
is first ebtained from the Commissio~- to eeviate 
therefrom. Amain extension contract shall be 
executed by the utility and the applicant or 
applic~ts fe= t.~e =ain extensio~ before the 
utility commences constructienwork on said 
exte:lsiens or, if censtructed by applicant or 
app1ica.~ts befere the facilities cOIll?rising the 
::lain- extension are tra."l!erred to. the utility. 

Extensions selely fer fire hydrant, private fire 
?:::'eteetion, :::'esale, temporary, standby, or supple­
=ental service shall net be made under this rule." 

Revisee cal. P.U.C. Sheet No .. S7'O-W e:"ltitled Rule and 
Regulation NO .. lsY Extensien-of Water Distribution Facilities was 
filed en Decetlbe:::, 23, 1954 a."ld becarn"e effective on January 1,1955-
and is ~~e ~~rently effective tari:: sheet. It states: 

21 X-15 was tor the tew~ systems. 

Y Rule and Regulatien No .. lS applied to. the ditch system_' 
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"RULE AND REGOLA'l'ION NO. 15·' 

"EXTENSION OF ~~ATER DISTRIBUTION FACILITIES 

WA. General EXtensions 

"1. The Company will, witllout charge, construct an 
J extension to that portion of its ditch system 

which is supplied with water that has passed 
th::'ougA ~:ise ?ower I>la!'lt, if water is availaJj,le 
there:or, a!'ld the a~~ual depc!'ldable revenue from 
water service from said extension is one-~ird 
(1/3) the Company's total cost of constructing 
said extension. 

"2. If the construction cost is in excess 0: three (3) 
times the .a."Ulual dependa-ble revenue, the applicant, 
or applic~~ts for service will be required to advance 
the difference between the estimated total cost and 
tr~ee (3) times the annual ee?endable revenue. 
Adjustment of ~"'ly Qifference between theestimateQ 
anQ reasonable actual costs will be made after com­
pletio!'l of construction. ~~en two or more applic.a.~ts 
request the Co~pany to construct such an extension, 
the ?O~ion each is to advance, unless otherwise . 
:t:lutually agreed upon alnO:lg them, will be based on the 
ratio that the dependable ~~ual revenue from each 
bears to the total dependable .a.~nual revenue." 

we. Exceptional Cases 

"In u.~usual circumstances when the application of 
the provisions of this rule appears impracticable 
or u.~just to either party, the Comp.a.~y' and applicant 
~y agreed upon ter.ns mutually satisfactory, and in 
case of failure to re~ch such agreement, either the 
Company or the applic.a.~t m",y refc:, the matter to the 
Public Utilities Co~ission for special rulinS-

MA?plica~ions for service that r~uire enlargement 
o! ~~y existing Company ditch syst~~ facilities 
will be subjec~ to special nego~iations between 
applicant and Company ~~d approval by the Public 
Utilities Commission." 
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,The reeord shows that PG&E by letter dated April 15, 1977 

(Exhibit 5) told Rising Sun that PG&E was clearly, deviating from 
its filed tari:f: schee.ules in that it sho~'ld not; be metering at 
each indiviQ'l:.al lot but, rather should be servi:'lg Rising Su'n water 'Under 

resale Rate Schedule No. R-l and under the provisions of its 
standard form con't:~ct for all resale cUstomers (Exhibit 9)21 and 
that the letter was Rising Sun's notice of PG&E's intent to discon­
tinue the nor.standard -metering ane billing .:lrran9e:ment. We have 

" 

poin-:ed out ~t 'Under Rule 16, PG&E's tar:'f: providesior meter ins 
at the customer's point "of takeoff. The record reveals that PG&E' 

ignored all of the other various tariff SChedules under which it 
could have se::'V'e6. Rising, Sun. It ehose to individually meter, 
whieh is provided for in its tari£f. 

~Jrther proof of PG&Ets lax attitude towards ap?lication 
of its tariff is sho~~ by the fac~ - stip~latee to by botn parties -
that during the })ast 30 years, 67 customers outside'of the treated 
water service area have been eon.~eeted to the t:eated water system 
wit:'lout benefit of a :main. extension contract. To compooncl the 
la.ck of a.dhere:lce, to its 'l"a:i!: Scheeule Rule !.Jo. '1'-15, eight .0£ th.e 
connections were made subsequent to notification!£! to the divisio~ 
lllanager .by PG&E's Depa:t::1ent of Commereial Operations that such 
extensions were in con:~iet with., the provisions o£ Main Extension 
Rule No. 1'-l5 (Exhibit 10). 

Given the history of PG&E's less than vigorous application 
of its tariff, we can :easonably hold tMt instead 0: "local con­
venience" being the :eaSO::l £0::: its :netering of treated ·water'·o'f an 
untreated schedule, PC&}; per:nit.ted Rising Sur.. to treat PG&E's' 

!7 xhe resale schedule and standard for.m CO::ltract were part of PG&E's 
tariff schedule du::in9 the period o£ establishment" of service to 
RiSing ~~. . . 

W :December 21, 1970 .. 

. 
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water in lieu of obt.aining a main extension contract under Rule 
No.. 'l'-lS £o.r its o.w:l ccnvenience •. A main extensicn co.ntract would 
have ~de PG&E t~e o.wner and o.?erater 0.: all the facilities inStalled 
to previde treatee water to. Rising Sun~a situatio.n it avoided 
while at the ~~e t~e assuring Rising Sun's ~embcrs a supply ef 
treated w~te:=. The arra!lse=ent worked well =:or 1S. yea=s. However, 

with the ~positio.n ef stricter standards fer water quality, PG&E 

wants to. change a situatie~ which has been s~cti£ied ~y t~e pass~ge 
ef time. PG&E has d.edicated its water system to provide treated 
w~ter service to. the property c~~ed by the inc!ividual members of 
Rising Sun. 

In the lig:!:lt ef t...i.e decisien herein, :i?G&E should give cen­
sideratien to. cent=acting with Rising Sun to. previde the addition~l 
trea~ent facilities; o.r acquiring those facilities, which weuld ap?ear 
to. be less ex-~nsi ve than servi!'lg tne customers here i:::wol vee treat:ed 
water directly ':ro~ its Colfax treated wate:::- syste:n. However, the· i."':l.?le­
mentaticn 0.: the ensuing crder is a PG.&E l:la!lage:nent decisio:l, the. pru­

cence of which will be subject to. review in subsequent rat.e proceedings • 
.Findings 0: .Fact 

1. Rising Su."l,. :!or the past IS yea.:-s, has cperated a 
water purificat.ion systen which. treats water suppliedfrem PG&E,·S 

Boardlnan canal and transports tl'letreated water through its mains 
to. points where individual members 0: Rising Sun take service. 

2. PG&E does not bill Rising Sun for the water which Rising 
Sun treats altho.ugh PG&E has a filed resale Rat.e Schedule No. R-l. 

3. PG&Z sets meters at each individual service cf the me~rs 

ef RiSing Sur.. 
4. Such meter setting is authorized under PG&Ets Tari££Rule 

and Regulation No... 16 .. 
S. PG&E bills each individually metered service on its 

Tariff Schedule NO. 11 - General Y.etered Se~·ice. - untreated water. 
6. Rising Sun's treatment plant. and dis~ibution mains lie 

cutside of PG&E's filed treated water service area map .. 
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7. PG&E's me~e:s lie outside of its filed treated water 
se..-viee a:ea map. 

s. The cou~ty Health Departcent has ordered tmprovemen~s in 
the treatment applied to PG&S'S ditch water which passes through 
Rising Sun's treatment plant. 

9. PG&E has ~rovided treated water ~ 67 con.~ections which 

lie outside o.f its filed treated water service area- map. 

10. Eight 0.: the 67 cennectio.ns were made subsequent to. 

notification that such co.r_~ections were in co.nflict with, ~~e pro­
visions 0: its filed Main Extension Rule No. T-1S. 

. 
'. 

11. PG&E during and subsequent to the establishment of service 
to. the individual members of Risin<; Sun had on file with this 
COItlI':lission l1ain Extension Rules ane Regulations. for extensions 

£r01.:1. its 'Create<: water system and its ditch system a resale 

schedule :er untreated water" and Rule and Regulatio.n No.. 16. 
12. l3y p::oviding individ':.lal :meters to t.'1e mem!:>ers o£ Rising­

Sun at each individual lo.t for a period of approximately 15· years~ 
with the k..'"lowledgc that the water so delivered was treated water, 
PG&E dedicated its water service to provide treated water service 
to. the pro.perty owned by eachindividu~l mer.ll:>er o.fRising'Sun. 
Conclusions o.f Law 

1. PG&E has dedicated its water to supply treated water 
to the prope=ty 0.: the individual m~rs 0.£ Ris.ing SUn. 

2. PG$.E is required to bri:l9' its treated water supplied 

to the individual me::Jl:>ers of Rising'Sun up to- the staneardsreC:\:uiree 

by the Placer Cou..~ty Health De?artment. 
ORDER ... - - --

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Pacific Gas a~d Electric Company (PG&E) supply t.rea ted water 
to. the property of individual members o.f Risinq Sun Mine Prope::ty 
~ers Association,. Inc. o;f'su:ffieient quality to. meet the staneards 

r~:tred by the placer County Health De:,>ar'buent. 
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2. Within sixty days after the effective date of this order~ 
PG&E shall file a revised service territory map to reflect the 
inclusion i:l its service territory the area to be served in compliance 
with the above ordering paragra?h. 

The effective eate of this 
the date hereoi. , ' 

order shall be tbirty days after 

Dated November 6~ 1979- ~ at San Francisco, california. 
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JOHN E. BRYSON" 
. , President 

VERNON L. STURGEON 
RICHARDD. GRAVELLE 
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LEONARD M.·GRIMES~ JR •. 
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