Decision XNo. [ ,/0 4 Qg o

ZEFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALYFORNIA

A. J. IOFPGEREY, ERNEST GRELI,

CLAY B, EARRIS, CHAS. BLOONM,

G. A. LATTEMORE, L. V. GRAVES,

‘.. z. m’ MRS. A. AO mmmp

MARY A. RUTHERFORD, E. A. LANTZ,

T. A. CARLSON, L. T. POXD,

E. A. BURNHAM, P. J. SWENSOXN,

E. H. LADTEMORE, BERT EVANS,

P. C. EVAXS, J. L. McLAIN,

W. J. EXGGINS, J. P. ARNOIDY,

PETSR GRELL, OSCAR GRELL,

L. P. FOX, HENRY R. RYSTRON,

H. A. NELSON, et al.,
Plaintif?fs,

Case No. 1964.

V8.

SUTTER BUTTE CANAL COMPANY, &
corporation,

P et Nt Bl et S N Yo W Wt Wl N Vet N Sos? st Vot Vot Wit St

Defendant.

BY THE COMMISSION:

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The above entitled proceeding is a complaint filed oxm
December 10, 1923, by 4. J. Lofgren and more than twenty-five
other consumers who hold continmmous water right contracts for
irrigation service with the Sutter Butte Camal Company, a publie
utility anpplying water for agricultural purposes in Butte and
Sutter Counties. The complaint alleges that the contracta held
by the above consumers require the payment of a certain fixed
yearly amount per acre whether the lands covered by said contracts .
&re actually irrigated or not; that the Commission in the exercise
of its rate-fixing powers incressed the rates which the cqntract
holders had agreed to pay om lands not irrigated, rosulting in an
wnfair discrimination ageinst such contract holders in favor of
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the regular consumers who are required to pay for irrigation
service only when water i3 actually used. The Comission there=-
fore i8 requested to issue its order equalizing the rates charged
all consumers, whether their lands are irrigated under the said

continunous contracts or otherwise.

Subsequent to the £iling of the above complaint thin

Commiseion in Case No. 2126 upon its own motion instituted an in-
vestigation into the rates, contracts, practices, rules and regu-
lations and conditions of mervice of the above defendant Sutter
Butte Canal Company, In which all matters complained of were most
exhaustively investigated. In view of the fact that the Commisg-
sion on the 20th day of March, 1926, rendered its Deciaion No.
16289 fully covering all matters complained of herein, and substan~
tially granting the relief prayed for, it appears that this case
ghould de dismissed; wherefore

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above entitled proceeding
be and thensame is hereby dismissed.

Dated at 3an FPrancisco, California, this 24‘(/ sy .

AL . 1926.
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Comm.ssioners.




