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W. H. Carlin and J. . Zbert for complainants.
C. E. McIaughlin for defendent.

TEEZLEN, Commiesioner.

Q2 INION

s

The complainants are all omers of land in Butte Comnty
and present or prospective customers of the defondant’s water
system. They meke certain complaints which will hereiﬁafter e

conaidered in detail.
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Dafendant was incormorated under the laws of this state

on November 25, 1908, for the purpose, among others, of engeging
in the business of selling weter for compoensation as & public
utility. By deed dated iaxrch 31, 1909, defendant acquired the
ontire water system 02 South Feather Water and Unlion Mining Com-
pan#, Toented 1in the comrties of Buite, Yudba and Plumss. This
system'waé congtructed duiing the eaxrly 50'3 p:incipally for min-
ing .prrposes, but with tho decadence 0% mining in this vicini?j

the system was grodaally converted into an irrisation'projoct;f'.

it tre present time, defendant has some 70 ecustomors who take water

for domesvic an&lirrigation purposes and one customer who 1S
engeged in dredging. The sale of water by defendant for mizing

purposes has entiroly coased.




Dofendant's ceanal hoad iz in Lost Creei, in Section 13,
Township 20‘North, Ronge § Kast, in Plumas Cownty. Thé intaxes
are in Travors Ravine, Lost Croek, Pinkard Croek, Orole§a Croek,
Eoncut Cfeek and Dry Creek. The total length of main and branch

capale is some 306,131 f££., or about 58 miles. The prineipal do-

liveries of water are in Wyandotte and vicinity and'in Bangor and
J .

vieinity, in Butte couwnty.

At thé‘time the present owner acquired this system, 4t
was iz & dilapidated condition. IFlumes were dowm, ditches wore
washed out and the systenm was incapable of giving sdequate sorvice
without extensive reconstruection. The present owner hasz graduslly
been reconstructing tho system and has more recently shown cuch
diligerce in this respect that complainants at tho hearing withdrew
the cherge that the cystem 13 dedly in need of repairs.

The hesring in thic case was held at Oroville on ley 26,
1914. Complainants stated their complaints as follows:

1. Unreasonableness of the rete and the demand for

prepayment‘of the £vll year's rate in advance.

2. Alleged neccoscity of paying for s water right

before an intending customer’can secure water.

3. Irvedequacy of supply.

4o De@rivation of water Lrom porsons entitled theroto.

I chall considoer these complaints in turn.

i. Tho Rate. |

Defendant’'s charge for water %o ali custoners iz 10¢
por ninexr's inch per 24 howrs for tTweolve monthe in the year, amount~
ing to $36.50 ver miner's inch per yeer, which sum must be paid in
gdvance. The emount ¥6 which any irrigation customer ic entitled
wey dbe cumulaééd; S0 that 4T a customer is entitled to ono 1n¢hr
each day for 30 daye, he can take ten inches on esch of three deys
in 4he month, or, if the requirements of other customers permit, he
can take the wgter‘mggg ffequently, provided that ke doos not con-
sume in excess of 30/inches during the month. The irrigating
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season gemerally covers a period of gbout five months. Comploin-

ants sllege that the rate paid by them, namely 336.50 per miner's
) .- in the.yepr.
inch, iz based on 10¢ per miner's inch for eachk 24 hours/ They
atate that they need tho water onj.y during cortain monti:.s 'oi’ the
yoor axd contend thet they should not be compellod to pay Lor the
remalining per:.dd of the yesr. This contention goes simply to the

method of computing the rate. Defendant 1s entitled to & rate whichs
under all the circumstances, is fair to it and 0 1ts customers.

It mekes very 1little difference whether in stating this rate a small
sum per day is'mu.ltiplied by 365, or a larger sum by & lesser number
of days. The real iscue 1is to determine the total rate which should be
paid, and we should not permit ourselves to become confused by +the
difforont multiplications by which that sum may de ascertaived.
W_hile this systemwacs owned by South Feather Water and
Union Mining Company, the rate was 10¢ poer miner's inch for a 24
hours" actual use. Whenever o cuctomer desired water, he tendered
in payment in advance the .sz:m of 10¢ per miner's :x.ncﬁ ver day for
the nuzmber of miner's inches desired, amd the water was turned on.
During 1907, the cuétomers voluntarily paid 12%¢ instead of 10¢
because of con-s‘id.efable losges sustained py the water compm. After
the presont company dought the system, the rate was ardifrarily
raised to $36.50 per miner's inch per year, payable in advance.
Tke cuetomers wore told that the company needed the money and that
if they failed to pay they would receive no water. This was before
.the Railroad Commission secured its powers wnder the Public Utilities
Act, and the customers of this gystem had no alternative but to
pay the amount demaxded or go without water. %0 be éstéblished
In order %o determine & fair and reaso.nable,v:ate/:f‘o:
water delivered by defendant, it will be necessary to consider
the value of its property, 8 proper amomnt to be allowed for depre=
¢iation, proper expenditures for operatior and maintenance, and tre
'ase oI water under thiz eystem.
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¥r. R. W. Hawley, this Commission'’s hydraulic engineer,
and Mr. Geofge S. Nickersor, defendant's engineer, ae,re;e in an
estimate of $330,186.00 to reproduce this nroperty new and of
$300,604.00 as the degrecisted reproduction valwe. Defendsnt's
counsel Lfrankly stated that if the company received a fair ret;u:m
on this value 1t would "rmn its customers away™ and that the coﬁ-
yany did not wish to :.-a:i_.ee 1tz price 8o high, even 1f thﬁ.sﬁomniseion
wore willing +0 40 s0. The ovidence shows that the system was |
purchased by defendant for t_he sum of $30,000; that the company
proposed to issue 15,000 shares of 1ts 8toek at 40¢ per share to
outside persoms to pay for promotion services; that the sum oX
$967.82 was received by the company from the sale of stook;l and
that defendant hes expended a sum wrach 1t iz Aifficult to segregate
but whick 18 1in the neighborhood of $28,161.01 on capital account
since 1t acguired. the proverty. These sn.:ns are:

Initial PULCNABO cecvccsvcssssscscosncas $30,000.00

Txpenses incidental t0 PUTORESE eeeeeseces 6,967.82

Additional ca.ps.tal expenditured sccesecess 28,161.,01

D066 IAVESTHORT seeesnsssscsnssas $65,126.83

AS hersinbefore stated, this system was not comstructed

83 an irrigation project, dut for the purpose of selling water to

. the mineds. Viewed from the standpeint of an irrigation system, it is
construcvia ,

clear that the system, when 1t shall be -ZYTXXXX to its full effic-

ioney, can irrigate seversl thousand écrea in gddition to those now
veing irrigated. It does not seem equitable to ask the present
1limited m:mbe;- of consumers %o oy & rate which shali‘ yield & re-
turn on the entire valme of the system. Defendant itself :tully‘
concodes this conclﬁsion. It 19 evident thet the valme which
gshounld be assigﬁed.tb defendant's proverty fér the pw:pose'o.f this
case will be somewhere betwoen the sum of $330,186.00 and $65,128.83.
I £ind that & Pair and reasonable amownt to charge under \thélv"-ﬁeéd'

of return on the investment,to the prosent cusvomers and those who

mey be teken on in the near future,showld not exceed the sum of
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$8,000.00 por ennum. This Sum represernts & return of gix pexr cent

on $133,333.33, soven per cent on $114,285.72 and oight per cent
- on $100,000.00. '
Using the estimated reproduction cost new as o basis,
estinating dépreciation on the sinking fund basis, and assuwwing
that moneys in the siinking fund will earn only fouwr per coent in-
torest, the amount vhich should be set agide anmnually for the
dopreciation fuwnd would be $1L,424.00. |

Roferring now to the cost of operation and maintenance,
including texes, I desire to draw attention to defexndant's profit
end loss statement for the year ending 5;cembér 31, l9l$,las
follows:

TABLE T
PRCFIT AND LOSS, 1913.

(4) INCOME
“TIL) WATER SALES
{a) Contract, $5067.21
(v} Sundxry, - 2840.37
(¢] Dredgers, 4271.40 $12178.98

(2) WATER RIGETS 2116.38
TOTAL INCOME ROR 1913 31429536

(B} ¢OSTS:
: . T (L} AUTOMOBILE EXPENSE 361.96
&~ as and oil, ¢L1l3.88
b= Ropairs, 123.90
¢~ Storege, 22.65
4~ Tires, 86.28
e~ Miscellaneous _15.25

(2} MANAGEMENT: 1757.95
a~- Salary, 1625.00
b~ -Expense, 132.95

(3} O2ERATION: - 3964.07
s~ Salaries, 3715.00
b~ Supplies, 244,07
¢~ Rig hire, 5.00

(4) GENERAL EXPENSE: 1105.32
a=- Grain, _ . 66.75
- Hauling, $28.15
c~ Legal, 194.50
o~ Taxes, = 662.02
£~ ¥iscellaneous 78.920




(5} OPPICE EXPENSE £901.48
a- Rent,
" b= Phone,
¢~ Salaries,
d- Postage,
o= Stationery
£~ Miscellaneous

Less p2id by Wyandoffe
and Mission,

(6) INTEREST ON NOTE: 739.70
(7} RESERVE POR DEPRECTATION: 5243.33  $14073.81
PROFIT POR 1913 . 221.55

This tadle shows an expense, apart from intereet and
depreciation rezerve, amownting to $8,090.78. The item for depre-
ciotion reserve was set aside for the first time iz 1913 and 18 cone
Siderably‘in-excess of the defendant's view as to & vproyer annhal
anownt o be set aside for this purpose. The -sum of $8, 090.78.cloar1y
{ncludes exbend¢ vures properly chargeable 1o e¢apital accomnt in
addition to those chargeable to operation and masntonsnce. Ir. Bawloy
testified that ¢s,350.oo would be s proper anmual allowance'for oper-
ation and maintenance including taxoz, aznd his tostihonyistood -
sbeken. Asguming that this amount 4e prover for tﬁia purrosze, the
following teble chows the reverue which dofendant is ontitled to esrn
oeach yeer:

REVENUEZ 70 WHICE DEFENDANT IS ZNDITLED.

Roturn on YAlue OF PrOPErLY . oueeecesvesseees $8,000.00
Depreci&tJ.Oﬂ - LI N I I I O R e R R 1,41-14000

Operation and Maintenoance .ceceeececsaceceesa 6.350.00
(including taxeﬂ) ‘

...... cecedcreccenctnannsaglD, 774,00

Dofendant's gross revenue for the year 1913 from the =ale

of wator was as follows:




ABL I IiI'
TER REVENUE, 1913.

Cont“cc—t users 'Y Y EEEEEREENERE NN N A N AN A BN BN NN ?5 067.21

Non-controct VEEIS seeccccsccsnccsssccsscsass 2,840.

Dreases‘..........‘.....‘--..‘.-...‘..‘....- 4—"271.40 |

TOTAD REVENTE «eeeeceoena.812,178.98

The ftem of "water rignts §2,116.38" chown in Tablo I
.is o nmisnomer. I¥ does not repreaenﬁ,p&ymenté for water rights,
but rather paymonts by persons with whom defendant contracted to
2014 water for them and to instell certain pipes and &itcheg. The
total revonue from the sale of water im 1913 is apparently bolow the
revenue to wWhich defendant 1o reasonably ontitled. |

Bofore ostablishing the rate, it docomoes necessary o
consider the nresent ond prospective usge of dofondantﬂs wEter.
Defondant's Exkibit Yo. 6 purports to show the total wator deiivered
fn 1913, partly in terms of acres irrigated and partly in terms of
minexrs' inches delivered. The féllowing tablo contains a swamary
of thiz exhidvit:

ZL5BLE IV
WATER DATA -~ 1913,

COntracé-consumers- acres uwnder contract -~ 2521.35 acrog
Contract consumers - acres irrigated - - 1057.17 i
Agreomonts for conirects - - 976.37 ¥
Dredges - , | 82 miners' imches

Ton-contrect consuners 69.08 miners' inches

The veyment im 1913 for wator uzed on contract lan&él
emounted to $5067.21, which sum ot “he rate of $36.50 per miner’s
inch, wonld pay Lor 139 miner's inches. These figures show om |
average use 0f water ox contract lands of one miner's. inch to i
7.5 acres. The emount paid in 1913 for water used 5y dredgos was
§4,271.40. 4t $36.50 por yesr for one ximer's inch, th.«.u would

indicete that +the anount 02 water used »y the dre&ges was 117




miner's iachoz inctoead of 82 a3 roported by defondant. Appesrent-
ly there i1c an error 2lso in the nwunder of miner's inchez sold

%o non-contrect users. Tho sum paid by these users in 1913, as
showa on Reilrosd Commission's Exhibit No. "J", was $2,840.37,
“nich sum divided by §86.50 gives 77.8. I chall sssume that this
i8 the correct numbeerf miner's iﬁches éold'to non~-contract vsors
in 1913.

The followirg table shows s corrected use of wator in

1913, in terms of mimer's inches:

TABLE V
WATER USED IX 1913.

Under contrect | - , 1%9.00 ainer'e inches

Hon~contract ;- 7.8 LA b

Drodges - 117.00 " -
TOTAL ¢ - 333.8 " "

It zeoms fair to assume thqf at least this omount of
water will bq actually used during 1914 and in the years subse-~
guent thereto.

Defendan® haz in certain cases, especislly with the
affilisted Wyandotte Tend Comvazny, owning land in the'viciﬁity ¥4
Wyendotte, contracted to doliver water inm excess of tho smount
now actuelly used. The company, in consideration for the payment
of $20.00 mer miner's inch has contracted to hold the dosired
amownt of wetor emd o duild certain extensions. The amount of
1and not now using water sz to vwelch such contracte aave beex
nade anownt to 2,460.55'acres. If this lend horoafter takge wator
8t thc ceme ratlo as the contract lands now irrigated, I28 minor’é
inches must be held availeble by defendant for theﬁ; It would '
seem eﬁtirely péoPei that if thoso lands sre to heve tao right %0

o1l mpon the system for water, they chould pay trheir fair propor-
tion of interest on the investment snd depreciation or -lose their
proferential rights. Tho order nerein will co nrovide.
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By adding the miners inches sctuslly cupplied in 1913
to those contracted.for but not used, we have a total 01_661.8
miner's inches. We are thms confronted with the question of the
capecity of the system. Mr. Bormung, defendant's general manager,
tostified that tho saflo minimum yield of theo syétem, at the canal
hesadings, 4is 1500 miner's‘inches- E& teatified further that whilg
430 inches are af preseﬁt lost in transmission, this loss 1s
extraordinary. In his opinion, a 20 vor cent loss would be
normal . EencéJthé sysvem, wador his computation, could normally
deliver a miﬁimum of 960 miner's Inches,- an smount considerabiy
in excess of the demands, vresent and prospective, of the presenz
contract and non-coptract users. It thus appoars thet by malking
the necessarylimprbvemenxs this company will’be able,to_tdke on
considerable additiona; acreégo- The testimony shows that &
nunber of people degire t0 place a@ditional land in cuitivation
end to take additionsl water from defendsnt.

In establishing the rate, I believe it just and reasonzble
10 establish a two-part rate,- one vart reprecentiing a retuzn‘oﬁ |
the investment and 8 allowance for depreclation, 0 Do vald by
all lands recciving water or clalming water wnder con#fact,'and
the other part to be paid Lor the amount actually used under the
right estadblished by the Lirst part. I £ind on the facts of tais
cage that a fair and reasonable rate t0 be charged by deﬁen&enx

for its water msed f£or domestic and irrigation purposes is the sum

of $15.00 per miner's inch per anmum to be chsrged for each niner's

inch applied for by non-contract msers or covered by contract,
whethor the water is actuslly used or not, to be paid in edvance at
the beginning of fhe season at-a time to be established by defen~
dent in ite rules and regulations, plus the cum of 10¢ per minerTs
inch per twenty-Lour hours, ¥o be paid for allrwater actuall# do- ,
livered for use at the times %o be established in ruiqs and requ
lations to be presented by ﬁefendant and spproved by thié Commig-
sion. Defexrdant's ruloes and'regtlations should provide thét’ifA
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the stand-‘by cb.a.rge of £15.00 por miner's inch is not paid within
& specificd time each ycar the land effectod shall loue any
p:rior or preferred right to water and shall thereafter stand om
20 better footing than any other land which has never rgceived.
water £rom the systém or has mever had a’'comtract right %o receive

water.

If the stand-by charge of $15.00 per miner's inck is

paid on all weter delivered or held in roserve in 1913, the

revenue derived from this charze will bBe $£9927.00, an amount

somewhat in excess of the sum of the return on the invesiment

snd the depreciation.

The dredges use great cuantities of water comtinmously

and are ontitled 't:ol & lower rate them other msers. Their rate

is 0ot gquestioned in this proceeding and will remain the same a3

heretofore watil questioned either by the defendant or by the own-

ers of the dredges. A?eming that tho revemume from dredges in

1914 will be the same as in 1913, na.mely $4.,271.40, and that the

stand-by cherge of {15 per miner's inckh is incliunded in thi° amount S

the service charge o be paid by the dredges wil; amount to $2516700.

If the remaining 216.8 miver's inches of weter used in 1913 contin-

ve t0 be used during the five mpn-t;hs of normal use, the anount paid

for service charge would be sn aversge o2 .’;ﬁlslper miner'é 1nch for
_ the season, or a total of $3,252.00. The total reverme :érom. the

service charge would thus be $5,768.00. Adding this smownt to

the revenue from the stand-by | charge yiel&vs a total estimated

revemue Of "&,15;,695.00. Tith & normal ‘a.llowance for sxn increase

in bYusinegs, the rex'renp.e p:"od.uced. by tl.:e rates herein establicked

will yield a margin above the revemme to which defendant is entitl-

ed. This margin may be used to take care of such losses, if any,
-3 may enswe from such lends, if any, a8 mey Lorfeit their rights

to watex. - |

The e:f.fect of tho ratec herein ec'tablished. nay be illuse-
trated by the case of the plaintiff Cole. ZEe now pays $36.50 :toz;
ome miner's imch of water. Ee tostiffed that in 1904 he used
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130 inches of water: in 1905, %80 inches; in 1906, 105 inches;

ard in 1907, 125 inchoes. Tho average use during these years wae
135 inches. If he uses this average amownt of water henceforth,
he will pay aslfollows:

‘' Stand-by chargo $15.00

Service charge,
135 inckes 2 104 13.50

Totel ckarge  28.50
Oz tho other hand, 1and'vhich i9 demanding that
defendant hdid weber Yor it to the oxclusion of other lands
ectually desiring water, whick land iz of comsiderably greater
valune by reacon of the regervation of the weter but is nowW pay-
izg nothing or very iittle, will henceforth pay its fair Stand-by

cLarge or &z lose its position of adventage.

2. WATER RIGHT PAYMENTS.

Complainants allege thét‘owners of new lande desiring
weter from defendant's systom must £ir3t pay for a wetor right.
The evidence shows that defendant makes no such cherge and that it
nes veen Auly informed by 446 commsel vhet it has no right to
1mypose &xy cuch charge. r. Hornung testified thet if any of the
complainents or any ope elge desiringwator for new land under the
system will simply make the msual.apvlication, he can cecure the
water, up %o the limit of the defendant's capacity to serve, by
sinply peying tac regulsr rete ot whick all consumers secure waltor.

AS horeimbefore statod, the ovidence shows that the pay-
monte made uwndor the So=-¢collod water right contracts at Wysndotte
weroe not mado fo; g weter right, but to induce defendant to hold
for the owners of the lend water not now used ﬁy them and 4o
secure the construction by defendent of certain extensions %o

ites systen.

%. INADEQUACY OF SURELY

Complsinen vt allege thet they have not been securing
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the smount of water tor vhich they have mado vayment. The ovi~
dence on this point iz not satisfactory and not sulficiently
vositive to werrant ;n order in this case. Defendant, ot the
hearing, showed & commendable diswosition to meet its obligations
and I feel confident that if there is merit in this cleim, delfend~
ant, now that itsc attention has becn drawn to the matter, will
tako the nmecossary steps To remody the cituation 1f axny action

1% necosSsary.

4. DEPRIVATION O WATER
RO PERSONS ANTITLLD THERETO.

Tho evidence supports the claim of complainm ts that
dofondent hes feiled to &cliver water to vorsonz who for many
' ' Tears ﬁa& heon cerved Trom this system and who demand & contin-
" wance of *he sorvice from thiz dofendant.
T™wo of these versoms, A. Hearici and Miss Barbarse
; Femek, live in whet is known ss the olé Constadt Colomy. Although
<hey heve continuously made applicetion for water to this ddfondsnt,
and heve ofrercd to pay the old rates, they have recqived no izzz:i= 
weter since Iay, 1909. Since tkat time, part of the diteh leading
%o tne Colony has been plowed wp by third parties and part of e |
£1umes have been removed by or wnder the direction of defendant's
. egents. Deferdent's counsel frexkly stated that ke would a&visou
nis client thet the compeny cen mo% deliberstely abendon pert of
its systeﬁ end refuse fuxrther delivery of weter 1o people who
vy use nave acquired a right theroto. Mr. Fopricl testificd that
ne still wante the weter, slthougk most of his fruit twrees have
dried up, but thet he would may only the old rate which was in
effect bofore the present company cecured the property. Iir.
Eonrici apparently has not beor well advised snd does not kmow
thot the rate to be cztabliched by Yhis Commission WAL now bo
the lawfrl rate, notwithstanding any osrlier contract rate, if,

indeed, Honrici over had & contract rate. Dofendant will be

. dirocted to sppply water agaein to lr. Fenrici and Miss Wonek,
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but only after having received applicsation from them under the
rates herein estadlished.

| Tke evidence -8lso shows that certain mersons residing
at Swede’'s Flat, vho formerly received water from defendant’s
vrodecessor have been cast away and thet they also have hed heavy
locsges in theif Iruit trees. They likowice are entitled to =
continﬁance of their former service at the establiched retes. The
Commission 18 in receipt oL a letter dated June 8, 1914, fronm

Ir. Goorge S. Nickerson, defendant’s enginecr, 3tating thet an
arrangemont was:madé subsequent to the hoaring hereir whereby
defendant will now deliver water to these perzons at & point
mutually agreed upol.

After the statement made by the Commiseioner &t the
hearing, 1t will xnot be necessary to remind the defendant agein
that it can rot purchase a water gystem snd them ecut off all the
wmrrofitable laterals and deny waﬁer t0 ¢onsumers who for years
havevenjéye& its vse from thoe system. A purchaser of property
devozed to a publicvuse takes 1t subject to 2ll ite 6bligations.-

those which are nnprofitable as well as thoze which are profitable.

I zubmit herewrth the following form of order:

ORDER

A pubvlic hearing having deon held in the above entitled

rroceeding and the ccce ha#ing Yeon submitted and being now ready
fLor decicion, '

Tho Rallroad Commission hereby Linds as é fact that the
existing rates ckarged 2or water by defendsnt public utility are
wreagonsble in S0 £ar as they differ from the rates herein
octabliched and that the rates herein estadblished are fair, just
and reasonable rates $0 be charged by defendsnt.

Tho Rmilroad Qommiseion further £inds that 4t ic the
Guty of defendant to deli?er water to A. Hoxrici and Miss Barbare
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Wenck on the Constadt Colony tract and to sny other former dustomer
on that tract whom defondsnt refused on demsnd to contimume to serve,
provided that such persons agree to pay the rates herein established.

Besing its order on the foregoing Lindings of fact and
oo the further Lindings wnich are contained In the opinion which
nrecedes this order,

IT IS EEREBY ORDERED that South Feather Land and Water
Company be and the same 1s\hereby ordered to‘file with this Conmis-
sion and 10 make effective a2 of July 1, 1914, the fo;lowing rate
for water - a charge of {15.00 per niner's inch per ammum, whick
charge shall be made on all water deliveiedlior irrigation amd do-
mestic use and also ox all water which defondant hag contracted or
ney hereafter comtract to reserve for intending users dbut which
nay not at the time sctually be used for either of said purposes,

To which charge shall be added a service charge of 10¢ per mimer's
ineh per twenty-four hours for sll water actwslly delivered by
defegdant for use. South Feathor Land and Water company»ghall,
within thirty dsys froi the date of {this ordef, prepare and submit
0 this COmmissioﬁ rules and regulations providing Zor the payment
of said Vls 00 charge et the beginning of the irrigation season and
foxr the 1oss oL its position of advantage by axy land as to which
sald payment is not made within o specified time after ssid date and
efter written demend therefor by defondaﬁt- Seid rales and regula~
tions shell also provide for the time of payment of such Sans 88
may be necessary to meet said serviee chargs for water actually
delivered. Dofendant shall meke the neceesary adjustments 80 a8
to make the rate heroim establiched applicable Tor thé entive
yeer 1914 and shall make suck rebates as may be necesssry in the

case of persons who have already peid for this Jear's water in
‘advance. '

I? IS FURDHER ORDERED that South Feather Tend and Water

at 1ts o expense -
Company de and tho Bane is hereby ordexed to deliver,water at the
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retes herein eszteblished to A. Honrici, Iiise Barbara Wenck eand
any other londowmer im the Constedt Trect <o whom the dofendant

s zeretofore failed efter dexmand t0 continue the dolifery of
wator, but only after such porson zhell have modo demand for such
water and ggreed to pay the fates herein establiched.

Yo order is made in the Swede'z Flat matter for the
reason that'the Comms seion mnderstonds thet defendant nas resumed
the delivery of water to the nersons residing thore as to whonm
delivery wes wrongfully denied.

. The rete for wator used by the drodges iz not in
issue in this mroceeding and remoinsg as heretofore.

IT IS FURTEER ORDERED that in otaer respects the

complaint in the abdove entitled nrocoeding iz hereby dismissed.

_ The Loregoing opinion and order are heredy appréved and
orderod iled as the opinion and order of tae Raiiroad COmﬁission
02 the State of Californis.

Dated at San Framcisco, Californis, thia-éifjil day of

Commi,S SLOBOTS . .




