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Tb.e cor::plsints in this case allege ~i;hs.t IT. C. Kelley, 

o-;;ner of e water system i:-c. 2~ort:o. Glenclsle is not providing a5:e-

Q.ilate service to complei:::lents end. thst thro~gh leck of 3?r-ezs~e,. 

the fire cazarQ ~~s increesins-

~;:r. l~. \) * Kelley :hes pIaceQ il:pon the ~ar1:et t710pieces 

of re8..l e state in :Norti'_ Glentiale. }:n.own as Cass; 'T erd..u.go Trsct 

.. 
~-';~<' . . ~' · ' · " '-• :-..c:.:', · . ( • 

s.:c.cl r.:::rect 726, cO:TI:prizing fifJG~T acres and tlventy ec:re.s, respect:. ve-

ly. T.c.en !::l8rketing t~ese lots. the d.ei'end..&l.t inst8. 11 eo.., & water 

sy$J~em. Ee obtained. water from the ~orth Glendsle' ?ipe ~d, 

?eservoir Cor:::.yz.ny, accorCLi!lg 8..2 the nU!.l).ber of sha.res lihlen he 

Oii..1.eC:, ello. elGo rented.. bOTe to "G: ..... e tot::",.:!. nUIj,be:r i3Su.eO.. Out 

of t:he oTi5ir:.al 10 ,000 ~.bz.re8 in the wa."ver of 'Verd.u.go canon" 81'-

:portioned. "co tlle le..:n.d in 8!1c. arouncl "Glena..ale,. 

r8.ir.f~ll, ·:;}:.e zer"lice th~0U.8;;' JGile Kelley system 118.S oee::l 2.o.mi tJ\ied.ly 

llt:hOi.:.g:h t:his. S08..2.0:: \"r8.8 one of gooo.. rainfall. the sc.option 

1 



s"J.sper:.o.ec. :.us.tt.er in the i7ater has af:fectec. the sv.ccessi'ul oJ? era-cion of 

so:::.e o~ the :'1eter~ ~na.. complaint 'i'r3.: ms.c!e in that regard. 

:Defendant stated that o'"J.t of So J?o ss.i'ble 12p.;....se·rvi'6e. cO:n::J.ec-

tions. only 75 were· act~e..lly revenue :p::::"od.ucing a.t tae rn:esent' JGine 

incone. 

One 0 f tlle Co=is~i on r S engineers has ~sd..e an investigs.tion 

of tIle entire system end ha.s ra:ported. that 1=:". Ielley may not be able 

to e.clluire S!lY !;lore s21s.res of t21e flow in Yerd:ugoOsnon. 

other r2..nd.~ judGing by the \vater secureo. :11.'1 a: well a.djoining Tract No. 

si~~~iz:g a well. 

~Ae evid.ence in this case is not sufficient to warrant a 

co!!cl~sion 8.t this time as to ~~ch is the bet~er method of producing 

8. plan ~or ~roviQing aDore adeque..te wa~er supply for this system. 

I submit here~.vitJ:l ·~l:..e following form of ord.er: 

Conpls.int having been :::l3.d.e by Geo. E. 12.rsh et al against 

tl::.e service re:1Cl.ered. by N. 0 .. Kelley, o?e:ra.ting s; water system in 

::s:tter ~&ving been ~u.bmitt·ed 7 e.:n.d t:he C'o:.mnission being fully ap~l'iS:ed. 

in t:he :premi ses, 

IT IS I-3.'t33Y O?.D3..">Z3D 'by '~l;,e ~il::oad Co~n.'ni es ion of the State 

of Cal::fo::::":1i& thz.t N .. c. Kell!$Y. opera:'Ging a. w:;::ter system i::::l lJorth 

GlendsJ.e, su.or:.i t to thls CO~".'1i ssi on within sixty da.ys from the d.ate· 

of t:hi S ord.er a. ::?l~ for prod.u.cing a.nd. ma.intainins a. ~ore a.dequate 



The foregoing opinion sni o~der are ~erecy a~~roved ~~d 

o:-c.ered. filed. as ~Gbe o?inion z.n.c. ord.er of tlle3.:?ilroad. C.o!:"..mi ssion. 

of t~e State of California. 

:Da.tec. at San Fra.."lciscO, C&liio:rnia" this '2--/ d c..s.y 

Co:nmissioners. 


