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BEFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION' OF TRE 

S'rATE OF CALIFORNIA. 

R. J. Robinson. 

v. ease No. 963. 
~-"",,~, 

Mrs. F. A. Green. 

Detenda.nt. 

R. J. Rob1nson in propria. persona. 
a .. R .. Braynard and C .F. Kimball 

for def.'9ndallt. 

BY TEE COMMISSION. 

OPINION -------

nia (l8.se is brought by R. J. ROBINSON. a 

farmer and stock raiser in the vicinity ot Ono. Shasta 

County. California.. aga1nst his neighbor,. Mrs. 1'. A. 

Green. request1ng this Commission to order Mrs. Green 

to tD.rn1eh complainant with two miner r s inch.es of 

water for twenty-four hours twioe a weak_ 
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A. pub110 he8J:'~ was' held at Redding A.ugUet 

15,. ~916. From the eVidence it' appears that defendant 

obtains about fifty' inches of water from. the stream 

mown as JeruasJ..em Creek .. by means of &.. d:Ltob. end 

flume approximately a:1x miles long; and that,. with the 

exception 0 f: on& year, c ompls,1nmt has been P'\lrahasing 

and using water for the last siXteen years from defend-

ant and her predecessors in interest for the irrigation 

of his plot of cultivated land. The amount of land ir-

rigate~ b;y complai:a.ant has va.r1ed from one to two acres; 

for the last six years he has not irrigated. more th8.l1 

olle acre. 

Defendant oontended that this Comm1ss1on had. 

no j'Oried1ction .. upon the theory tha.t defendant was not 

a public uti11ty and that She had merely been selling 

surplus water to complainant. There was a sharp 00:0.­

fl10t of testimony on the quest ion of whether or not 

d.efendant hM been selli:agc'a:Illikdna.nt only the s'O.rplue: 

water t but under our View of the case it 18 not :o.eces-

earr to decide this point. 
E'or t en years previous to the Oocq'Oisit1on by 

defendant of her property .. compla.1Dant had been buying 

water from hor predecessors in interest.. and. aecor~­

ing1r .. he had oertain rights which Mrs. m.-een wae 

bottrld to respect when she bo't1ght the pro'party. More-, 

over, Mrs. Green has not only been receiving a very 

adequate compensation from the compla1ne.n.t for the 
wator he- hAs obt~n6d from her. but she ha. been ~e-

0'&1v11'lg' rwentr--f1ve ($2S.} Dollars :per year trOlJl &a.oh. 
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o~ three stock raisers whose propert~ lies below de-

~endsntrs ranch,. aM who have been usi:cg her eurplUB 

water for watering their stoCk. 

Moreover, the test imony o-r Milo H. Brinkley,. 

o~e of the Commission's engineers. shows that epprox1-

me.tel~ fifteen inche-s o~ water in defendant's ditch was 

ran,,1ng to waste a.t the time he made his e:z:::ami:c.a.tion of 

the premises t and. the.t her flume was leaking ba.dly in 
several places. 

F=om e:.ll tho eVidenoe we finet tha..t defendant 

is a public utilit~ and as suOh is under an obligation 

to furnish complai~t the amottnt 0 f wat~r he has ask-

ed for in hie oomplaint,. and W~ further find that the 

sum of ~hirty ($30.) Dollars per year. which compl~­

ant pa.id defendant for three years" is ample c ompensa-

t10n for the services rendered. 

ORDER -- ---

R. J. ROBINSON hs. v1:cg filed aompla1nt with 

this Commission for an order reqUiring d.efendant to 

furnish him two miner's inches of water for twonty-

four hours twice a week,. 

And a. public hear1Ilg having been held, and 

this Commission finding that defendant ie a publia 

ut.ility under the terms of the Public Utili ties Act 

and. that complamant is entitled to the amount o~ 
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water ~sked for in his c~platnt. 

IT IS BEREJrl O.R:DERED ths. t defendant be, and 
she is hereby, ordered to furnish comp·la1nant :W1'th two 

week tor the sum of !r.o.irty ($30.) Dollars per ann"Ql1l. 
Dated a.t San Franoisco. CsJ.ttorn18.. this 6 (;a.k-' -

Commiss1one-rs-
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