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:BEFORE T:S::: EA.!LROAD COMMISSION OF ~ 

STATE OF CALIFO?JrU,. 

Renr,y J. Gremenger. 

v. ease No. 994. 

!I!he Diamond R1dge 1)1 tohes. 

Defendsnt. 

1ttll1am F. Bray for eompla~t. 
~. C. Fatton for dcfcn1ant 

BY zaE COMMISSION,. , 

OPINION - ......... --,...~ 

!I!l:lis is So complaint 'by Henry J. Grome:c.ger, of 
Ra.nIc's Exchange·,. near Y.l.s.cervi11e-. El Dorado COtnlty-. 

, a.ga.1nst~e Diamond Rid.ge D1 tchcs. alleging that tho· 

4efeMant rehses to cond.uct wa.ter throtl.gh a eerta.1n 

d1tch and to supply cotlpl.a.1;c.m:.t and othel'S similarly 
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s1tuate~ with any ~ter for' ir.ri~tion purposes. 

Complainant ale 0 allegos that defendant hns 

r~oved a certain pipe. rendering it ~poseible' to 

cond.uct water through the di tclJ. and hs.s 'refused thO' 

o~t'e:r of compls.1:cA'C.~ to pSY' tAO e8ts.'b11$he~ ch:3.rges 

tor water. 
Lpubl1c' he~r1ng in this ~roceod.ing was hold 

a;t Ple.eerville- November 9 .. 1916. 'E:d:d:m:l!XOf~~-

:d::x:Xz:t:..dt)Xit:k2:xc:d:mQ:tl1~Qd:m:xm::w.txtt~:t. 

~e irrigation system oper$.te~ 'by d.e~e:o.da.nt 

eompris&s a. o:ondu1t of fltulle and ditch a.'bout thirt:r-

_ t'ivo mile s 1J:l; length.. loca.ted in E1 Dora.do CO'Cnty. 

Zc.e supplY' ot ,water is obtained trom the ,C.osur:nes 

R1vor and Camp Oreek. ~he· ((itch was built about 1851-

and was used for many years ~ miningoporations. out 
is now used.· almost exelusivel:r for irrigation. 

~o lators.l ditch, froI:l which the eompl!1.irJ,-

ant desireS' ws. ter servico... branehes off from the- m1n 

ca.ns.l and is ab oc.t three SJ:ld. one-hill! miles lollS'. In 

order to give- s&:rvice' to compla.1XlSll.t .. tostimony shows 

tha.t the lateral Will havo to be eles.ned. throughout 

its length,. fitzmes rope.1red and an inverted' siphon or 

pip& line 486 reet long bu11t across n small val~e7. 

A.. :p1pe- line We.$ loca.ted at tile se.me point for ~ , " 

,"os.m but aPl'ea.rs to h.c.ve· :lco.r~ rea.ched; tho end of 

its 11~e, when· se:rv1oe wss discontinued. 

De~eDdant st&t~s in its' answer to complain-

ant that see;so:o.a.ble s.lld proper appUea.tion for ws.te~ 
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from. this l80 teral has not "'0 ean made $ :1ne& 19l2 and. 

due to the im~ss1bi11t~ of detero1~ng beforoAand the 

smo-ant of water tha.t would be roquired. s.nd on a.ecotmt 

of the extreme- $hortage of water 1.7l 1913,~ it was 'CllS.'blo 

to ro.n water in that :7ear; aleo tha.t one of the largest 

water users rented or le~sed hie property in 1914 and 

hi8 tenant etated tnat he would no~ purchase any water 

in. th& ~tur&. 

The testimony' shows that 1n June. 1915 .. and. 

early 1%1. 19lo,. complainant a.pproached defendant's agent 

in regard to seeuring water for irrigation. 7fAen de-

fendant's agent was e.pproa.ehed in. 1916-,. water to the-

smO'Oll.t o~ $50.. worth for th&, 1rrigs:t1ng sO's-son was re-
quested by eomplainant~ it being sugge-sted that F.l:aXlk X. 

Walsh.. -omosa ls.nd eOuld be served ~:rOIl1 the same d.1 teh., 

would take an addit1onsJ. $30. worth. Other proSP'eet1v~ 

eonB'tlmers."e.ppeared to desire wa.ter 'but no defin1te- ar-

rangement eould be made wi til them in rega.rd to the· 

SJ:lount they would tsli:e. The totsJ. s.mOtDlt of revenue 

wh1eh d.e~end.a.ntwo't:.ld reee·1v& from water sorvice along 

th~ reconstrueted la.teral .. 'beyond the smomts mentioned 

above, bas not been d.etermined, and on a.eeo'tUlt of the 

uxz.certa.1nt7 ill. regard to this amo't1nt. we believe~ that 

the consum.ers should eha.re in the risk d.12.0- to tho eost 

of rebU11d1D.g the d.1tch • 

.An est.1ma.to of tho eost of cloa.n1ng t;o,e 

d101,oh .. repa.1~ng ~6 :fl'tlmes and. construetiJ:g the' :pipe 

J...1ne was prepared by l.tilo R. :Br1nld~. one of the C:om-



m:t.esion's engineers, s.ndamoun'ted to the following: 

~lean1ng Dit~ •••••••••••••• $140. 
Re~air1ng fl~ee •••••••••••• ~5. 
Constructing la~ riveted 
steel pipe ................... 374. 

T'otal ••• '.. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• •• $539. 

An alternate &8t~te for a fifteen 1nCh 

pipe line- w~s also precente~ but the eVidence shows 

that a. tv7el va inch pipe ha.s. sufficient caps.ci ty for 
the neGds of the eonstl:llers a.nd if a. grea.ter size is 

desired by defendant it Should bear the cost thoreof. 

~he- co:llIllain8.nt has offered. to clean out the 
d1 tell a.t hiS ow.c. expense but we believe' that the pros-

pective consumers should in·a.ddition be required to 

bear a portion of t:o.e cost of e.onstruct1Dg the pipe 

line. It is to be 'tUlderstood" however .. that arJ:y of 

the-sO' ~:penses. borne individtmlly by complains.:o.t or 
other consumers, shall be rebated on water bills when 

the tote.l of such bills reach a. certain amotlllt,here1n-
after specified, tAo excese to be used 1n such r~~d. 
It is our opin1on that a portion of the coet of th& 

pipe line, amounting to $60,. should bo advanced by 

consumers. tt1th this arrangement tho necessa.ry outlaY' 
by the ecmp~ will be· $339. 

Zo.e in1tial annual cost of providing servicO' 

to eon~ers without apportioning ~ part of the ex-

pense due to the main ditch will amount to 'the tollow-

1ng, 
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Ma1nt~cc and operation •••••••• 
Annual depreciation flume and 
p;pe ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
8% interest on $2;39 •••••••••••••• 

$20. 

l3. 
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~otal •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• $60. 

The ev1denea shows tha. t th& comp8ll;1 Will re­

ce-ive J:loX'e than this amount of revenue, a.llnuaJ.~ from 

cons'QJ:lloX's and wo believe that the increase from year 

to year will, not only be substantial but the.t the reve-

nue will. 1n a few yeare,. be sufficient to boar the 

proper 'proportion 0 f expenses for the min d1 teh. f::tJ.y 

expenee'above the amount set out above Should b~ used 

in ref'and.1l:lg tho oxpenses of re,construction pa.id for 

b:Y eone,~&r$ 1n pro:portion to the individ.ual outlay of 

eaeh 'tmt11 such coats are extinguished.. 

ORDER 
----~ 

. ~omp~int having been made by E:enry J. 

Gremonger a.ga.1nst ~e- Diamond Rid.ge Di t¢hez. 1nvol v-

ins the service of water by said defendant to said 

complainelit,. and a. publie hea.ring 'having been hsd. on 

ss.1d; eompls.1nt. and the Commission be1.%lg fally ad.vi'S-

IT IS ~ FO'OlID l..S· Ji.. FACT that the reve-

nue- obtainable from water service,. which ca.n be sup- , 
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plied to eo:c.sumors sJ.oDg the le.teral ditch 1nVolved. 
, 

in this complaint is Aot zuffie10nt initially to, c~-

pensate- d.efendant for oost of serVice- 1mless tho eost 

of eleani:cg the ditch.:' eet1m...q.ted. at $140',; and a 'por-

tion of tho cost of the pipe line, amounting to $60. 

ar& borne- bY' eOlle'CIllere .. sueh eosts to be refund.ed in 

the manner herG~ proVided. 
I~ IS BERE:BY ORJ)EEmD by the :&e.ilroa.d Com-

mss10n of the Sta.te of California that Z'.o.e Diamond 

Ridge Di-t,ehes do- aecopt from eo:c.s:amers deposits to 

the amotalt of ~o E:undred ($200.} Dolls.ra .. if SIlM 

CteI>021ts are of'f'ered to <b!enclsnt. tlrnd shnll Within a. 

penod. of fifteen (15} days frOI:l the aeee:p'ttulce of 

, such deposits begin work on elean:t:og the ditch .. re-
-

p8;1ri:ng fi"Ol':.OS 8.nd. build.ing 'the :pipe' 11.n& and. rap1d-

~ push ~& to' O¢.mplet1on; 

IT' IS :e::E:?EBY FUR~ ORDE:RZD- that arq reV&-
%mes derived from'water service through the bofore 

mentioned lattn'8.l greAter ths:o. SiXty ($50.): Dollo.rs 

per year sh&.ll be apportioned to consttmers propor-

t10mtely to tbe ree:Poet1ve SJ:lOtlllts of their depos-

i.-te .. untU the. tota.l amo'tU.\t cl s'C.Oh deposits has 

been' 'p8.id in :tcl.l. 

De.te4. at Se.n Fl'ane~~. C8.l1:to,.n1e.. tb.ie pJl.~ 
dq o~ l!a.rch. 19l~. Iii ~ 
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