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~G G557 ON vosioed

Heary J. Gremenger,
Complainant,

Ve Case Noe 994

Tee Diamond Ridge Ditches,

Defendant.

Y TEE COMIISSION.

OPINION ON PETITION
FPOR REHEARING

The Commission in this procecding Liled its
Opinion smd Order om the twenmty-second day of March,
l9ﬁ.7, in waich it provided that service be restored to
cortain consumers of defendant slong an old wamesed
lateral which formerly supplied ccupleinant and other
consumers in that vicinity. The testimony at the
hearing showed that service had 1o the year 1912 beexn
withdrown from this lateral and the Commission’s engi-




neers estimated that in order 1o restore this service
it would be necessary to lay s twelve inch riveted
steel pipe at a cost of $374. The order provided.
tkat of thic cost £60. chould he advanced by the con~
sumors. Lo addition thereto the order provided that
the cost of cleaning the ditch, waich was estimated
at $140, should also be sdvanced by the comsumers,
neking & totel to be advanced by thom of the sum of
£200.

Subsequent to the effective date of tho or-
der, the dofexndant horein f£iled its petition fLor re-~
hoering, 1n which it spocified the following grounds
for rehearing:

l. That the swn of $200, neroinsbove re~
.ferred t0, was premised on an estimate that the cost
of cleaning tho &itch, ropeiring the flumes and con~
structing pipeline wouwld not exceed in all $539, of
which total the twolve inoh rivoted steel pipe con~
structed would cost but $374. as was estimated, in
whica figuree of said estimate defen&gnx submits
thare is error. Petitiomer claims that the pipe it-
solf will cost st San Fﬁancisco 0ot less than $456 .84.

2. Thet it wonld be just and equitable that
the woter users should advance omo~kelf of the sum of
$950.84 (the same being the total cxpense necessary
for vhe firct zeeson, as estimated by defendant in Its
application for rehearing) snd that the dofendent
spovld &8ls0 be 2llowed the amnunal operating expense on

the stm 80 invested in such reconstruction snd rebabil-




itation of cuen lateral service.

Kddrocssing ourselves to The first point made
by deferdant in its potition for rehesaring, we desire
To call attention 10 the fact thet in the original or-
der dut $60. of the $200. to be advanced .by toe com~
gumers was allowed on eccouwut of the relaying of pipe
to teke the place of the former siphon waich was in~
stalled for thé purpose of serving tho lateral iz
quostion. The Commission’s engincers' estimate of
this pipe is $374. Defondant in its application for
rehoaring recites taat the actumal cost thereof wnder
present prices would be $456, or o difference of $82.
botween the two figures. Since the origimal order
only contexplated that of the $200, $60. was to be
contributed Towards the restoration of this pipe, it
mey be said that the order of the comm;ssion conten~

plated only taat the consumers chould contribute

trirtoen per cent. of the’cost of that pipe. The

difference, thorefore, ©0 the company between the
originel order ani the allowance sought by thenm for
tnis pipe wowld smowat to $10.66. Small ss this aif-

' ference may seem, we velieve thet the difference may -
be obviated by permitting dofendant in liew of the '
twelve inch riveted steel pipe to use cement pipe, ,
wood stave pipe, or grester length of flume conztruc—
sion o sueh size as will carry the equivalent in
amount of water of the vive ordored to be installed in

ghall
the original order. IThis we /% sllow 4in our order.




2. With dofendantts contention that it is

but just and equitable that the water usexs sorved by
the lateral in gquestion heroein should advance one-hal?
of the cost of restoring that sorvice we can not agres.
The c¢onditions surrounding the company 4irn that partien-
lar are as follows: |
After the effoctive date of the 2Pudlic Utili~

ties Act, sud witkhout any oxrder of this Commission,

the defondant compeny herein adandoned service along
the diten whicha served the consumors in this case.

They withdrow from this lateral a large siphon axnd cer-
tain pipe and placed tie same elsoevbere izi their sye~
tem. The reason Lor abandoning the service was given
by the company &s being because they were wnable to

get an estimate of the water which was 10 be used dur-
ing tho sesason of 1912. This latersl was a part of

the geb.eml gystem of the Diamond Ridge Ditch Company.
It wag 50 ¢called "loan"™ territory and was 1ot produc-
ing reveonue comparable to that produced on the main
ditch. |

The cOnSUmOrs along'tba.t ditch were cntitl-

ed to the service and that service has been Lllegally
witadrows from them. If the company's system az 2
whole was not, or i3 not, producing revenue sulficient
to pay & rea.éona.’blle roturn wpon their investment and
the othor charges in comncetion with the service, 1ts
remedy was to apply to this Commission for 8n iacroase

in ratec. Wo believe that the Commiseion has been Very




liberal Indeed in ordering amy contribution whatsoever

upon the peart of the consumers for the restoring of

the service which was rightfully theirs. The reasons
for co doing were given in the original oplunion snd 1t .
ig unnecescary to repeat them Lere.

Thore ig no merit iz potitioner's second

point.

Applicotion heving been nede by the defend~
ext, DIAMOND RIDGE DITCEES, for rehearing sad modifi-

cation of the order of March 22, 1917, in this o~
ceoding snd careful comsiderstion having been glven
0 the sane,

IT is HERTBY ORDERED that the paragraph in
gaid order of Maxeh 22, 1917, horoin, which is as fol-
lows,‘to wit:

rrn 1S EEREBY ORDERED by the Railroad
Comnisaion of the State of California that
The Dismond Ridge Ditches &o accept Irom
consumors depogsits to the amount of Two
Svpndred ($200.) Dollars, 1f such deposits
are offered to dofenfant, ond spall within
e poriod of fifteen (135) days fror the &¢-
ceptance of such deposits begin work on
cloaning the diteh, repeiring flumes and

prilding the pipe line and rapidly push
same to completion.™

be, and the same ig hereby, aliored o rosd as follows:




wIT IS EEREZBY ORDERED that the Diamond
Ridge Ditches 4o accept Lrom consumers depos-
ite to the amouwnt of Two Eundred (%200.)} Dol-
lars 42 such deposits are offered to defend-
ent, and shall, within a poriocd of £ifteen
days from the acceptance of such deposcits,
begln work on cleaning tho ditch roferred to
iz the Opinion heroin, preparing flumnes and
duilding the pive linme 2nd rapidly pueh the
sarme t0 complotiony 1t being wndexstood that
for the purpose of restoring this service to
the consumers herein delfondant be pormitied,
in lieu of the twolve inch riveted steel pipe
rolerred to in the Opinion nereinabove, to
nse cement pipe, wood sztave pipe or greater
longth o2 fluwme coastruction of suckh size ag
will ocarry the equivalent in amouwnt of water
of the pipe referred to in said Opinion.”

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in all otker reo-~
gpects the petition of Dismond Ridge Ditches for re-

hearing be, and the same is horeby, donied.

Dated at San Francisco, California, this ;Z/ '@4-
day of£ May, 1917.

W%ﬂ/x . fojlbu/ :

Commissionerse




