
:BEFORE THE ?AII.ROAD COWC:SSION 
OF' XE3 SX~E OF CALIFOBNIJ .... 

s. widow, ) 
) 

Complainant, ) 
} 
) -vs-

OCE.2J;. SEOP.EW:O CO~Alty, 
a. corpO:re.t10Il, 

:Defendant. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

) , 
J 
) , 
i , 
I 

- - -

OPINION 

Csso No. 1255. 

Xb.e complaint in this proceeding alleges thnt the 

complainant is tho owner of oerta~ lote o~ land situated 

ill th& Coun~ of Sa.n Mateo" State of California, on which 

land is a residence which, for the last two yeers, has ~e~ 
~ ~ "." 

oocupied and to which water hss been 8u~plied from a water 

sY$tec owned. and operated 'by defende.nt, Ocea.n Shore Land 

Co:c.pany. ~he complaint alleges, however, tha.t at ell 

timea'the defendant bAs deolined to make any chargo ~or tho 

eervice rendored in delivoring 'natel', and complainant aske 

that the Commigsion reqUire the de~ends.Dt to fUrnish a 

more adequate supply o~ weter, and t'h.o.t the Co:mmiseion fix 

, 

1. 



a reasonable' ra~e therefor. 

Th~,anewer of t~eOceen Shore Land Co=psnY denies 
, , 

the jurisdiotion of the Railroad Commission upon the ground 

tha t 1 t affirma. t1 vely' appears from t~e e omple.1nt tho.. t de­

fendant has nevor made ~DY charge for the water supplied 

by ,it, snd 1locord1:o.gl,. ,is not s. publi0 'O.tilit,.. su'bjoet to 

the jur1sdiot1on of the Re.1lroe.d COtmliee1on. 

In our opinion .. the Legislature hcs vested the ?&.lroad 

Commission with no s.uthorit,. over companies ~~pl~ng water 

wi thou t oharge, and tJ:.e. t accord irlglj" the complaint should 'be 

d:tem1ssea.. 

O~DER 

It appearing to t~e Co~ission thBt it has no juris­

~iction to grant the relief prs,.ed for in the compln~t.in 

the present proooeding. 

I~ IS ~~BY ORDERED that the comp~t herein be. 

ane the ~e here'by is dismissed. 

Da.ted a.t San Francisco, California, this rd: da,. ~.:' 
of October, '1918. 

, Cotm:l1ss10ners. 

2. 


