Decision No. 605-6

BZPORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION
CP TEE STATE OF CALIFCRNIA.
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JOER LYTZER
Complainant
L2 L
Case No. 1214
THE CHINC WATER COMPANY

Defendant

E. W. STANTON
Complalnant

— : Case Noe. 1215

THZ CHINO WATER COMPANY
Defendant

John Lyter snd H. W. Stanton, each
for himself
Clair S. Teppsan for Chimo Water Company

3Y THE COMMISSION
OPINIOX

Complainants herein sre similarldy situated in reshect
to service rondered “them by the defendant herein. It was
stipulated at the hearing thet the cases may be consolidated
for heearing and decision.

The complainents herein allege in affoct that defendsnt
18 & pudblic utility maintaining iis principal plece of business
at Chino, California; that at times Since- 1906 defendant
syrpished to complainantgwater for irrigation, but from time to
time during said period the defendant refused to suoply watcr
for the umae of said complainants, wherefore complainants have
petitioned this Commission for én order requiring defendant to

serve their sald property without arbitrary interruptions of
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sorvice and further be reguired to remove all diacriminafory
limitations of eservice and to place complainants on g parity
with othexr users of the defendent's water service.

The apswer alleges that in few instances only it has
delivered water to persons cother than its stockholders and that
its sole purpose with few exceptions bhas been to furmish water
to its stockholders and that it does not operate for financial
galn,

At the hearing held in relation to the matter, the
compluinants testified that at no time during which water was
received by them from the defendsnt had they received anything
but good service and that at the present time everything was
entiroly sétisfaotory and nondiscriminato?y both as to service
and to rates. The only question remsining ls one which is
unnecessary to o decision here, namely whether oxr not the
Chino Water Company, defendent herein, is a mutual water compay
ipasmuch as complainants are by their owxn admissions receiving
woter from this oompany in such quantities, at such times and
at such prices as to them are reasonable. A furthey heuring
for the yurpose of determining from the history of defendant

horein whether it ig a mutwel water compeny or a public utility,

wounld be solely for the purpoée of deciding s question which 1=

unpecessary at this time.

QRDER

JCEN LYTER and E. W. STANTON having petitioned
the Railrozsd Cormission for an orderx déolaring that The Chixvo
Water Company be reguired to serve water to their prbperty

withount arbitrery interruptions of service and requiring sald
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compeny to remove all discriminatory limitations of service and
t0 place complalnants on & perity with other users of the
defendant’s water service, a public hearing having been keld,
the matters naving been submitted and being now ready for decision,
IT IS HERERY ORDERED that the complaints herein be, ond
the same heredy are dlsmissed, without prejudice.
Dated at Sen Pranciseo, Celifornis, this {Eii;__.day
of Japuary, 1919
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