
Decision No. ~ I Cf ~ 

BEFORE '1EE RA!IiROAD COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 

D. G. GORDON, 
Complainant, 
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-vs-

JA.."vtES .A.. MmmA,Y, et al., 

Defendants. 
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Case No. 1057 

D. G. Gord.on in ;propria. persons. 
F. M. Faude for defendante. 

BY TEE COMMISSIOn. 

o PIN ION --_ .. ---
. ~he complainant here1n requests an order of thjs: 

commission :first: that the defendant a have not 0 omplied 
with the order of the Commission, set t~th 1n Decision No. 
536, directing defendants to inorease their available supply 

ot wator at least 33-1/~ per cent. 
That the present avallable supply of water 18 1nad~~at. 

to provi~e a sufficient supply for present irrigation consumers, 

many of whom have rights to specific quantities of water. w,nich 

rights originate in certain contraots at etip'als.ted annual 

rente.ls for each miner's inch of water. 
That defendants contend that these contraots are not 

binding and are continually ha%~1ssing· irrigation 0 OXLsumera 
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wi th repeated. applications to t:!le Co:nmiss1on for increased ratea. 

Compla1n~t asks that the Commission Will approve the 

aforementioned contracte with congrumers~ and will further order 

as follows: 
That defendants be compelled to cons'truet additional 

reservoirs; t¢ repair the flume; and to take other steps to 

provide an adequate supply for irrigation con~ere. 

Pub~1c hearings were held in San Diego, at which time 

defendants contended that the Commission had deoided that an 

a.dequate supply had been seoured and pr'ovided for s.ll existing 

consumers. 
This contention was baaed upon Decision NO. 4058, dated 

J~uary 25, 1917, which states as' follows: "We are satisfied, 

from the testimony herein, that the Cuyamaca Company may now 

take on additional irrigation servioe to the extent of approximately 

40 minerre inches." 
The case was or1gin~11y oalled on August 3, 1911, at 

wa1cn time the defendant appeared and requested a continuanoe 

until the finishing of the irrigation season of 1917 with the ttnder-

stand.ing that thereafter the case would be ret'tXtned to the oalendar 

and testimony taken. on ~~y 1st, 1916~ in accordsnoe with that 
, 

understanding his c~se was again called at San Diego at which 

time the com~la1nsnt Gord.on was still un~re~ared to ~rooeed and 

made statements whioh indicated th~t he was doubtfUl as to whether 

or not he would at aDY time in the future prooeed with the com-

plaint herein. Under the oircumstances, we deem that a dis-

missal without :prejudioe should be ordered in this matter. 
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ORDER ... ----

Fo~ the reasons herein above given. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED t~et the complaint herein be 

'Cl<. 
:Da.ted at San Francisoo, Cs,11:to:rnia, tbie ;;'S-lJ..Iq 

of February, 1919. 
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