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BZFORZ TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~ll~ISS!ON OF THE STATE O? CfttIFORNI~ 

SOUTH BAY IRRIGATION DISTRICT,,. 
a Sta.te agency, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

CALIFORNIA WAT£R & TELEPHONE 
COM?ANY, 

Derendant. : 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

----------------------------) 

Case lITo... SSlS 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

Under dato or December l7, 19.53, the Soutn Eay 

Irrigation D1strict r1led a compla1nt aga1nst Ca.litorn1a Water 

& Telephone Company relativo to the quest10n as to whether 

or not certain proport1es lie within the ded1ca.ted aervice 

area or the Sweetwater District ot the detendant company. 

On January 26, 19.54 an answer wao filed or detendant generally 

denying the complaint and roquesting its dismissal. 

A public hearing was held before EXaminer Syphers 

in San Diego on lViarcb. 4, 19S4, at which time the complainant 

requestod di$mi$3al of its co~pla1nt and referred to a letter 

dated February 24, 19S4, ~ett1ng out tho terms of an under­

standing wh.1ch ho.s been reached 'be"tvl-een the part1es hereto ... 

This letter 1s 1n the Co~~osion f11os. 

-l-



In view of tnese c1rcumstances the complaint w1ll 

be d1smissed without prejudice to the rights ot the eomplain­

~~t or any other parties to inquire into the 3erv1c~ area 

at MY appropriate future time. Therefore, good eJluse 

appearing, 

IT IS ORDBRED tb.a.t the above-entitled mat'cer be 

and it hereby i3 dismissed without prejudice. 

Dated at.vi"r1d4.d'/ff7{~ M , California, 

& t?!:/<. d.ay ot V#r4dA'" 4.<: , 19S4. 


