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Decision 84 06 029 JUN 6 1984 
BEFORE ~HE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STA~E OF CALIFORlrIA 

LACIE A. FOSRIE, 

Complainant, 

vs 

EAST SIDE CANAL IRRIGATION CO., a 
public utility, 

Defends.nt. 
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Case 8·;-12-08 
(Piled December 2;, 198;) 

Carlos J. Badger, Attorney at Law, for 
complainant. 

Jensen & Garde, by J. Wilmar Jensen, 
Attorney at Law, for defendant. 
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This complaint concerned a dispute over the requirements 
which defendant, a public utility water company furnishing 
agricultural water in the County of Merced, may impose upon 
complainant as conditions to receiving water service. 

~he case was called to hearing before Administrative Law 
Judge Meaney on May 2, 1984. After a half day of testimony, cO'llnsel 
for the parties announced a settlement and stipulated that the ort:.er 
which follows may be entered. 

We believe the order which follows is in the public 
interest becau.se complainant will receive his customary water sllpply 
without additional expense to himself and without undue expense to 
defendant • 
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IT IS ORDERED that: 
1. Defendant shall furnish complainant with water for 

agricultural purposes from the pond located about 1 ,SOO teet to the 
south and east of complainant's property, through the irrigation line 
running north from the pond and then along Edminster Road, and thence 
via the irrigation line from Edminster Road to complainant's east 
property line. 

2. The water will be f~rnished at the same charge as if 
furnished from defendant's gravity system and so that it flows from 
the end of the irrigntion line onto complainant's property by, .gravi ty. 

3· No installation of a pump at complaina,nt' s property line is 
required as a condition precedent to service. 

4. This complaint is dismissed with prejudice as to all acts 
or omiSSions of defendant concerning its public utility service 
obligations toward complainant which occurred on or before the date 
of this order. 

S. The complaint is granted to the extent set forth above, and 
the proceeding is closed. 

This order is effective today. 
Dated JUN 6 19~ ,at San Francisco, California. 

LEO~A..~D M. GR!MES. JR. 
_ Prczidcnt 

VI CTOR CAr .. Vo 
DON'ALD VIAL 
WILL:::AM =. BAC:'EY 

Commi~s1onors 

Com~1~51onor Pr1~eilla c. Grew, 
~~i~& u~cQssar1lY ab3en~. 41d 
not pa:rt1c1p~to 


