
Decision No./ofOi1 -, 
BEFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF 'rBEsr,~E,O:r CALIFORNIA .. , 

-----.,-----

L. Leroy King and Charles JenXl1ngs, 

Complainants, 

, va. 

The Roseville ''tater Company, (a corporation) 

Defenciant. 

CASE,NO. 1764. 

Broyer & Anderson, by L. C. A~d~rson, 
tor oompla1nent&. 

Meredith Landis and Chester, by James D. 
Meredith, tor detcndant. 

BY THE COMMISSION. 

The above prooee<11ng 18 'brought, by King & Jennings, who 

a:re associated toget.her in eo :real estate stlbd1v=lsion project. 'Which 
~ .. ' ,"'- ' 

is located inside the corporate limits or '~he City or Roseville. 

Complainants desire water service tor the 26 lots that 

have beol'l placed on the market and pray tor an order or the 
Comm.1l3sio!'l requiring the RoseVille Water Company, a pu.blic ut.ility, 

, .' 

to give 3e~Vicg to the above property upon the advance by comple1n-
, I " 

ants ot the ontire 1nst~lat1on coats o! the p:1:pe ne0ded pn" 'tihe 
, 

property. 
Answer by d.efendant Roseville W~.ter Company ~ve::sthat the 

" 

revenues to be deti ved are insu.f.f.ic1ent tc~ \'lerJ~ant the required ex-

penditure and asks that the relie! sought by the comple1nt be denied. 

A publ10 h4!)a.:r1ng wa.s held in t~~s ma'~ter at, RoseVille oetol:'G 



I 
I 

Exan:1ne:r Satterwhite. It appear~' that oompla1nant:~ own and have sub-

d! Vided 8. tra.ct 0:" land cone:ist1:lg of 26 lota, loclated on Placer 
, I 

Avenue and. Folsom Road, between Ben Ezra Ave~lue axld Douglas stl-e~t, 
, 1 

" . 
in the oity o! RoseVille. Applioation wa..~ me~de tc) the Roseville 

1 

Water Compe.:lY 1'or service. This service was re.f'u~~ed. by t1l6 company 
i . 

unless complaine.x;ts ~dvanoe all cos.ts tor piping 1~he tract and also the 
. ..' ,I. . 

cost or enla:l:'ging 1250 teet o! 2-incll d1s:netor pipe to 4-1nch on Placer 
I , i 

Avenue from Sutter to Ben Ezra Avenues. 

reoeiving wator service !roDl this main. 

About 22: consWIlers are now 

Prior to the hearing in an attempt to ~lspose of the contro-

vorsy, the Commission in!ormal~1 3uggosted t~at K~ng & Jennings ad-
I 

vanoe the cost 01' piping the tr~ct" and adva:tloe an additional amount to 
·111' I 

oover the cost of a conneotion to the end or the utility's present 
I, 

, I 

2-inch me:1n on Placer Avenue near its 1ntarseot10,n with Ben Ezra AvenuG, 
.' .. • I 

the. total a:nOTlnt adve.need to be l'Gtu.rnad by the 1.lit111ty on the basi3 or .. 
2S pel:' c19lnt or the monthly revenues den ved t:rom :th1s tern tory p,ronded 

I 

that no refunds a.re to be made atter the oxplir~t!ion or ten years. This 
. '., 

suggestion Wa$ refused by the ut.ility. 

The utility advocated the extension ot.:e, main !rom ,Nevada 
I 
, 

Av.enue and along Bon Ezra Avenue to ita int(~r3ee~~ioll with Plaoer ;A:venue 

and thenoe to the traot, the ent1re cost to be borne by complainants. 
, 
I 

We have no objection to this plan except. thft-l', thl~ suues~d t1nano1ng 

npp-ern-s unduly burdensome on the oompla1ne.n~:.s. 

Consu:ne:rs resid1::lg on Place:r Avenue teat1!ied that serv1c'e was 

very poor, there'being t1mes'when water oould not be'obtained trom the 
.. , 

lowest tap. The manager or the water oompa:~y· e.dlu1 tted the poor sel!"V1oe 
, :1\' '" . .. J ~: • • I 

oonditions" t.hough it,'was eXpeoted that, relief w'oald be g1ven1mmed1ate-
. " , . I • 

ly 'by the replaoement o! 300 teet or 2-1nch: p1p,e:by 3~-i:lch~ Serv1ce 
, I 

requirements on this street, howevo::.-, indicate' t.he.t the minimum reple.ee-

ment should be 600 t~et, or ~-1neh (inSide d1amet:e~) pipe. 
i 

The oompe.ny has known tor ovel: a year 'ot the poor servioe in. 
1 , -,' • , " i, ' ' 

this section, and this Commission will expect t1::e.t prompt and a.dequa.te 

-2-



• I 

measures will be taken to render the ohara.cter 0:'£ serVice that tho 

oonsumers are ontitled to reoeivG. I! the serVice oondit1ons are not 
I 

ad.equately recod1ed? t.he C0mm1ss1o::: will lo()k With !avor upon an 
• action brought by these oonsumers. 

The 1mprovement or service on Pla~er A~enue 1$ a neee33ity 
.. , 

regardless o! any demand that King & Jenn1n:;,s' t~act might make on 

the system. As the order or the Commission, Will proVide ror the , . 

!1na.no1ng or 1' .. he pipe inst..tU.lat1011 on th~ t::-llot ·and the oonneo·t1on 
to the &x1a.t1ng main on Plaoer Avenue" the utili'c,y 1s not burdened in 

• I . ... .- . 

any way" end nhotlld the demands tor service Oll c,)mpla1nant '.s tract 

increase, the resuJ:ting additional revenue wou.lci, justi!y the utility . : 
• I 

in i'urtller replacement, or the Placer Avenue ma.1n;~ in ord.er that. good 

service be oontinued. 

L •. Leroy King and- Chulas Jenning::~ haVing made complaint 

a.gainst, the Roseville Water Compe.ny as outlined ~~bove, So publ10 . . 
he~ng having been hela and the matter be1~g no~r ready tor deoision; 

~ - . - , . 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that RoseVille 'Vlater Compa.ny. proVide 
. .. 

sorVice to the nng & Jennings T tract and lay the neees~y ma1ns 
, . 

!~om the end or the present main on Placer Avenue neal" ita 1nt$rseo-- , t10n with Ben Ezra Avenue, to and througllout. theSl.dd tre.ct? proVided 
"-

that L. Leroy King and Charles Jennings advance t~e !ull 1n~talla~1on 

oosts, which adve.nce is to· be returned by the Roseville Vlater Company 
. . " . -

Cot the rate or 2S per cent or the gl:0S8 mont;b.ly revenUl:18 received 

£ro::n the extension beginning at the oonneot1':>n 'Iii th the present Placer 
, 

Avenue main, MOo provided :fo:rther that no ret:::lUds 'Vli1l be required 

a!ter the exp1rc.t1on or ~n yearG. 
l' 

IT IS. BEREBY FURTHER- ORDERED that tl~On ~~be above ad.venoe 



1nBt.tU.l."t1Qn cost 'being made,. th$ R08oV111e 'VIe:tor Company proceed 

With diligence in oomplet1ns the Gxtens1o~. 
Dated at San Frano1sco, Calitor;o.1a" t,hi8'_.,l../...::&f~ ___ _ 

day or Allgust;r 1922. 

Commissioners. 

i' 
1 

tI'~1 ~, 
~. I ....... ",I" 


