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Dacision Xo. 4988

BEPORE TES RATLROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIPORNIA.
L
LOUIS GALLI, )
Couplainant,

ROSEVILIE WATER COLRANY, & .

)

)
avE- ) Casge No. L1l64.
corporation, %

Dofendant.

Je B. Gibson for complainant.
Moredith, Landis & Chester, by
JeDeMorodith, for &efenduxnt.

BY TEE COILISSION.
CR2IXIOX

In tkis complaint 1t is slleged in eXfect that previous to
Jly 7, 1917 water wa2z furniched by defendant to complainsnt, a
hotel proprietor, at a flat rate of $5.50 per month; that about
July 7, 1917, & metor was instelled at his promises without noti-
fication or warning:; ihat no bills were presented Lfrom July 1 wtil
Yovember 1 ané that the bill when presented was three and a half
times that of provious bills for egual periods. ObJection is made
o0 the installation 0f the meter on the ground of discrimination in
that nome o the other hotels have their water supply metered, and
couwplainant aske that he be restored to the former flat rate and
~ that the defendsmt De compelled to sccept payment for tke time tze
meter has beexm iz use, at the flat rate formerly in force.

The Gofendant in itsc answer states that previons t¢ the in-
stallation of the meter the complaingnt wasted large quantitied of
wator, chiefly from %the overflowing of & water trougk in Iront o;
nis premises and through defoctive commections iz the pipe leading

to this trough: that the complainant was notified on various oc=
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caslons of this leskage, and warned that mwnless the exlsting conditions
be remedied & meter would bBe Iinstalled. As no attention was paid to
these warnings, on or about July 7 the meter wae installed. The de-
fordsnt further alleges that ox the firat 0f each month froxm July 1

to November 1 & notification that his water rent was due was sext
complainent,. _ | )

A pubiic hosring was held bYefore Exsminer Wbetover at Roseville
on December 7, 1917 =nd the evidence subnitted was very conflicting.

The complainant testified that there wes no lesk in the pipe
in gquestion; thsat there was no water wasting at the trough except at
infrequent intervals when someone using tho tromgh neglected to turn
off the faucet; that no complaint in regerd to the alleged wastege
was made to him by the defendant; that he had roceived no notifica-
tion 0f the proposed change fLrom flat rate to meter rate, and the
only notice he received was when he 3aw the meter béing installed;
that from the time the meter was incstalled wxntil November 1 he ro=-
ceived no bHLill or notice that bHill was due; and that November 1 he
recelived a bill for July, Augumst, September snd Octoher Sor $73.40
waich is far in excess of the old flat rato.

Wr. ¥. Go Zomphill, Manager for the defandant, testified that
during the pact summer he Lreguently noticed the wastage; that he
called it to the attention of the complainant and warzed him that
waless the conditions wers romedied a meter would be installed; thst
1o attention wes paid to his warming, 30 on July 7 the meter was ine
gtalled. |

Ce Ao licRmo, cOllector for the defonfant, testified that he had
seen the ﬁater westing axd that early in August he saw the complain-
ant and informed him that hisz July bill under the meter amounted to
about $15.00 and sugpested payument, and that the f£irst of each monta

he mailed to compleinent the regular monthly notice stating that the
monthly water rental waz due.

During the oarly psrt o2 November the pipe leading to the trough
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was reoplaeced by & smaller pive and the faucet changed to g key
socket; - the key belng kept in the hotol. The water bill Lor the
moath of November wader the meter rate wag #5765 aad for October
$18.00, smowing that water can be cozserved by proper attoation o
fixtures.

An examination of the premises by represeatatives of the Come
niselon disclosed conditions ladicating that water ned wasted foxr
£ coansideradble period from tho trough to the sewexr manhole.

The rates of the defendant wore esteblizned by the Board of
Truztees of the City of Roseville aad later reduced dy the company.
Whea botkh flat rates and meter rates are establiched, tho average
offect 0L the one is theoretically the equivaleant of the other, so
that changing from ome to the other ian.toy iastance Ls 20t iz itsel?
diseriminetion.

4 public hearins having beoxa held in thoe above ocatitled pro-
ceeding wad the matter haviog Yooz submitted aad belng now resdy
Lor decision,

IT IS EEZREBY ORDERED by the Railrosd Commission of the State
oL California that the complaiant be zad it is héreby dismissed.
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Dated at Saa draacisco, Califorais, tiis - day of
Decemboer, L917.




