Decision No._ f2 7 . .

BEFORE TEE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF THR sm Qﬂf
(At &2

Roseville Water Users Association,
Complainants,

e/

)
)
vs. ; Case No. 1127.
)
)

Roseville Water Company, & Corporation,
De:fenca.nta.

A. J. Harder for Complainants.
James D. Meredith for Defendant.
J. B. Gibson for City of Roseville.

BY THE COMMISSION.

OPINION AND ORDER ON ERHPARING

This is a matter in which the Reilroad Commission issued
i1ts order (Decision No. 5735) on September 5, 1918, establishing &
cortain schednle of rates to be charged for domestic and municipal
service in the City of Roseville. Thereafter, the City of Roseville
filed a petition for rehearing, alleging that it had not had proper
notice of the hearing in the above entitled matter amd protesting
ageinst the rete establisked for fire hydrant rental to the munioc-
ipality. |

Pursuant to this action, on September 19, 1918, the
Railroad Commiseion mede its oxrder suspending the effasctive date
of Decialon No. 5735 during the vendency of said application for
rehearing. Thereby the rates established by Ordinance No. 76 of
the City of Roseville became the legsl rates, and tihsse rates have
renained in force axd effect since thst time.

On Jaxmary 22, 1919, & fuxrther hearing was held on the

petition of the City of Roseville for rehearing, md all interested




barties, including the City of Roseville, were duly notifed eand
given an opportunity to appear and be heard.

In another proceeding before this Commission (Applica-
tiax No. 4157, £iled Ootober 14, 1918), Roseville Water Company
nade zpplicaetion to the Commigsion for a'nthority to increase its
rategs. This matter was assigned for hearing, but the &stethereof
postponed from time to time uwntil on September 23, 1919, &t the reo-
quest of spplicant, the matter was removed from the Commission's
calendar. On September 30, 1920, a written request for the dis-
nigsal of this apyplication was f£iled, indicating that spplicant did
not desire to pursue the matter further, and thereupon said sppli-
cation was dismissed.

It now appearing that the effoctiv§ date of this Commis-
gl 'e oxrder in Decision No. 5735 having beer. suspended a8 indicated
above, and therefore the rates established therein never having
become effective, and the rates established by Ordinance No.76 of
the City of Roseville having et all times been the legal rates in
effect, and 1t further sppearing that st this time Roseville Water
Company does not desire to ask this Commission for amtbority to in-
crease its rates,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that this Commissioxn's Decision
No. 5735 in the above emtitled matter be, and it is hereby recinded
and set aside, md

IT IS EEREBY FURTEER- ORDERED that the complaint in the

above entitled matter be, asnd it 1s heredy dismissed, without

prejudice.
14
Dated at San Prancisco, California, thle _ // day of
Octobexr, 1920.




