o - DRICINAL
Pecision No. 21389 : e -
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TBE',S'IATE OF CAI.IFORNIA

‘EARRY SCEUMACHER,
Complainant, :

VS.

) Case No. 8447
CI'I.‘IZENS UTILITIES CO. OF CALIFORNIA ) (Filed June 16, 1966)
2 corporation,

Defendant.

Harry Schumacher, om his own behalf, compla:.nant.

Claude N Rosenbe of Bac:x.galup:‘. Elkus,:

for c:f.t:.zens 'Utilit:.es
COmpany of California, defendant :

OPINION

Harry Schumacher by th:Ls conplamt alleges that there
was assessed against him a d:.scontinuance charge for wa.ter semce
to his property in Guermeville and to his property in Rio N:[do
although his water service actually had not been disconnected by
defendant C:.t::.zens Utilities Company of Cal:.form.a, berelnafter |
called C:Lt:'.zens and that subsequently the two serv:x’.ces were
actually discontinued by Citizens when he failed to pay the" fi.rst
discontinuance charges. Schumacher requests that the Comn:l.ssion
cancel Citizens' charges for d:.scont:.nuing h:’.s watex semce and
oxder that Citizens immediately return the watez: service to the
properties in quest:’.on.

Citizens filed its answer on: June 30, 196_6, .-alleging as

follows: | | o
1. Citizens has two accounts for water service w:.th

Schtm.acner, Account No. 26~0050-0 (hereinafter referred to as




Account No. 1 or Guermeville 'Service)j- and Aeeoqn; No.. “28'-0188'-0
(bereinafter referred to as Account No. 2 or Rio Nido Se::vi'ée).-

2. When Schumacher failed to pay’ azounts duve and'.b:f.lled for
watexr service, pursuant to filed Rule 11Bl1, servn.ce was d:r.scon-
nected in Account No. 1 on February 23, 1966 and semce was
disconnected in Account No. 2 on Fe'bruary 2(. 1966

3. On February 28, 1966 Schumacher pa:.d to C:I.t:.zens the
amounts of the bills rendered (w:t.thout the addition of any .
recommection charges) and service to each of the accounts was
thereupon reconnected, | _ |

4. On Maxch 11, 1966 defendant billed Schumacher in the
sum of $2.50 for the recenneetion' charge in Account AZNO. 1 and in
the sum of $2.50 for the recommection charge plus $‘.48i for iv_ater |
consunption in Account No. 2. | | | B

5. In accordance with f:.'.!.ed Rule 1181, om April 2-5 1966
sexvice in each account was d:.scontinued because of Schmacher s

continved fzilure to pay the outstand:.ngx b:’.lls rendered as .
aforesaid. '

6. On May 30, 1966, Citizens as*ertained that the ir'alve '

on the meter iz Accomt No. 1 had been opened without the
knowledge or consent of Citizens and some water had been used
from said service, whercupon the meter was "'emoved

7. Schumacher is indebted to Citizens as follows H

Account No. 1 Reconnectz’.on. charge $2.50

Water coasumption per
reading of May 11 . 24

Additional water _
consuxption per meter
reading of May 30 .24

Total  $2.95 -




Account No. 2 Reconnection charge - $2..50‘

Water consumption per
reading of May 11 .48

Total $2.98
Public hearing was held in San Francisco before Exam:.ner
~ Cline on Avgust 5, 1966. The matter was taken under subm:.ssxon
’; upon . the £ilmg of copi.es of Exhi‘bits 1 and 2 by C:f.t:.zens on
August 3, 1966 o
The Commission finds as follows-

1. The records of C:T.t:.zens show that Citizens disconnected
the Guerneville service on February 23, 1966, reconnected :Lt on
Februvary 23, 1966, agein disconpected it on April 26, 1966,and
removed the meter on May 31, 1966. | .

2. The records of Citizens show that Citizens disconnected
the Rio Nido sexvice on February 24, 1966 reconnected it 'oﬁ
Fe‘bruary 23, 1966 and again d:x.sconnccted it on April 26, 1966

3. TFor each clamed d:z.sconnection of the service at -
the Guerneville property and at the El N:.do property of |
Schumacherx, C:x.t:x.zens had billed Schumacher and ‘had- g:.ven hm
proper notices for the _disconnection of the serv_:x.ces .p;:rcuar;t

to its tariffs.

4. Although Schumacher disputed the amount of the 'biils |

for service at the time of alleged second disconmection of- |
sexvice he made no deposits of the amounts.- of the d:t.sputed bills
 with the Commission. | |

S. The services actuzlly were not dn.sconnected on ', |
February 23 and 24, 1966, respectively, and hence were not
reconmected on February 28, 1966, but{:r both services were actually.

.




discomnected on April 26,‘1966, and.the meter at the.GuéfﬁeViile‘
service was actually removed om May 31, 1966.

6. Such actual discomnections of‘sérvice‘on Aprii 26,
1966 and removal of the meter.on May 31, 1966‘ wére all in
accordance with the provisions of Citizens tariffs pertaining
to nonmpayment of disputed bills. | ’

7. As of May 30, 1966, Schnmacher owed Citxzens the sum -

of $.48 for water service and nothing for the reconnectlon charge

on Account No. 1 for the Guermeville sexvice. _

8. As of May 11, 1966,‘Schnmadhef qwed'citizens the‘stm of
$.48 for water service and nothing fof‘the}feéonnection cﬁarge-on
Account No. 2 for the Rio Nido sexvice. .

Based upon the foregoing fin@iﬁgs‘of fact the Cormis-
sion concludes that: | o |

1. Schumacher owes Citizens nothing for reconnectlon
charges for the alleged recommections of sexvice on February 28
1966. | - -

2. ‘éitizens is not required to reinstallyitSjmeter and
reconneet Schumacher's Guerneviile servicé pursuant to its'"
tariff uwntil amounts due on Accomt No. 1 are paid by Schumacher.

3. Citizeus is not required to reconmnect Schumacher s
Rio Nido service until amounts due on Acgount«Nq; 2varevpaideY-.

Schumacher.

IT IS SEREBY CRDERED that:
1. Citizers Utilities Company of Czliformiz shalil. éancel’
(a) the $2.50 charge for reconmmect ion of hhe Guerneville serv*ce
on February 28, 1966, entered en its ACCounz No. 26-0050 O with |




Harry Schumacher, and ®) the $2.50 cMgc for reconnection of
the Rio Nido serviece on February 28 1966 entered on its
Account No. 28-0188-0 with Berry Schundcher.

2. Except to the extent that ::e:‘lief 1s granted 'in |
ordering paragraph 1, the complaint herem is d:ism.ssed

The effective date of this ox:der shall be twenty days
after the date hereof. ; ‘

Dated at Sz Franciseo California, this

_/‘4-9’( day of OCTOBER ey 1966 ‘

ComIss:.oners '

Comi:sionor ' W. Go.tov. boina
necessarily’ ohsont. 44d not’ parucipato
in U:o dispoaitzon of t.h:..s prooood.tng
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