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Decision No. 86397 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMKrSSION OF TEE STP!!'E OF CALIFORNIA 

GENO A. BEI'TI, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

SOUTHERN CALIFOP.NIA W'Al'ER 
COMPANY, a corporation, 

Defend.ant. 

) 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 

) 

Case No. 10046 

----------------------) 

ORDER DENYING REHEARING 

On Febru~ 13" 1976" Geno A.. Betti f1led a 
complaint alleging, that the metering of duplexes by Southern 
California Water Company (SoCal) in an area where Single-family 
dwellinga are assessed a flat rate is unjustified, inequitable 
ane d.iscrim1natory. After a hearing held on May 7, 1976, Decision 
No. 8612~ was issued in Wh1ch the COmmission round that partial 

metering 1n SoCal's Cordova service area is not diser1m1natory. 
On July 29, 1976, Mr. Betti filed a timely petition 

for rehearing of D.86l28, which stayed the effeetiveness of 
D.86128 in accord~~ee With Seetion l733 of the Public Utilities . , 

Code. In his petition, Mr .. Betti alleges., inter alia., that water 
conservation is an insufficient and illogical bas1s tor the 
Commission T s conclusion that So Cal f S partial' metering' practice 
is nondiscrim1natory., in View of eVidence wh1eh shows that 
(1) with average monthly usage of 58 ccr, or 29 cct for each of 
his units during 1975 ... Mr. Betti was charged apprOXimately $15 
per month ... wh11e (2) flat-rate eustomers 1n single-£~ly dwell
ings were c~ged $4.50 per month based on average monthly usage 
of 28 ec~ during 1975 .. 
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Having reviewed each and every allegation of 
the pet1t1on~ we are not persuaded that error has been shown 
with respect to our f'1nd1ng that the partial metering or SoCalfs 
Cordova service area is~ as such~ d1scr1m1natory~ and are there
f'ore of the opinion that rehea.rj.ng should be denied. However ~ 
we agree With Mr. Betti that the question regarding the 
differential of charges applied to sim1lar monthly usage amounts 
should be addressed. Accord1ngly~ an investigation on our o~~ 
motion Will be instituted for the purpose of examining this. 
question. 

THEREFO.RE~ IT IS ORDERED that rehearing of' 
Decision No. 86128 is hereby denied. 

hereof'. 
The effective date of this order is 'the date 
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Dated at ____ Sa.n __ :rr._a.:._OI_·IC:_:O _____ ~ Cal1fOrn1a~ 

th1s / ~ 0- day of stRl'E~as:2 ~ 1976.' 
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~mlD1:;~1onet" l'/'111iruzr S"1'C:Ion5.. J'l"'.,. '. ~1ng 
:ceeez=ar11y ,Q'b!ient.;.. 4!1~not·. :~rt1e1p.at. 
1= 'the 41::::po~1t10:O or tl:1: proee041ng. , 
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