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Co., 417,Co. v. Burrows also,Motor 104 N. H. 422. See
Co.,Peerless Ins. v. 411, 415,Co. Travelers Ins. 104 N. H.

416.

overruled.Exceptions

All concurred.

Grafton,
No. 5249.

S. GileMatthew v. Lebanon.

11,Argued September 1964.

6,Decided October 1964.

andbrief for theCatalfo, (by plaintiff.orally),Jr.Alfred

William E. brief and for theLovejoy (by defendant.orally),
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Wheeler, inis of certain premisesThe ownerplaintiffJ.
isWater23, 31, Street.Lebanon, 39 and 43 CourtNos.being

waterthe defendant’sfurnished to these by departmentbuildings
which31 Street ina entrance to No. Courtservicethrough single

meters, 23, 31No. one for No.are three one forthere located
inhas meter39 and 43. No. 43 a separateand one for Nos.

a house.No. 39 is two-apartmentthe building.
1, the defendant bythe ñotifiedDecember 1962 plaintiffOn

waterno furnish1st he wouldletter that after longerJanuary
un-for theirbetenants and would no responsibleto his longer

bills.paid
thetothat the water other thanmade no requestThe plaintiff

theHe was advised manag-at No. 23 be shut off. by citystore
23,at No. but that meteringthe would be shut offer that water

not allowed “because39 could beeach in No.of apartment
users are too transient.”tenant or rental

examined proper-and the plaintiff plaintiff’sThe city manager
was feasiblethen determined it notand theties city manager

39, least inin No. ata meter for the secondto locate apartment
At the same timeabsence a entrance. plaintiffthe of separate

off, toin avoid the water shutwas order torequested, having
andwatera water of for used plaintiffbillpast-due by$75pay

bill At nohis tenants. The the underplaintiff paid protest.
did of the tenants for watertime plaintiff’s separateany apply

andservice meters.
toThe is that it does not look to tenantsdefendant’s position

to eachwater bills but to the owner. The is billcity willingpay
send the bill tire owner. Themeter but would toseparately

he notdown seems to be that doesboiledplaintiff’s position
withbe his tenants’ water billswish to for delinquentresponsible

lien on his real estate.the resultant
such a waterThe authorize a asmay public utility,Legislature

deal with the tenants of whichto refuse to premisescompany,
43 Am. Public Utilitiesit is under to supply. Jur.,obligation

62,Services,, “allRSA 38:22 thats. 610.and p. provides
. . . . . furnished to in mu­. . for . . water patrons anycharges

works,. water . .owned . . .municipallynicipality operating
waterestate where such . . .become a lien realshall upon any

this authority. . is furnished.” We hold constitutes. legislative
forinsist on the landlordthe defendant tofor charging plaintiff

&c. v.to his tenants. See Districtwater furnished Whitefield
Bobst, 229.93 H.N.
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We do not think the defendant’s conduct was inunreasonable
to install extra meters or thatrefusing constitutionalany ques-

tion is its demandpresented for of waterby payment unpaid
bills for water furnished to the real estate.plaintiff’s

overruled.Exceptions

All concurred.

Coos,
No. 5251.

Harold &B. Alden a. v. Laura Kimball.

10,Argued September 1964.

6,Decided October 1964.

Sheehan, Bass, Green & GerardPhinney, O.Bergevin (Mr.
for theBergevin orally), plaintiffs.

& DonovanHinkley Walter D. for the(Mr. Hinkley orally),
defendant.

Duncan, an and insurerAppeal his underby employerJ.
RSA 281:37 remand its(supp). of this case afterFollowing
former transfer to Kimball,this court v. 104 N. H.(Alden 454)
the Labor Kimball,Commissioner awarded to the defendant
widow of the deceased benefits at theemployee, compensation


