
BEPO?Z TEE RAILROAD CO!:::.:ISSION OF TB:E STATZ OF CAL.!]IO::;mIA .. 

In the Msttor of the Application 
of Fairmount Water Compa.ny for an 
orde::- authorizing an increase in 
rates charged for water. 

Application No.2059. 

SWect. stesrns & For.vard for Pairmou.nt Water COInJ;l811Y. 
H. D. Hickel" for Sierra Vista Improvemont Club. 
F. C. Blood fo::- ES3t San Di~go Civic Locgue. 
C. J. Noel :for Ta::c Pa.yors Protectivo League. 

THELEN. Commissioner. 

o PIN I 0 l\'. -- .... _---
This is an epplic~tion b~ Fairmount Water Company for 

an order authori:ing sn ~~crcage in the rates charged :for water 

sol~ by potitioner in a. portion of East San Diego and-in certain 
un1noorpor~ted territory adjecent to Zest San Diego. 

The torritory served by Fairmount Water Company is 

reforred to in the evidence horein as baing divided into four 

d.istricts. no.::lely. the ,CuY$1:laca District, tho City District~ the 

Mountain View District and. the Sierra Vista District. The 

Cuyameca District is loc~ted in the City of East San Diego and 

is supplied b:y Fairmount Wat or Company witll water purchased from 

the Cuysm.iJ.ca 1!later Com:pany. and. is not includod in the present 

proceeding. The other three districts ar~ supplied by Fairmount 

Water Co=Pn~y with wat~r puro~sed from tho City of San Diego. 

The Cuye.mc.ce.. Ci t:y and !.rountain View Distriots are oonneoted by 

&. pipe line~ so that in casos of emorgenc:r,~;.v;ater from the system 

of Cuycrnaca Water Com;9a:J,y may be su,plied. to each of these dis-

triots. Tho Sie=re. Vista District is o:ltircly disconnected from 

the other three districts. It is loceted in ~incorporated ter-

ritory about one mile oo-uth from tho southerly 11m1tS of the 
... , ...... 

City of Sa~ Diego end. is served ~ith water secured. from the 

City of Ssn Diego through sr. ind.e~en~cnt tap. 

-1-



Public hearings in this prooeeding were held ~ the City 

of San Diego on April 12 and 13, 191&. Evidence was ~resented by 

petition~r herein and in behalf of the citizens of Eeet San Diego 

and of the Sierra Vista District. 

Fairmount Water Compa:~..v pays to C'tly8Jll8.os. Wa.ter Company 

15 cents per 1000 gallons, except that during the s~er time, 

it purehaees certain flood waters at 10 cents per 1000 gallon&. 
Fairmount ~ater Comp~ pays to the City of San Diego an average 

rate of approximately 10 oentz :per 1000 gallons for the water 

sold in the City and Mountain View districis and 8 cents per 100 

cub1c feet for the water ~old in the Sierra Vista d1strict. 

The rates at present charged by Fairmount Water Company 

to its customers in the four districts hereinbefore referred to are 

as follows: 
In the City ~str1ct, 20 cents per 1000 gallons. with e. 

In the Mountain Vie~ District, 10 oents per 1000 gallons, 

with a monthly m1nimum of $1.00. 

In tho Siorra Vi8t~ Distriot,15 cents per 1000- gallons, 

with e. monthly minimum of $1.25. 

In the Cuyamaea District. 25 cents per 1000 gallons. with 

a monthly ~~ of $1+25. 

Petitioner aSks authority to establish in the C1t~, Moun-

tain V1e~ ~d Sierra Vista Districts the uniform rate of 25 cents 

p(}r 1000 !;s.llol'ls for each 1000 ge.l1on~i ot water d.elivered. with 8. 

monthly t:.l1n1m't'l.m oharge of $l.25 1f :paid on or 'beforo the 10th d8.7 
of the month following the month in which the service is rendered, 

with some ap~ropriste penalty for te.11u.re to ps:y by 10th day of _ 

the month. 

During the year 1915, Fe,1rmo':c.nt Water Compa~ had an 

averae;e of 768 customers in the Oi ty and Mountain View D:Ls-

trict~l, 445 c.ustomers in the Cuyame.ca District e.:ld 51 customers 
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in tbe Sierra Vista District. 
~he $'tl'bj act mstter of' this opinion w.t11 now bo 

considered under the following heeds: 

(1) Valuo of Property. 
(2) Rate 0 f Rotul':l. 
(3) Deprec1et1on ~~~uity. 

(4) Ma~te~a~co and Operating Expenses. 

( S ) Tho Ra. to • 

(6) Servico. 

1. VALUE OF PRO?ZRTY. 

There is no ss:t1sf'a.cte'ry eVidenco herein 't'1ith refer-

once to the original cost to date of tho ~l'operty of Fairmount 

Uater Company now under oonsideration. 
Est~atos of the cost to r0~roduce said ~roperty as 

of A:pri1 1. 1916. and also of th,l) osti:n.o.tod cost to reproduce 

less acorued. deprecia.tion were p:~osented on 'bohalf of Fairmount 

i7eter CompSJlY by Mr. F. !.!. Faude ruld on behalf of the Railroad 

Co~ission 'by ASSistant Hydraulic Engineer M. E. Brinkley. 
~he f'olloi':ing table shows e. sumr:mry of' Mr. Fs:c.d.e T s 

l'oport: 
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Tnblo No .. I 

Zstimatcd. ROI'l'oduct1on Cost smrl De"prec1~ ted Ro"Ororluction • 
, . . , .. 

Cost-Fn.irmount 7iator Conros.D.y's Propert;z - F.M.Fe.ud.e. 

Repl'oduct~lon Accrued., Deprociated 
Cost Depreciation Re~roauetion Cost 

City and Mountain Viow $40.737.00 ' ~9~040.00 $31~69'7 .00 
Districts 

Sierra Vista District 1~963.00 356.00 1,607.00 

Uiscel1aneous Structures--
65 1/4% of Totals 188.00 1~5S2.00 1~770.00 

Stock and. Materials on 
:S:s.nd"'~.6Z'%·o:f' To tals 1~550.00 0 1.560.00 

Grand. Totals ~?46 ~ 130 .00 ~)9,584.00 ~~6·~546.00 

1Jr. Fe-ucle testified. 1iAat the a.verage of' tAo wate,r 

sold. b;y- the City of Sen D1~go ~\..t.d :paid for irJ. the City, Mountain 

View end Sierra Vista Districts is 65 1/4% o~ tho averege of 
the we. tel' :purcb,a.sed. i'ro!:l tile City o£ Sen Diego and sold ove:r 
the Feir:ount ~ater Comp~yTs entire system. In order to ~acer

tein the portion 0'£ miscollanoo'~a structuros e.nd. of stock and. 

tlS.torie.J.s on hand. :proporly cOO'cges.'ble to the City, Mount~1n 
Vie't'1 Md. Sio::-rs. Vista. Districts. Mr. Fs.ude accord.inglY' applies 

t~e percentage of 65 1/4 to the total sums ~pp1icableto mis-

cell~eous structures, stock ana matettals on hand for Fa1rmo~t 

~eter Co~pan~'$ entire system. 
~hQ following tablo sho~s Mr. Brinkley's estimate 

of the cost to reproduce the entire system with sccrued depre-
ciation and estimated roprod~ction cost less accrued depreciation: 



Table No. II. 

Estimctcd Re~roduot1on Cost. Aoorued Depreoiation end 
Es"ti::::.o.tcc. RCErcd'C.ct1on Cost Loss Depreciation--

Fairmount 7/ster Com:oanz - M. R .. Brinklc=t. 

Estirn.atcc1 
RE:::prod.uotion 

Cost 

C1ty and Mounta~ View $36.596.00 
Distriots 

C~-csca District l7~912.00 

Sicrrs Vista District 1,820.00 

~1soellaneous Structures 2~358.00 
and Roal Estc.te 

Invc~tory of Tools, 
~~ui:pcont and Supplies 2.5~4.00 

Totals . ~;61, 250.00 

Aco~uod Esti~ated Reproduo-
DcprcciQt10n tion Cost Lass 

Accrued Do~rcc1ation ------
$7~925.00 028.661.00 

,323.00 

272.00 

~i13~'351.00 

13.081.00 

1.49'7.00 

2,086.00 

2~'544.00 

47~869.00 

By applying to miscellanoous structures and real , 
I ostate ~d tools, equipment $nd su~pliosia percontago of 67.14 

for tho Oi ty and. l~ou.nteitl Vic":) Dis't::-1cts ~ a.."lc1 32.86 fo:- the Cuys.maca 

District, .,:.:,:,~~< ~,~. :9r:L.n1tloyl estimates s. reproduction cost new of 

tho entire proport;y usod rule. useful in c'::>n .. 1J.cotion with tho City and 

~\:ounta1n 1Z'1cw D1~trict= of ~;39~88'7.00. with a dopreciated roprod'C.ct1011 

cost of ~~Zl.770 .• 00 e.n.d. an osti:::'lo.tod reproduotion cost Jlew for t:he 

CUY~"'l.~cc. District of (;19 .S2Z .00, ':'Ji th est1z:m. tad. reprocluot:tOll cost 

:c.er: i.eee accru.od del'reoio.t10n of :fi~14,602.00. 1:r. Brinkley msdo no 

oharge for theze items to the Sierra Vista Distriot, on the ground 

that thoso items wore pro.ctifal1y of no service in cO~~lect1o~ ~ith 

the Sierra Vista District. 
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Tho chief differences betwoen the estimates of N~. 

Feude and Mr. Brinkley are ~1th referonce to the unit prices for 

st!l.nds.rd screw :pipe lw.vir..g So diameter of two inches and less. 

the overhead percentages una. the rea.l estate. Mr. Er1nltley used. 

average prices for pipe ranging over tho l~st ~ivo ye$.rs an~ 

took the actual conaitions W1tA reference to tho ~eceesary 

d.epth of trenches. Mr. ~'o.ud.e o.:pp11od an overh.ead percentage of 

l4%. except as to real estate. as to which he epplied 10%_ 

1I'lX. Brinkley applied an ovorheatL of l2%~ except as to real. esta,lce. 

with refere:lce to wbich he applied 5%. It is difficult to reach 

So satis!e.ctory conclusion witA I"eferenco to tho value of the 

Pairmount Water Compeny's real estate. Tho testimony presented 

by e n~ber of witnesses for Fairmount Wcter Company and the 

co~sumers shows that very little real estate has been sold in 

~ast Sen Diego during the last ~~o or throe y~s·and that there 

is at tAG present time c decided slUQp 1n the ~rket. The 

esti~atcs presented by F~irmo~t Water Company seem to be based 

largely on the prices which J?rc~~ilea. e. number of years ago 

while reel eota te was moving freElly in East Sen Diego. 

An item of ~lOO.OO should be added to the ost1motos 

of: both Mr. Faud.e and M=. Brinkle~ to cover 1~provomeIlts which 

arc being made to bettlZlr the serv'ice in the Sierra. Vista: District. 

~he testicony shows that tho ~ntire system of Fairmount 

We.t e:: COtlJ?~Y was offeree. to tho City of Ea.st Sa.n Diego a. year 

or so a.go for 'bonds of' the City o:f East Sen Diego of tho face 

vo.l~e of ~i4l~OOO.OO, wj:ich 'bonds '~1:o officers of Fairmo'Wlt water 

Company expectod. to sell at 105% of thoir face value. At en 

election called to consid.er this !)roposi tion. tho oi tizens ot 
. 

Bas t San 1)1 ego declino d to voto tJ:Le 'bond.s. 

,. 
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2. RATE OF RETURN .. 

The ev1aence sho~s that the majo~ portion of the water 

system of Fai:-rnount w~ter Co:tpall,V ~as purchased or CO:lstl"'.lcted 

by l'scii'ic :Bu11Cl1ng COl:lpsny for 'the )?'tlrpose of e.ss1stmg Pc.c1fic 

:Building Compp.ny to soll reul e~:,c~te. The testimony shows ~bat 

71h1le no d.e~i:l1tc &:OO'1.Ult was addod by Pacific Euild.ing COI:lJ;>sny 

to the price of its lands to represen;~~hp cost of }n~talling the n SU~.lclent smoun~ Ior 
water system~ tho p::,1cos c.sked 1:lclu do a! reimbursement for the 

";"later system~ $.3 is usually tho case in such subdivisions. 

While it wss contend.od by tho CO:lsumors herein that the leg'~l 

title to portions o~ tho ~tar syste~ of Fairmount Water Comp~y 

had passed. to tilo purchc.sers of lands sold. by Pacific Build:~ng 

Co::tpo.ny~ the evid.ence d.oos not justify this clD-im. On ~tUle 1. 

1914. Paciiic 3uilding Co~pany separated its water operations 

!:-o::. its lend operations and. transfer:-eo. i'ta wat e:- pro)? erties to 

the petitioner herein. Pacific Buil~ing Company owns ell the 

stock of Fairmount Wat~r Com~~1 with the exception of directo:-s' 

sbares. ~estimony i'1s.s presented. herein to the e~:l:ect that 

certain purc!lssers of leZl.cls from tho ?acific B".lilding Company 

in tho Sierra V~sta ]istrict wo~e told by the agents of Pacific 

3uilding Co~pe~~. at the time of thoir resJ?ective purchases. 

the. t tho i'78. tel' rat e ;:ot~la. be a. flat monthly payment of ~~1.25 

until the lest instellment on t~c ~rice of tho :prope~ty purchased 

hed. been paid., while other consumers testified. that they had 

been told that the water rental would continue to be the flat 
suoco~uontly, aUG to oxcoseive uso 

of ~ator b~ t!le resi~onts o~ this district. ~0ters woro installed 

by 2ecifiC 3uilaing Co~~any a.~d. the r~te ~as changed. to the 

prc~cnt rr.otcr rllte. 
I=. vic,,;,\, of teo circumstances surro'l.:J:ld.iIl.g tho opere-tiona 
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of this water system, I find tr~t the sum of $2,393.00 is a fa1~annual 

rotu::':::l on tho value of the;) property of :Fc.irmount tIe tor Comp.~y 
and 

dovoted to the zcrvico. of the Ci ty ~ !~:ounto.in Vie'''' :Districts, c.nd 

that tho sum of $115.00 is a fair/U!~l;n on tAe proporty devoted 

to the service of t~e Siorre Viste District. 

3. DEPRECIATION AN~yurTY. 

Fa.1rmount He. tel' Comr>rulY asks an annual allo"¥:ance 

for depreciation of ~:i2~959.00, ep?al'ently bn.~oa. on tho stre.ight 

line method. I i~d teet on tho 4% sinking fund oasis, a. l'oasona-

010 e~ual allowance undor the head of deprcciation annuity is 

the S1:1:1 01' $1,537.00 fo::." the City a..'"ld 1!o't'l...Yl tD:ii:o. Viow Districts 

and ~64.00 for the Sierra Vista ~istl'ict. 

4. lWAINTEN.A!~CE JUm OFZ~TI.NG. Ex:PENSZS. 

TAe following teo10 sho~s the o~eratins revenuffiand 

operating oxpenses of 1~1rmount ~c.ter Comp~ in t~e year 1915, 

Table No. III. 

O~oratin~ Revenuos end ExPensos-- ~sirmo~t 

O~erat1n~ Revenuos. 

CO:n:::lorcie.l $tLlos ~~:etol"ed 
01 ty $.no. ::ounte.in Vie-n Diztrict 
Cuyamacc District 
Sierra ~ista District 

1liscellcneous Revenues 

(~11. Z20 .. 65 
S~OSZ .. 3S 

808 .. 75 
414.01 

~otal ~;20. SSG .. 96 
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/' 
!v.~intcns.nco " 

Ro,a1rs' to l~ins.Servicos 
and M:etors 

Operation 
We:tor P"'.trcbAsod 

0'1 ty o.r..cl Mountain Viow' Districts 

C~ysmcca D1stric~ 
Siorro. Vista. Tf 

~'otsl 
Distributin~ Ex~c~z~s 

: Comt:lOr~itu:: EXpc!ls e t;;: 
General Expcnzos 

-- 4103.65 
: 3342.44 
- 407.50 

Total Opcratins EA~ensos 

Insuranco 
T~es 

Grand Totnl Op~ration 

7;853.59 
670 .. 00 

- 1.191.55 
995.25 

14~757 .45 

186.56 
332.19 

~20.636.96 

$150.00 has bo~ taken o~t of operating oxpenses on acco~t of 

being cha=geable to o.dditio~ ~nd botterments to the p:ro~erty. 

W~e forogoing table gives tho results: for ~e entiro 

Tho tostimony shows that tho expenditures for ro,a1rs 

to ::::'0. i::.s woro : a'i>nor:oal in 1915 ·oy roe-son of tho greaing of 
stroots and co~tinual repairs to tho Alauber Streot main. ~~o 

s~porinton~ent of Fairmou~t ~ctor Company testified that. in his 

opir.ioIl.'; tile aver:lge cost of repairs to mains d.uring tho lest 

sevon months of 1914 ~o~l& bo a ~air osti~~to por month for 1916. 

Aftor considering tho verious itcmz ot maintenance and operating 

oxpenses coneernir~ ~bich testimony was producod at the hear1n5. 

I find that a reaso~ab1c allowance for ~a~te~anco and operating 
o~en30s for the year 1916, apart from the payments for wat~r to 
be purc~azed fro: the City of San Diogo, will be the sum o~ 

B7~084.00, o~ ~~o aS~lcptioll that tae business for 1916 will bo 
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the S~G cs the buo~ess for 1915. ~hE) testimony seems to show 

t~ct an increace of business is not to be oxpected i~ 1916. 

Various sogregations ~o=e suggosted for the purpose of apportioning 

the Qa1ntenancc and oper~tins expensos. apart from tho cost of 

water purc~sed from the City of San Diego. to the four aistricts 

o:! Fe.1rmo1l."lt \'!ater Company. On tho basis of tho estimated 

reproduction cost new of t~c property ~"l oaCA of tho four districts~ 

the porcentage~ to be a,plied to the vcrious districts to doter-

~ir..e their fs.ir o:'c.a=e of such tlB.intene.nce and opeI'atingIJ'X90DSeS , 

"\":ould. 'be 65.1% to the City s.nd the ~!ounta1:n Viow :Oistr1cts~ 31.9% 

to the Cuyamaca District and Z% to the Sierra Vista District. 

On tee basis of the average number o! consumers, the percentages 

'Would. be 60.8% to tho Cit:v and. Mo'tl..'ltcin Viow Districts, 35.2%:bo 

tho Cuy~ca District and. 4% to tho Sierra Vista District. On·the 

cssis of the cubic feet of water used ~~uall:v~ the porcc~tsges 

woultl. be 59.6% to the City and !/:ountain View Districts. 35.1% to 

t~e C~amsc~ Dist~iet and 5.1~ to tho Si~rra Vista District. 

Du.e to the com:p$.ctncss of th.e Sierra. Viste 'District, the opers.t-

i:lS expc!lZCS properly chc.rgo~b'le to t~at Ci.istrict should not 'be 

proJ?ortio~tol~ as large as in tho other districtS. 1: am of the 

opinion tnat a feir :percent~ge of apportionment of all maintenance 

and operating expenses, apart from the cost of ~ateI' purch~sed 
se'!'lsra tebr 

::'rom tlle City of Ssn Diego, 'Which cost should. "oe chaxged/to ee.ch ~ 
district. is 61% to tho City e.r.d. !I:o~ta~.n Vim'1 Districts, 35% to 

the Cuya.ms.ce. Di~tr:1,ct and. ~I% to tho Sierrt:l. Vista. District. On 

this basiS I fin~ that the sue of tA~321.00 should be allowed 
undor tho he~d of mainte~ce and. operating o~onses. apart fr~m 

the cost of water purc'be.sod., for the City oncl Mountain View Dis-

tricts and. $28Z .. 00 for tho Sierra Vista. District. Adding to 
these sums $4,l04.00 for w~tor to "00 purchasod for the City and 
Mo~tain View Districts ana ~~08.00 for the Sierra v~sta District. 
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being the S-I:lOunts paid i:::. 1915, I concludo that the to)tD.l.a.mcunt 

fairly ohs.rsoablo to tho Citzr and Mount&: n View Districts und.er 

tho head of :w.ir..tcnsnce ~d. o!,ere..ting oxpo::.ses will be $8';425.00 

and to the Sie~~a Vista Dist~ict, $691.00. 

T~o fol~owing table shows t~o annual gross incomo 

whicA Fairmount ~~tor Co~~any sAou~d roeoivo trom the City ana 
Mountain View Distr1cts and the Sierra Vista District under tne 

to 'cle 
al~owsnces horoin found/reeso~b~o: 

To.b~e No. IV • 

• ~uaa Gross I~comc to be Secured by Fairmount 

Wntol" Compsny from City, ~ountain View ruld 

Sierra Vista Districts. 

Fair roturn on value 
of pl'operty 

D¢~reciet1on ~u1t~ 

Maintenanco e.nd operat-
ing exponso 

Total 

C'S,ty and. ~ou."'lta.in Siel'ra 'Vista 
View Districts. .pistrict. 

$2~393.00 $ ll5.00 

l~S37.00 04.00 

8';425.00 691.00 

$12~355.00 $ 870.00 

In establiShing the form of rate to yield this annual 

gross revenue, ettention is at onco directad to tho fact that 

an unusually lo.'rge nUl:lber of conSUIllors :'0:£\,. ic.i:r:rr.ou.nt Wc.ter per month. 
Company use materially less than 500 cubic teot of wate~. I have 

given careful consideration to Fairmount Water Company's rc~uest 

thct tho minimum monthly rate be established at $1.25~ but have 

re~cAed tAe conclusion ~hat tho present monthly minim~ rate ot 
(;.1.00 in effect in the City and !!ount,tl.1n Viev.' Districts is more 
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appropriate t·o tlle use. under this particular sys'tOtl, end. that 

this rete should. aleo be extondea to the Sierra Vista District. 

~~tor s ce~e~~l review of all tho testitlony herein, 

! find th~t tho ~ollowing rates are just end rensonable rates 

to be obBrged by Fairmount Water Company i:l the City, Mounte1n' 

View and Sierra Vist~ Distriots: 

. . . - . . . . . . . 
First SOO oubic foot ••• . .. .. , .20 per 100 cubic ft .• 

Noxt 2500. tt • • • • • • 

All water used in exoess of 
3000 oubio feet .. ., .... .. .. 

.16 " " n 

.12 " " 

The ap,lication of this rate to the Fs1r.motutt Water 

Company!s business for t~e year 1915, WhiOA business it is agreed 

sball '00 taken as tho 'oasis for tho ratos horoin established, will 

~ield the ~.nnusl gros::. iJ:::.cOtlC herein :found to be rea.:;:: onable. 

6. SERVICE. 

ReSidents oi Sierra Vista District testified that 
I 

difficul ty h~. been Gxporienoed by them, particul3.rly by the 

rosido~ts on tho higher olevatione during tho sucmor time, in 

securing an ado~uato supply of ~atcr.. Representativc3 of Fair-
ted 

I:1ount Water COI:!psny l$.d..""lit/ that tl:.e condj:~ions l'iav.e "not lbeon 
,~hat . 

satisfactory and ~Tcscntcd tostimony to show~he, improvements 

which tho,company is now makingwi~.remedy this condition. I am 

satisfied tho. t Fairmoct :"la tel' C~tl:pe.ny is using its best efforts 

to tm~~ove the service ~d that no ordor under this head is 

now necessary .. 

I submit the following for: cd~ order: 
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road Commission for D.n order authorizing e.n increase in 

the rates chargee. by said co~pany for wat~r sold in its 

City, Mounta.in View and Sierra Vista. Districts, in and 

adjacent to the City of Eaot San Diego. and a public 

he&" ix:g havi:ng been held heroin, 

TIE RAIL?O.liJ) conmssImr B3?.EBY ~'!NDS AS A FACT 

th~t the rates now charged by Fairmount Water Company 

in se.id.d.istr:~ctz uro unjust a.:nd unreasonaole in so fer 

sa they differ from tho rates herein established, and. 

that the ratos horoin established ~e just and roason~ble 

ratos to be chare:ocl. l:>y Fairmount \'luter Comr>sny in s:a.id 

districts. 
Basing its ordor on the foregOing findings o! 

fact ~nd On the ~indi~gs of fact which are contained 

in the opinion which precodes this order, 

IT IS ~REEY ORDEF3D that Fairmount Wator Comp~1 

be and the Satle is "i1lDreby s,utl"lorizod to file with tho 

Railroad Co~~szio~, effective for the meter readings 

to be made in the latter part of the ~onth of ~!s.Y', 

1916, t~o iolloViine sched'O.lc of :"ates 1:0 be charged 

'by Fairmount Water Corc.~any in its Ci t;y". ~.:ou.ntain View 

an~ Sierra Vista Districts: 



V' i . ::1>1 00 ... ~il.~ m.tlIll....... 4t .~ • • • • • • • .. • • • • 'I • monthly 

?irst 500 cu"oic fi)et ........ 20 cents per 100 cubic feet 

l~oxt 2500 no " 16 rr " " " " ....... 
All wa.ter used. in exoeSS of 

3000 oubic ~ect ••••••• 12 " " tf " " 

Tho :f'oroso1ns opinion Dono.. orde:: !1.r0 hereby e.ppro~od. and. 

ore.ored. filed. as tee opinion a.."lrl .order of the Railroad 00:11.-

:nisSio;:J. of the St::l.te of C::l.lifornis.. 

It-
Datod at Ssn ~rancisco. California, this Jr~ d3Y of 

May. 1916. 

.," ... 
"'" 

Commissioners • 

.. 


