
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTI~ITIES CO~USSION OF TF~ STATE OF CALIFO~~IA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

CALIFOru~IA WATER SERVICE COMPANY, 
a corporation, 

for an order autborizing it to 
increase rates charged for, and 
to revise contracts relatir.g to, 

. water service in the Cou..'"lty o£ 
Contra Costa. 

Application No. 31431 

McCutchen, Thooas, ~.~~thew, Griffiths, and 
Greene by Robert Minge Brown ~or appJ.icant; 
Phillips and Avakian by ~ourgeon Av~~~ £or 
'the COm:littee to Defeat the Water Rate Increase; 
.ro@. A. Nejeelv J City Attorney, for the City of 
\\]alm.:.t Creek; C::trl C. Schwarzer and George 
Leon for the rayIlwooa Improvement ASSOCiation

i
* 

~1. ~'"lapton for the Crockett Co~unit1 Cou-'"lci • 

o ? I N ION ......... ----- ..... -. 

This is a proceeding initiated by California ~later 

Service Company to obtain authority· to increase the rates 

charged for water service in its Contra Costa District. That 

district includes the portion of Contra Costa County along the 

south shore of the Carquinoz Straits and Suisun Bay between 

Oleum and Port Chicago and area~ which extend southerly through 

the Clayton Valley to Clayton and through the San Ra:non Valley 

to l'anville. The area served aggregatos about 39~ sCluare :liles 

and has a present population of approximately 60,000 people. 

The initial application in the proceoding was filcd on 

I~y 25~ 1950. Hearings on the application were conduc~ed in 

Concord on April 26, 27, and r~1 2, ~951, and concluded on 

Yay 3, 1951J in san Francisco and the matter submitted at the 

close of oral argument. 
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The present Contra Costa District of California Water 

Service Company is the outercwth of ~ system ~tnrted in 1887 in 

the town of Port Costa to supply industrial demands in the .area. 

In 1889 the Martinez system was ac~uired, and in 1898 the system 

was incorporated as the Po!"t Costa Water Compa:lY. In 1918 the 

!~rtinez distribution system was sold to the City of ~~rtincz. 

The Port Chicago system, started in 1907 by the townsite 

dcvelopcr 1 was taken over i:l 1911 by Bay Point Light and Water 

Company and in 1916 by the Bay Point Utilities Company. California 

Water Service Company acquired the 'Port Costa system in 1927 and 

the Port Chicago system in 1929. At the end of 1927, the .fixed 

capital investment was about $1,038,000, by the end of 1929 it 

had increased to about ~1,35S,000, and at the end of 1950 to 

about ~6,550,OOO, so that the present operators have carried out 

the installation of about 80% of the plant investment. 

Water for the district is obtained from three sources. 

During the Winter and spring ~~of.f, when Sacramento River water 

is of sU£ficient~y low saline content, water is pumped from 

Mallard Slough near vlest Pittsburg, ::I distance of 7~ miles 
... 

to the one-billion-gallon Mallard Rese~oir. Additior~l water 

is pumped from wells in the Government Ranch field south of 

Clyde and the Galindo and Hollar fields north and west of Concord. 

These primary sources are supplemented by purchases of water 

from the Contra Costa County Water District supplied by the 

Contra Costa Canal of the U. S. Bureau of ReclaoationTs Central 

Valley Project. 

Untreated water is delivered to oil refineries and 

steam electric generating plants at Avon and Y~rtinez. For 

other customers, the water mUSt be filt·ered and aerated to 

eliminate odors and foreign matter and treated to neutralize 
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and reduce bacteriological impurities. The many variations in 
," 
",~", 

elevation of the arca~ in which service is demanded) froe sea 

level to elevation 600) necessitates the subdivision of ~he 

system into 23 pressure zones. To supply water to these 

pressure zones and ~o overcome friction losses in the long 

transmission lines) 31.booster pumping stations are required. 

At the end of 1950, applic~nt opcratod almost 1, million foet 

of pipe to serve 14,119 customers, a.."'ld during 1950 so:l.d about 

4.1 billion gallons of water. Since 1945, the number of 

customers has- increased 163%, the length of mains S$%, and the 

volume of water delivered 20%. 

Applicant contends that the rates which it is presently 

allowed to charge for water service) and which have remained ~t" 

levels establis~ed 28 or more years ago, must now be incrc~scd 

because of heavy increases in the cost of equipment) materials, 

and services which applicant uses in conducting its oper~tions. 

Its gencr~l manager cited the follOwing increases as typical, 

and estimated tee co~bined effect of all increases at about 100,%. 

Item Prewar. Postwa.r . 
Mains) 6-inch steel, installed, per ft. $ 
~~ins, S-inch steel) installed) per ft. 
Service, metered 3/4-inch, installed, ca. 
Pump, booster) complete installation 
Tank, elevated s~ccl,500)OOO-gal. 
installed 10,994.001 22,767.00 4 

1 - 1941, 2 - 194), 3 - 1950) 4 - 19~e 
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The following tabu~tion compares the estimates of 

not revenue and return which applic~ntTs engineers and membe~s o~ 

the CommissionTs staff developed from studies of present· and 

future oper~tions in the Contra Costa District under prcsont 

and proposed rates: 

: : 1950 Adjust.ed. • 1951 Esti.ma.te<1 : 
: 1950: Present Rates : Proposed Rates : 

Item :Recorded: Compnny : CPUC Staff: Co:np:p.nX : CPUC S'tsf!': 
--.....;;;.;;--.;;"----:':;p~. ~-=-=-.. ~ ?;; ~..~ . 
_Op_e~r_a~t~i~nQg_P.~.c.v~c~n~u_e 779,303 829,904 827,856 1,224,$34 1,230,96; 

o~erating E~cnses 
peration and 

530,259 512;,$$3 577 400 578,995 Y~intenancc 512,592 
68,469 226:255 227,4.47 Taxes 71,523 71,04.4 

Depreciation 
(5% s. F.) 32 z056 32 z056 70 z1001 36 2540 7711001 

Total Operating 
Expenses 616,171 633,359 651,452 $40,195 883,542 

Net Revenue 163,132 196,545 176,404 384,639 347,423 
Rate Base, Avg. 

5,,822,0006P90,OOO 5,822,000 6,785,000 6,616,000 Undoprcc. 
P...o. te of Return 2.80% 3.2% 3.03% 5.7% 

1 - Includes $6,100 amortization 

The staff also presented earnings upon depreciated 

rate bases (~~depreciated base less depreciation reserve) with 

intorczt on the depreci~tion reserve included with the ~~uity 

as ~n operating cxpcnse~ For ~he year 1950 ~djusted at present 

water r~~cs, the rate of return by this method is 2.83% and for 

1951 estimated at the proposed rates 5.27%. 

$.25% 

From the above t~ble, it Crul be seen that applicant TS 

earnings in 1950 u.~dcr present rates were about 3%, and that the 

proposed rates would produce about 5.7%. on the r~te b~se esti­

mated by applicant as effective in 1951. In that cstimatc, the 

incrc~se in revenue from new customers amou.~ts to about 10%, 

and the proposed rates would increase revenues about 34%. About 

one .~~l! of the increased gross revenues arc ~bsorbed by increased 

tax li~bility under the currently effective federal income tax 

rD.t~ of 47%. 
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The $~ffT$ estimate of net revenue by the sinl<ing 

fund method is ~37,2l6 less than applicant's. The rate base 

also is somewhat less, about $169, 000, and the indicated return 

is 5.25%. The major dif!erence betwe~n the estimates of 

expenses is ~)40,560 in the allowance for depreciation and 

~ortization. ApplicantTs estimate of depreciation expense is 

based upon factors developed by Commiszion staff engineers in a 

1937 study. For this proceedir~, ~hc staff has made a detailed 

study of the current experience with,and characteristics or, 

present plant and properties, and its estimate of depreciation 

and amortization expense is based upon this study. 

The difference in est~ted rate bases is primarily 

due to treatment of costs expenaed in earlier years ~o develop 

sources of water supply. The staff has deducted the costs from 

the capital base, but has included in expenses the estimated 

annual cost of amortizing such costs. 

From this brief discussion of the cost estimates, it 

is apparent tha~ the present rates in Contra Costa District are 

insufficient to produce an adequate return, and that the 

increased rates proposed by applicant will ~ot yield more than 

a reasona.ble return on the district rate base. 

The filing of this petition by applicant prompted a 

substantial customer op'position. A large p:-oportion of 

applicant's cu~tomers signed statements urging this Commission 

to deny applicant any rate relief, on the basis that ~ates 

were already much higher than in comparable co~uniti0s and 

adjoining service areas. The Board of Supervisors of Contra 

Costa County filed its resolution of September ll1 1950, ~dth 

the Commission, stating that in the opinion of the Board the 

incrcuscs were not merited, that they would tend to increase the 

cost of living, and that they should be denied by the Co~ssion. 
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Although notices of heari:lg ".tcre sent to all interested 

parties, specific presentation in oppos;"tion was made by those 

parties h~rcto£ore listed as appearances. The City of Walnut 

Creek, through its City Attorney, took an active part in the· 

proceeding by presentation of exhibits and testimony and by 

participation in cross-examination. Generally speaking, the 

City contended that applicant should· not be granted an increase 

until it improved the quality of water served, increased the 

efficiency of its operating practices, ~nd established a 

system of rates which would treat customers with greater equity. 

In this cor_~ection, it urged that the lower separate schedule 

of rates for the Port Chicago area be el~~~tod, that whole­

sale ratos to the CityTs own distribution system be designed 

to produce the same level of ne~ return for the City as that 

allowed to applicant, ~nd t~t applic~ntfs proposed alternate 

service c~rgc type of r~t~ be adopted. 

Home owners in the area were rcpr~sented by the Chai~n 

of the Committee to Defeat the tiater ~te Increase. This committ0e 

,w~s sponsored by ~ number of neighborhood i~prove~ent ~ssoci~tions, 

t'he cities of ~,ialnut Creek and Concord, the chambers of commerce 
. 

of those areas, and the Contra Cost~ R~lty Board. I~ w~s the 

contention of this co~~ittcc that pre~cnt rctcs ~re extremely high 

and t h.:l.t the proposed rates arc exorbitant 1 " based upon ~oner3l 

knowlodge of r~tcs in other ~rcas.and not upon the costs incurree 

by ~pplicant to supply the scrvic~. , The committee surveyed the 

w~tcr bills in Eldorcdo P~rk, ~ portion of the Pl~asant Hills area. 

These subdivisions ere solidly built up under tl~ currently famil~r 

~ss subdivision type of dcvclo9mont, end consist of lots ~pproxi­

mctcly 1/4 acre in size with houses in the ~lO,OOO-~ll,OOO c~ss. 
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Water is used for the usual.ho~sehold ~cquircments ~nd for g~rdcn 

irrigation of ~\AlIlS and shrubbery. In a group of 65 consumers, 

four supplied ~rt of th<:ir rcquircm~nts from p~ivc.te wolls. Tho 

a.vcra.gc c..nnual bill of 'those: t,*ing all of their requirements from 

c.pplicant WC~ $73.63, ~n ~vor~ge monthly bill of $6.l~. The 

corrunittoc contended t~t ra.tes as hi~~ or higher than those prcs~ntly 

in effect tended to rostrict the ~nds~ping in the area ~d 

dotra.cted from the v~luc of property in the communitYft Such r~tcs 

also fostered instc.llation of ,riva.tc w0l1s and the formntion of 

districts to distribute ra.w we.tor for g~rden usage from the Contre. 

Costa Canal to residential ~rcas in tho vicinity. Because the 

rc.tes of the neighboring East ~j Municip~ Utility District arc 

more favorable than those chlrgcd by a.pplicant, there is con­

sider,able local sentimc."'l t in favor of expo.nding the District T s 

service area. a.nd substituting its sc::-vice for thc.'t of a.pplic.:lnt .• 

It wa s also suggested tho.t tr.is applica.tion for increc.ses 

in r~tes be denied ruld that ~pplic.:tnt seck to improve its cz.rnings 

in other districts. Customers contended that the relatively high 

l~vel of present Contra Costa ratcs~ if raised, would induce extreme 

he.rdships on Contra Costa custo~ers, end thc.t perhaps such hard­

ships would not be crec.tod'by increc.ses in other c.rea.s. 

\lliile 0.11 of the cont~ntions suggcsted by the pcrtics to 

the proceeding merit vcry c~refu1 consid~r~tion, it ~ppcars that 

the contin~cd c.bility of ~p~lic~t to meet the cxpa.nding de~nds 

of its present customers end to supply the needs of the l:::.rgc 

numb~rs of new customers who ~ro building in the area is ~t least 

one of the most i:lporto.nt single fD.ctors in continuing commu.'"'J.ity 

development. lithe ~te of.th~t development is to be ~intc.incd 

u-'"'J.der present infl~ted price levels, ~s it gives every L'"'J.die~tion 

of being, th~n the imp~ct of rising prices on utility costs would 
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seem to rcquir~ tho same recognition as reflected in the ,rice of 

lots~ homcs~ stre~t work~ and other physic~l clements of the ~rea 

exponsion. 

Applic~ntproposes to withdr~w ~nd c~ncel ~11 f~t r~tc 

service except its pr~scntly effective fire protection schedules. 

In th~ origin<ll filing, ~pplieant propos~d incr~~scs in both the 

q~ntity r~tcs ~nd minimum c~rges of its present fo~ of meter 

rotc. It ~lso proposed to rctoin ~ level of r~tcs in its 

Port Chi~go service ~rc~ diffQront from th~t ~pplicoble to the 

reminder of the Contro. Costa District. 

As ~ port of the evidence: submitted hero:L"'l~ ~pplicont 

furnished ~ s~ry of the results of on allocated cost of service 

study. Thot study, b~scd upon revenues end oxpcns~s of the yc~r 

1950 ~djusted, indic~ted t~t system costs, including return on 

cc.pit\ll~ exceeded rcvcnu:: s by 35%. Th~ u.."'lit cost of wo.ter vo.ned 

consid~r~bly by clo.sses of custo=cr ond by lo~tion. In the 

Port Chi~go system, the customer cost WOos shown to be ~2.42 per 

month, to which d~l':lr~nd costs of 14.e cents Oond supply costs of 

2.3 cents per 100 cubic feet ~rc cdditive. The ~vcrage cost 

to s~rvc all other rcsidcntic.l ~d commcrci~l customers .... ,O,S computed 

o.t $2.32 per month, plus 16.3 cents dc~nd cost o.nd 10.5 cents 

supply costs per 100 cubic f,cct. 

As ~ result of this ~nnly~i$ ~nd in consider~tion of the 

:tdverse effect on load £ncto:r of the diversion of gnrden irrigntion 

requirements to diroct suppl~ of rnw wnter from the Contr~ Cost~ 

C~~l, ~pplicnnt proposed ~n ~lte~tive s~rvice c~rge form of 

schedule: at the hc~ring. Applic~"lt asserted that it h.=.d designee.. 

the service chcrge form of schedule to reflect the results of the 

cost amlysis in spreading the co·st of sc:rvicc, but with the 

objectivo of prodUCing cbout the scme level of revenue o.s would be 
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-deri v'C'd from the minimum charge for:n of rate Pl"opo,sed in the appli­

cation. The rOCOl"d shows that estimated 1951 revenues, with the 
, '., 

service charge forro of rate, would be $9,484 less than the proposed 

minimum charge form. 

The following tabulation indicates typical comparative 

differences between the present and proposed rates at a number of 

representative consumptions: 

i.'tonthlx Bill 
Basic $Za:l.nCh ~lIeter 

: : t.1ain System ' : Port Chicago-' System : 
:Consumption=Present: Proposed Rates :Prcsent: Pro~os~d Rate~ : 

Cubl.c Feet: Rates :~-1~n. Chg. :Serv.Chg,~~~_e..L:r.!in._Q.M..._:Serv .. Chg.: 

0 $ 1.25 $ 2.00 $ 2 .. 10 $ 1.25 .... 1 .. 75 ':~ 2.10 y 

100 1 .. 25 2.00 2.38 ·1 .. 25 1.75 ' 2 .. 27 
400 1.40 2.00 3.20 . ' 1.25 1.75 . " 2 ... 76 

1,000 3.50 4.94- 4.85 2 .. 50 3.43 :' ';.75 
27 000 7.00 9.84 7.60 4.50 6 .. 2~ 5.40 
3,000 10.00 14.74 10.35 6.00 9.03 7.05 
$,000 16.00 21.94 15.85 9.00 13.23 10.35 

From the foregoing tabulation, it is apparent that under 

prevailing rate practices it is not now possible to implement the 

~' City of Walnut Creek's proposal to remove the existing rate differ------ ' 

entials between Port Chica;o customers and all other customers. 

The use of rates embodying a ~re~diness to serve~ charge, however, 

does tend to 'reduce tho existing differentials. 

Applicant supplies raw and rL~ishcd water to a number or 

large industrial customers. At tho time the application was filed 

applicant served such customers under special contracts at rates 

d . +"+" • +" .... ., d" . ~+" l. .... erl.ng ... rom _:. ... 0 .. ar:. ••. rates ... The effective contracts had 

been authorized by this Co~~ssion. Subsequently, applicant c~~celed 

its special contrac~s for finished water and has since billed such 
. 

customers at filed tariff rates. Applicant intends to apply the pro-

posed rates to such cl.'Stomers Wlen authorized. It seeks authority to increase 

the rates applicable to raw water service~~der the ,existing spcci~l 

contl'a~ for ::u:h. sarvice., 'Ib.e present rates :nake a disti:lction in charge 
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for ~to~ obt~incd by the comp~ny from tho river ~d ~ter obt~incd 

from the c~M.l. Th~ di::tinction is l:lC.do in tbe commodity cmrge 

portion of the r~tc. In the proposed r~tc ~pplic~nt is incre~sing 

the D~llvCry Ch:::.rge ~ stro.ight 20'~ in c:lch consucption block ~nd. 

is substituting for :lll cor..sumpt.ions :l commodity r:lte e~ool to the 

r.:ttc p:lid by ~ppli="-nt to the Contr~ Cost..:l County ~'J:lter District 

for ca~l wo.tcr d~livcries. It should be noted in this connection 

t~t the Port ChiC:lgo system is entiroly scp:lr~tc from the res~ 

of the district and ~~s its ~ production, stor~ge, :lnd distribu­

tion r~ciliti~s. The w~tcr tre~tment probl~rns arc considcr~bly 

Simpler. An ~ergency s~ndby interconnoction between the two 

systccs is mcin~~incd. Typi~l bills for rcprcs~nt~tivc consumptions 

:lrc shown in t::'c i'ollo\\i.ng tu.bu~tion: 

. . Q~ntity 
Gallons 

100,000 
500,000 

1,000,000 
5 000,0('10 
10:000~OOO 
50,000,000 

100,000,000 
200 1 000,000 

Industri~l Service 

Monthlv Bills for 
R.:l.W U::.t:.cr Deli".,cr:Lcs 

: ~rcscnt P~tcs :~roposc~ ~tes: 
:rtivcr t',Jat0r:~M..L ~-Jo.ter: All ~1~tc:" : -
$ ~.OO 1'. 5.72 $ 6.22 "R 

20.00 28.00 31.10 
40.00 57 .. 20 62.20 

200.00 286.00 311.00 
400.00 572.00 622.00 

1,350.00' 2~4J.0.OO 2,565.00 
2,350.00 ~,520.00 ~, 775.'00 
~;350.,OO $,740.00 9,195.00 

Th<: st.'lff csti.."'lO.tcs that tho proposed r:".w wo,ter rc.tcs 

"tlould, if applicable, produce 'an incrco.sc of about $15 1 600 in 1951, 

~n incrco.so in such rc:vcnue$ of about 17.4%., 

Under the circums~nce~J it o.ppcars o.ppropric.tc to authorize 

t\.~plic~ntTs proposed rate c~~gcs, including the ~ltcrn~tc schedules 
, , 

of r~tes sought, in the ~pplic.:::.tion herein" tr~t is, tho::;c i:'1 Which 

~he service ch.:::.rgo is set out distinctly froo the commodity c~rge. 
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P~ticul~rly ~~der the conditions which prcv~il in thiz district, . 
it is o~lieved th~t this type of r~te structure will prove less 

discrimin~tory between cl~~scs of users t~n would the type of 
• 

r~te structure presently in effect ~nd which was originally pro-

poz...:d by o.ppliC"-nt to .bo conti:'lucc. in effect. 

Applica..""lt mc.dc c.n orCLl request t b.."'I.t it be .:.uthorizod to 

pror::l.to the billing= rendcr<...'d during the first billing period <lfter 

the effective ~te or the now r.'ltos upon the b~sis of the cvcr~gc 

d.".i1y consumption e 3t~blish'cd by the f'ir st meter rC:lding subsequent 

to t~t effective do.tc in . order to Z\.voic. the necessity of reo.ding 

ell the meters on the effective d'o.te. This procedure CLPl'C:tt'S 

rC\lso~"\blc o.n~ '~y be followed by the com~~ny. 

o R D E R - ~....,.--

C<llifornia vl<ltor Service Co::p.:.ny; hc",ing npplicd to this 

Commission for Zl.n order outhorizing cert<lin incrcc.scs L~ rnt~s ~~ 

eharg<!s inits Centra. Costa Di..."'t..~<:'C, puelie he3...""irlgs· h.:lvjng been hold, cnd 

the m.:.ttcr r~ving beon submitted for deCiSion, 

IT IS HEREBY FOUND AS A FACT th.:l.t the i.."'l.creasos in r\ltes 

c.nd cMrgcs \luthorized hcrci..""l t:.re justific.:d end t~t the existing 

r<lt~s, in so f~r cs they differ from the r~tcs hcroi~ prcscribe~, 

~rc unjust ~nd unre~son~ble; thcrc~orc, 

IT IS HEREBY·ORDEP~D ~s follows: 

1. ApplicD.nt is cuthorized to file in qucdrup1icc.tc 
" .. ith this Commiszion ~£'ter the effective dc.tc of this 
order, in conformity with the Co:Dr.lission fS Gonerol 
Oreer No. 96, the schedule of ~tes shown in J:Xhibit A 
.lttacned hereto Md, .:.fter not less tba.n five (5) d~ys'f 
notice to the Co~~ission c.ne. the publiC, to ~kc 
~id ~.tcs effective ~or service rc.:ndcrcd on t:.nd \liter 
August 1, 1951; ~nd concurrently to c~~cel existing 
r~te schedules superseded by the schedules hereinabove 
~uthorized • 
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2. Applic:lnt, within forty (40) ~ys from the effective dc.tc 
of this order, sl".cll file with this Commission four 
(4) sets of rules .:lnd regultltions governing customer 
re~tions .:lp~li~ble to its entire Contr:l Costa District, 
CClch sot of which 51":.11 eont.,.in :l suit~ble rn.:'-p or 
sketch dr~wn to nn indic:ltcd s~lo upon n sheet $; x 11 
inches in :#izo, delineating thereupon by distinctive 
:r.rkings the bouncL::.ry of .:.ppl~nt TS pr~scnt service 
area ~nd tho loc~tion ther~of with reference to the 
imQedi~te surrounding territory, provided, however, 
t~ t such tiling s~ll not 00 construed :!.s :!. fin.:.l or 
conclusive determi~tion or cst.:.blisr~ent of the dcdic~tce. 
~r~~ of service, or portion thereof. 

3. Appliec.nt, withi.."l forty (40) ~ys ~£tcr the effective 
d~te of tlns order, s~~l fil~ four copies of :l 
comprehensive ~p dr~wn to an indicated s~le of not 
less t~~ 400 feet to the inch, delineating by 
approprlMto mo.rkings tha v:lrious tr,:lC'Cs of l:lnd ~nd 
territory served and the loc:ltion of various properties 
of .:.pplic.:.nt. . 

IT :CS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED thc.t :lpplic.. ..... "lt is authorized 

to revise existing contr~cts with cert~in indus~ri~ consumers 

for the cuppiy of rZlow or untrc~tcd w,,-tcr, Cone. to il'lco:"porc.te 

therein the schedule of ch~rg0s sho~~ in ~~ioit B at~c.chod hereto 

c.nd, <liter such notice ~s mny be !'"cquired by the provisions of 

e~ch of the sevcr~l contr~cts) to ockc s.:.id rc..tcs effective fo'!" 

~uch service rendered therc~£tcr but not e~rlier t~~ on AUo~st 1, 

1951. Each such re:viscd contr.'lct shtll1 be prepared i.~ conformity 

with Po.r<lgrc.ph X-A of the Co:nmission T s Gcncrc.l Order No. 96 .:;nd, 

'~thin thirty (30) days after the execution thereof, applic:lnt 

s~ll submit two copies or ~c..ch revised eontrc..ct for filing. 

The effective ci.'ltc of this order sh.:l.ll be t·,..".cnty (20) 

dc..ys ~£ter the date hereof. 
4 3 ,--c..:.y of Dated <It S~n Frc..ncisco,Olli!orni<l, this 

~~~~ ___ , 1951. 
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Schedule No. r' . 
C;~ ME'rmEO 'SER:VICE 

APPUCABn.I'rr,~: . 

Applicable to .uJ. wat.er· s~cc· .furnished 'on a. mct-ere<rba.s1s." 

TffiRITORY, ' 

In tho 'Ilnineorpor4~' town or ·Port C'biea.go';" Contra Co~ COunty;" 

RATES . 
Per Met.er 
Per Y~nth .. , ~ 

Rea.dines~to-Serve Charge: '.' 

For SiS-inch meter •• ; ••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •• ·$·2.10 . 
3/4-inCh ':n.et.e%-. ~ :.. ••• e ............. ~ • ~ •••••• ' 2.40 

l-inch meter.~."~ ••••••••••••••• ,..~ •• ~.. ';3.00 
l~ineh mete%". ~ ; ................ .., ••• ,; .. .; ~ ,; ~. 4.;0 
2 ... 1nch meter .... ·.;. ••••••••••••••••• .; .. ~ ~ ~.. . . 6.20 

'I'· , . ~-ixlch meter .. ;':~' ........................... f 20.00 ~ r' 

4-ineh meter.;~;'~ ................... :........ 30.00 " 

6-1neh meter.;;~e'.,_ •••••••••••••••.••.• ~ •. .; . 41.00' .. 
S-ineh meter~; .. ·.fI~ ....... · •••••••••••• 'I.·.·.· •• · $9.00 

lo-ineh meter .. ·;··~ ..... ~.~.·.· •••••••••••.•.•.•.•.•. 80.00 

Quantity Rate: ,',' 

,. 
,," 

For all wa.terdel:iv~ed'; per 100 cu. !t.' ..... ''0.165' " 

'l'he Read1ne:5:S:-t.O-Serv~' Charge is 8. service 
charge", 'Applical>J.;e:·~ 'all· metered ~ce ~ 
and i~. to be added' ·'tQ."t.he monthly chargo 
eomputed-'"at the Quantity' Ra:te. 
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E:OilBIT A. 
Pll.ge 2 ot 6 

Schedule No.2 

G~ ME'l'ERED SERVICE, 

APPLICABILI'l'Y 

TERa!TORY 

In the entire. area. ~ed. by the Comp.any in its Contra. Co3ta. Di5triet .. 
except Port Chicago ~ in Contra. Costa. County. . 

RATES 
Per Meter 
Per Month 

Readinoss-to-Serve Charge: 

For 5/~ineh meter ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~. $ 
3/4-ineh m<rt.er .......... ~ ................ ~. ~ ~ .. ~ ~ ,:: .. : ~.. . 

2.10 
2.40 
3.00 
4.$0 
6.20 

l~1neh.meter ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
l~1neb meter ••••••••• _ ••• ; ••••• ~~.~.~~.~~~ ••• 

., + I' • , ....... , 

2-inehmeter ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
3,.,1neh met.er .................. ~ ~ e' ... - .' •• ; •• ' ••••••• ,. . 

~ineh meter •••••••••••••••••• ~ •• ~.' ..... _ ..... .. 
6-ineh met.er. '* : •••••••••••••• :.' .... e' ....... ' •••• 

8-ineb. met..e:-_ ~ : '" • ,. ............ e' .' .. ~ ..... '" ........ . 
le>-.il:lch meter. ~ •••••••••••••• e" : .. e' .' ............. . 

l2-ineh meter •• ~. "' ••••••••• ., •• e': ......... ~ "' .•.•. ~ 
Quantity Ra.te~: 

For the r~,30~OOO Qu.rt ... ~ 100 cu.'ft ...... ~ •• 
For all over 30~OOO '~1't ... per 100. cu.!t •. _ ....... .. 

20.00 
30.00 
41.00 
59.00 
80.00 

llO.OO 

0.275 
0.20 . 

The Readiness-to-Se~~Charge.is.& service 
Qhargea.pplicable to; :.ill mete:etid ~ee " 
and is:,to be a.dded to. the monthly charge 
computed. at the Quantity Ra.te5 .• ' .' 



ZXHIBIT A 
Page 3 or 6 

",,', .. .'. °ll" • 

Schedule No: :3 

" 

PUBLIC FIRE H:roRANT SERVICE' "" -
APPLICABn.rr:c 

• .. I • _, ~ '; " ,..: r' ,.. ; ~ . , .' • • ':." " , ' .... 

A~ca.bl~ to public :!'ire .hydrtt.nts a.ttached to the' Company"5 d:Lstribu-
tion ~ ror fire protection. . 

;.".' : . . , 

'I'ERRI'I'CRY 
... '" t ' • • 

In the un1ncorpora:t.ed tcwn or Port Chicago; Contra:--COsta'·County. 

RATES 
Per Y..onth '" 

, ...... ,...·1", '," , 

For each tire ~ant •••• · •• · •• · ••• '. • • • • • •• • ••• ~ 1.50 . 

: -~. v~. • I ',,' :, • \ ':" - ...... ~,.. . 

SPECIAL CO~roI~!ONS 
, . ,.' 

All other public us~s' a.t "GeD~~ Ketered ~ce"rate'z~"'- , 



EXHIBIT A. 
Pa.ge 4: or 6 

:, {Schedule No.4 

POBLIC.FIRE i!!DRANT SERVICE --
APPI.ICABILIT'! 

. A.pplicable to public· rire; .hydrants atta.ehed ~ the. CoI:1pSlly' t: di~ribu-
tion mains tor rire Foteet1on. ., . .-

nlUU:TORY 

In the entire a.rea.··~ed. 'by the .. Com~ in its Contra Co:;t& Di~rict" 
except Port Chicago." 1n' Contra. '. Co5ta . County. 

For ea.ch 2-inch· tire. hydrant ................. '" .. oo.'" .... oo. $ l.2$ 
~ For each 3-incb. tircth;fdrant ............. oo .................. •· 1.75 

For each 4-inch ~.rc>' .hydra.n~, .... , ••• '" ................. : .. :, 2.50 
For each 6-inch fire' hyclrant •.•.•.•• oo ........ ::oo "oo .~~.: 3.00 

~ .. # ' 

SPECIAl o)NDmONS 

All other 'PUblic ~~ at· "General·Y.etered. Service" rs.te~. 
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E(HIBIT A 
Page S 01: 6 

Sehed~e bTo. S 

PRIVA'l'Z FIRE PROTECTION 
01'KE:R THAN' PRIVATI:: AUT'C5RilTIC FIRE Sz.taN'KLm SERVICE -

APPUCABrun 

Ap:olie.a.ble o~ to private fire protection services to which no other 
conneetion:J may be attached. except. l~1nch and. 2-inch hose eoxmeet1ons rmd/or 
standpipes or hydrants and which are regularly ~ted by the underwriter~ 
having juri~ction.. are installed according to speeitic3.t10llS or the Compa.r:y, 
and are mainta.in~ to the satisfaction of :5aid Company. 

T~ITORY 

In the entire -area. :served. by the Com.~ in its ContrA Cost.a. Di:51:.riet., 
in Contra. Costa Comlty. 

2-inch conneetion ............................. $ 2.50 

~ineh connection............................ 2.75 
3-ineh eonnect1on ••••••••••••••..•.•••. 4 ••••• 3.00 
4-inch connection............................ 4.00 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

Connections mu:5t be entirely separate from art:! other service. 

The Company maj" install the st.3.nd4rd dete¢tor type meter approved by the 
Board of Und.erwriters tor protection again:rt. thett, le.a.kJl.ge, or waste 01: water. 

It a distribution main of adequate size to :serve a separate tire pro­
tect:i.on ~tem ~or inside hose connections and t:ire hydrants only,. in addition 
to all other nomal service, does not exist in the street or alley adja.cent to 
the premises to be served, then a. s~rvice main from the nearest existing main 
of 3.dequate ca.pacity shall be installed a.t the cost of the Applicant .. 

For water delivered, based. on monthly meter rea.dings~ "General Metered 
Service" rates shall a.p~. 
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. 
E<HIBI'l' A 

Page 6 01: 6 

• '. f • 

Schedule No.6 
..... , ' 

PRIVATE .... AU'rOl-l:~.;.;~'!'I __ ;...;;.C~· SPRINKI.:ER SOOICE 

AP?UCABIlITY', 

Applicable orJ.:r to a private 8.utoma:t.ic tire sprinkl« service to which no 
connect1ons' ·tor other than fire protection purpo~:; are 'lJllowed -·and wbich· are 
regularly in.:.~edOy the UndeNriters having j~ction" are ~ 
accordi:o.g to ~pe-eiZieatioll$ o! the Compa::lY, and are maintained. t,o. the :Ja.tis­
!e.et.ion o! $aid Company. 

~I'I'ORY 

In the entire area. ~erVed by the .'~' in it.s Contra. Costa. District ~ 
in Contra. Co~ County., 

RATES. 
Per l-tonth 

4-inch eonneet1Gn ••• ;;;~ ••••••• ~ •••• ~~.~ •••••• $ 4.00 
.6-in.eb.. connection.~· ~ '.~"; ................ e'.... .... 6.00 
'S ... 1neh eOmlection ••• ~:.................................. lO.oo 
Each li-ineh or under inside hose conn~ion... .50 
Eaeh2-inen inside'ho~e eonn~tion............ .75 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

Zhe ~ may instill th~ ~ detector ,type meter approved 'b7 the 
Boo.rd ot Unde:t"W%'itertJ rcr pre-t:.ect1on against thef't" leakage, cr wa.~e o! water. 

I! a di~ribut.ion ma1n or adeq-J.&te 3ize to. ·serve,a,. : pri va.te automa.tie fire 
extinglli:sh1 ng 'Y'"tem'in: a.d.diti"n to all other norma.l \:service does not exi$t in 
the street "or .3.lley adja.eent to the premi:.e3 to be, s~ed; then a. serviee main 
1"rom the' ~en.re:rt, exi:ning tUiin 01" adequate eapa.eity ~hall be installed at. the 
eost ot the ApplieMt.. . 

For wat~ delivered~"b8.~edon' monthi:r met.er rea.~o, "General Metered 
Service" charges ~apply"" . 

It not otherwise provided" !or" eaeh private tire hydrant owned and. 
attached. 'b1 the eonsumer;'to a. pr1~te automatie fire :sprinkler serviee shall 
be chArged tor monthly at'the same ra.te a.~ charged for 8. public t1re hydrant .. 



A-3143l JA 

EXBIBIT B 

J 

SCHEDOtE OF CP.ARGFS JJ>PtICABtE ·rotn;""l'RZA.1'ED "IlATiP.. 
PUR~.UNDER sp~clAi CONTRACT OONVI110NS 

Per l'JOnth 

For the tir!t 10,,000,000 gal~., ~ :Dillion g.a.ls ............. $ 30.00 
For the next 10,000,000 gals~, per million gals •••• p....... 24.00 
For the next 10,000,000 gals., per ~on gals............ 18.00 
For all over 30,000,000 gals~, per ~on gals............ 12.00 

COMMODITY CHARGE 

For water a.<XJ.u1re<i by Wa.ter Comp.a:ny £%.cm C4na.i Service or tor wa.t~ ., 
oOtain«1. by r'Tater C¢mpa.ny 1'rom ~urces other than CIln.aJ. ~ee, iDelud.1ng 
water from l'~lard Slough, con:romer sball 'pa::J' 11ater C¢mpa.ny &t a. rate 
equ1valent to the eost to Wa.t.er Compa.Dy or water delivered to it AS c.a.nal 
S~ee by Contra. Co~ Co'Wlty Wa.t.er Distr:i.et. 


