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Deci~ion No. 461.81. ----
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COIoJ.ilSSI0N OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of 
,POMONA VALLEY WATER COZ.~ANY 

for authority to raise rates and charges 

) 
) 
) 
) - - - - .. - - - - - ... - ~ - - - - - - - - - .... ) 

Investigation into the operations and 
service of CLAP~ BLUM BARTLETT, dba Pomona 
Valley Water Company, in connection with a 
public utility water system at Los Serranos 
Village, near Chino, San Bernaraino County 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Application NO.32463 

Case No. 5231 

Steiner Larsen l for applicant; Leslie L. Heath, 
for Dr. 'Philiip Stephens, ~Ir. and }'1'rs. Eorace 
Kincaid, Mr. 'and ~~s. John T. Foy, ~~. and Mrs. 
W. K. Sprott, ~~. and ~xs. H. G. ~~ller, 
Yx. Seth Venie, Mrs. Frances Schlessinger; 
Melvin Shaw and y~s. Chester ~~ller, in propia 
~SOIla:;--tovel·g~sll. ranch manager, for 
Car~ o. Je2m; Clyde Fa Norris and A. L. Gieleghe~, 
for the CO:rJlU.5S1.0n St.arr~-

OPINION IN APPLICATION No. 3246f 
FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL INTkR!R OPINION IN ~AS No. 5231 

clara Blum Bartlett, an individual, doing business as 
Pomona Valley Water Company, owner and operator of a water system, 

by the above-entitled application filed June 5, 1951, seeks 

authority to increase rates for domestic ~~d irrigation water 

service at Los Serranos Village, ne~r Chino, San Bernardino County, 

Cali for l'li a • 

The matter of the Commission's investigation was insti­

tuted by its order dated September 19, 1950, with the stated purpose 

to determine (a) the adequacy ar.d sufficiency of the water supply 

available to, and the distribution thereof by, applicant, and 

(b) the feasibility at this time, or in the future, 'of attaching 

new or additional domestic or agricultural services to applicant's 

water system. By its Decision No. 45056 dated November 28, 1950, 

-1-



" 

A-32463 
C-5231 

in Case No. 5231, the Commission issued an in~erim order which 

continued in effect those certain restrictions placed upon the 

furnishing of water to new or addi~ional consumers by app1ic~nt, 

contained in paragraph 2 of the order, in Decision No. 44500 

dated June 30, 1950, in Case No. 5196, exce?~ for the lifting of 

the restrictions with respect to two specific consumers. 

An adjourned public hearing in Case No. 5231 was held 

before Ex~lincr Warner in Chino, Califorr~a, on July 1$~ 1951, 

, at which time further evidence was taken, and ~he matter was 

0 7 ~ontinued • All, "j, ... .4cjourned :L ap~ .. " ;, " Case No. 5231 ~d a 

hearin~ in Application No. 32463 were consolidated for hearing 

on August 17) 1951, before Examiner l'larner ~t Chino, Cali.fornia, 

at which time the matter of Application No. 32463 was submitted, 

and the matter of Case No. 5231 was continued to a date to be 

set. 

In Decision No. 45056 the COmmission, among other 

things, found th~t, due to litigation, during 1950 and the early 

part of 1951, contesting applicant's title, she was unable 

financially to carry out cer~ain plans and specifications for 

the repair and rehabi1ita~ion o~ her water system as outlined 

by her in compliance with the Co~issionTs order in Decision 

No. 44500. 

At the hearing in July, 1951, evidence was adduced to 
/19)\ ~~ 
v<-~. the effect that the b-$£U'A= I.E, ,j to-titl7x :.nd ~ll other, 

litigc3.tion against the Pomona Valley Water Company had ceas~ 

and that full title now rosted in ~xs. Bartlett. Ho~ever, the 

wi tncss Bart1~t~ and ot.hcrs testified that, 'due to the 

unfavorable earnings position of Pomona Valley Water Company, 

as discussed hereinafter, she had been un~ble to effect the 

necczsary financing either with private o~nks or with insur~ce 
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companies or the Reconstruction Pinence Corporction in order 

to purchase the necessary equipI:'!ent to p~ce the "rater system 

in ~ound operating condition. She further testified th~t the 

estimated cost for effecting such installations had risen, nnd 

that her estimated financial needs had thereby increased from a 

minimum of approximately $50,000 in 1950 to between $75,000 and 

$100,000 in July of 1951. 

With r~spect to the current operating condition of 

the water system, Richard P. :r-!ogle, a witness for Mrs. Bar'tlett, 

tes'tified a't the Augus't, 1951, hearing, that the bowls in the 

~ 
,.., .~ tJ.:,. ellissier welllf'ad !IMr:- to be lowered tr..ree times during the 

last year due to a decline in the water level in the area. This 

witness testified, ana Exhibit No. 2 shows, that the total 

tested production capacity of the three wells producing water 

for ap?licantts system is as follows: 

~lell -
Jelm 
Junior Republic 
Pellissier 

Total 

Capacity in Gallons per Minute 
Per :&h. No. 2* 

98 
472 
2ll 

1,157 

* As tested August 15, 1951, by Southern California Edison Co. 

,The witness ~~ogle further testified, however,. that 

until Y~s. Ba~tlett is able to obtain financial aSSistance, and 

to rehabilitate the WQter syste~1 particularly with re~pect to 

the replacement of the redwood stave transmission line across 

the golf course, and to replace the distribution mains in 

Tract No_ 1932, thereby relieving the low pressure and poor 

service conditions in that area of the water system, his 

recoIn.":'lendation .~ ould continue to be t!'lat the water service 

oxten3ion restrictions imposed by Decision No. 45056 be continued 
. f.;:> ln e ... oct. 
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'11i th resp~ct to the three tracts (,If tho Don Lugo 

CQrpor~tion, viz~, Tr~cts Nos. 2650, 2562, and 2576, San Bernardino 

County, the witness Fisher asked again that the restrictions on 
• 

the furnishing of additional water service therein be lifted. 

It appears from the record that under the terms of contracts 

b~tween the former owners of Pcmona Valley Water Company, 

Pomon~ Valley Resort Water Company, ~~d Don Lugv Corporation, 

d~ted 0ctober 22, 1946, Jan~ry 15, 1947, ~nd llMarch 29, 1947, 

applYing to the subdivider's advances for service extension 

ccnstruction in Tracts Nos. 2576, 2562, ~d 2650, respectively, 

copies of which were filed at the August 1951 hearing as 

Exhibit No. 7, P~s. Bartlett would now be required to refund 

$141.98 per ~dditicnal consumer in Tract No. 2576, ~139.54 per 

additional ccnsumer in Tract No. 2562, and $148.28 per additional 

consumer in Tract No. 2650 each ti~e a service cor~ection is 

,made in said subdivision until the advance in said subdivision 

is paid in fulL The ,~ounts originally advanced by Don Lugo -Corporation are as follows: Tract No. 2576, $11,090.90; 

Tract No. 2562, $4,967.12; Tract N,~. 2650, $3,159.27. "When asked 

./ if he wC'.tld be willing ":.0 tl.ttempt to renegotiate said contrac~ 

to provide th~t refunds would be mode to the subdivider out or 
35% of the gross revenues deriving from the service extensions 

into a subdivision, over a 10-year p~riod, Fisher stated that he 

w.culdbe ~Wi1ling to do so. He testified, however, that he would 

be willing t~ give X-IS. Bartlett a one year moratvrium on the 

making of refunds for each service extension into the tracts of 

the D~n Lugo Corporation, and that he would attempt to sell a 

wat6r meter with each hous€, thereby relieving the water cc~p~ny 

of that capital cxp~nditure. The Balance Shoet dated June 30, 

1951, filed as Exhibit No.1, showed Subdividers Advances in the 
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amour.t of $11,341.57, ar.d t~e recore shows that this is 

p~imarily composed of advances by Don Lugo Corpnration to the 

water company. It is ~bvious that the making of refunds under 

~ the present contracts should be deferred until applicant's 
, -

earnings position has improved to the ex~ent that adequate 

financing of the entire water system operations can be obtainee. 

The ~~tness Bartlett testified that the rate increase 

application herein being considered, which contains a straight­

across-the-board 100% requested increase in all water rates, was 

filed in an attempt t~ improve applicant's earnings position. The 

foll~wing is a comparative summary of applicant's present and pro­

posed rates: 

POMONA VALLEY WATER COMP~~Y 
COX.l?ARISON OF PR~ENT AND PROPOSED RATBS 

SchedUle .No. I 

GENERAL METERED SERVICE 
Present 
Rates* 

Proposed 
Rates 

~uantit~ Charge: 
irst 800 cu. rt. , per 100 cu. ft .•........ 

Next 1,200 cu. ft. , per 100 cu. ft ......... 
Next .3,000 cu. rt. , per 100 cu. ft .......... 
Next 20,000 cu. rt. , per 100 cu. rt. .......... 
Next 25,000 cu. ft., per 100 cu. ft ......... 

MinimUI:l Charge: 
For 5/8 x 574-inch meter 
For .3!4-inch meter 

., ....... ., ........... . · ................. ,. .. . 
For l-inch meter · .................. . 
For l~-ineh meter • •••••• II ............ . 

For 2-inch meter ., .................... . 

~.25 
.20 
.15 
.10 
.05 

~2.00 
2.25 
2.75 
4.00 
6.00 

)\( Present rates of Pomona Valley ~later Company 
established by Decision No. 3780;, dated 
April l7~ 1945, in Application No. 258.34. 
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Schedule No. 2 

FLAT ~ATE DOMESTIC SERVICE --- - .. 

Present 
Rates 

For one residence of 5 rooms or less on 
one lot of 7,500 square feet in area, or 
less, including irrigation of lawn, 
garden and shrubs ..•.......•..•.•...•••• $2.50 

For each additional room •••.••.••••••.••• .20 
For each additional lot having an area of 

7,500 square feet or less ...•••.•••••••• 1.50 
For each additional 100 souare feet of area 
irrigated in excess of 7;500 square feet on 
s~e lot or adjoining lot •••.••••••.•••• .02 

For each additional residence on the same 
lot, when occupied .••.•.•.••••..•••••••• 1.00 

For irrigation of otherwise unimproved lots, 
$0.02 per 100 square feet per month, where . 
separ~tc service connections are installed, . . , 50 ltLJ. nlmum ................ .,.................. ... ... 

For horses or cattle, per head •.••••••••• .25 
For se~~rate service conn~ction to stables 
or enclos~res for horses, cattle or other 
livestock, minim~ •••••••••••••••••••••• 2.50 

Schedule No. 3 

FLAT ~ IRRIGATION SERVICE 

Golf course, throughtout the year, 
per 100 sq. ft ......................... . 

Irrigation of crops, gravity flow: 
per acre ft ............................ . 

Present 
Rates 

$0.01 

15.00 

Proposed 
Rates 

$5.00 
.40 

).00 

.04 

2.00 

3.00 
.50 

5.00 

Proposed 
Rates 

$0.02 

30 .. 00 

An accounting witness for applicant submitted as Exhibit 

No.1, a Balance Sheet as of June 30, 1951, and a Profit and Loss 

statecent for the period January l~ 1951, to June 30,'1951. The 

latter showed a net loss of $2,451.1$ for tho period. An esti~te 

of earnings for the year 1951, at the present and prop~sed rates, 

and a Schedule of Additions and Retire:nents to Fixed Assets since 

December 31, 1943, were also included in Exhibit No.1. 

A Comoission st~ff engineering witness submitted a 

Report on an Investigation of the Operations of Pomona Valley 

Wat~r COQP~~Y, as Exhibit No.4. This report includ~d the 

recorded revenues'and expenses of applicant for the years 1946 

through 1950 and for the first six months of 1951, and estimates 
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of op8r~ting rovenU0S ~nd expenses for the fiscal year 

July 1, 1950, to June 30, 1951, on a normal basiS, at both the 

pres~nt ~nd the proposed rat~s. 

The following tabu1~tion is a summary of the information 

contained in Exhibits Nos. 1 ~nd 4; 

POMONA VALLEY WATER COivIP ANY 

SlJ1.1rviARf OF EARNINGS 

· -: ~er ~o. EY..h. ~o_ ! }Ser 15m~ ~x1i. Flo. /.., 

Estimated ;Estimated Fiscal Yr.; 
Recorded Year 1221 : 2-1-20 to 6-2°-21 
1-1-51 · · to Present : Proposed: Present . Proposod. . 

Item 6-20-21 : Ra.tes : Rates Rates Rates 

Opere Revenues $ 4,515 $ 8,430 $16,282 $11,9$S $2.3,976 

. Oper. Expenses 6.966 16,711 16,711 15,066 16,93$ 

Net Op~rating 
Revenues (2,451) (iL~8I) (~) (2 .i:;L~) 7,03$ 

(Red F'igure) 

In discussing the condition of applicant's books, 

applicant's acco~~ting witness stated that h0 ~d been employed 

by applicant for but one month, and that the acounts shown in 

Exhibit No.1 were those shown on applic~~t's books of accounts 

without adjustments thereto. He stated th~t) in his opinion, 

it would be necessary to make many adjustments to applicant'S 

books of ~ccount before the books would properly conform to the 

Uniform Cl~ssification of Accounts for Water Corporations 

prescribed by the Co~ission. With respect to the Profit and 

Loss Statement for the period January 1, 1951, to J~~c 30, 1951, 

he stated that certain items of expense for power bills, 

particularly with respect to those applicable to the Junior 

Republic well, could not be located, and that some expenses of 

the water company were being paid by the Los Serranos Country 
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Club, out of its bank account , with no expense being charged to 

the utility. This witness further testi£i~d that no c~rges 

had b'~n rond~red by the Country Club against the utility's 

~ccounts for the bookkeeper's salary, or the superintendent's 

and ~~s. Bartlett's services. Also, no charges were rendered 

against the utility for rent of office space 1 use of office 

machinery or ~ublic utilities, i.e. light, heat 1 ~ter, and 

telephone. He also testified that certain legal expenses 

resulting from extensive court litigation and other legal ~tters, 

were not shown on the utility's books. 

ApplicuntfS accountir~ witness testified that he 

intended to set up and 1 in the future,keep applicantTs books in 

accordance with prescribed accountin~ procedures, and applicant, 

herself, concurred in the intention to see th~t that is done. 

In discussing Exhibit No.4, the Commission staff 

witness testified th~t applicant has not been billing the Jelm 

accoun~ properly fer water taken fron the Jelm well under the 

terms of a contract dated December, 1947, between Gordon Bell 

et al, for~er owners and operators of ?omor~ V~lley Water Company, 

and Carl O. ~~d Henrietta Jelc, a copy of w~~ch was filed at 

the A~gust hearing as ?~rt 1, ~~ibit No.6. Under this contrcct 

Jelm was to receive one-third of the ~~ter produced from the well 

without charge, and was to be billed fer any excess water 

delivered to him. The costs of 0pBration'of the well, including 

the power costs, were to be bornG two-thirds by the utility and 

one-third by Jelm. Tho cost of drilling and constructing the 

well> including the cost ~~d installation of a pump and motor 

were bcrnB by Jelc; the well site being owned by the owners of 

the utility. 

Tho Commission engineer further testif1ed that deliveries 

of water to a lake locat~d adjacent tO I but not within applicant's 
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service area, likewise had not been billed properly in accordance 

with the terms of a contract dated January, 1948, between Gordon 

Bel1~ et a1, former owners of Pomona Valley Water CompanY7 and 

Harold V. and Helen M. Saffell, a copy of which was filed at. the 

August hearing as Part 2 of Exhibit No.6. Under this contract, 

water was to be sold to Saffell for the lake at the rate of one cent 

per hour-inch. The Commission engineer stated that no revenues had 

been received by applicant from this source whatsoever. It is 

evident that the free furnishing of this wate,r for the lake has 

increased applicant's normal pumping power costs and applicant should 

either apply the contract rate or discontinue the service. Under 

the present arrangement: all other utility consumers are dis­

criminated against and the utility loses the operating revenue, 

which, in conjunction with other losses of operating revenues, 

partially accounts for applicant's present financial stress. 

The Commission engine~r further testified that the 

billings by Pomona Valley ~ater Company to Los Serranos Country Club 

for water used by the latter on its golf course had not been made in 

accordance with the utility'S filed schedules of rates with respect 

thereto) ~nd that if such billings had been made properly the 

operating revenues from this account would have been about $4,300 

per year instead of $1 , 200 as actually recorded on the company's 

books. 

Concerning the operating expenses as recorded and as 

estimated, the Commission staff witness confirmed the t.~stimony of 

applicant'S witness in so far as it ~pplied to the unrecorded 

expenses as between the Country Club and the utility, ar.a the 

incorrect records, and accounting of other types of expenses in 

general. He stated that he had been unablG to subcit, for the 

CommissionTs consideration 7 an estimated rate of return due 'to the 

deficiencies in accounting procedures, the in~dequacies of the 
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revenue billing methods end applications, the improper recording of 

tho utilityTs operating expenses, and the uncertainties and con­

tingencies affecting the dete~ination of an estimated rate base. 

He stated that he had, however, submitt~d an estimate of the total 

operating revenues based on the assumption that proper billing 

practices h~d been apylied,- and of the total normal operating exp~nses 

based on the assumption that the wat~r system was in good operating 

condition, including proper bookkeepi~g and accounting practices and 

prudent management, and that the contecplat~d capital expenditures 

for rehabilitation of the syst~m had been cade. 

A Summary of Appraisal of Invested Capital, which includes 

the estimated original cost, plus ov~rheads, of applicant's intangible 

and tangible capital as shown in Exhibit No. 23 in Application No. 

25$3~, together with the adjustments, retirements, and additions end 

betterments to December 31, 1950, as included in Exhibit No.4, the 

Commission staff report, shows the total fixed capital, as of 

December 31, 1950, to have amounted to $1°°,264.62. The Commission 

staff engineer testified that an adjusted depreciation reserve in the 

amount of $22:591.58 was established in 1945 on a 5% sinking fund 

basis in Applic~tion No. 25$34, and that h~ had recoQPuted the 

depreciation reserve as of December 31, 1950 1 on a straight-line 

b~sis, using the lives as set up in Exhibit No. 23 in Application 

No. 25834, and the fixed capit~l ~s sh~~ in Exhibit No.4, with a 

resultant depreciation reserve as of December 31, 1950, in the ~ount 

of $42,512.13. 

It is evident from the record that applicant's normal 

operating net revenue after taxes and depreciation would be about 

$7,000 per year under the proposed rates which would produce an 

excessive rate of return. It is considered, however, that ~pplicant 

is in nGcd of financial relief, and the order herein therefore will 

authorize the filing of a new schedule of just ~nd reasonable rates. 
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The fixed capital that could reasonably be adopted 

~~der this operation follows: 

Fixed Capital 
Accrued Depreciation 

$100,265 
~215l2 

Depreciated Capital 
Advances for Cons~ruction 

Lowest Estimate of Necessary 
Additions to Rehabilitate 
the System to Provide 

57,753 
11,342 

46,411 

Service 50.000 

Total 96,411 

It is estimated that a net revenue of $5,600 will be 

produced by the rates established herein and will result in a 

return of 5.S1% on the above-estimated fixed capital. 

The record shows that if and when the water system is 

properly reccnstructed, it is capable of supplying a much larg~r 

number of consumers than are presently being served. The immin6nt 

transfer of the State of California Women's Prison from Tehachapi 

to Chino should bring many new families into the cOIIllLunity) many of 

which would be potential water consumers. After taking this and 

other reSidential development possibilities in the community into 

consideration~ it is possible that within one year, if finances per­

mit, the ap9li cant should be able to serve
J 

~~d be serving: ~pproxi­

mately 500 consumers inste~d of the approximatel, 200 consumers as 

at present. 

The Commission recognizes that under Y~s. Bartlett's 

operation the present water consumers have been, and are: receiving 

better water service than at any time in the history of the water 

system. WhilB at the same time that it recognizes the severe service 

defici~ncies complained of1 the Comcission also recognizes the 

existence of the difficult operating problems peculiar to this 

utility, particularly with respoct to its litigation b~fore the 
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courts, its several transfers of o~~crship, sometimes under what 

appear to have been unusual circumstances, and its resultant financial 

stress as indicated hereinabove. The addition of the water production 

from the Pellissier well to the system 1 together with the construction 

of the 8-inch transmission main from the ?ellissier well> plus the 

many repairs ~de to thetr~~s~ssion system fro~ the Je~ well and 

the Junior Republic well, to the booster station and across the golf 

course, all constitute beneficial steps taken by the present operator 

in the public interest. 

The applicant should immediately ccnduct a consumer survey 

to determine that all acco~~ts nre being metered and billed in 

accordance with applicant'S filed rate schedules, in order that all 

possible sources of rcven.ue ~ay b~ realized, and that no discrepancies 

and misbilling shall take place, and the Order herein will provide 

that such a survey be made at once. 

With respect to the possible lifting of restrictions on the 

addition of 'new consumers, the COmQission concludes that this would 

not be in the public interest at this time, ~~d the matter of the 

Commission's investigation into the applicant's operations will be 

continued, looking toward a possible lifting of s~id restrictions 

upon the completicn of the necessary and plar~ed improvements to 

applicant's water systeo as outlined hereinabove. 
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ORDER IN APPLICATION NO. J246~ 
FIRST SUPpLEMkNTAL INT~IM ORDER L~ CA E NO. 5231 

Clara Blum Bartlett, an individual, owner and operator of 

Pomona Vall~y ~~ater Company) a public utility, having applied to the 

Commission for an increase in water rates, a public hearing having 

been held, the matter having been submitted and now being ready for 

decision, and public hearings having been held in the matter of the 

investigation on the Co~is$ionTs own motion into the operations of 

Clara Blum Bartlett, doing business as Pomona Valley :later Company, 

and that matter having been cont~~ued to a date to be set; 

/ 

IT IS HEREBY FOUND AS A FACT: 

1. That Clara Blum Bartlett, an. individual, doing 
business as Pomona Valley ~;ater Company, is still 
unable financially to effect certain plans and 
specifications for the repair and rehabilitation 
of the Pomona Valley Water Company which would 
materially improve the water company's operations, 
and that it would not be in the public interest to 
remove or modify the restrictions placed in effect 
by the Commissions's Decision No. 45056 dated 
November 28, 1950; and 

2. That the increases in rates and charges as authorized 
herein are justified, ~~d that present rates, in so 
far as they differ from t."lose herein prescribed , are 
unjust and unreasonable; therefore,---

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

1. That the restrictions placed upon the furnishing 
of water to new or additional customers by Clara 
Blum Bartlett, owner and operator of Pomona Valley 
~I/ater Company I as contained in paragraph 2 of the 
order in DeCision No. 44500, issued June 30, 1950, 
in Case No. 5196, and continued in effect with two 
exceptions by Decision No. 45056 dated November 2$, 
1950) be further continued in effect; 

2. That applicant is authorized to file in quadruplicate 
With this Commission after the effective date of this 
order, in conformity with the CommiSsion's General 
Order No. 96, a schedule of rates as shown on 
Exhibit A attached hereto together with rules and 
regulations and tariff service area map acceptable 
to this Commission, and to make the rates shown in 
Schedules Nos. 1, 2, and :3 tb.eran effective for 
service rendered on and after the effective date of 
this orc.er .. 
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3. That applicant shall conduct a consumer billing 
and metering survey to determine t.hat all accounts 
are being metereci and billed properly, and shall 
submit within n~nety (90) days to the Commission, 
for its information, a report of the results of 
such survey. 

The effective date of' this order shall be twenty {20) 

days after the date hereof. ;aV 
II --0, Dated at San Francisco, California) 

~.)MiAM lHA) , 1951. 

this 

of 
U 

day 

Commission~rs .. 
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APPUCABIL!TY 

:E:<P.IBIT A 
Page 1 of 3 

Schcdw.e No. 1 

Applicable to metered water service for general domestic and 
commercial purpose5. 

TmRITORY 

In anel in the vicinity of Los Serrll."los Village, San uerr.a:rdino 
CO'U."lty, California.. 

RATES -
QoJ.:lnti ty Charge: 

First eoo cu.!t. or less ••••••••••••.••••••••••• ~ •••• 
Next 1,200 cu.ft. 1 ~r 100 cu.ft. ~ •••••••••••••••••••• 
Uext. 3,000 cu..ft., per 100 cu..ft ..................... . 
r~ext 20,000 eu..ft., per 100 cu..ft ............................. . 
Over 25,000 cu..ft., per 100 cu..ft •••••••••••••••••••••• 

l'..inimum. Charge: 

For 5/8 x 3/4-inch meter 
For 3/4-inch meter 

............•..•..•....•••..••.• 

................................. 
For l-inch meter 
For l~-inch ~eter 

.................................... 

.••......••.••............•...•• 
For 2-inch meter ..•..••...•.•••••.•...........•• 

The !.::iru.......""iml Charge will ent.i tle the 
consumer to the qu..'lntity of water 
' .... hich that ll!onthly mir.:iJ:Iu1n charge 
'.-lill p'J.rcholse at the Qua."ltity Rate5. 

Per Meter 
Per Month 

$3.00 
·30 
.225 
.15 
.075 

$3.00 
3.50 
4 .. 50 
6.00 
9 .. 00 
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APPLICABrurr 

m:rB!T A 
Page 2 of :3 

Schec.ulc rIo. 2 

Applicable to rlat rate" domestic and comme:rcial water service. 

T~ITORY 

In and 1.'"1 the vieini ty or Los ~rran05 Villago, San Bernardino 
County. 

RATES -
For one resid~~eo or 5 roo~s or less on one lot of 7500 
sq'U.<lI"e feet in area, or less, inclu.ding irriea1'.ion or 
lawn, garden and s~~bs ••• _ •••••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••••• 
For each aaditional roo: - •••.•.•. ~ •••• w ••••••••••••• _ ••• 

$3.75 
.30 

For ea.ch additional lot hav.i.n& an area or 7500 sq. ft. 
or less •••••.•.. ~....................................... 2.25 
For each ~dditional 100 cq. ft. of area i:Tigated. in 
exces~ of 7500 sq. ft. on s~e lot or adjo~~ng lot ••••• .03 
For each additional resid~nce on the s~e lot, when 
occupied •••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••• _......... l.50 
For irrigation or otherwise ~proved lots, SO.03 per 
100 squ.are reet per tlonth" where se;>arate service con-
nections are installed, ~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
For horses or cattle? per head •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
For separate service connection to st~bles or enclosures 
for horse~, cattle or other livestock" ~ •••••••••• 

Keters may be installed at the option of the utility 
or the consumer tor the above classification" ~~ 
which event service will be rendered on the ~asis or 
the Ceneral ~:eter Rates. 

2.2<) 
.:375 

3.75 
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Schedule No. 3 

~ ~ IRRIGATION SERVICE 

Appl1caole to !lat rate, irriga~ion water service. 

TERRITORY 

In and in the vicinity ot Los Serra.l'10S Village I Sa.."l Bernardino 
County. 

~ 

Gel! course" throughout the year, pcr 100 sq.ft.per mo. 
Irriga.tion of crops, gra.vi ty flow, per acre foot •• _ ••••• _ 

$ 0.02 
30.00 


