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Dec1sion No. 5~)26:t 

ESFOR:: THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMXIS5ICN Cf' THE STATE OJ;."' CA.LI.fo'CRJ.~IA 

In the r;atter of the App11cat1on of ) 
BIG BEAR PINES ~~ATER COMPANY J a Call- ) 
forn1a corporation, under Section 728 ) 
of the Public Ut1li ties Code, to il'l- ) 
crease its rates for water. ) 

) 

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

Application No. 34541 
F1rst Supplemental 

(Amended) 

.\ 

Moss, Lyon & Dunn, attorneys, by GeQrge C. Lyon. 
and Jobn L. Lyon, preSident, and Everett 
:i.... Cl$tk~, consul tlng engineer, for 
applicant. 

'..J. B. Bradshaw for five consumers; Mrs. Grace 11. 
HQuff for 47 consumers in.Lakewood and 
Big Bear ~.Joodlands Tracts; Mrs! Ela1ne. 
Falj.censt1oep, ~r:rs. ~JyrnQ. V. M111er:, Eliza.beth 
DeWolf for all consumers; and Paul T. r-l111et" 
in propria personae, protestants. . 

Gordon, Knapp, G1l1, & Hibbert, attorneys, by 
'w'Y1M,n C. Kn§.pp, for W'illiam !Vlolnar, intervenor. 

Ca.rt~r Wall for 16 lot owners in Erwin Lake Park, 
interested party. 

Je.mes G. Shields and /1.1 Glele~hem,for the CClmmlss1cn 
staff. 

FIRST SUPPLEMENTPL OPINION 

B1g Sear Pines Water Company, a corryoratlon, filed the 

above-entitled First Supplemental Application on April 25, 1956, 

seeking authority to increase its annual fle.t rates for water 

serv1ce from ~24 to :~40 in the so-called Sugarloaf and 1akewood

Woodlands areas In unincorporated territory of San Be~ardino 

County, about five miles east of Big Bear Lake. On February 4,1957, 
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an amendment was filed seeking authority to increase the proposed 

annual flat rate to $48, and on March 14, 1957, a second amendment 

was filed seeking authority to increase the proposed annual flat rate 

to $60. Similar increa~es in general metered service rates were also 

sough~. 

Public hearings were held before CommiSSioner Rex Hardy 

and Examiner Stewart C. Warner on August 14, 15) and 16, 1957, and 

before Examiner Warner on October 29 and 30, 1957, at Big Bear Lake. 

Approximately 100 letters were received protesting the proposed 

increase in rates and several co~sumers appeared on their own behalf, 

and for other consumers, likewise protecting the npplication. Said 

protests were based primarily on Allegations of poor water service 

including frequent outages of water, lack of adequate pressures, 

discoloration and foreign matters in the water. Said protests also 

alleged that applicant had incurred and was incurring excessive 

operating costs due to leakages and wastage of water by it. Many 

vacationers and weekenders protestea the proposed annual flat rate 

charge on the grounds that they used their mountaj~ cabins only 

occasionally and for relatively short intervals throughout the year, 

particularly during the summer months. 

William Molnar, a subdivider of a tract west of applicant's 

Sugarloaf service area, sought to intervene and have the Commission 

require applicant to extend its water service to his subdivision. 

Intervention was disallowed by the presiding commissioner at the 

hearing of August 14 on the grounds that it was not pertinent to the 

instant captioned proceeding. 
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Elizabeth DeWolf filed a motion to dismiss the application 
(E."dl!bit No. 19-A). 

§?S1$ of Application 

By Decision No. 50971, dated January lOt 1955, in Applica

tlon No. 34541 as originally filed July 14, 1953, applicant was 

authorized to increase its residential flat rate from $18 per' 

service connection per year to $24. Concurrently with such 

authorized rate increase, applicant was directed in ordering 

paragraphs 4_a, b, and c, to advise the Commission of its progress 

in and the estimated costs of developing sources of additional 

water supply; to submit to the Commission a comprehenSive and regu

lar main-flush1ng plan wi thin its service aree.s together with the 

estimated costs thereof; and to submit a report outlining its 

est1mate of the needs of the w~ter system to provide adequate 

service, together with the estimated cost thereof. On February 21, 

June 20, July 27, Augu~t 11, and October 13, 1955, applicant filed 

reports In compliance with said ordering paragraphs. The total 

cost of certain pipeline installations, includlng a new 2-1nch pipe

line from the Lower to the Upper reservolr, lncludlngthe replacement 

and 1nstallat1on of other p1pelines' in the Sugarloaf area, and 

lnclud1ng the lnstallatlon of two booster pumps, was estimated by 

applic~~t in 1ts October, 1955, report to be ~9,800. 

Order1ng paragr~ph 4.d of Decision No. 50971, supra, pro

v1dea further as follows: 

PIlI-hat if, upon comp11ance with the provis1ons 
of this paragraph 4 it appears that the new 
scbedules of rates authorized herein will 
not produce a reasonable rate of return, 
app11cant may by supplemental application 
request further f1nencl&.1 re11ef and the 
matter may be opened for further hearings. 1I 
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Description of Serv~e Areas and Water System 

Ap~llcantfs service areas include Tracts Nos. 2001 and 1855 

of B1g Bear Pinewoods, Tracts Nos. 1766 and 1754 of Big Bear Pines 

(Nos. 2 and 1), Camp Fontenelle, Big Bear Park, Big Bear Highlands, 

and Big Bear Park Annex, all known as the Sugarloaf area, and Blg 

Bear Woodlands and Lakewood Tract about one mile east of the 

Sugarloaf area. sa1d service areas include about 7,000 subdiv1ded 

lots, 1n whlch water service w~s being furnished to a total of 337 

act1ve services as of December 31, 1956. It was estimated that the~e 

would be an average of 352 consumers for the year 1957. Total pipe-

11nes lnstalled were apprOximately 154,00"0 feet of l~- to 4-inch 

standard and welded steel pipe, and approximately 800 feet of 6-1nch 

transi te pipe. 

The sources of water supply presently being ut11ized by 
. 

applicant are two wells, located In the Lakewood-Woodlands area at 

elevatlon 6,800 feet, wh1ch discharge 1nto a ;-inch transmlss10n l1ne. 

Water is elevated through this transmission line by a booster pump, 

located at the east of the Sugarloaf area at elevat10n 6,995 feet to 

the so-called Lower reservoir, with a storage capacity of 58,000 

gallons, at elevation 7,216 feet. Water from the Lower reservo1r 1s 

elevated by another booster pump to the so-called Upper reservo1r, 

with a storage capac1ty of 83,000 gallons, at elevation 7,351 feet. 

The east and north portion of the Sugarloaf area operates under work

ing pressures established and regulated by the Lower reservo1r. The 

southwest portion of sa1d area operates under working pressures estab

lished and regulated by Upper reservoir. Operat1ng pressures vary 

from 38 to 111 psi at the northern boundary of the certificated 

area provided by Lower reserVOir, and from 53 to 121 psi in the 

southwest portion of the Sugarloaf area provided by Upper reservoir. 
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The record shows that the condition of the welded steel 

p1pe 1s poor and that when operating pressures have been increased, 

frequent leaks have occurred. Sa1d leaks have been caused by 

stones 1n the bac~~fll11ng and trench1ng wh1ch have p1erced the 

plpes. The record shows further, however, th2'.t 1f the extent of 

the pipeline installat10n 1s cons1dered, there being approximately 

25 miles of distr1but1on p1peline to serve about 350 consumers, the 

number of leaks 1S not excessive when compared with other water 

system pipe11ne 1nstallations in rocky mountain areas. The reoord 

does not disclose any economical means for reduc1ng the number of 

l~aks except by malntaining reasonable operating pressures 1n the 

p1:pe lines. 

Rate9 

Applioant furn1shes all water service on an annual flat 

rate baSiS, except to a olubhouse wh1ch 1s metered. As noted here-

1nbefore, the present annual flat rate is ~24 and the proposed flat 

rate 1s $60. 

Exhibit No.1 is a report on app11cant's operat1ons sub

mitted by a consulting engineerlng witness for the year 1956 

recorded, and the years 1956 adjusted and 1957 estimated at present 

and proposed rates. Exhib1t No. 18 1s a report subm1tted by 

Commlss1on staff account1ng and eng1neering witnesses covering 

applioant 's operations for the same ye&.rs. 'I'he folloWing tabula

tion is a summary of the earnings data contained in Exhib1ts 

Nos. 1 B-"'ld 18: 
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Year 
1956: Year 1957 Estimated : 
Recorded:--~pr-e-,s-e-n-t~R~a~t~e-s~U-~P~r~9~p=9=s~e~d~R$-t-e-s---: 
Per Co. Per Co. Per PUC :Per Co.:Per PUC: 
Ex. 1 Ex. 1 Ex. 18 :Ex. 1 :Ex. 18 : . Item 

~-...--~~----------~------~--------~--------~------~------
Operating Revenues $ 8,028 $ 8,758 $ 8,583 $ 21,440 $21,329 

Operating Expenses 11,467 15,245 13,300 15,245 l3,)00 Dc'Oreclatlon 4,536 4,834 2,490 4,834 2,490 Taxes ZQO 2~5 6~Q QQS ll~4a Subtotal 16,703 20,744 16,480 20,744 17,038 

Net Revenue (~,6?5) (111 986 ) (2,897) 696 .4,. 29~ . .' 

P...ate Ease 156,794 154,658 69,700 154 ,6,58 69,700 

Rate of Return i\Jl1 Nil Nil 0.45% 6.2% 

(rica F:l.~re) 

The Commission staff engineer adopted substantially all of 

applicant r s estimates of operating expenses for the year 1957 except 

that he amortized the estimated cost of the instant rate proceeding 

over a five-year period in an annual amount of ~400 per year, plus 

the amortization of an amount of $2,000 over a 20-year period, at 

$,100 per year I for other bookkeeping, accounting, and engineering 

costs associated w1th the 1nstant and pr10r proceedings and the 

getting of appl1cant's books into pro~er Sh(;l.p~: ~; ~loo recomput~d 

~nnual deprec1cl't;1on expense according to t~he stra1ght-11ne rema1.n1.ng 

llfe method. He applied such depreciation expense computations to 

only that portlon of appllcant's utility p~ant whlch, he est1mated, 

was related to the aet~l requlrements to serve applleant r s present 

consumers and those consumers ant1c1pated to be added to the system 

!n the foreseeable future. 
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In his estfmated rate base the Commission staff engineer 

included only 30 per cent of the cost of applicant's tran~ndssiou and 

distribution mains and excluded 70 per cent thereof on the basis that 

the latter amount of applicant's utility plant was not rcl~ted to the 

number of applicant's present and foreseeable consumers. He also 

~~cluded from the rate b~se the utility plant associated with the 

Culvert and Ladder Springs on the basis that such springs were not 

and could not at the present time be used by applicant as a source of 

water supply for its water system, and would not be used thereby or 

therefor within the foreseeable future. 

Meters. 

The record shows that ~t least two permanent residents 

favored the installation of meters on all water service connections, 

including their own. The record further shows that substantially all 

weekend, occasional, seasonal, and vacation consumers opposed the 

installation of meters. Exhibit No. 6 is a study, submitted by 

applicant at the request of the presiding commissioner, of the 

esttmated costs to applicant, together with the estimated revenues, 

were meters to be installed on all water service connections. Said 

exhibit also contains a numerical s~gregation of consumer residents. 

It shows the est~ted number of permanerlt residents during 1957 to 

be 35; vacationers, 140; weekenders, 105; and occasional or temporary 

residents, 71; or a total of 351 consumer residents for the year 1957. 

This exhibit shows that applicant esttmated that the cost of installing 

368.5/8 x 3/4-inch meters at $72.93 each would amount to $26,838. 

The record shows that it would be necessary to pack meters in sawdust 

to prevent their freezing. The record also shows that, because of / 
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the condltlon of the distrloutlon pipelines, some meters might 

reglster lncorrectly due to silt or foreign bodles which m1ght have 

entered pipelines which might have theretofore deteriorat~d or 

might have broken. The record further shows th~t, based on the esti

mated water use distribution for the year 1957, the annual meter 

rates for permanent consumers, in order to produce app11cant f s 

estimated revenue requirements, would have to be much greater, pro

portionately, than such annual meter rates for vaoationers, week

enders and occasional or temporary res1dent consumers. 

Flndlngs and CopcluSiOPS 

It 1s evident, after a ea=efu1 review of the 

record here1n, that applican.t is 1n need of financ1al relief and 

that part of such need has ar1sen from the add1t10ns effected by 

applicant to 1ts water system f1xed capital in improving its water 

serv1ce pursuant to the order1ng prov1s10ns of Dec1sion No. 50971, 

su~ra. It 1s further ev1dent that applicant1s operat1ng expenses, 

part1cularly pump1ng expenses, have 1ncreased as a result of the 

1nstallation and operat10n of booster pumps to elevate water to the 

Lower and Upper reservoirs 1n order to increase and improve operat1ng 

pressures. It appears I D.nd the Comm1ss10n finds as a. fact and con

cludes, that app11cant has endeavored to elim1nate many of the 

serv1ce cond1t10ns complained of and has suoceeded to some extent, 

at the cost, however, of 1ncreasing its rate base and operat1ng 

expenses. It wss the 1nt€.'nt of the Comm1ss1on r s orders 1n 

Dec1sion No. 50791, supra, that, should such increases in fixed 

oap1tal and operating expenses result, app11cant should be prov1ded 

w1th add1t1onal f1nanc1al re11ef. It 1S further found as a fact and 

concluded, however, that applicantts proposed annual flat rate of 
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$60 is excessive and unreasonable. The order hereinafter will, 

therefore, authorize applicant to file a new schedule of rates, 

including an annual flat rate of $48, together with a new schedule of 

general metered service rates which will produce estimated gross 

annual revenues of $17,030 or an incre~se of app~oxi~~tely $8,450 

over the staff's est~ate of gross annual revenues at the present 

rates. 

It is focnd as a f~ct and concluded that the estimates of 

applicant's operating expenses including depreciation and taxes, sub-

mitted by the staff are reasonable for this proceeding. The record 

supports our considered opinion, however, that, with greater diligence 

and care, applicant should be able to effect some reduction in its 

operating expenses particularly through mo=e efficient use of its 

pumping equipment and through the installation of electrically 

operated pumps and automatic controls thereof, although the amount 

of such poosible reductions in operating expenses cannot be deter-

mined ~~ctly. 

The rate base of $69,700 submitted in Exhibit No. 18 by the 

staff, which reflects the improvements made by applicant, is found 

as a fact to be reasonable for this proceeding, and when such rate 

base is related to the estimated net operating revenue of $550, a 

~ate of return of 0.8 per cent will result. The Commission has 

considered the low level of this rate of return but finds that the 

value of the service under the existing conditions and as presently 

operated is worth no more to its consumers than the charges provided 

by the rates authorized herein. 
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The Commission is mindful of the fact that the flat rate 

of $48 per year per service connection, authorized hereinafter, repre-

senes a 100 per eenc increace over ehc present ~nual £l~t race and 

that such rate will apply to permanent) vacation ~ weekend, and 

occasional or temporary residents without discrimination. It is 

likewise mindful of the resultant ve:ry low rate of return to applieant. 

The Commission has repeatedly, with respect to other public 

utility water companies under its jurisdiction in other areas of 

Southern California, espoused a policy favoring the installation 

of meters on all consumers' water service connections. It does not vi 

appear to be desir~blc in the instant matter to order applicant to 

make such installations, which would be in the interest of the 

consumers who would then pay only for the quantities of water consumed 

plus a min~um charge, and in the interest of applicant who would be 

co~pensated tor all water used, but the record discloses no practical 

means for effecting such installations. 

Applicant's financial condition as shown in EXh1.bit No. 18
7 

supra J disclosed an operating deficit of $60,181.14 as of June 30, 

1957, which represented a clafmed accumulation of annual operating 

losses sustained since 1947. Applicant has no apparent borrowing 

power to enable it to finance meter installations costing nearly 

$27,000. Should the Commission order the installation of meters, 

then applicant would be entitled to an increase in its rate base to 

cover such additional plant capital, and the Commission would be 

required by law to authorize meter rates which would, necessarily, 

reflect such increased rate base with attendant depreciation, 
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maintenance and meter reading expense. It should be remembered that 

a,reascnable minimum annual rate is established in the eve~t meters 

are installed in applicant's system for the simple reason that appli~ 

cant must stand ready and able to serve all consumers at all t~es. 

It is obvious from the record that those consumers who are vacationers, 

weekenders, occasional and temporary residents of the area, aggregating 

316 of the total of 351 consumers (1957), would use only the min~ 

annual rate for the greater part of each year, during which time 

certain fixed expenses of operation would continue. thus~ the 

permanent consumer residents would be bound to pay such rates for 

their permanent service as would take up the slack in operating 

revenues so occasioned. '!he problem is imponderable in such aspects, 

and the Commission is at this t~e unwilling to order applicant to 

install meters for all consumers. It~uld be noted that applicant's 

tariffs provide that a meter may be installed at the option of a 

consumer or the utility. 

The reco=d is zeplete with evidence of water wastage by 

the ~pplicant in permitting breaks and leaks in water mains to con

tinue over periods of several days on occasion, and over even longer 

periods on other occesions, without immediate repair. The record 

shows ~hat the main-flushing program ordered by the Commission 

requires the use of large amounts of water without directly beneficial 

use to consumers except that discoloration and foreign bodies are 

thereby £lushed cue of p~pe1~nes_ Such f1us~ng does cend eo ~prove 

the potability of water for domestic consumption. 
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The record shows that, without proper investigation, appli

cant accepted applications for water service from at loast two con

sumers whose premises, where water is consumed for d~estic pu~oses, 

are west 3nd outside of applicant's Sugarloef service area, and that 

an unauthorized connection to applicant's distribution pi~e near the 

intersection of Baldwin Avenue and Santa Barbar~ D=ive was effected 

by William E. Molna=, a ~ubdivicer operating in the general area. 

This connection serves a pipeline installed and owned by said Molnar 

which extends nearly 2,000 feet into s~id area outside of applicant's 

service area. Such pipe~line connection, a1thoug~ not e~fected or 

authorized by applicant, is contrary to ordering paragr3ph 5, 0: 
Decision No. 50971, supra, which directed cp~licent not to expan~ or 

extend its water system out~ide its then presently authorized ~e=vice 

area without further order of the Commission. Applicant is, l~der 

the peculiar and illicit circumstances of this co~~~ction, cenied 

proper supervision of the operation of the Molnar pipeliue which, it 

is reported on the record, is cubject to leaks and water wactage 

thereby increasing applicant's pumping expenses. 

Because of the foregoing, the Commission finds as a f~ct 

and concludes that the water service connections to Lot 1, Block 31 

of Big Bear Pinewoods, the so-called Gathercole connection, and to 

Lot 34, Block 33, Big Be3r Pinewoods, the so-called White connection, 

and the so-called Bostwick-Guihan connection, and to Lot 29, Block 29 

in Pinewoods, the so-called Miller connection, all of which were 

requested by parties for the purpose of receiving water outside of 
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~pplicant's service arc~, are adverse to the public interest and are 

to be disconnected and discontinued by epplicant within 30 clays after 

the effective date nereof, ar~d the order h~rcinafter will so provide. 

The record herein discloses and the Commission finds as a fact that 

another souree of water supply outside of applicant's ~crvice area 

is available to sueh water service connections, and that their 

disconnection from applican:cs w~ter service should not deprive them 

of water service from such other sou=cc. 

The Commission finds as ~ fact and concludes t~&t the 

increases in rates and cha=ges ~uthorizcd herein a~e jus:ified end 

that present rates in so far as they dif£e= from those herei: prc-

scribed a~e for the future unjust and cnrcasonsble. 

The motion to disci.ss the application should 8.I:.d 't·1ill be 

denied. 

FIRST SUP-PI.EMENTAL ORDER 

First Supplemental A~plicatio~ as am~nded, as ~bove-

entitled, h~ving been filed, public hearings having been held, the 

matter having been submitted and now being ready for deCision) 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED as follo~..,.s: 

, .... That the motion to cismiss the application be and it is 

denied. 

2. That Big Sear Pines Water Compeny, a corporation, be, and 

~t ~s author~zed to £~le ~ quadruplicate ~th t~s Comm~ssion after 

the effeetive date o~ this order, in conformity with the Commission's 

General Order No. 96, the schedules of rates shown in Appendix A 
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attached hereto, end on not less than five days' notice to the 

Commission end to the public to mike such rates effective for serv

ice relld~red on and after April 1, 1958. 

3. That app1icllCt, within thirty days after the ef:cctive 

date hereof, shall disconnect its wa~e:r services to Lot 1, Blocr~ 31 

Big Bear Pinewoods, the so-called Gathercole co~eetion, and to 

Lot 34, Block 33, Big Besr Pinewoods, the so-called White connection, 

and to the so-called Bostwick-Guihan connection, and to Lot 29, 

Block 29 in Pinew~ods, the so-called Miller connectio~and sr~ll 

advise the Commission in 'W'riti"lg that sC'I.id discor~ectio'C.s have been 

effected within ten deys thereafter. 

4. !hat applicant, within sixty eays efter ~he effective date 

of this order, snall file four copies of a ccmprehensiv~ m~p d=~wn 

to an indicated scale not smaller ~~an 200 f.eet to the inch, clolineat

ing by ~ppropriate me=kings various tracts of l~~d and te=ritory 

served; the principal .water production, storage and distribution 

facilities; and the location 0: the water system propertie~ of the 

applicant. 

S. That ordering pa:ag=a?h (6) of Decision No. 50971, d~ted 

January 10, 1955, is modified to the following: 

Applicant shall determine the accruals for depreciation 

by dividing the ori3inal cost of utility plant less est~ted 

future net salvage less clcp~eciation ~e~erve by the estimated 

remaining life of the plant; applicant shall review the 

accruals when major c~ge3 in utility plent composition 
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occur and for each plant aceo\.mt at intervals of not more 

than five years. Results of these reviews sball be 

submitted to this Cormn1.ssion. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days after 

the date hereof. 

Dated at ~',..;.I_A'?1 __ , .... i_/,I'..;o.z' .... n(..;...;I':_"I"_", ___ ' california, this !f~ 
day of ___ ~_. { ...... )_')_'~_''''''''''''''''''''~ ___ --,..' 

() 

President 

Commissioners 
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APPLICABILITY 

APPENDIX .It 
Page 1 o'f: :3 

Sohedule No. 1 

Applico.bla to ru.l metered ..ro.ter service f\1rnished on an armueJ. basis. 

TERRITORY 

The uninoorporated are&! known as Big Bear Woodlands Tract, Big Bear 
Lake ..... ood l'ro.ct, Big Bear Pines, Big Bear Pinewoods" Big Bear Park: Annex, 
Big Bear Po.rk, Big Bear Highlando and Camp Fontenelle, near Sugar Loaf' 
Post Office, San Bernardino County. 

Arm'U.3l Quantity Rates: 

First 10,000 cu. fi. or less ....................... . 
Noxt 12,000 cu. ft.~ ?er 100 cu. ft ••••••••••••.• 
Next l~OOO cu. ft., per 100 cu. ft ••••••••••..•• 
Over 40,000 cu. ft., per 100 cu. ft •••••••••••••• 

Annual Minimum Charge: 

For 5/S x 3/4-inch meter •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
For 3/4-inch meter •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
For l-inch meter •.••.••.•..••••••••••••••. 
For 1.1/Z-inch meter •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
For 2-ineb meter •••••••••.••••••••••••••.• 

Per Meter 
Per Y'ar 

$ 48.00 
.45 
.30 
.zo 

48.00 
57 .. 00 
69.00 
96.00 

1ZO.OO 

The Annual Minimum Charge w:iJ.l entitle the 
custemer to Bl'l annual quantity of water which 
that mizl.imum charge "Will purchase at the AnnWll. 
Quantity Rates. 

SPECIAL CONDITIO~ 

l. '.!'he aoOV'e annual min!mum chnrges apply to service during the 
lZ-month period commencing March 1, and are due in advance. 



SPECIAL CONDITIONS (oont 'd.) 

APPENDIX A 
Page 2 or 3 

Sehe~ule No.1 (cont'd.) 

2. l-Ioters may be read CJ,'\lS:r'terly or semi-annua:l.ly at the opt.ion. of: 'the 
utUity. Wa.ter U!'Ied 1n eXCElS::! o£ the quant.1ty allowed wder the armual 
m1nimum charge will be billed at the Annual Quantity Rates. 

3. For :1.n.1 t.1al sem.ee connectod after Mo.reh 1, the annual rn1n1mum 
charge W'ill be prorated. 
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APPENDDC A 
Page 3 or .3 

Schedule No. 2R 

ANNUAl .o.;R'ES=I;,;;;,;DE;;;,;,NT_.,;;;,;IAL,;;;;;;; Ell! ~ _SER_,V .... IC __ E 

APPLICABILITY 

Applicable to t\ll residentieJ.. nat rate service furnished on an 8ll1luaJ. 
b8.3is. 

TERRITORY 

The unincorpora.ted area.:! known as Big Beer Woodland!! Tract, Big Bear 
Lakewood T:z:oact 1 Big Bear Pineo, Big Bear Pine'W'Oods, Big Bear Park Annex, 
Big Boar Park" Big Bear Highlands and Camp Fontenelle, near Sugar Loaf 
Post O.ff'ice, San Bernardino County. 

For each residence •.•••......•.....•........ 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

Per Service Connection 
Per Yeg 

$ 48.00 

1. l'b.e a.bove annusl na.t rate charge applies to 3ervice connections 
not larger than one inch in diameter. 

2. Tho above annual nat rate charge Ilpplieo to 3ervice dt2r1ng the 
12-montb. period ccmmencing March 1, and is due in advance. 

3. All service not covered by the a.bove clasnificat10n will be 
:f'urn1sbed oZlly on a metered basis. 

4. A meter m.sy be wtalled at option of utility or customer, in 
which event service thereafter will be furnished only on the basis of 
Schedule No.1, Annual General ~.etered Service. 

5. For initial service connected after March 1, the annual charge 
will be prorated. 


