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'.' 

o P.-I.N ION --- .... --~-

The Pacific Water Co. is a California corporation furnish-
'J("' 

ing domestic water to consumers in 23 systems i~. Los Angeles, Orange, 

San ~rnardino, and Kern Counties., and by the three applications 
· , . . .' 

herein it seeks to increase its rates in 14 or t?ese systems located .. 
in Los Angeles, Orange and San Bernardino Counties,. , , 

t, ".+ • 

Under date of January 7, 195$, this Co.~~ssion ,issued 
I I. I I' I . 1 \ ~ • 

Decision No. 56056 authorizing the applicant to incr,ease, its rates 
•• I I .,' I ., 'j t~·: '. I 

on an interim basis to an amount approximately one half or,the over-
. ,:,'/ \,;0, : ": 

all amount requested. In addition to the hearings which led to this 
· , , . ~ '. : ':' , ' 

interim deCiSion, further public hearings were ht;,:l?- ,on Oc~ober 11, 
• I,; I r ~ t ~'. 

1957, in Barstow, and on December 4 and 5, 1957, a~d J~nuary 13, 14 

and 15, 1958, in Los Angeles. On the last-named date the matters 

were .s:ubmitted. 
.' ' 

.' .; r"" 

Case No. 5$43 covers an order of investigation instituted 
• ," j 

by this Commission inquiring into the rates, rules and practices of 

the Pacifie Water Co. On January 13, 195$, this case was consoli­

dated with the three applications and evidence and stipulations per­

taining thereto were presented on the last day o~ hearing, as noted 

above. Allor these matters now are ready for decision. 

During the hearings, a total or 22 persons appeared on 

their own behalf or as representatives or groups of water users. 

The majority of these water users were concerned with allegedly poor 

or inadequate service in Los Angeles County and particularly in 

Independence Square and Hawaiian Gardens. These Witnesses expressed 

no objections to reasonable increases in the rates so long as they 

receive adequate service. The major service deficiencies in 

Independence Square arise from old and inadequate distribution mains 

constructed in rear lot easements.. This probl~m has been accentuated 
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by the construction of various structures over the utility's mains. 

The utility proposes to X"eplace such mains in public streets and has 

requested a franchise from the County of Los Angeles. The utility 

will be required in the order that follows to submit its detailed 

plans for suC'h replacement to the Commission and to undertake such. 

construction. 

With respect to tne Hawaiian Gardens System, the main 

service ~mplaints arise from lack of arrangements by the utility for 

customer inquiries, applications and complaints. The utility will 

be required in the order which follows to make the necessary arrange­

ments for proper representation. This may be accomplished by a loca:l 

representative and a local telephone listing or by toll-free tele­

phone service to one of' the eo:npal'l.Y's principal offices in conjunc­

tion with action through appropriate contact by a representative of 

the utility. 

The testimony disclose$ that the Pacific Water Co., a 

California corporation, was incorporated on June ;, 1953 as a result 

of the consolidation of two e::d.sting public utility water corpora­

tions, the Mountain Propertie$, Inc., and the Desert Water Company. 

It now operates a number or small water systems wh1ch, as of 

December 31, 1956, amounted to 23: two in Kern County, six in San 

Bernardino County, five in L~s Angeles County, and ten in Orange 

County. Spec'ifically by the applications herein, rate increases are 

sought for the ten Orange County Systems, the Westside System in 

San Bernardino County, and three of the Los Angeles County Systems. 

The testimony presented by the applicant, and also by the 

Commission's staff, w~s divided into three parts: one for each of 

the three counties concerned. 
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Westside System, Application No. 3S4~1 

The service area of this system is in unincorporated ter­

ritory of San Bernardino County and consists of approximately 

6i square miles of area lying on both sides of Highway 66 and The 

Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fets main line tracks at a distance of 

from two to five miles westerly of Barstow, California. As of 

December 31, 1956, there were 335 active consumers in the system, 

all of whom were served through meters. The rates in effect prior 

to interim relief and the proposed rates are as follow: 

Quantity Rates: 

First 
Next 
Next 
Over 

900 
4,100 
5,000 

10,000 

cu.ft. or less 
cu.ft., per 100 
cu.ft., per 100 
cu.ft., per 100 

. . . . . . . . . . 
cu.1't • 
cu.ft. 
cu.ft. 

•• .. 
Minimum Charge: 

For 5/8 x 3!4-inch meter 
For 3/4-inch meter 
For l-inch meter 
For l,-inch meter 

· .......... . · .......... . · .......... . · .......... . 
For 2-inch meter · .......... . 
For 4-inch meter · .......... . 

Per Meter Per Month 
Prior Proposed 

$ 1.75 
.15 
.10 
.10 

$ 1.75 
2.00 
2.50 
5.00 

10.00 

$ 3.00 
.30 
.25 
.15 

$ 3.00 
3.00 
5.00 
7.50 

10.00 
30.00 

No changes were proposed for monthly flat rate service and 

applicant has requested that the monthly flat rate schedules on file 

be withdrawn. 

The estimates of the applicant and. the staff witnesses as 

to the results of operations at prior rates disclosed that the appli­

cant would not make a reasonable return, the starf estimating a rate 

of return of .04 per cent and the company estimating a loss. At 

proposed rates the estimates are as follow: 

Commission 
Item Applic'ant Staff' -

Operating Revenues $ 28,015 $ 28,630 
Expenses 7 Including Taxes 21,117 21,967 
Net Revenue 6,898 6,663 
Rate Base 115,955 . 121,900 
Rate of Return 5.95% 5.47% 
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Los Angeles County Systems, Application No. ;8695 

Three of the Los Angeles County Systems of the applicant 

company are involved in this application. 

The Hawaiian Gardens System lies generally south of Carson 

Street between Pioneer Boulevard at the Los Angeles County line. The 

territory served comprises approximately 622 acres and at tie end of 

the year 1957 there were about 891 metered eervicG customers and 

52 flat rate customers. The prior and proposed rates are as follow: 

Per Meter Per Month 
Quanti ty Rat es: 

First $00 cu.f't. or less .......... 
Next 200 cU.f't., per 100 cu.f't. 
Next 2;000 cu.f't., per 100 cu.f't. • • Next 3,000 cu.f't., per 100 cu.f't. · . Over 6,000 cu.rt., per 100 cu.rt • · . 
First 1,200 cu.f't. or less ......... .-
Next 1,$00 cu.rt., per 100 cu • .ft • · . Next :3,000 cu.rt., per 100 cu • .£'t .. • • 
Next 4,000 cu.ft., per 100 cu.ft. · . Over 10,000 cu.rt., per 100 cu.f't. • • 

Minimum Charge: 

For 5/S x 3/4-inch meter 
For l-ineh meter 

• ........ III .. .. 

For l~-inch meter · .......... . 
For 2-inch meter · .......... . 
For 3-inch meter · ....... ,. .. . 
For 4-inch meter · ........ ., .. 

Monthly Flat Rates 

Prior 

$ 2.00 
.25 
.20 
.15 
.12 

$ 2.00 
4.00 
6.50 

10.00 
17.50 
30.00 

Prior 
For each residence or business estab­
lisr.ment including premises not exc:eed1ng 
9,650 sq.f't. in area, and where service 
connection does not exceed 3/4-inch ••••.• $ 2.00 
For each additional 100 sq.ft. of area 
or premises in excess of 9,650 sq.f't. •••• .02 
For each additional residence or premises 
served from same service connection •••••• 1.00 
1. For each single family residence 

including premises not exceeding 
31,000 sq.ft. in area •••••••••.•••.•• 
a:.. In a.ddition, for each additional 

residential unit on the same 
premises served from the same 
service connection ••••••••••••••• 

b. In addition, for each additional 
100 sq.ft. of' area of premises 
in excess 9f 31,000 sq.ft. • •••••• 

2~. For each store, market, or shop •••••• 
3. For each service station ••••••••••••• 
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Proposea: 

$ 4.00 
.30 
.25 
.20 
.15 

$ 4.00 
5.00 

10.00 
14.00 
37.00 
52.00 

Proposed 

$ 4.00 

2.00 

.02 
4.00' 
5.00 



The Burbank Tract consists of approximately 60 acres 

located at Artesia Avenue and Pioneer Boulevard about three miles 

south of Norwalk. At the end of 1957 the company estimated it had 

54 metered service customers and 26 flat rate customers. The prior 

and proposed rates are as follow: 

Per Meter Per Month 
Quantity Rates: Prior Proposed 

First 
Next 
Next 
Over 

750 cu.ft. or less 
750 eu.rt., per 100 

1,000 eu.ft., per 100 
2,500 cu.rt., per 100 

......... " 
cu.f't. 
cu.ft. 
cu.ft • 

• • 
• • 

First 
Next 
Next 
Next 
Over 

1,200 
1,800 
3,000 
4,000 

lO,OOO 

c:u.!'t. or less 
cu.f't., per 100 
cu • .ft., per 100 
cu.1't., per 100 
cu.f't., per 100 

............ 
cu.1't,. 
cu.ft,. 
cu.ft. 
cu.ft. 

.. .. 
• • . ... 
• • 

Minimum Charge: 

For SiS-inch meter 
For ;!4-inch meter 

' ....... -.... - .... · .............. . 
For l-inch meter · ................ . 
For l;-inch meter · ............. . 
For 2-ineh meter 

For 51$ x 3/4-ineh meter 
For l-inch meter 
For l!-ineh meter 

· ............... . · .............. . .................... 
For 2-ineh meter · ........... .. 
For 3-inch meter • ••• III ......... . 

For 4-inch meter · . . . .. . . . .. .. .. . 
Monthly Flat Rates 

$ 1.50 
.20 
.15 
.125 

$ 1 .. 50 
1.75 
2.25 
4.00 
6.00 

Prior 
For each residence, including one lot, 
size not to exceed 50 x 165 feet where 
service c'onnection is ;/4-inch in 
diameter or less •••••••••••••••••••• '..... $. 1.50 

For each residence, including one lot, 
size not to exceed 100 x 165 feet 
where service connection is 3!4-inch 
in diameter or less ••••••••••••...•.•.••• 2.50 

For each residence, including one lot, 
size not to exceed 150 x 165 feet 
where service connection is ;!4-inch 
in diameter or less •••••••••• r •• ' • • • • • • • • • 3.'50 
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$ 4.00 
.30 
.25 
.20 
.15 

$ 4.00 
5.00 

10.00 
14.00 
37.00 
52.00 

Propos.ed 
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1. For each single family residence 
including premises not exceeding 
31,000 sq.rt. in area ••••••••••••••••• 

3 .. 

a. In addition, for each addi­
tional residential unit on 
the same premises served 
from the same connection •••••••••• 

b. In addition, for each 
additional 100 sq.ft. of area 
of premises in excess of 
) 1 ,000 sq. it . . ...... ., ............ . 

For each store, market, or shop ....... 
For each servdce station · ............ . 

Prior Proposed 

$ 4.00 

2.00 

.02 

4.00 

5.00 

Independence Square Tract is situated at Carmenita Avenue 

and Rosecrans Boulevard, approximately two miles northeast of Norwalk 

and eonsists of 184 acres. At the end of 1957 the company estimated 

that there were 39 metered service customers and 173 flat rate cus­

tomers. The prior and proposed rates are as follow: 

Quantity Rates: 

First SOO eu.ft. or less .... ., ...... 
Next 200 cu.!'t. , per 100 cu.ft. · ... 
Next 2,000 eu.ft. , per 100 eu.ft. · ... 
Next 3,000 cu.!'t. , per 100 cu.!'t. · ... 
Over 6,000 eu.it. , per 100 eu.ft. · ... 
First 1;200 cu.!'t. or less ........... 
Next 1,SOO eu.it. , per 100 cu.i"t. · .. .. 
Next 3,000 cu.it. , per 100 eu.ft. • •• 
Next 4. 000 eu.i't. 1 per 100 eu.ft. · .. 
Over 10:000 cu.ft. ) per 100 eu.ft. · .. 

Minimum Charge: 

For 5/$ x 3/4-inch meter 
For l-inch meter 

· ........... . · ........... . 
For l,-in~h meter · ........... . 
For 2-inch meter · ........... . 
For 3-1nch meter · ........... . 
For 4-in~h meter · ........... . 
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Per Meter Per Month 
Prior 

$ 2.00 
.25 
.15 
.12 
.06 

$ 2.00 
4.00 
6.50 

10.00 
17.50 
;0.00 

Proposeo 

$ 4.00 
.30 
.25 
.20 
.15 

$ 4.00 
5.00 

10.00 
14.00 
37.00 
52.00 



Monthly Flat Rates 

Prior 

For each residence or business 
establishment including premises 
not exceeding 6,750 sq.tt. in 
area, and where service connec-
tion does not exceed 3/4-inch .~ •..••••••• $ 2.00 

For each additional 100 sq~£t. of 
area of premises in eXcess ot 
6,750 sq.£'t. • •.••.•• ~ •• ~................. .02 

For each additional residenc'e on 
premises served from the same 
service C'onnection ....... ~ •• ~ • . . • . . • . . . •. . . 1.00 

1. For each single family residen'ee 
including premises not exceeding 
'l,OOO sq.ft. in area ~ •.. ~.~ •••.•••• 

a. In addition, for each 
additional resiaential 
unit on the same premises 
served from the same 
service connect.10n ... ., ............ 

b. In addition for each 
additional ioo sq.ft~ 
of area of premises in 
excess of 3l,000 sq.ft. ........ ., . 

2. For each store, market, or shop ....... 
3. For each service station . ............ 

Proposed 

$ 4.00 

2.00 

.02 

4.00 

5.00 
. , 

The estimates of the applicant and the staff witnesses as 

to the results of operations at prior rates, disclosed in each 

instance that the operations woul~ oe conducted at a loss. At pro-
posed rates the estimates are as follow: 

~ A.EElicant 
Commission 

Staff 

Operating Revenues $ 63,702 $ 62',640 
Expenses, Including Taxes 56,533' 50,922 
Net Revenue 7,l09 11;718 
Rate Base 1$$,205 1$7,400 
Rate or Return 3~$1% 6.25% 
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The Orange County Systems, Application No. 3S402 

There are 10 separate units operated by the applicant in 

Orange County for which rate increases are requested in this appli­

cation. At the end of the year 1957 the company estimated these 

systems had approximately 2,087 metered service customers and l,7S6 
flat rate customers. 

The metered rates in effect prior to interim relief for 

eight of the systetlS had a minimum charge of $2 and the remaining two 

zystems had a minimum charge of $1.;0. The quantity rates for the 

various systems ranged from $0.25 to $0.072 per 100 cubic feet 

through several blo¢king arrangements. The prior flat rates ranged 

from a basic charge of $1.50 to $3 for various lot sizes and included 

charges for Qddit~ona1 area and additional living units. The company 

pro~sed the following consolidated schedules of meter and flat ra.tes .. 

General Metered Service 

Qua.ntity Rates: 

First 1,000 
Next 2,000 
Next 7,000 
Next 20,000 
Over 30,000 

cu.:f't. or less 
cu.rt., per 100 
cu. ft. , per 100 
cu. ft ., per 100 
CU. ft. , per 100 

....... ,. ......... . 
cu.£t. 
cu.ft • 
cu.:f't. 
cu • .f't. 

• ••••• III • III • · ........ ., · ......... . · ............ . 
Minimum Charge: 

For SiS x 3!4-inch meter 
For 3!4-inch meter 
For l-inch meter 
For l~-inch meter 
For 2-inch meter 
For 3-inch meter 
For 4-inch meter 

· ........................ .. 
• ....................... III ••• · .............................. .. · ......................... . · ............................. . 
...... It .............. '" ....... . · ............................... .. 

Monthlx Flat R~te Service 

For single family residence on a lot not to 
exce?d 10,000.sq.rt. in area. through a 
3/4-l.nch serVl.ce •••.•••••••................•...•. 

For each additional 100 sq.ft. of lot area ........ 
For each additional family unit on a single lot .. 

Per Meter 
Per Month 

$ 3.00 
.Z; 
.20 
.15 
.12 

$ 3.00 
4.00 
6.75 

10.00 
14.00 
37.00 
52.00 

Monthly 
Flat Rate 

$4.00 

~04 

2.00 
For each store, market, or shop (serr.Lce 
connection not to exceed 3/4-inch) 4.00 

For each service station (service not to 
exceed 3/4-inch) ••••.•.•••••••••.••.•••....•.•.•• 5.00 
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The estimates of the applicant and the staff witnesses, as 

to the results of operations at prior rates, indicate that theappli­

cant would not make a reasonable return if these rates were cont"1nued. 

The starr estimates a rate.of return of 1.SS per cent and the company 

estimates a loss. At proposed rates the estimates are as follow for 

1957: 

Cemmission Item Applicant Staff -
operatin~ Revenues 

Metere Sales $115,635 $115,635 Other Revenue lO2sS~8 ll12f~0 Total 218,4 227, S 
0Eeratins E~enses 

Operat~ng and Maintenance 74,$99 67,640 Administrative and General rl7z~ ~ilf20 Total :!) 9 r,60 
Taxes Other Than Income 8,117 8,117 
Taxes Based On Income 3L..,000 44,S20 Depreciation lt2~6l lt l 66l 

Total Operating Expense 17,97 17,58 
Net Revenue 44,093 5),327 
Rate Base (Depreciated) 565,200 56;,200 
Rate of Return 7.80% 9.44% 

Those portions of Exhibit No. 42 which apply to the Orange 

County Systems show that an additional amount of $23,542 ($18,000 on 

a weighted average basis) included in the plant accounts should be 

deducted from the rate base as it represents amounts receivable from 

. subdividers where cost exceeded the amounts advanced by the subdivi­

ders whiC'h have been billed to them and which ar'e being recouped. 

Deduction of this amount has the effect or raising the rate of return 

shown in Commission staff Exhibit No.3; from 9.44 to 9.7; per cent. 

It will be noted that the principal dirrerene~s between the 

two estimates lie in three items: other revenue, operating and 

maintenance expenses, and administrative and general expenses. 
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The difference between the two estimates as to other reve; 

nue, which principally includes revenue from unmetered services, 

shows that the staff's estimate exceeds that of the company by 

$$,S95. The evidence discloses that the staff's estimate was formu­

lated by taking the recorded revenue and weighted average customers 

for 1956 and estimating therefrom the 1957 revenue. The company, on 

the other hand, took the first eight months of the recorded figures 

of 1957 and estimated the remaining £our months. Inasmuch as the 

company's estimate reflected a reduced average flat rate revenue 

occasioned by its metering program, it Will be used herein. 

There is a difference between the estimates of operating 

and maintenance expenses ot $7,259, the company's estimate exeeeding 

that of the. staff by, this amount. The principal reason for this 
,', /', 

di!'f'erence'is'to'be found in Account ,No.' 1773, Customer Records and 

Collection ExPens~. The e.ompa~Y' has charged'the sum of: $13,616, 

whereas the st:a.ff has a.ll~wed $6,810. ' 'I'hi~ dif'f'erence of slightly 
-

more than $6,SOO primar~ly arises~ from a contention by the start that 
:" (")' 

, "i 

there were .certain inefficiencies and duplications in the company's 

operations, particularly in the maintenance of the Los Angeles and 

Santa Ana offices. 

As to the contention of the ineffiCiencies, the evidence 

shows that the billing system of applicant was installed upon the 

recommendation of the Burroughs CompAny, and,. in the light of the 

testimony describing this system,_ it~does, not appear that the amounts 

are unreasona~le. 

The'applicant has used the single factor of customers to 

alloeat.e indirect cos'ts and taxes to each of its systems. The staff, 

used the average of four factors, namely direct expense, plant in 
" , 

service, direct labor charge and active services to allocate these 

items. Considering 'the variety of charges t~ general expenses and 
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miscellaneous expenses and widely· ·se"parated operations ot the company, 

the adoption of the arithmetical average of these four factors is 

justified as no opecial oonditions are shown to ex.ist in these 

districts. 

The starf adjusted ·officers' salaries for rate"r:laking 

purposes to reflect average utility operating conditions. This 

adjustment was based on a review of salaries of similar water utili-

ties and previous Commission decisions. Witness for the applicant 

testified that because of additional supervisory work required to 

comply with Decision No. 53862 (regarding the applicant'S eertifieate 

in Orange County) he did not see how administrative and general 

salaries could be reduced. The staff adjustments and estimates for 

these salaries includes provision for the annual effect of changes 

in personnel and ~alary increases. Therefore, the staff's allowance 

for officers' salaries for rate-making purposes is reasonable and 

will be adopted. 

A rate of return of 8.38 per cent results from revenues 

at rates proposed and as estimated by the applicant, and reflecting 

the adopted expenses, taxes and rate base for 1957 estimated. These 

amounts are summarized in the following tabulation: 

Item -
Operating Revenues 

Operating Expenses 
Operating and Maintenance 
Administrative and General 
Taxes 
Depreciation 

Total Operating Expenses 

Net Revenue 

Rate Base 

Rate of Return 

-12-

Amount 

$218,490 
.. ,oJ .... • 

547,,200 

8.38% 
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Conclusions 

From all of the evidence adduced in this matter we now 

find that the proposed increases in 'rates,and charges in the Westside 

System, as hereinbefore described, are justified and that the present 

rates of this system inso£aras they differ from-those herein 

authorized are for the future unjust and unreasonable. 

With respect to the Los' Angeles County Systems we find that 

rate increases of approximately the amount proposed are justified. 

The authorized rates hereinafter set forth have been slightly 

modified from those proposed to proVide a more reasonable,relation­

ship between the minimum charge and quantity rates. Further, with 

respec~ to these systems, applicant will be directed to immediately 

institute a program to improve service conditions to assure reason­

able service consistent with the rates authorized. Insofar as the 

present rates for the' Hawaiian Gardens, Burbank, and Independence 

Square Systems differ from those herein authorized, we,find that for 

the future they are unjust and unreasonable. 

With respect to the Orange County Systems we find,that 

while rate increases are justified the evidence does not support the 

amount proposed. The utility is entitled to a fair return so that 

it may be able to attract capital in order to extend ,and improve 

service. We find' that a rate of return of 6~5 per cent is reasonable 

under these conditions. The rates hereinafter authorized will permit 

such a return after due allowance for operating expenses, taxes, 

and depreciation and would result in an e$timated increase in gross 

revenue of $65,000 based on 1957 operations as compared to appli­

cant '5 proposed increase of $$7 ,000. Inso£~r as the present. rates 

for the Orange County Systems differ from those herein provided, we 

find that for the future they are unjust and unreasonable. 
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Case No. 5$43 

This case involved an investigation on the Commission's 

own motion into the rates, rules, regulations, contracts, operations 

and practices of the Pacific Water Co. This matter was consolidated 

,nth the thr~~ applications and evidence and stipulations pertaining 

to this case were presented on the last day of hearing. 

Exhibits 21 and 21-A introduced during the course of the 

earlier hearings generally covered the types of main extension agree-

ments entered into by this utility and its predecessors during 1954 

and prior years. Such exhibit is replete with many and varied viola­

tions of the then filed main extension rules. 

Upon the conclusion of hearings the defendant, Pacific 

l'later Co., was granted permiSSion to submit a late-filed exhibit 

setting out the utility's main extension practices sinc'c 1955. This 

information, introduced as Exhibit 42, indicates that the utility 

has adhered to its filed main extension rule with respect to exten­

sions to serve subdivisions and individual residential customers 

since 1955. With respect to extensions to serve other individual 

customers, there is som~ question as to whether the proper section 

of the rule is being applied and applicant intends to properly 

clarify such agr~ements. in the future. 

Defendant's preSident, John Lyon, testified that it is the ~ 

present and future policy of the company to apply its filed main 

extension rule to all main extension contracts. Further, he testi-

fied that in case of any exceptional situations in which the company 

believes it should enter into a contract which would deviate from the 

form of contract on file, the company will first obtain the authori­

zation of the CommiSSion to carry out such a contract. This witness 

also testified that Since April) 1955 the oompany has not entered 

into any contract Which has not been the same as the filed main 

extension contraet form. 

-l4-
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Defendant is placed on notice that it has no legal alterna­

tive to its above-stated policy and any further departUres from its 

then currently effective tariff schedules will not be tolerated by 

this Commis3ion. Discontinuance of the Commission's investigation 

in Case Nd~ Se43 is not to be con5trued as prejudicing the rights o£ 

any party seeking appropriate relief before this Commission arising 

from any unlawful main extension arrangementsl which this utility may 

have entered into. 

o R D E R - .... _---
Applications as above enti'cled having been filed:r public 

he~rings having been held, the matter having bean submitted and now 

being ready for deCiSion, 

IT !S HEREBY ORDERED: 

1. That the Pacific i'later Co .. be and it is authorized to file 

in quadruplicate with this CommiSSion, on or after the effective date of :--" 

this order, and in conformity with the CommiSSion's General Order 

No. 96, the SChedule of rates shown in Appendix A attached hereto 

and upon not less than three days' notice to the Commission and to ~ 

the public to make said rates effective for service rendered on and 

after May 1, 195$. 

2. That applicant shall forthwith make the necessary a~ange~ 

~€nt$ for proper represantation in its Hawaiian Gardens System by 

one of the methods outlined in the preceding opinion or by some other 

comparable arrangments. Applicant shall advise each customer and the 

Commiss~on in writing of the basis of such arrangements within sixty 

days after the cffeetive date of this order. 

3. That applicant shall, within thir'cy days after the effec~· 

tive date of this order, submit its plans and program for the 

replacement of distribution mains in its Independenee Square System 
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referred to in the preceding opinion. That applicant shall commence 

said construction with all deliberate speed and shall advise the 

Co~ssion in writing of the status of such program within sixty' 

days after the effective date of this order and every thirty days 

therearter until such program has been completed. 

4. That app~ieant shall, ~th1n ~1xty days after ~he e!!ec~ive' 

date of this order, file four copies of comprehensive maps drawn to 

an indicated scale not smaller than 600 feet to the in~h, delineatin: 

by appropriate markings various tracts of land and territory served; 

the principal water production, storago and distribution facilities; ~ 

and the location of the various Los Angeles County, Orange County, . 

and Westside Water System properties of applicant. 

S. That Pacific Water Co., which was ordered to adopt the 

remaining life depreciation method for its Orange County Systems by 

Dec,ision No. 53e62, shall in the future for its Westside (A-3S4,4l)' 

and Los Angeles County SYS~~'s (A-3S695) review annually the accruals 

to depr~iation reserve which shall be determined for each primary 

plant ac~ount by dividing the original cost of utility plant less 

estimated future net salvage less depreciation reserve by the esti-'· 
" 

mated ~emaining life of the surviVing plant of the ac~ount; and the 

results of the reviews shall be submitted annually to this Commission. 
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6'.. That the investigation herein, instituted by order of' the 

Commission on October )0. 1956 as Case No. 5S43 be and it is hereby 

discontinued. 

The e£rectiv~ date o£ this order ~ha~~ be twenty ~ays 

after the date hereof'. 

Dat ad at ____ SAn ............ Fra .... ·WoID,l.;,iC'oII'lh""O ___ ' California, this Lt£: da.y 

of __ ..j..A......J....i-e~I?~/~( ___ , 1958. 

commIssioners 
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APPLICABILITY 

APPENDDC A 
Page 1 or 5 

Schedule No. WS-l 

GENER4L mz.~ SERVICE 

Applicable to all metered vater ~ervie~. 

TERRITORY 

The unincorporated territory or Sections 8, 9, 10, lS, 16" 17, &'1d the 
southeast quarter of Section 5, Township 9 north, Range 2 west, S. B. B,. 'and 
M., 'West of the tow. or BarstoW', San Bern.ard1no County. 

RATES --
Quantity Rates: 

First 900 Qu.rt. or less ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Next 4,100 ou.ft., per 100 cu.ft. • •••••••••••• 
Next 5,000 ou.rt., per 100 Qu.rt. • •••••••••••• 
Over 10,000 cu.rt., per 100 cu.rt'. • •••••••••••• 

~Charge: 

For 5/8 x 3/~1nQh meter 
For 314-inch meter 
For l-inch meter 
For l~1nch meter 
For 2-inch meter 
For 4-inch meter 

.•...........•••..•.... ........................... ......................... ~ . .. ., ........................... . ............................ " ... 
••.•.•............•...• 

l'he lIJm.mum Charge v.Ul onti tlo the OUDtom.er 
to the quantity of water which that minimum 
cb.arge v.Ul p1Jrcbase at the Quantity Rates. 

Per Meter 
Per Month 

$ ,.00 
.30 
.25 
,.15 

$ ,.00 
3.S0 
5.00 
7.50 

10.00 
30.00 
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Am ICABILITX 

APPENDDC A. 
Page 2 of: 5 

Sohedule No. BH-l 

GENERt'l1:: METEREP SERVIC~ 

Applieable to all metered water service. 

m:I;tITORY 

Certa.1n unilleorporated area including ~ra.ets Nos. 6234 and 7J.l4 and the 
area northwest ot the intersection ot Pioneer Boulevard and Artesia Avenue, 
in the vicinity of Artes1a. and Norwalk, Los Azlgele~ County. 

RATES: 

Quantity Rates: 

First sao en.ft. or less •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Next 2,200 cu.rt., per 100 au.ft. • ••••••••••••• 
Next 7,000 ou.ft., per 100 eu.ft. • ••••••••••••• 
Noxt 20,000 ~.£t., per 100 cu.tt. • ••••••••••••• 
Over 30,000 cu.ft., per 100 cu.ft. • ••••••••••••• 

M1n1mum ChQl"ge: 

For 5/8 :x: 3!4-1nch meter 
For 3/4-1neh meter 
For l-ineh meter 
For l~1neb meter 
For 2-1neb meter 
For 3-1ncb meter 
For 4-inoh meter 

.•.•.•.••.....•........• 
•••••••••••••••••••••••• .•.....•................ 
••....... ~ ......••.. ~ ... 
...•....•......•........ 
...•.......•............ 
•....•...•.............. 

Xhe M1n1mum Charge 'Will entitle the "'ustomer 
to the q:wrnti t:r or wateX" wb1eh that m1n1mum 
charge will pureh~c at the Quantity Rates. 

Per Meter 
Per z.t.on:.tb 

$ 3.50 
.35 
.22 
.15 
.12 

$ 3.50 
4.00 
5.00 

10.00 
14.00 
37.00 

·52.00 
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APPENDDC A 
Pa:ge 3 or S 

SohedUle No. ~2 

Burblmk AvenUf!. Hm.m,iion GArdens. Indep,ndenee SQ3ltri:' , Tari« ArfilM 

APPLICJ@n.ITX 

Applioable to all water service turn1ehed on a: flat'ro:te'be:sis. 

-MRITORX 

Ce:J:"U:d.n 'Ul.lincorporated &rec including Tracts Nos. 6234 and 7114 and the 
area northwest or the interseotion of Pionoer Bouleverd and Artesia Avenue , 
in the vicinity or Artesia and Norwtilk, Los Azlgeles County. 

Per 3/4-1neh Service Conneetion 
Mm Per Month 

1. For esoh single family residonce, 
includ1ng premises not ftXeeed-
inS lO,OOO sq.tt. in area •••••••• $4.00 

m. For ea;ch add1 tional resi­
dential unit on the some 
premises and served from 
the same service connection • • 2.00 

b. For each 100 sq.ft. or 
area in excess of 10,000 :,q.ft. .02 

2. For each store, l:II8Z'ket, or shc,p •• 4.00 

3. For eaoh service station .. ,. .... ... . s.OO 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

1. All serv1~ not covered by' the above classifications will be :fur­
nished only on a metered. basis. 

2. A. meter rDIJ:1' be wtalled at option or utility or customer tor above 
class1!1cat1ons in which event :!Iervice theree.f"ter will be turnisl:lad only on 
the baais or Schedule No. ~l, General Metered Semce. 
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.APPENDIX .A. 
Page 4 ot 5 

Schedule No. O~l 

OrlU'lge County Te,riff Ares 

GENERAL METERED Sf'.Rv:ICE 

Applicable to all metered ~er service. 

1'ERBITORX 

~ta1n areas in or neer the ei ties and unincorporated. eommum t:1es ot 
Garden Grove, We3tminster, Barber City, M1dWJGl' City and Santa Ana, and ' 
vicinity, Orange County. 

Qwmtity Ra.tes: 

First 1,000 cu.ft. or les3 •••••••••••••••••• 
Next 2,000 eu.£t., per 100 cu.£t'. • ••••••••• 
Next 7,000 au.ft. ... per 100 cu..ft'. • ••••••••• 
Next 20,000 cu.ft. J per 100 cu.£t'. • ••••••••• 
Over .30,000 ou.tt., per 100 cu.f't:. • ••••••••• 

Minimum. Charge: 

For S/S x 3/4-!neh metAr 
For 3/~1nch meter 
For l-inoh meter 
For l~inch meter 
For 2-inch meter 
For .3-inch meter 
For 4-ineh meter 

•.••••...... ~ ....... . 
...•...... ~ ...•...•.. 
••••••.•....•........ 
•..•.•...•....•...... 
••.••••.......•...... 
...••................ 
....•.••............. 

PElr Meter 
Per Mgnth 

$ 2.50 
.25 
.20 
.15 
.12 

$ 2.50 
3.75 
6.00 

10.00 
14.00 
27.00 
43.00 

The M1:cirnum Charge vill entitle the customer 
to the quantity or water which ,that m1n1mum 
charge \olill purchase a.t the Quantity Rates. 
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~pp11eable to ~1 Yater service furnished on 6. flat ~ate basis. 

Certa:tn areas in or near the cities end unincorporated communities or­
Gsre.en Grove,. Westminster" Berber City, M:1dway City and. Santa Ana,. end 
vioWty, Orenge COWlty. 

1. For a single r~ residence, including 
premises not exeeedizlg 10,000 sq;.ft. 1n 
area •••••••••••••••••.•.••••••••••••••••• 

.. For each add1tione.l. resident1al 
'1mi t on the same prem1~es 8Ild 
served. !rQm the ssme eervice 

Per 3/4-inoh Servioe 
Conn,etion pe~Month 

conneotion ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2.00 

b. For eaeh 100 sq.ft. or area in 
excess 01' 10,000 sq.ft. •••••••••••••• .03 

2. For each store, market, or sbop •••••••••• 3.50 

3. For eaoh semce station ••••.••......... -

SPECIAL CONPITIQI§ 

1. All servioe not eovered by the above classifioations vill be fur­
nished only on 6. metered. basis. 

2. .. meter melY' be installed at option of utility oX" euatomer ttJr aibove 
elassifieations in vhiob event service thereafter .will be turn10hed only on 
the basis of Soh~ule No. OR-l, Generel Metered.Serviee. 


