
Decision No. _____ ~.:...::~...:(..;,;.~.;...;.~;;:..r:;..;... __ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
CALIFORNIA WATER SERVICE COMPANY, a ) 
corporation, for an orderauthoriz- ) 
iug it. to increase rates charged for ) 
water service in the Marysville ) 
district. ) 

) 

Application No. 39890 

McCutchen, Doyle, Brow.a. eSc Enersen, by Robert Minge 
Brown and A. Crawford Greene, Jr. for applicant; 

Isidor Cheim, in propria persona, ~terested party; Cvml1 M. sarol8u and Jean B. Balcomb, for the Com­
ss1OU'sta f. 

OPINION --------
Nature of Proceeding. 

By the above-entitled application, filed MarCh 10, 1958, 

CalifOrnia Water Service Company seeks an order of this Commission 

authorizing ~t to increase rates for water service rendered in its 

Marysville district. 

Public Hearing 

Public hearing in the matter was held before Examiner F. 

Everett Emerson on September 30, 195$ at Marysville. Included in the 

record there made is the testimony, with suPPOrting exhibits, per­

taining to applicant's over-all operations as adduced in the public . 
hca't'ings 't'e Application No. 39888 of this applicant. Only one customer 

and no public officials .attended the hearing in Marysville. 

Applicant's Position 

The present rates for water servi~e in Marysville have been 

in effect since 1928. Since that time, and particularly dur:tng the 
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period since World War II, applicant has experienced substantial in­

ereases in its costs of operation in this district. Wage rates have 

more than tripled and the costs of materials and supplies and of all 

construction work has correspondingly increased. Recent and present 

additions and replacements have required and now require muCh larger 

capital expenditures than were needed' thir1:y years ago when the pres­

ent water rates were placed in effect. An additional significant 

factor contributing to 1ncreased costs in Marysville has been increas­

ing taxes. The feelersl income tax. alone, has more than tripled in 
',' the past thirty years. 

Applicant has been able to some extent to offset these 

unfavorable factors by increasing its efficiencies in operating the 
. . 

system and by the substitution of rented quarters for the building 

previously owned and operated. In addition, growth in Marysville has 

been gradual, rather than explosive as elsewhere, which has somewhat 

lessened the tmpact of inflation on the district. However, the 

cumulative effect of increased'cos~s has produced a lessening of earn­

ings in ehe district to a point where applicant has detexm.1ned that 

rate relief bas become imperative_ 

Applicant has a continuing need for additional capital 1n 

Marysville and its capital requirements become greater 8S time passes 

and the rate of replacement of existing physical plant facilities 

accelerates. Replacement must be accomplished at a cost level several 

ttmes greater than that of the original installation. Depreciation 

accruals arc inadequate to finance replacements. Applicant must 

therefore attract additional capital to meet the needs of the district 

.l::.d its earnings in the district must be at a reasonable level 1n 

order to attract such capital. Applicant has therefore proposec.rate 

schedules which it estima~es will yield a rate of return of approxi­

mately 6.5 per cent on a depreciated rate base over a three-yea'r 
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period. It seeks authority to place suCh rates into effect and 

alleges that its p~oposed wate~ ~ates will enable it to earn a 

reasonable rate of return from its Marysville operations. 

Rates, Present and Proposed 

Applicant presently obtains somewhat more than 60 per ecct 

of its revenues from flat rate services. In the opinion of a witness 

for the Commission staff, applicant's flat rates are capable of con­

siderable simplification and the staff urges that flat rates be based 

upon lot size rather than upon individual premises surveys. 

A comparison of charges for typical usages, under present 

and proposed rates, follows: 

Flat Rates 
Water Usage 

Present 
Charge 

Residence; S rooms with toilet, 
shower and 3271 square feet of irrigated area $2.98 

Residence; as above but with 6 rooms 3.13 

Meter Rates (S/8"x3/4" meter) 

o usage 
400' cubic ,feet 
800 cubic,feet 

1000 eubicfeet 
1500: cubic.feet 
2000 cubic feet· 
250() cubic feet 

Nature ofEviC!ene_~ 

1.00 
1.00 
2.00' 
2.50 
3.40. 
4.30 . 
5.20 

Proposed 
Charge 

$3.97 
4.17 

2.50 
2.84 
3.18 
3.35 
3.78' 
4 •. 20 
4.62 

Applicant and the Commission staff presented evidence 

respecting all phases of applicant's Marysville district operations. 

Also, evidence respecting applicant's over-all operations, presented 

on September 10 and 11, 1958, during the hearing on Application 

No. 39888~ is part of this record by reference. Thus, the Commission 

h~s before it iu this proceeding evidence respecting all o£appli­

cantls operations and the results thereof as it pertains to the 

company's financial position. 
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!he following tabulation will serve to summarize the 

evidence respecting applicant's operations for the estimate year 1958. 

MARYSVIlLE DIS~ICT 
SUMMARY OF EARNINGS - ES'rlMATED YEAR 1958 

At Existing ~ater Rates 

~ 

Operating, Revenues' 
Operating, Expenses, 
Net Revenue" ' 
Rate Base' (depreciated) 
Rate ofRe1:'Uxn 

At Applicant's Proposed Water Rates 

Item -
Operating Revenues 
Operating, Expenses 
Net Revenue ' 
Rate Base (depreciated) 
Rate of, Return,' 

Customer Parti'cipation 

Applieant 

$143,680 
115,220 

28,460 
642,600 

4.431. 

Applicant 

$180,,030 ' 
134,850, , 
45,180' 

642,600 
7.03%' 

. 
CPUC Staff 

$145,,750, 
, 116,310 

29' 440' 
641:400' ' 

4.591.' 

CPUC Staff 

$181,910 
135,810:, 
46',100 

64:i.,400' 
7.19% 

One ,customer, a resident of Marysville for many years and 

one familiar with the area, the water system and applicant's district 

employees, testified respecting economic co~ditions in Marysville and 

expressed a 'number of opinions respecting the need for and theaavisa­

bility of granting applicant's request for increased water rates. He 

recited that the economy of Marysville is critically responsive to 

activity at the nearby Camp Beale; that curtailment of activities at 

that base had brought the building of homes in Marysville to a virtuel 

st~ndstill and had left many homes uneompleted and ~ny rental units 

vacant; that the school population had declined and that business had 

had a general recession from which it has not yet recovered; that camp 

Beale is again being activated, but that it Will be at least .another 

year before its resulting beneficial influence will b~ apparent in 

the community. He also testified that white county taxes .are inc:reas­

ing~ city taxes will decline" sharply because the city now bas a sales 
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tax which will provide revenues sufficient to permit lowering the 

city's ad valorem tax rate. He urged that any utility rate increase 

be deferred until the year 1960 when camp .Beale may approach full 

operation and that applicant's financial position be appraised at such 

t;:.me, rather than now. 

With respect to this latter situation, it is appropriate 

to observe that the analyses of both the company and the Coa:mission' s 

O'WJl staff experts presented in this proceeding are "average" or 

"normalized" year analyses and as such are predicated on the prinCiple 

that neither subnormal no: abnormal conditions, either in the commu­

nity's or the utility's life, are proper criteria, except in emergency 

. situations, by which the utility' s financial position is to be 

appraised for the purpose of prospective rate making. In our opinion, 

such apP1:oach is in the public interest. 

Findings and Conclusions 

10 the summary tabulation of operating results hereinabove 

set forth, operating expenses include income taxes based upon calcu­

lations of depreciation expense on a straight-line basis. Under 

S~ction 167 of the 1954 Internal Revenue Code, applicant elected to 

use accelerated depreciation accruals for the year 1957·. Applicant 

has not yet determined to make such an election for the year 1958. 

While the effect of one method as compared to the other is relatively 

minor in this district ($1500), the principle is of some importance. 

Applicant is placed on notice, therefore, that the matter of the 

treatment to be accorded depreciation for tax expense purposes has 

not been finally determined by this Commission and that upon final 

detexminat10n of the matter the Commission may reopen this proceeding 

for the purpose of adjusting water rates to reflect such f1nal 

determination. 

the only significant differences between the revenue esti­

mates of applicant and the Commission staff lie in the revenues to be 
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derived from public fire protection service and from sales to public 

authorities. In this connection, the evidence is conv:tnc:ing that 

applicant's esttmates are reasonable and they will be adopted herein. 

With respect to operating expenses, the only differenee of 

significance arises from calculations of income taxes, the respective 

calculations reflecting the respective estimates of revenues. !he 
total operating expenses estimated by applicant appear to be reasonable 

and they will be adopted herein. 

In the determination of a fair and reasonable depreciated 

rate base upon which applicant may earn a reasonable return, applicSQt 

and the Commission staff essentially differ only in the calculation of 

the allowance for working cash to be ~cluded in such rate base. In 

view of the fact that greater th4u'60 per cent of applicant's revenues 

are received througa flat rate charges medein advance of rendering 

service, it is our opinion that uo greater allowance than that calcu­

lated by the staff is reasonable for this distri~t., Accordingly, we 

hereby adopt as a fair and reasonable dep)~,eciated r.ate base for' the 

estl.ma1:ed year 1958, the amount o£ $641,400. 

Summarizing, the adopted amounts produce the following indi­

cation of applicant's financial position in tho Marysville district 

under existing and proposed water rates for the estimated year 1958: 

ADOPTED RESULTS OF OPERATIONS - YEAR 1958 
Item -

Operating Revenues 
Operating Expenses 
Net Revenue 
Rate Base (depreciated) 
Rate of Return 

Existing Rates Proposed Rates 

$-143',680 
115,220' 

28-,460 
641,400 

4.44% 

$180,030 
134.,850 

45,180 
641,400, 

7.04% 
!he evidence is convincing, as the above tabulation illus­

tratcs, that applicant is in need of and entitlcd to increased revenues 

and we find the fact so to be. 

Any increase in water rates to be authorized in this pro­

ceeding will be effective only in future periods.. It is not pOSSible,' 

for new rates to b~ in effect during the whole of 1958" the year on 

which applicant's operations have been dnalyzed. Because of such 
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situation:. both applican.t and the Commission· staff analyzed the trend 

in rate of return for this district.. Applicant's calculations indi­

cate an average annual decline of 0' .15, per cent under the water 

rates which it has proposed, while the staff calculation indicates 

an increase of 0.20 per cent, each,being predicated on a comparison, 
, ' 

of 1958 with 1957 figures. 

Applicant basically seeks a rate of return of 6.5 per cent 

over a three-year period. Such a rate of return is fair and reason­

able for operations in this distr1et.· In viewing the evidence it 

seems clear that applicant will continue to experience a declining 

,., rate of return in Marysville as plant replacements occur at the 

higher costs occasioned by the continuing effects of inflation. 

,Additionally, the evidence indicates that ~\pplicant' s labor force in 

Y~rysvillewill of necessity soon be increased. It is und!sputed in 

this record that the addition of but one full-time employee will, 

reduce the indicated rate of return by about 0.4 per cent. In view 

of all of the'evidence, the Commission concludes that the water rates 

which applicant has proposed will produce earnings and a rate of 

return for the immediate future 'Which are f~tir and reasonable and 

Which over a three-year period will not exceed 6.5, per cent. It 

follows, therefore, that applicant should be authorized to increase 

water rates as requested. ~o%'dingly, we further find as a fact 

that the increases in water rates and char.ge~, authorizedher~in are 

justified and that present rates and chargee, insofar as they differ 

from those he:rein prescribed, are for the future unjust and unreasonable.. . 
While the staff has recommended that applicant's flat rate 

schedule be simplified, there is no evidence in this record which 

will permit of such simplification. Nor does the evidence indicate 

that there is any particular problem associated with the determination 

of present flat rate charges. However, rate s:1mpl1fication generally 

is of benefit to utility and water user alike and applicant should 
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look to the accomplishment of the same. 

ORDER ---liliiii-"-

california Water Service Company, having applied to this 

Commission for an order authorizing increases in rates and charges for 

wa~er service rendered in its Marysville district, public hearing 

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

for decision based upon the evidence and the findings and conclusions 

contained in the foregoing opinion, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that C.alifornia Water Service Company 

is authorized to file in quadruplicate with this Commission, on or 

after the effective date of this order and in confom1ty with the 

provisions of General Order No. 96, the rate schedules set forth in 

Appendix A attached hereto and, on not less than five days'notice to 

the public and to this Commission, to make said schedules effective 

for water service rendered on and 3fter December 22, 1958. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days after 

.~he date hereof. 

Dated at ~cf4j (.74 .... -- ,..; If ;'Pc), Csl:lf ornia, this 62 d 
'7'J=:"-o.-4~ 1958. day of 

I 

• I 

comaassioners 
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APPENDIX A 

Schedule No. MR-l 

GENERAL METERED SE3VICE 

APPLICABILITY 

Applicable to all metered "Water se:rv1ce Of 

TERRITORY .. 
The C1 ty o~ Y>Ol"Ysville, and v1e1n1 ty, Yuba. County .. 

RATIS 

Service Charge: 

Per Meter 
P~'t !1Pnth 

For 5/8 x 3/4-ineh meter •••••••••••••••••••••••••• $ 
For 3/4-1nch.meter •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

2.50 
2~75 
3.00 
5.00 
7.25 

For l-~ch meter •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
For l~1neh meter .................. lIIII'a ••••••• 

For 2-ineh meter •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
For .3-inch meter ........................... . 
For 4-1neb. meter e' •••••• ,. ................... ... 

For 6--ineh meter •...••••.. ' ..• ' ............. . 
For S-inc:h meter •••.••.•....• • ' ••••. " •••.••• 
ror lQ-inchmeter •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Q\J.antity Rate: 

For all wter delivered, per 100 cu. ft. •••••••••• 

'!'he Service Charge is a readiness-to-serve 
ehe:rge applico.ble to all metered se%"V1ce 
and to 'Whieh iD to be t\d.ded the monthly 
charge computed at the Quantity Rate. 

14.00 
18".00 
26.00 
36.00' . 
5O~OO' 

0.085 
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Schedule No. MR-2R 

Applicable to, all residential vater :service turn1:shed On a. nat 
rate basis. 

'l'he City or Marysville, and vie1n1 ty, Yuba CO\Ulty. 

For each 1"esidMee of rive rooms or los, 
occupied by a single ftJm1ly, exclusive 
or bath or toilet fac1l1ties and irri-

Per SQl"Viee Connection 
Por Month 

gated areas ••..••••.••••......••••••...•••••••••••• $ 2.00 

a.. F CIr each add1 tionaJ. room in exeeG!! or £1 ve ......... .20 

boo In addition .. for oach. nush toilet.. ba.th-
tub, or snower •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• .33 

c. In lldd1t1on, for all irrigation or 
spr1:okling of l.o.~ or gard~, payable 
throughout the yeo:r:, per 100 sq. tt.. ... • • .. • • • .. • .04 

SPECIAL COl'1!?ITION 

Meters mrJ.'1 be inst.8lled a.t opt1on of utility CIr euztomer for above 
ela.ssification 1%1 vb.ich event service ,thereo.1'ter will 'be !'urn1shed (JtJ'J.y 
on t..he 'basi3 of Scheclule No .. MR-l, CenereJ. Metered Service. 
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Schedille No. MP-2LX 

AP1?LICABn.ITY 

Applicable to Yater 3crvice furnished on 11 limited temporary flllt 
rate ba.s1z. 

TERRITORY 

RATES 

The City of Marysv1lle, and vicinity, Yuba. County. 

Per Service Connection 
P",r Month 

l. For restaurant::: and cafes - per unit of 3eat1xlg 
capacity •••••••••••• _ ••••••••••• _ •••• ~ •••••• ~ ••• 
~\lm. eba.rge ........................ ,. ........ , ••• 

2. For offices; rooms in upper storie3 o'! build­
ings ::;0 occupied, for ea.ch room v.1.th wtor 

$ .16 
4.00 

tap except doctors' ~d dont13t~f orfieec ••••••• 1.35 

3. For doctors', and dentists' offiees, not exceed-
ing tW'o rooms 1.'ith 'W8.ter tap, .......................... 3.)0 

For each additiono.l 1'001:1 W'i th wo.ter tap ...... 6>. .. . .65 

4. For drug stores •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• $,.00 to 6.50 

5. F or photograph galleries, or where water is 
used for commercial developing and l'X"inting 
in addi t10n to, the rate for 3tore or prem1,es .... 4.00 

6.. For barber shops, one chair ....................... 2.75 

For each additional chair ••••••••••••••••••••••• 1.00 

7. For soda '!O\2ntaiJl3, sort drink places, and ice 
cream or lunch parlors e1 ther alone cr in eonnee-
tion.~th other business •••••••••••••••••.• _ •••• $2.7, to 6.50 

s. For bakerie~, butcher shopo, and retail markets •• 3.00 
(Continued.) 
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Schedule No. MR-:2LX 

&m (Continued.) Per Service Connection 
Pm: Moxrth 

9. Forordinar.1 storeo and 3hop~ not otherwi3~ 
listed, according to use or water •••••••••••••• $1.35 to ;.30 

10. For use 0: ho~e in frOX'lt or stores and 3hops for 
~bi%lg \dndcr.rs and sprinkling sidewalks, 
streets, etc., accord1ng to Frontage ••••••••••• $0.35 to 1.65 

ll. For liv1Dg rooms in connection with ~tores or 
:ihops, add1 tional to ~tore rate .................... .. 1.00 

12. For public d.r1rlk1ng fountains in 8:tlY place, each. 

1:3-. For autome.t1c or ord1nary nush urinBls, aecord-
~ to the use of 'W'ater, each .................. $0.65 to 4.00 

14. Additional for each to1let. orbathtul) 1%1 1 tem 
3'to,l3, tnelus1ve' ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Bu1"d1t1p' Work'" 

l5. For mortar m;d to dampen 'brick, per 1000 'brick •• 

16. For cement ..... ork snd pw'ter1ng', each barrel ot 
cement· err: lime used ............................. . 

SPECIAL CONDITION? 

1. Service under this scb.ed'Ulc 'Will 'be cont1nued to tJrlY customer served. 
hereunder ssor the effective d~te or this tariff sheet, and until such time 
as a meter is instslled. . 

2. V~ters ~ 'be installed at option of utility or customer for above 
c1o.::3i£ics.t1ons in 'Which event ~erv1ce there.e£ter w.Ul be !urn1shed only on 
the basis' or Schedule No. MR-l, General Metered Service. 

:3. ExistiDg nco-resi<ient1sJ. cu=tomer::: are to be metered. 8.3 :Joon 8.3, the 
arrqement or ;Piping, v.Ul perm1 t. 
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APPLICABIL ITY 

APPENDIX A 

Page; or 11 

Schedule No • MR-4 

~yil1e T3tiff Area 

PRIVATE DEE PROTECTION SliBVICSi 

Applicable to· all water service furnished tor private fire 
protection. 

TERRITORY 

RATES -
'Ibe C1 t;r of Mar;rsv1lle ~ and vicini t;r, I~ County. 

For each li-~ch cocnection •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
For each 2-1nch connection •••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••• 
For each 3-1nch cO%nlection ............................ . 
For each 4-inch connection •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
For each 6-1nch connection •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
For each 8-inch cocnection •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
For each lO-inch COXIneetion ........................... ' ... 

S?ECIAL CONDITIONS 

P~r MomD 

$ 2.2$ 
3.00 
4.50 
6 .. 00 
9.00 

1.2.00 
1;.00, 

1. '!'he tire protection service connection \1111 be installed 'by the ut1l­
ity a.t the cost ot the applicant. Such cost. shall not be sUbject to ~f\lnd .. 

2. If a d1::tr1but1on main ot adequate oize to oerve a private fire pr0.­
tection system in addition to all other normal service doeD not exist 1n tbb 
street or alley aclj e.eent to the prem1se5 to be served, then a. aerv1ee ma1n 
!rom the lleo.rest existing main or adequate capac1 t;r v.Ul be wtall.«l b:r tho 
utility at the cost ot the applicant.. Such cost ohall not be GUbject to retund. 

:3.. Se:M1ce hereunder is for pr1 vato t:!.re protection ~~. to 'Which llO 
connections tor other then fire protection ptIrp03es ~ allowed and whiCh are 
reeularly inspected by' the underwriters h8.vi%1g jurisdiction, are installed 
according to specitieat10ns of: the ut1l1ty~ o:nd are ma.1ntained to the satis­
fe.c:tion of the utility. The utility may in5tall the stanclerQ. detector type 
moter approved. by-. the Boerd. of: Fire UncleX'Wr1 terS' tor protection sga1n:Jt thert, 
L;,e.kage or 'WaSte ot vater. 

(Continued) 
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Schedule No. MR-4 

PRIVATE Em PROTECTION SEBYICE 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS (Continued) 

4. For wter del1vered tar other thtm fire protection purpo:lOS, charges 
~ 'be made thore1"ar u:o.d.er Schedule No. MR-l, Genero.l. Metered Service. 

S. The utility will supply t:ttJly such vatoX' at 3Ueh pross'Ure 8.3 mIX:! be 
Ilvoilable trom t1m.e to time M a result or its normalopero.t101l ot the system. 
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PUBLIC ~. Hl"RA.NJ;: SERVICE 

APPLICABn..ITY 

App11co."oleto oll fire hydrant service !'urn1shed to the Ci t:r of 
Marysville. 

TERRITORY 

'!bo City of' ~3"J'ille, Yuba Cotlllty. 

RATES -
For the t1rst SO fire hydrant3 and not 

more than 10 fire cisterns .................. e, ......... .. 

For each sdd1tional fire hydrant ••••••••••••••••••• 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

$ 300.00 

1.00 

1. The a.bove rates include ~e of wter for f1re protection and for no 
other purpose. For vater delivered through fire bydrcnts ror any other purpo~e, 
charges will 'be made therefor at the ClUtlnt1 ty rate 'Under Schedule No. MR-l, 
General Metered Service. 

2., Hydrants owed by the City will ~ installC3d, m.o.1nta.1ned,. painted, 
inspected 6:ld relocs.~d a.t the expense of 'che City. The utility W'ill 1nste.ll 
and ow the tee in the main. 

3. The utility'W1ll supply only such, water at such presS'tJre as may be 
avD.ilD."ole !rQlll time to t!me as So resill t of its normal operation of the syste:n. 

.. 
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APPLICABILITY 
" 

APPENDIX A 

Pllge p of II 

Schedule No. MR-5 

Applicable to ell fire hydrsnt service !u:rni:shed to duly organized 
or ineorporated fire distr1ets or other political subdivisions or the State, 
except the City of l1a.rysvUle. 

TERRITORY 

The Cit:r of: Marysville, and vicinity, Yuba. CO\lllty. 

RATES -
P~r Hydrgnt Per Month 

. 
: . 
~~t 

. 
If Attached to 2ff ~Size of'; 

:OwnAd 'by: :'Hydrrmt: TW or 2!=inc;h Ma1],) 

Authority 2" Wb.u1" $0.75 
Utility 2" ~ 1.00 

Authority ~ Wharf 1.00 
Utility 'Vl'b.e.rr 1.25 .. 
Authority :3" Wharf' 
Utility :3" ~. 

Allthori ty 4" Standard 
Util1t1 4" Stonclard 

Authority 6" Stsndard 
Utility 6" Ste:ndard 

, "' : If Attached. 
If" Attacbed. Ir Attachedho 6" Main 
to ;" Moil? tq 4" M,in :01= Larger 

$1.00 $1.25 $1.;0 
1.2$ 1.50 l.75 

1.2$ 1.50, 1.75 
1.50 1.75 2.00" 

1.50 1.75 2.00 
1.75 2.00 2.25 

2.00 2.$0' 
2.50 ).00' 

.3.00 " 
).50 . 

(Continued) 
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SPECIAL CQNDI'I'IQNS 

APPENDJX·A 

Page 9 of n 

Schedule No. ~5 

PUBLIC ~ HYDRANT ~QE 

(Continued) 

1. 1'h.e above ra.te:; include 'U3e or 'Water ror fire protection and 1:ctr no 
other purpoze. Ff:Ir wa.ter delivered through rire hydranto for tJrJ.'Y other 
purpose,. clulrges 'Will 'be made there1:f:Ir at the montbly quantity rates under 
Schedule No. MR-l, General Metered. Service. 

2. Hydrs:o.ts owed by the public Q.uthori ty 'Will be 1n::tallec1, maintained., 
painted, 1n.:Ipected and relocated at the expense or the publ:Lc authority. The 
util:L ty v.w. install and ow the tee 1n tho main, the hydrsnt 'branch and the 
control veJ.ve. 

3. Hydrant:; owneC. 'by the utility ~ be maintained. by it. 'the utility 
\dll install B:ld ow the tee 1n theme.in, the hydrant branch, the -val-ve, tlIld 
'the 'b1.1ry and. hydrant. The public authority w1ll pay !~ the relocat1on or 
rm:! hydrants owed by the utility. 

4. Number of outlets in otandard outlots 'Will bel1:m1tec1 to t'Wo· ~ 
outlets. 

5. Fire hydrants 'Will 'be attached to the util1ty's·d,ictribution mI.l.ins 
w..y as authOrized 'by the proper public authority. Such'·· a.uthor1za:' .. iOD. must 
des1gna.te the ownership, size, &ld type or bytlrants and: ~pec11"1cally :5ts.te the 
location at which each i~ to be installed. 

6. The utility 'Wi!l supply only such 'Water a.t such pres:u:re . as may be 
!I.-vills.'ble from time to time 83 a result or its normal opera.tio~ or the~:rstem. 
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Schedule No. MR-7FLX 

Mcnm11., Tmtt ArM 

LIMITED mreORARY MUNICIPAL ~ ~ SERVICE 

Applicable to lim1tecl temporary vater service, other ths.n far 
public fire prot.eetion furn1:Jbec1 to· the City 01: Marysv1lle on a flat rate 
oo,si8. 

TERRITORY 

RATES -
1. For a displayfounte.1n in Ellis !Jake :Jerved by 

no larger than one 3/4-inch pipe •••••••••••••••••• $ 2.00 

2. For wter 'tUJeQ. in cleaning operation!! at the city 
nush sump located at 2nd and "F" Street= ........... . 

3. For the city library a:od laYn, loca.ted at the 
north 'West corner of 4th and "C" Streets ••••••••••• 8 .. 10 

SPECIAL CONDITIO!'S 

1. Service 'Und.er this :Jehe<3.ule lof...ll be continued. to the above ex1sti%lg 
serv1ee connections until sueh time. as a meter is installed. 

2. Exist1%lg services W'ill be metered as :soon as the 8.%Ttmgement 01: 
piping will perm1t, and thereafter charges for serviee v1ll be- !l.:Irn1:5hed. 
criJ.,. on the basis of Sehedule No. MR-l, Generlll Metered Service. 

., 
;, 
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Sched~e No .. MP-lO 

SERVICE !Q COMPW 'E;MPt~ 

APPLICABILITY 

Applicable to water service furniohed tor dome3tic use at the 
place or re31denee of employee. 

TERRITORY 

The C1 ty of Marysville, and vicinity, Yuba County .. 

The :CUed rate or rAtes o.ppliea.ble to the type or service in the 
territory where service i~ :3upplicd, less 25% discount. .: 


