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Decision No. ____ _ 

. , 

BEFORE '!EE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~SION OF 'l'BE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
SOO'I'HERN CALIFORNIA WATER COMPANY ) 
for authority to increase rates ) 
charged by it for water service in ) 
its Southwest Dis'Q:ie:. ) 

) 

Application No. 40675 

O'Melveny and Meyers> a.ttorneys:. by Lauren M. Wright, 
and c. T. ~ss, consulting engineer, for applicant;,. 

Paul A .. Ro~'ley:, city administrator, for the City of 
GarCtena; !YlZ's. Mildred A .. Winfree, president, .and 
D:lvid c. Rabin, vice president, for Ge.rdcna Hol1ypa:k 
Home owners ASsociation; interested parties. . 

Cyril M. Sarovan, J ea..." B.. Baleomb, and Harold Grondahl! Jr., 
for tEe Co;;[ssion staff. 

OPINION ........ -. .... --_ ..... 

Southern california Water Company, a corpo~ation, by the 

above-entitled application filed December 15, 1958, seeks authority 

to increase its rates for general metered service and for optional 

special metered service in its Southwest District which includes 

portions of the C1ti~s of Hawtb~rne, Ingle"Good, Compton, and Tor­

rance, and all of the City of Gardena, .and certain intervening un­

incorporated territory of Los Angeles County, by the gross annual 

amount of $614,000 based on the year 1959 estimated;. an over-a.ll 

tncreaseof about 34 percent. 

Public hearings we:-c held befo:re Examiner Stewar't C. Warner 

. on March 30 .and 31, . and April 6 and 7, 1959, at Los Angeles. Exhibit 

No.1 i.e a copy of a prces relea:;e to seventeen newspapers and wire 

se'rViees which circulate in the applicant f s Southwest District. Said 
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release was mailed on February 10, 1959, and the record shows that 

m::my of the newspapers in the area pu'blishecl accounts of the appli- , 

cation and the scheduled hearing dates as announced in said exb.~bie. 

Formal notices of the hearing were published on V...a.rcb 26, 1959, in 

five newspapers circulating in the District as required by the 

Commission. Two petitions containing the signatures of 81 property 

owners and subscribers to applicant's water service in Lemlox were 

rece:i ved and noted on the record. Said petitions. protested any . 

proposed increase in "Hater ra.tes on the grounds) as stated by a. . 

cust~er Who submitted the petitions, that the signatures were those 

of working people and pensioners who simply eouldnot afford the 

increase. 

~asis of Application 

Applicant alleged that the additional revenue, on an annual 

basiS, resulting from the proposed rates contained in the i~tant 

.::.pplication as Exhibit A a.~tached thereto" was necessary to allow it 

to earn a. fair, just :md reasonable retunl on its capital invested 

in facilities used and useful in rendering water service in its 

Southwest District, and that the revenue derived from the proposed 

'rates would not yield in the future more than a fair return on its 

investment in the South'll1est District, and would result in a return· 

below a fair return on its total utility operations as well as in 

its Southwest District: in 1959. '!'be record shows that 'the net: 

additions by the applicant in its Southwest District to fixed capital 

for the year 1958 amounted to $l,089,410, .and, in its application, 

the applicant alleged that its construction budget for capital ex­

pencliture5 for this District for the year 1959 wac $920, 9l5. !be' 
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majority of each of these ewo construction items was for the replace­

ment and improvement of transmission nnd distribution mains, but 

additional ~ounts were expended and budgeted for new land and wells, 

pumping equipment, water treatment equipment, services;, hydrants, 

~anspo:tation equipment, the equipping of a booster station, the 

inseallation of telemetering and regulator controls, additions to 

operating headquarters, and miscellaneous items including auto equip· 

ment and tools. Increases in costs of water purchased from Metro­

politan W~ter District, in electric pumping power rates, in salaries 

and wages, in costs of materials for maintenance and repair, and in 

ad valorem tax assessments a.nd rates, all since the year 1954 when 

the present rates were established, comprised the major bases of 

the application herein being considered. 

General Information 

The applicant was furnishing water service to 107,732 

customers at December 31,. 1958, plus 4,095 electric customers, and 

operate$ in 21 separate water districts in Los Angeles ~ San 

Bernardino, Orange, and Imperial Counties in Southern California, 

and in Sacramento County in Northern California. As of December 31, 

1958~ its total utility plant amounted to $33,665,836, with a 

related depreciation reserve of $5~129,402. Its gross water 

operating revenue for the year 1958 was $5,069,193, and other 

revenue inel~ing electric and ice revenue amounted to 

$388,399. A financial witness for .applicant, who is a vice 

president and director, testified that it was his opinion that 

in order to meet the applicant's over-all financial requirements the 

applicant should have a rate of return of 6.75 percent. His testi­

mony and data. relat:i:ng thereto are contained in Exhibits Nos. 6 and 
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7. A general report of applicant r s over-all operations was sub­

mitted by the applicant, as Exhibit No.5, which chowed that 'the 

applicant's total utility operations for the year 1959 estimated at 

present rates would produce a rat~ of return of 5.45 percent;.tbat 

at the proposed rates in the Southwest District for a full year a 

rate of return on total utility operations of 6.48 percent would 

resul t; and that with six motlths at the present rates ~d six months 

at: the proposed rates for the Southwest District, the ra.te of retu.rn 

on total utility operations would be 6.04 percent. 

Southwest District Ope;ations 

Applieant's Southwest District comprises approximately 21 

. square miles in the aforementioned incorporated and unincorporated 

territories of Los Angeles County. Fou:r district offices are main­

ta1tled in the Southwest Dist:ict in Gardena, Ulwndale, Lennox, and 

Normandie. The Southwest District service area is delineated on 

Chart 3-B of Exhibit No.9, a report submittod by applic:mtts witnes­

ses of its operations in the Southwest District. Said chart, among 

other things" shows the locations of the general offices" Metro­

politan Wa.ter District eon:c.ections, wells, booster stations, stora.ge 

facilities, a:c.d storage facilities .and booster stations. 

Applic2nt t s sources of water supply in the Southwest 

District comprise 30 company-owned wells of which 24 are located in 

the West Coastal Basin and the balance in the Central Basin. The 

pumping from 'the West Basin wells is restricted by a water conser­

vation agreement between water-producing agencies located within . said 

Basin. The total production of all wells in the year 1958 amounted 

to 4 1 712,210 (00) cubic feet. The average cost to produce water from 

',. 
" 
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said wells was $16.00 per acre-£oot~ Water is also purchased from 

the Metropolitan Water District through an agency thereof at a cost 

of $25.50 per acre ... foot, and from the City of Inglewood for $.11 per 

100 ~~bic feet. The rate for Metropolitan Water District water was 

raised $3.00 per acre-foot in July, 1958, and, for the City of 

Inglewood;, $.04 per 100 cubic feet in the same month. Tow Mm 

water purchased amounted to 3,969,331 (00) cubic feet, and City of 

Inglewood water purchased amounted to 61,689 (00) cubic feet, for a 

total of water purChased during the year 1958 of 4,031,020 (00) . 

cubic feet. ':thus, total water pumped or purchased from all sources 

amounted to 8,743,230 (00) cubic feet, of 'Which 54 percent was pumped 

and 46 perc~t was purchased. All pumped water is treated wit:h 

chlorine, and water produced from two wells is treated with chlorine 

and ferric chloride and run through rapid sand filters before 

delivery into the distribution system. 

Storage facilities consist of 33 tanks and reservoirs with 

a combined storage capacity as of December 1, 1958, of 7,689,000 

gallons. The record shows that an additional 1 million-gallon steel 

storage reservoir was expected to be completed before the end of 

April, 1959, and that said reservoir would store MID wa.ter;, princi­

pally, .and would be utilized to meet system peak clemaDds. 

As of November 30, 1958, water service was being furnished 

to 37,906 general metered and optional special metered customers; 

flat rate fire protection service was being-furnished to, 81 customers; 

and 1,732 f!re hydrants were connected to the system in the Southwest 

District. the applicant estimated it would be serving approximately 

39,016 customers in the Distr:i .. ct on December 31;, 1959 .. 
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The record shows that applicant's Southwest District terri­

tory is prirrlarily residential' in character with a small am.ount of 
. 

industry in the commercial section of the City of Gardena. The ':a.rea 

is substantially saturated with little area left for growth and ex­

pansion of the water system. 

Rates 

The pres~~t rates for general metered service became effec­

tive August 23, 1954, pursuant to DeciSion No. 50404, and the option­

al special metered service rate became effective March 1, 1957 on an 

advice letter filed with the Commission. The latter scheduled rate 

offers a reduction for water used in excess of 150,000 cubic feet per 

month provided this excess water) as well as the first 150,000 cubic 

feet, is delivered between the hours of lO p.m. and 5 a..m. 

The following tabulation is a comp~rison of the present 

general metered service rates with those proposed in the application 

s:.o.d those authorized hereinafter: 

COMPARISON OF PRESENT, PROPO~t AND AUTHORIZED 
9ENERAL MeTERED SERVIC RATES 

Quantity Rates: Per Meter Per Month 
?resent Proposed Authoiiz~d 

First 700 cu. ft. or less •••••••.••• $ 1.80 $ 2.45 $ 2.35 Next 1,800 cu. ft., per 100 cu. ft. •• .19 .26 .. 25· Next 7,500 cu. ft., per 100 cu. ft. •• .16 .21 .l9 Next 40 ,000 cu. ft., per 100 cu. ft. •• .14 Next 50,,000 cu. ft., per 100 cu. ft. •• .12 Next 90,000 cu. ft., per 100 cu. ft. •• .17 .15 Over 100,000 cu. ft., per 100 cu. ft. •• .10 .13 .12 

Under the present rates, the charge for a monthly wa.ter 

U$~ge of 1,500 cubic feet is $3.32. At the proposed' rates such charge 

would be $4.53, an increase of 36.4 percent, .and at the authorized 

rates such charge will be ~4. 3'5, an increase of 31.0 percent. Bills 

arc ~en~ed to r~siGe:~ial customers on a bimonthly basis. 
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Earnings 

Exhibit No. 9, sup~a, contains earningsdaea on the South­

west District for the year 1958 recorded, the year 1958 adjusted at 

the present and proposed rates, and the year 1959 estimated at 

present ~d pxoposed rates, and for actual operations based on six 

months at present rates and six months at proposed rates. A Com­

mission staff engineering report on the results of applicant's 

ope:ations in its Southwest District for the year 1958 recorded, for. 

the year 1958 adjusted at present and proposed rates, and. for the. 

yeo: 1959 estimated at present and proposed rates, was submitt:ed in 

Exhibits Nos. 14 3:'ld 14-A. The following tabul~,tion summarizes the 

earnings data for the year 1958 recorded and fortbe year 1959 

estimated at present and proposed rates ~ sbown in Exhibits Nos. 9-

and 14-A: 

S1JMMARY OF EARNINGS 

:Year 1958: Yoar 1~2~ Est~~ted : 
: :Rccordcd : Pre~ent Rntes . Prooo~ed'£h1te~ . 

:Per P.U.C: Per Co. :Pcr P.U.C. : Per Co. :Per P.U.C.: 
: Itctl : Ex .. l4:A: Ex .. 9 : Ex. l4-A : Ex. 9 : Ex. J..4-A. : 

Operating Revenue $1,,807,,824 $ll823,,780 $1" S22 .. SCO $2,,437,,;00' $2,,433,,900 

Operating Expensos S':I7 ,,006 ~0,750 858 .. ll0 872,;3l0 8;S,110 
Depreciation 168,,656 237,520 235 .. 170 237,520 235,l70 
T:JXo~ a 341,030 326.:580 673.520 660.120 

Tot.ll Oper. ExpelWCS $ a $1"J.J...9,.300 $1 .. 419,860 $1,783,.3;0' $1,,7;~,,400 

Net Operating Revenue a $ 374,400 ;3 403 .. 000 ::> 654~150 680.,,500 
Ro.te Ease a - 9,.7.3l,600 9,423,l;0 9,73l,6OO 9,,42S~0 
Rate of Return a 3'.85% 4.28% 6.W ·7.22% 

a. Not av~blo 

Analysis of the preceding tabulation indicates' no sub­

s~tial difference in the estimates of operating revenues as 

submitted by the applicant and the staff. 
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Applicant's estimates of purchased water and purchased 
~ 

power expenses for the year 1959 were significantly greater than 

those estimated by the staff principally beca.use the staff engineer 

estimated greater usage of applicant's Central Basin pumping plants 

which, as heretofore noted, operate at less cost than the cose of 

water purchased from. the I1®, and, further, for the reason that the. 

staff utilized 7 percent unaccounted-for water in its estimate 

whereas the applicant utilized 9 percent. The percentages adopted 

by the applicant and the staff were based on different trending 

methods as applied to actual past years' experience. '!he staff also 

estimated lcwer eransmission and distribution maintenance expense 

than the applicant due to the e)..1:ensive program of main replacement 

and repair included in the applicant's 1958 construction budget and 

also included in the estimated rate base for the year 1959. 

The applicant's estimate of ad valorem tax expense for the 

year 1959 was based on an increased trend in tax rates plus the 

t2l<ing into account of the removal .from the tax assessment roles of 

Los Angeles County, by So recent Supreme Ccurt deci$ion~ of privately 

owed plants engaged in national defense production. 'the staff 

utilized current tax rates and applied them to estimated assessable 

fixed capieal. 

'!be difference in state and federal income tax eh"Pensc for 

the year 1959 estimated, both at present . and proposed rates, as sub ... 

mitted by the applicant: and by the staff on. the record, is largely 

attributable to a higher dep%'cciation expense deduction computed 'by 

the staff, and higher intel:cst and miscellaneous dcduet:ions claimed 

by the staff in ies computation. The staff based its calculated 

depreciation expense deduceion on total average capieal for the year 
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1958, whereas its calculated depreciation expense"for rate-making 

purposes was based on estimated gross depreciable plant as of 

J'Une 30, 1959. The staff trended interest and miscellaneous deduc­

tions to arrive at its claimed amount, whereas the applicant calcu­

lated its claimed amount for these items according to the amount of 

bond interest on ~l percent subordinate notes which are convertible 

into common stock, ir.terest on 5 percent debentu:es, L> percent bank 

loans, other interest, and amortization of debt discount a~d expense, 

all for the company as a whole and prorated to the Southwest District. 

Working cash accounts for about one half the difference 

between the rate base of the applicant and that of the staff) and 

moSt of the remaining difference is due to the staff estimate's being 

based on later information than that of the applicant. 

In its estimate of working cash capital, the applicant 

developed a time· lag study and submitted testtmony and evidence in 

Exhibits Nos. 9-A and 9-B in support of its calculati~ns. The work­

ing cash requirement was calculated at three montl~' operating 

expenses ~th no adjustment for federal income taxes accrued ahead 

of payment. The staff utilized the formula heretofore adopted by 

the CommiSSion in many other rate proceedings. The record" shows 

that such formula was based on seu~ies of tax accruals in sdvance 

of payment according to tax laws, particularly federal income tax 

laws, which have been changed since such formula was developed. 

Whereas, formerly, federal income tax was paid commenCing in the 

month of Y~rch follOwing. the calendar year of federal income tax 

liability over the next twelve months in four quarterly installments, 

corporations with net taxable income in excess of $100,000 are now 

required to pay fifty percent of their estimated federal income tax 

in two equal instal~ents in September and December of the taxable 

year. Exhibit No. 9-A contains a set of tabulations showing the. 

accrued monthly balances for the year 19Sa for each type of taxes 

paid by the applicant, as recorded on its books of account. 
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Findings and Conclusions 

After a careful -review of the record it is evident that 

the rate of reeurn for the test year 1959 estfmated, which would be 

producecl by applicant r S pres cut ra'ces for its Southwest District, 

is defieient and that applicant is in need of and entitled to 

financial relief therein. 

It is concluded, with respect to certain components of 

the r~te of return which would be produced by the rates for water 

service proposed in the application, that the staff estimates of 

purchased water and purchased power expenses, and transmission and 

disttibution maintenance expenses, are sound and they will be and 

hereby are adopted for this proceeding. It is noted that the staff 

estimated higher water trcatl:llent, and transmission and distribution 

operating expenses, than did the applicant.. It is also coneludecl 

that the staff estimate of depreciation expense for income tax 

deduction is reasonable. Ad valorem tax e.."CpetlSe submitted by the 

staff, the record indicates, sbould be increased moderately, and 

interest and miscellaneous deductions included by the staff in its 

state and federal income tax computations should be reduced to con­

form more nearly to anticipated actual 1959 conditions. Likewise, 

working cash capital included in the 1959 estimatedrnte base, as 

submitted by the staff, should be increased to eonform to prescnt­

day federal income tax payment requirements as heretofore noted. 
, 
, ' 

O1:her components of the rate of return. at the proposed 

rates, as submitted by the staff, are concluded to be sound and 

reasoncble and are adopted for this proceeding. 

Depreciation for federal income tax purposes has been 

eomputee by applicane on two bases: (l) using accelerated 
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depreciation by the double declining balance method for plant in­

stalled since 1953 and (2) using straight-line depreciation. 

Accelerated depreciation was claimed by applicant in its federal 

income :ax returns for the years 1954 . .) 1955, and 1956, and the ac­

c~lated t~x d1ffercuti31s due to the use of accelerated depreei· 

ation fo:: such years is shoo:...m in Exhibit No.5 on applicant's balance 

sheet as of December 31, 1958 as 8 reserve for deferred federal 

income t3X amounting to $3l0,OOO. The record shows tbet applicant 

has not elected to· cla~ accelerated depreciation for the tax years 

1958 and 1959, and does not intend to claim it in the future. 

The question as to what rete treatment should be 'accorded 

to accelerated depreciation tax accruals and reserves'for deferred 

taxes is being investigated by the COmmission under Case No. 6148. 

Until such case is decided, applicant should keep the Commission 

advised as to its election for the years subsequent to 1959 by 

January lst of each year until a final decision has been issued in 

said case. The applicant bas been ordered in Decision No,. 58367· 

dated May 5, 1959 in Application No. 40380 to advis.e the Commission 

as to its election on depreciation for income tax purposes. For 

the purposes of this decision only, and pending final decision in 

Case No. 61l(.8, the tax expense for rate-making purposes herein wi.~l 

be determined after crediting to the federal income tax account 

interest ealculated on the reserve for income taxes at the rate of 

return on applicant's rate base herein adopted. Since cpproxima~ely 

34 percent of this reserve, or about $105,400, is ehargeable to 

applicant's Soutbwest District, the interest credited in this 

proceeding will be $6,800. 

After giving weight to the variation in the expenses being 

adopted herein, and the deferred tax interest credit, an income tax 
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figure of $462,200 is computed for. the year 1959 estimated at the 

proposed rates. 

The following tabulation summarizes the effect on the . 

rate of return for the year 1959 estimated at the rates for wa~er 

service proposed in the application of the components of such rate 

of return heretofore concluded to be and adopted as reasonable: 

Y~ar 1959 Estimated 

Operating Revenue at Proposed Rates 

Opera~ing Expenses adopted as Reasonable: 

Operating Expenses: 
Sou:ce ofS~'Pp1y 

Purchased Water 
Other 

Pumping 
Purchased Pewer 
Other 

Water 'Xx'eatment 
transmisSion & !re~tment 
Customer Account 
Sales . 

Maintenance Expenses: 
Source of Supply 
Pumping 
Water 'rrcatment 
transmission & Distribution 

total Operation & Maintenance Expenses 
Adopted as Reasonable 

Administrative and General Expenses 
Depreeintion . 
Taxes (Othe-r than State and Federal Income) 
Taxes Based on Income 

Total Operating EX?enses Adopted 
as Rca.sonable 

Net Operating Revenue at Proposed Rates 

Rate Base Adopted as Reasonable 

Rate of Return ae Proposed Rates 

Adopted Resul ts 
Proposed· Rates 

$2,434,000 

241,500 
2,500 

104,000 
45,,000' 
38· 000 
57' 000, , '. 

108,000, 
1,000' 

6~OOO 
16,000 

3,300 
94 700 

~ ,t7;ooo 
$ 144,000 

236,000 
200,000 
462,200 

$ r, 7S;,20~ 

$ S74,SOO 

9,450,000 

7.141. 

It is found as a· £~ct that the hereinbefore indieatedrate 

of return of 7.14 percent would be excess! va; t:hae the proposed. r.ates 
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for water service would be unreasonable and therefore sbould not be 

authorized to be filed in their entirety; and that the application 

should be granted in part and denied in pa:rt~ The order which 

follows will authorize the applicant to file new schedules of r.iltes 

which will produce estimatec1 gross <mnual revenues amounting to 

$2,321,SOO which is $l:.98>800 in excess of the revenues which, it is 

estimated, would be produced during the year 1959 at the present 

rates but is app:oximately $112,000 less than the amount sought by 

the applicant in the instant s.pplication. When total operating ex­

penses) including the effect on loea.l franchise taxes and· state. and 

federal taxes based on income, of $1,697,900 are deducted from sueh 

opera.ting revenues, net opera.ting revenues of $623)700 'Will result. 

When suCh net operating revenues are related to a rate base of 

$9;450,000, hereby adopted as reasonable, a rate of return of 6.6 

percent wt...ll result. Such rate of return is found. to be just and 

re~onable after 1:.'lking into aceount an estim.:lted .;'l.nnual downward 

trend of O~l percent for the future. 

!'be Commission further finc1s that the increases in rates 
.' . 

and charges authorized herein are justified, and that present rates 

insofar as they differ from those berein prescribed 'Will, for the 

future, be unjust and. unreasonable. 

Service Conditions 

The record shows that applicant's water system operations 

in its Southwest Dis·trict are satisfactory, and that although an 

abnormal number of leaks was reported to the company by customers 

during 1958 (the record sho'HS this number to, be 2,814») the extensive 

transmission and distribution water l)lain replacement and repair 

program carried out during 1958 and proposed to be carricd out during 
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1959 is expected to greatly reduee this number. No complaints of 

water service~ as such, were ente~ed at the hearing by any customer. 

ORDER .. -""""'---

Application as above entitled having been filed, 'public 

hearings having been held, the matter having been submitted and now 

being ready for decision, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED as follows: 

(1) '!'hat Southern California Water Company, a c.orporation, be 

and it is authorized to file in quadruplicate with tbeCommission, 

after the effective date of this order, in conformity with the Com­

mission I S General Order No,. 96, the schedules of rates applicable to 

its Southwest District, shown in Appendix A attached hereto~ and, 

upon not less than five days' notice to the Commission and to the 
, 
'. ' publiC, to make sueh rates effective for water service re.~<iered on 
I , 

and after July 1, 1959. 

(2) !hat applicant shall, witbin sixty days after the effective 

date of ehis order ~ file four copies of a comprehensive map drawn to 

an indicated scale not smaller than 1,000 feet to the inch, delineat­

ing by appropriate markings variOUS tracts of land and territory 

served; the principal water production, storage and distribution 

facilities~ and the location of ehe various water sys~em properties 

of applicant in its Southwest District. 
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.,. 

(3) That in all other respects this application be and it is 

denied. 

'!he effective date of tbis order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 
Dated at ______ ~~~ __ ~ __________ _ 

this _....;;;:;;;:L~".,.,._.......-._d_ day of ___ ~~~.-:.. __ 

COiiliiisslone:r:s' 
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Schedule No. SW'-l 

APPLrCABn.m 

Applicable to all metered. ,.,-a.ter service. 

TERRITORY 

PortiO%l$ or the Cities or Gardena, Ha.wthorne, and Inglewood". the 
cOIlllll'llnit1GS or Athens, La'll.l:ldale,. Lennox, and. Monets., and vie:1n1t:r, to:J 
Angeles Co\mt7. 

RATES 

Quantity Ra. te~ : 

First 
Next 
Next 
Noxt 
Ov'er 

700 cu.ft. or less •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
1,800 cu.£t., por 100 eu.ft. • •••••••••••••• 
7,;00 eu.ft., ,er 100 eu.f"t.. .. ................ . 

90,000 <:u.:t"t., pel' 100 cu.1't.. • ............... . 
100,000 eu_tt., per 100 eu.f"t. • •••••••••••••• 

~ Charge: 

For 5/S X 3/4-ineh meter 
For 3/4-1:oeh meter 

..•........•............... 

._ •..............•.......•. 
For l-ineh meter ..•........•............... 
For It-ineh meter ........................... 
For 2-ineb meter ....•...•...............•.• 
For 3-1neh mete:." ........ ~ .... -............• 
For k-ineh meter ..•.•......••...........•.. 
For 6-1neh meter •...•......•. _ .....••.....• 
For 8-ineh meter •...••.....•........•.•...• 

The ~~1mum Charge ~.ll entitlo the customer 
't¢ the Cluantity of 'W8.~r 'Wh1~l:l that m::~!:num 
eJ:'o..c.rge ~l P'Jreha.s~ at the Quantity .L1.EI.tee •. 

.'ParMeter 
P~r M9Ilth 

$ 2.:35 
.2$ 
.. l9 
.1; 
.12 

$ 2.:35 
3.00 
4.00 
S.SO 

13.00 
25.00 
40.00' 
65.00 
lOO~OO 
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APPLICABIlITY 

APPENDIX A 
Page 2 of :3 

Schedule No. SW'-9M 

OPTIONAL SPECIAL METERED SERVICE 

Applicable to all optional special met&red water service. 

TERRITORY 

Portions of the Cities of Cardona, Iiavthorne, a:od.!%lglewood, the 
commc:c.1t1es of Athens, te.wdAle, Le:onox, and Monets.,. and vie1n1ty, Los 
Angeles County. 

PATES 

Q'U8.nt1 tY" Rates: 

P1r3t 22,600 cu.ft. or less •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Next:. 77,400 eu.rt., per 100 eu.f't. • .............. . 
Next $0,000 eu.ft .. , per 100 c:u.:f't. • ••••••••••••• 
Over 150,000 eu.ft., per 100 eu.f't. • ••••••••••••• 

For 
For 
For 

4-incb. meter 
6-1nch meter 
S-inch meter 

••...•..•........•.......• 
••.......•......•...•...•• 
.•.•••........•.•..••..... 

The Min1Twm Charge 'Will ent1 tle the customor 
to the ~t1ty or ~ter ~hich that minimum 
charge ~kll purc~se ~t the Quantity Rates. 

( Continued) 

Per. Meter 
Per Month 

$ 40.00 
.15 
.12 
.09 

$ 40.00 
65.00 

100.00 



A-4067') no 

SPECIAL CONDIT!ONS 

l'PPENDDC A 
Pllge :;.0£ 3 

Schedulo No. SW-9M 

l. Service under this ~ch.edule w1ll be :t.'urn1shed only oet'loToen the 
ho\ll'~ of lO p.m. and ') Il.m. The utility -w:Ul provide adeqUAte controls 
to prevent use of '-'O.ter at flrJ.Y' other time. 

2. 'Xhis schedw.e applies O%lly to· service f'urn1:lhed . through 4-inch 
or l.e.rger metors. 


