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Decision No. __ 6_0_5_2_0_· _ 

BEFORE· THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF C.AI.IFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application ) 
of CONSERVAtIVE YATER COMP&~ ) 
for authority to iuc~ease xates ) 
charged by it: for ·.I1ater service. ) 

) 

Application No. 41814 

o 'Mel veny & Myers t. attorneys, by L'lUr~ M. W!:'ig."'e 
and Donn B. Miller, for the appb .. c."lnt. 

Lathon B. Brewe-r, for Los Angeles County Fire 
Department end Consolidated Fire Protection 
Districtl' and John F. Ransom, associate engineer, 
for the City of SOUth Gate, protestants • 

. bJ.an G. Campbell, assistant city attorney, for the 
City of Los .Angele.s, interested party. 

William C_ Bricca, attorney, and Don~ld B. Seeger, 
engineer) for t:lle Coc:x:ission staff. 

OPINION .... -- .................. -

Conservative water Company, a corporation, by :be above" 

enti tled application, filed December 30) 1959, seeks authority to 

increase its rates for water service in the Cities of Los Angeles, 

South Gate end Lynwood, and in unincorporated territory of 'Los }.nge­

les County by an amount of approximately $114,000 based on cpe:ati~~ 

for the year 1959. 

A public hearing 'Was held before Examiner Stewsrt C. Warner 

on 1'.141 ll, 1960 at South Gate. The Cities of Los A%lgelcs .md"'South 

Gate, and the County of l.os Angeles protested the proposed inerease 

in fire hydrant rcmtals. About 45 customers attended the hearing, 

and two of their representatives. eomplailled· of the hardness of the 

water and low pressure conditions. The matter was submitted on the 

hearing date and it is now ready for decision. 
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A. 41814 

General Information 

!he applicant furnished water service to an average. of 

8,835 metered commarcial customers Quring the year 1959, and was 

estimated to increase this ~ber to 8,880 during the year 1960. 

The area served is shown on Chart 3-1). of Exhibit No.3, applicant's 

report on its operations submitted at the hearing. Generally speak­

ing, the service .ttea lies south of 82rd Street, west of Santa Fe 

Avr::o.ue, north of 117th Street, and east of Avalon Boulevar<i. The 

area is surro'l.mded by the Los Angele~ Department of Water and Pcwer 

to the west, Southe::n California 'Water Company to the north,. the 

City of South Gate to the east, City of Lynwood to the southeast, 

Willowbrook County Water Works District No. 10 to the south, and 

Pa.:k Water Company to the south. !he applicant ope%&tes five wells 

m-.d has two connections to the Metropolitan Water Dis.trict middle 

feeder line within the service area. About 2.5 pe::eent of the a.p­

plicantfs water supply is purchased from the Metropolitan Water 

District and the remainder of the supply is pumped. !be water sys­

tem. is a so-called closed system without above-ground storage. Its 

operating pressures are maintained by its pumping. facilities and 

working pressure is 60 pounds per square inch. 

The applicant was organized O'!l April 21, 1904 in unincorpo­

rated territory of Los Angeles County and preceded incorporation of 

the City of Watts on May 23, 1907. Seid city consolidated and merged 

with the City of Los Angeles in 1926. 

Rates 

Applicant r S present rates were establ1.shed by Decis:i.on 

No. 1012, dated Octobe= 2.4, 1913, in Applic.ation No. 494. 
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The following tabulation is a cO'Clparison of applicant Y s 

present and proposed rates in its Schedule No.1, General: Metered 

Serv1.ce: 

QUQltity Charge: 
Per Meter Per Month 

Pi'esent: :Proposed AuthOrized 

F1:cst 
Ovc:: 

l,l14 cu.£t. or LP-ss $1.25 
l,114 cu.ft., per 100 cu.ft. .1122 

First SOO cu.ft. or less 
Next Z~OOO cu.ft.~ per 100 cu.fe. 
Nexe 7,500 cu.f:., per 100 cu.ft. 
Nexe 4O~OOO cu.ft., per 100 cu.ft. 
Ne::t 150~OOC cuoft"tt per 100 cu\':fto 
~ext 800~OOO cu.ft., per 100 cu.ft. 
Over 1 million cu.£t. 7 per 100 cu.ft. 

$1.25 
.13 
.16 
.14. 
.12 
.10 
..03 

$1.25 
.17 
.15 
.1L:· 
.12 
.10 
.03 

Under the present rates the monthly charge for 1,200 cubic 

feet: of water is $1.35; wder the proposed rates such charge would 

be $2.51; and unQer the rates aut:borized hereina:fter scch charge 

will be $2 .. 4t~. 

The .?pp1icant proposes to increase the present ra~e for 

each Single 2%-iXlch outlet fire hydrant owned, installed .and main­

tained by the cccpany under writ:ten cont:ract of $2.50 per mon'th ":0 

$3.00 for ~ single outlet, and $3.50 per ~ntb for a double outlet 

hyd:r3:lt. The a.pplicant has contracted with the Consolidated County 

Fire Protection District for the rental of 115 single and 17 

double outlet hydro'lntsj with the City of Los .Angeles !ire Depart:nent 

fo:: the rental of 170 single and 7 do\:ble outlet hydrants; and with 

the City of South Gate Fire Department for the rental of 5 single 

and 2 douole outlet: hydrants; for a total of 316, hyeranes. 

The applicant proposes, by the instan: application" to 

eliminate its present Scbedule No. 2 which is a special' meter ~atc 

for multiple occupancy customers" and to bill such cus'tamers in 

accordance w.lth Schedule No.1, General Metered Service. It also 

proposes to 21im;nate its present Schedules Nos. 3, General Flat 

Rate Service" axld No.. 4" .Special Flat Rate Service, and to serve 
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such customers \mder its general metered ser.rice schedule or by 

Scheci.ule No. 2> General Construction Rates. A general :i:ncrease in 

charges for' fire sprinI~ler ser.tice is proposed in the application. 

Earnings 

The following 'tabulation Slmzm;)rizcs and compares the earn­

ings 6ata for ;the test year 1959 at present and ~roposed rates sub­

mitted by the applicant in Exhibit No. 3 and by the staff in Exhibit 

No.7: 

SUMMARY OF EARNINGS 

: ____________________ ~ __ ~~~~~~f~e~s~t~y~e~ar~1~9~5~9~~~~~--~: 
: • Present Rates : Pro~osea Rates • 

: Per Co .. : Fer 1'.U.C. : Per Co. : Per F .. U.C.: 
' ___ ..-,;,,;;.I_tem~ ____ :-: -=E::;:x~ • ..24£t.."!3!,;..·· ......:!-: --:E:..z...:x..JJ. : Ex. 4t3 : Ex.. #7 : 

Operating Revenues 

Operating Expenses 
Depreciation 
Taxes 

Subtot.al 

Net Operating Revenue 

Rate Base 

Rate' of Return 

$230,418 

214, 790-lc 
27,503. _ 
18~679 

~6Q,972 

($ 30 ,!l5Z) 

$800,810 

$244,500 $344,366$343,300 

198,lOOi'fr 216,359")'(' 198:,100# 
26,210 27,S03~ 26.210 
18..z640 49-3966 ~300 

$242;§5io;i:(j--,:o$2~9iS13~, 8~2~8---:$~Z~~ ;6fa 

$ 1,,550 $ 50',538 $ 59~690 

$738,600 $800',810. $738,600 

O.Z7. 6.31. 8.l1. 

* Includes. Central and 'CoTes& Basin 'V1ater Replenishment District 
estimated assessment of $6.60 per acre-foot. 

1ft Includes Central .mel ~'lcst Basin Water R.eplenishment District 
assessment at actual rate of $3.19 per acre-foot for fiscal 
year 1960-61. 

(Red. Figuie) 

No significant differences between the earnings f estimates 

submieted by the applicant and by the staff are evident, except that 

the applicant deducted from rate base $12,553 for average contri­

butionS, an amount some $1.:·7,417 less than the staff deduc&ion of 

$59,970. 1'b.is difference of $47,417 is made up of $42,309 repre­

senting depreciation accruals on contribt:ted plant to December 31". 

1954., an' $5,108 of contributions representing plant retired nO!: 
se-rvice prior to December 31, 1954. The staff engineering wit:ness 



A. 41814 
, 

testified that the staff deduction was cocsiste2:lt with accountfcg 

practices ordered by the Commission in the Unif~ System of Accounts 

prcsc~ibe<:1 for'Vlatcr Utilities. Under the Uniform Sy:,tem of Accoao.t~ 

prc$c~ibed prior to December 31, 1954, depreciation on contributed 

plant was charged against income to operating expenses and CX'edited 

to the depreciation reserve. Subsequent to .Ja:n.u:rry 1, 1955, depreci­

ation on contributeci. plant has been chaxoged to the contl:ibute6 plant 

account and credited eo the xoeserve without ente%'iDg the income 

account. 

'!be record shows in Exhibit No.- 1, which 1s a comparison 

of monthly costs of water through 5/8 by 3/4 .. irJ.eb meters under the 

proposec1 rates of the applicant and under the present published rates 

of the City of Los Angeles within its city limits as of May 11" 1960" 

that in all instances of usages up to 150,000 cubic feet per meter 

per month, the applicant's proposed rates are lower tban those of 

the present rates of the Ci~ of Los Angeles. 

Exhibit No.7 is a supplementary summary of earnings sub­

mitted by the staff engineer showing the effect on applicant· So earn­

ings for the test years 1959 and 1960 at present and proposed rates 

of a recent action of the Central and West Basin Water Replenishment 

District. Said District was formed by the electorate in November, 

1959, and its function is to purchase, for spreading in the central 

anel west underground basins .. water from. the Metropolitan Water 
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District. Although the rate of assessment was originally est::1rJatec1 

by the Distric~ to be $6.60 pcr acre-foot~ a resolution~ dated 

April 21~ 1960, adopted by the Distriet set the rate for the fiscal 

year 1960-61 at $3.19 per acre-foot. 

A witness for the applicant, its consulting engince:l: -ubo 

is also .l director of the Central Basin Water Association, er.sti-
'I, • 

fied that although the rate for the fiscal yea:r 1960-61 had 'been set 

at $3.19 per acre-foot, the Replenisbment District expected to in­

crease its purch03.Ses from the Metropolitan 'Water District from 

70,000 acre-feet to 120~OOO acre-feet if Zones 1 and 2 of the County 

Flood Control District did not purcbase about 80,000 acre-feee for 

spreading purposes. This witness testified that the secretary of Qe 

Replenishment District bad advised him by telephone that members of 

1:he Central and 'West ~asin Water Replenishment District were being 

advised by letters of the likelihood that the assessment rate might 

be i.ncreased in fiscal years st:bsequent. to Qe. f1seal yea:: 1960-61. 

Protests to Proposed Increases in 
PUbi ie Fire Hydrant Rental 

T"ae protests of the County of Los .Angeles and the Cities 

of Los Angeles and South Gate to the proposed increases in public 

fire hydrant rental rates were based on alleged inadequate pressures 

for fire-fighting purposes at hydrants and inadequately sized majns 

in certain areas. The assistant fire chief of the City of Los Ange­

les testified that the applicant's service area was down-rated by the 

Board of Fire Underwriters for these reasons. He further testified. 

that, when utilizing hydrants rented from the a.pplicant in fighting 

fires within applicent" s service area, the Cityf s Fire Department 
" 
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was required to set up auxili.axy p~rs whereby different hydrants 

were hooked together by pum:pe: truelG. !'his :requ.i'red the laying of 

fire lines across intersections which ~ied up traffic and required 

the calling in of special traffic officers) all of which added to the 

expense of fire fighting. 

Findings anci. Conclusions 

Since the applicant's present rates p:oduced practically 

no rate of return for the'test year 1959~ i~ is found,as a fact and 

concluded ~t they are deficient and that the applicant is· in need 

of financial relief. 

T'ne Commission is of the opinion and finds that the 
. 

evidence before it regax-d:tng the lilcclihood of an increase in the 

Central vlest Basin vIator Replenishment Distl:'ict assessment is not 

conclusive ~d the:e:f:ore must be ~isregardec1. 

TIw Commission is fu:r=hcr of the opinion and finds that 

the applic~t's proposal to increase its rates for pUblic fire 

b.ycb:ant rentals is not justified in view of the level of service 

rendered by the applicant to public agencies. The Commission is 

mindful also of the fact that any increase in rates for public: fire 

hydrant renUtls to public agencies would of necessity become an 

increased tax burden on applicant t s . wa.ter consumers. 

Based on the evi.denc~ herein and the foregoing opinions) 

i: is found as a fact and concluded thzt the public interest re­

quires that the application should be granted in pa::t and denied in 

part. 'l'b.e order which follows will authorize the applicant to· £il~ 

3nd place in effect ~1C schedules of rates for construction service 

and for private fire protection se:vice essentially as proposed in 

the applica.tion. Rates for general metered se'tVice somewhat lower 

th.;m those proposed in the application will be authorized Dlso. 

-7-



A. 41814 

Applicant's request for increased rates for public fire hydrant 

rental service will be denied. Applicant will be autaorizcd, how­

ever, to file a revised tariff sheet for public fire hyci.rant Se1:Viee 

to reflect present-day tariff practices. 

It is found as a fact'and concluded that the estimates of 

cpcrating revenues, operating expenses, depreciation and taxes 7 

including replcnisbment district assessments at the rate of $3·.19 

pcr acre-foot, and d.epreciated rate base which e-..tcludcs from utility 

plant tne 3mOunt of contributions in aid of construction shown on' 

the applicantS s 0001<5 ~ of December 31, 1959" of approximately 

$59,000, as ~ubr:dttec! by the staff engineer in Exhibit No.7, are 

rcasoMble. 'VT.nen such est:£matcs tire adj usted for the denial of the 

proposed increase in public fire hydrant rentals, gross operating 

revenues of $325,870" or $17,,430 less ~ applied for, net operatinz 

revenues of $5l,780, and a, rate of: return of 7.0 percent will result. 

This rate of return is found to be just and re.aso:lable. 

l'l:le Cot:ml!.ssion further finds th.3.t the inc'reascs in rates 

.lnd charges authorized ~cin are justified, and t.b.3t p:esent ratcs 

insof~r as they differ r40m those hcrein prescribed will" for the 

future, be unjust and tIllreasonable. 

ORDER a.. _ .-. ___ ___ 

Application as above" en~itled having been filed., a pub1ie 

he.:r.ring having been held" the matter having been submitted .and now 

being ready for decision, 

IT IS 2ZREBY ORDERED as follO"~s: 

1. (3) Tl1llt Conservative Water Company, a corporation, be 
and it is authorized to file in q,uaclruplicate with 
the Commission" after the effective date of this 
order, in confoxmity "'.nth the Com:dssion r 50 General 
Order No. 96, the schedules of rates shCYNn in 
Appendix A attached hereto, and upon not less than 
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five days' notice to the Commission and to the 
public to ~ce Sucl1 rates effective forw~ter 
serJ'ice :end~ed on and afte: September l~ ].960. 

(b) That, concurrently with the filing Q'.lthorizecl 
hereinabove, Conservative Water Company is 
authorized to wi~h<lraw and cancel by a.ppropri.lte 
advice letter its presently effective ra~e 
schedules as follows: Schedule 1, Ge:le=al 
Metered Service; Schedule 2, Special Mct~ed 
Service; Seb.edule 3, General Flat 'Rates; 
Schedule 4, Special Flat btes; Schedule S, 
Public Service ~~es; and Schedule 6, "Fi=c 
Sprttikler Service. 

2. That applicant shall file with .. this CO'lXIIllission 
nthin sixty days after 'the effective date 
hereof, four copies of a comprehensive map 
d.J:~ to m'l. i:o.dicated seale not smaller tho:l.n 
300 feet to' the inch, delineating by apprO?ri­
ate marld.ngs the various tracts of land and . 
tenito:ry served; the principal water production: 
~tora~e an~ dist=i'Oution facilities; .and the 
loe~.t!on of the various water system properties 
of applicant. 

3. That applicant shall review its depreci3t~ 
acc'rU"-l::) using tb.e straight .... line :emaining l~£e 
method:> whene-Jer major changes in utility plant 
cO'OpositiO'C. occur .:nd. for each pl.:m.t account: at 
intervals of not more than tbr~e yea~s beginn~ 
with the next review as of J anua,;y' 1 ~ 1962. 
Results of ~ese revie..;.:s shall be $ubmi1:t:cd. to 
the COAmll!.ssion. 

4. l'b.at aw11c.a:lt shall, within 'thirty Cays af.ter 
the effective date hereof, file in quae.-uplicatc 
with the Commission, in coniomity wita. the 
p:ovi:;ions of General Order No. 9~, a rCV"".sed 
ta:iff service area map, acce~t~ble to the 
Commi3sion, rules gove:ning cUstomer relations 
revis~d to reflect present-day ope~ating 
pract~ce$, and sample copies of pr~tec fo:ms 
that are normally used :.n conj unction with 
customers t se:'l1iccs. Such rules and tariff 
~e:vice area map ::hall become effective upon 
five days' n~tice ~ the Comm.ission and to the 
public after filing az hereinabove provided. 
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5. 'Xhat in all othe: respects this application be 
and it· is denied. 

!he effective date of thiz or<icr shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 
San Fr:ln~ Dated at _________ , California, this 

day of _"""'a .......... ,/. .... ~"""Z;WO'~1olooiI47:' ..... '--_~ 1960. 
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APPLICABILITY 

App;:.."DJX A 
Page 1 ot 4 

Schedule No.1 

GENEUL METERED SWICE 

Appl1eab1e to o.ll metered. W'S.tor ~crvice .. 

TERRITORY 

Ce:t"te.in portions of the Citioe of Lo~ A:lgolos, Lynwood, SO'.lth Co:to,. and 
adjaeent 'Im1neorpo:rCLted a:EAD, Los A'tlg~lc~Cconty. 

~ 

Q'Utlllti ty R!'..tez: 

First 
Next 
Noxt 
N~ 
Next 
Next 
Ovo:-

;00 cu.rt. or l~s ••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••• 
2,.000 cu.tt.,. per 100 cu.!t •••••••••••••••• 
7,.000 cu.:£'t., petr 100 eu.1"t •••••••••••••••• 

40,000 ~ft.,. per 100 eu.rt •••••••••••••••• 
l50,5OO cu.£t .. ,. per 100 cu.!'t ......... ' ....... .. 
800,000 eu.:f't,., pO%' 100 eu.f't ................ . 

l,ooO,ooo cu.f't.,. per 100 eu.~ •••••••••••••••• 

y~ Cl:1a.rge: 

For 5/S x 3!4-inch meter ......................... ' .............. . 
For 3!4-ineh metl!f: •••••••••••••••• '.," ........... III' •• -. 
For l-inchmeter •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
For l~inchmeter •••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••• 
For 2--ineb. meter ........ ' ......................... ," •• 
For )..inch m.et.~' ............................... . 
For l..-1l:l.ch mott1r' .................................. . 
For 6-1neh· met.~ ••• ' •••• ., ............... tII'., ..... • ' ... . 

ret: ~:1l:leh met~ • til •• "" ......... '.' • • •• • •• ' "" ......... . 

The M1m:I:ttm Cbarge will entitle the cu...-tomer 
"to t.he qua.nt~:ty o~ '-'at«- which tbat m1n1mtan 
eho.rge 'Will pureba!'o a~ the Qtz.s.nt!.ty RI!l.tes. 

PerM~ 
p~ Month 

; 1.25 
.17 
.l$ 
.14 
.12 
.lO 
.os 

$ 1.2$ 
2000 
3.00 
4.00 
6.00' 

11.00' 
17.00 
,2$.00 
~9.00 
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AppLICA.EILITY 

ArPENDDC A 
Page 2 of 4 

Sehedule No. 4 

PRIVATE ?mE PROTECTION SERVICE - , 

Applicable to sll vater 3ervice f'urn1:lhed for privato riro protection. 

T'ERRnorrr 

Ce:t"ta.in portions o£ the Cit1~ of toa Allgelco, L,nwooe7 South Ce:t.e, n:ne 
s.d.1llCent UDincorpora.te<i aree.s7 I.o3 Angeles C~ty. 

RATE -
For oach inch of dit.rmetcr of f.ire 

protection ~crvico eonn~tion ••••••••••••••••••• 

,SP'F,cmt CCt'DtrIONS 

Per Service 
PI')!" Month, -

$ 1.2$ 

1. 'rhe fire protection service eOlmeetion will be installed by tho 
utility at the coot ot the c.ppl1cllnt. Sucb cost sba.ll not 'be :ubj«t to 
ref'tmd. 

2. '!he eustocOX' f s installs.tion ~t be :3Uch &3 to crl:'foet1vo17 
3e:ps.ra.te tho fjro protoetiou 3Yst~ !rem tha.t of tho!) eus'tOml3r's othor wt'Or 
services. As a p.ort of the tire prot.eetion ~ertice installation there sball 
be 0. d.etector cheek or other 31.m1lar denco aceepto.'ble to the utility 'lJhiel::. 
"!..'ill i:l.diCt!te the uso of \oIS.te:-. A:n.:r '\XQnuthorized u::e 'Idll be ehargeCt for 
at tho regularly' established General Metered. Service Ra.tes aTJIl/or mtJ:y' be 
sroundG tor dioeont1n1.l1ng tho fj:re protection :::erviec without lio.'bil1t7 to, 
tho utility. 

3. There sb.o.ll bo no ero::zc-eonneet1on ~oen the :!'ire protec:ti® 
::rztem. ant! txtq other oom-co of 'Water 3Up;)Js" 'IJ1thoU't tho ci'ecif1e a.WrovaJ. 
of 't.ho utility. Tho ::pee1tie a.pproval 'IJ1ll require 1nsta.lls.tiol'l at th~ 
c,;;stomert~ eocpen:lO of a. special doublo cheek nlvo or othe:!:' s~a.t1on o~ 
bs.ek-1'lov prevention device Ilceopta.ble to the ut:U1ty. A:tq tIll8U.thor1zed. 
cro:!s-eomlection. 'flJaY' be the grotmds for 1m:ned.1a.tely discontinuing the fire 
proteet!~ serviee without liability to tho utility. 
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APPLICABILITY 

A.."DPENDIX A 
?age 3 or 4 

Schedule No. 5 

Applicable to all !ire hydrant :Jervi~e :!'Urni~b.ed. to mtIrlie1pe.l1tics7 

d.uly organ17.eO. or incorporated fire di~t:-iet5 or other politieaJ. 8t1bd.i­
ruions o£ the State. 

,.~rrCRY 

Certain portions or tho C1.t1co or Los .bgeles, Iiynwood, South Ca.te, and 
adjacent 'OXdnCOX"pOratec1 OJ.'"etl.3, Los ~olc3 County. 

Per Month 

Fo= co.eh' ~t ...................................... . 

SPl'X:IAL CONDITIONS 

l. For wter delivered. tor other than tire protection ~seo, 
chargo:; will be mAde a.t the quantity rate:; 1mde: Schedulo No.1, GenareJ. 
Metered Service. 

2. 'l'b.c cost or 1nstalla.t1on and mo.1ntenrulce of llyd.r:mt: will be 
borne by the utility. 

~. Reloc.o.t1on of DJ:tf bydrant sb.Ul 'bo at tho ~() or 'tho po.rt7 
. request1:og rolocation. 

4. The utilitY' 'Will supply only :ueh ....o.tcr o.t 3Uch pr~e a.;, mtJ.y be . 
I\vc.ilo.bl~ !rom t:1me to time &3 tho result or ita normal opo%"4tion otthe 
sy:stetl. 
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A~IXA 
Page 4 of 4 

Schedule No. 9C 

.... C_ON_·S'I'R~U_C't';.;:.;;o.;'I01r ~ arrrrn. ,!,'OOICRA.~ ~ ~ .§ER"nCE· 

APPtICAB!tJ,!! 

AppliCllble to water service :"u:nlished for co~truet1on s.nd .tecporsr,r 
p1.U"pO~e:i. 

'!'ER.~ITCRY 

Certo.1n po!'tions ot tho Cities or !.os Angelos, Lynwood., South. Go:t.o, ~ 
lld.j4cant unincOIl>Ora.tcd ar~, !.os Angelos County. 

P..ATES 

fl... For ~ter for settlixlg 'b3.ckf'1ll 1n trenches: 

y.~ Charge: 

a. Per cocncetion or per job •••••••••••••• $ 5.00 . 
b. Per lin~ root of trench· •••••••••••••• .02 

RtLte: 

Per cubie toot of excavation .................. .004 

B. For th.~ use o! wter £rom a tiro hydrant whe:'J. proper 
permit Call 'be o'b'tll.i:l«l by the appl1ea.:lt or for tt:lO of 
wter '!:rem a connection selected b:1 the ut1l1ty: 

},J.n1...-.=J. Charzc: 

Rate: 

For each :setting of a. por...able meter 'by 
utility, not :inelwiiDg water. ~errlee •• ••••• $.00 

Fo:r ill '-"ltor UGed .................................. "'. ~t1ty itatea. 
'Under Schedule 
No. 1, Gooor.e.l 
MotoredServ1ee 


