
Decision No. 
63641 

-----
BEFORZ THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

~ Case N<>. &387 

Investigation on the Commission's 
own motion into the service, oper­
ations, rules and practices of 
PACIFIC WATER CO., a corporation. 
(Zig Bear phase) 

S (Filed ~rovember 24, 1959) 

In the Matter of the Application of 
PACIFIC WATER CO., a California cor­
poration, under Section 454 of the 
Public Utilities Code, to increase 
its rates for its Big Bear Water 
System in San Bernardino County, 
California. 

Application No. 4356-1 
(Filed June 28-, 1961), 

Moss, Lyon & D\lnn, by': George C. Lyon, for appli­
cant and responaent .. 

Elizabeth De Wolf, in propria persona~ and for 
Community Association for Sugarloaf and Lake 
Erwin Areas, Arthur P. Kooyman, Paul Gerent, 
Mrs. Lorraine Settcrgol~, Eva R. Lon~) F. A. 
~eber) Guy E. Seymour, ~Jalter A .. Gut rie:-
l~s.. Merle J.. un~cr: Jr.) ~(on:ana SpicKelmier) 
LCWl.s James, Fre .... J. Moorehead, Mis .. carmel H .. 
Botkin, Calvin H. Patrick, M. webber, Lester L .. 
~tmore, Mrs. Everett ~. Brown, Roger~. Downs, 
1 .. fa Lawson, Marjorie scbiam!ing, Psny M. SmitE, ana w~11iam G. Steele~ protestants. 

Andre~ J .. Miner, l'1a:ry S. English, and Walter E. Mann, 
~nterestea part~es. 

-:.1illiam c. Bricca and Sesto F .. tucchi, for the Com­
miss:2.on's· staff. 

OPINION ... ~-------
Pacific Water Co. (applicant) is a California corpora­

tion furniShing domestic water to consumers in 14 separate systems 

,.in Kern, ~ Bern.:trdino, Orange and Los Angeles Counties. By the 

application herein, filed with this Commission on June 28, 1961, 
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it seeks authority ~o increase its rates in its Sig Bear Water 

System in San Bernardino County, California. 

Case No. 6387 is an investigation on the'Commission's 

own motion into the service, operations, rules and practices of 

applicant in all its systems, the hearing herein being limi~edto 

the ~ig Bear System. 

Public hearings on, the application and case were held 

before Examiner Kent C. Rogers at Big Bear Lake on October 4, S, 

and 6, 19&1, and a~ Los Angeles on November 13 and 14, 1961. 

Prior to the first day of bearing, notice thereof was posted, pub­

lished, and mailed to interested par~ies and all consumers. 

Numerous written communications, mostly protests, were received 

by the Commission. In addition, 25 consumers and/or repre-

sentatives of groups or associations of consumers appeared at tbe 

hearings .. The majority of these protested the increase on the 

ground that the rates are excessive at presen~ and any increase 

is l.lllwarranted. Some stated they would discontinue as water 

users if the rates- are increased. There were n1Jlll.erous complaints 

of low water pressure or c~mplete water failure on occasion. On 

behalf of a large block of COX1$-'umers it was urged, among o,ther 

things, that applicant is incurring excessive operating eosts due 

to leakage and wastage of water. Several of the protestants re-

quested less than annual rates for the benefit of the non-resident 

vacation cabin owner. 

On behalf of the Community Association for ~he Sugarloaf 

and Lake Erwin Areas (hereinafter referred to .as the association), 

several motions were made by its secretary. These included 

motions that the requested increase be denied entirely; that the 
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report of the Commission's staff on Case No .. 6·387 be rejected; 

that applicant be ordered to obtain from the State Department of 

Public Health a license to operate its system; and that the Com-

mission ~ccept responsibility for the overbuilt system. As will 

be seen from the disc'1JSsion whieh follows, these motions are not 

meritorious and they are hereby denied. The representative of 

the association called as a witness a senior sanitary engineer of 

the State Department of Public fleal'l:~ who referred t<> fln applica­

tion of the water company for a water supply permit, and stated 

that applicant had been given a temporary permit which had expired 

on August l~ 1961) a:ld rectUired the foll~d:c.g: 

(1) Completion of a new well or supplemental supply. 

(2) Reconstruction of the lower reservoir and 
sealing of the upper reservoir. 

(3) ~eplaeement of leak-prone mains. 

(4) Relocation of mains subject to freezing. 

(5) Change of treatment of corrosive well water from 
the use of sodium hexametaphosphate to sodiun 
carbonate. 

The Application 

In its Big Bear system, applicant has one metered con­

sumer and, on November 14, 1961~ had 442 active flat rate connee-

tions and one metered connection in three pressure zones. there 

are approximately 8,000 lots in the service a:ea~ totaling about 

670 acres~ each of which has a water main available to· it. In 

addition to the presently active services, connections have been 
" 

made and service thereafter disconoccted to an additional 220 lots. 

The total water supply is now from ~o wells. Appli­

cant has two productive but non-operative wells available. All 
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of said wells are in applicant's Woodlands Tract which is approxi­

ma~ely one mile northeast of the main service area. 

Applicant's Woodlands Well No .. S (Well No .. 27) is 

S inches in diameter, 288- feet in depth, and equipped with a deep­

well turbine pump powered with a diesel e:l.gi:1e. As equipped, it 

bas a ~8p8eity of 75 gallons of water per minute. 

Applicant t s Woodlands Well No. 2 (Well No'. 25) is 

10 inches in diameter, 100 fee't in depth, and equipped with a 

Jacuzzi p'-'lmp powered w:i.tl'l a gasoli:.:e el'lzii:Jc. As so ~quippe.ci 

it is capable of producing 36 zsllons of water per minute. 

The wells referred to are at an elevation of 6,.800 feet. 

Water is stored in two resexvoirs. The upper reservoir 

is at an elevation of approximately 7,351 feet and has a capacity 

of 80,000 gallons. The lower reservoir is at an elevation of 

approximately 7,216 feet and has a capacity of 60,000 gallons. 

The system has three boos~er pumps and three pressure 

zones. Water from the wells is pumped via Zone No.2 to the 

lower reservoir. By the use of two pressure-reducing valves a 

portion of this water is allowed to re'turn to Zone No.3,"" Two 

booster pumps are used to elevate the water to the upper reservoir
1 

from which water is distributed to Zones Nos. 1 and 2 .. 

The authorized flat rate is $48 per year for the water 

year beginning on March 1. App1ieant proposes to double this 

rate to $95 per year with an approximately corresponding. increase 

for its one metered customer. 

Applicant also requests authority to add a condition~ 

No.7, reading as follows: 



Where ne81igent or wasteful us: of water exists 
from a customer's service seriously affecting the 
general service, the utility may discontinue the serv­
ice if such conditions are not corrected within three 
hours after verb<1l not:Lfication of intent to do so ha s' 
been given the customer by an agent of the utility. 
Restoration of service will be made as outlined in Rule 
No. llF and service will thereafter be rendered only 
UDder Schedule No. Big Bear - l-A, Monthly Metered 
Service. 

The requested monthly metered rate for water users subject to such 

penalty would be a minimum of $108 per year for a SIS" by 3/4:" 

connection on a metered basis whereby the first 500 cubic feet each 

month would cost $9.00 and each additional lOOcubic feet would 

cost SO cents. 

We find that said proposed special rate and special condi­

tion are discriminatory and unreasonable; they will not be authori.zed. 

Instead, applicant should incorpors'te a special condition in its flat 

r~~e scaedule similar to the following: 

For service covered by the above classification, if 
either the utility or the customer so eleccs, a meter 
shall be installed and service provided under Schedule 
No. BB-lA, Annual General Metered Service. 

Earnings 

Exhibit No.1, submitted by applicant, is 8 report on the 

results of applicant's operations for the year 19GO, recorded, the 

year 19$0, adjusted, and the year 1961, estimated, both at present 

and proposed rates. Exhibit No .. 11, submitted by accounting and 

engineering representatives of the Commission's staff, is also a 

report of the company's results of oper,ation during the same 

periods. Each exb.l.bit contains a st.m:llXlary of earnings, which in­

formation is summarized and compared in the follOwing tabulation: 

-5-



e 
c. 6W ~ A. 403561 Y.P IYPO"I.- * 

: ) 1 9 ~ Q . 1 261 . . 
: 

. 
: ~ecorC.ed :Adj.P. (J .C.:. Present aate~ : J?ro~Md. rl.a.te5 · · Item : ('Ex..'l. Hl;: (Exh .p11; : Com'OB.l'lZ : stili"£": Compll& : Staff · · 

O?erating Revenues ~16~S36 .jji1S~700 ~19,224 w19,450 ~3S,436 .,.i3S~900 

O~rat~~ ExPen~es 
0?Cr.& Maint. Exp. 17,278· 17~5S0 22,805· 18',000 22,805 18,000' 
AQ.&i'lisc. Exp. 61211 2:220 8 z!tll 6,:200 8:~1 6::200 

Subtotal 24,189 23,550 31,216 24,300 31,216 24,,300' 

':'axe~ Otht}r Than on 
-""come 2,024 1~820 2,139 1,920 2;139 1,.966 

!:~precia.tion 4 z241 -Hfo 4,936 .3,830 4.936· 3,830 
:ne.Taxes($ .. L.Dcpr.) (12z1:22l ~ 6,S o~ ~~,t942~ ~t2Z0l~ ~s02Z~ l,620 
':otal. Opera Exp. 19~002 ~,200 23" 97 2~"OSO 3L~,194 33,746 

Ne~ Bevenue 
S~raight-Line Depr. ( 2,166) ( :21200) ( ft,47:2)( :2,630) 4,242 5 .. 154 

Dep:-. Rate Base 169,,28S' ll9,730 169,861 120~660 169,861 120,660 

R~,,:c of ~eturn . 
St.raight-Line Depr. % (1.28) (2 .. 92) (2.62) (3.01) 2~50 4 .. 27 

(t(ed. Figure) 

Applicant and the staff each estimated approximately the 

same revenues for the year 1961 at the proposed rates. Applicant 

estimated an average of 397 active consumers in 1961 and the staff 

estimated 402. Judging by the pase, if any increase in rates is 

granted there will be a substantial loss of con.sum.ers. Applicant's 

estimated revenues of $38,436 are reasonable and will be used. 

Applicant escimated that its operation andmaintensnce 

expenses would be $22,805 in 1961. The staff estimated $18,.OvC, 

a net difference of $4>805. The major differences in the esttmates 

relate to pumping expenses and transmission and distribution ex­

penses. Applicant's pumping expense estfmate of $9,S51 was based 
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on i~s 1959 and 1960 recorded figures; records show that in those' 

years applicant's pumping equipment was extensively overhauled at 

s1Jl:>stantial cost. The staff estimate of $8,400 for pumping. ex­

penses is reasonable and will be U$ed. 

There are two items in the transmission and distribution 

expense estimates for 1961 in 'Which the parties cliffer greatly. 

Applicant has included $833 as approximately one-third of the 
, 

cost of repairing the lower reseJ:Voir. The order herein will 

require the retirement from seJ:Vice of this reservoir and hence 

the staff estimate of $350 for the maintenance of the reservoirs 

(including a new storage tatik) is reasonable and will be used. The 

staff disallowed $2,940 of the applicant I s estimated $7,600 cost 

of maintainiXlg mains, and estimated this cost at $4,660. This 

latter figure is an increase of approximately $600 over the re­

corcied (:ost of maintaining mains in 1960; moreover, the record 

shows that applicant has done little to maintain the lines except 

to repair major leaks. The staff estimate is reason~le and will 
be used .. 

The sum of $18 J 051 will be allowed as operation and main­

tenance expenses for the test year 1961. ~7e find that said allow-

anee is reasouabl.e.. 

App1icant
1
s estimates of direct adm1nistr3tive and general 

expenses' ($1,891) are reasonable except for the item of regulatory 

Cot:md.ssion expense (Account No. 797,. $1,.230). Applicant: in-

cluded $400 as the last portion of oS $2,..000 allowance on 8 prior 

rate pro<:eeding. It estimated the eo~t of the application herein 

a~ $1,150 and amortized this figure over a ~~iod of five years. 
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It also estimated the cos't of defending the investigation heal:'­

ing at $600~ and included this total sum in the 1961 cost: estimate .. 

Applicant's proposal for regulatory expense totaled $1,230.. The 

sum. of $1,750 is a reasonable allowance for the costs of the appli­

cation and the Big Bear phase of the investigation. However, the 

cost of these proceedings and the balance of the prior proceeding. 

will be totaled and amortized at the rate of $430 per year. 

Applicant secured ~n engineering report at the request of 

the Seate Board of Health at a total cost of $550 (Account No.79S­

Outside Services).. This should also be 8tIlortized and applicant will 

be allowed $110 per year on the cost thereof.. Applicant,will be 81- / 

lowed. a '1:01':a1 of $1,018 as direct administrative and general expenses. / 

Applicant allocates the common expenses of the various 

systems on a four-factor basis, which method has been approved by 

this Commission. In 1960 applicant allocated 6 .. 91 per cent: of its 

total general expenses. to the Big Bear System. In eS1:imating. its 

1961 costs herein, it has increased the allocation to 7 .. 44 per 

cent. The staff allocated 6.66 per cent in 1960 and recommended 

the same percentage for 1961. 'Ihis latter percentage is reason­

able and will be used herein. On this basis- applicant I s allocated 

administrative and general expenses for 1961 will be $5,160.. The 

total administrative and general expenses allowed will be $&~17$,. / 

For depreciation purposes, applicant includes in its ~lant 

all of its transmission and distribution mains.. The Commission 

has here1:ofore disallowed 70 per cent of these facilities as ex­

cessive; this percentage continues to be reasonable and will be 

followed herein. The order he~ein will require applicant to 
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install a new storage tank of approximately 210,000 gallons capacity, ~ 

the cost of which has been estimated by the applicant to be $12,5,78 

(Exhibit Big Bear No.2). A 50-year life is reasonable for this 

tank, so that approximately $30C per year would be added to appli-

cant's depreciation expense: 

e~nses for 1961 at $~,83C • .. 

The staff estimated depreciation 

Depreciation expense of $4,130 for the 

test year 1961 is reasonable. 

Applicant estimated taxes on the total plant. The staff 

deducted 'the ~axes on 70 per cent of the transmiSSion and distribu­

tion ~ins, to reflect overbuilding. This deduction is in ac­

cordance with the past practice of this Commission and is reasonable. 

The total of taxes other than on income (and after deducting 70 per 

cent of taxes on mains) should therefore be calculated at $1,966 

for the test year 1961; this sum is reasonable and will be used 

herein. 

Incoee tax expense of $3,025 will be recognized for the 

purposes of this decision. This figure includes $320 for state 

corporation franchise taxes ancl$2,705 for federal income taxes 

after an allocated credit of $220 on the federal surtax. 

Applicant's estimated rate base is $169,e61. This 

/ 

/ 

figure includes excess or overbuilt mains consistently excluded by 

the C~ssion heretofore. The staff estimated a ra~e base in 

which toe only reservoir recognized was the upper reservoir and 

which classified 8S excess 70 per cent of the weighted ,average main 

accoun'C balance of $141,211. The staff's estimates are reasonable, 

are consistent wi'l:h past practices of the Commission and consider 

the fact that mains designed to serve approximately S~OCO eon­

sumers are io place whereas the actual number of services and 
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connections is something less . than 70~~. The, order herein will re­

quire applicant to install. a new, storage tank of approxima~ely 

21C,CCC eallons capacity costing $12,578, which, together~with the 

service line, tank. site and. ,neeGss~ry.,fse11it1es, is est1m.aeed 
.' .. .. " ,.... -.' 

by applicant to cost $28,000 (Exhibit Big Bear No.2). Applicant 
. , ' .... 

has one usable reservoir, which could be retained, but when the new 
'.,,-, ' 

tatik is installed, it is probable that this existing reservoir will 

be withdrawn from service,. Applicant's. rate. base for the purposes 

of this decision is hereby found. 'co be $140,000. This figure is 

reasonable and will allow applicau·t to earn a return on approxi-
, , . 

mately $17,000 in anticipated net additions to its plant, over and 

above the new storage tank and its connections. 

the following is hereby found to be a fair appraisal of 

applicant's operations for the test year 1961 at its proposed rates: 

Operating Revenues. 

~ses: 
perating and maintenance expenses.' 

Taxes other than Income 
Depreciation 
Administrative and general expenses 
Income taxes 

Total 

Net Revenues 

Depreciated Rate Ease 

Rate of Return 

Applicant is entitled to some rate rei!ef. 

$ 38,436 

18,051 
1,966 
4,130 
6,178 ,.,..,..-
32025 /' 

$ 3'S,35U /' 

5,08.6: / 
140,000 

3.537. /' 
In addition, 

the record shows 'Chat the system must be improved in order that the 

State Department of Public Health permit it to remain in operation. 

The lower reservoir must either be repaired or taken out of oper­

ation; in fact, the continued use of this reservOir, even if re­

paired, would perpetuate pO,or serviee and low pressure to 8 large 

percentage of the consumers. 

-10,-
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Case No. 6387 

This matter is a continuing investigation into the prac­

tices and service of applicant. The record shows that the Big Bear 

System is not in saeisfactory condition and that the State Department 

of Public Health is requiring reservoir repairs. A group of pro­

testants presented extensive evidence relative to the system. 

The Commission's staff investigated this system.. Its 

report (Exhibit NO.1, Big Bear) includes, among. other things, the 

following: 

1. The wells and pumps and the upper reservoir appear to be 

adequate and in a well-maintained condition. 

2. Rehabilitation of the lower reservoir has been directed 

by the State Department of Public Health and i.t should be restored 

to good condition. (the staff, during the hearing, modified its 

opinion of this reservoir, as appears below). 

3. The transmission and distribution mains are mostly of 

poor quality material. 

4. To alleviate wa ter sho:::tage during days of season41l peak /' 

consumption, such as Labor Day and Independence Day, a tank should 

be construct~ sou'th of Big Bear Park tract of the Sugarloaf area 

'at 8 suitable elevation and location. An S-inch diameter main. 

should be constructed to interconnect this tank with tbe system at 

a point llear the intersection of Kern Avenue and Mahogany Avenue. 

A staff engineer, in his testimony, modified the recom­

mendations of the staff report. At the hearing he testified that a 

420,COO-ga1100 storage tank should be installed southwest· of the 
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service area ae an elevation approximaeely 60 feet higher than the 

highese point eherein; and thse it should be connection to the system 

wieh the 8-inch line as recommended. He estimai':ed eh~t the cos'/: of 

these items would be somewhat less than the total cost of $39,000 

estimated by applicant (Exhibit No.2> Big Bear). This tank /' 
would replace the lower reservoir and als~ the upper reservoir. 

Applicant took the position during the proceedings that a 

420,000 gallon storage tank was of larger capacity than necessary~ 

but the company would be willing to install a lesser capacity tank of 

210,000 gallons. In view of the almost static customer growth in the 

service area, as well as other service improvements which applicant 

has been ordered to make in its other water systems, we consider the ~ 

additional 210,000 gallons of storage to be adequate at this tfme. ~ 

Applicant'states that it is making, has made, or will make, 

13 repairs or improvementsto its lines. Most of these repairs ~nd 

proposed repairs are in the southeast portion of the original service 

area .. 

Applicant's General Report (Exhibit No.7) indicates that 

the company in its over-all operations does make some profit. The 

record herein also shows that the Big Bear Syseem is inadequate and / 
poorly maintained. Although the Commission will authorize increases 

in the r~tes as requested, they will be conditioned t~ take effect 

o~ly if applicant: (1) has removed from service the lower reservoir, 

(2) has installed a storage tank of not less than 210,000 gallons 

capacity at or about the site recommended by ehe Commission's 

engineer, (3) has connected such new tank by an 8-inch line t~ the 

system, 8nd (4) bas completed all replacement work listed on pages 

34 and 35 of its Exhibie No.1, Results of Of'Cration Report .. 
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From all of the evidence adduced in these matters we nOW' 

find that the proposed increases in rates and charges, as herein­

before described and as authorized herein, are justified, and that 

the present rates and charges insofar as they differ £r~ those 

herein prescribed will become unjust and unreasonable when applicant 

has compliedwitb the four conditions set forth in the immediately 

precedins sentence of this opinion. We further find that the public 

interest requires that Pacific 'Water Co. con·:inue to rehabilitate its 

water systen and to report to the Commission the progress of such w~ 

ORDER 

The application of Pacific Water Co. for authority to 

increase its rates in its Big Bear Water System and the Commission's, 

investigation into the system havin~ been consolidated for hearing, 

hearings thereon having been held, evidence having been adduced, and 

the Commission having considered said evidence, 

IT IS ORDERED tha t: 

1. Pacific ~rater Co. shall, within one hundred twenty days 

after the effective date hereof, (a) install and place in operation a 

stor8ge tankof not less than 21v,COO gallons capacity at an elevation ~ 

of approximately 7,230 feet in the vicinity of its Big Bear Park 

Tract No. 1 service area, (b) shall connect said tank to its 

system with an 8-inch or larger connection at or near the intersect:ial. 

of Mahogany Road and Kern Avenue, (c) complete the work listed on 

pages 34 and 35 of applicant's Exhibit No.1 in Application No.43561, 

and (d) info;cQ the Commission, in writ1ng~ of the completion of each 

of the foregoing proj ects) within ten days there~f'l:er., 

2. Concurrently with the placing io opera'cion of said 

2l0)OCC gallon or larger tank applicant shall remove from 
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service its 60,000-83110'0 lower reservoir and shall inform the 

Commission, in -writing, that this has been accomplished, within ten 

days thereafter. 

3. Applicant is authorized to file with this Commission, in 

conformity with General Order No. 96-A, after compliance with para­

graphs 1 and 2 above as evidenced by the issuance by the Commission 

of a supplemental order to that effect, the schedule of rates 

attached to this order as Appendix A. Said supplemen'tal order will 

provide when said rates shall become effective. 

4. vTithin forty-five days after ~he effective date of this 

order, applicant shall file with this COmmission, in conformity with 

General Order No. 96-A, and in a manner acceptable to- the Commission, 

revised rules governing, customer relations, and copies of printed 

forms normally used in connection with customers' services. Such 

rules, and forms shall become effective upon five days' notice to 

the Commission and to the public after filing as hereinabove provided. 

5. 'ljjithin sixty dnys after t.he effective date of this order, 

applicant shall file ~1ith this Commission four copies of a compre-
,'. ,. 

hensive ~p drawn to an indicated scale not smaller than 400 feet to 

'the inch, delineating by appropriate marki.ngs the various tracts of 

land and territory served; the principal.wa'cer production, storage, 

and distribution facilities; and the,location of the various water 

system properties of applicant. 

S. Beginning with the year 1962, appliean'\: shall use the 

depreciation rates shown in Table 9-A of Exhibit No. 11 of the instant 

proceeding, and shall review its depreciation rates for each plant 

account annually, using :=he straight line remail"ling life method. 

Results of these reviews shall be submitted to the Commission. 
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/ 
7. Applicant shall prepare and submit iu writing to this 

Commission for approval, not later than June 30, 1962, 8 plan for 

the coo.tinuing 5.mprovement of service throughout i'i:s Big Sear 

service ares, giving due consideration to customer density. Said 

plan shall specify details, dates- and estimated costs of proposed 

~prov~en~s) including improvements in the distribution system. 

Foll~ing tbe filing of such plan, the COmmission, by supplemental 

order, will ci!.rect applicant to effectuate such improvements in 

service 8S ~y be appropriate and will specify the methods by which 

/ 

/ 
said imerovements shall be carried out • .. 

o. Applicant shall adjust: its bool<s of account to reflect the 

cost of removal of all facilities retired. 
'\ 

!he SeC'.retary of the Commission shall c~:O:~e~;3 copy of this 
' .. ------' 

decision 'i:o be served on Pacific ~later Co. The effect.ive date of 

this decision shall beth~th ~Y after such service. 

Dated at ~~ , California, this z4r: 
&yo£ ~~ 

# 
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I c1issent. 

The rates o:t the Big Bear Water SY5tom were increased lOO']t 

in Feoruary, 1958 (Decis1on No • .56261). It i~ a.pparent !rom. the reoord 

in this present Appl1ca:tion No. 4:3501 and Order of Investigation, Case 

No. 6;87. that subsequent to the la.st rate incrOMe,. the :taeilitios a.nd. 

pl..a:lt of this utility have not. been improved to oven a minimum. sta:l.d.ard. 

neco~ to su:pply re3.So~blo sorvice to its conStl.'11ers~ 

While I reoognize thoro is a need :tor some additional revenue 

by this utility, under the eireum.5t3nces the proposod lO~ incre:lse in 

rates is not justified.' 

utility should be required. to rue with the Commission :4t :treqw-..nt inter-

vals, reports o:t eo~plaints received !rom consumers and its action regard-

ing same. 

The order should direct ~o applicant to ob~ a certi:ti~te 

!rom tho State Dop:l.rtment 0:£ Health within six (6) lllonthls o:t the o:tfecUve 

d3.t.e. It i~ l.Cdorstood. tho applicant has med for a tomporarj" perm.it 

and tho Ca:1issioo shoold be kept. advised whatever action is tMen thereon 

by the State De~-tm.ent of Public He.uth. 

) 



APPtTCA'9rtM 

APPENDIX A 
Page 1 of 3 

Schedule No. BB-lA. 

Big Bear Tnri ff Area 

Am.ruAt G'D."ERAt METERED SERVICB 

Applienble to all metered -water service :f'urn1shed on an armual basis. 

TERRITORY 

(T) 

The aretLS kno...-n a" Big Boo: Vloodlnnds Tra.ct~ Big Bear to.kewood Tra.ct ~ (1) 
Big Bear Pines~ Big Bear Pine'Joods~ Big Bear Park Annex, Big Bear Park, I 
Big Bear Highla:l.ds and Csmp Fontanelle, San Bernardino Count:r. (T) 

Almua.1 Quantity Rates: 

First 10,000 cu. ft. or less • • • • • • 
Next 12,000 cu. ft., per 100 cu. ft.. 
Next 18,000 cu. ft., :pcr 100 cu. ft.. 
Next 40,000 cu. rt.~ per 100 cu. ft. 
Over eo, 000 cu. rt. ~ per 100 cu. ft.. 

Annual M1l:I1m'Ulll ChArge: 

For 5/Sx 3/4-inch meter • 
For 3/4-inch meter .. • 
For l-inch meter • 
For 1~1nch meter • 
For 2-inch meter .. .. 

Per Meter 
Per Year 

•• $·96.00 
. .80 

.60 

.40 

.30 

. . . .. .. $ 96.00 
114.00 

• ... 138~00 
.. 192.00 
• 240.00 

The Amlua.l Minimum CMrge \01111 entitle the customer 
to an an:c:ual q,uantity o~ water .... hich tha.t minimum 
che.rge \01111 p1Jrcbase at tho Annuru. Quant1t:r Rates .. 

(continued) 
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C.6387, A. 43561 YPO 

SPECIAL CO~"DrrIONS 

APPF.'l.'DDC A 
Page :2 or :3 

Schedule No. BB-lA 

'Big Bear TAriff Area. 

ANNUAL GENERAL METERED SERVICE 
(continued.) 

1. The 8Jlllual Illinimu:l. charge applies to service d'Uring the 12-month (T) 
period co::a:lencing MArch 1, and is due in advance. 

2. Water u:)ed in excoss or the a.tIllual allo\tt1lnce under tho armual 
:Un:U:lu:n. charge may be billed· q,'UArterl:y or semiannually 3.t the option or 
the utility. 

,. For iIlitial service co:cnected a.!'tor March 1, the annual m:i.nimum 
charge -.rill be prorated at the first March 1 'b1lliDg foUo~ commence-
ment or such. 1n1ti8.l serv1ce~ (T) 



C. 63P:7, A. 43561 Y.PO 

APPtICABILm 

APPENDDC A 
Page 3 of:3 

Schedule No. Bl3-2AR 

Big Beer Tariff Area 

ANNUAL F@TDENTIA!. ~ ~ SERVICE 

(1') 

Applicable to 411 residential flat rate vater service furnished on (T) 
an oo:mue.l basis. (X) 

TERRITORY 

The Sl"ee.s known as Big BeSl" VoodlaDds Tract, Big Bear lakevood Tract,. (X) 
Big Beor Pines, Big Bear P1nevoods, Big, Bear Park Annex, Big Bear Park, I 
Big Be~ Highlands ~d Camp Fontenelle, San Bernardino County. (1') 

For each single--family residential unit 
including premises .. • • • • • .. • .. 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

Per Service Connection 
Per Year 

$96 (I) 

1. The a.bove annual flat rate applies to service cormections not ('1:) 
larger than one inch in diameter .. 

Z. All service not covered by th.e above ela.ssif"1eation vill be 
i'ln'nished. only on a metered basis. 

3. For service covered. by the above classification,. if either the 
utility or the customer so elects, a meter shall be installed and service 
provided. 'tlllder Schedule No. aB-JA, AnnU8.l CenersJ. Metered SeX'V1ee .. 

4. The annual :nat ro.te charge applies to :service during the l2-montb. 
period eommeneillg March l, allQ. is due in adVtlllC() .. 

5. For !D1tie.l service cormeeted. area:- Mlrcb. 1, the annual r...3.t rat~ 
charge ~ be ~or~ted at th.e ~st ~~ch 1 billing following commencement I 

of such imt1al service. ' (1') 


