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Decision No. 67720 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF 1m: StATE OF CP..LIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application ) 
of BARTH, . INC., a California ) 
corporation, for authority to ) 
incr~ase its rates for water ) 
serVl.ce. ) 

-----------i 
Virginia tower, et a1., ~ 

Complainant, ) 

vs S 
) 

~ 
Defe~~nt. ~ 

Barth, Inc., a corporation, 

Application No. 46185 
(Filed February 6, 1964) 

Case No. 7945 . 
(Filed July 13, 1964) 

Virginia Lower, William B. Burbrid8£;. 
Mr" and Mrs. Ricniircr":fi:- "Scarbo:t'ough , 
Donald w.Buffin,ati'CrMiir-:COns. Jennings, 
in propria personae; complainants. 

F~eda Barth, for Barth, Inc.; applicant snd defendant. 
Robert: AxVid Johnson, for County of Los Angeles; 
-interesteaparty. 
Jerry J. Levander, for the Commission staff. 

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

Barci1, Ine.,a public utility water corporaeion, seeks 

auehority to increase its general metered service rates for water 

service 100 percent, or oy an estimated annual amount of $2,135. 

A report on the application prepared by a Commission staff engineer 

and a CommiSsion staff accountant has been submitted as Exhibit 

No.1. It is received for the record herein. Said Exhibit shows 

that the applicant-defendant lost $4,913 during the year 1963 ac­

cordi~8 to recorded amounts after staff adjustments for items 

expensed which should ha.ve been ca.pitalized in the amount of $1,088 
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and af~er a correction ~o deprecia~ion accrual in the amount of $21. 

The staff estimated that applicant-defendant would lose $2,350 

during the year 1964 at the present xates, and 'Would lose $50 at 

the proposed rates. 

The above-entitled complaint 'Was filed by a group of 27 

consumers, and an emergency public hearing thereon was held before 

Examiner Warner on July 21, 1964, at Lancaster. Exhibit, No~': 1 in 
, , 

" , 

~c applic~~ion W4S incorporated in tbe record on the complaint by 
:!" :1 

reference. 

Applicant-defendant. was ineorpora~ed on January 11, 1947, 

and was granted a certificate of public convenience and necessity 

by Decision No. 55444, dated August 20, 1957, in Application 

No. 38521. Authority "738 also· granted to issue stock. to John Barth 

for working cash, for the purchase and installation of mete:s, and 

for the purchase of the assets of Vista Mu~l Water Company which 

had 'been o:ganized by him, and others, on June 17, 1948, to furnish 

water service in a tract known as Sunshine Ranchos consisting of 

32 lots of 1-1/4 acres eacb. The certificate granted also included 

57 lots in 'I:ract No. 20345 adjacent to the Ranchos. In February" 

1957, applicant-defendant estimated an eventual total of· 700 

cus.tomers, but development of the areas has not p:rogressed and, at 

the presen~ time, mete:red wae,er se:rvice is being furnished to 35 

customers. The Commission takes notice of the fact that the 

Antelope Valley in which applicant-defendant's eertificated a:reas 

totaling 480 ac:res a:re located, approximately 1'5 miles east of 

Lancaster, in uninco~porated territory of Los Angeles County, has 

been decle.red to be an economically depressed area,. due pr:£:neipa,lly 

to the trans:er out of the valley of United States Defense Depart­

ment activities, and the consequent shutting down of aixcraft 
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manufacturing~ testing, and operation. This may account for the 

fact :hat the number of customers anticipated by applicant-defendant 

in 1957 has not been realized and this may have been and may be 

the prtncipal cause of app1icant-defendant's fina~cial plight. 

Consume~:s complained that early in June) 1964, excessive 

amounts of Air appeared in their pipes; at times there wa$ no water 

in faucets and pipes pounded; water which did appear was rusty and 

unusable; and sand clogged appliances, toilet tanks, shower' beads, 

and meters. One consumer testified that pipes in his house had 

burst due to sand clogging and had caused $130 d.ama.ges to carpets 

and to ehe interior of his house. 

Exhibit No.2 is. a report on the complaint by a Commission 

staff engineer. He testified that as of July 17) '1964, the 50 bp 

electric motor and deep well turbine pump installed in applicant­

defendant's one operating well, the water source of supply of 

the water system, were producing an average of approximately 30 gpm; 

the pump was breaking suction at intervals of 50 to 90 .. seconds which 

created surging and water hammer conditions in,:he distribution 

system; the present pumping operations were damaging the existing 

distribution system and causing line breaks and leaks; the present 

pump and motor have greater installed capacity than the productive 

capacity of the well; tbe.well and distribution system would be 

severely damaged if the pump were continued to be operated in its 

present condition; water was being pumped from a level of about 

8-1/2 feet above the sand in the bottom of the well; and the well 

could be pumped at an average production of approximately 25 gpm 

without severe <ial:c.o.ge. He 'recommended that the pump. be adj.ustcd to 

reduce its capacity to not more than 25 gpm.lf ehe pump adj.ustment 
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were not possible, then he recommended that a forebay accumclator 

tank of at least 2l,OOO-gallon capacity be installed adjacent ,to 

the well into which water from the well would be pumped and in 

which sand would be accumulated. He further :recommended that a 

booster pump should be installed to take water from the forebay 

tank and p\lmp through the existing pressure tanl< into the system. 

In the event that neither of these recotmnendations was feasible, 

be recommended that consideration be given to, moving the existing 

53,OOO-gallon gravity storage tank from its present location at 

elevation 2,625 feet and east of l50th Street East, to the well site 

west of 140th Street East at elevation 2,420 feet;. he recommended 

that a booster pump then be installed to pump from this storage tank 

through the existing pressure tank into the distribution system and 

0. second booster pump be installed adjacent to l40th Street East, to 

provide service to the 4 customers east of said street utilizing the 

existing 2,OOO-gallon pressure tank near lSOth Street East. Exhibit 

No.3 is a schematic diagram of applieant':defendant's water system. 

which also shows the locations of the recommended installations. !be 

staff engineer estimated the cost of his second and third recom­

mendations to be between $2,200 and $2,500. 

Applicant-defendant's secretary, Barth's widow, testifiec 

that neither she, nor the corporation, ~or Barth's sister who is 

its preSident, nor the latter's daughter who is vice president, 

had any money or any sources of money. She testified that they 

had loaned the corporation all they were ·able to lend totaling 

a.pproximately $5,400 and were at the end of their ability either 

to finance or operate the water system. 

Two witnesses., one from the Los Angeles County Engineering 
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Department, on 'behalf of Los Angeles CO'l.ltlty Waterwo:rl<s District 

No. 35, and one from ~nd on behalf of Antelope Valley East Kern 

County Wa~er Agency, testified, respectively, that they werew111ing 

to render all possible help to applicant-defendant and its customers, 

bu-:: that annexation of the Barth water sys·t:em area to Distric~ 

No.. 35 would ~ake about 6 months " and formation of a. Service Improve­

ment District 'by the Agency to take over applicant-defendant's 

operations would take at least 2 months. 

Based on the evidence and information before us we find 

tha.t: 

1. Applicant-defendant is a public utility water corporation 

and has been operating as such since 19>7 in two a:eac comprising 

480 acres, located Approximately 15 miles east of Lancaster in 
/," ::.:..;:: .. 

unincorporated territo:y of Los Angeles County, pursuant to Decision 

No. 55444. Wate: service is furnished to 35· customers. The source 

of water supply is a well 303 feet deep in which the w~tcr level 

has been dropping at the rate of 12 feet per year; the pump is 

breaking suction at intervals of 50 to 90 seconds; sand is bcfng 

pumped into the distribution system; and the operation of 1:be pump·, 

to produce 30 gpm, has been creating a surging and watc: bamme: 

condition in the distl:ibut1on system. 

2. The xceommendation of the staff engineer contained in 

Exhibit No. 2 that the present pump be adjusted to reduce its 

pumping capacity to not: more than 25 gpm is reasonable. 

3. Applicant-defendant's reeorded operating loss for the 

yea:r 1965,after certain accounting adjus.tments, was $4,913" 3nd 

would be $·2,350 in 1964 at present rates and $50 at rates proposed 

in ~e application. 
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4. Public beaxing on the application is noe necessary. 

5. Applicant-defendant is entitled to the financial relief 

applied for. 

6. the increases in xates and charges authorized herein are 

justified and they axe :reasonable. The present -rates and eba:rges 

insofax as they differ from-those herein prescxibcd are for the 

future unjust and unreasonable. 

7 • Applicant-defendant' s Scheclule No. 9MZ, Hauled Suxplus ' 

Water SerVice, has not been applied. 

8. The hauling of water from hydrants in tank trucks has 

contxibuted to the service conditions complained of. 

9. Applicant-defendant is financially unable to drill a new 

well as prayed for. 

It is concluded that the application to increase general 

metered se:rvice :ates should be gl:antecl, and that applicant-defendant 

sbould be directed to carry out the staff recommendations for im­

provement of service contained in Exhibit No.2, and should be 

ordered to flush the sand from its distribueion system and repair 

all nonregistering meters. Schedule No. 9~ should be cancelled, 

and applicant-defendant should be directed to take whatever steps 

axe necessary to see that hauling of water in tank trucks ceases. 

In all other respects tbecomplaint should be dismissed_ 

o R D E R - ... -~-
IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Ba:th, Inc., is authorized to file the revised schedule 
, 

of general metere4 service rates set forth in Appendix A to ebis 

order and, concuxrently tbe:rewith, sball cancel by appropria:te 
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advice letter its presently effective Sehed~le No,. 2RLX, Limited 

temporary Resident:ial Flat Rate Service and Schedule No. 9MZ, Hauled 

Surplus Water Service. Such filing of revised :rates and cancelling 

of Scbedules Nos. 2RLX and, 9MZ sha.ll comply with General Crdel: 

No. 96A. the revised general metered service rate schedule shall 

become effective for service renaexed on and aftex September 25, 1964, 

or on and after the fourth day following the date" of filing, whichever 

is latter. 

2. Applicant-defendant shall, within 5 days after the effective 

date of this order, carry out tbe recommendations for improvement of 

service contained in Exhibit No. 2 of the complaint) and, shall within 

5 days the:reafter, so notify the Commission in writtng. 

3. Applicant-c1efendant shall) within 60 days after the effec­

tive date of this order flush the s~d from its distribution system 

and shall repair all nonregistering meters, and shall within 5 days 

thercafte:r, so notify the Commission in writing. 

4. Applicant-defendant shall take whateve:r seeps are neces­

sary to see that hauling of water in tank trucks ceases. 

5. In all other respects the complaint is ,dismissed. 

the effective date of this ordex shall be the date hereof. 

Dated at &A J!'ra.ndago ,California 7 this....ar.{M.~:;;;;;IA...;.;;;;. __ _ 

day of AU§U}T, "1964. 



.APPENDIX A 

Schedule No. 1 

G~"rERAL }1ETEE.ED SERVICE 

. APPLICABILITY 

Applicable to all motered water service. 

TERRITORY 

Tho arc~ including 480 acres located northeasterly and south- (0) 
we:l't~rly of the inter:::ection 0: 140"-..h Street East· .and Avenue G, . 
vicinity" approxirr~to1y 1$ miles e~t of tancastor" Los Angeles 
Co"nty. 

RATES, 

Quantity Rates: 

First 1,000 eu.i'too or less.. • .. • • • • $ 7.00' 
Next 3,,000 cu.ft., pcr 100 eu.ft. • • • • • 
Next 16)000 cu.ft., per 100 cu.1't. • • • • • 
Over 20,000 cu.ft.) per 100 eu.ft. • .. .. 

.24 

.20 

.16 

Minimum Charge: 

FC':' Sl8 x 3/4-ineh meter 
Fa' 3/4-ineh lIleter 
For 1-1neh meter 
For l~inch meter 
For 2-inehmeter 
For 3~ineb meter 
For 4-ineh motor 

• • • ••••••• $ 7.00 
• • .. • .. .. .. • .... 8.00 
• • • • • • .. • •• 10.00' 

. . . • . .. . • l6.co· 
• ...... ,. • .... 24.00, 
.. • • .. .. • • • •• 40.00' 
• .. • .. .. .. .. • .... 60.00' 

,I. Tho Minimwrl Quuoge will entitle the customer 
to the quantity of water which .tl"4t miniTnwn 
charge will purchase at the ~tity Rates. 

(I) 

(I) 


