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Decision No. _ ..... 71oool0~2~3 __ 4w.-.._ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of GOLCONDA UTILITIES ) 
COMPANY, a corporation. for itself I 
and as operator of HINKLEY VPJ.:LEY 
WAXER COMPANY, for emergency 
authority to establish new rates. ' 

Investigation on the Commission's- ) 
own motion into the operations, ) 
rates, rules, tariffs; contracts, ) 
practices, eqt;ipmeut, facilities. 
and' service of GOLCONDA UTILITIES 
COMPANY, a corporation., 

Application No-. 47259 
(Filed January ,1S, ,1965) 

Case No. ' 8166 
(Filed April 28·, '1965) 

W. Paul Pavne, for Golconda Utilities Company, 
applicant in Application No. 47259 and 
respondent in Case No~ 8166. 

Heetor Anninos, Chester o. Newman and Raymond E. 
Heytens, for toe COtIiiiiission staff. 

OP'INION _ ... _.-..--_ ...... 

In Applieation No. 47259-, Golconda Utilities Company (GUC) 

seeks authority to inerease its rates for water serviee in its 

various service areas in Inyo, San Bernardino and San Diego 

Counties. Case No .. 8166 is an investigation on the Commission's 

own motion into the operations, rates, rules, tariffs, eontrae'Cs, 

praetices, equipment, faeilities and service of GUC .. 

Public hearing on the Keeler phase of these proceedings 

was held before Examiuer Catey in Keeler on July 2&,and'27, 1965. 

A staff report, Exhibit No. 11 in Applica'Cion No. 47259, was 

introdueed at Keeler but included information relating to cue's 
, . ,. 

Ersul Tariff krea in addition to its Keeler Tariff Area... The 

parties agreed that a portion of the hearing on the Ersul phase 

of these proceedings 'Would be' reserved for completion of .CTJC" s, 
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cross-examination of the staff on the Keeler portion of Exhibit 

No. 11.. That ,adjourned hearing was held 'before Examiner Catey in 

San Bernardino on September 15 and 16, 1965. The lCeelGr phase 

of these proceedings was submitted on September 16, 1965. 

Testimony on behalf of cue was presentedbyitspres1-

dent. The Commission staff presentation was made by two staff 

engineers and a staff accountant. Four customerstest1f1ed 

regarding their objeetions to the proposed rat'e increase and 

regarding service deficiencies. 

Service Area and Water System 

cue's Keeler Tariff Area consists of the unincorporated 

commtJ%lity of Keeler, in Inyo, County.. The water system. serves 29 

customers and three fire hydrants from one artesian well, equipped 

with a five-horsepower, pressure-controlled pump. The distribu

tion system consists of 2,000 feet of new 4-inehand 6-inc:h 

asbestos-cement pipe and 2,000 feet of 1-1/2-:Lneh and 2-itleh bare 

steel mains which were installed in 1917. 

Rates 

GUCfs present rates for the Keeler Tariff Area were 

established on an interim basis, pending final disposition of 

these proceedings, by Decision No. 68981, dat:ed- April 28, 1965, in . 

Application No. 47259. They consist of schedules for general 

metered service and general flat rate·serviee. 

The following Table I shows a comparison of rates in 

effect prior to the interim increase, the rates now in effect, 

the rates proposed by GUe in Exhibit No. 3: attached to' the pleading, 

cue's revised proposed rates set forth in Exhibit No. 17', and'the . 

rates authorized heretn: 
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TABLE I 

COMPARISON OF RATES 

Item Pr°tosed. 
or1g1na Revised 

Authorized 
- Prior Interim Herein 

General Me~ered Service 
~ont5Il Quantrt~ ~ates 

First-l,OOO e~f. or ., 
'less' .•.• ., • ~, ••• ' • e' •••• ' • ., • $3.50 $4.20 $10.00 $10.00 $: 5.;50 

Next 4,;000 c:~f.) 
.36 per 100 c.f~ ••••• ~ ••• .30 .80 I .80 .40 

OVe.r ·5,OOOc.f., ,I 

·1' 
per 100' c.f., ............. .20 .24 • 55 ..55 " .. 2'$ . 

Monthl:! ,Minimum CharSl;es 

For 5/8x3/4-inchmeter 3 .. 50 4.20 * * 5.50 
For "!f/4-1nch meter 5.00 6.00 13.25 13 .. 25 5 .. 50 
For l~inch meter 7.50 9.00 20.00 20.00 10.00 
For 1-1!2-inch meter 15 .. 00 18.00 40.,00 40.00' 20 .. 00' 
For 2-ineh meter 25.00. 30'.00 66.00 66 .. 00 30.00, " 

Menthlz Flat Rates 
r 

6.00 l-Family Residence 4.00 4.80 10.60 10.60' 
Each'Acldl.l-Family 

2'.70 6.00 6.00,' 3.00 ' Unit' •• '.' ",' ........ ' •••••• 2.25-
Each'Service Station, 
Grocery; ,'Barber Shot>, 

5.00 6 .. 00 13.25 DrugStore ............. * * Each Restaurant or Bar 7.00 8.40 la.55, * * ,Each School * 6.00 * 10.60, 6 .. 00 . Sierra Talc Co .. 10.00 12.00 26,.50 * * 
* No provision made for this service. 

The s-taff points out in Exhibit No .. II that the General 

Flat Rate Service schedule is obsoletc becausc' the community now has no 

co~rcial establishments except for a small service station which 

receives metered water service. GUers revised proposed rates 

presented in Exhibit No. 17 would restrict flat rate service to

residential 'use and use 'by the Keeler School build:tng, now-converted 

to general community purposes:. We find that' such restriction is -

reasonable. 
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Customer Complaints 

The principal customer complaints set forth in Exhibit 

No. 11 and voiced by public witnesses at the hearing in Keeler 

relate to: the relatively high level of GUe's water rates, 

causing hardship on customers who are retired or otherwise in s 

low income bracket; excessive esttmates by GUe of cost of main 

extensions subject to customers' advances for construction; 

unreasonable delay by GUe in replacing a "temporary above-ground 

service pipe; refusal of Gue to extend service to'newproperty; 

abandonment of mains by GUe when homes have been temporarily 

vacant; installation of lJ. meter at cue's main, ra.ther than at 

customer's property line; flooding of customers' property during 

development by GUe of its new well and after faulty installation 

of a meter. 

Many of the complain'.!s relate to isolated past incidents 

for which no specific relief is requested. These incidents are 

indicative, however, of insufficient attention b)· ,the utility's 

management to its public responsibilities and public relations 

in Keeler.. The appropriate level of rates, future extens,ions of ' 

mains,ab.gndotlXllent of mains, replacement' of temporary service , 
, ' , 

pipes, and reloc:atio~ of improper11 installed servic:econnect1ons 

or meters will be dealt with in this decision~ 

Case No. 8166 

One of the items specificallyc:overed by the" order 

instituting invest~gation in case No. 8166 is the possibility 

that GUe may have" charged' for service at rates other than those 

set forth in its filed tariffs,., In Exhibit No. 11, the Commis

sion staff sets forth some possible misapplication of rates, by 

GUC in its Keeler. Tariff Area:' 
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1. cue reads meters monthly in cubic feet, calculates 

bills on the basis of those readings, but rounds the result 

to the nearest ten cents. cue's method of rounding could 

accumulate minor billing errors and~ although restating of 

pase bills is not warranted by the relatively insignificant 

potential correction, the order herein will direct GUC to 

discontinue this practice.. If cue wishes to simplify its 

billing, the reading of meters to the nearest 10' or:l;OO 

cubic feet will accomplish the desired result without _, 

cumulative error. 

2. It is cue's practice in its Keeler System to 

install no meters smaller than 3/4-1nch, even though its 

tariffs provide' for a 5/8 x 3/4-inch meter. This policy 

is basee. upon the utility's interpretation of the, 

requirements of.the 1>lumbing code adopted' by Inyo County. 

The record herein is inconclusive as to the ,County's 

plumbing requirements and the' extent they may be 

applicable to cue. The Commission staff report~ 

Exhibit No. 11, st~tes that 5/8 x 3/4-inch meters would 

be adequate for the seven customers which cue supplies 

through 3/4-inch meters. Under these circums.tances, we 

find that it is reasonable to' establish, for future 

service ~ the sam.e minimum charge for both sizes' of meter, 

as prescribed by the rate schedules authorized herein. 

3. GUC had been charging an unauthorized· flat rate 

of $5.00 per month for the Keeler School bu11d1ng,which 

is now used as a coxmnunity building. kn. interim rate 

of $6.00 was authorized by Decision No. 69341, dated 

June 29, 1965,,' in Application No. 47259. With the 
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probable future ltmited use of the school b~i1dins> we 

find that the flat rat¢ for that service should still 

be $6.00 per month, the same as· for future residential· 

service. The order herein so provides. 

Another item specifically set forth in the aforementioned 

order instituting investigation is the possible failure· ofGUC to 

comply with specific orders and General Orders of this Commiss.ion. 

Exhibit No. 11 shows several such instances: 

1. The s·taff's field investigation disclosed water 

pressures in Keeler ranging from 10 to 20 psi, which 

range is below the minimum set forth in General· Order 

No. 103.. The customers apparently have adapted them

selves to the inadequate pressures. Furthermore, an 

increase to normal pressures could cause leaks in their 

plumbi:lg as well as iuGUe's o1.derpipes. We' £indthat 

it would not 'be in the public interest to requireCUC 

to maintain higher. water pressures. at this tiXne .. 

2. About half of the Keeler distribution mains 

were installed over 40 years ago, are in poor condition, 

a:lG do not meet the min:tmum size requirements of General 

Order No .. 103. GUC has not yet paid'for the improvements 

installed during the past two years, however, and the 

staff feels that GUC's financial condition is such that 

further expenditures for main replacements at this time 

are inadvisable. We concur. Even if GUe were .able to 

finance the complete replacement of all of the old mains 

at'this time, the water rates which would· be required to

provide a reasonable return on the increased investment 

eould impose a financial hardship on the Keelercustomers~ 
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3. cue servcs onc customer (V{J.TJ. Hoose) through a 

plastic hose connected to another customer's faucet •. 

cue also serves a customer (Mullis) through a. meter 

installed at the distribution main across the street from 

the customer's property. General Order No. 103 provides~ 

among other things~. that the point of eonnection of a 

utility's service pipe with a customer's pipe be at a 

convenient place between the customer's property liDe and 

the curb~ or inside the customer's property line.· The 

order. herein. directs GTJ'C to install service pipes for the 
. . . 

two customers (Van Hoose and Mullis ) in accordance with 

General Order No. 103. 

4. GUC over the past few ,.ears ~ 11as abandoned 

several hund~ed feet of pipe on Railroad Avenue in .Keeler. 

Although the services formerly supplied by the abandoned 

main were inactive at the time of abandonmen't, homes were' 

still located on the lots which, in at leas't one instance; 

later required water service. cue considered the request 

for renewal of service 'to be a request for newserv:Lce, 

which would require an advance for cons·truction of a new 

main. General Order No. 96-A provides, .among other 

things, that a utility may not withdraw from public 

s~rvice in any portion of 1ts territory unless authority 

for such withdrawal has been obtained from the· Commis ... 

sion. The order herein prohibits the requirement of 

customer advances to replace mains already abandoned 

without authorization and prohibits abandonment by GUC 

of any additional mains in Keeler without providing: .. 

replacement mains at its· own expense or obtaining. 

authorization of this Commission for such abandomnent. 
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5. When GUC was authorized to acquire the Keeler 

System, and others, by Decision No. 67347, dated 

June 10, 1964, in Application No .. 45772, ordering 

paragraph 11 of the decision directed cue to: establish 

and maintain records which will permit determination 

of plant accounting information for each separate 

water system based upon original cost, estimated if 

not known, and to file an inventory and appraisal of 

such plant costs and a reserve requirement study for

each system, both prepared by a qualified engineer • 

Exhibit No.. 11 herein states that the inventories and 

appraisals have not been prepared and. that, because of 

lack of accounting records and s~ppor~ing~data, the' 

staf:f accountant could not ascertain 'Cor verify the 

historical cost of utility plant" Were it not for 

cue's precarious financial condition, we would be 

inclined to deny any rate. relief whatsoever until GUe 

presents- the essential plant information in compliance 

with ordering paragraph ll·of Decision No •. 67347'. In 

the absence of this infoX'mation,the staff adjusted 

the recorded 1964 year-end plant balance' of $16-,743 to 

remove $5,277 of excess cos·ts, based largely upon the 

staff's past experience as to· reasonable plant cos~s for 

other utilities. The staff adjusted plant balances and' 

esttMate of rate base are adopted herein. 

A third subject covered by the order instituting investi

gntion relates to unauthorized issuance by GUC of evidence of 

long-term indebtedness. Exhibit No. 11 shows: 
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1. GOC bas entered into equipment purchase contracts 
I 

for office equipment and a truck, which contracts'are all 

for terms exceeding one year. cue did not request nor 

receive authorization for this long-term debt. We 

hereby take offieial notiee of the filing by GUCon 

November 12, 1965 of case No. 8303:, in which it- alleges, 
, , 

among other things, that one of the items of office 

equipment and the truck have been repossessed by the ' 

creditor involved. Although at this time no punitive 

action is being taken by this Commission in regard to 

the past issuance of unauthorized evidences of indebted-
, " 

ness~ GUC and its officers are reminded that their'actions 

could subject tbe corporation to heavy penalties under 

1:b.e PublicUei11ties Code. 

2. GUC has issued a number of demand notes. Section 

823 of the Public Utilities Code permits the issuance of 

notes payable not more than 12 months after the date of 

issuanc:e~ without consent of the Commission. Golconda 

International Corporation (CIC), parent of GUC, has 

acquired the demand notes ata discount from the h~lders 
. . .. . 

thereof and has exchanged some of them at face value for 

common stock of GUC. Any benefits from discol.lnting·of 

the notes accrue to eIC r3therthan G'O'C:. In one· s;uch 

transaction, GIe a.cquired notes aggregating $:79~759 fa.ce / 

value for a cash payment of $lO. Commission 
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action in connection with the past transactions :will be 

considered in the phase of Case No'. 8166 relating. to- the 

district involved .. 

Results of Operation 

Witnesses for'CUe and the Commission staff have analyzed 

and estimated GUe's Keeler Tariff Area operational results., 

S'U'tnl1l.3.rized in Table II, from the staff's Exhibit No. 11 and fr~t:!. 

Page 2 of Exhibit No.3 attached to cue's application, are the 

estim.:l.ted results'of operation for the test year 1965,'under,the 

present interim rates and under the ra1:es proposed by GUe. 

For comparison, the table shows the results of operation, 

modified as discussed.hereinafter, at the present inter1m rates 

and at the rates authorized herein • 

. . 

-10-
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TABLE II 

ESTIMATED RESULTS OF OPERATION 
TEST YEAR 1965* 

Item 

Present Interfm Rates 

Operating Revenues 

Dedue'tions, ' 
Keeler'Direct Operating Expense 
Genl.Office Allocated Oper. Exp~ 
Depreciation 
Taxes Other Than on Income 
Income Taxes,' 

Total' 

Net Revenue 

Rate Base 

Rate of Return 

Rates Proposed, by CUC 

Operating Revenues 

Deductions· 

.. 
: 

Keeler Direct Operating Expense 
Genl.OfficeAlloeated Oper~ Exp. 
Depreciation 
Taxes Other 'than 'On Income 
Income Taxes: 

Total 

Net'Revenue 

Rate ,Base' 

Rate of Return 

Rates Authorized Herein 

Operating Revenues" 
. , 

Deductions' 
Keeler ;,Direct Operating Expense 
Genl. Office Allocated Oper.. Ext> .. 
Depreciation 
Taxes 'Other 'I'han on Income 
Income Taxes· 

Total 

Net Revenue 

Rate Base 

Rate of Return 

Staff GUC*. Modified -
'. 

$ 1,760,$ $, 1 760 . , 

540 540 
340 340 
340 340, 
260 260,· 
80 -' . 0'< 

$ 1,930$ . ' $, 1 ,480":" " " 

200" - ·280"" 

10,,300:, '10,300 

1.91., . - 2' .. 7%," 

540 560ft: 540 . 
340 ' 8904# 340 .' 
340- 47.0 340"" 
300 275 300, . 
630 585 530., 

$ z>lSo:$.-Z, 780;· $; 2>0$0 
<', ' • ' •. ,'.,;,' 

1,770:": . 1,301' .. . " 1,8~70,~: ; 
. . 

-10 ~ 300'19',861: ': 10300:':· , ,,"- .. : 

$ 

$ 

17 • 27.; .' 6~'5%' '. lS~2%"': 
...... '.,' 

$ 2,200· 

-'. 
, -

,- $ - $ 

-

-

540" 
340 
340 
270": 
90':, 

1,5SO':: . 

620 
" 

lO~300,,:' 

6.01';" 

* 12-month period ended 10/31/65 used by GUc., in its estimates .. , 
1; $1,450 divided between direct and allocated as in Exhibit No .. 16,. 
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From Table II it can be seen that applicant's requested 

rates would result in an increase of 123 percent in operatins 

revenues over those produced by the present interfm rates. The 

rates authorized herein will' produce a 2S percent increase over 

the present interim- rates. 
. . 

The staff's estimates of revenues under proposed rates 

are somewh4t lower than t:hose of GUe:, primarily due to the staff's 

assumption of fewer metered services. 'Ibis assumption appears 

valid and the s·taff' s basis for es,timating revenues is adopted 

herein. Neither GUe nor the staff presented an estimate of 

probable water eonsum.pd.on by Sierra la-le Com.pany upon its being 

provided metered service. The relative levels of historical flat 

rates for that small industrial user and for flat rate residential 

use indicate that the industrial use should be about three ttmes 

the average residential use., That relationship has been assumed 

herein. 

The staff's expense estimates are lower than those of 

cue, primarily due to the staff's lower estimate of a reasonable 

allocation of expenses incurred at GUe's general office. From 

that office, GUe's president manages various water systems in 

Inyo, San Bernardino and San Diego Counties~ Some of: these 

systems were acquired by cue with this Commission's authorization;. 

the acquiSition of one of the systems operated until recently 

by cue, had been authorized but never cO'Q.Summated; other sys,tems 
. 

are being operated without authorization. During this unsettled 

period of cue's /operations; ,its recorded expenses are not 

indicative of proper future operations. The staff expense 

estimates, based upon reasonable expenses of other comparable 

utilities, are adopted herein. 
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The staff's depreciation est~te is lower than that of 

GUC, primarily due to exclusion by the staff of certain excess . 
cost of plant recorded by cue. The staff depreciation estimate 

is· adopted herein. 

The staff's calculation of income taxes does not include 

any tax deduction for interest. For rate-making purposes, it has 

long been this Commission's practice to allocate' total company 

interest deductions to each district of a multi-district company 

in proportion to the relative amount of net plant or rate base in 

each district. GUC's balance sheet as of December 31, 1964 

(Table 2-A of Exhibit No. 11) shows cotllXllon stock equity of $40,256, 

lO:lg-term debt of $123,,282, notes payable of $~5" 797, and total 

liabilities and other credits of $23S,610. In addition to 

interest on notes, GUC pays interest on some current liabilities 

such as property taxes because it has permitted them' to' become .' 

delinquent. It reasonably may be asstm1ed, however, that a normal 

futU%'e capital structure would include not more' than 60 percent 

interest-bearing debt. The income taXes adopted herein reflect the 

effect of 6 percent interest on 60 percent of CUC's rate base in 

its Keeler Tariff Area .. ' 

As discussed'hereinbefore in connection with GUC's, 

failure to maintain records and' prepare inventories and appra.$.ae.ls 

which would permit determination of original cost, the staff ' 

estimate of rate base is ,adopted herein. 

In Exhibit N~. 11, ',the staff recommends that CUC be 

allowed e ~l return for the Keeler sys,tem, due to the 

uneconomic aspects of the overall operation and the abnormal 

operating characteristics in service areas due to lack of 

saturation. The staff estimates of exPenses,. 'however ,have, 
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eliminated most abnormalities by using as a guide' the expenses 

of other utilities. Further, the major plant additions in Keeler 

were primarily to improve service to existing customers, not to· 

extend into new speculative and uneconomic areas. The propriety 

of recent plant additions is indicated by the fact that most 

were in compliance with previous decisions of· this Commission. 

A return of 6 percent on rate base is allowed· herein •. 

Findings and Conclusions 

The Commission finds that: 

1.a. GUC is in need of additional revenues but the proposed 

rates set forth in its application are excessive. 

b. The adopted' estimates, previously sutnmarized and dis

cussed herein, of operating revenues, opa:.:J.ting expenses' and rate 
, 

base for the test year 1965 reasonably represent the results of 

GUers future operations. 

c. The increases in rates and charges authorized herein 

are justified, the rates and charges authorized herein are 

reasonable, and the present rates and charges, .insofar as they 

differ from those prescribed herein, are for' the .futureunjust 

and unreasonable. 

2. GUChas abandoned certain distribution mains without 

authorization .. 

3. GUe has installed two services in Keeler not in 

accordance with the requirements of General Order No: l03. 

4. cue's rounding of bills 'to the nearest ten .cents 'is . 
not in accordance with its file~ tariffs. 

5. Various past' issues. of: demand notes. byGUC have led 

: , 

to financial transactions between GUC and its parent corporation 

which are adverse to the pUblie interest. 
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The Commission concludes that the Keeler Tariff'Area 

portion of Application No. 47259 should be granted to the extent 

set forth tn the order which follows and that, in connection with 

the portions of Case No. 8166 directly or indirectly affecting. 

the Keeler Tariff krea, cue should be required to' take certain , 

actions and cease other actions, as set forth in the order. 

ORDER --------
IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. After the effective date of this order" Golconda. 

Utilities Company (CUe) is authorized to file the revised rate 

schedules attached to this order as Appendix A. Such filing 

shall comply with General Order No. 96-A. The effective date of 

the revised schedules shall be February 1, 1966, or four days 

after the date of filing, whichever is later. The revised 

schedules shall apply only to service rendered on and after the 

effective date thereof. 

2. Effective fmmediately, cue shall: 

(a) Not require any advance for construction of any 
mains to replace others which have been 
abandoned without authorization of this 
Commission. 

(b) Not abandon any additional main~ wlthout pro
viding replacement mains, at its own expense 
or obtaining authorization by order of this 
Commission for such abando'Cment .. 

3. Within thirty days after the" effective' date of,ehis 

order, cue shall: 

(a) Replace the temporary plastic hose serving the 
Van Hoose residence in Keeler with a permanent 
servtec' conforming with the requirements of 
General Order No. 103,. ' 

-15-
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(b) ~e the point of service connection for the 
Mullis residence in Reeler to' a point 
between the customer's property line and the 
curb line in front of that property, or to a 
point inside the customer f, s property line. 

(c) File in this proceeding written notification 
of its compliance with subdivisions (a) and 
(b) of this paragraph. 

4. Effective immediately, GUC shall: 

(a) Discontinue its practice of rounding bills to 
the nearest ten cents. 

(b) File in this proceeding written notification 
of its compliance with subdivision (a) of 
this paragraph. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty d'ays' 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at __ S...;an_.;.;.F.;...ran.;;;;...c~i;;.;.s..;c.;.o ___ , California, this 

11 th day of _......;;J..;.an~ua.;..;r...:.y ____ , 1966. 

trw .. ;;.;. ~~:'N:' ' , 
,', 

COiiIiDissioners, 

.. I 

" , 
:. • ,.!' 
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APPENDIX A 
Page 1 or 2 

Sehedule No. KE-l 

K~eler Tariff Area 

GENERAL METERED S'£RVICE 

APPLICABILITY 

Appl1cable to all metered vater service •. 

TEAA;!TORY 

Keeler and vicinity, Inyo County. 

RATES 

Quantity Rates: 

First 1,000 cu.tt. ~r less ••••••••••••••• 
Next 4,000 cu .. ft." per lOO cu.n· .......... .. 
Over 5,000 eu.f't., :per 100 eu .. f't ......... . 

M1:c1m1Jm Charge: 

For ;/8 x 3!4-ineh. meter .................. . 
Fer . .3!4-1neh meter ................... . 
For l-illch meter ........................... .. 
For l'-1neh meter ., .................... . 
For 2-1neh meter ................... , ...... .. 

Pf1r.Meter 
l!er Mouth 

$- 5,.;0,'
.40 
.25-

$ 5,.;0, 
5·.;0 

·lO~OO'·" 
20.00· 
30.00 

The MiD.imum" Cbarge \/'ill entitle the customer 
to thoqUllnt1t:r or wa.ter \/b1ch that m±llim-um.. 
eba.%'go:will purchAse at the Quantity-RAtes.' 

(I) 

en 
(R) 
(I) .. 

d) 
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APPLICABILITY 

AWE.mIX A 
Page 2 o!2 

Scbedule No. KE-2 

Keele~ T~rifr Are~ 

GENERAL FtAT RATE SERVICE - -_ .................. ..-

e . 

Appl1cableto' all water service 1'\lrnished on a flat rate basis. . . . 

TEAAI'I'ORY 

Keeler and vicinity, InyoCounty. 

RATES 
Por Servic~ Conneetion 

Per Month 
l. For a single-family residence or 

first unit or a multiple residonce, 
including, premises ................. ' ............ .. 

a. For each additional reSidence, 
residential un1t or hOU3etr~iler 
located on the premises· and served 
from the same service connection •••. . . 

, .. 600 
~ .. , 

3.00 

2. For ea.ch school ....................... ~ ........ ;,.. 6.00 

snCIAt CO;'lDrl'IONS 

.. 

1. All service not covered by' the above cle.ssif'icationswillbe 
furnisbed only on a. metered basis. 

2. Meters may be installed at option of utility tor above 
classifications, in which event· service therM.f'ter v.Ul be furnished.' 
only on the oo.~is or Schedulo ~C> .. KB-l, G$neral Metered Service. 

(I) 

(I) 


