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Decision No. 731.7~ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILl!ms COMMISSION OF THE STAtE OF' CALIFORNIA , ,-
~ ,~ 

" _i 

;',' 

In the Matterof"the Application ) 
of ~A CREST WAl'ERCOMPANY, a ) Application No. 49014 

(Filed December7_~ 1966) , 
(Amended,January19~ 1967) 

CaliforniaCorpQratioll,. for an, ) 
increase-', in rates fori water '" service.. ) _________________ J 

Frank W.. Doh~rtti for applicant. 
Captain J. Rote a, Jr., for 

LoS Angeles county Fire 
Department; Al Mur.:ehy-, for 
La Canada Country ClUb, Inc.; 
Mrs. Narri Sini; Will H. 
Harrison, Jr.; paericia M. 
Ba:rnes; Mrs. Hazel hickS; 
Nonnan B::-ROnrer; Mrs. R. J. 
P.i'rks; and E. Jane Savage, 
Mrs.. James L. Lawrence, Jr.,. 
an(f-~J%'s. TheOdore William Peters, 
each appeaxing iii ber:il£ of 
herself and husband; proteseants. 

Stanley C. Lagerlof and ~. French; 
interested parties. 

Chester 0.. Newman and Edward c. 
Crawford,. for ibe Commission staff. 

'C-PI,N ION --- ... -_.-- .... 

Applicant Mesa Crest Water Company seeks authority to 

increase its rates for water service. 
, '/ 

Public bearing ,was b~ld befo:re Examiner Main in x.a. eaU.ada 
, ' 

on May 23, 1967 ~ 'Notice: of hearing had been maileC:, to customer~ 
and published in accordance with this Commission's rules of pro­

cedure. The matter was submitted at the conclusion of' thehe.aring. 

'testimony on behalf of. applicant was presented by, its 
I ' , 

manager and itsconsultingengineer~ Tbe/ Commission staff pre-

sentation was' made: by 'au .en8ineer and by an accountant .. ' About 50 

customers attended the' beariDg~ pr1marily to protest applicant's, 
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request to increase its present rates by 100 percent.. two customers 

testified concerning their need for watel: pressure higher than 

40 p.s.i.g. existing at their services~ ",bieh ax'e located at the 

higher elevations in two ofapplieant' s pressure zones,' because' of 
" 

exposure to fire hazard represented by brush and other ."growth near' 

their properties". A representative of the Los Angeles' County Fire 

Department testified on bebalf, of the Consolidated Fire' Protection 

District of ,Los Angeles County concerning its objections to' the 

px~posed inc1:ease in1:atesfor publ;"1c fire prot:~c:t10D:Bervic:e .. 
, 't 

ServiceAre.o. and Water System 
" 

Applicant's serv1eearea" eompris1ngabout600' acres in 

the northerlyport:lonof,' the community of La CaIlsd& 7 Los Angeles 

County, is about701?ercent' develOped.. 344 customers inCluding a 
. . .' 

~ountry club and, a golf course are presently 'provided metered 

service. In additiOn lOS houses and a 4-un1tC01ld.omini~/ now' 

, being. built., are exPected to require sexvice soon. 

The ~erv1ce area is mostly on steep hillside terrain with 

elevations ranging from 1,200 toZ.100 feet andis-divided into: 

fou:r pressure zones to meet the elevation requirements ot service. 

'the pressure zones ··and· related facilities are ,lis,tedin the. fol-
. . 

lowing ."table 1 •. 
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Tal:>le 1 

Pre:s,Ul"O Zones and Facilities 

--~----------~----~-----------------------------------. : Boo~ter PumRS: • 
: :, Approx. : PN5Sure : Number : Capacity . :_-=--....:::.Sto.;;· ~r.:;:lagl:l::e:...T*=al'lks:==~·~~_· : 
:- ZOlle : Zlevation : Range ~. : or : ?er' ?ump" : capacity , : ,.elevation : 
.:..::S~e~rv~ed::.....:..:_·.:.:R~An~g~e~"":":.Jp~s~ig~_.:.:...:?~ump~s:?.-.:.:..:.gi..t:p~m ___ :~_(lo.::G:,:;:a1:::::1::.::ons~),-·.:..:_·(~!_t.:...),-' .,;;;2/"--__ : 

1 
2 
3 

4 

" ~ ... 

J.27~1470 . 3;";150 .2 750' 
~1665'" 4~1;O :3 750· 

~ , 

165~1s?'O: , 5~lSO' :3 600 .. ... ) 

1870-1925" '41)-6$'" l 160' 

, , . ' i ,', 

y . .. ' " . ". 
Hydropneumatie tank servl:c.g approximately 
15 eust.omers; to be replaced upon .!urther 
development.Mrcqul:l'ed. 

2
,:' ::/'" " :i.I ;,,', " " 

High water elevation. 

. Applicant "s eutir~;, water supply is purchased from the; 

Foothill Municipal Water District (District), a 1l)8Qber agency of the 
, r. , 

Metropolitan Wate% Dutriet of Southern Ca11forr,da,. ·.at ~,po:lnt on the 

District'. system near 1:be intersection of ,Foothill 'Boulevard a:ad 

Hampton Road app:oximately five-eighths of,a mile south of appli­

cant 'sserviee area. From this :point all water must be boosted' 

some 400 feet in elevation to facilities'. serving, pressur,e . zone 1>, 
, r 

and most of the water must be boosted several times thereafter to ' 
.. , ".. ' the higher pressure zones ~ The booster pumps -on t:he system 'operate 

in conj'unction with storage located above eaehoftbe' pressuxe' zOnes. 

the pr~nCipal stoxage ~eserYo~s located at an; eleVation 

of about, 2,.000" f~~~ ~~~' designed to m~'e~ ~e l~lgewater%equi%ements 
. ,', " " ',.,', .. ' ' '[ 

and demand flows'. for domes tie use, golf "course:: irrigation anclfire . 

. flow se'rvieeof the country club, and the thirdpressuxe. zone. Water 
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fl:om this sto-rage can be released to the lower pressure zones 

through pressuxe regulators located at booster plants." '!'be trans-

mission and distribution systems i~clude four miles of t:ltlins r~11:lg' 

in size from 4-inch to 10-inch and 1:hree miles of 12-inch main.' 

There, are about 350 . metered' services, 5 private fire' protection 

servic:es', and S2 public: ,hydrants. 
. ' ' I , 

Exb!.bit No .. 4, shows .that only one in£o::rrca.l complaint, 
, ,I ", 

which c01lcerneda customer oilliXlg, bas been made to the Com-
mission during the past four years; mat applicant bas a water 

supply permit; 1:hat· tests maCe by the Los Angeles County Healt:h 

Department indicate the water' quality to be satisfaetory;andthat 

under the pressure zoning use<l, the, press~e in some areasexeeeds 
, . ' , ' " " , : ,I, 

maximum of lZS p.s.i.g .. p:rovided for in, General "Order No. 103. 

Othexwise pressures are within the range provided. for by' said' 

general order 41ld by' ~pPl:Lean~'~S 'filed tariffs ~' 
I '", 

'Rates 

Applicant's present ,. ta:iffs include rates for, general, 

metered service, private fire protection se:::v:iee and public fixe 

pt:~tection service, which were established in 1957, 1965, :and 1965" 

respectively. Applicant proposes to increase each of these xates 
01 ' 

by 100 percent.. The following, Table 2' sets forth' a cOmpariS~ of 

applicant's ,:present rates;,. those xequested by applicant, and' those: 

authorized "bexe:Ln: 

'I 
" 
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Table 2 

Comparison of Rates 

Item - Present Proposed butborized, 

General Metered Service 

Quantity Rates per meter per month: 
First l~OOO cu. ft~, or less 
Next. 2~OOO cu. ft·. per, 100 cu. ft. 
Next . 2,OO.o'·:cu ... ft. per .1.0.0 cu. ft. 
Over .. S,O.oO:cu. ft. per 1.0.0 .. cu. ft. 

Private', F1reP~otect1on Service 

Pe~' 1uehof;,d1.'ameter¢f:MxV1ce: . 
'Per'month:,:' ':. .: ' .' , .' . , 

Pub11c;Fire',; Protection Service .' 
-,;: . 

Per,' ,hydrant;; per'. month' .. 

$ 4 . .0.0 
.30 
.25, 
.2.0' 

2.0.0 ' 

2 • .0.0 

8 . .00 7.80 
.60 .59 .so .48 
.40 .38 

" 

4.00 . 3.7.0 

4~OO' .. 

The bill for the typical usage of 2,50.0. cubic feet per 

mouth ruough: a one-inch meter would be $8.50 under present rates ~ , 
. . 

. . 
I and would be $17.0.0 . under proposed rates" an iDcrease of. one 

hundred percent. Under the rates authorized herein, the co'mparable 

bill will be $16.65". an increase of 96. percent ~ 

PW>lie Fire· Pro·tection Se%Vice -'. ,", , . 

Applicant's, tariffs,provide that public fire .protection 
. , . 

service isfumished pursuant to the· termsandconcl1tioDS of an 

agreement datedMarch27,195S. withtbe Consolidated F1reProtection 
" , , 

District of Los Angeles. County. Said agreement, which is Exhibit 3 

herein', contains. the following provision: 

"This agreement shall at all times be subject to 
such changes: or modifiC4't::ions by the Public 
Utilities Commission of 'the State of California 
as said',Commission may fromt:1me to time direct 
in the exercise of :1:ts j urisd:L:tion~ " 
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In opposing the propOsed increase in rates for this 

service, representatives of the Los Az2geles County Fire Depart:ment 

stated, in substance, that hydranerental is a matter of 'Degot1.a~ 

tioD between the Los Angeles County Fire Department' and applicant, 

that the Consolidated Fire Protection District of Los Angeles 

County does not agree to an increase iDthe, hydrant',rental, that 

there are 110 different contracts with water purveyors ,iDLos 
, " . , 

Angeles County with the hy<Irant rental averaging about' $1~90' per 

hydrant' per month andrepreseDt1ng' an .axmual cost' to, 1.08 Angeles 

County of about $SOO.'~OOO" and that the $4.00 hydrant rental ,. 

proposed by applicant would be an exeessiverate. 

Applicant's consulting engineertest1f1ed ~tapart from 

the fixed charges and operating and maiDtenance' expenses which 

correspond to the i~creased size of mains, pum~s and storage to 

provide public f:lreproteetion service, the proposed' mtes would' 

yield approximately,· a 9 percent rate of return on, applicant,' 8 

plant account estimate of $15 ,859 for hydrants. 

It appears that the' system as installed, with its 

3% million gallons of storage capacity ~ 5'~710 gallons per m:l.nute of 

punp1Dg capacity and extensive usc of large diameter mains, 
. ~ . . 

provides fire protection service which. would not be ful~y'compeD-
. . I. '. . i 

sated : for on a. cost basis by the proposed utes for suchserv:l.ce. 

In the CircUmstances, it foll~ws, and we 'SOfind
7 

that Jthere , 

does not appear to ,be justification· for public fire protection 
. ,'. , 

, service, not ~ receive itsproport!onate share of the needed,' 

'increase in rates. , 
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Results of Operation· 

l-1itnesses, for applicant and the Comadssion staff" 

have analyzed and estfmated applicant's 'operational results. 

Stvnmarized in Table 3 from applicant's Exhibit 1 and from staff's 

Exhibit 4 are the estimated. results of operation for the test 

year, 1967 under present wa.ter'rates and those proposed by 

applicant. For comparison, this table also shows the .adopted 

results of operation 8t' the rates hereinafter author:l.zed.. Both 

, the applicant and the, staff 'used the then effe~:tive state 
. , , .' .\~"I\' '. 

corporation franchise tax rate of 5-1/2 percenti~ 1ntheir 
,,' 

analyses.. The Commission takes notice of the fact, that this 
, . -, .' , ,. . , I 

tax'rate:wltS increased to 7 percent on .July '29~ 1967~ applicable. 

to earnings for theyearl967. Accordingly, the adopted results 

of operation shown below reflect the use of, the, ,1ncreasedtax 
,-, ' ", . . I':, . 

rate. 
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Table :3 
Estimated Results of Opera.t~on - Test Year '1961 . 

Item 

.. .. .. .. .. .. 
: Present Rates : Proposed Rates : 
: A~Elica.nt : Sta:tf: Applicant: .... Staff : Adopt!d 

Opera.ting Revenues . 
General .ivjetered Sales: 

., 

Residential,: 
Country Club .. ' 
Const.ruet1cn' .;·ater 

Private Fire: Proteetion ::~ 
Public . Fire Protection:! , 

~ ;38,4,36' . 
19,,380 i 

'l.44 
1,200" 

Total·, Opera.t~Revemle·", . 59,,160..' 
'. \ " ,. 

opera.ting Reven~e . Ded.Uet~tons. 

Operat~g '£Xpens~~" . ' . 
PurcWed. l'fater, ' 
Power:' .' 
o &' ~t Labor 
o t1'ice Sal.a.rie$ 
i-ra.nagement.'SaJ..ar1e$ 
Other Opera.t~ ~s 

TotaJ/Expenses .. ' 

De.preeiation, 
Taxes" excl.:',: FraIlchise & 

Income Taxes 
C ou;o:ty Frarlchise . ' 
Income iT~s, 

, . Total Deduetion:s 80,,:36:3, 

.(21,203) 
,:354,.324 

Net Revenue 
Ra.te, E1l3e 
Rateot Return 

'62,,250, llS,,:32()' 'l24,,510 119,,730, '., · 
~ I / " 

'27,,200 
8,810· 
1,,000: 
1"200,, 
6,,440· 
7.960 

52,610 

lA,790: .. 

9,,750 
340: 
100·' 

.. 

77,$90 

(12a2ltO) 
.38'1,.320' 

Z'l,,770: 
9,,4:30 
1,,000: 
1,,200. '. 
7,500",' 

'. 7.960 

;4,,860'.' . 

lA;764: 
lO,,299:'" 

828' 
12,607' . 

9:3,3;S: 

24,962' 
354,,324 

7.0'~ . 

' . . 

Z'l 200· " . Zl,,200·· 
8',810' 

) 
8,810 

1000 ". . 

1,.200: ) 8~640 
644Q: ) , . 

7.960: ' 7,960 
.. 

52.,610';' 52.,610 
," ",~ '.. ... 

14/19(f::::': . '14,.790.: ..... ' 
''::';.:, 

" 

9 750' 9'~ 7'» " . '';j4f),'' 8JO' . 
17.410:" . 15,06.!}: 

.. .' 
' ."., 

' .. , 

94,,900:' 9.3,040,' 

29,,610,". 26,690'. 
381..320·" 

7 :.fd;~ 
381.,320, ' 

7.($' 
,. 
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From Table 3 it can be seen that the end results .of·the 
. , I 

stu<l1es prepared by the appliea.nt and by the staff are· not far 

apart, m41nly because of· the partially compensatiDg differences in 
'/ 

estimates between ~evenue categories ,the similar levels O~:I 
• I . 

estimated total deductions, and the larger rate base' estimat~d by 

the staff. 

To~ its est~tes morerepresent~tive of future' 

operations the staff has based its estfmateof general metered 

sales to' residential users on 430 customers, its estimate of' general 

metered sales to the country clul> on usage data' reflecting practices 

currently followed 'in water~ t~e' golf'course, and its esttmnte of 

general metered sales of construction water on constructiOn' 

activity at a level indicated by ~e aVerage annual; >iDere.ase in 
, , 

the number of' customers served du..-iDg the past " five years. We find 

reasonable the staffesttmates of operating revenue~ 

Purchased',water,. power and payro,ll expense, which 

consists of operating, and mainteu.ance labor, office salaries, 

.and management salaries , represent about 85 percent of . total 
. I I • • 

operating expenses •. Thestaff'esttm&tesof pureh8sed water and 

of power reflect· lower total,water usage than that estimated'by 

applicant •. This results fxom the staff's lower estimated,.'"water . 

usage by the country' club more than offsetting the higher· estimated 
,. '. ' 

usage for resiclent:tal . and,' construction. wa.ter purposes,.. ·In· arriving 

at its estimate of $8,640. of payroll expense, the staff reviewed 

the'work requirements, and .aetiv:lties. of applicant's persoxmel •. 

For the remaining. operating ,expenses applicant and thesta£f have. 
" "'.' 

used the same estimates •. We fine! reasonable theseaffest1lnates::, 

of. operatiug expenses;." . ,. 
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"!he staff's est:.l.ma:te of ra'te base exceeds that of 

applicant by $26,996, 'largely as the result of a staff accounting 

adjustment which increases utility plant; by' $-19,507' to include 

the cost of gradi'Qg~ leveling and preparing land· ,for four reservoir 

sites. We find reasonable the staff rate base. 

Consistent with our adoption of staff-. operating expenses 

and rate base in Table 3 'We adopt~ the sta:f est:im.a~s of deprec1a­

t1o: expense and ~s exclud~ franchise and !ncome taxes. 

Applicant' s '~stimate of the los Angeles County franc:.his~ tax based 
. '~. , 

on • 7 percent of gross operating revenues· 'appears,representative 

anclis, adopted·. , 

Rtlte of'Return . 

~plicant proposes a rate of return' of 7 porcent on its. 

e.stimated r~'te base of'$354,324~ Since the staff rec~& a 
" 

"II' ," 

somewb2.t higher rate ofretum and inasmuch .as =eeen: CoD:!missio:l 

decisions :!!'elatl.!lg 'ito rate increases for utilities considE.%'~d 

comparable as to capital struc~e and quality of serlice have 
. '. -, . . .. 

autho:i::ed r~tes of: retUrn 'in exeess of 6 .. 5 perc~t" ~e=.:=.Ce -, 
-: 
I 

of re~..:.rc. sought by':applicant does not: ,.appear exccssi"'Jc,.Wa: ,find 
. " . 

reasonable ara'te ofrezuxnof7 perce::it." 

FindiDssandConelu~ion 
, , 

The Comm1ssion finds that: ' 

1a. Applicant. is in need of additional ::evenues but th~ 
,I , 

proposed rates. set fonh in the applic3tion are excessive. 

b. The adopeedestimates, ?:'eviQ\:Sly swma:rizecand 

discussed herein, of, operatillg' revenues, operating expenses and : 

rate base for the test' year '1967 reason::bly re,resent· the res't!l-es 

of applicant's future oper~tions. ' 

-10-
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c. A rate of return of 7 percent on the, adopted rate bolSe 

is reasonable. 

d. The -increases in rates and charges authorized herein' are 
justified;, the rates and charges authorized herein are reasonable; 

'. :Ii 
and the' present rates and charges 1 insofar as they differ from, 

those prescribed here1u 1 are for the future 'Ulljust and. 'UD%'eas0lU!-ble • . 
2. The maxiDNm pressure of 125 psig ,provided. for in General . 

Order No-. 103 is exceede4at' some locations withiDapplicant's 

service area. /' 

3. Tbe straight-line remaining life, depreciation ,rates set 
, , 

forth in Exhibit No.4 arereatlOllable for app11c:ant~ s plant. 

4. Applicant has not' kept current the system- map, prescribed : 

by General Order No. 103. 

The Commission concludes the application should be 

granted to the extent set forth in' the order which follows. 

o RD E R - .... -~ ..... 

It IS ORDERED, that: 

1. After the effective date of 'this order;, 'applicant 

Mesa Crest Yater _ Company is authorized to file the revised rate 

schedules att.8.c:hed to'this order as Appendix A. Such filing, shall 

comply with General' Order No e' 96-A. The effective date of,:, the 

revised s~hedules shall" be .October ~6~ 1967) or four days, after, the . . , 

elate of'f1l1ng;,' Wh1ch~er 1_s-1~t,er. "The revised schedules., shall, 

apply only to set:vice rendered on and after the effecti~e date 
.', . . ., , 

thereof~ .' 
. , , 

2. For the year 1967, applicant shall apply the c1epreciation· 
.' , : 

rates set forth in Table3-A of Exhibit 4. Until review indicates . . . . 

otherwise, applicant shall continue to use these rateS. Applicant 

-11- . 
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shall review its depreciation rates at intervals of five years and 

lYhenever a major chaugein depreciable plant occurs. .An..J revised 

depreciation rates shall be dete~~ed by: (1) Subtr~tiDg the 

estimated future 'net salvage and.~ the depreciation reserve from the 

original cost of plant; (2) dividing the result: by the estimated 
. . . 

. remaining. life of the plant; and (3) dividing the quotient.' by the 

original. cost of the plant. The· result of.· each review shall: be· 

submitted promptly 'to the Commission. . 

3. Applicant shall prepare and keep· current the system map 

req,uiredby Paragraph I.'10.a. of General Order No. 103 •. 'Within 

ninety days after the effective date of this order, applicant shall' 

file with the Commissio'Dtwo copies of tMs map. 

4. In locatio'DSwbere Dormal operating pressures exceed· 
-

125· pSig at the service connection applicant shall. be required: to 

install a pressure regulat,or OD the customer's service 1£. the· 

customer so requests. 
. . 

. The effective' d&te . of this order shall betweDty days 

after the date 'hereof. 
no' 

Dated'at-

day of OCTOBER' . 7 1967. 

. , -
...... ..J~-kv~ 
j:l~~~ .••. 
····~C.··~ .. 0~.······ -., r r • c ,', • 

' .. :; . . ... :. >:. .' ..•...•.... 

" ',' \"," 
• ". c" 
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APPENDDC A 
Page 1 or 4. 

Sehedule No. 1 

" . 

APPLICABILI'l'Y 

Applicable to, all metered va~r ~rv1ee .. 
: 

TER.~ITORY 
I. 

Xhevieinity or La. Catla.dA,Los Angeles CountY'. 

RATES· 
Per Meter' .' 
Per Month ' 

Quantity Rates:: 

Fi::-st 1,000 eu.:f:t. or less ~ ................. , ••••• ,$: 
Next 2',OOO,eu.tt." per 100 eu.f't. .. .................. . 
Next. Z,OOOeu .. f't.; per 100. eu.ft,. • ............. . 
Over 5·,000 cu.rt,.,. per 100 cu..rt.. .. ............... . 

M1n1 nr.!m Charge: 

For 5/8 x:3/~~eh meter ........................ 7.~ 
For :3/4-1rl.ch . .me~r, •• oo. ••• ••••••••••••• ••. 10.00 . 
For l-ineh: meter •••• ' ............. ,........... 12.00-" 
For li-1neh:: meter" .......... ' ........... '.. ... • 16,.00,' 
For 2-ineh":meter' .... ••.• ••• .... ••••••• ••• '20.00.' 
For :3-:1nch', mete:- ~ .' ........ ' •• '. • • .. • • • .. • • •• ' '35.00< 
For ~ineh: metf::%-· , ...... ' •• ' ••••.• " •••.••••• , •. ,' 55 .. 00 l ." 

For, 6-1neh meter ••••••• '.oo ................ ' .... .; llO·.OO!: 

, . . , 

The M1n1:um Cbnrgc'W'1ll ent1tlethe customer 
to the q'~t1ty ot,w~ter wh1eht~t ~ 
eha.rgo W'ill, ~eba.se at,. tb.o:~t1:ty FAte:l. 

,'/. ,. "~I 

A 

" 

(X) 

(T) 

(!) 

I 
(I) 

. (I) 

, , 
, (I) 
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APPLICABILITY 

APPENDIX A 
Page2"ot 4 

Zehed'lJle No.. 4 

PRIVATE FIRE PR01"ECT!ONSBRVlCE -

• 

, : Appl1ca.'ble. to- all 'JS.ter service t:1.l.1"ni$hed. to privat.ely owned nro (1'), 
protection sy'stenw. (T ),:' 

TERRTrQRY 

Tho vicinity or I.a. ca.M.da, Los Angeles County_ 

.1 
~ 

PerM(mth 

(1') 

(X) 

" For each incb. 01: diameter service connection ......... $3.70 (I) 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

1. 'l'b.e:f"1re protect10n serv1ceco:c:oeet1on 3ball: 'be 1nst.alled'by' t.31e ('1') 
ut1l1ty and the cost paid. by the applicant. Such paymont sh9ll not 1» I 
subjeet to refund. . . I 

• 
2. The =1 nimum d1ametor fer !1re proteet.1on. sorvico sba.ll be fotlr: , 

1.nches,and. the maxi:In2m diameter 3b8ll be not :noro tbzl.u the c11amet.er or 
the main' to· \oI'bieh the service i~ co:oneeteC.. 

. , 

~. It a di!\trib\1tion main o! a.de~:Q,e.te size to. serve aprivllte tire 
protection :5ystem.1n addition to all other tlormal service .does not exist 
in the street or a.lley adjacent to: the. premises to: be served? then' 8. 
service ma,1n. !rom .the Ilea.l"est existing :ns.i:l or adeq,ue.te. eapa.eity .sh.eJ.l 
be installed by the, utili tyandthe cost pa.1d 'by the a.pplicant. ' Such 
payment shall not· be subject to rofanti. 

4. Ser71ce her~er is for pr1vllte t"..re, protoct1o:.sy~ to 
"'hich no connections tor ot:!ler than t!:'e protect.ionporpos03 a.re 
illOW'ed and \oI'lUeh' are regularly, inspected by the ucd.erwr1ters.· ha~ 
jurisdiction!, ,are 1n3talled a.eco:'ding to speeit1ea.t1o:c.s: o!', the \1t:U1ty, 
and,' are'ma1nta.1nedto the :;atis!o.etiO'!l 01: the utility. ' 1'Jleutility· 
may install the, s~ detectcr tYj)O m~er approved .. by the Board· or' 

. , . ' . 
. . ,':, 

( Cont1:lued) 
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I 
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APPEN:OIX A 
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Sehedule No. 4 

PRIVATE FIRB PROTECTION SERVICE 
"lCOntinued) 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS (Contd.) 

. 
I 
I 

I 

Fire 'O'rlderwrl.ters £or:proteetionagawt theft, leaXage' orwste .o! 
water and the eost paid by the applieant. Suoll payment sbe.ll not be 
subj ect to re:f'und.. ' 

5. 'I'h~'" utility, uc.dertakes to :i'llPPly only such vater at. ,sueh 
pressure ,8.S'may be 4.va.ilable at: ~t.i:ne tbroughthe normal' operation 
or it3 system. ' 

('l') 
( 

I 
I 

t 
( 

('1') 

I 
'1 
i 



A .. 49014 ds 

APPLICABILITY. 
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. Schedule No. 5 

PUBLIC ~. HYDRANT SERVICE (T) 

Appl1eablo to all £irellydrant serv:1.eo turn1::hedto munieipe.l1tie3, (T) . 
organized !ire di~triets .and other. political su'bd.1vis1ons o~ the ·Sta.te •. (T) 

. TERRITORY 

The vic1n1ty o£ La. Cane.do., z,.,~Angeles County ... 

"1 

'I" 

For each hydrant 

SPECIAL CO~lDr1'IONS 

........................... ~ ..... $3.70 

: (T) 

(T). 

(I) 

1. Water delivered for p\.U'PO~e:: other tban!!re protection cllall (T) 
be charged !or.at tbe quantity ratc3in Sebed\:le No .• l,Meterec1.Sorvico. 

2. The eost or relocation or any hydrant shall ~ pe.1d·'by' tho 
party requesting relocation. 

3. HydrAntssball be cOllneeteci to the utility's systez:l upon 
reeeipt or \tritten requeSt.. !rom 8.. public autbority ... '!'he 'Written : 
request ·sball dos1gna.te tbe spec1i"1e loea.tio:l or' oaeh hydront·ll.Xld, 
where appropr...ate, the owersbip,.type and size. . 

4. . The utilit:r uc.derta.kcs.tosupp17OtllymlChvater's.t. sueh. 
pressure a:l. mybo ava.ila.ble a.t o:tt:I t!me;tbrO\2gh the: normal ~rat1on 
or its SY3tem.~. (±) 


