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Decision No. 76887 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the macter of the application of ) 
DUNSMUIR WATER CORPORATION under ) 
Section 454 of the Public Utilities ) 
Code for Autl"'.ority to Increase Rates) 
for Water Service. ) 

) 

Application No. 51050 
(Filed May 2" 1969) 

Rives, Bonyhadi & Hall, by George D. Rives, for 
applican.t. 

Clint N. Bryan, for Dunsmuir Veteran & Retired 
Raiiway Employees Club, interested party. 

30hn D. Reader, for the COmmission staff. 

OPINION -------
Applicant Dunsmuir Water Corporation seeks authority 

\ 

to increase rates. 

"Public ""hearing was held before Examiner Catey in 

Dunsmuir on October 28, 1969 and in Fort Jones on October 29," 1969. 

Copies of the application had been. served and notice of hearing 

published and posted, in accordance with. ~his Commission's rules 

of procedure. Applicant failed to publish the notice of filing 

of the application required by R.ule 24 of the rules of procedure. 

Inasmucb. as the hearing was adequately noticed and no ps"rti:es 

requested a continuance, we will waive the requirement of" publica­

tion of notice of filing. The matter was "submitted" on October 29,. 

1969. 

Testimony on behalf af. applicant was presented"by its 

viee-president and by ~ v1cc-pr~sident and~n cnginee~ from 
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General Waterworks Corporation. The latter corporation is the 

parent company of Boise Water Corporation which, in turn, owns all 

of applicant's capital stock. The Co~ss1on staff presentation was 

made through an accountant and an engineer. 

Service Areas and Water SIstems 

Applicant owns and operates the water systems $erving the 

City of Dunsmuir and the Town of Fort Jones, Siskiyou County. The 

two systems are not physically connected, inasmuch as the two com­

munities are separated by a distance of almost sixty miles. 

For the Dunsmuir system, applicant obtains water from. 

three springs and two tunnels. The water flows by gravity through 

a tran.smission main to the distribution system. and storage reservoir. 

Two booster pumps are used to supply the northern portion of the 

system. The distribution system. includes about 17 miles- of· mains) 

ranging in size up to 14-inch. There are about 1,040 metered 

services and 110 fire hydrants. 

For the Fort Jones system, applicant obtains water from. 

a well. The water is pumped into the distribution system and 

storage reservoir. 'Ihe distribution :system includes about 3-1/2 

miles of mains, ranging in size up to 8~1nch:. There are about 190 

~tered services and 30 fire hydrant~~ 

Servic:e 

Field investigations of appli.cant's ~perat1ons,service, 

and facilit~e$ in both. the Dunsmuir District and ,the Fort Jones 

District were made by the Commission staff. A staff engineer 

testified that applicant is providing good service, with adequate 

water pressure and that the plant is well maintained and operated. 
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staff Exhibit No. 13 states that no informal complaints from 

customers in either district have been registered with the Commission 

during the past three years. No customers, appeared' at the hearings; 

to testify regardtog service. 

Rates 

Applicant's present tariffs include separate rate 

schedules for each operating district. Each district has schedules 

for general metered service and public fire hydrant service. In 

addition, there is a schedule for private fire protection service 

in the Dunsmuir District and a sChedule for tank truck water service 

in the Fort Jones District. The basic rates in all of the schedules 

were established in 1964. Special conditions were added to the 

Dunsmuir District sChedules in 1966 to provide for a two-percent 

surCharge within the Dunsmuir city' limits to offset a new fee for 

a 'business license, in which the license fee was based upon gross 

revenues. 

Applicant proposes to increase all of its rates. The 

following Table I presents a comp.arison of applicant's present and 

proposed rates and those authorized herein: 
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TABLE I 

Comparison of Monthly Rates 

DunMmJ5.r# Fort Jones 
Propceed &, 

~ PrGsentAuthori~ed Present Proposed Authorized 

General Metered Service 

MirlimuzD. Charge*' $ 2.35 
Qu.ant1ty Rate: 

First 600.e.!. or loss 
Next. 40C e.~ .. ~ per 100 e.~. 
Next. 1,000 eoot., per lOO.e.!. 
Next 1,000 c.!., per 100 c.t. 
N~ 1,000 c.~., per 100 e.t. 
Next 2,000 c.~., per 100 Coot. 
Next 4,000 c.! _, per 100 c.r. 
Next. 2,000 coot., per 100 Coot'. 
Over 12~OOO coot., per 100 c.!'. 

+ Pri vat.e Fire Pro~etion 8e'rvice 
3-1neh service 

la-inch ~rvice 

2.35 
.39 
.33 
.33 
.24-
.24-
.lS' 
.lB 
.ll 

2.65 
25.00 

$. 2.77 $2.55 $3.15 

2 .. 77 2 .. 55 3.15 
.46 -43 .5:3 
.39 .25 .3l 
.39 .17 .21 
.28" .l7 .21 
.28 .14 .17 
.21 .14 .17 
.21 .08 .10 
.13 • os. .10 

Public Ff~ Hydrant Service 

Each Hydrant 2.45 1.50 1.85 

T8tlk Truek Service 

Per 100 e..!. 

# Plu:s a 2% s1Jl'cll.a.rgc tor residents within city limits. 

0.09 O.ll 

'*" Min:tl'mlm charge tor sis x 3/4-ineh meter. A graduated. scale of 
ineroMed.· eharg~ is FOvided. tor larger moters .. 

+ Charge tor ~=alle~t and largest listed sizes of service. A 
gracluated. seale or int.ermed.1ate charges is provided. tor 
intermediate sizes ot service.. . 

.. 
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2' .. S5- " 
.48 
.2g 
.l9' 
.)9' 
.16, 
.16 
.~ 
.09' 

1.70 
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S~aff Exhibi~ No. 13· states tha~ a typical residential 

customer in the Dunsmuir District has an average monthly water 

consumption of 1,200 cubic feet. the monthly bill for that quantity 

of water, under present rates, is $4.57 outside the city limits and 

$4 .. 66 inside the city limits. 'the corresponding charges under appli­

cant's proposed ra~es authorized herein would be $5.39 and $5,.50, an 

increase of abou~ 18 percent. 

The staff exhibit states that a typical residential cus;" 

tomer in the Fort .:rones District has an average monthly water con­

sumption of 1,300 cubic feet. The monthly bill for that quantity 

of water, under present rates, is $5.02. The corresponding charge 

under applicant's proposed rates would be $0.20, an increase of 

about 24 percent. The corresponding charge under the rates 

authorized herein is $5.61, an increase of about 12 percent. 

The staff recommends that the number of blocks. in the 

present rate schedules be reduced to simplify the. rate structure. 

This would be desirable, but the record does not include any 

customer usage data, by quantity blocks, with which to i.mplement 

the staff recommendation. 

Results of Operation 

~itnes$es for applicant and the Commission staff have 

analyzed and estimated applicant's operational results. Summarized 

in Tables II and III from applicant's Exhibit No.5 and the· staff's 

Exhibit No. 13 are the estimated results of operation for the test 

year 1969, under present rates and under those proposed byapplicaut. 

The estimates, as set forth in the two exhibits, are not quite in 

the same form or detail, 80 they are shown in modified form in 

Tables II and III to make them more readily comparable. For compar­

ison, these tables also show the corresponding results of operation 

modified as discussed hereinafter, and under the rates authorized 

herein. 
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TABLE II 

ESTI~ED RESULTS OF OPERATION 
DUNSMUIR DISTRIC~ 

(Test Year 1969) 

Item - Applicant Stafr Modified 

At Present Rates 

Operating Revenues 
D«iuetiotl.S: 

Maint .. & Oper •. Payroll 
~ement & Adm1nistr~tion 
Rate Case Expense 
Other ~esElcel .. Uncolleetib1es 

and Income Taxes 

Subtotal 
'Vncollect1'bles· 
Ineome taxes 

Total 
Net Revenue 
Rate Base 
Rau or Ret'll"n 

At Rates Proposed By Applicant and Authorized Herein 

Oper2.ting Revenues 

Deductions : 
Excl. Uncollectibles & Inc.. Taxes 
Unexplained. Add'l ~3e 
Uneolleetib1es· 
Income Taxes 

Total 
Net Revenue 
RAte be 
Rate or Rot'Ul'll 

" 

$'69"ll7 

13,,28& 
3,.4;0 

440· 

~6~~2B' 

53 .. 504' 
340 

il~7 
59~OSl 

10,036 
242,49S 

4.1% 

$ 81,399 

53,504 
61 

340 
2a~02 

63,214 
18,185 

W,49S-
7.5% 

$ 67,680: $67,680 

12,,900 15,060' . 
2,860' > .. 330' 

310 1,190 

:2:hft20 2l~~20· . 
49,520: . 54,030 

200· . 200· 
4

J
240' .. ".530 .... 

54660 , ' .. 58;760. 
J$-,020" . S,920.· 

24>100 243,,100'" , . 
$~4$ . :3.7% . 

$- 79;700 $ 791-700 

.. :'~' 

49'1-520· 54,.030, . 
-

240· 240 
10 a !t10 ~.226 . 
60~170 . 63,~90' 

19:,530' 16>510," 
2,43,100 •. 

~ .. ($ .. 
24): 100 , . 
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TABLE III 

ESTIMATED RESULTS OF OPERATION 
FORT JONES DIStRICT 

(Test Year 1969) 

~ 

At ?resent Rates 

Opera.ting Revenues 

Dcd.uetion5: 
Y.a.nagement & Admixdstration 
Rate case ~e 
Other Expen.:.e~ !:tel. Uneolleetible~ 

mld Income T3X~ 
Subtot.:l.l. 

Uncolleetib1es 
Income Taxe~, 

Tot"J. 

Not Revenue 
Rate Base 
~to of Return 

At Rate~ Proposed by Applicant 

Operating Rev<mues 

Deductions: 
Ex:el .. Uneolleetib1es & Ine. Taxes 
Unexplained Add' 1. Expense 
Uncollectibles 
Income Taxes 

Total 

Net Revenue 
Rate Base 
Rate of Return 

At Rates Authori~od Herein 

Opera.ting Revonues 

Dod.uetions : 
Ex:cl. Uncolleetib1e$ & Inc.. Taxo$ 
Uncollectib1e$ 
Income 'Iaxos 

Total 
Net Revenue 
Rate Base 
Rate or Ret'UX'll 

-7-

Applie~t 

$12 .. 383 

330 
260' 

10~S~ 

11"l.31 

60 
286' 

ll,,777' 

606-
3J.~039' 

1.9%' 

$15,,316 

11,,431 
13 
60 

1~222 

l2'~763 ' 
2',,553, 

34,,039' 
7.5% 

Stnff 

$12~530 

540 
90' 

~z210" 

9~940 ' 
40 

680 
lO,.660, > 

'1 .. S70 , 
33,,,.800, 

5, .. 5%' ) " 

$15 .. 500" 

' 9~,940>, 

;0, 
1~S60 

ll>850': 
:;.,,650' 

33,,.800,' 
10 .. 8% 

!t,od:tfied 

$12~530' 

630, 
340 

9:210 

10,,290' ' 
40\' 

12°", 
II 050 , ~ 

1 ... 480> 
33~SOO· , 

4.4% ' 

$15,,50,0 

' 10:,280 

50 
2z0SO;, 

12:,,41<> " 
3~090,," 

33,.800, " 
, ,9'.1%' .. 

10".280' 
,50, 

1.310 

11,.640' 

2,,360 
3:>;800' 
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From Table II it can be determined that the increase in 

operating. revenues in the Dunsmuir District wi.ll be 18: percent under 

applicant's proposed rates. From Table III it can be determined 

that the increase in operating. revenues in the Fort Jones District 

would be 24 percent under applicant's proposed rates and will be 

12 percent under the rates authorized herein. 

Applicant reviewed the staff's Exhibit No. 13 and con· 

eluded that most of the differences between estimates of applicant 

and staff are well within the margin of tolerance for estimati.ng. 

Applicant therefore accepted the staff study with the following 

exceptions hereinafter discussed: 

1. Maintenance & Operations Payroll (Dunsmuir only) 
2. Management & Administration 
3. Ra te Case Expense 
4. Income Taxes 

Dunsmuir Payroll 

In .July of 1968, one of the two Dunsmuir District operating 

employees retired. Applicant entered into an agreement with a local 

plumber to assist when needed and to be on call when the single local 

operating employee was off duty. Applicant hoped that, with the very 

small customer growth., this arrangement would be satisfactory. The 

payroll estimates of both. applicant and staff in Exhibits Nos .. S. and 

13 were based upon that assumption. 

Applicant bas found that the part·time help for its 

permanent employee is not sufficient to keep up- with necessary main­

tenance of the system. Applicant now intends to discontinue early in 

1970 the present arrangement for part-time help and to· add· another 

permanent employee. This is expected to increase annual opera.ting .. 

expenses by $4,050. The resumption of the two-man operation which-

-8-



A. 51050 JR 

existed prior to August 196a appears to be in the public interest 

but part of the increased cost actually is chargeable' t~ prior 

years' operations. Applicant has had to defer maintenance which. 

should have been accomplished during the l7-month period from 

August 1, 1968. to December 31, 1969. We will assume that this 

deferred maintenance work can be spread over a five-year period in 

the future, making the net expense increase applicable to each year's 

current operations $~)l60 rather than $4,050. The staff's Dunsmuir 

payroll estimate is increased by $3,160 in Table II. The order 

which follows requires applicant to notify this Commission of the 

date of employment of the additional man. 

Management & Administration 

During a portion of 1968- and 1969, one of applicant "s 

affiliates inadvertently failed to allocate to applicant an appro­

priate portion of its management and administration payro11~ This 

resulted in an understatement of applicant's recorded expenses in 
the amount of $560 for 1969. The staff estimates were based upon 

this erroneous recorded amount. The staff estimates of this group 

of expenses are increased by $470' in 'table ~I" for the Dunsmuir 

District and by $90 in Table III for the Fort Jones District. 

The staff divided its estimate of applicant's total 

management and administration expenses between Dunsmuir and Fort 

Jones on the basis of a four-factor formula. That formula appears 

reasonable and is applied in Tables II and III. Applicant's two­

factor formula allocates too much to Dunsmuir and to~ little to 

Fort jones. 

...9-
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Rate Case E?g?ense 

Applicant's estimate of average annual rate case expense 

in Exhibit No. 5 was based upon the assumption that the application 

could be acted upon ex parte, and that five years 'Would elapse before· 

the next rate proceeding. The staff estimate includes the two- days 

of hearing at Dunsmuir and Fort Jones. but allows ~or only about ten 

man-days in preparing the application and preparing testimony for 

the hearing, and allows nothing for an attorney's fee.. Ibestaff 

, also assumed a five-year period between ra te proceedings. 

In Exhibit No. 11 and the testimony relating thereto" 

applicant shows that its actual costs exceed its original estimates 

for rate case expense. The staff estimate of ten man-days appears 

to be an unreasonably low total for two separate operating districts. 

Tbe staff required a total of about eight times tbat number of man'" 

days for its work. Even allowing for the greater familiarity that 

applicant's witnesses would have with. applicant's own records, the 

time could hardly be reduced to ten man-days. A five-year spread 

of applicant's actual expenses less $850 of out-of-state travel 

expense is adopted in Tables II and III. 

Income Taxes 

The various differences between applicant ~ s " the . staff's 

and the adopted estimates of revenues and expenses 'affect the 

corresponding estimates of income taxes. The income taxes adopted 

in Tables II and III reflect the revenues and expenses adopted in 

that ~ble. 

There are other issues involving income taxes that affect 

the various estimates. These are: 
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1. Applicable federal tax rate 
2. Allocation of surtax exemption 
3. Applicability of liberalized depreciation 
4. Applicable surcharge to federal taxes 
5. Applicability of investment tax credit 

Applicant used the 28-percent federal tax rate which it 

must pay on taxable income up to $25,000 and the 4B-percent surtax 

rate whicb. it must pay on taxable income over $2'5,000. The staff 
I 

used 22-percent and 48-pereent rates, respectively, for normal tax, 

and surtax. The record shows that applicant tIlust' pay the extra 

6-percent rate to qualify for a separate surtax exemption,due to 

its affiliation with other corporations. The record also shows 

that this results in a lower tax liability for applicant than would 

any other option. The 2S-percent rate for the first $25-,000 of 

taxable income and 48-percent rate above $2$,000 of taxable income 

are adopted in Tables II and III. 

There are some advantages and some disadvantages to 

applicant's affiliation with other corporations. One benefit is 

mentioned in Exhibit No.. 13, where the staff points out that 

applicant's total administrative and general expenses per customer 

are considerably lower than those of other comparable utilities. The 

6-percent penalty to qualify for a separate $25,000 s~tax exemption 

is one of the disadvantages. It would not be proper to- accept the 

advantages and reject the disadvantages in setting. rates. 

The staff allocated the $25,000 surtax exemption between 

the Dunsmuir and Fort Jones Districts on the same four-factor basis 

used for administrative expenses. O~dinarily, this exemption is 

allocated in proportion to net plant or rate base. There appears to· 

be no reason to deviate from the usual basis in this proceeding. 

The income taxes adopted in Tables II and 111 reflect allocation of 

the surtax exemption in proportion to rate base • 
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The staff calculated income taxes on the basis of use of 

liberalized depreciation for 196~ tax returns with flow-through to 

net income for rate-making purposes. Applicant now uses) and states 

it plans to use in the futt:re, straight-line depreciation for ta.x 

purposes. !he very limited prospects for growth and the extremely 

sm~ll tax saving for this co~pany do not warrant the change to 

l:.bc:'.lli:::cd dcpr~ci~tj.on either for tax purposes or fo:: rate' fixing. 

The lO-percent surcharge formerly in effect for federal 

income taxes has been reduced ,to 5 percent and is scheduled 'to 

expire June 30,1970. The investment tax credit has been revoked. 

These two changes brought about by the recently enacted "l969 Tax 

Reform ,and Reduction Act", of which we take official notice, are 

reflected in the income taxes adopted in Tables II and III. If 

the resulting 2-1/2-percent tax surcharge for 1970 is increased to· 

5 percent for 1970 'by subsequent legislation extending the surcharge 

for the full year, or is reduced to zero, percent for the calendar 

year 1971 as now scheduled, the effect on ap?licant's rate of return. 

will not be ~ignificant. 

Rate of Return 

Based upon the capitalization of Gener.al Waterworks 

Corporation, the parent of applicant's parent Boise Water Corporatio::l. J 

a fin.a.ncial 'Witness for ~pplicant concluded that a fair rate of 

re~u'rn for applicant would be 9 percent. He pointed out~ however~ 

that app.licant reques.ts only a 7-l/2-percent return at tb.is, time. 

In Exhibit No. 13, the seaff recommetlds a rate of return 

of 7 percent.. This. is slightly low~r than granted recently£or othe:: 

sm.lll utilities but 'Cae $.taff poic.~s oue that applicant's 100-pc'rcent 

~quity financing has deprived app:icant of tax savingswbich would 

have resulted from. a normal proportion of debt: financing. Also, 
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applicant's limited prospects for growth preclude the need for 

future construction funds other tbanthose generated by applicant's 

noreal operations. 

For the Dunsmuir District, the rate of return no lonser 

is an issue.. T'lith the reversion to two-man operation, the- rate of 

returc will be les~ than 7 percent. For the Fort Jones District, 

the differenee in applicantrs overall earnings is not materially 

affected by 1/2 percent differenee in return for that small district. 

However, considering. the tax effects of applicant's capital structure-, 

we concur with the staff's recommendation of a 7-percent return'for 

the Fort Jones District. 

Findings and Conclusions 

The Commission finds that: 

1.a. Applicant is in need of additional revenues. 

b. 'rae adopted estimates, previously discussed herein, of 

operating revenues, operating expenses and rate ?ase for the tes~ 

year 1969 reasonably indicate the results of applicant ',s operations 

for the near future. 

c. A rate of return of 6.8 percent on Applicant·' s Dunsmuir­

District rate base is not in excess of a reasonable rate of return. 

d. A rate of return of 7.0 percent on applicantts Fort Jones 

District rate base is reasonable. 

c. The increases in rates and charges authorized herein are 

justified; the rat~s .;md. cbarges authorized herein are reasonable;. 

and t.he present rates and cb.arges~ insofar as they differ from those 

prescribed herein, are for the future unjust and' unreasonable. 

2. The hiring of .:l second full-time operation and maintenance 

man, as planned by applicant, is reasonable and in the public interest. 

The Commission concludes that applicant's proposed rat~s 

should be granted for the Dunsmuir District and granted ~ part for 

the Fort Jones District. 
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(j~DZR ..... ----
IT IS O~~Dthat: 

1. After the effective date of this order, app11eant.Dunsllluir 

Water Corporation is authorized to file the revised rate schedules 

att~ched 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 four days after the date of filing .. 

2. Within ten days after applicant l~s hired its proposed 

additional full-time employee for the Dunsmuir District, applicant 

shall file in this proceeding written notification of the date suCh 

employee commences work and the monthly compensation t~be paid.' 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days after 

the date hereof. 

, California, this ...:A;..:·~;..--_·""·_' __ 

day of _.......;.;.;.;MA_R...;.,C_H ____ , 1970. 

-- ' .. " .... , \". az-'" .. ~ ,', . ~
'::: .;. ;',' ',. ~:::, 

........ :. ~ -"". J r_..,.· . 
. " WIII' ..... ..;~. ,--/"~ 
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APmm:o: A 
Pa.ge 1 of 1 

Schedule No. DU-l 

Dunsmu:i.r 1'.'lri£f .A:roa. 

GENER.t\L 1-IE1'ERED SERVICE 

Applicablo to all metored water service ... 

Pcr.Meter 
Por Month .. 

Qu:lnti ty Rates: 

F:ixst 
Next 
Noxt. 
Next 
Next 
Over 

600 cu.:tt~ or loss ................... . 
400 cu..ft.,. per 100 cu..ft ........... . 

27000 cu.:tt.~ per 100 cu..f~ ••••••• ; ••• 
37 000 cu..ft.,. per 100 cu.ft ••••••••••• 
67000 cu..ft.,. per 100 cu.ft ........... . 

127000 cu • .i't.7 per 100 cu.ft ........... . 

For 5/8 x 3/4-inchmetor ....................... . 
For 3/4-inchmetor ..................... . 
For l-ixlch. motor •• • " ........ _ .......... " .•• 
For l~"-:tneh motor ~ ..... " •• ; •••• " •• -...... .. 
For 2-inch meter •••• · .................... 0 

For 3-inenmctcr ....................... . 
For 4-1nchmotcr ..................... . 
For 6-inch meter ...................... . 
For 8-incb.:metcr •••••••••••••••••••• 41 

Xhe It.lillim'Ol'll Cl'w.ree will entitle tho customer 
to the o.ua.ntity of water i.~hich that: minimmn 
chArgo wi11 purcha.se at. the Quantity- Rates. 

S?ZC:W. CONDITION 

$,2 .. 77 
.46· 
.39 
.28 
.2J. 
.13 

2.77 
3.90 
6.20 

ll...80 
16.$0 
28.00 
38.00 
60.CO 
82.CO 

Allbill:ing "llndor this schedule to OlStom.ers :1.ntho City of 
Dmlsm:u:tr 1:: :;ubjeet- to a surchnrge of 2.0%. 

(I) 

I 
(I) 
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APPI.ICP.BILITY 

AP?Ei.mIX A 
Page 2 o£ 1 

Schedule No. Du-4 

Dunsmd.r Tariff .Area 

PRIVATE FIRE PROTECTION SERVICE 

Ap,licab10 to all water service flJrnishod :t.oprivately ow.ncd fire 
protection ~s. 

Dnnsnmir and vicinity" Siskiyou County. 

For 3-inCh service" or smaller •••••••••••••••••••• 
Por h-inCh servico •••••••••••••• ~._.~ •••• ~ ••• _ •••• 
For 6-:Lnch. service .",. .................... ' .................. . 
For S-in~ service •••• ~ .••.•••• ~ .•.. ~r ••••••••• _ •• 

For lO-:iJlcha. service ••••• _ ........................ fr- ..... .. 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

PorHonth' 

$ 3.l2' 
4 .. 71' , 

ll.78, 
18' .. 84 
29.44 

(~) 

(I) 

l. The fire protection service connection shall bc in.st:lllad by tho 
utility and tho cost p\l.id. 'by the applicant. Such p~cnt shall not. 'be 
subjoct to rotand. . 

2.. I:£':l. diseribution m.:U.n of adoquate size to serve a private i""'J.%'O 
protection system in Zl.ddit1on to all other no:rm~ service docs not e~st 
in the street or alley adjacent to the premises to be sorved" then 3-
service II'.ain !rom. the nearost existing llUlin of :ldequa to capacity shall 
be inst3lled by the utility .:met the cost ,Clid by a.pplicant. Such payment 
shall not be ~jcet to rofund. 

:3. Sc~ee her¢\U:l.der is f or prl.v~te !ire protection ~.stcm:'3 to 
which no eor:neetions for other tll.Om i"'...rc protection purposes are allowed 
ar.d. ~J:-.ieh :;:re rogularly inspectcd bj" tho -.md.erwritors htLV1ng j'l.lrl.sd1et:i.on" 
are in.crt..'\:rl ~ ~cC'Ordine to speeifie.l.tions ot' the utility", and .ll'O main­
tAined to the satisf.aetiCll of the utility ~ 'l'b.o- utility :may install the 

(Cont1nu.e4) 
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A..~.c:rmIX A 
Page 3 ot 7 

Schedulo No. DU-4 

Dutlsmuir 'l'arifi' Area 

PRIVATE FIRE PROTECTION SERVICE 
-CContinucd) 

SPECIAL COO!T!ONS (Contd.. ) 

st3ndard dotector type motor approved '07 tho.Board ot Fire Underwriters 
tor protection ag:ri.nst thett~ loalQ.go or waste of water and tho coot. 
p;lid by tho t\:ppl:t~t.. Such. paymont ~hal1 not. 'be subject to rof'und. 

L.. ~e utility will S'1lPPly only S'.lc:h water at such prcsS'Urc'<'lS m~ 
be ::.~le fram. tlmo to t:iJn~ as a re~ult or its noxmal opeX't\tion ot 
tho s,-ste:n. 

5.. All billlnr; 'Under this schedule to C'Ustomors:f.n: tho C:lty o£ 
Du:l.:smuir is subject. to a :>'Jrcharge ot 2.0%. 
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Schedule };o. Du-5 

Dunsmuir T~.:t Aroa 

PO'BLIC FIRE HYDRANT SERVICE .--.;.0.... __ 

AppliQblo to all fire hyd.r~t service l'urmshod. to m:unicipalitic::" 
duly orgalUzed fire districts and other political subdivisions of' the 
Staw. 

~ and. -.r-cinity" Siskiyou County. 

RA.'l'E - Por Month 

For ~eh hydran.t. ................................................................. $. 2.·88', (I) .. 

SPECIAL Cm."DITIONS 

~. For water cielivered :tor othor than fire protoction purposes" 
cb.:lrges sh:lll be mAde at the quantity rates 'Undo%"' Schedule No. DU-l", 
Go:lcr:ll Metered. Service. 

2. The cost. or i:l.staJ.J.ation and maintenance or hydrants shall 
bo borno by tho utili.ty .. 

3. Rolocation ot ~ hydrant shall be at the expense of the 
~yroquo:;ting relooation. 

4. Fire hydrants shall be attached to tho 'U.t:i.lityf s distribution 
mains upon receipt or proper .:l.'U.thor1zation .from tho appropriato public. 
~thority. Such authorization shall dosiznn,te tho specific location at. 
which each is to 'be 1nstallcd. 

5. 'Iho ut:U:tty wilJ. O\lpp~ onJ,y web. wator at such pre:;~I'Ul"'oas 
DUlY be av.:U.l.Wlo !ran ti."IlO to t:tm.o a.s .:l. ro~t of i t:s no:nnaJ. oper~tion 
of tho system... 

6.. All 'bilJ.ing. \1nder this schedule to O'll3tomors in· the City of 
D\llUI1J)\dr is subjoct 'to a C\lrc:hArso or 2.0%. 
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Schedulo No. F J-l 

For'v Jeno:; T~ Area. 

GENERAL METERED SERVICE 

Appli~blo to ~ motored w~tor service. 

TERRITORX 

Fort. Jones o.nd vicinity" Sisld:.yoll County. 

POl" Meter 
POl" Month 

Firs-: 
Noxt. 
No."<:t 
Next 
Next. 
Ovor 

600 cu.ft.-or lees .................... . 
400 cu.ft., per 100 cu..ft ••••••••••• 

1 .. 000 cu.rt.", POl" 100 cu"it ............ .. 
2 .. 000 cu.:tt." per 100 cu..ft ••••••••••• 
6".000 cu .. :f't ... per 100 eu.i't .......... .. 
10~000 eu.rt .. " ,per 100 C'Il~t ••••••••••• 

For 'S/8 x ,3/4-ineh motor ........................ II .. ••• 
For 3/4-inch motel" .................................. .. 
For l-inch. moter •• _ .• ~ ... ~. ~ ......... ' ..• 
For l~inehmetor ...................... . 
For 2-1rleh. m.eter- ••••• __ .......... .,..- • ..... ••• 
For 3-~Ch metor ••••••••• _.~ •••••••••• 

'lllc ~ Ch.lrgo will entitlo tho customer 
to tho qu:mtity ot 'Wa.tor which that minimtJm 
charge 'Will purchase at tho Quantity Rates •. 

$ 2.8$· 
.. 48 
.28 
.19 
.16, 
.09 

.(1') 

(x) 

( ) 
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SChodule No. FJ-5 

Fort Jone: T~ Area 

PUBLIC F!RE h'Y.l)RANT SERVICE 

Applicable to ill fire hyc1rnnt serliee .:f'urni.shed tomUl'lieipa.l:ttj.cs" 
duly orga.nized fire distr1et.s and other political :ubdivisioll-' ot tho 
State. 

TERRITOlt! 

Fort Jones and vieinity" Siskiyou County. 

Per·Month 

SPEC!AI, CONDITIONS 

1. For water delivored for other than fire protection. P'llI'pOsos." 
charges shall be made :l.t the quantity ra.tes 'Ul'lder Schcd:ule No. FJ-l" 
General Metered Service. . 

2. The eost ot install.:l.tion ."lnd mainten.:mce ot hydrants shall be 
borne b:r tho ut:Uity. 

:3. Relo-eation ot :my hydrant- shall "00 at tho expense of the .party 
rc~esting relocation. 

4. Fire hydrantc :;hall "00 attached to the ut:i.lityts distribution 
llUlins upon receipt ot proper authorization trOTl the- appropri:.Lte publie 
authority. Such authorization sh.':l.1 ~ dO:'l:1.~te tAO 3poeifie loeati.on 
at "W'hieh each is to be :i.n:;t:lllod. 

S. The utility ..... "ill zuppq only .such water .:It such press~o as 
t:~y be av~'\ble £rom tj:r),o to t:imo as a result ot its normal operation 
o~ the systc.m. 

(T) 

(T) 



A. $1050 ds 

APPLICABILIT"l 

AP:Pm!IlIX A 
Pago 7 ot 7 

SchodUle No. FJ-9~~ 

Fort Jones 1'~£ Arc:;. 

TANK TRUCK i-TATER SERVICE ---_ ........ -

Applicablo to allmo.'lS'Ured '!I1ator service :t:urnishod tor road 
sPriDkliJ:l& by delivery to tank tru.eks .. 

TERRITOFY 

Fort Jones and vicinity .. Siskiyou CO'Ollty. 

RATE 

~ , 

PorMonth 

(1') 

(1') 

For ~ water delivored., per lOOeu.tt. • .................... ~.. $ .10 eI) , 

S?ECIAL COIIDITION 

Sc.-ri.ce 'Wlder this schedule :shall be limited to spril'lkling or 
roads :J.rJ.d streets by the appropriate p~Jj.c Iluthorities~ 

" 


