
Decision No. 79353 

BEFORE THE FL~LIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
Investigation on the Commission's ) 
own m~ion into the status, ) 
operations., service, -equipment:, ) 
facilities, rates, rules, tariff ) 
schedules and ree~:rd$ of .Aztec ) 
Water Company, Golconda Utilities » 
Company and William E. Leonard, 
Trustee of Golconda Utilities ) 
Company; and into, the- possible ) 
disconnection of electric service ) 
by Southern california Edison ) 
Company. ) 

) 

Case No. 9124 
(Filed September 22, 1970; 
Amended November 4, 1970) 

w. Paul Pavne, for Aztec Water Company, Inc., 
ana Golconda Utilities Company; William E. 
Leonard, for himself; and .Jerry A. Brody, 
Attorney at Law, for Southern calitornia 
Edison Company; respondents. 

Alvin Mullis, for people of Keeler; and Robert: 
Fisher, Attorney at Law, for Inyo County; 
interested parties • 

.John Fick, Attorney at Law, and Jerry Levander,. 
for the Commission staff. 

SECOND INTERIM OPINION 

After hearing held before Examiner Coffey on November 23, 
1970 in Los Angeles, the Cormnission issued Decision No. 78325· dated 
February 17, 1971 which inclucled the following interim order: 

"IT IS ORDERED that: 
"1. Aztec Water Company and Golconda Utilities Compa.ny shall 

pa.y ~11 current electric service bills before any payments. are mede 
to Mr. W. Paul Payne or to any affiliates or owners of said 
utilities. 
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c. $124 .JR. 

"2. Aztec Water Company and Golconda Utilities Company shall 
pay all past due bills or make arrangements '~ith Southern California 
Edison Company for their eventual payment before any payments are 
~de to W. Paul payne or to any affiliates or owners of Aztec or 
Golconda. 

"3. Aztec Water Company and Golconda Wate: Compcny shall 
promptly apply or file for such increased water rates as they wish 
the Commission to consider. 

"4. So\:thern California Edison Company shall take all 
reasonable steps as may be necess.lry to collect pa~'"ment for electric 
service to Aztec Water Company ~nd Golconda Wate~ Company. Edison 
shall not discontinue ser\7ice to sa:r.<l water utilities without 
further order of this COmmission .. " 

On February 26, 197:1. Golconda Utilities Company (Golconda) 
and Aztec Water Company (Aztec) filed a petition for rehearing .. 
By Decision No. 78311 dated April 2, 1971 rehearing was denied. 

On September 2, 1970, Aztec t S presiclent·,W.. Paul Payne, 
advised the Commission by letter (Exhibit 8) that it would like a 
100 percent increase in rates. The proposal was discussed at the 
November 23, 1970 bearing, and, as set forth above, Golconda and 
Aztec were advised to promptly apply or file for such increased 
rates as they wished the Commission to· consider .. 

Accordingly, the staff suggested revisoad rate schedules 
to the two utilities and Aztec notified its 41 customers en 
December 14, 1970 of a propos~d increase in rates of approximately 
40 percent.. On January 5, 1971, Golconda notified its three .Calvert 
and three Hinkley customers of a proposed 60 percent increase and 
its 25 Keeler customers of a proposed 15 percent increase. 

In response to the Aztec notice, the Commission received 
12 eommunica~ions, one of which was 3 request for a staff investi-
gation and public hearing, and 11 of which were pro~ests .. 
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No protests were received from Golconda's Calvert or 
Hinkley systems, but the Commission did receive a petition signed 
by 21 of the 25 customers of the Keeler system, and also four 
individual protests, three from signers of the petition .. 

After receipt of the protests, further bearings were 
scheduled in this proceeding. 

After notice~ further bearing was held before Examiner 
G1l1anders at Apple Valley on March 16 and 17,1971 to consider 
Aztec's rates in its Apple Valley service area and on March 1S, 1971 
hearing was held at Keeler to consider Golconda's rates for its 
!<eeler, calvert and Hinkley systems. the matter was submitted on 
April 9, 1971 upon receipt of late-filed Exhibit 15. 
Aztec Water Company 

Aztec provides metered water service to approximately 41 
customers aud serves 32 public fire hydrants in Apple Valley, San 
Bernardino County. 

At the hearing of March 16, Aztec's president testified 
that he considered the rates proposed in the notice sent to customers 
on December 14 to be in the nature of a request for an interim 
increase pending a formal proceeding. He said that Aztec now pro-
poses that it be allowed. to double its existing rates except for 
the flat rate tree watering schedule which it proposed to discontinue. 

For the purposes of this deCision, the rates proposed by 
Aztec's president at the hearing and reflected in its Exhibit 6 will 
be referred to herein as Aztec's proposed rates. Tbe staff suggested 
rate~, as contained in Aztec's notice to its cU8tomers,wi11 be 
referred to as staff proposed rates. 

According to Aztec's Exhibit 6· the net revenue that the 
system would produce at its proposed rates is $1,961 based on 1970 
expense and on the average of the two years 1969 and· 1970 the net 
revenue would be $2,424. On its rate base of $42,700 such net· 
revenues would prod\lCe a rate of return of 4.6 percent and S,.7 /' 
percent. With a saturation adjustmen~!the rate of return would be ~ 
10.5 percent and 12.l percent. 
11 An adjustment related to excessive plant for the customers served. 
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According to Aztec's testimony, three years ago it, with 
the personal guarantees- of the directors of the company, was able 
to borrow funds from the Bank of America at a 10 percent interest 
rate. Since then, Aztec's directors have refused to make any 
furcher pe::sonal guarantees; thus, the Bank of ,Am erie a is refusing 
to advance any more funds because of Aztec's earnings record. Aztec 
is now in need of funds to repair a pump. 

The staff's estimated. s~ry of earnings of Aztec for 
the year 1970 at present and staff prop~sce ~a~es as shown !n 
Exhibit 7 is tabulated below: 

.. .. · · · .. 

1970 Estimated Summa.ry of Earnings 

· · Stan · · · Present l~tes .. Pro'Pozed Rates .. · .. Witllout : With .. Without: With · .. 

.. 
<I. , · · · · .. · :Saturation:Saturation:Saturation:Saturation: 

: Item 

Operating Revenues 
Deductions 

OPCr-a.1:irig Expense 
Depreciation Expense 
Payroll 'taxes 
Ad Valorem Taxes 
Taxes on Income 

Total Deductions 
Net Revenue 
Rate Base 

: 

$ 

Adj. 

5,430 

2,860 
1,640 

100 
1,300 

100 
6,000 

(570) 
t,.2,700 

. Adj. . 
$ 5,430 

2,860 
1,,000 

100 
890 
210 

5,060 
370 

26,800 

· Adj. : P.dj. .. ' · · 
$ 7,630 $ 7,639 

2,860 . 2,860 
1 640 1,000 

'100 100 
1,300 890 

t~80 760 
6,380 5,610 
1,250 2,020' 

42,700· 26,800 
Rate of R.eturn Loss 1.4% 2.9% 7.51. 

(Negative) 
The staff engineer's investigation and testtmony received 

at the hear1ng ind1cate that service is satisfactory. 
The staff recommended that Aztec be authorized to cancel 

its schedule for tree watertng service due to lack of demand for t~is 
service and th:!t revised fire hydrant ro:ees should be au~horized. 

The $taff engineer recommends tl13t Aztec be ~uthorized to 
ehr~ge the rates set forth in Appendix A 1:0 Exhibit 7. 
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The staff and Aztec differ in their estimates of reason-
able operating expenses. 

Mr. Payne believes his services at $6.00 per hour eome to 
$240 per month. The staff engineer believes that ¥~. Payne's 
services should total 24 hours per month, nine of those houzs should 
be charged for at $3.00 per hour and lS hours should be charged for 
at $5.00 per hour or a total of $l02 per month. 

!he staff witness based his estimate of the amount to be 
allowed Mr. Payne for services to Aztec on what hours should 
reasonably be allowed to operate and maintain the system as well 
as on a comparison of charges allowed other similar utilities. 

V~. Peyne stated that Aztec has tried to find someone to 
take over and run the system but no one is interested. He believes 
that $6.00 per hour is a reasonable charge for his services which 
include installation and maintenance, accounting and appearances 
before this COmmission. 

Mr. Payne chArges Aztec 17 cents per mile for use of 
vehicles rented from one of his other corporations. The .staff 
engineer believes that 10 cents per mile is a reasonable amount 
to allow for vehicle rent. 

Under the circumstances disclosed in this record we have 
little choice other than to allow Mr. Payne his claimed expenses. 
!t is apparent that no other person or cnti~y is willing to take 
over the operation of Aztec. Certainly $6.00 per hour is· not 
unreasonable for the demOn$tr3ted skills of Mr. Payne nor is 17 
cents per mile an unreasonable c~rge for traesportation. It may 
be true, as claimed by ~he s~aff engineer, that other water utilities 
bave lower oper4ting expenses. However, there is nothing in this 
record that shows that there exists in California another utility 
with t~e same operating characteristics as Aztec. 

We must not lose sight of the fact as shown by this record 
that service rendered by Aztec is good. We reco&?ize that good W8t~= 
service does cost money and that quite possibly lower expenses would· 
result i: poorer service for Aztec's customers. 
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Aztec and the staff agree to the dollar on test year rate 
base with and without the staff engineer's recommended saturation 
adjust~nt. 

For rate-making purposes, the staff engineer made adjust-
ments to AZtec's rate base,. ad valorem taxes, and ~epreciation 
expense. The latter two items have an effect on income taxes. 

lI..ains, services, and fire hydrants installed in Tracts 
Nos. 5436-1, 5436-2 and 4286, which cost $23,SOO,were paid for by 
Aztec. The facilities were designed to serve 128 lots in those 
subdivisions. At present there are approximately 18 customers 
receiving service from these facilities. Aztec did not utilize 
its filed main extension rule for fin::ncing extensions to its 
original system. 

The Chairman of the Board of the Apple Valley Fire Pro~ 
tection District testified that none of the fire hydrants installed 
in AZtec's service area meet the, specifications of 'the fire district's 
Ordinances 5 and 5-A. However, tbe Board agreed to pa~ $2.00 per 
hydrant p~r month for 28 hydrants. The Board is willing to continue 
to pay the $2.00 per month but it objects strenuously to the pro-
posed increase in fire hydrant rates. In fact, the Chairman of the 
Board te'stified the district does not intend to pay the requested 
increase. (?resent rate $24.00, staff proposed rate $40.00 -
applicant's proposed rate $48.00 on an annual basis.) 

The staff engineer recommended t~t Aztec be authorized 
to charge a $40.00 fire hydrant rate. 

According to Southern Ca1ifo:nia Edison, as of February 23, 
1971 the cumulative unpaid chat'ge for electric service was $1,349 • .51. , , 

Gol~ou~ U~ilities Compnny 
Go~coada Utilities Company presen~ly operates a water 

system at Keeler located in Inyo Co~ty and the Calvert and Hinkley 
w~ter systems located near Barstow, San Bernardino County, as a 
result of an order of the United States District Court Central 
District of Cali,fornia) dated November 12, 1970, granting, the l'etition 
of the 'trustee in Bankruptcy to abandon scch properties to Golconda. 
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The following tabulation sets forth the number of customers 
served by Golconda as of September 1970: 

Name 
Number of 
Customers 

Calvert System 
Hinkley Syst~ 
Keeler System. 

Total Goleonda 

3 
3 

25 
"3T 

At the ~~rch 18 haaring at Keeler, Golconda's president, 
~~. Payne, introduced Exhibit l2 which proposed 3 new list of rates 
for the Calvert and Hinkley systems, and also contained a results 
of operations showing based on these rates. The rates proposed at 
the hearing, which would have the effect of increasing revenues 92 
pe.cent, will be referred to herein as Golconda's proposed rates. 
The rates suggested by the staff and sent to the customers on 
January 5 will be referred to herein as staff proposed rates .. 

':the following tabulation shows the present as. well as 
Golconds's proposed rates for the Hinkley and Calvert Systems: 

Per Meter Per Month 
Golconaa's 

Present proposed" ... 
Rates Rates, 

Quantity Rates 
First 700 cu .. ft., 
Ne~ 4,300 cu.ft., 
Next 5,OOOeu.fe .. , 
Over 10,000 cu.ft., 

or less •••••••• $ 
per 100 cu.ft ••• 
per 100 cu.ft ••• 
per 100 cu.ft ••• 

Ydnimu:n Charge 
For 5/8 x 3/4-incb meter 
For 3/4-incb meter 

.............. $ .' .... ., ... ' ... 
For l-ineh meter · -. . . . . . . . . . 
For 1-1/2-ineb meter • • ., ........... e' 

For 2~ineh meter ............. ., 
For 3-ineh meter .. . . . . . . . . . . . 
For 4-inch, meter · .' .......... . 
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2.90 
.30 
.25, 
.1> 

2.90 
4.00 
&.2"5 

10 •. 00· 
16.00 
26 .. 00 
42.50' 

$ S.80 
.70 
.50 
.30 

$ 9.80 
13.50 
21.00 . 
34.00 
54.00' 
88'.00: 

140:.00, 
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The tabulation below shows Golconda's estimate of 1970 
Results of Operation for the combined operation of the calvert and 
Hinkley Systems. 
· · · · · · · · 

: : Golconda's : 
: Present Rates : Proposed Ra~es : 
: fAfithout: vlith : Without: vJitE : 

: Item 
:Saeuration:Satur3tion:Saturation:Saturatio~: 
• Adj. : Adj. Adj.:' Adj. : 

Operating Revenues 
Deduction.s 

$ 790 $ 790 $, 1,512 $ l,512 

operadiOg Expense 
Depreciation Expense 
Payroll Taxes 
Ad Valorem Taxes 
'taxes on Income 

Total Deductions 
Nc~ Revenue (toss) 
Rate Base 

1,448 
964-
26 

446 
20 

2,90t~ 

(2,114) 
17,473 

l,448 
337 
26 

156 
20 

1,9'87 
(1,197) 
6,115 

1 448 
'964 

26 
446 

20 
2,904, 

(1,392) 
17,47'3 

1,448 
337 

26 
156.' 

20 
1,987, 

(475) 
6,115 

Rate of Return Loss Loss Loss Loss 
The follOwing tabulation shows the present as well.l.1s the 

staff's proposed rates for the PJJlkley and calvert Systems: 

Quantity Rates 
First 700 cu.ft. or less .............. . 
Next 4,300 eo.ft., per 100 cu.ft •••• 
Nexe 5,000 eo.ft., per 100 cu.ft •••• 
Over 10,000 cu.ft., per 100 cu.ft •••• 

Minimum. Charge 
--. . . . . . . . . . . . . __ ..... _ ..... . ................ ............... 
••• '. e· .......... . 

•••••••••••••• 
•••••••••••••• 

For SIS x 3IL~-inch meter 
For 3/4-inch meter 
For l-inchmeter 
For l~-fnchmeter 
For 2-fnch meter 
For 3-in~ meter 
For 4-toch meter 
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Per Meter Per Month 
Present 
Rates 

$ 2.90 
.30 
.25' 
.15 

$ 2.90 
4.00 
6.25 

10.00' 
16.00 
26.00: 
42'.50' 

~t.:lff 
Propose~ 
Ra.tes . 

$ 4.50 

$ 

..49 

.40 

.26, 

4.50 
6.50 

10.00.' 
20.00 
36.00 
50.00 
70.00' 
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The tabulation below shows staffYs estimate of 19iO Results 
of Operation for the Hinkley System. 

· · · · · · · · 

: 1970 Estimated : 
: ~r~sent Rates :St~~ ?~ooosed Ra~es : 
: 'v'l1thout: With : WithOut: Wi1;h : 
:Saturation:Saturation:Saturation:Saturation: : ________ ~~t~em~ ______ ~:~~A~d~j~.~~: __ ~A~dJ~·.~~: __ ~A~d_jw. __ ~: ___ A~.d~j~. ___ : 

Operating Revenues $ 300 $ 300 $ 470 $ 470 
Deductions 

operating Expense 460 460 460 460 
Depreeiation Expense 420 130 420 130 
Payroll Taxes 10 10 10 20 
Ad Valorem Taxes 190 40 190 40 
Taxes on Ineome 20 20 (120) (20) 

'rotal Deductions 1,100 660 960 . 620· 
Net Revenue (I.oss) (800) (360) (490) (150) 
Rate Base 7,430 2,460 7,430 2,460 
Rate of Return Loss Loss Loss Loss 

The tabulation below sh~s staff's estfmate of 1970 Results 
of Operation for the Calvert System. 

· · · · · · · · : Item 
Operating Revenues 
Deductions 

Operat£ng Expense 
Depreciation Expense 
Payroll Taxes 
Ad Valorem Taxes 
Taxes on Income 

Total Deductions 
Net ReVenue (Loss) 
Rate Base 
Rate of. Return 

: 1970 Estimated : 
: Present Rates :St~~~~ P .... oposcg ~tes : 
: \lHtb,¢ut: WIth. : Without: w.tll : 
:Saturation:Saturation:Saturation:Saturation: 
: Ad; . ; Adj. ; Adj c : Adj. : 
$ 490 $. 490$ 790 $ 790 

480 480 480 480 
580 200· 580 200 

10 10 '.0 lO 
260 80 260 80· 

20 20 (100) 20 
1,350 790 1~2SO 790 

(860) (300) (440) 
8,120 21 990 8,120 2,990 
Loss toss Loss 
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The record shows that the customers in the Calvert and 
Hinkley systems each is served by a l-inch meter ana that several 
of tbe users ao not use the amount of water to which they are 
entitled under the minimum charge. The record further shows that 
the s~rvice supplied is good. There has been no customer growth 
over the years. 

If we approve Golconda's requested rates, its minimum , 
revenue would be $l26 per meneh or $1,512 ann~lly. If we approve 
the staff's proposed rates the minimum revenue would be $60 per 
month or $720 annually. The steff's recommendeCi m:limum rates would 
not provide the out-of-pccI~et costs which it testified. were reason-
able, and on the other hand, neither would Golconda's proposed,rates 
=eturn the out-of-pocket costs it claims are reasonable even 00 

a "saturation" adjustment b:.;sic. 
Golconda testified that it " •.• well realizes that there 

is no possibility of earning a return on either of these systems 
on its rate base or its investment. However, it is of the opinion 
that as long as it owns these systems, that it is entitled to at ' 
least the out-of-pocl~et expense involved." 

We agree that Golconda is entitled to at least its out-
of-pocket expenses ~nd based on this ~ecord the only chance Golconda 
bas of receiving its out-of-poekee expenses is by charging. the, ra,tes 
it requested. We therefore will authorize Golconda to' file its 
proposed rate schedules. 

We feel constrained, however, to point out that this 
record reveals that no one l~ows the pumping capacity of the three 
wells nor does anyone have the slightest knowledge of the actual 
production from these ~ells. By Decision No. 67347, dated June 10, 
1964, in Application No. 45772, Golconcla was ordered to determine 
the pumping capacity of each well and to determine the production 

, 
from each well. As power costs are the largest single out-of-pocket 
cost, it appears to- us that anything Golconda can do to lowerscch 
costs (sbort of not paying the incurred charges for electric. service) 
will have immediate monetary benefits to applicant. 
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The record shows that Mr. Payne is willing to personally 
guarantee tbe payment of power bills subsequent to November 12, 1970 
and that no payments for power have been made to Edison subsequent' 
to November 12, 1970. 

The following tabulation sets forth the staff's estimated 
results of operation for the Keeler system: 

· · I~'~ Estimatea: .. · · .. .. .. Present :Staff Proposed: .. · .. Item · Rates . Rates .. · .. .. . 
Operating Revenues $ 2,720 $ 3,110 
Revenue Deductions 

Operating EXPense 1,940 1 940: 
Depreciation Expense 360 '360 
Payroll & ~~anchise Taxes llO' 120 
Ad Valorem Taxes 240 240 
Taxes on Income 60 150 

Total Deductions 2,710 2,810 
Net Revenue 10 300 
Rate Base ll,090 ll,090 
Rate of Return O.l% 2.7% 

At the hearing, Golconda stipulated to the staff results 
and rate recommendations regarding the Keeler system. The staff 
and Golconda recommend that the flat rate service be increased from 
$7.00 to $8.00 per month and the same percentage increase for 
metered service. 

The staff engineer at the hearing held at Keeler on 
Marcb 18, 1971 testified that pressures in the Keeler system do 
not meet the minimum requirements of General Order No. 103, but 
made no recommendations for.tmproving the pressures. It was his 
testimony that a nominal rate of return was justified, in view of the 
existing inadequate pressures. 
Findings of Fact 

The CO'ImDission finds that: ' 
Aztec Water Company: 

1. The last payment for electric service was made on 
June 17, 1970 in, the amount of $85.46. 
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2. The cumulative unpaid charge for electric service as of 
February 23, 1971 was $1,349.51. 

3. Southern California Edison Company has not filed suit 
to colle~t unpaid charges for electric service. 

4. Aztec is in need of additional revenues and Aztec's 
proposed rates (Exhibit 8) will not produce unreasonable revenue if 
all customers pay the increased eharges. 

5. The Apple Valley Fire Protection District does not intend 
to pay any increase in fire bydrant charges. ($448 per year staff 
proposed - $672 per year applicant proposed.) 

6. Three years ago Aztec, with the personal guarantees of 
the directors of the company, was able to borrow funds from the 
Bank of America at a 10 percent interest rate. 

7. Aztec's directors have refused to make any further personal 
guarantees; thus, the Bank of America is refusing to- advance any 
more funds because of Aztec's earnings record. 

S,. Az tec is in need of funds to repair a pump. 
9. A rate of return of 10.5 percent on a rate base computed 

on a "saturation" basis for the year 1970 is reasonable. 
10. Aztec's telephone number is not listed in the telephone 

directory covering applicant's service area. 
Golconda Utilities 

11. By an order of the United States District Court Central' 
Dis~ric~ of California dated November 12, 1970 the properties of 
Golconda Utilities which had not been disposed of by the trustee 
in Bankruptcy were abandoned to Golconda Utilities. 

12. Mr. Payne is willing to personally g~rantee the payment 
of power bills subsequent to November 12, 1970. 

13. No payments for power have been made to Edison subsequent 
to November 12, 1970. 

l4. Golconda is in need of additional revenues in its Hinkley 
and Calvert systems. 

; ~ )', 
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15. Golconda's proposed rates for its Hinkley Tariff Area will 

not produce net revenue on a "saturationl
' adjustment basis. 

16. Golconda is in need of additional revenues in its Keeler 
sys~em and ~he proposed rates will produce reasonable revenue. 

17. The staff estimates, previously discussed herein, of 
operating revenues, operating expense and rate ba~e for t~e test year 
1970, reasonably indicate the results of Golconda's operations in 
the near future for its Keeler system. 

13. A rate of return of 2.7 percent on the adopted rate 'base 
for the year 1970 is reasonable for the Keeler system. 

19. Golconda does not have its telephone number listed in 
telephone directories covering its service areas. 
Conclusions of Law 

The Commission concludes that: 
1. The increases in rates and charges authorized herein are 

justified, the rates and charges authorized herein are reasonabIe, 
and the present rates and charges, insofar as they differ from those 
prescribed herein, are for the future unjust and unreasonable. 

2. Respondents' requests should be granted to the extent set 
forth in the order which follows. 

3. Southern California Edison has not exhausted its legal 
remedies regarding col1ectio~ of past due accounts for power sold' 
to Aztec and Golconda. 

4. Ordering paragraphs 1, 2, and 3 of, Decision No. 78325 
should be vacated~ 

The rates herein authorized are designed to return to 
respondents sufficient revenue to cover operating e~penses plus a 
nominal amount of profit. The increases in rates, are, in our opinion, 
consistent with the purposes of the Economic Stabilization Act of 
1970, as amended. Respondents are expeeted to comply with the require-
ments of the Price Commission's regulations relating to the stabili-
zation of prices and rents after November 13, 1971. 
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SECOND INTERIM ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
1. After the effective date of this order Aztec Water Company 

I, 
I 
I 

is authorized to file the revised rate schedules attached to this . 
order as Appendix A~ and concurrently to withdraw and cancel presently I 
effective Schedules Nos. 1, SA and 9AFL. Such filing shall comply : 

I 

with General Order No. 96-A.. The effective date of the revised. i 
schedules shall be four days after the date of filing.. The revised 
schedules shall apply only to service rendered on and after the 
effective date thereof. 

2. After the effective date of this order Golconda Utilities 
Company is authorized to· file the revised rate SChedules attached 
to this order as Appendix B, and concurrently to witbdraw and cancel 
presently effective Schedules Nos .. HI-l~ KE-l and KE-2. Such filing 
shall comply witn General Order No.. 96-A. The effective date of the 
revised schedules shall be four days after the date of filing. The 
revised schedules shall apply only to service rendered' on and after 
the effective date thereof. 

3.. Aztec Water Company shall arrange for its telephone number 
to be listed in the appropriate telephone directories covering its 
service areas and shall wi~hin eweney days of the effective date of 
this order submit proof that its telephone number is properly 
listed. 

4. Golconda Utilities Company shall arrange for its telephone 
number(s) to be listed in the appropriate telephone direetories cover-
ing its service areas and shall within twenty days of the effective 
date of this order submit proof that its telephone number(s) is 
properly listed. 

5. Ordering paragraphs 1, 2, and 3 of Decision No. 78325 
are vacated. 

6. Aztec Water Company shall notify this Commission within 
ninety clays of the effective date of this order whether or not it 
is receiving the increased revenue from the Apple Valley Fire Pro-
tection District authorized by ordering paragraph 1 (supra). 
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7. Southern California Edison Company shall repo~t to, this 
Commission whether or not it bas collectecl or has made arrangements 
to collect from Aztec and Golconda the sums legally owing to it 
for electric service. 

Tbe effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

.:z ;k~. after the date hereof. 
San' Fra.nd.seo ....... Dated at _________ ',,,Cali£o."rn~a, this 

\ / ,: f ,/ 
day of ___ H_Ov_E_M_eE.;..R _____ , 197_. (.! fzl ,i 

\i .~,. .~:t'. I / I-,··N.· V), : 
----~~~~~--~~~ft_~~~ 
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APPUCABruTY 

APPENDIX A 
Pago 1 of 2 

Schedule No.. 1 

Applica.ble to all metered. watar ~crviee. 

TERRITORY 

The area }mown as Tra.cts Nos. 4286, 5436, ¥J678, and Vicinity" in the 
SW: of: Sec .. 4, T. 5 N., R. 3 W., S.B.B.& %~., Apple Valley,. San Bernardino 
Count:y. 

Quantity Rates: 

Per Meter 
Per Month 

Fir,t 500· cu.!t. or les:5 ............. ,. ........ . 
Next. 2,OOOcu.tt.., per 100 eu . .rt. • ............. . 

$7 .. 00 (I) 
.80 

Next. 2,500 eu.:rt., per 100 eu • .rt.. • ••••••••••••• 
Over 5,000 eu .. .rt .. , per 100 eu .. .rt... .. ...................... . 

Yd.nimum Charge: 

For 5/8 x 3/4-inch meter 
For 3/4-1neh meter 

••••••••••• p •••••••••••• .... _ .....•............. 
For l-inch meter .......................................... 
For l~ch meter ..................................... 
For 2-inch moter ................................. 
For 3-inch meter .................. ~ ............ . 

'l'he M1n1mum Charge w1ll entitle tho .customer 
to tho quantity of: water which that minimum. 
charge w.Ul l"l%"chMe at the QuMt1ty Rates. 

.60 

..25 

$ 7 .. 00 
9.50' 

1.4 .. 00, 
24 .. 00 
34.00 
48'.00 eI) 
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Schedule No. ~ 

pY'§tIC 1l!m HYDRANT §ElWICE 

Applicablo to all tire hydrant Mrv1c~ .1'um1shed to· municipalities, 
organized fire cli8tricta and otber political ,ubdivisions or tho State .. 

'lbe area knOwn &IS Tract.s ~. 4286, 5436" 5618" and vicin1t:r" in the 
SWt of Sec. 4, T. 5 Ne, R. , Woo. SooB .. S.& M .. , Apple Vellq, San Berna.rc11:oo .. 
Ccunty. 

•• ,. • ' ••••• • .... ' ••• t •• -. • _ ' ............ . 

SPECIAL CONDITION 

Per T!ar. 
~.OO· (I) 

1'he ax'lml.8J. nat rate charge appl105 to tJorvico during the 12-month 
per10d comenc1n,g July 1 and is due 1n advance.. (C) 
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Schedulo No. HI-l 

Hinkley TRrlf':f" Aren, 

ME'l'ERED SERVICE 

Applicable to all metered wnter serv1ee. 

TERRITORY 

The area known 8.3 Tract No. 6089, and a. portion ot the, SE~ of tho' sE: 
of Sec. 26". T. 10 N.". R. :3 W., S.B.B.& M.". noar Hinkley, San Bernardino 
Co\lnty. 

QI.wltity Rates: 

First 700 cu.!'t. or less ........................ ' ... . 
Next 4".300 cu.!t.". per 100 cu .. !'t. . ............ . 
Next .5".000 cu.tt.." per 100 cu.!t. • ............. . 
Over 10".000 eu • .t't." per 100 eu • .ft. • ............ . 

M1ni:mum. Charge: 

For 5/8 x 3/4-inch meter 
For 'J/4-inch meter 

......•............•...• ...... _ ..•.........•.... 
For l-inch meter 
For l~ineh meter 

......................... ••...••.•.•........•...• 
For 2-ineh meter .......................... 
For 3-ineh meter .•....•.......•.•.••...• 
For 4-inch metor .•............•......... 

Tho Minim'Um Charge will entitle the customer 
to the q,uantity ot water Which that mrdnrum 
charge 'Will pux-ehMe at tho Quantity Rates. 

Per Met.er 
Per Month 

po 

$ 9.80 (I) 
.70 
..50 
.30 

$ 9.80 
13 .. 50 
2J..OO 
34.00 
54.00' 
88.00 

l40.oo (I) 
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Schedule No. KE-l 

Keeler Tariff Area 

APPtICABIUTY 

Appliea.ble to e.ll. metered water service. 

TERRITORY 

Keeler and. vicinity .. ~ Co'Wlty. 

RATES 

First 1 .. 000 cu.tt. or less ••••••••••••••••••• 
Next 4 .. 000 cu.!t ... per 100 eu .. !t. . .......... . 
Over 5 .. 000 cu.tt. ... per 100 eu.tt. • •••••••••• 

M:inilmlm Ch.a.rge: 

For 5/13 x :3/4-inch meter 
For :3/4-inch meter 

.......•............. ..........••.......... 
For l-inch ~er 
For li-inch meter 

~ ................... . .......•....•........ 
For 2-inch meter .........•....•.•.... 

The Minimum Charge 'Will entitle the CU5tomer 
to the quantity of' -water 'Which that Xllinimum 
ch:a.rge 'Will purchMe a.t the Quantity Rates. 

Per Meter 
Per Month. 

$ 7.:30 
7.")0 

16.00 
./30.00 

40.00 

(I) 

eI) 
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Sched.ule No.. KE-2 

Keeler Tariff Area 

Applica.ole to all water ~ervice 1'urrli~hed on a. !la.t ra.te ba3:i~ .. 

Keeler and vicinity, ~o County. 

RATES 

1. For a ~ingle-!~ residonco or fir,t 
unit of a multiple re~idence, includ~ 
1ng. premses ••. ~ .................. ,. .......... . 

a. For each additionAl re~idence, 
residential unit or house trailer 
located on the same premisos and 
served. 1:rcm. tho "ame service con-
neetion .. ' ............................... . 

2. For eaCh school ........ ' .. ' ............ ' .. _ .. 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

Per Scrv:Lce Cormoct1on 
Per Month 

$8.00 

4 .. 00 

8.·00 

(I) 

(I) 

l. All service not covered by the abovo cJ.a:J3i.t'iea.tio~ w.Ul be :t'ur-
nishod. o~ on ll. metered. ba,.,ie. 

2. Meter" may 'be wtallod. at option o£ utility for a.bove cJ.ae~1t1ea.­
tions, in whieh event ~erviee theroattcr w.1.ll 'be turn1sheci o~ on the 'ba:J1~ 
of Sclxed.ule No· .. KE-l, Metered Service. 


