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D~cision No. 81258 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COIvlMISSIOl: OF '!'HE STAze OF ¢ALIFOI~.N·1:A •.. 

In the matter of the Application of ) 
SOUTm:m:!' CALIFOro.iIA l~ COMP~:iX ) 
for an order authorizinq it to in- ) 
c:re~ water rates in its Calipatria- ) 
Niland District. ) 

Application 1:'0.53594 " 
(Filed SeptQber 15, ,1972 ~ 

amended September .26., 1912, 

--------------------------------) 
Otl-1elveny & Myers, :by Harold l"~. 

Messmer, Jr .. , Attorney at Law, 
for applicant. 

c. C. Irwin, for Nil~~d Chamber of 
Co~erce, protestant. 

Cyril M. ~oyan, At'torney at Law, 
and Joh..."l. E. Brow .. ~, for the Coe
mission s't'.a.£:f. 

OPINION ...... ,...,------ ...... 
A public hearinq was held before Examiner Rogersi~ 

Calipatria on Janua:y 24, 1973 and the matter was submitted. 

Prior to the hearinq,. notice thereof was mailed, to each. cus

tomer and published. 

Applicant·s showinq regarding its overall operations 

is contained in Exhibit No.2. 'the applical'l.t has certain expense 

and ratE: base i. tems common to all districts. We have allo<.:ated 

these items according to the staff' s recommene.ations which we 

find reasoeab1e.. These allocations,. qenerally ,.are the same 

as the applica,j.'l.tt s except for minor differences. 

The Service Area 

Applicant·s Calipatria-:~ila...."d District (<iistrict) is 

comprised of two separate water systems,. one servin9 the city 

of Calipatria and eUvirons, and or.e serviAl9' the unincorporated 

co.cunwU ty of 1~iland. The wholesale water supplier for :both is 

the Imperial Irriqa-:ion. District. The "later for Calipatria is 

eeliverecl tQ. settli:olg basins anc. pumped into an elevated' steel 

tank and thence to the distribution system.. ':'be water for 'the 
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~~iland ~ea is deli'l'l(:red to settling l:>asix.ts and. then flows by 

~ravi "'::y to the distribution system. All watc-r is treated <l!: it 

enters the basi:lS with chlorine, copper s~fate" and alumi:l'Wn 

sulfate. The two systems serve approximately81S services. 
Applicant·s Request 

Appl.1ca.."lt seeks increased revenues amounting to 

$39 7 370 for the estimated year '1973, an increase 0:(; 52.44 percent,. 

by increasing- its flat, metered, and ptivate fire prO'tectiol'l rates.~' 
Accordi:o.g to. applicant· s showing, the increase would give ,~t a 

return of S.33 percent on its $301,454 depreciateddistric1: 
rate base. 

The present rates have been in eff~ct since196Z~ 
A!?:)l:oxiI.lately 7 percent of the customers (56) are metered, the 

bala:cce are o~ flat rates. App1icz.nt proposes to change the ' 

metered rates from a mi"-1.imum eharge form to a service charge 

fo~. The present and proposecl meter,eO. rates al:e': 
Per,l'-Ieter 

Quantity Rates: Present Proposee 

First 1,000 
l~~t o!,COO 
l';ext' 5, 000 
l;"ext 10,000 
eVer 20,000 

cu.ft., or less •••••••••.•• .. 4.00 ¥ 

CU.ft., per 100 cu.ft. ..... .30-
cu.ft., per 100 C'l.:. ft. .. Z5 
cu.ft. , per 100 cu. ft. .20 
cu.ft.~ per lOO cu.ft. .;'2 

First 20,000 
Over 20,000 

cu.,ft. , 
cu..ft .. , 

per 100 cu .. ft. 
per 100 ·cu.ft •. ....... 

Cha:qe: 

For S/8 x 
For 
For 
For 
For 
For 
For 
For 
For 

3/4-inchmeter 
3/4-inch meter 

l-ineh meter 
l~-inch meter 
2-inch meter 
3-inch meter 
4-ineh meter 
6-ineh':neter 
8-incb. meter 

~'linimum 
Charge 

................... - .... $. 4·~OO, 
•...•••.....•.. 
.......... ~ ......... . 
.- ............. . 

5.30 
5~60 
9.00 

..... - .......... e.. 12·~·5·0·· 

••••• ............ 25·.00,' 
...... ----.---.. 40~O~ 
...... '. - ...... -.-..... '60:.00· 
•••• -_ ........... 100.0~ 
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Service 
Charge 

$ S~OO 
5 .. 50, 
6 .. 50 
8.50< 

ll • .50" 
lS .. S¢' 
3S;'00 
60',:0(} 
80.00 



The present and proposed flat rates are: 

Per 5exviceConnection 
Pe:- Month 

Present PropoSed 

1. For each sinqleunit of occu
pancy, with inside plumbing, 
serv~d through a 3/4-ineh 
service connection ••••••••••••••• $~.OO S 9.25 

2. For each single 'Unit of OCCU
paney,. with inside pl umbinq , 
served through a l-ineh service 
connection ••• _._ ••• ~ •••••• _ ••••••• 

3. Fol:' each addi tion<iU. unit of 
OCCU~"lCY r with insiCte plUJ:lbing, 
on the same premises and serv,oo 
from the same service connection 

4. 

of 1 or 2 .above ••..•.•.•. ., _ ..... e .... 

For each sinqle unit of occupancy, 
wi thout inside pl~i:n9', served 
th.:rouqb. a 3/4-inch service 
eonneeuon . _ ...... .. _ ... " _ ........... . 

SPECIAL CO~~rTIO~S 

7.50 

3 .. 25 

3.00 

1. The above flat rates apply to servic.e connections· 
not la:ger than one inch in diameter. 

2. All service not covered by the above classifications 
shall be furnished only on a metered basis. 

11.50 

5.00 

4.60 

Assuming a usage of 2.000 cubic feat pc~ montb' by a 
Cl;.StoI:1cr with a 5/8 by 3/4-inch meter> the cos.t of mete::ed water 
would increase from $7 per ~onth to $11.60> an increase of over 
65 pe=c~t.. U:l.der applicant r s proposed flat rates the customers 
with 3/4-inch service cOnnecti~ will have their rates increased 
by only $3 .. 25 per mon~h from $6.00 to $9 .. 2.>p an incr.ease of 
abot:t 54 percent. 

Private fire protection rates are to be increased 
fror:r. $1.00 per inch to $2 .. 00 per inch of service, connection • 

... 
-,>-
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~esu1ts of Operations 

The applicant and the Commission's staff presented 
exhibits ~"'ld testi:nony respeeti:c.g the results of operations at: 

the present and proposed rates. The shOwin9's for. ·the est:i.ma ted 
year 1973 are: 

. A1221icant · Staff . · :,PreSe:lt :.Proposed · ,Present :?roposea · Item : Rates : Rates · Rates : Rates · 
Operatin~i ~evenues S· 75,08() Sll4,450 $ 75,080 . S114,:45O 

Operatini Expenses 
Oper. & l'1aintena::lce 46,170 46,170 45,040· 45,040 
Admin., Genl. & I'lise. 6,830 6,830 6,.640 6,640. 
'l'axes Other Than Income 11,880 12,~0 11,990 12,.550 . 
:i:>epreciation 7,430 7,430 7,430 7,.430 
Allocated Commou 4,300 4,300 4.,200 ~c200 

S"..wtotal S 76-,6l0 $ 77,l70 $ 75,300 S 75,860 

Income 'l'<lXes (7,990 ) 12,170 C-', 310) 12,850 
'l'otal Expens . .es $ 68,620 89,340 67,990 83,710 

Net Operatinq Revenues 6,460 25,llO' 7,090 25 .. 740 

Depreciated Rate Base 301,..4$4. 301~":'S4 301,.":'$4' 301;~4S4 

P.ate of R.e'blrn 2.l4% 8.33% 2'.35% 8.54% 

(-) Neqative -
~;e do not include the 1972 results of operation for 

the reason that we arc lOOking. to- the future in fixin" the 

: . . 
: 

~ reaso:lable rates. 
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- Revenues 

The staff conceded that applieant·$ er.rn£n; position 

une.er existinq ra.tes is less than fair and :,:ea-~ollC'ble g,."ld-that 

applicant· s estimates of revenues should be o.~O?ted. ~e find 
that applicant· s revenues for 1.973 will be $/5,080 at its present 

rates and $114.,450 at its- proposed rates. He further find that 

applicant is enti tlcd to 50De increased rates. 
nate Base 

The sta:E£ investigated applican~' 5 estimated. rate bases 
of S293,794 £or the year 1972 ar.d $301,<.54 for 1973 .. ar..d adopted 

them as reasonable for the pU%'pOsac of this decisio!.l.. ';.'here is 

no. year-e~d construction work: in proqress or ne\<OT advances or 

contributions in this district for 1973. 

A field ir..spection was made by the staff 0-£ completed 
and proposed plant additions and retirements for the- year 1973. 
It determined they were reasonable. 

Applicant included ;0.0 worki~'lq cash for 1973 and the 

st~f accepted applicant'S materials aDd supplies estimates as 
reasonable. 

Depreeiation reserve and expense were computed on, 

June 30 depreciable plant using the 1972 recorded composite 

depreciation rate~ Depreeiation reserves and expen.ses as compu ted 

by the applicant were accept~ by the staff as reasonable for 1973'. 

'I'he applicant is installing a new boost~rpump and qas 

engine at the Calipatria station at a cost of $6,000. This.i tem' 

is 29 percent of the 1972 district construction budget and'is 

included. in the January l, 1972 plant as em item not likely to, 

recur in the foreseeable future. The s.taff accepted this pro

cedure as being in accordance with standard practice. Applicant.s 
estimated district average utility plant for 1973 will be $449,266. 

V:e fL'ld that applicant· s district depreciated rate bases 
will be $293,794 in 1972 and 5301,454 iu 1973. 

-5-
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Operating" Maintenance, 
AdItini.s'tr3ti ve & General Expenses 

.' e'··· 

'l'he =ollo~.nq tabulation compares th.e applieaz:.t· s ana 
the staff's estimates of the expenses for 197~: 

:._~.:Y~e~a;;:r-.::;1.:.9~7 :.3-...;Es;;,;;;.tl.,;:;;' m~a~t~&:l::--:_~~ • 
: ____________ ...;!~t~e~m~ __________________ ~: __ ~A~p~p~l~i~e~~~n~t~ __ : __ ~s_t_a£~£_i __ : 

9perati?9 ~ Maintenance Expenses 
PUrChased !'Jater 
Purchased Power 
PUrch.ased, Chemicals 
Payroll' 
E.D.P. Billing- Expense 

'Uncollectibles 
Other 

Subtotal ~1;Expenses 

Aeministrative & General Exper~s 
R~l:latcry cOr:un:i.ssion Expense 
Injuries & Damages 
Et:.ployee Pensions &" Bene£i ts 
Administrative & General Salaries 
Maintenance Ge:leralPlant. 
Other 

SubtotalA&G Expenses 

':otal 0&1>1 and A&<; Expen:>es ,i 

-6-

$'4,750 
3',.720-
6,200' 

19;.-80·0 ' 
1 900··' 

'20'0' 
9,600'. 

4&,170 

1,700 
1,2'30 .' 
1,700 
1,000 

·400 
800 

6,830 

$53;000' 

1,700 
1,:199",. 
1,700' 

9S0. 
'300:' 
800" 

6~,640'· 

$Sl~68(): 

.. 
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'!.'he staff analyzed applicant·:;. :eport~ supporting work 
papers, proposed maintenance budgets> and methods of· estimating ., 

the operating, maintenance> adm:i:c.istrative> and general ey'?eD.ses. 
It dete:anined that in most cases the results presented by t.'le 

applicant should be accepted as· reasonable. The larger <iifferences 
b~tween applicant and staff are: 

I>ayroll 

The applicant estimated the 1972 p~yroll based on 
wage rates placed in effect on January 1, 1972, and incre~sed 

these rate:;·by 6 percent for all classes of employees. in. its 

estimate for 1973:. As of October 24, 1972, the applican::.'s 

Board 0: Directors adopted a resolution increasing the wage 

rates of all employees, except those on th~ executive list, by 
5.52 percent effective .January 1, 1973. The staff used ce. 

pay:::oll res':lltinq from this proj~ed wage- .i:ccrease for 1972 

ancl lS'73, i:=!. accordance wl.th staff" policy to eliminate attrition 

in the rate of retu:n that ~ght result from wage incr~ases~ 
The effect of this treatment of payroll is also reflected· in 
Account~o. 794, Inju:ies and Damages. ~re find the staff's 
figure reasonable. It will be ado!)ted .. .. 

D~ta Proc~ss1ng Exnensc 

The difference between appli.cant .&:ad staff ie due to 
the method of allocat:i.'C.g the system-w1de billing. expense;t' and 

the s~ff' s exclusion of the salary of one of three p=ogrammers. 
!::l our o?1:Lion~ two programmers will be adequate, to maintain 
existing .and scheduled programs. We find the staff ~s estimate of 
the expense to be reasonable 3lld it will be adopted,. 

Injuries and Damages 

the :ecord shows tha: the staff!s estima.te is reason.able. 
This is a small ope:atiou and the difference between the appli
Ca:l.t '.s and the staff 10$ estimate is mix:.or. We find the staff" s 
est~te Should be adopted. 
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He- £ind that the staff'S estimates of 'total expenses 
are cor:-ect .. 

~'1e find that th(: total operation a.'"ld maintenance ~d 

administrative and qeneral expenses for 1973 will be S51,680. 
Taxes Other Than Income 

Payrc>ll taxes estimated by the sta£:f' are based on the 

1973 estima~ed payroll using the effective tax rates and tax 

bases for 1972 and 1973. The increases i::. r:CA taxes established 

by Public Law 92-603, effective January 1, 1973~ arc included in. 

, the s~aff's estimate thereby accounting for the difference between 

applicant and staff. St:'ee~ franchise taxes vary with the q%OSS 

revenue and were estimated by the sta£! based on historical 
effective tax rates. 

I~ estimatinq the ad valorem taxes £0;:: 1972· a:ld 1973, 

the applicant ~a.sed its estimates on Januaxy·l depreciated plant, 

less transportatioll, Account No. 373, and trar..sl»rtation. depre:

ci<::"l:ion reserle. An assessment ratio of 25 percent a....""ld the 

recorded tax rate for 1971-1972 taxes were used to develo~ the 

estimated taxes £or 1972-1973 and 1973-1974. One-half of each 
tax y~ar taxes was used 'to d.evelop the calendar year taxes. 

Applicant·.s es-:.imates of ad valorem t~es for both years ·:!.re 

~ceepted for ~e pu~ses of this decision. 

Th~ total differences betwee~ the applicant'S and the 
st~£·s est~ates for 1973 at present and propose~ rates is 

precisely SllO.. i'le .sdopt the staff's estimates. We find t..'lat 

for 1973 non-income taxes will be ~11,990 at present rates, and 
S12,550 at proposed rates. 
Income Taxes 
--....;;~..-.;..-.-

~le find the i~eome taxes for 1973 will be as calculated 
by t~e sta£f. 

For the pu~ses of this decision we adopt the staff 
resuJ:ts of' operation for the years 1972 and 1973. 

-8-
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e. 

Rate of Return 

!he applicant will have a rate of return in' 1972 of 
2.~ perce:Lt at present rates and" 8.64 pcrce:c.1:at the propo~d 
rates. For the est1ma:ted year 1973, applicant will have a rate 
of return of 2 .. 35 percent at present rates and 8.54 percex::.t at. the 
proposed rates. The applicantrs witness stated tnatthe proposed 
i:lcreases, when considered with the rate of return decline, are cost 
justified, non:i:o.£lat10nary, and consistent with the goverr~ntJs 
Pha~e IIt pros=am. Re said the decline :tx:~ rate of return between 
1972 and 1973. is dee to namerous s:2]8.11 items and t!la1:. t1::.e appl:i:can: 
is attempting eo set rates for five years. He said that if the 
deelic.e is :lot considered, the applicant's rate of :cetur:'1 'Will' be 
below th~ accepted level and it will be necessary to request another 
rate increase. He pointed out that this proceeding cost .the 
applicant $8,500 or 7.5 percent of tbe a:mual revenues of the 
district.. !he ~tness. adjusted tbe applicant t S request somewhat 
.:md stated that a rate of rettml for 1973 of S.21 percent (on the 
applicant's St,m:nary of earnings b.asis) 'Would average OiJ.t, for five 
years at a 7.61 percent rate of return which equates to ~ . 11.79 
percent return· on common eq~ity • 

. A s1:a££ witness recommended that applicant be given a 
7.S0 percent rllte of re1:urn on tOl2l capitalization~ which he 
said e<;,uated to abot:t an 11.73 percent return on common eqt:i.ity. 
The staff witnes<:. did not set t::l.e initial rate of returt:. to 
allew for attrition. Re said that a 7.60 percent rate of return 
would be reasonable~ but not necessarily over a five-year period. 

The staf£' s calculations show' that between lS7Zand 1973. 
the rate of return will decline .02 percent at the present. rates 
and .1 perc~nt at the proposea rates. 

-9-



e 
A. 53594 l.m:l* * 

Considering the minimum rate of re1:urn recommended by 
the staff witness of 7.6 percent and recognizing that there is 
an .annual decline in the rate of return of .1 percent per year> the 
increased r~~es authorized herein should p=oduce a return of 7.8 
percent for the test year> and an average return of 7.& percent 
over the next five years. We find this rate of return to. be 

reasonable. It is estimated tb3t the 7.6 percent rat~ of return 
will p:ovide a retu.rn on common ecru.ity of appro~-ItatelYll.7~ 
percent. The 7.8 pereent =a~e of return relatea to- the adoptee rate 
base of $301>454 will yield, fair and reaso~ble rates. A?plying 
such rate of return. to the adopted rate base indicates a need for 
$23>513 in net reven~es or a~proximately $16>423 mo:e than the 

net =evecues produced at exist~ rate levels. The rates here!naft~ 
allt:horized should prodc.ce the requ!red amount. 
Customers 

Mr. c. C. Irwin appeared as a protestant: in behalf of 
the Niland Chamber of Commerce 2nd read ineo the record a letter 
filed as Item D. The chamber> generally> opposed' the same rates 
for Nilacd 3S for Calipatria on the basis that Niland ~ateris 
gravity supplied and Calipatria '5 is pumped. The reslllting higher 

cos'!: of power fo~ Calipatria was $2~618 .. 16 in 1972> he said. Tae 
.... 1itness also c:halleug~ the applic<lUt Ss statements relative to 

inc::eOlsed costs (Application page 4). In addition~ he' called 
attention to the claimed fact that until recently so/Ve~al 
customers did not pay for water used ~ and that there has been 

.: ~onside:able loss of water dae to leaks in the system. He 
re£.er:ed to one which had continued from the second week :tn .. 
Augllst 1972 to the date of hearing~ Jauuary ,24;? 1~73> and ~hich 
leak he said ~s equivalent to a two-inch pipe £reeflowing~ , 

-10-
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Ee also objected to the high volume of chlorinatioL. and the 

poo. water pressure. In ae.dition, he objected to the ,S.Zpereent 

proposed increase and compared the rates to other purveyors in 

the .area receiving water from the same supplier .. 

1w1r.. Irwin called several :alane residents who had 

specific complaints concerning' the water, water pressure, or 

water costs.. The applicant i::lvestiqated the compla.in.ts a."'ld 

fil~d Exhibit ~70_ 5 which is a report of the applicant's'inves

tigation of· each complaint .. 

The city of C~~ipatria also filed a letter dated 

OCtober lS" 1972, which stated that water service in many parts 

of the city is inadequate due to old,. cast-iron mains. A company 
witness stated that the pressure will be corrected in '19'73 by the

ir.stallation of parallel mains .. 

&ate Structure 
Applie~t proposes to change the form of rates for metered 

service from minimum charge to service charge. Applicant has pre
,?,iously been authorized to make this change for general metered 
service in thirteen other tariff areas.. The service charge type 
oete: rates authorized heretn are designed to give an increase in 
billing for typical residential service with a 5/8 by 3/4-inch meter 
propo::''tionsl to the 47 .. 5, percent increase authorized for basic 
residential flat rate service through a 3/4-ineh service connectio:1 .. 
Findings. 

1. The applicant is in need of additional revenues, but 
the rates proposed by applicant are excessive .. 

2.. The adopted estimates,. referred to above,. of operating 
-revenues, operating expe:lses> and rate base for the year ,1973-
reasonably indicate the results of applieantfs operations for 
~he year 1973. 

3. A rate of return of 7.6 percent on applicant's rate 
oa~ and the corresponding 11.73 percent return on commonequ~ty 
re reasonable. 

-11-
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4. The increases in rates and c~rg~s. authorized herein 

are reasonable, and the present rs~es and charges, insofar as 
they differ froCl those prescribed herein, are for the future I.lDjust 
and unreasonable. 

5. In cOtl'l?liance with. Rule 23.1 of toe Com:nission's Rules 
0: Procedure: 

a. !he increased rates are expected to provide an 
increase of $16,423 in applicant's annual revenues. 

b. The rate of return on the herei:1 acopted rate 
base is expected to be 7.8 percent for the test year 1973 as 
compar.ed to 2.35 percent at present rates. 

c. The increases are cost-justified and do not reflect 
future inflationary expectations; the increases a=e reduced to 

reflect productivity gains; the increases are the minii:Dum =ates . 
which are neces~ to assure continaed and adequate service; and 
7.8 percent is ~he cinimum rate of return needed to attr~ct capital 
at reasonable cost and which will not impair applicant's credit. 

6. The request for authority to· cb..a.l)ge from the miDimum •. " 
allowance type rate structure to a service charge type rate: 
struetare should be granted. 
ConclUSion 

The Com:nission concludes that the application should 
be granted to the extent set forth in the following order. 

Q!~EB. 

IT IS ORDERED that after the effective date of this 
order, applicant, Southern California Water' Company, is authorized 

. to file for its calipatria-Niland District the revised rate 
schedules attached to the order as Appendix A. Such filing. shall 
comply with General Order No. 95-A.. The effective date of such 
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revised schedules Shall be ten days after the date of filfng. 
The revi::ed schedules shall apply only to service rendered· on 6D.d 
aiter the effeetive date thereof. 

the effective dat:e of this 
after the date hereof. 

order shall be twenty days 

Dated at San ~. :t california:t this /~ day of ____ AP_R_I_l.=:.=::~:~~:::_-~----

.IIf 

CoaD1SSicm&r J. P'. 'Vulcn31n.1x-•• be1Dg 
ZleC'e3.5al"1l7 nb:'.om. e1<1.:10~ paJ"t1c1p.aw 
Ui· tho 41s~1't10D 4r th13 procee4~ 

.. ~. 
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APPuc:.B!UT"! 

APpa:oIX A 
Page 1 or 6 

Schedule No. CN'-l 

A.p~eab1e· to .all. :::.et.ered. 'W3.ter se~ee. 

I 

Cit:r or Calipatria and. COm:m.llUty 01: Nila:ld., and: ad.jaeentt.erritOry in 
Impc~ Co'C.'lty. 

Per Meter 
Per Month 

For 5/S-x')/4-ineh. meter ................... $4.00 
For 'J/4-i:n.eh. J:1eter ........................... ' 5.:30 
For 1-ineh.meter ...................... 6.50 
For 1-1/2-ineh m.eter ................ H.... S.50' 
For 2-ineh meter- •••• ' ••••••• ......... '.. ll .. ;o. 
For 3-ineh. meter ..................... 15.50 
For 4-1neh m.ete •• _ •• _................... 3$~OO 
Fer 6-1nch meter ........ _................. 60';..00' 
For 8-i:n.eh meter .. _.: .... ~ .. .:............. SO~OO· 

Quantity Rates: 

(C) 

I 

For the ~t 20,.000 eu..ft.,. per 100 eu.!t •. $ 0.3l7 
'Fo::- all ove":" 2O,.OCO eu.t't .. ,.:por 100 cu .. tt. 0 .. 164 (C) 

(Contin".lod) 
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RA ns-contd.. 

APPENDIX A 
Page 2 o!6 

Schedule No. CN-l 

Cslipltria-Nilanc D1st.riet 

GENERA:r.. METERED SERVICE 

The Service Charge i~ .a. readines.s-to-serve charge applica.'blo to 
a.lll:letered service and. w which 13 to be ad.ded. the quantity . 
charge computed at the Qo.:a.ntity Rat.e3. . 

.~ 
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APPtlCABnI'I"f 

APPENDIX A 
Page 3 of 6 ' 

Seh~ule No.. CN-2 

Applicable to all :t:la:t. rate wat.er ~e:-vice. 

City or Calipatria. and comm:crnty or Niland", and ad.jacent temt.ory 
in Imperial' Cotznty. ' ' 

1. For ~ch single unit. or occupancy, 
ld th inside plilXllbing, s.crv~ through 
a 3/4-1neh. sorvice connection .................. . 

2. For each single unit o~ O¢cupancy" 
with iMide pl'lJrllbing, .5erved. tb.rough 
a 1-illeh .5ervice connection .............. . 

3. For ~eh 4ddit.io:l3J. unit. or occupancy, 
wi t.h inside pllJmbing, on the .5amC 

p:-emises and served £loom the same 
service connection of 1 or 2 above ....... .. 

I.. For eac:b. single unit. o! occupancy, 
without ~ide plt:=biDg,. .5~rved: through 
a 3/4-incll service connection ........ H .. .. 

( Conti."'lUcC) 

Per Service Conneetion 
P()r 'Month ' 

$ 8.85 (I) 

11.00 

4.75 

4.40 
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$1)ECIAl CONDITIO~"s 

APPENDIX A 
Pa.ge 4 or 6. 

Sehociule No .. CN-Z 

GENERAL 'FtA T RATE SERV! CE --
(Cont1nued) 

1. The above nat rates. apply to service cor.:neetion:5 not larger- than, 
one inch in diameter. 

2. All service not coverec. b7 the above elassitications shall 00 
!urrdshed only on a metered basis. 

3. For ~erv:i.co covered. by the above classificat1oc:s,.i£ either the 
utility or the custo:.ler so eleC't$,. .a. !:oeter :shall be ~talled and s()rv1ce 
pro'V:tded. tmd.er Schedw.e No. CN-l,. General M~..,cred. Service .. 
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APPENDIX A 
Page 5 or 6 

Sehed.ule No. AA-J... 

All Districts 

PRIVATE ~ PROTECTION' SERV'ICE 

AppJj.cable to all -wa.ter service !"urrlished: to privateq o-...ned tire 
protection :JYSte:ls. 

RATE -

Rat.e A - Appliea.ble to the &.n Bernardino County District. 

Per Month 

-L B 
Fo:- each inch or ~eter or ~ervice connection ....... $l.OO'$Z~OO 

SPEC!AI. COND!TIONS 

'l. The fire protection serviceeonneetion shall. be insUJ.ledbi the 
ut51;t;r and the eo~t paid by the a.pplicant. Such pIl,:lcnt. shall notre . 
subjoct to retund. 

(c) 

2. The mni...-.m di<l::leter tor fire protection service shall be !'o~ 
inches, and the ~ Ciaoeter shall be not ~ore than the diameter of the 
m,3.i."':. t¢ "''hich the ~erv1ee is eo:l.."1cet.eC.. 

( Continued.) 
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A.,'P?ENDIX A 
pago 6 or 6 

Schee'Ule No. AA-4 

All Districts 

PRIVATE ~ PROTEC'I'ION' SERVICE 

SPECIAI. CONDITIONS-Contd. 

:3. It a. distribution main o£ adequate :size to serve a pri va.t.e t1re 
protection system in addition to all other norma.l ~erviee d~s not €OO.st. in 
the street. or alley adja.cent to the prct'lisM to- be :5erved.". then a. scrnee 
mai:l !'ro~ the nea.re~ exi:5tingmain or adequate- capacity shall be ir.I..stalled. 
by the. utility .:md the eo~t paid by the applicant. S~ch payment shall 
not 'be subject. to rotund. 

4. Service heretll'lder .is tor private fire protection systec:J to-:which 
no conncet.ions tor other than .t'1rc protection p1.Jl'pOSCS are allowed and .... 'hich 
are regula.r~ inspected. by the 1mode%'Wrlters having juri:5d.iction" are 
ilwt.allec! aecord.i:lg to ~peeitica.tion:3 of the utility" and are maintained to 
the satistaetio:l. or the utility. The utility may install the stendard, 
det~..or type meter a.pproved by t.he Board. or :Fire Underwriters tor protection: 
a.gainst thctt, leakage" or -.nste ot water and the cost. paid by the a.pplicant., 
Such payment shall not be subject to rofund.. 

S. The utruty 'Will :5Upp~ oliLy such "Wa.ter at such. pressure u may 'be 
availa.'ble trom time to ti%:1e 83 a res~t or i~ normal operation 'or the . 
systen. " 


