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Deei~ion No. 82887 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILrrIES COv1MISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA· 

In the Matter of the ,Application 
of PARK WATER' CCMP Am' , a 
Call£orn1a ,Corporation, :for 
Authorization to Increase Its 
Rates Charged .for " Water Service. 

Appl1eat.ion No. 5>875 
(Filed March 5~ ~m) , 

Chris S. Rellas, Attorney at Law, for Park 
Water Canpany, applicant., 

Al Palladino, for Norwalk Citizens Action 
Council, and Bob Coates, tor the City 
of Downey, prot.estants. 

James T. ~inn, Attorney at Law, Andrew 
Tol6lakof, and Iehiro Nagao, 'tor the 

, Canm1ss1on staff. , 

OPINION .............. ~ - --
After due notice, public llearil:ls in this matter was held 

before Examiner Cof'fey at Norwalk on November 27, 2$, 29,' and 30, 1973. 
The matter was submitted on the receipt of' late-filed exhibits and 
the transcript on February 21, 1974. 

Applicant provides water service to approximately 42,000 
custaners in and around the cities ot Gardena, Paramount, DoWney, 
Bellflower, Baldwin Park, Bell Gardens, Pico Rivera, Canpton.. South­
gate, Lynwood, La. Mirada, Norwalk, and Hawaiian Gardens in Los 
Angeles County. It also serves 27~ custaners adjacent tOhthe city 
of Chino, San, Bernardino County. 
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A. 5)875· emm 

Subsequent to the preparation of the Revenue Requirement 
Study , Exhibit A attached to this application, applicant filed 
Application No. 54029 £or authority to increase rates to offset 

increased cost of purchased water. Decision No. 81744 dated August 14, 
1973 granted the relie£ requested. 

Applicant has'obtained Commission authorization by Decision 
No. $l$9l dated September 14, 197) in Application No. 542)1 to merge 
with and absorb Vandenberg Utilities Canpany and Vandenberg Disposal 
Catl:pany. By Decision No. 82612 dated March 19, 1974, Vandenberg 
Utiliti~s Ccmpany was authorized to increase its rates £or water 
seX"'T1ce. 
Rat~s·. .' 

Applic~t proposes to increase rates tor metered service, 
limited :f'lAt rate service, and private f:i.re spriDkler service. No 
increases are proposed for construction a:nd other temporary .flat rate 
service, public fire hydrant service,. and private £ire .hydrant service. 

Applicant presently eharges the .following 11'1; nimum charge· 
.. rates for metered sernce: 
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Present Metered Service 

Quantity Rates: 

First 700 cu.£t. or less • • • • 
Next 4,300 eu.ft. per 100 cu • .f't. 
Next 95,000 cu • .f't. per 100 eu.ft. 
Over 100,000 cu.£t. per 100 cu.!t. 

Minimum Charge:· 

• • 

• • 
• • 

5/$ x 3/4-fneh meter • • • • • • • • • • 
3/4-inch,meter •••••••••• 

1-ineh. meter • • • • • • • • • • 
l-1/2-ineh. me~r • • • • • • • • • • 

2~inehmeter •••••••••• 
;-inch meter • • • • • • • • • • 
4-ineh meter • • • • • • • • • • 
6-inehmeter •••••••••• 
8-in,eh· meter • • • • • • • • • • 

lQ-inch meter • • • • • • • • • • 

e· 

Per Meter 
Per Month 

$2.33 
.~ 
.186 
.157. 

2.33 
3.2; 
,.)5-

10.65· 
16.00 
26.75 
42:.90 
8,.75-

149.;7;:' 
213.00· 

.lll biJ.J.inscs under this schedule to eustaners in 
the city of Norwalk are subject to a surcharge or 
2.04 percent. 

Applicant. proposes to ehallge the rate structure to rates 
which include monthly service Charges which vary with meter sizes 
and which are to be paid in addition to the quantity charges: 
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Proposed Metered Service 

Quantity Rates: 

First. 5.000 cu.ft. per 100 cu.ft. 
Over 5.000 eu.ft. per 100 cu.£t. 

Service Charge: 

• • • • • 
• • • • • 

5/8 x 3/4-inCh meter • • • • • • • • • • • • 
, 3/4-inCh meter • • • • • • • • • ~ • • 

l-inch meter • • • • • • • • • • • • 
1-1/2-inCh meter • • • • • • • • • • • • 

2-ineh meter • • • • • • • • • • • • 
3-inch meter • • • .. • • • • • • • • 
4-inCh meter • • • • • • .. • • • .. • 
6-ineb. 'meter •••••••••••• 
8-ineh meter • .. • • • • • • • • • • 

lO-inehmeter ............ . 

e· 

Per. Meter 
Per Month 

$ 0.24' 
0.20' 

2.50 
).50 
5.50, 

10.00 
l5.,00 
30.00 
;0.00 

100.00 " 
1;0.00:," 
205;.00 

The service charge is applicable to all metered 
service. It is a read1ness-to-serve charge to 
which is added the charge, c~puted at the 
Quantity Rates, for water used during the month. 

The monthly, m:inimum charge shall be the monthly 
service charge. 

All billings under this scheduJ.e to cuS'taners in 
the city of Norwalk are subject to a surcharge or 2.04 percent. 

Applicant presently Charges for limited flat rate service 
the ! ollOW1ng: 
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Present Limited Flat Rate Service 

Rates Per' Service Connection 
Per Month I' 

For a single-family residential unit, 
or ccmmercial unit, including pre­
mises not exceeding 7,500 sq.ft. in 
area ••••••••••••••••••• 

a. For eaCh additional single-family 
residential unit on the same pre­
mises and served fr~ the same 
service connection, •••••••• 

b. For each 100 sq.ft. of premises in 
excess of 7,500 sq~£t. • ••••• 

• • 

• • 

$ 2.80 

All· billings under this schedule to custaners in 
the city of Nontalk are subject· to a surcharge" 
of 2.04 percent. , 

Applicant proposes the following rates for limited flat 
rat.e service: 

Proposed L~ited Flat Rate Service 

Rates Per Service Connection 
Per'Month 

For a single-family residential unit, 
or a commercial. unit •••••••• • • • $ 7.85 

All bi~$ under this. schedule to customers in 
the city' of Norwalk are subject to a surcharge 
of 2.04 percent. 
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I 
1 

I 
• I 



The present and proposed rates for nonmetered fire sprinkler 
service are compared in the fo11owixlg tabulation: 

Nonmetered Fire Sprinkler Service 

$1 ze of Service 
2~inch .. • • _ • • • ", • • 
3-inch . . . . •..... 
4"'~ch' ........ . 
6-inch' . . . . . .... . 
8-1nch. .. • • • ... .. 

lO--ir1eh .. • • • • ••••• 
12-inch .... .. ••••• 

Monthly 
Present 
$ 3·75 

;.00' 
7.;0 

11.00 
15.00· 
19.00 
2).00 

Charge 
. Proposed' 

$ 5.00 
6.70 

10.00 
14-7;· 
20 .. ,00 
2;.00. 
31.00 

The proposed change· from a minimum rate structure to': a service 
charge rate structure, was opposed by a number or residential custom­
ers. The star! obJected to the spr~ad or proposed. charges £or meters 
larger than 5/S x 3/4 inch. 

Table 12-2' of applicant's Exhibit 1 shows that for a 
5/S x ~/4-inch meter, such as used to serve the typical residence, 
under applicant's proposed rates the monthly bill would increase from 
11 percent if no water were consumed to a peak percentage increase 
of S6 percent a.t a. consumption of 7 Ccf'. For consumption greater 
than 7 ccr the percentage incrc~e would ,rogr~ssively decrease 
to.l; percent. at 200 ccr. Rela~ively, t~e b~den of the increased 
rates would fall most severely on the consumerc of small amounts of 
water. Applicant by its proposed change in rate structure hopes to 
minimize fluctuation in revenue and to recover from eacb customer 
equitable amounts for variable and rixed charges. This latter 
objective can be attained with either rate structure it proper alloca­
tions of' customer and. other costs are made between meter and quantity 
charges. It appears that the shift from a minlmum to a service 
charge type of rate may lead to less CUStomer concern £or amounts 
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of water consumed. We not.e that the quantity rate in the 1"irst 
* variable block under present rates of 24.8 cents per Ccf decreases 

to 24 cents per Ccf under proposed rates. While stabilization or 
revenue may be desirable, we believe that consumers should be 

encouraged to consider the amounts or water utilized. Since ap­
plicant's proposed rate structure counters this objective~ we sball 
prescribe mir.)iD'J)Jm, charge rates. 

Results o£ Oeera~ion 
The follOWing 'l;abul.a:eion ccmpares the estimated summaries 

of e.arniIlgs for the 't;est year 1974, uncier present and proposed rates, 
prepared by applicant and by the sta££, and the resul.ts of operation 
adopted for the purposes ot this proceeding: 

.. : AE,EIIe:mt. .. Stat! . : .. .. .. · : *: Canpa:cy : *: CanparlY : .. · .. · : Frozen'!; : ProPOt:ed : Pro:;en.t : Propo:!:ed : .' .. . 
Item . Ra:tcs : Ra.tes .. R:l.tes .. Rates .. Ado ,., . . .. .. .. 

Doll.ir:; in ThO'US:md.S 

Oper.. Revenu~s $3,,136.3 $4,200.3 $3,,2$7.$ $4,,363.7 $lJ.,,028.3 
.Qper.. Expenses, 

Opcr .. & Ma:int. 2,,393.0 2,,399.l ' 2,331.6 2/337.7 2,,336.2 
Depree. Exp. 221.7 22l.7 233.,:3 233 .. 3 233.3 
Ta.xe:;-Exeept Ine. 298 .. 2 298.2 311.6 3l7.1 3l7.1 
Incan.o Taxes .... 2 426.9 ' 0.2 ,21.8 3h'.9 

TotaJ.. Expenses 2,,9l3.l 3,,34$.9 2,,876.7 3~409.9' 3,,232~$, 
Net Opere Revenue 223.2: 8~ .. 4 380 .. 8 9$3 ... 8 79S~B, 
Average Rate Base 8,,376 .. $ 8,376 .. $ 8,,376.$ 8,,376.$ 8,,376.$ 

, 

Ra:t~ or Return' 2.66% 10.20% 4 .. 5$% ll~39% . 9 ... $% 

*Rates effective AugUst 20, 1973~ 
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£perating Revenues 

The sta£f estimated $121,200 more revenue in 1974 under 
present rates than was estima:te<i by applicant. The sea£'! included 
in the revenue the 2.04 percent surenarge added to bills for servie~ 
within the city or NoNalk. This surcharge revenue was offset by 
the sta!£ by an allowance for the Norwalk business license tax. 
Applicant excluded fran its estimates both the surcharge revenue and 
ottsetting tax. However, the d1.tterence between the revenue estima'tes 
results primarily !ran. differenees in average eustaner est:1mat.es. 

The staf:£' testi1:ied that its revenue estimate is based on 
be~ xmil'lg or year 1973 and subsequent monthly custcmer records which 
were not available to applieant when its study was made. 

For the year 1974 the averagentlmber of metered custaners 
was e~timat()d by the sta££ to be 42.089 and by applicant to be 39,704. 
During the hearing applicant increased its estimate to 40,)00. 

Applica.."lt reduced recorded c:ustaners by 900 to reflect the 
future loss of eustcmers due to the construction of the Century 
Freeway. Of the 1,$00 eustaners involved in this eonstruction, 
applicant testified that 900 had been lost by the end of 1971. Exhibit 
7 sets :£'orth the results or a eustaner survey ot the proposed freeway 
conducted subsequent to hearings in this proceeding. The sc:rvey 
revealed that ot 1,782 units involved, 455 houses were still occupied 
in December 1973. The di.f£erence in eustcmer estimates appears to 

stem fran bilJjng eonputer data difficulties in 1972 an4 difficulties 
in est~a:ting the effect of the proposed £reeway,wh1ch has becane 
entangled 1n environmental problems. 

Conside~ the steady loss of eustaners in 1973 shown by 

Exhibit 2 and the 455 units served in the freeway'right-o:£'-way shown in 

Exh1bit 7, 'We will adopt as reasonable applicant· s estimate, of 40,,300 
total metered, eus'tcmers in 1974. 
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Both applicant and sta££ est:ima.te~ an upward trend in water 
usage per C"\lstaner using the modified Bean method'; Applicant adjusted 

its results to. reflect £ull operation of a new hospital. We will . 
adopt applican~~s estimate or 250 ce£ tor average customer usage in 
1974. 
~ra.ting and Maintenance ~nse5 

Differences between the start's and applicant~s estimates or 
o~ra~ing and maintenance expenses are outlined as follows: 

a. Sta£:f estimates or purchased power and pumping 
assessments tor ground water extraction are 
based on utilization .by applicant or the max­
imum. pumping entitlement after allowing latest 
known number or acre-feet tor exchange pool 
C~tment. Applicant based its estimate on 
1971 recorded data when the full entitlement 
was not used. This results in a lower acre­
tOOt estimate for purchased water "by the st.a£t 
compared to applicant~s estimate. . 

b. St.a:f'! estimates or cost of purc.based water and 
replenishment assessments are based on the 
latest known unit prices. 

c. Staff estimates ot or.fice supplies~ property 
insurance? injuries and damages? and other 
operat~ and maintenance expenses other than 
payroll are based on 1972 recorded in£or.ma­
tion which was not available to applicant at 
the time it made its study. . 

d. Staft estimates or regulatory commission 
expenses include the unamortized portion or 
the previous rate proceeding and the estimated 
cost or this proceeding amortized over a period 
or three years. Applicant has included only 
amortizat.ion of this proceedillg over a two-year 
period. 
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A. $38'75 c:mm 

After making a d.etailed analysis of other administrative 
and general expenses other than payroll, the staf.':f accepted applican'C" s 
est:i.mates of those expenses as being reasonable. The st8££' has 
accepted applicant's 1974 payroll est~te as,a reasonable estimate 
of 1974 payroll expenses at the present level of wages and salaries. 

We will adopt as reasonable the staff estimates o! 1974 
operating and mainte:c.ance expenses7 but we shall reduce the al.lowed 
expenses by $47,140 for the decreased cost of water which results 
from our adoption of: applicant's estimates of: customers and customer 

. . 
water usage, and we shall i!lcrease the allowed expenses by $49,;3,20 
for the greater cost of purcbased power which will result from 
increases in electric rates aU'thorizeci Southe~ Call£ornia Edison 

Company through February 1, 1974, subsequent to the hearlngs1n this 
proceeding. A net adjus·tment of $2,180 wili be added to the expense 
estimate made by the staff • 

.. 
Uti1itZ Plan't, Depreciation, and Ra-ee Base 

The sta!fused recorded December 3l, 1972 utility plant 
balances which were not available to applicant at the time or its 
investigation. A£-eer review the staff has accepted applicant's 
estimated 1973 and 1974 utility plan't additions and retirements. 
Since the star! rinds reasonable the depreciation rates proposed by 

applicant, the difference in depreCiation expense estimates' S'tel:rS in 
the main !r~ differences in plant estimates. 

Differences between the sta££,9s and appliea:c.t"s estimates 
or the several items that make up the tctal rate base £'or the year 
1974 nearly o:£:fset each ot.her. There£'ore, the sta££ accepted 
applicant 9 s estimated total rate base tor this proceeding. 

We will adopt the proposed est:imates o! depreciation expense 
and rate base. 
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Taxes Other Than 'Income 
Differences between the stait's and applicant's estimates 

of taxes result fran the follcr..r.tng: 

a. The staff" estimate of ad valorem taxes is based 
on 1972-1973 tax bills 'Which were not available 
'to applicant at the time it.s study was made. 

b. The sta£.f estimates of payroll taxes are based 
on the lat.est .federal and state social security 
and unemployment insurance rates and tax, bases 
effective during 1974 as applied to the esti­
mated earnings of each employee on the payroll. 

c. The sta£f estimates of other sta-ee and local 
taxes are based on recorded amounts during 
1972 and include the Norwalk business license 
tax collected fran eustaners in the city of 
Norwalk. 

We will adopt. the sta££ estjma:t;e o£ taxes other than income. 
Rate of Return 

In Decision No. 82612 dated March 19, 1974, which authorized· 
increased water rates for Vandenberg Utilities Company, we found 
reasonable a. rat.e of return of 9.5 percent which would. ·produce a 
return or 9.57 percent on the equity portion of the eonbined.total 
capi~ of applicant and Vandenberg. 

In this ~roeeeding applicant requests a rate of return of 
10.2 percent which would result in earnings on caamon equity of 
10.5 percent. The statf reeamnended that the rate of return be set in 

the range of 9.30 percent to 9.60 percent which would result in an 
allowance £or equity rang~ £ran 9.21 percent to 9.76 percent. 

Considering the recent date of Decision No. 82612 and that 
this record does not contain cause for reeonsideration of the rate of 
return adopted therein, we w.1.ll adopt tor this proceeding the same 
rate of return and return on equity as adop'tt)d in· Decision No. 82612. .-' 
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Public Presentation and Service 
The staf'f' report summarizes the results of' its investiga­

tion of applicant's service as follows: 

"During the period fran January 1, 1972 through 
October 31, 1973, only one informal canplaint 
involving service provided by applicant was 
filed with this C~ssion. The majority of 
conditions involving service deficiencies are 
adequately processed by applicant bef'ore they 
becane informal canplaints.. Records at appli­
cant's of'f'ice indicate s~e service def'icien­
cies including dirty water, taste and odor 
of chlorine, rusty colored water, entrapped 
air and low pressure. CrenothriX which exists 
in applicant t s Hawaiian Ga.-dens area is beiDg 
treated with chlorine.. Applicant has a 
periodic flush:ing program and an eff'ective 
quality control procedure. 

"Applicant has a Health Department permit £or 
each of its systems, covering all of its 
pumpillg plants. Chlorine is added according 
to the recamnendation of the Cali£ornia 
Department of Public Health. . 

"Field inspections were made of the major pump­
ing plants and the service area was inspected 
during the months of August, September, and 
October 1973 and several eustaners were inter­
viewed. When problems arise canpany personnel 
is dispatched without delay,and the condition 
corrected or alleviated, usually to the satis­
faction of the customer. 

"In general, service provided by applicant is 
considered by the sta£f to be adecruate. ff 
or the approx:imately 75 custaners who, attended the hearing 

to protest the proposed rate increase, about 20 testified or made 
statements relating to the rate increase, rate structure" water 
c;.uality, or service. The eustanersvariously complained of dirty or , ': .' 

rustY' water, odor, leaking. mains, chlorine, low pressure, no notice of 
plalmed outages, meters not readily ident.i:f"iable with custaners· 
premises, and meters not being read. 
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A represen~ative of the City Council of the city or South 
Gate stated that industrial water pressure is inadequate for :tire 
hydran:ts ana Plllnt spri%lkler systems. 

A representative of the City Council of the city of Pico 
Rivera sta~d that the council opposed the rate inerease because or 
its magnitude and because of service complaints received by the city. 

A representative of the City Council of the city ofDCMtJ.ey 
conveyed the council's concern that appl1cant·s requested rate of 
re~urn is excessive. 

A representative of the City Council of the,city 0:£ No~ 
conveyed the council',s concern relative to the am.ount of the increase 
sought and its belief that 'the proposed billing structure is inequitable. 

The representative of the Norwalk Citizens Action Council 
requested that applican~ be required to conduct a survey of its 
customers to determine where the various types of complaints exist 
so that remedial action could be' taken and that the impact o£ the 
proposed billing structure change be mitigated. 

Applicant, investigated the complain~s received at the 
hearing and indicated the corrective action either taken or to~ be 
taken. For instance, a well which was pumping sand ha$been 
shut down pending install.atio:c. of a sand. separator, anew well is 
being drilled, new mai:is' are being insta.lled to eliminat~ dead ends, 
a meter reader who practiced "curb reading" was terminated, and 
a customer's meter had been relocated. Applicant stated its policy 
was to give each eustaner a 24-hour notice of planned outages. If 
every e:f':f'ort to contact t:he eustcmer in person is unsuccess£ul, a' 
notice is left at the. custcmer's door. Applicant test1£ied that they 

do not have any problem identifying all areas with service p~oblems, 
did not need to make a custcmer survey to. identify them, and hae 'been 
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working to :ilJlprove the service problems tor the past yetJr. Applicallt 9 s 
Vice president ot operations stated that a three- to ti ve-year pro­
gram of improvements coulcl be submitted. to the Camniss10n a!ter a 

resurvey of the system wi thou.t creating a substan'tial burden or extra 
expense. 

This record indicates that no speci£1c corrective aetio~ 
neeeS to be ordered herein, but we shall require applicant to survey 
its system tor service problems and submit a program t,o improve 
service further. 
Findings 

1. Applicant is in need of additional revenues, but the proposed 
rates set £orth in the application are excessive. 

2. The' adopted estimates, previously discussed herein, or 
operating revenues, operating expenses, and ra'te base tor the test 

, ! 

year 1974, reasonably indicate the results of applicant· s operations 
in 'the near ~ture. 

3. A rate of return of 9.5 percent on the adopted rate base- and 

a 9.57 percent on that portion of camnon equity apl>licableto utility 
operations are reasonable. 

4. Revenues will be increased by $853,700 by the rates herein / 
au:thorized. 

S. The increases in rates and charges authorized herein .are 
justU'1ed, the rates and charges authorized herein are reasonable', 
and the present rates and charges, insofar as they d.i££er tron those· 
prescribed herein, are .for the future unjus~ and unreasonable_. 

6. Applicant should study and prog;r-aIIl £urther service improve-
ments. 

The Commission concludes that the application should be 
granted to the ~nt set .forth in the order which .follows. 
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ORDER 
-~ .... - .... 

IT IS ORDERED tha't: 

1. After the effeet.ive date or this order, Park Water CaDpany 
is authorized to f'ile the revised rate schedules attached to this 
order as AppendiX A. Such riling shalJ ecmply with General Order 
No. 96-A. The ef'f'ecti ve date of the :revised schedules shall be tour 
days arter the date or riling. The revised sehedules shall apply 
only to service rendered on and after the e£f'eet.ive datethereo!. 

2. On or be£ore August 1, 1974,· Park Water Canpany shall subau:t 
in ··wr1ting to t~e Camnission a program to improve its service based 
upon a ~udy of' present service de£iciencies. The program will set 
forth in detail the items proposed £or improvement~ the estimated cost 
or each item, and arecOllIllended da:te when the items should be implemented. 

":he e:t!ective date or this order sbaJJ be twenty days at~r 
the date here of' • 

Dat.ed at, San Fmncise<> , Calif'ornia., this 
d .t- • MAY --"-'-''';;'1';;';;9~''--'---ay o. _______ -', 74. 
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eCiiiiiissioners 

CommiSSioner Thomas Moran,. 'be1ng 
nocossar1ly n~~cn~~ ~14 not ~~1¢1pet~ 
in tbG 41Sposit10n ot t~s procoo4~ 

CO:c:!l1::j!oner D. ~'l. l{O::':IO~ •. ~o1:l:; 
ncce:::~~r1!y n"!:e-n't. ~.11j not pD.:"t1c1po::e 
in t~e ~~po:1~1o~ 0: ~h1~ procoo4~. 
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APP!.ICABItI'l"f 

APPENDIX A 
Page 1 0'£ 5 

Schedule' No.1 

App~ca.bl~ to all metered "Water ser"lice .. 

TERRITORY 

Portions 0'£ Artesia, BaldWin. Park, Bellno'Wer, Commerce, Compton, 
Downey, tyn'-«>O<i, Montebello" Norwa.l.k, Paramotmt.1 Fico Rivera., San.t& Fe 
Springs, South Ga.te and vicinities, to:5 Angele:!l County, and. the vicinity 
0'£ ~o, San Berna.rdino County. 

RATES· 

!' 

Quantity Ra.te~: 

Fir:5t 700 c:u .. tt .. orle:5~ ...................... .. 
Next 4.,,300 cu .. :rt.~ per 100 cu.!t ••••••••••• 
.Next 95,000 eu...tt.,. per 100 cu.!t ............ . 
Over 100, 000 cu ... !t.~ per 100 cu.rt.. • .......... . 

Per Meter 
Per Month 

$ 3.00 
.32 
.24-
.20 

MirliTm.mI. Charge: 

For 5/~x 3/4.-inch meter ................................. 3.00 
For 3/4-1neh meter ......................... 4..00 
For l-inch meter ...•...... ' ..• . '....... 7.00 . 
For l'-ineh meter ... ................. ......... 1.4.00 
For 2-inch meter .................... oo....... 21.00'" 
For :3-1nch meter' ..... oooo................. ...... 35 .. 00': 
For 4.-inch meter ..................................... 55 .. 00' 
For 6-inch meter.......... ............... ••• llO' .. oo:· 
For 8-1nch meter ............................. 190 .. 00 

(I) 

For lO-inch meter ............................ 275 .. 00 (I) 

The YJJWnum Charge will entitle the customer to the quantity 0'£ 
water which that mi:cimum charge will purchMe at the Qwmtity Rates. 

( ContinueC.) 
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SPECIAL CONDITION 

APPENDIX A 
Page 2 or 5 

Seh~'Ule No. 1 

kETEREO SERVICE 
( Continued) 

All b1J,.,ng. under thi" ~ched.uJ.e to eustome~ 1n the Cit:r or 
Norwalk is ",ubject to a. s'Ul"charge or 2.04 percent. 
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APPLICABILITY 

APPENDIX A 
Page:3 ot 5 

Schedw.e No. 2I. 

,;;;:LIMI=:..;:.'-=rED:;;. ~ .~ SERVICE 

Applicable to all f'la.t rate re~idential and commercial water service. 

TERRITORY 

Portions or Artesia, Baldwin Park, ~lltlower, Commerce, Compton, 
Downey, lynwood,. NorwaJ.k, Paramount, Pico B1vera,. Santa. Fe Springs" 
South Gate and vieinities." Los Angele:! County, and the vicinity ot 
Chino,. San Bernardino County.. ' 

RATES 

For asingle-tamil1 residential 
lmit', or commere1al, unit ..................... . 

SPECIAI. CONDITIONS 

Pe%' Service Connection 
Per YlOnth 

$ 7.85 (I) 

(D) 

1. The a.bove tla.t rates apply to ~ervice connections not larger thal:. 
one inch in diamete%'. 

2. All service not covered by' the a.bove cW3ifieations 3hall ~ 
turni:5hed only on a. metered. ~is.. 

:3... It either' the utility or the CU3tome%' so elects,. a meter shall 
be 1n5talled. .and service provided. under Sched.w.e No ... 1,. Metered Service .. 

4. All billing 'Under thi:5 schedule to customers in the City of No1Y.l.J.k 
is subject to a surcharge ot 2 ... 04%. 

5. Service 'Will be pro"Jided 'tmder this sehedule o~ to those premises 
reCeiving :nat rate service as. of Ap%'1l1, 1971. 
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NON-ME'l'ERED FIRE SFRINKI.ER SERVICE· -

. Applicable only tor water ~ervice to pri v4te~ O\'m.ed. non-mctered: tire 
sprinkler :Jystems whe:-e water i~ to be uoed. o~ in ea.5e of fire. 

, ' .,' 

Portions of Arte~ia.". Baldwin Park, Bell:f'lower 1 Commerce I Compton".. 
Downey,' Lyn'wood, Norwalk, Pa.ramotmt, Pico Rivera., Santa. Fe Springs,. 
South 'G&te,:and v1ei%litie~, Los Angeles County, and tho viei1'lityo! Chino". 
San ~o County. . 

RATES 

Size of Service 

21nch 
:3 inch 
4. 1nch 
6. inch 
S~1neh 

lO inch 
12 ineh 

SPECIAl CONDITIONS 

........ ~ ....... . 

.....•....•...... 
•.........•...... .... ~ •........... 
..... , .........•. 
.................... 
..•..•........ ~ .. 

Per Service 
Per Month 

$ ·5~OO 
. 6.70 
10.00 
14.75 
20.00 
25.00 
31 .. 00 

(I) 

(I) 

1.. The fire protection serviee connection shall be· installed by 
the utility and the eost paid. by the a.pplicant. Such payment :JMJ.l not 
be subject to retund. 

2. The minimum diameter tor tire protection service shall 'be 
two inehe~, and the maximum diameter shall be not more t.han t.he d.1ameter 
o! t.he ma1n to 'Which the .se%"'dee is connected.. 



SPECIAL CONDITIONS - Contd. 

APPENDIX A 
Page; o! 5· 

Schedule No. kF 

3. If a. distribution main or adeqt.1ate size to ~rve 3. private fire 
protection :;~tem in ad.dition to all other normal serv.1ce does not exist 
in the street or alley adja.cent to the premises to be servecl, then a. 
service main rrom. the nearest existing main o! adequate ea.paeit:r shall be' 
in!Jtalled by the utilitY' an~ :the cost paid. by the a.pplicant.. Such . ~ent 
shall not be subject to refund. 

4. Service here-ander is ror private fire protection. ~tems to 'Which 
no connectioM ror other than tire proteet1onpurposes a:re allowed. and 
ltJhich are regularly ixl:5peeted by the underwriter3 having j~dietion,. 
are wtalled accordiDg to speci!ica.tions of the utility, and are maintained 
to the satisfaction o£ the utility.. The utility may install the sta.nc1a.rd 
detector tyPe meter a.pproved by the Board. or Fire Underwr1ters tor protec­
tion against theft.,. leakage or wa.st.e or water and the cost paid b:r the 
applicant.. Such payment shall not be $ubjeet to re!und.. \' 

5. The utility undertakes to supp~ o~ such water at sucb pressure 
as may be available at a.r!3' time through the normal opera.tion or it' s~tem. 

6. A:ny- 'Cna.uthorized. use or water, other than tor tire extinguishing 
p~!es, shall be cha:-ged tor a.t the regt.:la.r esta.b~hed rate M set '. 
forth lJllder Sched:cle No.1, and/or maY' be the ground!5!or the :tmmed1.a.te 
disconneet1on or t.he spr1nkler service 'Without lia.bilitY' to the company. 


