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Decision No. 84705 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAn: OF CALIFORNIA 

Iu the Matter of the Application of ! 
'WESTI.ARE WAXER COMPANY, a california 
Corporation, for authorization to 
inC1:'ease rates.' and charges for water 
service. ' 

-----------------------------) 

Application No. 54939 

(Filed Juue 5, 1974) , 

William A. Lucking:t Jr _;, and Karl H. 
Bertelsen, Attorneys at Law;, for 
Westlake Water Company, applicant. 

C-IIil M. Saroyau, Attorney at Law, 
chIro Nagao, and Andrew Tokmakoff;, 

for the Commission staff. 

OPINION 
----~--, 

Westlake Water Company ONestlake) seeks authority to 
inerease its general service metered rates!'! and its public fir.e 

hydrant service rates approximately $410,377 (72 percent) annually 
over the rates authorized by Decision No. 82639 dated March 26, 1974 
in Application No. 54482. 

Westlake, a California corporatio"C, renders public . utility 
water service in that portion of the community of Westlake Village, 
iu the city of Thousand Oaks, that lies within Ventura County, 
California. 

Westlake 'receives its entire water supply from Russell 
Valley Municipal Water District CRVMWD) through the facilities of 
calleguas Municipal Water District (CMWD) from The Metropolitan 
Water District of Southern California (MWD). This water is 100 
percent filtered State Project water and requires no further treat­
ment. 

As of December 31, 1973 Westlake served l~866 metered 
customers and 331 public ftre hydrants and private fire services. 
11 No increase is proposed for its private ffre protection' service. 
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. All of the common stock of Westlalce is owned by. the 
Amerl.can Hawaiian Steamship CorJ::pany (Hawaiian) which was the original 
developer of the community of Westlake Village and which owns or 
controls the majority of advance refund contracts which have been 
issued byWestiake. 

After notice~ public hearing 'was held before Examiner 
Johnson on March 11 and 12, 1975 at Thousand Oaks and the matter 
was submitted on April 26~ 1975 upon receipt of transcripts. 

Testimony was presented on behalf of Westlake by a 
consulting engineer and on behalf of the Commission staff by a 
financial examitler and a utilities ~ngineer. Testimony in opposi­
tion to the amount of the increases, the rate form of the proposed 
increases, and/or the distribution of the proposed increases was 
presented by eight public witnesses representiug themselves, home­
owners associations, and the Conejo Recreation and Park District. 

Rates 
The basic levels of rates were established for Zone 1 by 

-- -

Decision No. 75175 dated February 25, 1969' in Application No:- 50070 
and for Zone 2 by Decision No. 77287 dated Juue 3, 1970 in Appli­
cation No. 5l80l and were increased to their present levels by 
Decision No. 82639, dated March 26, 1974 in Application No. 54482 
for an increase to offset increased costs of purchased water and 

power for pumping. 
Westlake proposes to replace its present min~ charge 

rates with two-part rates consisting ofa monthly service-
charge that varies with meter siz~and an additive quantity charge 

- which varies with tbe amount of water cous\lIlled ~ and to establish 
a speci.a.l condition to provide for a cbargefor the installation 
aud remQval of temporary meter installatio'C.S used for eO'DStruetio'C. 
purposes. - Iu addition, Westlake proposes to- i'C.Crease its pub-l.ic 

fire hydrant service charges an. average of 93.54 percent. 
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Tbe amount of the proposed increase for metered service 
varies with the amount of water consumed and the size of the 
customer's meter. !he overall increase requested for metered 
service is 72.~1 percent and for all services 72.50 percent. 
Westlake's consulting engineer testified that the water rates in 
the Westla.ke area are higher than in many other .areas primarily 
because inadequate ground water necessitates the purchase of 
relatively costly MWD water. This witness also testified that the 
tail blocks of the quantity portion of the proposed rates approxi­
mate one and one-half times the incremental eost of water and, in 
his opinion, establish the minimTJm levels of the quantity portions 

of the rates. It is, therefore, his reeommendation that should 

this Commission grant less than the requested amount of increase 
that the proposed tail blocks be retained and the decreases in the 

proposed rates be made in the serviee charge portion of the rates. 

This reeommendation is reasonable and will be adopted. However, 
the tail blocks will be adjusted to reflect the July 1, 1975 

inerease in MWD charges. 
The administrator of parks and planning for the Conej<> 

Recreation and Park District (District) testified that District 

is one of the large, if not the largest, water consumers on 
Westlake's system. He stated that a neighboring uti.lity has 

offered a 25 percent reduction to the city-owned Los Robles Golf 
Course provided the main is of adequate size and further provided 

that the golf course irrigates only between 9:00 p.m. and 5:00 a.m., 
utilizes conjunctive billing~ pays for any modification to the 
system. required because of its operations, and permits the instal­
lation of a device regulatin,g the time of use of the faCilities. 
According to this witness' tes timony all these conditions could be 
met by District and, consequently, it is his belief that a s:i.milar 
25 percent discount should be offered to District. Discounts for 
off-peak water punping are somewhat of a rarity in Southern 
California and are nor=ally granted only where well pumps are 

involved and the water supply is marginal. Under these circum­
stances~ off-peak water use is beneficial to the utility and" such 
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beneficial use of water could reasonably be expected to, be re­
flected by appropriate rate discounts. Westlake~ however~ purchases 
all of its water and off-peak pumping would be of little, if any, 
benefit to it. Consequently, no off-peak pumping discount is 
warranted. District' s witness further testified that tax limita­
tion laws make it extremely difficult to obtain more funds for 
District's operations. He stated his belief that the reported 
requested increase of 75 percent is ex,.cessive. In this respect 
it should be noted that this testimony relates to the requested 
overall increase of apprOximately 72 percent rather than the 
increase specifically applicable for parks. The usage character­
istics of the public authorities group (including parks) is such 
that the proposed increase for this group is 42 percent,. substan­
tially less than the amount of increase referred to by District's 
witness. 

A public witness~ appearing ou his ,own behalf, testified 
that it appeared to him. that the bulk of the proposed iucrease 

would fallon the average homeoWtler type user rather than on the 
large user and that most such small users cannot afford to pay 
such large increases. The basis for, this allegation. is the tabu­
lation contained in Westlake's revenue requirement study ~bit 1) 
indicating a proposed 1ncrease of 83- percent for the commercial 
class (including the residential user) as compared to 63.65 percent 

for industrial customers,. 42.01 percent for public authorities~ 
22.28 percent for construction customers~ and 40.49 percent for 
golf course customers. However, the same proposed rates are appli­
cable to all metered classes of service and the variations in ·the 
amounts of the proposed increases result from. the relative usage of 
the individual customers and. are independent of the" customer class. 
Iu this respect, it will be noted, that the proposed rates are a 
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rate with the result that the low usage customers receive a rela­
tively larger percent and smaller dollar fncrease than do the high 
usage customers. Where tbe tail block covers the incremental cost 
of water ~ the two-part service charge rate. more <lceurs tely 
reflects the cost incurrence than does tbe m1n~ charge rate. 

Westlake also proposes an additional charge to its pro­
posed general service metered rate to provide for the installation 
and removal of temporary 3-iueh meters for use where water is to 
be used for street paving, grading, trench flooding, or a delivery to 
tank trucks. The proposed additional charge is $35.00 and includes 
two moves of the meter with a proposed additional charge 

of $5.00 for each meter move in excess of two. This proposal appears 
reasonable and will be adopted. 

Westlake also proposes to increase its 1>ublic fire hydrant 
service rates from $2.50 a month to $4.50, $S.OO~ or $S.50 a month 
depending on the number and size of branches on the hydrant. Iu 
support of this essentially 100 percent increase proposal, West­
lake' a consulting engineer testified that the depreciation expense 
for the fire hydrants and back-up facilities would in and of itself 
justify a $4.00 a month charge and that the inclusion of the other 
fire protection costs such as return on investment and maintenance 
of facilities would support a rate double the amount proposed 
but that the increase was limited to be consistent with the pre­
viously established rates. The authorized rates will maintain 
the same relationship' between the percent increase for public fire 
hydrant service and the overall percent increase as ,proposed by 
Westlake. 
Results of Operation 

Both Westlake and the Commission staff prepared snmmaries 
of earnings for est~ted years 1974 and 1975. Westlake's esti­
mates were predicated on the assumption that the presentl~undevel­
oped north side of its service .area would experietlCe growth in 
the test year 1975 whereas> the staff's estimate> based' on later 
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data, assumed no such growth. The staff, after tboro\lgh review and 
field checks~ adopted Westlake's south side growth esttmates as re­
vised by Westlake in January, 1975. 

The following tabulation compares the estimated ~nnm8ry 
of earnings for the test year 1975, under present and proposed rates, 
prepared by Westlake and by the Commission staff, and the adopted 
sumrnary of earu1ngs at present rates ·for the test year 1975. 

Item 

SUMMAR! OF EARNINGS 
(:&stimated. Year 1975) 

: Weatlake Eatimaud ~ Staff E3timated : : .. 
: : COmpany .. .. COmpany! y! .. .. 
: Pree.ent .. Propo8ed .. Preeent : Proposed: Ad.opud : .. . 
: h.tes .. Rates .. Rates ~te8 :- :Re~lt8 : . .. 

CDolla:r~ in Thowsand8) 

Opera.ting Revenues $ .566.0 $ 976.4 '5 562:.2 S 960.7 $ .562".2 
OJ)eratins; :Expen8eS 

Oper. & Maint. 430.6- 430.6 :599.5 399.5 .41>.1 
.Admin.. 8t Gen. S, .. 8 91.6- 71.8 86.1 77.8 
~& Other ~ 

Income 89.7 89.7 68.5 68.5 68.5 
Depreciation 2l .8 21 .. 8 ~.o 22.0 ~_O 

Subtotal 695 .. 9 70;;.7 601.8 610.1 615 .. 4 Income Taxes 0.2 lli.2 0.2 168.6 0.2 

l'otal Expense" 696.1 816.~ 602.0 m.7 ~15.~ 
Net Opeor. hlvenue (130_1) 159.5 (39.8) le.2.0 (53.4) 
Depreeiated Rate 

Baee l.686.8 l.686.8 l.235.8- 1,235.8 "'1.2'35.8 
Rate o~ Re'turll. lose 9.46% Ic88 l'+.7;5% r.o~ 

(Negative Fi~) 

V At :pre~t rate3.. ~e:l tor adopting :stattt:s estim&te~ are &~sed 
in the !QJJ.ow1ng par&gr&ph3.;. Ado'Oted reS'Ult~ inelude $13.900 inerease 
in' pu;!:"ehaeed water eo~t5 due to MWD inerease ef'f'eetive J'\lly' 1,. 1975 .. 
and not ineluded in :sta.t't' $ e~ima.tes. 
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. Operating Revenues 

Revenues are derived from the sale of water to metered 
commereial~ illdustr:Lal~ public authorities ~ construction~ and golf . . 
course C\1Stomers ~ from water services provided for UXlmetered private 
and public: fire protectioIl.~ and from other water operations. 

Sales to the commercial class of customer, includ~ 
residential eustomers~ provides the major portion of Westlake's 
revenues. Westlake utilized recorded monthly water sales and 
weather data for the period 1970 through 1973 to develop a multiple· 
regres.sion equation to adjust sales for this cla.ss to average year 
Weather conditions. Average year weather data, developed from 
twenty years recorded weather data from the canoga Park Weather 

Reporting. Station~ was applied to the regression equation thus 
developed to yield a normalized average annual usage of 396.1 Cc£ 
~ commercial customer for the test year 1975. 

The Commission staff used later recorded raWall, temper­
ature~ and usage daea to develo? .an average annual usage of 428 Ccf 
per commercial customer by the graphical modified Beam method. and 
verified the reasonableness of this estimate by a multiple re­
gression atlalysis. The staff's usage per commercial customer will 
be adopted and applied to the staff's 1975 test year estimated 

n'UXl'lber of customers to derive the adopted test year c01XlI:Ilercial sales. 
The staff revi~wed' and accepted as reasonable Westlake's 

estimates for industrial and o~ sales. These estimated sales , 
and 'revenues will be adopted. . 
Operation and Maintenance Expepses 

Both the Coumission staff and Westlake computed purchased 
water vol'Umes by adding an unaccounted -foropercentage amount to esti­
mated sales volumes. Westlake used two years' experienced losses 
of seven percent~ whereas the staff used a five percent loss factor 
developed from later recorded data. Both. Westlake and the staff 

used the currently e;feetive rate of $85.00 per acre-foot with an 
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additional surcharge of $5.00 per acre-foot being applied to re­
cover the cost of extra pumping for water delivered' by CMWD from 
its Lindero feeder located 10 the northern portion of Westlake's 
service area. The staff f s estimate of purchased water costs ~ based Ol 

la.ter data,. adjusted for the July 1~1975 MWD increase,. will be adopted. 

the purchased power costs were based on Southern Califo~ 
Edison Company's electric rates which became effective October 10,. 
1973. Westlake utilized a fuel cost billing factor of 0.642' cents 
per kilowatt-hour which became effective February 1, 1974wbereas . . 
the staff used .969 cents per kilowatt-hour effective November 13, 
1974 plus the Energy Resources Surcharge of 0.010 cents per kilowatt­
hour wbich became effective January 1, 1975. The staff's est~te 
reflecttng these later billing factors and the staff's estfmated 
PUlllPl.D8 requirements will be adopted. 

Westlake's 1975 test year expensed payroll was est~ted 
to be $102,160 and included provision for addtng one maintenacce 
man t~ the existing staff of eight. Because the experienced system 
growth rate was less than anticipated by Westlake ~ the staff 
engineer concluded that the addition of a maintenance mantn 1975 
was premature and, based on an assumption that the crew size would 
not ebaug~ estimated the expensed payroll for the test year 1975 to 
be $91,500. The staff's estimate will be adopted~ 

The staff's estimate of uncollectibles for the test year 
1975 was $310 as contrasted t~West1akers esttmate of $400. The 
staff used the average of the last three years' recorded data 
adjusted to reflect customer growth. The staff's estimate will be 
adopted. 

The staff's estimate for other operating and maintena~e 
expenses for the test year 1975 is $69,260 as compared to, Westlake's 
estimate of $94,660. 
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Both Westlake's consulting engineer and" the Commission 
staff's utilities engineer presented detailed testfmony settfng 
forth the bases for their estimates. For accounts Nos. 732 _ 

maintenance of pump equipment~ 760 - maintenance of reservoirs and 
tanks ~ 761 - maintenance of 'mains ~ and 763 - maintenan.c:e of other 
plant ~ Westlake bases its estimates 0'0. a percentage of beginning­
of-year plant balances irrespective of whether or not any mainte­
uance has been charged these accounts in recent years: The 

theory of this method of expense allowance is that the facilities 
presently prov1di-og service to existing customers are being. sub­
jected to wear and tear and are becoming in need of maintenance. 
If the customers receiving service from these facilities do not 
provide for this inevitable future maintetlance~ the future rate­
payers will be saddled with these costs in the form of future rate 
increases. The fmplementation of this novel concept would be 

difficult because of the impossiol.lity of accurately predicting 
and allow~ for the am~une of such future maintenance. In addi­
tio'O.~ the inclusion of currently nonexistent operating costs in the 
determination of present revenue requirements needlessly ~~ses 
an um:easonable burden on existing ratepayers. In contrast ~ the 

staff's estimate for these four accouuts reflects recorded data 
adjusted for abnormal conditions and projected 'to reflece antic­
ipated growth aud fa.reseeable expenses anticipated during the next 
three to five years. The staff's estimate for 1'ehese four a.c:eoun~s 
will be adopted. Other differences between the sta£f' s and West­
lake's estimates of test year expenses are generally attributable 
to the use by the staff of a lesser number of customers resulting~ 
as previously discussed~ ttO'Q. the use of later data. We will~ 
there£ore~ adopt the s.taff's estimates. 
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Taxes Other Than Income 
Taxes, other than inc~me taxes, eonsis.t of ad valorem. 

and payroll taxes. The staff's est1m8te of 1975 test y~. ad 
valorem taxes of $62,904 reflect the deletion of all north. side 
development,. with the exception of the golf course,. consistent 
with recently experienced growth rates,wbereas West;lake's estimate 
of $83,780 contemplates 1975 test year growth of the north side 
area. 

!he staff's estimate of 1975 test year payroll ~is 
$5,580 as compared to Westlake's estimate of $5,890 an~ reflects 
no increase in the size of the eight man maintenaDCe ~ew as pre­
viously discussed. 

The staff's estimate of taxes, other than income, will be 
adopted. 
Depreciation ExpetlSe 

Both the staff and Westlake used strdght line rema1tling 
life depreeiation rates approved by this Commission tn January, 
1974 for the computation of depreciation expense. The s~aff' 50 

esttmate of $55,983 reflects the elimination from Westlake's pro­
posed construction budget of all north side ?lant addition except 
those required for the golf course. Westlake's. esttmate of $91,84; 
is based on tbe originally anticipated growth of the north side. 
The staff's est~te will be adopted. 
Income Taxes 

Both the Commission staff and Westlake computed 
ineome taxes using straight line depreciation and ADR lives for 
the computation of federal tax depreciation. 

The $200 income tax shown for the test year 1975 at 
present rates by both Westlake and the staff represents the mfnimum 
California franchise tax. The revenue increase au.t:h0rized herein 
will reflect the staff computed tax depreciation and interest calcu­
lated in aceordanee with Decision No .. 54687 on the basis that main 
extension refunds due Westlake"s pa:ents be credited to eapital 
surplus. Westlake does no~ use accelerated depreciation for income 
taxes. 
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Rate Base 

The difference in the 1975 test year rate base estimates 
of $1~235~800 for the Commission staff and $1~686,798 for Westlake 
is due to the scaff deletion of all nortn side development with the 
exception of the golf course and a stB.ff downward adjus.tment~ 

recommended by the staff's financial examiner ~ of $99',100 to' reflect 
the elimination of a 15 percent overhead cost applied to plant 

transferred from Hawaiian in excb.a.nge for common stock in 1969, and 
the reclassification of certain current liabilities to· advances for 
construction. The recommendation for the elfmination of the lS 

percent overhead was made on the basis that the facilities were 

trans£ened to Hawaiian on a completed basis and, therefore, already 
included the overhead costs and contractor's profits. It is West­
lake's practice to record money received in payment for specific 
plant additions as a current liability pending a determination of 
whether these plant additions will finally be accounted for as 
contributed plant or as a main extension advance. In either case, 
such monies are deducted from rate base for rate-making purposes. 

It is, therefore, the staff's financial examiner's recommenc1ation 

that these funds be booked as advances for construction and" if, at 
a later date it is determined they should be treated as contributio~ 
an appropriate jOurtlal entry can be made. It is obvious that these 
amounts should be deducted from rate base for rate-making purposes, 
consequently, the staff's est~ted 1975 rate base will be adopted. 
Rate of Return 

The record shows that as of year-end 1973, Westlake f s 
c.apitalization consisted of 140 shares of common stock with a ,_" .. 
value of common equity of $1,224,042, and long-term debt of $30,616 
consistiugof advances on open account from Hawaiian. The 95.9~ 
percent e~uity represented by this capitalization results in part 
from .the crediting to surplus of refunds due on advance contracts 
with Hawaiian as required by Decision No. 79566 dated .Janum:.y 11,. 
1972. In Applicatio'U No. 54687 Westlake re.quested authorization to 
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elimi"ate the deviations to extension Rule 15 granted by Decision 
No. 79565 and make extension advaxzce contract refundS with funcls 

advanced from Hawaiian. Such monies would be carried as debt in 

Account No. 212 - Aclvances From Associated Companies. Westlake 
assumed the requested authorization would be forthcoming and its 
exhibits~ consequently~ reflect a year-end 1974 capitalization of 
27.48 percent debt and 72.52 percent equity. Since no decision on 

this matter bad been issued by year-end 1974 ~ Westlake, in conformance 

with Decision No. 79564 credited advance refunds to surplus with a 
resultant capital structure of 6.12 percent debt and 93.88 percent 
equity. Westlake's consultant assumed as reasonable a cost of debt 
of eight percent and a return on equity of ten percent. The appli­

cation of these percents to the capital structures j.ust discussed. 
results in a rate of reb:lrc. on total capital of 9'.45, and 9'.88 percen~ 
respectively, developed as follows: 

Est~ted 12-31-74 Actual'12-31-Z4 

:Bal. Percent Wt. Co8t Bal. Percent Wt. Co8t - -
Debt at 8;6 $ 420~676 2:7.48 2.20 $ 8l.607 6.12 .49 
Zquityat lCf.h l.llO.304 72.52 9.45 1~250~139 93.88 9.39 

Total $lS~9980 100.00 9.45 $1.~31~746 100.00 9.88 

Decision No. 84335 dated April 15~ 1975 in Application 
No. 54687 authorized Westlake to enter iuto main extension contra.cts 
until its outstanding advance contract balances reach 70 percent of 
its total capital providing Hawaiian guarantees to supply all neces­
sary funds to meet Westlake's cash deficiencies. Consequently, 
future refund.s which become payable as a. result of new main extension 

contracts will be madc;t when necessary, from funds advanced by 

Hawaiian which will be carried as debt in Account 212 - Advances From 
Associated Compauies. However ~ for existing coutracts the extension 
rule deviations and accounting, procedures authorized by Decision. 
No. 79566 will remai~ unchanged. 
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The staff's financial examiner recommended a rate of 
return of nine percent. the record' shows that in arriving at this 
recommended rate of return this witness considered the capital 
structure of Westlake, recently authorized rates of return for 
other utilities~ average fcvestment per connection, the customers' 
average monthly water bills, and Westlake's affiliation with the 
land developer. When consideration is given to Westlake's future 
financing requirements a.nd the relationship of Westlake to- Hawaiian, 
the staff's recommended rate of return appears reasonable and will 
be adopted. Such a return applied to the capital structure re­
corded as of December 31~ 1974 will produce a return on equity of 
9'.06 percent~ 
Service 

the Commission staff's engineer presented testimony on 
the results of his field investigation of the quality of service 
found in Westlake's service area. He stated he found that all of 
Westlake's facilities to be in excellent condit1on~ with respect 
to both maintenance and design; that the consensus of opinion. of 
the CUStomers contacted was that the water quality and service 
were good; and that only two informal complaints~ both high bill 
complaints ~ which were satisfactorily resolved, had been filed 
with this CommisSion. He concluded that the service rendered by 
Westlake was satisfactory. 
Findings 

1. Westlake Water Company is in Deed of additional revenues 

but the proposed rates set forth in the application are excessive. 
2. The adopted est~tes previously discussed herein of 

operating revenues» operating expe'C.Ses» and rate base for the test 
year 1975 reasonably indicate tbe results of Westlakers operations 
in the near future. 
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3. A rate of return of 9.0 percent on the adopted rate base 

of $1»235,800 is reasonable. Such rate of return will provide a 
return on equity of approximately 9.06 percent. 

4. The -increases in ra.tes and charges authorized herein 
are reasotlable; and the present rates and charges. insofar as they 
differ _ from those prescribed herein~ are for the future unjust 
and UXlre&8ODable. 

5. Off-peak usage of water would be of relatively minor 
benefit to Westlake ~ consequently, no off-peak discount: rate is 
justifiable. 

6. The authorized increase in rates is expected to provide 
increased revenUes of approx1ma.tely $260,000 (46 .. 2 percent) for 
Westlake's general service metered rates and public fire hydrant 
service rates as contrasted to the requested 1nc:rease of $410,377 
(approximately 72 percent). The Commission staff recommended 
increase of $111,200 in net revenues will be provided by the author­
ized lnerease. 

7. Westlake's service is adequate. 
The Comm1.ssio:c. concludes that the application should be 

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

ORDER 
~----

IT IS ORDERED that after the effective date of this order, 
Westlake Water Company is authorized to file the revised rate 
schedules aetaehed to this order as Appendix A and eoneurrencly t~ 
cancel and withdraw presently effective schedules for the general 
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metered services and public fire hydrants. 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. The revised 
schedules shall apply only to service rendered on and after the 
effective date thereof. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days after 
the date hereof. 

Dated at au ~ ,california, this .19"'" 
day of _____ ..;;..JU,;,.;;l;..;.Y ___ , 1975. 

Co=1:;::::'O::ler D. w. :::01::0::. bc:.::Z 
nece=~1ly abSO::lt. e1d ::lO~ p~!c1p~tO 
.1D tho d1:spo51~1on of 'th1~ pro¢co~s-

.. ' 
-15· .. 
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APPLICABILITY 

APPENDIX A 
Page 1 or :3 

Schedule No. 1 

METERED SERVICE 

Applicable to all metered water service. 

Westlake Village? in the southe:rn part ot Ventura C¢unty, within the 
City of Thous,a:nd Oaks ~ vie1nity. Zone 1 rate applic~le to the service 
area gene:-cll7 lying below 1,050 teet in elevation and ZOne 2 rate applicable 
to the se!:'\.-.i..ce area gener.ally 1yirlg above 1,050 feet in elevation ancimore 
particularly delil:.eated. by zone service area map. 

RATES - Zone 1-
Per Meter 

Service Charge: Per M'cnth' 

For 5/s x 3!4-'S:tJ.ch meter 
For 3/4-inch meter 

$ 5 .. 50 
6.00-

For l-inc:h meter 
For 1-1/2-1nc:h meter 

10.00 
18.00 

For 2-1nc:h meter Z7.00 
For 3-inch meter 
For 4-ineh meter 

53·00 
~.OO 

For 6-ineh meter 175-00 '. 
For S-inch meter 26,5.00 
For lQ-i:c.eh meter 375-00 

Quantity Rates: 

First, 3,000 cu .. ;!'t.., per 100 cu.~ $ 0.47 
Over :3,000 cu.!"" .... , per 100 cu.rt. 0.36 

The service charge is a readiness-to-serve charge 
to which is added the charge for water used durizlg 
the month co:npu.t.ed. at the Quantity Rates. 

(Continued.) 

Zone 2 
Per Met.er 
Pe~Month 

';1 

$ 5.50 eI) 
6~00 I 

10.00-
I 18';00 

Z7~00 I 
53.00 I 
es.cp· 

175.00 
265.00 

."_ .;?75.00 CX) 
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SPECIAl. CONDITIONS 

APPENDIX A. 
P:lge 2 or 3 

Schedule No. l 

MEl'ERED SERVICE 
( CoZltinued) 

Water for street parlllg, gr~, trench flooding, or delivery to. eN) 
tank t:\1eks sh.Gll 'be prov1d.ed throlJsh a 3-ineh meter temporarily connected 
to 3. conve%lient fire hydrant. In ack!.ition to Schedule No. l metered 
service char.ges,. there ~hall be a charge for each installationot $35 
which will provid.e for inst.allation and. removal of the meter and tor a 
maximum or two moves of the meter. For additional moves, there shall be 
a charge or $5 tor each move. eN) 
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APPLICABILITY 

APPENDIX A 
Page :3 or :3 

SchedW.e No. 5 

POELIC ~ HYDRANT SERVICE 

Applicable to all fire hydrant service tumtshed tomunieipalities, 
organized. fire distr1ets,a= other political subdivi.sions. of the State. 

'l'ERR.I'roRY 

We$U.akc Vi1l.8ge p in the 3QUtbcr.c. part. o£ Ventura County, within the 
City or Tho~ Oaks and vicinity aM more :particularly delineated by the 
service area map. 

Por each .2 - 2-1!2-inch hydrant 
Por each 1 - 2-1!2-inch, 1 - 4-inch hydrant 
Por each .2 - 2-l/2-inch, 1 - 4-incb. hydrant 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

Per Month 

l. Water delivered ror purpo~~ other than fire protection ~b.all be 
charged tor at the quantity rates in. Schedule No. l, Metered Serv1.cc.;. 

2. The cost. or relocation or any hydrant snall be paid by the party 
reques~ relocation. 

3· Hydrants shall be co:cneeted. to the utility·s system uPOJ:l receipt 
or "'Tit~ reque:5t !roCl a p.lolic authority. 'rhe written request shall 
des1.gnate the ~ped.fic location or eaeb.. hydrant and, where appropriate, the 
ownership, type,and size. 

4. 'rhe utility mldert&tes to supply only such water at such pres~e 
as may be available at arty 'time tbro\l.gh the normal operation or its ~tem. 


