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John D. Readex, for Big Basin Water Company,
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wen, for Department of Health
Services, and Waltex M. Caxlson, for Big

Basin Watcr Committee, interested parties.
- » Attorney at Law,

and ng:;n_ﬁxgggn for Water Utilities
Branch.

OQRINTION

This is an application in which Big Basin Water Company
(Big Basin), a partnership, seeks authority to increase its rates
for water service.

A duly noticed public hearing was held in this matter by
Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Donald B. Jarvis in Santa Cruz on
March 1, 1983. The matter was submitted subject to the filing of
transceript which was received on April 1, 1988.

The ALY £iled his proposed decision on June 30, 1982,
which was mailed to the parties on July 5, 1988. No comments have
been filed.

I. Description of System

Big Basin provides water service to about 500 customers
in an unincorporated area in and around the Boulder Creeck Country
Club in the San Lorenzo Valley. Water has been obtained from wells
and springs until recently when the Department of Health Services
ordered the discontinuance of the spring sources because much of
this water could not bhe filtered for cus tomerv at higher
elevations. Servzce is rendered through ovexr 88,000 feet of
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pipelines with 447,000 gallons of storage in five wood and steel
tanks and one million-gallon reservoir.

Prolimi vonsiderats

The application requested that a portion of Assessor’s
Parcel 83-251-71 be relieved of public utility status and its value
deducted from plant in service. It was alleged that this land was
no longer necessary or useful in Big Basin’s operations.

During the hearing testimony was adduced which indicated
that portions of the land sought to be withdrawn from the utility
were necessary and useful to its operations. In the light of this
testimony, Big Basin withdrew its request and the matter will not
be further considered in this decision.

IXX. position of the Parties

.A- Big pasin , , : . ,

Big Basin contends that it has been operating at a loss
since 1978 and is entitled to additional revenue. It seeks
proposed rates which yield operating revenues of $162,850 for the
test year 1988. Big Basin asserts that these rates would give it
rate of return on rate base of 10.5%.

B. Watex Utilities Branch (Bxanch)

Branch agrees that Big Basin is entitled to an increase
in rates but disagrees with the amount recquested. It controverts
certain estimates made by Big Basin. Branch contends that the
rates sought by Big Basin would give it a rate of return of 22.9%.
C. . B3 i = '.'.'.'2 == i &

The Committee indicated that it supported the position of
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D. .
The Department of Health Services appeared for the
purpose of providing relevant information about the water system.

XV. Matexial Issues

The material issues presented in this proceeding are:
(1) Is Big Basin entitled t¢ an increase in rates? (2) If Big
Basin is entitled to a rate increase, what is the appropriate
amount? (3) Should Big Basin be authorized to include in rate base
a parcel of land alleged to have been Lnadvertently omitted?

V. Discussion

Big Basin and Branch used 1988 as the test year for
purposes of this proceeding. At present revenues, Big Basin’s
estimate shows a loss of $30,890 for the test year. Branch’s
estimate shows a loss of $19,332. It is clear that Big Basin is
entitled to an increase in rates. (Lvon & Hoaa v Railreoad
Commission (1920) 183 Cal. 145.) The question is one of magnitude.
A. Operation and Maintenance

{Q&M) Expenses

1. Power

Big Basin’s estimate for purchased power is $30,000.
Branch’s estimate is $33,235. Branch’s estimate is based on more
recent Pacific Gas and Electric Company’s (PG&E) power schedules
and will be adopted.

2. Employee Labor, COntract Wbrk,

These items are intertwined and will be considered
together.

Decision (D.) 87-10-074 author;zed Big Basin to enter
into a contract with the California Department of Water
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Resources (DWR) for a Safe Drinking water Bond Act (SDWBA) loan.
Big Basin wants to hire a part-time manager capable of setting up
and overseeing the necessary records and controls required of a
public utility water company and separate records of SDWBA plant,
surcharge revenues, trust funds, and payments from and to DRW.

In addition, one of Big Basin’s partners, Kexmit A.
McGranahan (McGranahan), has been in charge of operating the
utility. At the time D.87-10-074 was filed, McGranahan was 76
years old. McGranahan wants to turn over the utility’s operations
to others. Big Basin proposes t¢ hire a manager who would
supervise the construction of the SDWBA improvements, while working
- with McGranahan and the present contract employee to learn the

details of the oﬁeration of the water system. Eventually he would
take over all management of the water and sewer systems. Big Basin
seeks $14,400 for the proposed new manager (office salary) and
$7,200 for McGranahan (management salary) for a total of $21,600.
Big Basin proposes that when the manager is capable of oﬁerating
the utility by bimself, and McGranahan withdraws from its
operations, the entire amount would be paid to the manager. Big
Basin contends that, because of the duties and responsibilities,
the hourly rate paid the manager should be greater than that paid
to the utility’s contract employee who operates the system. Big
Basin also argues that the $2,630 Branch has allocated for
McGranahan’s management services is an insult. It states that he
is available every working day for at least 5 hours and has had to
cope with all the problems of customer inquiries, the direction of
the work of the contract employee, paying the bills, and providing
the funds for this utility which is constantly operating at a loss.
When the SDWBA improvements are installed, the manager will be
responsible for the operation and maintenance of almost $2 million
of utility plant. Big Basin asserts that many utilities with 2,000
customers do not have as much plant.



A.86=10-030 ALJ/DBJ/jt

Branch contends that the $2,630 allocated for
McGranahan’s management services is adequate. It estimated
employee labor at $16,800 based on the need for additional
operations and maintenance labor needed for the new SDWBA
improvements. Branch also takes the position that a water company
of Big Basin’s size needs only one manager for both its day-to-day
operations and its long-term planning. It asserts 1f the
management functions of Big Basin are taken over by the proposed
additional person, the present manager’s pay can be diverted to the
new manager-laborer as part of his compensation.

Branch also considered the salary needs for a part-time
office person, assuming that the work would no longexr be done by a
relative of McGranahan. Based on the assumption that any work
related to the SDWBA program would be reimbursed by the SDWBA loan,
Branch concluded that a half-time office employee would be
sufficient for the balance of the work. Based on current rates for
capable and experienced office employees in Santa Cruz, as
determined from the California Employee Development Department,
Branch estimated $9,600 for an office employee. Branch asserts it
is recommending adoption of expenses for employee labor and office
salary in excess of what is presently being Spenx because of
additional maintenance and construction reguired by the California
Department of Health Sexvices. The additional maintenance and the
post-construction recordkeeping will require higher costs for
employvee laboxr and office salary.

The staff allocation for management salary is too low.
Considering the duties performed by McGranahan, Big Basin‘’s
estimate is more reasonable and will be adopted.

McGranahan, who is 76 years old, should be permitted to
step down from the active management of Big Basin. Yo do this, it
is reasonable for Big Basin to hire an employee who will take over
management and assist in its operations. - If McGranahan steps down
it is reasonable to allocate the management salary to the salary
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component of the new employee. We find Branch’s estimate of $9,600
for a new employee to be reasonable and it will be adopted. This
will make available a total of $16,800 for the part-time manager
sought by Big Basin. The Commission also finds that if the money
allocated for a new employee is not utilized for that purpose it
should be refunded to Big Basin’s ratepayers.

The staff’s estimate of $16,800 for employee labor is
reasonable and will be adopted. The parties are in agreement that
$33,780 is a reasonable estimate for contract work and it will be
adopted. . |

3. Q&M Materials

The parties agree that $7,410 is a reasonable amount for

O&M materials and that amount will be adopted.
4. Yehicle Expense .

The parties agree that $5,960 is a ‘reasonable estimate

for vehicle expense and it will be adopted.

s. .
' I The parties .agree that no amount should be allocated for
enployee benefits and none will be estimated.
6. Office Services and Rental
McGranahan presently rents part of his home to Big Basin
as an office for $200 per month. Big Basin asserts that it is in
the process of changing to a corporate status in accordance with
the provisions of D.87-10-074. It contends that it needs an office
to which customers can come, the contract employee can use to make
his reports, and the manager can use to direct activities. Big
Basin estimates $500 per month for the rental of an office and $200
a month for necessary office equipment, for an annual expense of
$8,400.
Branch acknowledges that the Commission generally allows
actual, reasonable expenses for office services and rental.
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It contends that until an appropriate location is secured
and ecquipment obtained, the estimate should be khased on the present
situation. It estimates $2,510 for the test year,‘ '

It is reasonable for Big Basin to have an office with
adequate equipment. If McGranahan is to step down f£rom managing
the utility, it is appropriate to remove its office from his home.
In the absence of actual experience, we find that $300 per month
would be reasonable for office services and rental. TFor the test
year $3,600 is a reasonable estimate. '

7. Qffice Supplies

Big Basin seeks an amount of $4,000 for office supplies.
It contends that the transition to a corporate form ozlbusiness
justifies this amount.

Branch contends that it does not see how doing
substantially the same activities under a corporate name should
require additional supplies. Based on current costs, Branch
estimates the amount needed for office supplies to be $2,300.
Branch’s estimate is more reasonable than Big Basin’s and will be

adopted.
8. Pxofessional Sexvices
Thae parties agree that $3,100 is a reasonable estimate
for professional services and that amount will be adopted.
9. Insurance
Big Basin estimated $990 for insurance. Branch’s
estimate is $1,260 because it takes into consideration additional
costs for Workers’ Compensation insurance in connection with
increased employee lakor. The adopted amount of $1,292 is higher
than the Branch estimate due to higher management salary.
10. Regqulatory Expense o ,
Big Basin estimated regulatory expense at $4,640, based
on a three-year allocation. Included in the total amount was
$3,300 for attormey’s fees.
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Branch’s estimate was $2,440. It excluded from the total
the $3,300 for attorney’s fees because it said there was no
evidence of attorney work in this proceeding.

Big Basin’s consultant testified that attormey John Lyons
had prepared the original application and first amendment in this
Proceeding as well as representing Big Basin in other matters.
Lyons indicated that $3,500 of his kbillings related to his work on
this matter. In the circumstances, Big Basin’s estimate is more
reasonable than Branch’s and it will be adopted.

11. Uncollectibles

The parties agree that $250 is a reasonable estimate for
uncollectibles and it will be adopted.

12. Genexal Expense

The parties agree that $370 is a reasonable estimate for
general expense and it will be adopted.

13. Summaxy

The following is a summary of the O&M expenses adopted
for this applicatien:

Operation and Maintenance Expenses
Test Yeaxr 193838

Iten Applicant Branch Adopted

Power $ 30,000 $ 33,235 $ 33,235
Employee Labor 13,200 16,800 16,300
O&M Materials 7,410 7,410 7,410
Contract Work 33,780 33,780 33,780
Vehicle Expense 5,960 5,960 5,960
Office Salary 14,400 9,600 9,600
Management Salary 7,200 2,630 7,200
Enployee Benefits . 0 o 0
Office Services and Rental 82,400 2,510 3,600
Office Supplies 4,000 2,300 2,200
Professional Services 3,100 3,100 3,100
Insurance 990 1,260 1,292
Requlatory Expense 4,640 2,440 4,640
Uncollectibles 250 250 250

General Expense S v ) —_—370 —aT0
Total Expenses $133,700 $121,645 . $129,537
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B. ITaxeg
1. ITaxes Othex Tbhan Insuxance

Both parties estimated 1988 property tax at $2,240. This
amount is adopted. Big Basin estimated payroll taxes at $2,720.
The Branch’s higher estimate included amounts for increased labor
and office salary. The adopted amount of $3,704 for payroll tax is
higher than the Branch estimate as a result of higher adopted
nanagement salary. The total of all adopted taxes other than
income taxes is $5,944. |

2. IXncome Taxes

Based upon the rates authorized in this decision, the
Federal Tax Reform Act of 1986, and the corresponding state rates
for 1988, the Commission finds $3,614 to be a reasonable estimate
for income taxes. ' '

C. Depreciation Expense ,

The parties agree that $2,030 is a reasonable estimate of
depreciation and that amount will be adopted.
D. Rate Bage ,

The parties are in agreement as to the amount for rate..
base except for one item. Big Basin contends that portions of its
water system properties have been inadvertently omitted from rate
base. It alleges that the value of this land is $22,885 and seeks
to have it added to the $115,850 amount, upon which the parties
agree.

Branch argues that Big Basin has not established that the
disputed property is not already in rate base, and, if it is
omitted, the value placed on it is not correct.

"Where there has been an appropriate record, the
Commission has allowed adjustment of plant accounts for acquired
property. (PG&E (1947) 47 CRC 156.)” (Application of Kitchen,
D.85=-06-132 in Application 85-04-029, dated June 21, 1985.) The
problem in this proceeding is that there is conflicting evidence
upon which a finding ought not to be made. If utility property has
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been inadvertently omitted from rate base, fairness indicates that
it should be included. 1In the circumstances, we will deny the
request to include the portions of Big Basin’s system here involved
in rate base in this proceeding without prejudice. If Big Basin
can produce nore definitive evidence it may do so in a subsequent
proceeding.

E. Rate of Return

The parties agree that a rate of return on rate base of
10.5% is appropriate. This is reasonable and will be adopted.

No other points require discussion. The Commission makes
the following findings and conclusions.

F. adopted guantities

The quantities upon which the adopted results are based
are shown in Appendix B.

The increased rates authorized by this decision weuld
result in an overall revenue increase of $43,290 or 39.4%. The
bill of a typical customer with a 5/8 x 3/4-inch meter using 7 ccf
per month would increase by $6.70 per month or 46.8%.

Pindi c ! ‘

1. Big Basin is a water corporation as defined in Public
Utilities Code § 241 and subject to the jurisdiction of the
Conmission. At the time the application was filed and at the tinme
of hearing, Big Basin was a partnership owned by McGranahan and
Dr. Mahlon McPherson. In D.87-10-074 the Commission authorized the
transfer of the partnership assets to Big Basin Water Company,
Inc., a California corporation formed in October of 1984. 2Although
the fee required by D.87-10-074 was paid, the transfer of assets to
the ¢orporation has not yet been completed.

2. At presently authorized rates Big Basin would have a
negative return on rate base for the test year 1988.

3. Branch’s estimate for purchased power, which is based on

more recent PG&E power schedules, is more reasonable than Big
Basin’s.
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4. Big Basin’s estimate for management salary gives proper
recognition to the duties performed and time spent by McGranahan in
managing the water system and is more reasonable than Branch’s.

5. Branch’s estimate for office salaxry, which is based on
current California Employee Development Department statistics, is
more reasonable than Big Basin’s.

6. It is reasonable to require Big Basin to refund to
customers the amount allocated for office salary if it is not
actually used for that purpose. '

7. Branch’s estimate for employee labor takes into o
consideration additional construction and needs of the system and
is more reasonable than Big Basin’s. '

8. It is reasonable for Big Basin to have an office with
adequate equipment. The sum of $3,600 is a reasonable estimate for
office services and rental for the test year. '

9. Branch’s estimate for office supplies, which is based on
current experience, is more reasonable than Big Basin’s.

10. Branch’s estimate for insurance, which takes into
consideration additional costs for Workers’ Compensation insurance
in connection with increased employee labor, is more reascnable
than Big Basin’s.

11. Big Basin’s estimate of regulatory expenses, which
includes attorney’s fees billed and paid in conmection with this
proceeding, is more reasonable than Branch’s.

12. Branch’s estimate for payroll taxes, which includes
amounts for incé¢reased labor and office salary, is more reasonable

than Big Basin’s. .
' 13. Based upon the rates authorized in this proceeding,
$3,614 is a reasonable estimate for income taxes.

14. There is not sufficient evidence in this proceeding to
include in rate base the alleged portions of the water system which
Big Basin contends have inadvertently been omitted.
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15. The sum of $115,860 is a reasonable estimate of Big
Basin’s rate base for the test year.

16. A rate of return of 10.5% on rate base is reasonable for
the test year.

17. The following results of operations are reasonable for
the test year 19838:

Iest Yeax 1988

Operating Revenues $153,290
Operation & Maintenance Expense 37,185
Administrative & General Expense 32,352
Taxes Other than Income 5,944
Depreciation Expense 2,030
Income Taxes 3,614
Total Expenses & Deductions 141,125
Net Return 12,165
Depreciated Rate Base 115,850
Rate of Returm 10.5%
Average Number of Customers S17 .

18. The increases in rates and charges authorized by this
decision. are justified and are reasonable; and the present rates

and charges, insofar as they differ from those prescribed by this
decision, are for the future, unjust and unreasonable.

19. Since Big Basin is operating at a leoss, it is reasonable
that this decision become effective on the date of issuance.
conclusions of Yaw

1. The estimates for the test year found to be reasonable
should be adopted.

2. The results of operations set forth in Finding 17 should
be adopted for the test year 1988 and used in establishing the
rates authorized in this proceeding.

3. Big Basin’s request to include in rate base portions of
the water system alleged to have been inadvertently omitted from
plant should be denied without prejudice.

4. Big Basin should be authorized to file the revised water
rates set forth in Appendix A.
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5. If any portion of the money allocated for office expense
is not used or not used for that purpose, that portion should be
refunded to Big Basin’s customers on a pro-rata basis.

OQRDER

XX XIS ORDERED that:

1. Big Basin Water Company (Big Basin) is authorized to file
the revised rate schedules attached to this order as Appendix A. .
Such filing shall comply with General Order 96-A. The effective
date of the revised schedules shall be S days after the date of
filing. The revised schedules shall apply only to service rendered
on and after the effective date of the revised schedules. '

2. Big Basin’s request to include in rate base portions of
the water system allegedly omltted from plant is denied without
prejudice. .

3. If any portion of the money allocated for office expense
is not used or not used for that purpose, Big Basin shall refund
that portion to its customers.on a pro-rata basis.

This oxder is effective today.
pateda AUG1 0 1988 , at San Francisco, California.

'_STANLEY\N HULETT
" . President
DC?QALD VLUL
'FREDERICK K DUDA
G. MITCHELL WILK
FOHN'B.OHthAN .
: Cbmnuuwnas

1 CERTIFY THAT THIS. DECISION
WAS' APPROVED™8Y" THE ABOVE
COMMISSIONERS- TODAY.

[rfél’i/(jééﬂfﬁ/ ”

Viaor Weisser, Exuvcutive Director
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| APPENDIX A
. Page 1
Schedule No. 1
GENERAL METERED SERVICE
ARRLICABILITY

Applicable to all metered water service.

IERRITORY

Big Basin and vicinity, Santa Cruz

RAIES

Monthly Quantity Charges: Per Meterxr

- ' ~kex Month
For all water delivered, per 100 cu. ff..ve.. S 1.90 (1)

Annual Service Charges Par Metexr

Rexr Month
. For 5/8x3/4-inch meter...l-.I'Il..-..-..t.ﬁ _7.64

(T)
FQ: 3/4"11‘1Ch meter..--.....-.------..-- 9.00 l
FQI‘ 1-inCh meter.o'-mo.'.------oooo.-- 11-50 l
FOI.‘ 1-1/2-inch meter-.---....-........ rre e 16.00 (I)
For 2=-inch meter teessrsennanenes 20.00

For 3-inch meter. cesssssvareven 40.00

The Service Charge is a readiness-to-serve charge, which
is applicable to all metered service and to which is to be
added the monthly charge computed at the Quantity Rates.
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: APPENDIX A
‘ Page 2
Schedule No. 2
RESIDENTIAL FIAT RATE SERVIGE -
ARPLICABILITY

Applicable only to flat rate residential water service furnished

Big Basin and vicinity; Santa Cruz.

RATES Per Service Connection
‘ ' _Pex Month

All existing flat rate connections where s
meters have not been located.ccseceeeccanes $ 20.00 (I)

1. The above flat rates apply only to a service connection
not larger than one-inch in diameter.

. 2. For service covered by the above classification, if the
utility so elects, a meter shall be installed and service provided
under Schedule No. 1, General Metered Service, effective as of the (T)
first day of the following calendar month. Where the flat rate
charge for a periocd has been paid in advance, refund of the prorated
difference between such flat rate payment and the minimum meter
charge for the same period shall be made on or before that day.

(D)

(END OF APPENDIX A)
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: APPENDIX B
' Page 1

1988 Test Year
Page 1

Nane of Company: Big Basin Water Company

Net-to-Gross Multiplier:
Federal Tax Rate:

State Tax Rate:
Uncollectible Rate:

Purchased Power (Electrie)
Pacific Gas & Electric Ceo.
Total Cost $ 33,235

Schedule and Effective Date: ‘ A=-1:7/1/87
kWwh used:
wWinter ‘ 71,079
Sunmmer : 119,697
$/kWh used: ,
Winter -08297
Summer ' : -10096
Schedule and Effective .Date: ' A=10:7/1/87
kWh used: '
Winter ’ 83,591
Summer ' 77,168
$S/kWh used: : .
Winter : . 06630
Summer -08403

Payroll: '

Employee Labor $ 16,800

Management Salaxy 7,200

Office Salary _ =
Total ‘ ‘ . ' $ 33,600

Payroll Taxes - - $ 3,704

3. Ad Valorem Taxes , | ' o $ 2,240

1. Metered ' ‘ o _ ‘_511
Total . ‘ . ' ‘ 517
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' APPENDIX B
' Page 2
1988 Test Year

Lxem @ Adopted Expenses
‘ and Rates

geFT FIT.
OPERATING REVENUES $153,290 153,290
: ¢

O&M EXPENSES . " 129,537 -
TAXES OTHER THAN INCO : . 5,944
TAX DEPRECIATION 2,030 2,030
CCFT ' _ 0 , 1,467
SUB-TOTAL DEDUCTIONS : ' 137,511 138,978
STATE TAXABLE REVENUE 15,779 :
CCFT AT 9.3% 1,467
FEDERAL TAXABLE REVENUE N
FIT AT 15% '
TOTAL INCOME TAX

129,527
! 5"\944 ‘|

ADOPTED RATE BASE

Average Plant $1,007,960
Average Depreciation Reserve 225,694
Net Plant 782,276
Less: Advances Q
Contributions 686,226

Plus: Working Cash 19,300
Materials 500

Rate Base : 115,850

(END OF APPENDIX B)
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Decision

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application )

of BIG BASIN WATER COMPANY, a ) Applxcatmon 86-10-030
Partnership, for Authority to )  (Filed October A4, 1986;
Increase Rates. ) amended Januaxy 15, 1987
) and December 10, 1987)

John _D. Readex, for Big Basin Water Company,
apal;cant.

ven, for Department of Health
Services, and Waltex M. Caxlson, for Big

Basin Water Comm;ttee, interested parties.
’ Attorney at Law,

and ugx;;n_ﬂ:gggn for water Utilities
Branch.

This is an application in whieh Big Basin Water Company
(Big Basin), a partnership, seeks authority to increase its rates
for water service.

A duly noticed public hearing was held in this matter by
Administrative Law Judge Donald B. Jarvis in Santa Cruz on March 1,
1988. The matter was/submltted subject to the filing of transcript
which was received on April 1, 1988.

X. W

Big Basin provides water service to about 500 customers
in an unincagporated area in and around the Bouldexr Creek Countxy
Club in the San Lorenzo Valley. Water has been obtained from wells
and springs’ until recently when the Department of Health Services
oxrdered tﬁg discontinuance of the sprxng sources bhecause much of
this water could not be filtered for customers at highex
elevatmons. . Sexvice is rendered through over 88,000 feet of

o /
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Branch’s estimate was $2,440.

It excluded fronm the total
the $3,300 for attorney’s fees because it said there was
evidence of attorney work in this proceeding.

)

s
Big Basin’s consultant testified that attoxrney James
Lyons had prepared the original ;pplication and first/gmendment in

this proceeding as well as representing Big Basin
Lyons indicated that $3,500 of his billings rel

other matters.
ed to his work on

/
this matter. In the circumstances, Big Basxg/s estimate is more
reasonable than Branch’s and it will be adopted.

11l. Uncollectibles

The parties agree that $250 i

uncollectibles and it will be adopted.

12. Gepexal Expense

s/é/;easonable estimate for

The partios agree that $370 is a reasonable estimate for
general expense and it will be adopted. :

13. Summary

The following is a summary of the O&M expenses adopted

for this application:

Operation and Maintenance
Test Yeax 1988

es

Lken

Power

Employee Labor

O&M Materials
Contract Work
Vehicle Expense
Office Salary ~
Management Salary
Enployee Benefi
Office Services /and Rental
Office Supplie
Professional Services
Insurance

Regulatory Expense
Uncollectibles

‘ General Expense
Total Expenses

o /

arplicant Branch

$ 30,000

13,200

7,410
33,780
5,960
14,400
7,200

0

8,400
4,000
3,100
7990
4,640
250
—_—10

$133,700

$ 33,235
16,800
7,410
33,780
5,960
9,600

2,630

0
2,510

2,300

3,100

1,260
2,440

250
___f_;ZQ

$121,645

$ 33,235
16,800
7,410
33,780
5,960
9,600

7, 200

3, 600
2,300
3,100
1,292
4,640

250

Sy A1)

$129,537




