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De~ision No _________ _ DEC 19 1978 

:SEFORE 'I'HE' PlJB:.IC urn-lIIES COMMISSION OF '!'HE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of California- ) 
American Water Company, a ) 
corporation, for authority to ) 
raise rates in its Duarte ) 
District. ) 

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

A'Pplication No • .57879 
(Filed February 21, 1978) 

Gray, Cary,'Ames & Frye, by Eu§ene L. 
Freeland, Attorney at LaW, ... or 
applicant. 

Elmer ,J. Sjostrom, Attorney at law, and 
Francis S. Ferraro, for the Commission 
staff. 

.Q.!!!1Q.! 
Applicant, California-American Water Company, seeks 

authority to increase rates for water service in its Duarte 
District. the proposed rates would increase annual revenues 
from $785,100 to $954,800, an annual increase of 21.6 percent 
or $169,700. The applicant contends that in its test year 1979 
its rate base will 'be $1,888,700. Its proposed rates are designed 
to yield 11.11 percent on that rate base and to yield a 13.5 
percent return on common equity. 

After proper notice a public hearing was held in Duarte 
on September 12 and 13, 1978 before Administrative Law Judge 
James D. 'rante. The parties were authorized to present argument 
in the form. of letters to the hearing,officer on or before 
September 22, 1978, and the ease was submitted on the latter date. 
The applicant's letter presenting argument was received on 
September 227 1978 •. 

Applicant, a California corporation,. is a wholly owned 
subsidiary of the American Yater Works Company, Inc. of Wilm!ngton

7 
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Delaware, and operates public utility water systems in portions 
of the counties of San.Diego, Los Angeles, Ventura, and Monterey. 
The applicant's Duarte District provides public utility water 
service to approximately 5,960 customers in a service area which 
lies at the northern edge of the San Gabriel Valley and extends 
into the foothills of the San Gabriel MO'Ul'1tains, providing . 
domestic water service to the cities of Bradbury and Duarte, and 
portions of Irwindale, Monrovia, and vicinity, Los Angeles ·COtzntY.~~_= 
Sixty·six customers_ (1.1 percent)are residents of the city of 
Bradbury (Bradbury)p who are also trrigation service customers. 

The source of water supply for the irrigation service 
has historically been the diversion of surface water from the San 
Gabriel R.iver and Fish Canyon. In times of extremely low river 
flow, water from wells has also be~n delivered to· the irrigation 
customers. Raw water from the surface is not su11:able for domestic 
use. 

EleVations within the service area range from 375 feet 
above sea level on the southwest to 1,000 feet at. the northern 
edge. The domestic system is supplied by seven wells which feed 
directly into the distribution pipeline system. 

Six letters were received protesting the application 
for rate increase. 

A physicist who is a member of the Planning Commission 
and the Water Committee for Bradbury; a person engaged in property 
management and development who is a former planning commissioner 
and a member of the City Council and who is now a member of the 
Water Committee of Bradbury; the mayor who is also a member of 
the Water Committee of Bradbury; the president of the Bradbury 
Estates Association; ~ji~:t:s~n .. :wh~.~i,s _-an~ ·em;Pio:yee:~o-f.~an<C~esides=:-~~~ 
with his employer, a resident of Bradbury, and who also is, an advisor 
for Los Duardenos, a Mexi:an-American association; and,a reti~ed 
real estate developer who resides in Bradbury, made statement3 
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concerning the impact or the propo$e~ rate increase on Bradbury 
~d the surrounding community. An electronic technician who lives 
:ion Monrovia, a resident o! Duarte, ~d:3. retired real estate 
developer in the Duarte area made statements concerning the 
requested rate increase and the ser~ice of the applicant. 

The applicant's vice president, who is also treasurer 
and secretary, testified on its behal.f'. A· financial examjner 
testified for the Commission staf!. 

Following is a Sll'flll"!7}l.ry of exhibits presented in this 
proceeding: 

Exhibit 1, a statement.:· concerning the ef'!ect o! 
the proposed rate increase on Bradbury, was marked 
for identi!ication only. Exhibit 2, the necessary 
proof of service by puolieation, bill insert, and 
posting at the headquarters oi" the applicant of th~ 
making oi" the application and the date, time, and 
place of hearing; Exhibit 3, the star! report ot . 
results of operation; Exhibit 4, the applicant's 
report of the results oi" operation and revenue 
requirements; Exhibit 5, th~ recorded and pro forma 
income and rate of return for the 12-month period 
ending December 31, 1977; Exhibit 6, the recorded 
and pro f'orma income and rate of return for the 
12-month period ending December 31, 1975;Exnibit 
7, the recorded and estimated coverages, including 
the times interest earned ratio during 1970 to· 
1977, and ending June 30, 1975; Exhibit S, a letter 
"dated July 22, 1977 to the Commission from Paci!ic 
Mutual Life Insurance Company and a reply thereto 
dated July 28, 197$; Exhibit 9, a letter dated 
December 2;, 1977 to the Commission from the 
applicant; Exhibit lO~, a chart of common s~ock 
dividends paid by the applican~; Exhibit 11, a 
ol.cuJ3.tion showing the applicant's percenta.ge 
return on common equity; Exhibit 12, an explanation 
of' the differences· in the statement of results of' 
operation of the Commission and the applicant; 
Exhibit 13, rates ot return on rate base necessary 
to yield certai:l returns on common equity; and 
Exhibit 14, the staff report concerning the cost 
of capital and rate of return. Exhibits 2 through 
14 were received in evidence .... 
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Rates 
The present rates1/and proposed rates for general metered 

service are as follows: 

: Per Meter Per Month : 
: ____________ ~!~t~em=_ _________________ :~P~r~e~se~n~t~Ra~te~s~:Pr~o.po~se~a~Ra~t~e~s: 

Quantity Rates 

First 500 cu.ft.·or less ••••••••• 
Next 2,000 cu.· ft.; per 100 cu. ft •• 
Next 7,500 cu.ft., per 100 cu.ft •• 
Over ·10,000 cu.ft., per 100 eu.ft •• 

Minimum. Charge 

For S/8 x 3/4-inch meter •••••••••••• 
For 3/4-inch meter •••••••••••• 
For l-inch meter •••••••••••• 
For l~-inch meter •• ~ ••••••••• 
For 2-inch meter •••••••••••• 
For 3-inCh meter •••••••••••• 
For 4-inch meter •••••••••••• 
For 6-inch meter ............ . 
For 8-inch mete~ ............ . 

$ 3.27 
.406· 
.291 
.241 

$ 3.27 
4 .. 00 
6.30 
9.60 

12.80 
17.00 
28'.00 
40.00 
61.00 

$ 3.27 
.533 
.383· 
.31.7 

$ 3.27 
5.25 
8.25 

12 .. 60 
16.80 
22.30 
36.80 
52.50 
80.00 

The Min~ Charge will entitle the eustomer 
to the quantity of water which that minimum 
charge will purchase at the Quantity Rates. 

1/ After filing this application, the applicant ·red~~~.~~ts.~-:_-·· 
rates due to reduced·ad valorem taxes in connection with 
Article XIII-A of the State Constitution, but the reduction 
d~~s_n:~.~ appear in the above tabulation or the tabulation 
for measured irrigation service. 
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The present rates and proposed r~te$ fo~ measured 
irri8atio~ service are 35 follows: 

. . : Per Meter Per Month : 
: ________________ ~Ic~c~m~ ________________ ~:~P;~e~se~n~t~R~~~t~e~s~:~Pr~O~?O_S~c~a~Ra~t~e~s: 

Quantitv R~tes 

Pressure service all water, pCI' 100 cu.ft. 
Gravity service all w~ter, per 100 cu. ft. 

Service Ch~rge 

For S/S:x: 3/4-inch meter •••.•••••.•••.. 
For 3/4-inch meter ..••••.•..•...• 
For I-inch meter •..••••.••••..• 
For l~-inch meter .•••••.•••••••• 
For 2-inch meter ............... . 
For 3-inch meter •••••••.•..•••• 
For 4-inch meter: •.•••....•.•.• 
For 6-inch meter ............... . 
For 8-inch meter ••..•.••..•.••• 

$ .135 
.084' 

$ 4.45 
. 5 .. 55 

8.90 
13.50 
18.00 
25.00 
40.00 
55.00 
85.00 

j'"'> 
""." 

::-

It The Service Charge is a readiness-to-serve c~rge 
applicable to this service and to which is to be 
added the monthly usage charge computed at the 
Quantity R.ate. 

Results of Operation 

$ 

$ 

.165 

.103 

5.40 
6.80 

10.90 
16· .. 50 
22.00 
30.00 
49.00 
67.00 

104.00 

Table l-A of Exhibit 3 and Exhibit 12 set forth the 
summary of e~rnings 8t present rates for test year 1979. In 
addition, Exhibit 12 ~tates the reasons the applicant believes 
acco~t for the differences in estimates between it and the 
cammission staff. Exhibit 3, Table l-B, sets forth the staff's 
summary of earnings at proposed rates for test year 
1979. 

-5-
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For the purpose of this hearing and for the reasons set 
forth in Exhibit 12, the applica.nt has accepted the staff's 
results of operation at present rates and at proposed rates for 
test year 1979 as set forth in the following table. For comparison, 
this table also shows the results of operation at rates authorized 
herein. !he adopted test year results of operation estimates 
are reasonable. 

President carter signed into law Revenue Act of 1978 
(BR 13511). lhe Act reduces the corporate tax rate from 
48 percent to 46 percent effective January 1, 1979, and provides 
for lower tax rates for the first four $25,000 increments of 
taxable income. The Act will thus reduce the utility's federal 
income tax liability begirming January 1, 1979. 'therefore, our 
adjusted results for the test year 1979 will reflect the Revenue 
Act of 1978 corporate tax rate. 
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l'able 1 

E.1:1m&ttd· ae8u1t. 'of'~er4t1«1'-
. "(X;;t: Y~r-f979)-'---·-' 

Item 
(4) (b) (c) <d) (0) 

(J;)ollars :tn l'hous-=d.) 

$ 78S.1 $ 746.2 $ 954.8 $ 947.0 

22erat1.ng E&ensee 

Oper. & Ma.1..ntcnanee 
Ad.m1ut.a1:r4'tive & General 
Alloeatec1' Depr. Zxp. 
Depred.&d.on Zxpense 
l'4Xe8 Other 'I'h.Gn Income 
Franc:h1se l'ax 
Federal Income l'lIX 

l'ot4l Expesaes 

Net Oper4t1ng Revenue 

Avera,ge RAte kee 

387.3 
122.1 

.8 
83.5 
73.0 
(l.2) 

(10.3) 

655.2 

1.29.9 

1,838.7 

Rate of RetU'm 6.88": 

358.9 
121.6 

1.7 
80.8 
35.1 

.1 
(R.O) 

590.2 

1S6.0' 

1,849.4 

8 .. 44:-

388.2 359.7 
1.22.1 121.6 

.8 1.7 
83.S 80.8' 
73.0 35.l 
14.0 18.1 
63.4 79.3 

745.0 696.3 

209.8 250.7 

1.,888.1 1,849.4 

11.11~ 13.56": 

359.1. 
121.6 

1.7 
80.8 
35.l 
4-~ 9. 

612'.2' 

In.s 

1,849.4 

9.60't 

!I~ed on Revecue Act or 1978. 
(Red,Figure) 

.e 

Customer Service 
The staff report (Exhibi1: 3) states: 

"A review of the Commission's customer complaint 
records for 1976 and 1977 incicates that eight 
informal complaints for disputed bills were 
filed against the a.pplicant and that all com­
plaints were satisfactorily resolved." 

,.~, -. ~~ '-=-.- :--The --·s.taf£:'-1i-iveS'tiga e-ion"'repor'ts-o'n" -var'ioUs -leaKs-a no 
~, ... .. . ", . ~ _. - . ... ...~. - -. 

customer complaints for 1976 and 1977 reveal that the complaints 
were satisfactorily resolved. At.the hearing there was a statement 
concerning the service of the applicant relating to' low water 

',' 

-7-



A.57S79 dcp /.11 

pressure. A memorandum dated Spetember 19, 1978 to the 
Administrative Law Judge from an associate utilities engineer with 
tne Commission staff sets forth that he has discussed the complaint 
with personnel of the applicant and has been assured that the matter 
'Will be investigated and an effort will be made to rectify the 
problem. 
Rate of Return 

The applicant's vice president referred to Exhibit 7 
wnich shows that the available earnings (before taxes on income) 
ratio to the interest on long-term dect declined from 1.84 in 
1970 to .57 in 1977, and tor the :t'irst six mo'nths, of 1975 .furt~er 
declined to .46. He referred to Exhibit 10 which shows the 
co~on stock dividends paid by the applicant from 1966 through 
1977, but shows no ~yment of such dividend in 1976 or 1977 
because the applicant operated at,a loss, during those two years. 
He referred to Exhibit 11 which shows· that the 12-year average 
return on common equity for the three other largest Class A 
water utilities in California was}-9 percent, 10.0 percent, and 

10.5 percent, respectively, but orily 3.5 percent for the applicant. 
He testified that the applicant's earnings .are only .46 times its 
interest e~nse, and such earnings should be 1.75 times its 
interest expense in order for it to borrow additional sums should 
it become necessary to do so to satisfactOrily maintain public utility 
service. It is not ~ecessary that the applicant borrow additional 
funds at the present time. 

The applicant contends that based on its capi~al structure 
as or December .31,1979 consisting of 46.96 percent debt and.. 53.04. 
percent adjusted common equity and its embedded cost or debt of 
8.70 percent, the fair rate of return is 11.11 percent on rate 
base which would. result in a return on equity or 13.24 percent. 
To support its contention, the applicant points to recent 
decisions by the Commission involving 12.82 percent average 
return on com:on equity authorized for Southern California Water 
Company and California.· Water Service Company. 
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!he Commission staff contends that 9.30 to 9.60 percent 
is a reasonable range in rate of return to be applied to the 
applicant's rate base. 

The appropriate rate of return for the applicant's 
operations is discussed in detail in D.88875 dated May 31, 1978, 
the decision on A.57087 relating to its San Marino District. In 

that decision, we concluded that 4 9.60 percent return on rate 
base and 10.60 percent return on common stock equity strike a 
reasonable balance between consumer and investor interests which 
comports with the applicant's equity ratio being higher than 
that of other major water utilities under our jurisdiction 
as well as with the presence of a parent/applicant relationship.!! 
In that ease the capital structure consisted of 50 percent debt 
and SO percent adjusted common e~uity; now it is 46.96 percent 
<3.ebt and 53.04 percent adjusted common equity. Table lS of 
Exhibit 14 shows that a 9.60 percent return on rate base would 
produce 10.39 percent return on adjusted common equity based on 
the applicant's estimated capital structure as of December 31, 1979. 

After careful consideration of the entire record, we 
adopt as reasonable a rate of return of 9.6 percent which will 
provide a return on adjusted common equity of a'P'Pro~1mately 10 .. 39 
percent. 

In setting a ~easonable rate of return, we take cognizance .", 
of the fact that the current economic reality of attrition can serve' Ij 
to erode the ability of a utility to earn a meaningful and reasonable 
rate of return. 

~I In D.88876 dated May 31, 1978 and in D.89ll4 dated July 25, 
1978, we determined that a 9.60 r:rcent return on rate b~se 
was reasonable for the applicant s Village and Baldwin Hills 
Districts, respectively_ 

-9-
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As we stated in Decision No. 88761 dated May 2, 1978, in 
Southern california Water Company's Application No. 57271: 

"One method of allowing for attrition is the 
establishment of rates sufficiently high to 
produce the authorized rate of return on the 
average over a specified period of time. Another 
method of counteracting the effect of rate of 
return attrition is the use of step rates. Such 
rates provide the utility the opportunity to 
earn the authorized rate of return on a uniform 
basis and are considered more e<luitable to the 
customers in that they do· not pay any excesses 
durin~ the first years to offset future 
antic~pated defiCiencies. Another advantage to 
step rates is that they afford an op~ortunity of 
a review of future changes in rate of return and 
initiation of appro~riate action if a reduction in 
rates is indicated. tr 

In its judgment, this Commission will assume that applicant's future 
rate of return is subject to a maximum 0.50 percent attrition. 'to 
insure applicant the opportunity to achieve and realize the rate of 
return of 9.60 percent authorized herein, we will authorize step 
rate increases to offset the maximum 0.50 percent attrition in rate 
of return. 

!his order will provide for the authorization for applicant 
to file, on or before November 15, 1979, an advice letter with 
appropriate work papers, requesting an attrition offset not to exceed 
$l8,900, which represents 0.50 pereent attrition iu rate of return 
based on the adopted rate base. 
Rate DesiAA 

The following are the staff's recommendations on rate 
design for the Duarte District based on the applicant's proposed 
annual increase of $l69,700. 

IIA.. Convert the present minimum charge rates to a 
service charge rate structure. 
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"B. A threc-b1ock quantity rate structure be d~veloped 
c.s follows: 

0-500 cubic feet 
600-10,000 cubic feet, 
Over 10,000 cubic feet 

"C. The second block qUClntity rate should be higher tha-n 
the first block q~ntity rate. 

liD. The third block quantity ra.te should be established 
at a rate in between the first and second block 
rtJ.tes. 

"E. To meet lifeline conditions with the applic:tnt's 
proposed rate increase, the proposed quantity 
r~::es and the service charge rate for the 5/8 x 
3/4-inch meter should be set so that the charge 
for the lifeline consumption of 300 cub·ic feet 
be no more than a 77. incre4se over the present 
r.:'!te charge. 

"F. The service charges for the la.-rger size meters 
should be determined by multiplying th~ 5/8 x 
3/4-inch meter charge by approximately SOi. of 
the sum of the present minimum cha.rge equiva.lent 
meter r3tio and the standard service cha.rge 
equiv~lent meter r.o.tio as found in Standard Practice 
U-2S. 

"G. To 3CCCpt the "''Pplicant's propos:ll to increase 
the I:-riga.tion Schedule, a. service charge type 
schedule, by 227.." , 

-"'--,,',,",._-,--

. ".," the ,annual increase' in_~stimated operating revenues 
authorized is' from $746,200 to $789,700, or $43,500 (5.8 percent). ~'" 

." - This -is ap?r'oxi~tely 25.6 percent of the $169,700 requested by ~he' -
.:lpplic:lnt. 

Rate schedules based upon the original staff r.:lte 
recommend~tions and the authorized 3nnual revenue incre~se of 
$43,500 would result in inequities in the cost of water servi~e to 
various customers. To remove such inequities the original staff 
rate recommendat:ions arc modified as follows for purposes of prep3'ring 
Appendix A hereto: 
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Findings 

l. The applicant's present irrigation schedule 
is increased by 6 percent instead of 22 
percent. 

2. The three-block quantity rate sQ:ucture is 
developed as follows: 

o - 500 cubic feet 
600 - 2,500 cubic feet 
Over 2,500 cubic fee~ 

3. The third block quantity rate is established 
at a rate lower than the second block. 

1. The applicant 1 s water quality, conservation program, and 
service are satisfactory. 

2. The applicant is in need of additional revenues. 
3. The adopted estimates, previously discussed herein, of 

operating revenues, opera.ting expenses) and rate base for the test 
year 1979 reasonably indicate the estimated results of the a.pplicant's 
operations for the £u~ure. 

4. A rate of return of 9.60 percent on ~he applicant's adopted 
rate base for 1979' will produce a return on common equity of 
approximately 10.39 percent and will represent an increase of 
$43,500 or 5.8 percent in gross operating revenues. Such an increase 
is reasonable and justified. 

5~' ""Attrition' in the rate of 'ret~ of approximately ceso --,-
percent should be recognized in the authorized rates. A further 
step increase not to exceed $18,900 should be authorized as of 
January 1, 1980 to offset the 0.50 percent decline in rate of return. 
The step increase au~horized. in Appendix A should be appropriately 
modified in the event the rate of rerum on rate base, adjusted to' 
reflect the rates then in effect for the 12 months ended SepteWer 30, 
1979, exceeds 9 .. 60 percent. . 

6. !he rates authorized herein, which also yield a 9.60 percent 
rate of return, are based on staff-recommended rate design, with 
modifications. The rate design as modified is reasonable. 
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7. !be increases in rates and charges authorized herein are 
justified; the rates and charges authorized herein are reasonable; 
and the present rates and charges, insofar as they differ from those 
prescribed herein, are for the future unjust and unreasonable. 

8. A reasonable estimate of results of operations for test 
year 1979 is contained in the "adopted" coltl:lXln of Table 1 in the 
discussion section of this decision. This' estimate includes the eax 
effects of the R.evenue Act of 1978· (ER. 13511). 

9. The applicant is authorized to file for its Duarte Distri~t 
the revised rate schedules attached to this order as Appendix A on or 
after the effective date of this order. 'Ihe revised tariff schedules 
shall become effective four days after filing but shall in no event 
be effective earlier than January 1, 1979. 

!he Commission concludes that the application should be 

granted to the extent provided by the fo11~ing order. 

ORDER ...... --~,... 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
1. On or after the effective date of this order, applicant 

California-American Water Company is authorized to file for its 
Duarte District the revised rate schedules attached to this order as 
Appendix A, and concurrently to withdraw and cancel its presently 
effective schedules. Such filing shall co=ply with General Order 
No. 96-A. The effective date of the revised schedules shall be four 
days after the date o·f filing but shall in no event be effective 
earlier than January 1, 1979. '!he revised schedules shall apply 
only to service rendered on and after the effective date of the. 
revised schedules. 

-lla-
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2. On orbefore Novc=ber 15, 1979, ~lifornia-Amerie~n Water 
Company is authorized to file an ~dvice letter, with appropr~te 
work papers, requesting attrition offset not to exceed $-18,900 which 
represents 0.50 percent attrition in rate of return based on the 
adopted rate b~se. The increase will be in 3 uniform cents-per­
hundred-eubic-feet of water adjustment for consumption in excess of 
500 cubic feet from the rates shown in Appendix A. In the event 
that its rate of return on rate base, adjusted to reflect the rates 
then in effect on (1) a pro iorma basis using recorded s,ales and, .,:( 
(2) a pro forma basis with normal rateroaking adjust=ents for the 

twelve months ended September 30, 1979, exceeds 9.60 percent a 
lesser increase shall be allowed. Sueh filing shall comply with 
General Order No. 9'6"A. The staff will evaluate this, request and) if 
appropriate, prepare the neeessary =esolution for the Commission's 
consideration. 

The effective date of this order shall be the d:J.te hereof. 
Dated at Sa:D. 'F:a.uci:300 , California, this L ~ 

d.ly of ----RolD E~G~E~··P.?-i'. e:~F.-----' 197$... 
• 
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APPLICABILITY 

APPENDIX A 
Pa.ge 1 ot 2 

Schedule No. DO'-l 

Duarte District ~tt Area 

GENERAL METERED SERVICE 

Applicable to all general metered water service. 

l3ra.dJ)u:ry, Dua.rte, portions ot IrwiIldD.le, MoXll"ovis., 3J:1d V1d.n1ty, 
los Allge1es County. 

Q;aant1 ty PAtes: 

Per Meter I 

Per Month . 

F1rst 500 eu.tt. > per 100 eu.tt. .................... . 
Next 2,000 eu.tt., per 100 cu.tt ................ . 
Over 2',;00 cu.:rt.) per 100 cu .. ft.. • ............... . 

$ 0.30 (t) (~) ·.389 
..231 () ( ) 

Se%"V'ice Cha.rge: 

For 5/8 x 3/4-:1Jlch meter •••••••••••••••• " ••••••• 
For . 3/4-1nch meter ........................ . 
For l-inch meter •••.••••••.•••.••••••.•• 
For 1~-1nch meter .••••••••.•••.•...••.••• . 
For 2-1neh meter ..•.•... _ ••...••..•..•.. 
For 3-1neh meter •...•••.•.•.•...•.•..... 
For 4-1neh meter .•..•.•••••...•.•.••.•.• 
For 6-ineh meter- ......................... . 
lor 8-ineh meter •.... ,. ........•..•.. e· ••• 

'!he Service Charge :1" 8oppl1ce:ble to a.ll servi.ce. 

$ 2.00 
2.30 
3.40 
5.00 
7.;:0 

10.00, 
15· .. 00 
24 .. 00 
40.00 

It is a rea.diness-to-aerve charge to 'Whieil i:; a.dd.ed 
the eha.rge, computed at the Q:U8Jlt:1ty Rates, tor 'Wa.ter 
used d'Urillg the month.. 

(C) 

( ) 

(C) 

T 
(C) 
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APPLICA:BILI'lY 

APPENDIX A 
Page 2 or 2 

Schedule No. DO"-3M 

MFAS'ORED· IRRIGATION SERVICE 

Ap:plien.'ble 't¢ all meu\lred. service 'tor 1rl'1ge.t1on pu:r:poses as 
defined. ill the special conditions oelo..,. Applicable only to prerzd.~es 
serviced under Schedule No. 00-3M on a conti:c.uou:; basis on a.nd. a.tter 
Jan'.JArY 1, 1909. 

Bn.d'b~, D'aa.rte, portions or IrwindAle, MoXlrOVie., and V1e1nity, 
Los Angeles County. 

RATES· -

~ua.nti ty Rate:s: 

A. PreSS\lre service a.ll vater, 
pe-r lOO cu. n. . ..... ' ....................... . 

B. Gr&...;,ty service tJJ.l "ttS.ter, 
per 100' eu.tt •••••••.•••••••••••••••••••• 

Serv1ce ChsJ:oge: 

Per Meter 
Per Month 

$ .121 

.061 

,-

(r' 
(~) 

For 5/8 x 3/4-incll meter •••••.• -........... .....-. ...... ___ • __ -.$-.4_70.- ( ) ._. _,. .' ___ H.' 

For 3/4-1nCh meter •••••••••••••••••••••• 5.90 
For 1-1nch meter •••••••••••••••••••••• 9.40 
For It-1nc:ll meter •••••••••••••••••••••• 14.00 
For 2-inch meter ....................... 19.00 
For 3-inch meter ................... .,.... ';t7 .00" 
For 4-1neh meter .•..•..•.•• ~.......... 42.00 
For 6-inch meter ....................... 58.00' 
For 8-1nc:h meter •••••••••••••••••••••• 90.00 - ( ) 

'!he Sel"V1ce' Charge 1$ a. readiness-to-serve chuge 
applicable to this service and. to Which 1$ to· be 
added the monthly usage eh.o.rge cOa:!.pu.ted a.t the 
Q,ua.ntity Rate. 
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