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~ Decision No. 92228 - SEP 3 - 1980 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

L~ the matter of the application 
of LAGUNA HILLS WATER COMPANY ror 
an order authorizing an increase 
in rates. 
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Arthur H. Burnett, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

Rossmoor Water Company, a 
corporation, 

Defendant. 
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-----------------------------, ) 
Lawrence T. SOlomon, 

Complainant, 

VS. 

Rossmoor Water Company, 
Derendant. 
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) 

-----------------------------) ) 
A. L. Leyva Trust, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

Rossmoor Water Company, 
Defendant. 
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-----------------------------, ) 
Lawrence Solomon and 
Stanley Solomon, 

vs. 

Complainants, 

Rossmoor Water Company, 
Defendant. 
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) 

---------------------------) 
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Application No. 58440 
(Filed October 27 r 1978; 
amended January ~, 1979 

and May 29, 1979) 

Case No. 10578 
(Filed May 23, 1978) 

Case No. 10595 
(Filed June 12, 1978) 

Case No. 10604 
(Filed June 26, 1978) 

Case No. 10605 
(Filed June 26, 1978) 

EX-a 
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Greenville Development Company, 
Complainant, 

vs. 

Rossmoor Hater Compa.ny, 
Defendant. 
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----------------------------) ) 
Syd Carnine, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

Rossmoor Water Company, 
Defendant. 
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) 
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) 

----------------------------) ) 
Sta.nley Solomon, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

Rossmoor Water Company, 
Defendant. 
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) 

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

Case No. 10606 
(Filed June 26, 1978) 

Case No. 10607 
(Filed June 26, 1978) 

Case No.. 10610 
(Filed June 27, 1978) 

ORDER CORRECTING DECISION NO.. 919'15 
AND DENYING REHw~iNG 

A petition for rehearing of Decision No. 91915 has been filed 
on behalf of Professional Con~unity Management, Inc .. , Golden Rain 
Foundation and Mutual Housing Corporations Inside Leisure World. 
A response to that petition was filed by Laguna Hills Water Co. to 
which the above petitioners replied. We have carefully considered 
the allegations of error in the petition as well as the policy 
concerns expressed therein. We are of the opinion that good cause 
for granting rehearing has not been shown, but that an error on page 
9 of DeciSion No. 91915 should be corrected to avo1d pozsible con­
fusion. Therefore, 
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P'resen~ PropoGeC 

Se:rvi~e Ch.4rge: RJl~<,,~ * ltoJ.~(!'~ 

For S/8 X 3/4-1~h me~er •••••••••••••••••• $ 3.15 S 3.30 
For 3/4-1neh meter •••••••••••••••••• 3.50 3.65 
For l~ineh meter •••••••••••••••••• 4.75 4.95 
For 1-l/2-1neh meter •••••••••••••••••• 6.30 6.60 
For 2-1neh me~cr •••••••••••••••••• 8.50 8.90 
'for Z-ineh meter •••••••••••••••••• 15.75 16.50 
For 4-ineh meter •••••••••••••••••• 21.40 22.45 
";or 6-1neh metc= •••••••••••••••••• 35 .. 60 37 .. 25 

Qu.mti ty 4~e~: 
For ~he f1r~t S,OOO cu.ft., 
per 100 eu.f~ • ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 .. 770 

For allover 5,000 cu.ft., 
per lOO eu.f~ • ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0.629 

The Serviee Charge 1~ ·4 rea.d1ncoc ... to-5crve eh4rze wh1~!'l. 
i, APplicable ~o all me1:erc:d serviee 4nd ~o • ... hich 1s to 
be added. the monthly charge c.omputecl 40t the Quan:1ty 4teo. 

*Includes $.078 per 100 cubic feet surcharge author1zeCt by Resolution 
No. W-2586 ~ted Ja:nJary 6, 1980 pursuant to Ad.Vice Letter No. 32. 

·*Includ.es $.078 per 100 cubic teet surc~ author1zed by Resolution 
No. W-2586 os,ted. Ja:t!IJZry 8, 1980 purzuant to A<!V1ce Letter No. 32" an<! 
$0.084 per 100 cubic feet 1ncrease authorized. 1n AdV1ce I.etter No. 33. 

Adop1:eI! 
P..'l.t(l!!J** 

$ 3.20 
3.50 
4.ao 
6.00 
9.00 

16.00 
21.00 
36.00 

0.e62 

O.72! 
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that, 
The corrected page 9 of Decision No. 91915, attached hereto, 

shall ~e substituted tor the original page 9. 
Rehearing or Decision No. 91915 as corrected herein is denied. 
The effective dat~~ this order 1$ the date hereof. 
Dated ~C'o~-1' II at San FranCiSCO, California. 
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