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OPINION ADOPTING SETIlEMENT 

1. Summary 

We grant the motion of the Ratepayer Representation Branch of the \Vater 

Division (RRB) and California Water Service Company (CWS or utility) for 

adoption of their settlement of all issues pending in these ge~eral rate case 

applications. We conclude that the settlement is in the public interest. and '. 

approve it. Accordingly, this decision authorizes the following increases in base 

rates for water service in (our CWS districts: 

1999 2000 

District An\ount Percent Amount Percent 

(000) (000) . 
Bear Gulch $ 463.5 4.0% $ 0.0 no increase 

East Los Angeles $ 486.1 
!. 

3.2% $ 0.0 no increase 

Hermosa-Redondo $ 604.7 4.3% $ 0.0 no increase 

Visalia $ 361.0 4.3% $ 0.0 . no mcrease 

These increases are based on a rate of return on rate base of 8.93% in 1999 

and 8.79% in the year 2000, with a corresponding rate of return on common 

equity of 9.55% for both years. Rates for the first and second test years remain 

the same because the parties have combined them so that the agreed changes in 

depredation do not distort the second year earnings test. 

ews also is authorized a rate increase (or the years 2001 and 2002 to 

account (or attrition. The increases in 2001 and 2002; respectively, for the Bear 

Gulch District arc: $211,500 (1.7%) and $220,700 (1.8%); (or the East Los Angeles 

District: $341,900 (2.2%) and $349,700 (2:2%); and for the Visalia District: $74/200 
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(0.9%) and $80,600 (0.9%). There will be no attrition increases in the 

Hermosa-Redondo District. 

For the household with average water use, these adjustments will n\ean an 

increase in the monthly water bill in 1999 from about $58.71 to $60.69 in the Bear 

Gulch District; from $38.17 to $39.64 in the East Los Angeles Districtj fron\ $40.82 

to $42.45 in the Hermosa-Redondo District; and from $24.97 to $25.69 in the 

Visalia District. 

2. Background 

C\VS is the largest investor-owned water company in California, providing 

water to 350,000 accounts in 20 districts, all within California. Like other Class A 

water utilities, CWS annually files applications for rate adjustments in One or 

moie of its districts in accordance with the rate case plan schedule We adopted in 

Decision (D.) 89-03-003. 

On September 9,1998, CWS filed applications to increase rates in its Bear 

Gulch, East Lost Angeles, Hermosa-Redondo, and Visalia districts for the time 

period 1999-2002. (Exhibits 1-10.). For filings after mid-year, the rate case plan 

provides for rate adjustments in the two subsequent "test" years, (here the years 

1999 and 2000) and for additional"attritionll adjustments in the third and partial 

fourth years (here 2001 and 2002). 

On Septen)ber 17, in Resolution AL} 3000, we preliminary categorized the 

applications as ratesetting and determined that hearings likely would be 

nccessary_ At the prehearing conference (PHC) held on Cktober 16, the 

administrative law judge (ALJ) consolidated these applications [or hearing. 

Commissioner Duque, the assigned Commissiol~er, attended the PHC and 

subsequently issued a scoping O'lerno for the consolidated proceeding which 

deSignated AL} Vieth as the principal hearing officer. The scoping memo <llso set 

forth the issues to be decided in this proceeding and established a prOCedural 
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schedule under which the Conunission would issuc a final dccision by 

April 1999, or in no cvcnt latcr than 18 months from thc date of filing of the 

applications, pursuant to Pub. um. Code § 1701 ct seq. and Article 2.5 of our 

Rules of Practicc and Proccdure. 

The Commission conducted four Public Participation Hearings (PPH), one 

in each district. The first three, held on December 1 in City of Commerce, 

December 2 in Hermosa Beach} and December 3 in Menlo Park, v·tete sparsely 

attended. The City Manager of Hermosa Bcach appeared at the Decembcr 2 

hcaring to announce his City Council;s opposition to the proposed rate increase. 

The City Engineer of Redondo Beach also appeared at that hearing to protest thc 

proposed rate increase, at his City Council's direction. Attendance was higher at 

the Visalia PPH on December 9. )bose p~csent focussed primarily on the 

proposed facilitics fee (or new developments. Several spea~ers variously 

supported, challcnged and suggested revisions to the proposed fee. 

The Comnussion also has received numerous letters (rom residential 

customers in the {our districts. Gcnerally, these customers protested thc ratc 

increase but did not complain about service or watcr quality. The singlc issue 

most frequently challcnged was the utility's request that the Commission 

rCLonsider its prior decisions and authorize a higher addition to rate base {or the 

San Jose headquarters parking. (Sec 0.94-02-045, tehg. den. D.94·08-031.) In 

addition, the City o{ ~fenlo Park wrote asking the Commission to consider the 

rate differential between C\VS and the City o( Menlo Park Municipal Water 

Service as well as utilization of a tiered, rather than a flat [ec, metering system 10 

encourage water conservation. 

On December 22, RRB served its reports analyzing CWS' requests for 

increased rates. RRB re~onm\endcd numerous cost reductions and a lesser rate 

of return. (Exhibits 11-16.) Thereafter, the parties noticed settlement discussions 
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and C\VS, by motion, askcd to rcschedulc the cvidentiary hcarings set to begin 

on January 12, 1999. 

On February 4, at the con\mencemertt of the rescheduled evidentiary 

hearings, the parties informed the ALJ that thcy had reached settlement of all 

issues but had yet to memorialize their agreement. AccorrlinglYJ evidentiar}' 

hearings were continued to l-.1arch 4. On February 25, CWS and RRB jointl}' filed 

a motion for adoption of the settlement attached to that" motion and thereafter, 

the ALJ removed the March 4 hearings from the calendar. No oppo~ition to the 

motion was filed. The ALJ issued her proposed decision u\ less tllan the 90-day 

statutory timeline. 

3. Highlights of the SeHlement 
The settlement (including the tetbleof contents of appendices but without 

the voluminous' appendices, th(>ms~lves) is attached to this decision as 

Appendix D. The setUemertt resolves all issues pendirig in this consolidated 

proceeding, including the following: _ 

• Parking lot. CWS and RRB agree the CoIl\n\ission should dismiss 
with prejudice _th~ utility's request (or reconsideration of the rate 
base valuation of the San Jose headquarters parking lot. Prior 
Comnussion decisions authorized CWS to add to rate base 
$81,875, the original cost of the land when it was purchased in the 
early 19605, rather than the price it was appraised at in 1990, When 
parking lot construction occurred. In this proceeding, CWS again 
raised the issue of the difference in valuation and sought 
authorization to add $793,850 to rate base, amortized over five 
years. 

• Environn\ental audit. The parties agree that CWS should contract 
for a company·wide environmental audit to assess its compliance 
with environrnentallaws and regulations and that the cost, 
approximately $200,000, should be recoveted by a one·year 
surcharge assessed to customer accounts in all 20 districts, in 
accordance with Appendix B. CWS will seek subsequent 
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authorization to assess the pro rata share of thc audit (ost in the 16 
districts not at issue in this proceeding. 

• New serviccs fcc. C\VS and RRB agree that a $450 l1e", services 
fee should apply to each lot in new, private developments in the 
Visalia district which requite a main extension (subject to limited, 
specified exdusions). This fee is $50 lower than CWS' original 
request. RRB agrees the fcc should be treated as an advance 
(subject to refund) and paid prior to CWS' acceptance of the main 
extension facilities. Payment at the time the meter is set for each 
lot, which some speakers at the Visalia PPH requested, would 
create an undue accounting burden, the parties agree. They also 
agree CWS should file for authorization to establish a per lot, new 
services fee in seven other districts. 

• Cost of Capital; C\VS and RRB agree to a return on cortu1\on 
equity of 9.55%, a return on ratebase in 1999 of 8.93% and a return 
on ratchase in 2000 of 8.79%. These figures reflect a compromise 
fronl each par1r's initial position. 

• Customers, Sales and Revenues. TIle parties generally have 
accepted RRB's slightly larger estimates of customers and CWS' 
slightly lower sales and revenues estimates. 

• Exp-enses. CWS agrees to most of RRB's generally lower estimates 
for labor and for operational and maintenance expenses. The 
parties' compromise position on treatment of tank painting 
expenditures would permit CWS to capitalize 600/0, (rather than 
100%) of those expenditures and to expense the remaining 40%, 
flowing the associated tax benefits to ratepayers. 

• General Office Capital Expenditures. The parties agree to 
amortize, over five years in accordance with Appendix B, 
$1,178/070 in general office capital expenditures incurred in 1998. 
This sum is not reflected in the 1998 capital budget nor in either 
party's rate base calculations. 

The scttlenlcnt describes these and other agreements by the parties in more 

detail. Comparison exhibits, which are included in Appendix C of the settlement, 
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set out in detail.C\VS~ original proposals and RRB's original responses (RRB is 

identified as "L\V8", an abbreviation for Large \Vater Branch, its previous name). 

The comparison exhibits also show the reductions or increases agreed to by the 

two parties and the final numbers they agreed upon. 

4. Standard for Review of All Party SeHlements 

We review settlements, initially, for ~ojnpJiance with Article 13.5 of Our 

Rules of Practice and Pnxedure. CWS and RRB have followed the pr~cedural 

requirements set out in those rules and we consider, next, the substantive 

conditions for our approval. Whet', suth as here, a settlement is presented as an 

"all party" settlement, we review it for conforman"ce with the broad guidelines 

we adopted in Re San Diego Gas and Electric Company, D.92·12-019, 46 CPUC 

2d 538 (1992). Those gUidelines require that ~ve be satisfied that a proposed all . 

party scHlement: 

a. con\Jl\ands the unanimous sponsorship of all active parties to the 
instant proceeding; . 

h. that the sponsoring parties are fairly reflective of the affected interests; 

c. that no term of the settlement contravenes statutory provisions or prior 
Con\mission decisions; and 

d. that the settlement conveys to the Conunission sufficient information to 
permit us to discharge our future regulatory obligations with respect to 
the parties and their interests. " 

\\'e find that the settlernent meets each oEthe four guidelines. In this 

consolidated proceeding, CWS and RRB are the only parties, no other person or 

entity has sought to intervene for any purpose and the settlement executed by 

CWS and RRB is unopposed. Utility and ratepayer interests have been asserted 

by and are adequately represented by these two parties. In their motion (or 

adoption o( the settlement, the parties represent that none of its ternlS are 
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contrary to statute or prior Commission decision. \Ve conclude this is accurate. 

\VhiJe speakers at the Visalia PPH suggested Gov. Code § 66007 controls when a 

utilit}, can require payn\ent of a new services fee, that statute applies to local 

agencies and is inapplicable here. CWS is not a local agency" (See Go\'. Code 

§ 66000(c), which defines "local agencyll.) 

Finall}', the settlement together with the record in this proceeding provide 

sufficient information to permit us to make an informed evaluation that adoption 

of the settlement is in the public interest. We conclude that the settlement should 

be adopted and the motion for approval of the settlement should be granted. 

5. City of M~nIO Park Rate Design 

By letter dated January 11, 1999, the.Assistant City Manager of the City of 

Ivfenlo Park advised the ALJ of two concerns about CWS' general rate case 

proposal. \Ve will comment briefly on each, though the City did not intclve:lc. 

The City's first concern is the rate differential within the City for water service 

fron't CWS and from the municipal water system. While we appreciate the City's 

concern about the disparity, we have jurisdiction to review the rates for CWS 

only. Pub. Util. Code § 451 requires that the rates for all utilities within Our 

jurisdicliol\ be "just and reasonable". We are satisfied that the rates we authorize 

toda}' for CWS' Bear Gulch district are justifi~d by the record here. \Ve note that 

these rates are somewhat lower than those CWS initially proposed. 

The City's second concern -- promotion of water conservation by 

establishment of a tiered rate design - falls squarely within our jurisdiction. 

However, we do not have an adequate record in this proceeding to reach any 

conclusions about whether CWS should substihtte a tiered rate design for the 

1 E\'en where Gov. Code § 66007 applies, it provides for exceptiol\S to the general 
paymcnt rulc, particularly for utility fees. (Compare Gov. Code § 66007(a), (b).) 
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current fJat fcc rate design. We note the City's letter was sent after the parties' 

initial positions had been developed and as they were entering settlement 

negotiations. \Ve believe this issue should be e;\plored thoroughly in the future, 

however. Therefore, we direct CWS to examine the City's rate design proposal 

and to include, in its next general rate case application for the Bear Gulch district, 

an alternative rate design incorporating tiered rates and a I'e~ommendation 

whether to adopt the alternative rate design. 

6. Shortening of Period for Comments on the Proposed Decision; 
Comments 

Th~ proposed decision of the ALJ in this matter was maiJed to the parties 

in accordan~e with Pub. Uti1. C~de § 311(d) and Rule 77.1 of the Rules of Practice 

and Procedure. At the parties' request, however, the otherwise applicable30-day 

period for public review of t~e proposed decision and COIlU'l\ent was r~duced to 

seven days. Consequently, we listed this matter on the first agenda permitted by 

the 10-day agenda notice requirements under the Bagley-Keene Act (Gov. Code 

11120 et seq.). 

No comments were filed. 

Findings of Fact 

. I. CWS and RRB, the two parties to this consolidated proceeding, have 

settled all issues and memorialized their agreement in the settlement attached to 

this decision as Appendix D. 

2. The Cities of Hermosa Beach, Redondo Beach, and Menlo Park raised 

various concerns about aspects of this consolidated proceeding but did not 

intervene. 

3. TIle settlement is unopposed. 

4. The scttlen\ent is an aU party settle",ent~ 
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5. The Cit}' of ~ienlo Park's concern about promotion of water conservation· 

by establishment of a tiered rate design, addressed in its letter dated 

January 11, 1999, raises an issue within our jurisdiction. 

6. We do not have an adequate record in this proceeding to reach any 

conclusions about whether CWS should substitute a tiered rate design for the 

current flat fee rate design in its Bear Gulch district. 

Conclusions of Law 

1. The settlement complies with Article 13.5 of the Commission's Rules of 

Practice an~ Procedure and meets the all party settlement guidelines outlined in 

Re San Diego Gas & Electric Co., supra. 

2. The settlement should be adopted and the motion for approval o[ the 

sdtlement should be granted. 

3. The adopted summary of earnings is set forth in Appendix A. 

4. Adopted quantities are set forth in Appendix C. 

5. CWS should be authorized to file the rates set forth in Appendix B, as 

specified in the order. 

6. CWS should be authorized to [ile advice letters requesting rate relief as 

specified in the order. 

ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. The settlement attached hereto as Appendix D and agreed to by California 

\Valer Service Company (CWS) and the Ratepayer Representation Branch (RRB) 

of the \Vater Division is approved. 

2. The motion [or approval o[ the settlement is granted. 

3. C\VS is authorized to file the revised schedules attached to this order as 

Appendix B. The filing shan comply with General Order (GO) 96-A. 1he 
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effective date of the revised schedules shall be not earlier than July 1, 1999, or 

5 days alter the filing, whichever is later. The revised schedules shall apply to 

service rendered on or after the e((ective date. 

4. On or after November 6, 2000, C\'VS is authorized to me an advice leiter, 

with appropriate work papers, requesting the step rate increase lor the year 2001 

included in AppendiX B or to file a proportionately lesser increase lor those rates 

in AppendiX B for the Bear Gulch, East Los Angeles, and Visalia districts in the 

event that a districes rate of return on rate base, adjusted, to reflect rates then in 

effect and normal rateinaking adjustments for,the 12 months ended 

September 30, 2000, exceeds the lower of (a) the rate of rerum found reasonable 

by the Commission for CWS during the corresponding period in the then most 

recent rate decision Or (b) 8.79%. This filing shall comply with GO 96-A. The 

requested step rates shall be reviewed by Water Divisiml to detennine their 

conformity with this order and sha11 go into effect upon Water Division's 

detern)jnation of conformity. Water Division shaH inform the Commission if it 

finds that the proposed step rates are not in accord with this Decision or other 

ComJ'nission decisions. The effective date of the revised schedules shall be no 

carlier than January I, 2001, or 30 days after filing, whichever is later. The 

revised schedules shall apply only to service rendered on or after their effective 

dates. 

5. On or after November 5, 20(H, CWS is authorized to file an advice letter, 

with appropriate work papers, requesting the step rate increase for the year 2002 

included in Appendix B or to file a proportionately lesser increase for those rates 

in Appendix B for the Bear Gulch, East Los Angeles, and Visalia districts in the 

event that a district's rate of return on rate base, adjusted to reflect rates then in 

effect and normal ratemaking adjustments (or the 12 months ended 

September 30,2001, exceeds the lower of (a) the rate of return found reasonable 
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by the Comnlission for CWS during the corresponding period in the then lllost 

recent rate decision or (b) 8.79%. lhis filing shall comply with GO.96-A. TIle 

requested step rates shall be reviewed by Water Division to determine their 

conformity with this order and shaH go into effect upon Water Division's 

determination of conformity. Water Division shaH infonn the Comm.ission if it 

finds that the proposed step rates are not in accord with this Decision or other 

Conmussion decisions. The effective date of the revised schedules shall be no 

earlier than January 1, 2002 Or 30 days after filing, whichever is later. TIle revised 

schedules shall apply only to serviCe rendered on or after their effective dates. 

6. CWS is authorized to file advice letters in its I\on-General Rate Case 

districts to recover agreed-upon costs of C\VS' General Office consistent with 

Paragraph 14.00 'of Appendix D. 

7. CWS shall examine the City of Menlo Park's rate design proposal, 

discussed in this Decision, and shall include, in its next general rate case 

application [or the Bear Gulch district, an alternative rate design incorporating 

tiered rates and a recoJ1\Ii.lendation whether to adopt the alternative rate design. 

8. Application (A.) 98-09-013, A.98-09-014, A.98-09-01S, and A.98·09-016 are 

closed. 

This order is effective today. 

Dated May 13, 1999, at San Francisco, California. 

-12 -

RICHARD A. BILAS 
President 

HENRY M. DUQUE 
JOSIAH L. NEEPER 

Commissioners 



A.9S-09-013 ct at. ALJ/X)V /mrj DHAFT 

APPENDIX A 



APPENOIXA 

TABLE 1 

BEAR GULCH DISTRICT 

SUMMARY OF EAH.N1NGS AND RATES OF RETURN 

YEARS1~THROUGH~ 

PRESENT RATES PROPOSED RATES 
1999 2QOO 1999 2000 

OPERATING REVENUES $ I1.M2.4 $ 11.749.4 $ 12.112.0 $ 12.304.1 

OPERATIONS EXPENSES 

PURCHASE:D WATER $ 3,414.0 $ 3.43l.1 $ 3,414.0 $ 3.433.1 
GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION CHARGE $ $ $ $ . 
REPLENISHMENT ASSESSMENT $ $ $ $ 
PURCHASED POWER $ 4~.1 $ 427.6 $ 42$.1 $ 427.8 
PURCHASED CHEMICAlS $ 33.6 $ 34.7 $ .33.8 $ .34.7 
PAYROLL· DISTRICT $ 1.3~,7 $ 1.~1.2 $ 1.3~.7 $ 1.361.2 
OtHER OPERATION & MAINTENANCE $ 795.7 $ 795.6 $ 700.1 $ 700.1 
OTHER ADMiN 8. GENERAL EXP $ 142.7 $ 141.3 .$ 142.7 $ 141.3 

TOTAL O&M.A&G. AND MiSe EXP $ 6.139.0 $ 6.1~.7 $ 6.139.4 $ 6.194.2 

TAXES OTHER lHAA INCOME 
AD VALOREM TAXES $ 270.9 $ 2$0.0 $ 270.9 $ 280.0 
lOCAl FRANCHISE TAXES & BUS Lie $ 97.1 $ 97.6 $ 100.6 . $ 11)22 
PAYROLL TAXES $ 105.4 $ 100.6 $ 105.4 $ 108.8 

TOTAL GENERAL TAXES $ 41~.4 $ 400.4 $ 416.9 $ 491.0 

DEPRECIATION $ 1,027.6 $ 1,078.7 $ 1,021.6 $ 1,O7~.1 

G.O. PRORATED EXPENSES 
PAYROll AND BENEFITS $ 798.6 $ 830.9 $ 700.6 $ 830.9 
AD VALOREM TAXES $ 7.4 $ 8.1 $ 1.4 $ 8.1 
PAYROll TAXES $ 29.9 $ 31.4 $ 29.9 $ 31.4 
OTHER PRORATED EXPENSES $ 300.3 $ 411.9 $ 399.3 $ 411.9 

TOTAL 0.0. PRORATED EXPENSES $ 1.2352 $ 1.2829 $ 1,236.2 $ 1,282.9 

SUB-TOTAl OPERATING EXPENSES $ 8.8752 $ 9.041.1 $ 8,879,t $ 9,046.8 

TOTAL INCOME TAXES $ 635.0 $ 100.8 $ 1,017.3 $ 008.9 

TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSES $ 9,1102 $ 9,802.5 $ 9.800.4 $ 10.ros.7 

NET OPERATING REVENUE $ 1.9$22 $ 1,946.9 $ 2,215.6 $ 2,268.4 

DEPRECIATED RATE BASE $ 24,SOO.& $ 25,796.6 $ 24.000.8 $ 25.796.6 

RATE OF RETURN 
8.9~% YEAR 1.~.4 . 1.65% 8.7~ 

CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR .(),45% -0.14% 
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TABLE 2 

EAST lOS ANGElES DISTRICT 

SUMMARY OF EARNINGS AAD RATES Of RETURN 

YEARS 1999 THROUGH ~ 

PRESENT RATES PROPOSEO RATES 
1999 2000 1999 2000 . 

OPERATING REVENUES $ 15,163.~ $ 15,120.1 $ 15.560.9 $ .15,783.5 

OPERATIONS EXPENSES 

PURCHASEOWATER $ 5,9$0.1 $ 5,S5$.4 $ 6.000.7 $ 5,(/5$.4 
GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION CHARGE $ $ $ $ 
REPLENISHMENT ASSESSMENT $ 694.0 $ 694.0 $ 694.0 $ 694.0 
PURCHASED PO'NER $ 472.1 $ 470.9 $ 472.1 $ ·470.9 
PURCHASED CHEMICALS $ 25.9 $ ~6.$ $ . 25.9 $ Z6.6 
pAYROll. DISTRICT $ 1,134.6 $ 1,768.5 $ 1,734.6 $ 1,708.5 
OTHER OPERATION & t.WNTENA.~CE $ 701.0 $ 728.3 $ 701.9 $ 729.8 
OTHER ADMIN & GENERAL EXP $ 111.5 $ 118.4 $ 117.6 $ 118.'1 

TOTAlO&M, MG, ANO Mise EXP $ 9,125.6 $ 9,163.1 $ 9.nS.1 $ 9,764.6 

TAXES OTHER TI-W-IINCOME 
AD VALOREM TAXES $ 220.8 $ 225.7 $ 220.6 $ 225.1 
lOCAl fRANCHISE TAXES & SUS lie $ 2432 $ 242.$ $ 249.6 $ 253.1 
pAYROll TAXES $ 137.1 $ 141.6 $ 137.1 $ 141.8 

TOTAL GENERAL TAXES $ 001.7 $ 610.1 $ 606.1 $ g20.6 

OEPRECrATlON $ 914.1 $ 954.0 $ 914.7 $ 954.0 

G.O. PRORATED EXPENSES 
pAYROll ANo BENEFITS $ 1,056.5 $ 1,0092 $ 1,056.6 $ 1.0092 
AD VALOREM TAXES $ 9.1 $ 11.5- $ 9.7 $ u.s 
pAYROll TAXES $ 39.6 $ 41.5 $ 39.$ $ ·u.S 
OTHER PRORATED EXPENSES $ 528.3 $ 544.9 $ 528.3 $ 644.9 

TOTAL G~O. PRORATED EXPENSES $ 1,634.1 $ 1,691.1 $ 1,&34.1 $ 1.691.1 . 
SUB·TOTAlOPERATI~~G EXPENSES $ 12.El76.3 $ 13,024.3 $ 12,SS3.6 $ 13,~.~ 

TOTAl INCOME TAXES $ 6$2.2 $ 531.5- $ 653~ $ SS4.7 

TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSES $ 13,558.5 $ 13,605.8 $ 13.1389 $ 13.8~1.0 

NET OPERATING REVENUE $ 1,604.8 $ 1,514.9 $ 1,824.0 $ '.S~2.5 

OEPRECIATED RATE BASE $ 20,416.8 $ 21.519.8 $ 2<1,416.8 '$ 21,519.8 

RATE OF RETURN 
YEAR 7.80% 7.04% 8.9~% 8.19% 
Cl-WWE FROM PRIOR 'tEAR -082% .0.14% 
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TABLE 3 

HERMOSA· REDONDO DISTRICT 

SUMMARV OF EARNINGS A~D RATES Of RETURN 

YEARS 1m THROUGH 2000 

PRESENT RATES PROPOSEO RATES 
1999 2000 1999 2000 

OPERATING REVENUES $ 14,0$1.0 $ 14,032.6 $ 14,7~.7 $ 14,6035 

OPERATIONS EXPENSES 

PURCHASED WATER . $ ~,18-3.7 $ 5,601.~ $ . 6,163.7 $ 5,601.6 
GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION CHARGE $ $ $ $ 
REPLENISHMENT ASSESSMENT $ 409.7 $ 622.~ $ 409.7 $ 6226 
PURCHASED POWER $ 2~.& $ ~S3.6 $ 263.& $ 263.6 
PURCHASED CHEMICALS $ ~.6 $ 34.7 $ 33.6 $ 34.7 
PAYROLL· DISTRICT $ 1,317.4 $ 1,391.1 $ 1,317.4 $ 1,391.1 
OTHER OPERATiON & .. WNTENANCE $ 626.4 $ ~3 $ 627.6 $ ~.4 
OTHER ADMIN & GENERAL EXP $ 77.6 $ 78.4 $ 71.6 $ 78.4 . 

TOTAL O&M~ MG. AND Mise EXP $ 6,912.6 $ 8,627.3 $ 6.914.0 $ 6,626.4 

TAXES OTHER TiW-IlNCOME 
ADVAtOREM TAXES $ 226.6 $ 241.9 $ 226.6 $ 241.9 
LOCAL FRANCHISE TAXES 8. BUS ltC $ 24.5 $ 24.5 $ 24.7 $ 24.7 
PAYROLL TAXES $ 107.6 $ 111.9 $ 107.6 $ 111.9 

TOTAL GENERAL TAXES $ 300.9 $ 384.3 $ 361.1 $ 3$4.5 

DEPRECIATION $ 1,016.1 $ 1.070.6 $ 1.0t6.1 $ 1,070.0 

0.9. PRORATED EXPENSES 
PAYROll AND BENEFITS $ ~4.7 $ 0022 $ ~4.7 $ 0022 
ADVAtOREM TAXES $ 6.5 $ 10.1 '$ 6.6 $ 10.1 
PAYROLL TAXES $ M.6 $ 36.3 $ 34.6 $ 36.3 . 
OTHER PRORATED EXPENSES $ 462'.3 $ 471.0 $ 462.3 $ 411.0 

TOTAL 0.0. PRORATED EXPENSES $ 1,430.1 $ 1,4$5.6 $ 1,430.1 $ 1.485.6 

SUB·TOT At OPERATING EXPENSES $' 11.719.7 $ 11.6$7.2 $ 11.721.3 $ 11,568.5 

TOTAL INCOME TAXES $ e61.6 $ ~.7 $ 958.7 $ 913.5 

TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSES $ 12,3$1.5 $ 12,251.9 $ 12,600.0 $ 12,4820 

NET OPERATING REVENUE $ 1,6$9.5 $ 1,780.9 $ 2,049.1 $ 2,121.5 

DEPRECIA1ED RATE BASE $ . 2~.94~.1 $ 24,124.8 $ 22,942.1 $ 24,124.8 

RATE OF RETURN 
YEAR 7.28% 7.M+'. &.93% 6.19% 
CHANGE FRO .... PRIOR YEAR 0.11% -0.14% 
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TABLE 04 

VISALIA DISTRICT 

SUMMARY OF EARNINGS AND RATES OF RETURN 

YEARS1~THROUGH~ 

PRESENT RATES PROPOSED RATES 
1999 2000 1999 2OC() 

OPERATING REVENUES $ 1.957.3 $ $,070.1 $ 6.319.0 $ 8,5182 

OPERATIONS EXPENSES 

PURCHASED WATER $ $ $ $ 
GROUNDWAT£R EXTRAC.TI()N CHARGE $ $ $ $ 
REPLENISHMENT ASSESSMENT $ $ $ $ 
PURCHASED POWER $ 949.8 $ 003.4 $ 949.8 $ 003.4 
PURCHASED CHEMICAlS $ 101.4 $ 1032 $ . 101.4 $ 1012 
PAYROll· DISTRICT $ 1.632.5 $ 1.Ei73.8 . $ 1.6~2.5 $ 1.6738 
OTHER OPERATION &. MAiNTENANCE $ 600.1 $ 720.1 $ 688.1 $ n1.8 
OTHER ADMIN &. GENERAl EXP $ SI.6 $ 52.5 $ 51.6 $ 52.5 

TOTAl O&M, MG. AND Mise EXP $ 3,4220 $ 3.513.0 $ 3,423.4 $ 3,514.1 

TAXES OTHER Ti"W-lINCOME 
AD VAlOREM TAXES $ 19·t6 $ 200.3 $ 194:6 $ 200.3 
lOCAl FRANCHlSE TAXES &. BUS lIC $ 06 $ 0.6 $ 0.6 $ 0.6 

. PAYROlL TAXES $ 125.3 $ 129.3 $ 125.3 $ 129.3 

TOTAl GENERAL TAXES $ 320.S $ ~.2 $ 3205 $ ~2 

OEPRECtA TION $ 1.~7.0 $ 1,000.7 $ 1.007.0 $ 1,(100.7 

0.0. PRORATED EXPENSES 
pAYROll AND BENEFITS $ 6582 $ 892.9 $ 8S82 $ 8~.9 

AD VAlOREM TAXES $ 7.9 $ 9.3 $ 1.9 $ 9.3 
PAYROll TAXES $ 32.1 $ 33.7 $ 32.1 $ 3~.7 

OTHER PRORATED EXPENSES $ 429.1 $ 442.7 $ 4~.1 $ 442.1 

TOTAL G.O. PRORATED EXPENSES $ 1.327.3 $ 1.318.6 $ 1.321.3 $ M18.6 

SUB·TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSES $ 6,100.8 $ 6.m.5 $ 6,1002 $ 6.304~ 

TOTAL INCOME TAXES $ ~7.1 $ 484.1 $ 695.1 $ 6087 

TOTAl OPERATING EXPENSES $ 6.643.9 $ 6.18$.6 $ 6,603.3 $ 6.9729 

NET OPERATING REVENUE $ 1,313.4 $ 1,283.5 $ 1,515.7 $ 1,545.3 

DEPRECIATED RATE BASE $ 16,007.1 $ 17.573.0 $ 16,967.1 $ 17,573.0 

RATE OF RETURN 
YEAR 7.7<4% 7.3.0% 8.9l% 8.79% 
CHMlGE FROM PRIOR YEAR ..().«% -0.14% 

(END OF APPENDIX A) 



A.98·09·013 ct al. ALJ/XIV /nuj DRAFT 

APPENDIX B 



APPEND1X 8·' 
Page 1 

Schedule No. BG·I 

Bear Gutch Tariff Area 

GENERAL METERED SERVICE 

APPLICABILITY 

Applicable to all metmd water sel\ic~. 

TERRITORY 

lhe Communities o( Atherton, Mento PMk. Portola Valley. Woodside. and \idni£y. Sari Mateo County. 

RATES' 
Quantity Rates: ' 

Per tOO cu. ft ......................................................... . 

Semce Charge: 

fOt 518 x j!4·inch meter ....................................... .. 
For I-inch mettr .~ .................. -..................... ~.,: .. ~ •.•. 
For 1·1n·irtchmctet ... -nu ... u." ........... : .............. , ..... .. 
rOt .2·in<:h m-etet ................... / ............................ . 
Fot 3 .. in<-h meltr .......... 004 ............................... . 

for 4-inch nieltr ....................... 1 ............... .. 

fot 6 .. i.nch meter .............................................. . 
for 8 ... inch metet .. n ........................................... ,. 

Fot IO .. irK-h meter .... H .......... I' .................. 111 ........ . 

."'or 12·in-ch meltr •.••.•• 1.,.. ....... 4 ••• '.' ... 11 •••••• ,.. ••••• 

for 14·inchmettr •.....•• ",.. ........................ ,. .•.•... 

SI.8S94 

. PtrMeter 
Per MOnth 

$ 8.50 
16.00 
22.90 
31.00 
$1.00 
14.70 

U5.00 
6SS.50 
9SS.S0 

1.413.S0 
1.921.50 

. The Ser.iCe Charge is a readine~s·to·sel'\'t cbarge \,hich is appticabltto all metered 
. sen'ict and to which is'added the (barge (or waUr used computed at the Quantity Rate. 

SPECIAL COND1TlONS 

(I) 

(I) 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(I) 
(N) 
(N) 

I. To refund $49,215 or O.4~~ as agreed to in IRdslon 95-08-058 (ot the injuries and damages reser\'t (N) 
account, a surc(eJit 0($0.05 per senice connectiOn is to be applied to ea~h bill (or 60 months from I 
the effectin date of this Ad,ice letter. • - (N) 

2. To recover SII.S20 or 0.1% (or an Environmental COmplian(e Audit. a surcharge of $0.06 ptr (N) 
sen·jce COMtction is to be applied to each bill fot tweh'e months from the eff«tive date of this I 
Ad"ice Leiter. ( N ) 

). To reCOWf $61,851 or ().6'~ (or General Office (apitat budget cafr)'o\'u amortizatIon. a surcharge (N) 
of$0.01 per seryice connection is to be applied to each bill (or )6 mOnths (ollowed by a surcharge I 
ofSO.06 ~r service connection for 24 months from tht eftecth'e date ohhis Ad\;ce Utter. . (N) 

4. All bills ate subje.;t to the reimbursement fees set forth 00 Schedule Nos. UF and DHS,I. ( T) 



APPLICABILITY 

APPE}''OIX B·' 

Pag¢2 

Sch~duJe No. BG-4 

Bear Gukh Tariff Area 

SERVICE TO PRIVATELY OWNED FIRE PROTECTlO~ SYSTEMS 

Applicable to all water seryjce furnished (or ~lfh'ately 6 .... ned file protection s)'stems, 

TERRITORY 

The Communities of Atherton, Menlo Park, Portola Valley, Woodside. and \-icinity, San MatM County. 

RATES 

Pu Meter 
Per Month 

f(lf 
for 
for 
for 
for 
For 
For 
for 
for 

I·ln·inch meter ......... ; .............. ; ....... , ................... . 
2-inch meter .~4~~ ......... , ...•.. ,. .... f ............ , ................ " .... . 

) .. incb TIieter ...... ~ .•. + ....................... " ••••••• , .... a ... II ............. . 

4·inth" meter ............................................ , ................ . 
6·inch mNer .................................................... . 
g .. inch metet .... o- ..... I ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~+ ................. . 

IO ... fu.cb meter ....... u~ •••••••••• , ••••••••••• + •• 4 ... 1- •• + ....... ~" ........ · 

12·in<-h metet .......... ~ ..•..... + .................. + ................. ~ ••••• 
14·in-c-h meter •.... u ....... ++ ............................... + ................ . 

The Seoite Charge is a read intsHo-sen'e cbarge which. is applkable to all metered 
sco'ke and to which is added the charge (or water used computed at the Quantity Rate. 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

9:00 
12,00 
18,00 
24,00 
36,00 
48.00 
60.00 
12.00 
84.00 

I. The facilities (or stoice to a priYatety o\\11ed fIre protection s),stem \\ill be instaUed by the Utility 
at ~e cost of the applicant. Such cost shall not be subject to refund. 

2. I r a distribution main of adequate size to sen'e a private flu protection s)'stem in addition to a1l 
other normal sen--ice d~s not exist in the street or alley adja~ent to the premises to be seo'ed, then 
a sen-ke main (rom the nearest existing main o( adequate capacity nill be installed by the Utiliryat 
the cost of the applicant. Such cost shall not be subject to refund 

3. Seoice hereunder is (or prh'ale flIe protection s)'Slecns (0 \\hkh no connections (or othu th311 (lIe 
protection purp6ses are allowed and which are regularly ins~cted by the undemrittrs ha\ing 
jurisdiction, art installed according to spedtic-ations of the Utility, and are maintained to the 
satisfaction of the Utility. The Utility mJ)' require the installation ofa dettctor check valve \\ith 
meter (ot pcottctiOo against theft. le-akagt, or waste of water. 

4. for \\atel delivered for other than smkt to privately o\\ned file prottcCion s),stems, charges 
. will be mlde therefore under &:hedule No. 80·1, Genual Metered Sen;ce. 

S. The Utility \\ill supply onl)' such water at such ~essure as may be available from t~ to time 
as a rtsull of nOrmal operation o( Utility's s)'Stem. 

6. All bills ate subject to the reimbursement (ee stt forth on Schedule Nos. UF and DUS·I. 

(I) 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(I) 

(T) 
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BEAR GULCH DISTRIOT 
DESIGN PROPOSED 1999·2002 RATES 

RATES RATE INCREASE 
1999 2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002 

518 x 314 . 8.50 8.50 ~UO tJ.70 0.00 . '0.60 0.60 
1 16.00 16.00 17.05 18.fo 0.00' 1.05 1.05 

1112 22.00 22.90 24.50 2$.10 0.00 . 1.60 . 1.60 
2 31,00 31.00 33.~ 35.00 0.00 2.06 2.06 
3 57.00 51.00 61.00 65.00 0.00 4:60 ;'':00 
4 74.70 74.76 80.00 85.30 0.00 5.30 5.30 
6 135.00 135.00 150.00 165.00 0:60 15.00 15.00 
8 685.50 6SS.50 128.00 770.50 0.00 4~.50 42.50 

10 985.50 9&5.60 1 ,046. SO .1.107.50 0.00 . 61.00 61.00 
12 1,413.50 . 1,413.50 1,601.50 .1.589.56 0.00 88.60 88.00 
14 1.927.50 1,921.50 2.047.50 2.167.50 0.00 120.00 120.00 

TOTAL 

Q An Ccf 1.8594 1.8594 1.8765 1.8915 0.6000 0.0161 OJ)161 
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Schedule No. EL-I 

EaSI Los Angeles Tariff Area 

GENERAL METERED SERVICE 

APPUCABILITY 

Applkablt to a1l metered waIn seoia. 

TERRITORY 

The Cilies of Easl Lo~ Angeles, Commerce, M6ilteb(110, Montere),Park, and ,idruty. tosAngele~ County. 

RATES 
Quantity Rates: 

Per 100 (u. ft ......................................................... . 

Seni(e Charge: 

rot 5/8 x 3!4·wh meter ........................................ .. 
f9r I-inch rottee Io .. u ... ao- •••••••• U •• ~.I+ ....... ·,..I ••••• II .. .. 

f-ot t .. ll2·inch meter .u ................. h-. ....... ~_ ...... lo.It •• a. ... " 

For- 2·inth meter .... H ..... h4 .................. , ,.1 ........... . 

For 3·irlch mt-ttr ....... H ••••• 4. •••• ~' •••• I ••••• HH ••• ' ••• 

For 4·intb meltt .... H ................... h~' ............. 01-4 ItU , •• 

For 6·ir\("h metet ....... Ho~.i. ....... t' .• , •••••• ~ .... I.' .......... ... 
for 8 .. in-ch rrttte~ .!: ... U ••• HU ...... I.U ..................... . 

For lO .. in(b mtttr .u ........ ~ ••••••• I+ •••••• ++ ••••••••••••• 

For 12-in.cb met~et ................................ -t. ...... -t. ••• 
For t4 .. .{ncb metet ......... " ••... " ................. " ..... , 

$ 1.3376 

P~(Mettf 
PtrMonth 

$ lc..l0 . 
I!>AO 
36.1S 
45.90 
84.90 

J lSjO· 
101.70 
30S.00 
3~1.70 

1,669.25 
2,216.2S 

The Seni~e Charge is ~ re.ldiness·to-stoe cbarge \\fllcb is applicabtt to all metered 
sen'ice and to "hicb is added the (barge (or water used computed at the Quantity Rate. 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

I. To refund an amount agreed to in Decision 9S-0S-OS8 (or the Injuries a.tld damages resen'e 
accounl, a sumeJit 0( SO.O-1 pee stoice connection is to ~ applied t6 tach bill (0( 60 months 
from June tI. 1996, the dfeclin date of Ad\ke Lette11411. 

(I) 

(I) 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(I) 
(N) 
(N) 

2. To re(o\'(1 $15,240 or O. l!. (ot an En,irorunental C'omp1iaMt Audit, a $ur~barge or SO.OS per (N ) 
sen'ke (onn{clion is to be applied to tacb bill (or twdYe months tr6m the tffecth;e date ohMs I 
AJ\'ke Letttl. (N) 

3. To recorer S89,769 or 0.6% forGtneral Office capital budget taIl)'O\'U amortizaliOtl. a surcharge (N) 
ofSO.OO per senite (lMection Is to be applied to eacb bill (or 6() months tIom the tffeclh'e date I 
of this Ad· .. ice letter.' (N) 

4. All bills are subject t6 the reimbursement (ees set (orth On Scbe<iule. Nos. Uf and PHS· i. ( T) 
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Stho!duk No. EL..., 

East los Angeles Tariff Area 

SERVICE TO PRIVATELY OWNED FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEMS 

Applicable to all water sen.ia furnished for prh·ately o\\ned file ptolection systems. 

TERRITORY 

The Cities of East Los Angeles, Commet(t, Montebello, Monterey Park, and ,,·idnity. Los Angeles County. 

RATES 

Per Meter 
Per Month 

f or 1·1 n·ir\(h metcr ................................................... .. 
for 2·inch mettr ..................................... I'" •••• ~ ........... , •• 

For 3·irl<;h mtltt •. ~ ................. " ........... ;. •.• + ••• , ................. . 

for 4·in<'b metet ........................... , .............. ii'" •••••• oil ••••••••• 

For 6 ... ittc-h mettr ................................................... -, .. I ••• 

For 8·inch mtftr ............... I •••• ~II •••••••••••• I- ••••• +.I'.+ ......... . 

For IO-inch JllC'ttr ........... ,u •• I ............................... I .......... t .... .. 

For 12 .. inch me-rtt 'h~"",,~ •• '".'.''' ~ ...... +.++;++ ........................... . 

For t4 .. irlch me+ttt .......•••••••••• ~I.' ..................... " ...... + ••••••••• 

The Smice Charge is a readlnesH6-Sen'e charge which is applicable to all metettd 
sen.'ice and to \\hkh is added tht charge tot water used computed at the Quantity Rale. 

SPECIAL CONOJT[ONS 

9.00 
12,60 
18.00 
24.00 
36.00 
48.00 
60.00 
72.00 
84.00 

I. The facililies (or smice to a prh'atety ow'led flie protection system .... ill be installed by the Utility 
at ~e cost of the applicant. Such (ost shall not be subject to refund. 

2. [fa distribution main ofadequate silt to. sem~ a privale fire ptottction s)'Stem in addition to all 
ot1Jer nonml sm'ke does not exist in the street Of alley adjacent to the pumises to be sen.'ed, then 
a ser\ice mlin (roo) the nearest existing main of adequate capacity .... iIl be [rutalled by the Ulilityat 
the (ost of the applicant. Such (ost shall not be subject to refund 

3. Sm'i<e hereunder is (ot pri\'ate flft protection systems to \\hkh no connections for othu than fife 
protwion purpoSts are allowed and .... hkh are regularly msp«led by the underwriters having 
jurisdiction, are installrd ac(<<ding to. sp«ifkations ohM Utility, and ate maintained t6 the 
satisfaction of the Utility. ~ Utilit), ml)' rtquire the installation of a detect6t (heck vah'e \\ith 
meter (or protection against theft. leakage. or waste of water. 

4. for waler deliHred (or other than sem<t (0 pri\'alely (mntd fife protection s)'Slems. (harges 
will be made thertfore undet Schedule No.. EL·t, General Metered Senl(e. 

5. The Ulilit)' \\ill supply Only such \\atec at sU(b preSSure as may ~ a ... ai!abk&om time (0 time 
as a result of MnnaJ operation of Utilil)'s s)'Stem. 

6. All bills are subje(t 10 the reimburse~llt fee Stl forth (>Q Schedule Nos. UF and DHS· t. 

(I) 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(I) 

(T) 
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EAST lOS ANGELES DISTRICT 
DESIGN PROPOSED 1009-2002 RATES 

RATES RATE INCREASE 
1999 2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002 

5/8 x 3/4 10.10 10.10 10.70 11.30 0.00 0.60 0.00 
1 19040 19.40 20.50 21.60 0.00 1.10 1.10 

1 112 :>6.15 3$.15 38.20 40.25 0.00 2.05 2.05 
2 45.00 45.00 48.55 51.20 0.00 2.65 2.65 
3 M.90 84.90 90.00 95.10 0.00 5.10 5.10 
4 118.20 118.20 125.60 132.SO 0.00 7.30 7.M 
6 201.70 201.70 215.00 228.30 0.00 13.30 13.30 
8 305.00 305.00 3~$.00 . 345.00 0.00 20.00 20.00 

10 ,391.70 391.70 425.00 4~.30 0.00 33.30 33.30 
12 1,669.25 1,009.25 1,765.50 1,861.75 0.00 96.25 00.25 
14 2,216.25 2.n6.25 2,4'07.60 2.6~.76 0.00 131.26 131.25 

TOTAL 

Q AlICd 1.3316 1.3376 1.3$0$ , 1.$834 0.0000 0.0229 0.0229 
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Schedule No. HR·I 

Hermosa. Redoooo Tariff Alta 

GENERAL METERE(iSERVICE 

APPLICABILITY 

Applicable to all metered water stf\lc'e. 

TERRITORY 

The Citits of Htnnosa Beaeb, Redondo Beach, Torrantt and vicinity, Los Angeles County. 

Quantity Rates: 

Per 100 cu. ft ....... u ........................... 4 •••• ~ •••• " ...... ~ ............. ~ •• 

Senice Charge: 

For SIS x 3!4·iIxh mtltr : ..... : ................................. . 
Fot t .. int'hmetcr •. ~.h ... -.. : ......... j,.a.i ... H ... 'U .......... .. 

For 1·,,,2·incb mtttt ... ~H ............ + ................ u ..... " .... ,.~ 
for 2 .. i.ricb meter ... H .... ~ •••• i ............... '.· ••• ~-I ... ~.' ......... . 
for .3 .. ~h'~eltt ............ n~{ .... uui.\i •••• ..:iII' ... H ........ . 

, For 4 .. irich met¢t ... ~ .................. ' .. ,,~+ .. !' .................... + 

For 6-inch meter h .... :." ........ "" ••• "".&-+ ••••• ,~ •• ,,' ..... , ... 
for g ... in<b me-tet ....... H.: ................ J •• ; ............. . 

fOt IO·inchrntter ................. : ..................... ; .. 
for 12·inch me-let .......... , ............ + •••••••••• , .. ~+ ..... I-

For 14·inch meEtr It ...................................... : ... 

$ 1.830t 

Per Mettr 
PtrMonth 

$').60 
1$.36 
30.05 
3~.00 
11.15 

119.00 
201.00 ' 
307,00 
871.8S 

1,2S9.S0 
, 1.1t1o$0 

The Scr.ice Charge i~ a teadiness:to-seo'c charge whkh Is applicable to aU metered 
seo'ke and to \\bicb ts addoo the charge (ot water used (ompuUd at the Quantity Ratt. 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

I. To refund an amount agretd to in oedsion9S·0S·0S8 (or the Injuries and damagu reStrye 
account, 3' sur(fedit oi $O.C).1, per stolte c(\Mt(ti6n is to ~ applied to each bill (or 60 mootM 
from June II, 1995, thttfl'e(th'e datt 0( Ad'tlce Letter 1411. 

(I) 

(I) 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(1) 
(N) 
(N) 

2. To recover S13,340 6t O.I'~ (or an En\ironmenlal Compliance Audit, a surcharge oUO.().t per (N) 
scn'ice (onnWion i~ to t:.e applied to each bill (or tweh'e months (roin the effective date of this I 
Ad\'ke LeNer. ( N ) 

3. To r(o\'(r $78,S17 or O.6~. (ot Gcne~al Qffice (apiLlI budge(t.1IJ)·oH( amortization. ".surcharge (N) 
of SO.OS per stnice connection is to ~ applitd to each bill (ot60 pl{>nilis from tht dfe(tive date I 
o(this Ad\ice Letter. (N) 

4. All bills are subject to the reimbursement fees set forth on Schedule NO's. Uf and OHS·I. ( T) 
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Schedule N(). HR-6 

HennoS3· Redondo Tariff Area 

RECLAIMED METERED SERVICE 

APPLICABILITY 

Applicable to all metered waler seoice. 

TERRITORY 

The Cities of Hermosa Beach, Redondo Beach, Torian<e and vicinity. LosAng~tes Count)'. 

RATES 
Quantity Ratts: 

Per 100 cu. ft ........................... : ............................ .. 

StrYice Charge: 

for S/8!11. 3!4·inch meter ........... : .......................... : .. 
For . t·irlc-h mettr .......................... "+1+' ...................... .-

For 1 ... 1ti'·~h me-ttr ... .;..: ....... ,i..~· .......... I ........ H •• IH.I ... 

for 2·~b mette ....... u ............ , ••••••• u ... " ........ ~ ••• I. 
For 3·iJl.cb meter ..... Uh .... ;. ............ t.· ..... -............ ~ .. ... 
for "'·inch mtter .. , .................... 0;: .............. .-. 
f6r ti-tn(hmet('t •... ~ ............. ~+I, ............ H ........... . 

for 8-~bmetet·.u ......... , •• + ........................... . 

For 10·inch mNer .. : ...... , ............................... . 
For 12·inch mtttr ...................... , ......... ,_ ............. . 
For 14·incb mettt ..................................... .. 

$ -1.5186 • 

Per Meter 
Per Month 

$ 7.60 
1 SJ() 
30.M 
38.00 , 

-11.7S· 
119.00 
207.00 . 
307.00 
877.8S 

1.~S9.S0 
1.71'.S0 

The Ser.ict Charge is a teadiness-to·sen·e charge which b'appJkable to all metered 
- str.ice and to which is added the charge (or water uSed cOmputed at the Quar.tit)' Rate. 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

I. Reclaimed walel \\i1I be supplied ooty as available (rom West Basin Municipal Wattr District 

2. As a condition ofsmict under this schedule, a\lcustomers are tequired to comply \\ith the Company's 
Rule 16. Section D. Reclaimed Water Ser.ice. 

(I) 

(I) 
.1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(I) 
(N) 
(N) 

3. To recowr $13,)40 or O.lH (otan Emironmental Compliance Audi~ a surcharge or $0.04 pet (N) 
stnice connection is to bt applied to each bill (Or tweh'e months from the eff«tiH date of this I 
Ad\ice Letttr. This (lnl)' applies to (u~t6mers \'oho don6t (alee pOtable water $eMCC'. (N) 

4. To recowr S18,S716t 0.6'1 (Of Gent'ral Office capital budget (all),oHtaJrtOrtizatioo, a surcharge (N) 
o( $0.05 per stoke co~ection fs to ~ applied to each bill (ot 60 m6ntM from the effectiye date I 
o(this Ad\;ce tetter. This only applies to custOmers \\M do not take pOtable water sen-ice. (N) 

5. All bills are s'ubject to the rtimbur1ement (ees iet forth 6n Schedule Nos. UF and DBS-I. (T) 

tRedaimed water (ustOmtrs that ba\'csigntd a tontraU "ith the West BMin MU!lidpaJ Waler 
District (West Basin) for repayment of the (Qn\'ersion C(lSIS from potable to reclaimed water smice 
\\ilI bt charged the potable qult\tit)' rates while the c(lntract Is in effect. TIle CompanY\\i1I pa.y West 
Basin 4S~' or the qUlnlit)' rale tewnuU t~lIected (rom reclaimed watn cuslOOlers billed at potable (T) 
water rates. The 45% represents d-tt difference bttween the January to 1~8 West Basin \\holesale (T) 
pOtable water rale and wholuale rtdaimtd water rate. 



APPENDIX 8·3 
Pago! 3 

Scheduk No. HR-4 

Hennos3 - Redondo Tariff Aua 

SERVICE TO PRIVATELY OWNED fiRE PROTECTION SYSTEMS 

APPLICABILITY 

Applicable to all water strike furnished for pri\'ately o\med rue protection systems. 

TERRJTORY 

The Citie> o( Hermosa Beach. Redondo Beach, Torran(t, and \;clnity, Los Angttu Cc>unty. 

RATES 

PtrMetu 
Ptr MOnth 

for 
For 
for 
For 
for 
For 
for 
for 
for 

I ·112-inch meter ...................... ; ............................. . 
l-inch meter ................................... ; ............... .. 
l·in.ch me~c-r ... 4 •••••• ~ ....... j ....... 4 ••••• ·, ....... + ••• 4, ............. + .. .. 

4·in(-"h meter •.... 4 ................................................. . 

6-irlcb meter ............................................................. . 
8·inch meter ..... ~ ........ iiI .............................................. . 

to ... inch me"ttr ....................................... ~ ......... ~ ................. . 
J2.mc~ meter ............ + ... + .... " ....... i •••••• ' .. ~.Io •• II ............. i. 

14·in<h rntftl ...... ~ ..................... ~ ........... "" ... '" •.•••• " .••••• 

The Sen;ce Chargo! is a rea dine ss-to-$e n'e charge which is applicable to all metered 
senice and to "hieh is added tbe charge (or water ustd computed at the Quantity Rate. 

SPECIAL CON DIT lONS 

9.00 
12.00 
18.00 
24.00 
36.00 
48.00 
60.00 
72.00 
84.00 

I. The facilities (or smice to a privately o .... ned fire protection system \\ill be installed b)' the Utility 
at ,the (ost of the applicant. Such cost shall not be subject (0 tefund. 

2. If a distribution main of adequate size to serve a private fue protection system in addition to all 
other normal Str\ice does not exist in the street or aUey adjacent to the premises to be sem~d, then 
a se .... ice main from the nearest existing main of adequate capacity \\iIJ be installed by the Utility at 
the cost of the applicant. Sud, cost shaH not b: subject to rtfund 

3. Seo'ice hereunder is (or private fire prOtection s)'stems to "hicb no cOMectiOns (or othu than rue 
protection plll'pOses are allowed and whtch are regularJy inspected b)' the under"Tlters having 
jurisdiction, are installed according to specifications of the Utility, and are maintained to the 
satisfatlion of the Utility. The Utility ml)' require the installation of a detector check \'al\'e \\ith 
meter for protectiQn again~t theft, leakage, or waste o(wattr. 

4. for water deliwred (or other than senice to prh'a!ely o\\Ued fue pcotection systems, charges 
\\ill be made therefore under Schedule No.HR-I, Genera] Metered Suvke. 

S. 1M Utility WIll supply only such water at such pftssurt as may ~ available from time to lime 
as a result 0(nonna1 operatiM otUtility's system. 

6. All bills are subject to the reimbursement fee sct forth 00 Schedule Nos. UF and nIlS-1. 

(I) 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(I) 

(T) 



APPENDIX 8-3 
Page 4 

HERMOSA-REDONDO OISTRICT 
OESfGNPROPOSEO 1~8-200t RATES 

RATES RATE INCREASE 
1999 2000 2001 . 2002 2000 2001 2002 

518 x 314 7.60 7.60 7.GO .7.60 0.00 . 0.00 0.00 
1 .15.30· 15.M 15.30 15.30 0.00' 0.00 0.00 

1112 30.05 ·~.05 3O.0S 30.05 0.00' 0.00 0.00 
2 38.00 M.OO 38.00 . M:OO . 0.00 . '0.00. 0.00 
~ 71.15 71.75 71.15 71.75 0.00 0.00 0.00 
4 119.00 11~.OO 119.00 . 119.00 0.00 0.00 .' 0.00 
6 207.00 201.00 207.00 207.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 
8 307.06 . 301.00 307.60 . 307.00 0.00 0.00 .0.00 

10 a71.8S 877.85 871.85 . 877.85 0.60 0'.00 . 0.00 
12 1,259.50 .1,259.60 1.259.~ 1,259.60 0.00 '0.00 0.00 
14 1,717.50 1.717.60 1.717.50 1 .• 717.60 0.00 . .0.00 0.00' 

TOTAL 

Q AI!Ccr 1.8301 1.8M1 1.8301 ·1.8Ml 0.0000 '0.0000 0.0000 
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Schedule No. VS· t 

Visalia Tariff Area 

GENERAL METERED SERVICE 

APPLICABILITY 

AppHcable to aU mettrtd watu stoict. 

TERRITORY 

The City of Visalia and \·icinity. Tulare Count)'. 

RATES 
Quantity Rates: 

Per lOO CU, 'ft ............................... ;0 ........................ .. 

SerYke Charge: 

For SiS X 3f4·inch mdet ; ....... , ....... ~ .. , .................... ;. 
for I-inch metet ""~.u .. uu .......... +~ .......... , ... ,' ...... :.'. 

For 1-11'2·inch-meter ... ~u ..... u~· •••• tl ........ ',.' ... 'H'."'.u ... 

For 2-wh tntter "4"~U~_H"j,-"IIi"+"U'"'' .j"~'''''' II':. i .~ .. u. 
For )·inch meter .. , ...................................... . 
Fot 4·iJ1(h metei ....................................... ,. 
For 6 .. in<-h mettt u ....... : .. u.u~ ••••. t ............ +4 .. u ....... -'" .. 

for 8 ... inch nltttr .... ~.~H:~ .... U~iI ................... u: .. u .. 
for IO ... inch mettr .u~ ............... ' .... 4 •• ·.~.H.'H4u"'; .... . 
For li·inch meter ....... U I H Ii ............. ~ ........................... . 
Fct 14·in.ch mettr ............. ~ ............................... . 

S 03093 

Ptr Meter 
Per M6nth ' 

$ 5.1$ 
10.90 
Z4.00 
30.70 
S7.~O 
80.00 

132.00 
198.00 
661.2S 
9-18.75 

l.i~l.7S 

The &r\ice Charge is a re.1diness·hHerye charge whtch is appJicabJe to all metered 
. ser\'ice and to \,hleh is added the charge tOt watet used computed at the Quantity Rate. 

SPECIAL CONDlTIONS .' 

I. To refund an amount agrud to to Decision 9S·08-OSS (0{ the injuries and damages rescr\'e 
account, a surcreJit of $0,0-1 ~t Ser\ice tonntction(s to ~ applied to tach bill (ot 6() months 
from June ••• 1996, the effective dale of Ad\ice letter 1411. 

(I) 

(I) 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(I) 
(N) 
(N) 

2. To recovet Sll,3S{) or O. ,~. for an En\lt6runeiltal Compliance AUdit, a surcharge of $0.04 per (N) 
smice connection is to be applied IIHach bill (ot tweh'e Il1¢nths from the eftecth'e date ohhis I 
Ad\ke letter. (N) 

3. To recover 572,923 or O.~. (ot General O(fke capital budget (atl)'o\:er aInortization. a surcharge (N) 
0(50,04 per service connwi¢n is to N applied to each bill for 6() months from the dfetli\'e dale I 
oft1lis Adrke leIter. (N) 

4. All biBs are subject to the teimbursement fee$ set forth on Schedule NoS.: UF andDHS· J. (T) 
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Sched'lle No. VS-2R 

Visalia Tariff Area 

RESIDENTIAL FLAT RATE SERVICE 

APPLICABILITY 

Applicable to all flat rate residential water sen-ke. 

TERRITORY 

Vis.alia and vicinity. Tulare County. 

RATES 

For a single-family residential unit. induding premises 
ha\ing the following areas: 

Per Sen-ke Con.ntctiQtl 
P~r Month 

6 .. 000 sq. ft .• or less- .... ~ ................... , ....• , ••..•.•. + ...... ~.: ....................... . $ IUS 
6,001 to 10,000 sQ. ft ............................................................ . 19.3S 
10,001 to 16,000 sq. ft ......................................................... .. 24.SS 
16.001 to 2S,OOO $(\. ft .................. ; ......... : ................................. . 30.70 

For tach additiOnal single-famity residential unit Clnthe samt ptenlises 
and sell'ed from the same ser'rite (6f\nt(tioo ................. , ......................... . $ IUS 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS, 
I. The above flat raUs appl)' to senict connections oot targtr thanooe inch in diameter. 

2. All smlce pot conred by the aboW classifications shall be fumished Only on a metered basis. 

3. For sen·jce CO\'erN by the ab6o,'e dassifkations, if the utility Or the customer so tlWs, a meter 
shall b¢ irutalled and service provided under Schedule No. VS·I. General Metered Serviu. 

4. This Schedule ($Ctosed to aU newcon.ntit~ as o(Jul),23. 1~2. the eff'ecti\'e datt of 
Wiff sheet 4220-W. 

S. To refund an amount agreed (0) in Dklsion 95-08-058 for the injuries and damages reser..-e 
account, a surcredit is to be applied Co tach bill (or 6() mOnths according to the following 
schedule from lune II. 1~6. tlie erTecth'e date o( Ad.i(e utUr 1411: 

For a single· family residential unit, inctuding 
premists ha\'ing the following areas: 

6,-000 sq. ft .• -or less ........ '''''1 I ....... ,t;t 1++,.,.1 .................... t ... 

6,001 to IOIOCM:) .sq .. ft ..... II ......................... " I'.""'~' •• , .1 ..... . 

10 .. 00110 16 ... ~ sq .. ft .•.... ; .•........ , .......... ++ •• ,t, ••••••••••••.• 
16.0011025.000 sq .. ft .•. , ............................................. . 
For each addition,l1 unit sen'ed from tht same conneCtion ..... . 

Surcharge per Sen;u 
Connection per Month 

$0,01 
SO.OI 
SO.OI 
SO.02 
SO.OI 

(I) 
I 
I 

(I) 

(I) 

(T) 
(T) 

6. To recowr $12,380 ot 0.1% (or an En\ir~ntal Compliance Audit. a surcharge ofSO.04 per (N) 
smice connection is to be applied to tach bill for tweh"e months from the eff'tcth'e datt of this I 
Ad,ice letter. . (N) 

7. To recowr $ 12,92l « O"~. for General Office capital budget c3l1)'O\'etarnortizatioo, a surcharge (N ) 
of SO.O-I per service t6nnection is 10 be applied to each bill tor 60 months from the effecti\'e date I 
ofthis Ad"'ict tetttr. (N ) 

8. All bills are subjeci to the reimbursement fees set forth on Schedule Nos. UF and DIIS·1. (T) 
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Sth(duIe No. VS-4 

Vi~1ia Tariff Arta 

SERV[CE TO PRIVATELY OWNED fiRE PROTECT[ON SYSTEMS 

APPUCABILITY 

Applicable to all water sen'ice fumishtd (ot privately onntd flIt protection s)·stems. 

TERRITORY 

The CitY of Visalia and \icinity. Tulare County. 

RATES 

for 1-lIi·inch meter .................................................... . 
For 2·incb meter ................................... : .•. i.~. ~ .. , ...... "' .... . 
for ,l .. inch meter ....... ~ .•• j,·., ........... i ....... , •••••••••• ~ ••• : ••••• -, •• , .. 
fOr 4·inch meter ....................... ~+ ......... ' •• i ........... + ••• : ••• ~ •• 
For 6...;inch mettr .................. -............... 4 .......... fl.' •••• ~ ••••• 
for 8.in("hnltter ... u.~ ..•• ,.. •••••••••• , .......... " •••••••••••••• , ..... . 

fot IO·i,n.cb IllC'ttt .u ............ + ............. a ••••• j ................ i .. ~ •• 
Fot 12 .. in-ch m~ttr .4u ......... i .................................................. . 

fot 14·in~h meter .............. .-..................................... . 

Ptr Metet 
Per Month 

·9.00 
12.00 
18.00 
24.00 
36.00' 
48.00 
66.00 
72.00 
84.00 

The Sel"ice Charge is a readiness·to-sen·e charge \\hid, is applicable to all meteced 
sclYice and to which is added the charge (or waItt ustd computed at the Quantity Rate. 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

1. The facilities for Stl"ice (0 a privartty onned file protection S)"$ttni \\iII be insralled by the Utility 
at ~e cost o(lhe applicant. Such coSI shall n<>t be subject to refund. 

2. Ifa distribution mJin o.fadequate silt to sern a pri\'ate flIt prOtection 5)"$Um in addition to. all 
othet noonal sm·ke does not exi~t in the strttl or aUey adjaUi:tl tl) the premist~ to be serwd, then 
a senice main from the nearest exisling main of adequate capacity .... ill be installed by the Utility at 
the cosl of the applicant. Such (ost shall not be subject to refund 

3. Senice hereunder is (or priute file protecliM s)stems to which nO (oMections (or othu than file 
protection purposes are aHowed and \\hich ate regularly insp«ted by the un<knniters hning 
jurisdiction, are installed auording to specif..cations or the Utility. aM are maintained Co the 
satisfaction of the Utility. The Utility may require the insullation o( a deleclor chtdc vah'e with 
meter for prolwioo against then. leakage. or waste oh~tcr. 

4. for wa.ter <lc1iHred (or other than smict to pri\"ale1y oWMd file protection systems, charges 
will ~ made thetdore under S~hedule No. VS·I. General Metered Sen'ia. 

S. The Utility \\ill supply (l/11)' such wattr at such pressure as may be available fi-Om time' to time 
as a result Ofnonnal o~ratioo or Utility's system. 

6. All bills are subject 10 the rdrnburu[I)(ol (ee set (orth on Scb~iJte Nos. UF and OilS· I. 

(I) 
I 
f 
J 
I 
I 
f 
I 

(I) 

(T) 
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VISALIA DISTRICT 
DESIGN PROPOSED 1998-2001 RATES 

RATES ; . RATE INCREASE .. 
1999 2000 2001 - 2002 2000 2001 2002 

5/8 x 3/4 6.75 S.15 5.75 5,75 0.00 0.00 0.00 
1 10.90 10.90 10.00 10,90 0.00 0.00 0.00 

1112 24.00 24~OO 24.00 24~OO 0.00.- 0.00 0.00 
2 30.70 $0.10' $0.70 30.70 0.00 .0.00 0.00 
3 51.50 51.50 67.60 57.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 
4 80.00 - 80.00 80.00 80:00 0.00 0.00 . 0.00 
6 132.00 132.00 132.00 . 1~2.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
8 198.00 198.00 198.00 -', 198.06 0.00- 0.00 0.00 

10 661.25 661.25 M1.25 661.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 
12 MS.76 948.75 , 948.75 948.75' 0.00- 0.00 0.00 
14 1,2~3.76 1,293~75 1.i93.75 - 1,293.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 

TOTAL 

Q Alled 0.5093 0.5093 0.6093 O.509l 0.0060 0.0000 0.0000 

O-S,OOO sq.ft - $14·16 $14.15 '$14.15 - $14.15· . 0.00 0.00 0.00 
6-10,000 SCI. It $19.35 $19.35 $19.35 $t~.3$ 0.00 0.00 0.00 
10-16,000 sQ. ft $24.55 $24.65 $~4.55 $24.55 0.00 0.00 0.00 
16-25,000 sq. ft $30.70 $30.70 ,$30.70 $30.70 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Add!. Unit $11.85 $11.85 $11.85 $11.85 0.00 0.00 0.00 
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Environmental ComplJanc() Audit Amortization 

DISTRICT 

BK 
8G 
CH 
OIX 
ELA 
HR 
KC 
lIV 
LAS 
MRL 
ORO 
PV 
SlN 

, MID 

SEL 
SSF 
six 
V'S 

WLK 
Wll 

TOTAL. 

Dec '97 
4·FACTOR 

13.84% 
5.76% 
5.66% 
0.69% 
7.62.% 
6.67% 
0.67% 
4.14% 
4.95% 
0.95% 
1.39% 
8.48% 
6.03% 
8.16% 
1.26% 
3.91% 
9.85% 
6.19% 
3.11% 
0.67% 

100.00% 

TOTAL 
SURCHARGE 

AMOUNT 

$27,680 
$11,520 
$11,320 

$1,380 
$15.240 
$13,340 

$1,340 
$8,280 
$9,900 
$.1,900 
$2,180 

. $16,980 
$1~.c)60 
$16,320 

$2,520 
. $7,S29 
$HJ,700 
$12,380 

$6,220 
$1.340 

$200.000 



Environmental Compliance Audit Amortization 

District 

Bakersfield 

Bear Gulch 

ChiCO 

Dixon 

East Los Angeles 

Hermosa RedondO 

King City 

Uvermoce 
LOs Altos· SubUrban 

Marysville 

OrOviHe 

Palos Verdes 

Salinas 

Mid-Peninsula 

Selma 

SOuth ~an Frar'lclsco 

Stockton 

Visalia 

Westlake 

Wllows 

Customer ProJections 

1~99 

54,423 

17.267 

21.904 

2.758 

25.661 

24.866 

~.194 

15.739 

17.86S 

3,704 

3.405 

23.m 

24.7n 

35.229 

. 4.918 

15.440 

40,464 

28.029 

6.807 

2.233 

A;peMX 8-5 
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Amount Per CUSTOMER Per MONTH 

1~9 

$0.04 

$0.06 

$0.04 

$0.04 

$0.05 

$0.04 

$0.05 

$0.04 

$0.05 

$0.04 

$0.07 
$0.00 

$0.04 

$0.04 
$0.04 

$0.04 

$0.04 

$0.04 

$0.08 

$0.05 
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0.0. Capital Budget Carryover Amortization 

DISTRICT 

BK 
BG 
CH 
DIX 
ELA 
HR 
KC 
lIV 
LAS 
MRl 
ORO 
PV 

SLN 
MID 
SEl 
SSF 
STK 
VIS 
WlK 
WlL 

TOTAL· . 

DeC '97 
4-FACTOR 

13.84% 
5.76% 
5.66% 
0.69% 
7.62%· 
6.67% -
0.67% 
4.14% 
4.95% 
0.95% 
1.39% 
8.48% 
6.03% 
8.16% 
1.26% 
3.91% 
9.85% 
6.19% 
3.11% 
0.67% . 

100.00% 

TOTAL 
REFUND 
AMOUNT· 

$163~045 
$67.$57 

. $66.679 
$8,129 

- $89.769 
$78.577 
, $7.893 
$48.772 
$58.314 
$11 •. 192 
$.16,376 
$99.900 . 

- $71,038 
$96. t31 

.. $14.844 " 
$46.063 

$116,040 
. $72.923 
$36.638 

$7.893 

$1.178.070 



District 

Bakersfield 

Bear Gulch 

Chico 

Dixon 

East Los Angeles.' 

Hermosa Redondo 

King City . 

Livermore 

Los'Altos - Suburban 

Marysville 

Oroville 

Palos Verdes. 

Salinas 

Mid·Peninsula 

Selma' 

South, San Francisco 

Stockton 

Visalia 

Westlake 

Willows ' 
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G.O. Capital Budget Carryover Amortization'. Surcharge Per Customer 
Customer Projections . Amount Per CUSTOMER Per MONTH 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 1999 2000 2001 2002 

54.423 54.60S 54.787 54.969 55.151 $0.05" $0.05· SO.OS SO.05 
17),67 17,329 17.391 17,453 17.515· $0.07 SO.07 $0.07 SO.06 
21,904- 22.237 22.570 22.903- 23.236 $0.05 $0.05 $0.05 SO.05 
2.758 2.776- 2.794 .2.812 2'.830 .. $O.OS $O.OS SO.05- SO.05 

25,661 25.638 25.615- 25.592 25.569 $0.06 $0.06 $O.OS $0.06 
24,806 24.859 24,912 24,965- 25.018- $O.OS $O.OS $0.05, SO.OS 
2.194 2Zl7 2.360 2;443- 2.526 . $O.OS- ' $0.06 SO.OS $0.05 

15.739 15,955 . 16.171 16.387 16,603 $O.OS ' $0.05 SO;OS SO.OS 
17.885 , 17.946- 18.021 18.108 18,189 $0.05 $0.05 $O.OS SO.05 
3,704- 3.699 3.694 3,689 3.684 SO.05 $O.OS $0.05. $O.OS 
3,405 3,395- 3,38.$ 3,375, 3,365 SO.Oa.. SO~Os. $0.08 SO.08 

23,309 23,318 23.327 23,336 23,34& SO.07 $0';07, $0.07 ' $0:07 
24.m 25,356 25,935 26,514' ,27.093 SO.OS: ' $O.OS SO.OS $0.04 
35,229 35.279- 35.329 35,379:' 35.429 $0'.0$ $0.05 $O.OS $0.05 
4.918- 4.994 5,070 5.146 5.222 , $O;OS SO.05 $O.OS SO.OS 

15.440 15.622 15.804- 15.986 16,168 SO;OS ' SO.OS $0.05 SO.OS 
40.464 40.524 40.584 40.644 40;704 $0.05 $0.0s.. SO.05 , $0.05 
28.029 28.511 28.993 29,475 29.957 $0.04 $0.04 SO.04 $0.04 
6.807 6,812 6.937 7,002 7.067 $0.09" $0.09 $0.09 $0.09 
2).33- 2.23S 2.237 2.239 2,241 $0.06 $0;05 SO.Os. ' $0.06 

2003 

SO.05 

SO.06 

SO.05, 

SO'. as 
SO.06 

SO.OS 

SO.05 

$0.05 

SO.05 

SO.105 

SO.08 

$0.07 

$0.04 

SO.OS 

$0.05 

'$0. OS 

SO.05 

SO.04 

$0.09 

SO.06 



Utirity PI~nt 

Original ews Plant additioos 

Cal Wa!et Adjustment In Final Budgets 
Reduted Estimate rot directional signs 
Remo'w'e Workspaces for pfogtarrroers 
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Adjuslestimate for Human Res6utces rem¢del 
remo'w'e fur'nitute in H~il Resources 
Remo'w'e cash remittance carpel 
Remo'w'e security system 
Reduced Estimate for engineering re¢Otds transfer 
Reduee Engineering Ca~ting 
Remove Engineerir.g Supervisor furniture 

Total Adjustments 
Stipulated Plant AdditiOtls 

Original RRB Plant Additi60s 

General OffICe 
$tipu'a!ed Plant Additions 

1998 . 1999 2000 

$ 4.651.$ $ 2,909.4 $ 2,248.0 

$ $ , 195.9 $ (174.1) 
$ 4.0 
$ 
$ (8.3) 
$ 10.2 

$ 2.0 
$ 
$ 9.S 

$ 3$.0 
$ 23.0 

$ 6.9 $ 26'7.1 $ ~15.1) 

$ 4,$45.7 $ 2.'101.7 $ 2,963.7 

$ 4,625.9 $ 2.635.1 $ 2,939.7 



Ca'ifornia Warer Service Company "'n~MxB-5 
Pa1e6 

General OffICe Expenses 

RRBlCWS Sett!emenl 

$1.1)).) 

1m 2000 

General OffICe &pei'ses C\\'S CWS/RRB RRB CWS CWS/RRB RRB 

ravoll 7.350..- 7.334.9- 7,334.9- 7,727.6 7.&94.4 7.694.4 
T r"n~rortatioo 289.3 271.5 271.5 307.3 276.1. 216.1 
Soorc~ 01 Surrh' (5.7) (6.1) (EU) (5.~) (6.3) (6.3) 
Pumring (3.1) (4.6) (4.5) (3.2) (4.6) (4.6) 
\Vatu T rutment (70.5) (16.5) (1e.S) (71.4) '(78.2) (782) 
Transmis~iQ!\ arr.J OisUibution 62.9 66.5 66.5 63.1 67.8 57.8 
Cu~tomu Accounting 819.9 784.4 784'" 873.6 801.7 Btlt.7 
Con~r>'ation 2.3 2.0 2.0 2.4 2.1 2.1 
Purchased Suvices 32.3 31.3 31.3 32.7 32.0 32.0 
Stores 02 0.2 0.2- 0,2 02 0.2 
A&G Salaric. (117.1) (119.6) (119.6) (1IS.6) (122.a) (122.8) 
Offic~ Sut-rliu 1.381.7 1.340.8 1,340.a 1.4~.1 1.313.0 1.313.0 
PrOfelt)· tr.sur"'nc~ 24.3 '24.1 24.1 24.6 24.6 24.6 
Injuries and Damages 1,631.3 '1.631.3 1.631.3 1.65~5 1.652.5 1.652.6 ' 
PemkYls and Benefits 6.~.6 6,629.9 6.429.4 6.921.a 6.730.9- 6.570.8 
Franchist Requirements 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.2 
RegutatO£y llirunis~ion [lI~~5 72.7 7b.3 7b.3 73.1 11.S 71.8 
OutslJe &"'ku 459.9 M9.4 399.4 .465.9- 409.e 409.8-
Mis-c. General b~n~s 1,328A 1,25$:1 U:M.1 1.428.1 1.2&5.7 1,285.1 
~hint. OfGtl'lttal Phnt 13-3.1 133.5 1~.6 135.4 136.6 1~.6 

A.\fORT OF 0.93-01·(\25 38.1 M.1 M.1 38.1 38.1 38.1 
Duu end o..,n~tk..;!u AdjuHment (42.1) (44.2) (44.2) (42.1) (<<.2) C«·2) 
Ad Vak'\fem T a.U5 124.9 1~4.g. 124.9 '148.0 1"&.0 148.0 
ra)'rotl T a.,ts 619.3 519.3 519.3 &«.& 5«.e M4.e 
Busin~$5 Lken . .<t 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
[Xrrtciativn Exf'(~ 1.141.3 1.141.3 1,t4t:3 1.245.2 1,245.2 1.245.2 

Tou) Eir:~n~s 21,186.2 21.444.1 ~'.343.6 22.900.9 22,212.3 22.1122 



California Water Service Company 

General Offlce Expenses 

RRBlCWS Settlement 

$1,000 

2000 2001 
esca'atiOn 

General Off.ce Ex~nses CWS/RRB 'actOt Tota! 

Payroll 7.694.4 l 
Transportation 276.1 C 

Source of Supply (6.3) C 
Pumping (4.6) C 

Watet Tteatm~nt (78.2) C 
Transmission and Distribution 57.8 C 
Cust~mer Accounting 801.7 C 
Conser\"ation 2.1 C 
Pur(haSed $en'jces 3~.O C 
Stote~ 0.2 C 
A&O Salaries (122.8) C 
Office Supplies 1,373.0 C 
Property Insurance ~4.6 c 
Injuties and Damages 1,652.5 C 
Pe~ions and Benefits 6.730~9 l 
Franchise Requirements 0.2 C 
Regulat()ry Commis~ion Exrtn..~s 7fe c 
OutsiJeSen'kes 409.8 C 
Misc. General [xpemes 1,285.7 C 
Maint. OfOenct.l1 Plant 136.5 C 

AMoRT OF D.93-01-025 38.1 38.1 
Dues and Donations Adju51ffient (44.2) (44.2) 
Ad Valorem Taxes 148.0 163.6' 
['a}'coll Taxes 544.8 l 
Bminess liccnse 3.0 3.0 
Depredation Exrense 1.245.2 139~.8t 

Total Exren.<es 22.272,3 

Note: l·uses labor rate to be determined in More GRe f.lings 
C-use$ ORA composite rate 
*. Increase due to st;puraled plant add;tiQns 

(END OF APPENDIX B) 
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2002 
escalatiOn 
facto( Total 

38.1 
(44.2) 
179.1* 

3.0 
1523.11 
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APPENDIX C-l 
CALIFORN!A WATER SERVlCE COMPAJ\lY 

BEAR GULCH 

PURCHASED POWER 
SUPPLIER • PG&E 

Total Producti6n (kccf) 
Kwh leer 
Total calculated KWH 
Unit Cost 
Power Cost 

TOTAL PURCHASED POWER 

PURCHASED WATER 

ADOPTED QUANTtTIES 

SUPPLIER· SAN FRACISCO WATER DEPT. 
PURCHASED WATER PRODUCTION - KCCF 
UNIT COST OF S.F.W.D. RATES· CCF 
S.F.W.D. FIXED ANNUAL SERVICE CHARGES 
QUANTITY CHARGES 

TOTAL PURCHASED WATER 

CHEMICALS 
Total Production (ked) 

. ADOPTED CHEMICAL DOLlARS 

ADOPTED S per KCCF 

UNCOLLECT~~LES RATE 
FRANCHISE ;tAX RATE 
BUSINESS LICENSE FEE RATE 
FEDERAL TAX RATE 
STATE CORP. FRANCHISE TAX 
NET TO GROSS MULTIPLIER 

. 
2117199 2:32 PM BEAR GULCH FINAl.xls 

1999 2000 
( DOLlARS IN THOUSANDS) 

5,~9.2 
733.7 

3,939,325 
$0.10815 
$426,054 

. $42S.1 

4734.4 
$0.69 
147.3 

$3.260.7 

$3,414.0 

5.369.2 
33.8 

$0.006295 

~,3~6.9 
733.7 

3,959.646 _ 
$0.10$04 
S427,793 

$421.8 . 

4162: 1 
$0.69 
147.3 

$3,285.8 

$3,433.1 

5,396.9 
34.7 

$~.OOG430 

0.08a79% 
0.12900% 
0.001009 . 

35.00% 
8.84% 

1.19712 
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Catifornia Water SetviCe Company 
Bear Gulch District 

Adopted Quantities 

10. Number of services by metef size: 1999 2000 

11,503 
4,324 

$65 
480 
37 
11 
8 

11. Metered Sales, Ked 
All Water 

12. Number of Services and use: 

. Residential 
Business 
Multi-family 
I ndl.l s!rial 
Public Authority 
Other 
$ub·Toral 

Private Fire Prot 
Public Fire Ptot 
TOTAL 
lOSSes, 4.96% 

i 

518 x 3/4 
1 

1112 
2 
3 
4 
6 
8 

10 
TOTAL 

11,462 
4,309 

g62 
478 
31 
11 
8 
o 
o 

17,261 

5,110.0 

Avg sel'Vi¢es 
1999 2000 
15,796 15,856 

1.275 1.275 
64 64 

1 1 
94 94 
37 39 

17,267 

118 
15 

11,460 

17.329 

1SS 
16 

17.530 

o 
o 

17.328 

5,196.7 

Use, Keci 
1999 2000 
4,312.3 4.328.7 

587.3 587.3 
117.0 118.6 

2.0 2.0 
145.0 153.'1 

6.4 6.7 
6,170.0 5,196.7 

5,170.0 
199.2 

5,196.7 
200.2 

Avg Use, Cdi$v/Mo 
1999 2000 
273.0 273.0 
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CALIFORNIA WATER SERVICE COMPANY 
BEAR GULCH DISTRICT 

STIPULATED RATE BASE 

MTEBASE 1999 

( ThOusandS Of $ ) 

WEIGHTED AVERAGE PLANT 42.249.1 

WJD AVERAGE DEPR. RESERVE 12.080.6 

NET UTILITY PLANT 
30,168.S 

Materiafs & Supplies 138.2 

WOrking CaSh· Gross 0.0 

Working Cash .teadllag 358.7 

Working Cash· W/H EmpJ. 
(2.1) 

Tolal WOrkir'lg Cash 
35$.6 

SUBTOTAL 
30,Ge3.3 

DEDUCTION FROM RATE BASE 
Advances 

2,317.1 

Contributions 1.672.~ 

Reserve Amortization Of IntangibteS 8.2 

Acwmulaled Deferred FIT 2,611.5 

AuurTlulated Unamortized ITe 212.6 

TOTAL DEDUCTIONS 6,888.3 

. ADDITIONS TO RATE BASE 
Accumulated Defe(red Taxes· CIAC 142.4 

A~umutated Dererred Taxes· Advancel 152.9 

TOTAL ADDITIONS 295.3 

DISTRICT RATE BASE 24,070'" 

PRORATED 0.0. RATE BASE 
130..$ 

WEIGHTED AVERAGE RATE BASE 24,800.8 

2000 

44.165.3 

13,035.1 . 

31.130.2 

1382 

0.0 
367.2 

(2.1) 
365.1 

31.633.5 

2,246.7 
1,659.7 

9.6 
2,800.6 

205.6 
6,922.2 

135.6 
149.2 
284.8 

24.996.1 

800.5 

25.100.6 
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CALIFORNIA WATER SERVICE COMPANY 
BEAR GULCH DISTRICT 

TAXES BASED ON INCOME 

ITEM 
( ThQusands or S ) 

OPERATING REVENUES (proposed (ates) 

EXPENSES 
PURCHASED WATER 
PURCHASED POWER 

CHEMICALS 
PAYROLL . 
OTHER O&M EXPENSES 
OTHER A&G EXPENSES 
G.O. PRORATIONS 
PAYROLL TAXES 
AD VALOREM TAXES 
UNCOllECTIBlES 
FRANCHISE TAXES & BUS. lie. 
TRANSPORTATION DfPR. ADJ. 
INTEREST EXPENSE 

TOTAL DEDUCTfONS 

STATE TAX DEPRECIATION 
NET TAXIBLE INCOME 

. STATE CORP. FRANCH. TAX@8.84% 

FEDERAL TAX DEPRECIATION 
STATE INCOME TAX 
LESS PREFERRED STOCK DIVIDEND 
NET TAXIBlE INCOME 

.• "u. 
{ 

FED. INCOME TAX@35.00% 
INVESTMENT TAX CREDIT 

TOTAL FEDERAL INCOME TAX 

TOTAL INCOME TAXES 

1999 

12.112.0 

3.414.0 
426.1 
33.8 

1.~26.7 
785.3 
142.7 

1.235.2 
105.4 
270.9 

10.8 
100.6 
(53.3) 

923.6 
8,721.8 

1.268.4 
2.121.8 

187.6 

803.8 
1SO.8 

5.0 
2,370.6 

829.7 
0.0 

829.7 

1,017.3 

2000 

12.304.1 

3,433.1 
427.S 

34.7 
1,361.2 . 

785.2 
141.3 

1.282.9 
10S.8 
280.0 

10.9 
102.2 
(55.8) 
985.0 

8,897.3 

1,335.6 
2,011.2 

183.1 

912.0 
187.6 

5.0 
2,302.2 

805.8 
0.0 

805.8 

988.9 



.APPENDIX C-2 
C.AUFORNrA WATE.R SERVICE COMPANY 

=:AST LOS ANGELES DISTRICT 

PURCHASED POWER 
SUPPLIER - PG&E 

Total Production (ked) 
K~h/cd 
Total ta!cur:Md KWH 
U(lit Cost 
Power Cost 

TOTAL PURCHASEO POWER 

.AOOPTEIJ aUNHlTIE$ 

PURCHASED WATER ( CENTRAL & WEST BASIN W.O. ) 
PURCHASEO WATER PROOUCTlON· KCCF 
PURCHASED WATER PRODUCTION -ACRE FEET 

NON _ INTERUPT .• ACRE FEET 
SEAS~ STORAGE-ACRE fEET 

NON. \NTERUPT .• RATE $ pet ACRE FOOT . 
SEASONAL STORGAGE - RATE $ per ACRE FOOT 

NON. INTERUPT .• QUANTITY C~GE$ 
SEASONAL STORAGE· QUANTITY CHARGES 

lESS W. R. O. REBATE $ 120 per ACRE FOOT 
ADD CENTRAL BASfN CONNECTION MMNT. CHARGE 

TOTAL CHARGES 

TOTAL PURCHASED WATER COST 

CHEMICALS 
Total Production (ked) 
ADOPTED CHEM:CAl DOLlARS 

ADOPTED $ per KCCF 
.,1..3. -; . 

PUMP TAXES (WATER REPlENTISHMENT DISTR[CT ) 
WEll WATER PRODUCTION ·ACRE FEET 
UNIT COST - ACRE fEET 
TOTAL GROUNDWATER CHARGES 
ANNUAL WATER~ASTER SERV1CE 

TOTAL PUMP TAX EXPENSE 

UNCOllECTABlES RATE 
fRANCHISE TM RATE 
BUSINESS LICENSE FEE RATE 
fEDERAL TAX RATE· 
STATE CORP. fRANCHISE TAX 
NET TO GROSS MULTIPLIER 

2117199 1:57 P.\\ EAST lOS ANGElES flN.t..l x1s 

19S9 2000 
(OOllAHS IN THOUSANDS, 

8,925.9 
547.6 

4.M7.5~j 
$0.09$0 

$472,14' 

$472.1 

6.953.5 
15,963 2 

3,"00.0 
$12.S632 

5461.00 
$199.00 

$5,791,635 
$1.015.$00 

($$$9,520) 
$42,000 

$5.9$0.715 

$S,9aO.7 

8,9"25.9 
25.9 

$O.OOm2 

4,528.0 
$151.00 

SQa3.na 
$10,290 

$694.0 

8,002.9 
547.0 

4.874,~7 
SO 0$$6 

$410.925 

$470.g 

6.9~O.5 
15.910.4 

3.400.0 
$12,510.4 

$451.00 
$m.oO 

$5,767,294 
$1.016,600 
(Se69,520) 

$42,000 
$5.9$0,314 

$S,95-6.4 

8,9029 
26.6 

$0.002983 

4,528.0 
$15100 

SQ83,728 
$10,290 

$69.$.0 

om8W~ 
1.59030% 
0000000 

3500% 
SS4% 

'81344 
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California Watet Semce Company 
East los M~eres District 

Adopted Ouantitie's 

10. Numbet of SetviCes by meter size: 1999 2000 

11. Metered Sales, Ked 
- JUIVVatet 

12. Number of Sew,ces and Use: 

Residential 
Business 
Multi·fam:!y 
fndustrial 
PubliC Authority 
Other 
Sub~Total 

Private Fire PlOt 
Publi¢ Fite P(Ol 
TOTAL 
los~~, 4.96'~ , 

518 x 3/4· 
1 

1 1/2 
2 
3 
4 
6 
8. 

10 
TOTAL 

2(754 
2,714 

309 
601 
108 
43 
22 
6 
3 

25.620 

8,411.8 

Avg SelVices· 
1999 2000 . 
20,092 20.087 
4.943 4,924 

136 136 
131 131 
312 304 

6 3 
25,620 

547 
42 

25.585 

548 
42 

21,137 
2.767 

308 
5~4 
10'1 
43 

.21 
6 
3 

25.686 

8,45e.O 

Use, Ked 
1999 2000 
3.946.1 3.~4S.1 
2.422.6 2422.1 

204.7 204.1 
1.266.1 1.263.9 

634.8 618.5 
. 3.5 1 .. 1 

8,417.8 8,456.0 

26.209 26.175 ' 8,417.8 8,456.0 
446.9 44S.1 

Avg Use. Cd/$viMo 
1999 2000 
19$.4 196.4 
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CALIFORNIA WATER SERVICE COMPANY 
EAST lOS ANGElES OISTRlCT 

STIPUlATED RATE SASE 

RATE BASE 1999 
( TtlO(Jsands of $ ) 

WEtGHTED AVERAGE PlANT $9,422.9 

WTD AVERAGE OEPR. RESERVE , 14,449.1 

NET UTILITY PLANT 24,973.8 

Materials 8. $upPIies • 133.0 

W~r19 Cash· Gross 0.0 
Worldng Cash *leadllag 78.8 
Working Cash· WIH Empt . (2.7) 

Total WOOdng Cash 16.1 

SUBTOTAL 26, t82.9 

DEDUCTION fROM RATE SASE 
AdVances 226.9 
COOtrlblJtioos 3.327.8 
Reserve Amortization of Intangibles 63.9 
Accumulated Deferred FIT 2.304.2 
Accumulated Unamortized ITC 178,4 

TOTAL DEDUCTIONS 6,101.2 

ADDITIONS TO RATE BASE 
AC~ulated Deferred Taxes· CIAC 364.9 
Accumulated Deterred Taxes· Advancel 3.6 

TOTAL ADDITIONS 308.5 

DISTRICT RATE BASE 19,450.3 

PRORATEDG.O. RATE SASE S6Q.5 

WEIGHTED AVERAGE RATE BASE 20,416.8 

2000 

41,34S.7 

15,304.0 

25.984.7 

133.0 

0.0 
95.0 
'(2.7) 
9'2.3 

26.210.0 

211.2 
3.212.5 

12,~ 
2,372,9 

172,6 
6,101.4 

34S,6 
3.5 

352.1 

20.460.1 

1.059.1 

21,519.8 
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CALIFORNIA WATER SERVICE COMPANY 
EAST lOS ANGElES DISTRICT 

TAXES BASED ON INCOME 

ITEM 
( Thousands of $) 

OPERATING REVENUES (prOpOsed ~tes) 

EXPENSES 
PURCHASED WATER 

GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION CHARGE 
PURCHASED POWER 

CHEMICALS 
PAYROLL 
OTHER OAM EXPENSES 
OTHER A8.G eXPENSES 
G.O. PRORATIONS' 
PAYROLL TAXES' 
AD VALOREM TAXES 
UNCOLlECTIBLE$ .' . 
fRANCHISE TAXES & BUS. LlC. 
TRANSPORTATiON OEPR. ADJ. 
INTEREST EXPENSE 

TOTAL DEOUCTIONS 

STATE TAX DEPRECIATION 
NET TAXlBlE INCOME 

STATE CORP. FRANCH. TAX @ ~.84% 

fEDERAL TAX DEPRECIATtON 
STATE INCOME TAX DEDUCTION 
lESS PREfE~ru:O STOCK DIVIDEND 
NET l'AXIBLE'INCOME 

FED. INCOME TAX @ 35.00% 
INVESTMENT TAX CREDIT 
TOTAL FEDERAL INCOME TAX 

TOTAL INCOME TAXES 

1999 

15.500.9 

5.980.7 
. 694.0 

472.1 
2$.~ 

1.734.6 
667.2 
117.5 

1,634.1 
137.7 . 
220.8 
34.7 

~49.6 -
(54,9) 
161.7 

12.681.7 

1.097.2 
1,782.0 

157.5 

76~.8 
12l.0 

4.3 
1.988.1 

695.8 
0.0 

695.8 

$$3.3 

15,783.5 

5.~s6.4 
. ~94.0 

470.9 
2S.6 . 

1,768.5 
. 694.6 

116.4 
1,697.1 

141.8 
225.7 
35.2 

25~.1 
. (59.8) . 
623.5 

12.846.0 

1,187.6 
1,749.9 

154.7 

715.7 
157.5 

4.3 
2,000.0 

700.0 
0.0 

700.0 

854.1 



•• 
fl?P~'.JDIX C-3 

CAUFCR~~JA WATER SERVICE cm.'pA.~Y 
H :="'R M 0 S ARE DON DOD.I S T RIC T 

PURCHASED POWER 
. SUPPLIER - PG&E 

Total Pcoduction (kcd) 
Kwh/cd 
Total C3rculat~ KWH 
UnilCost 
Poviet Cost 

TOTAL PURCHASED POWER 

.ACOPTEO QUANTITIES 

PURCHASED WATER (WEST BASIN MUNICIPLE WATER DISTRICT) 
PURCHASED WATER PROOUCTlON· KCCF 
PURCHASED WATER PROOUCTION - ACRE FEET 

NON ·INTERUPT. ~ACRE FEET 
SEASONAL STORAGE - ACRE FEET 
RECLAIMED WATER • ACRE FEET 

NON ·INTERUPT, • RATE $ pet ACRE FOOT 
SEASONAL $TORGAGE· RATE $ per ACRE FOOT 
RECLAIMED WATER RATE $ per ACRE FOOT 

NON· INTERUPT .• QUANTITY CHARG~S 
SEASONAL STORAGE - QUANTITY CHARGES 
REClAlMEO WATER QUANTITY CHARGES 

LESS W. R. o. REBATE S 120 pet ACRE FOOT 
ADD STANDBY METER CHARGES ( 1-4· & 2-2" IN P.V.) 
ADD WEST BASIN METER CHARGES 

TOTAL CHARGES 

TOTAL PURCHASED WATER COST 

CHEMICALS 
Total Ptodudion (ked) 
ADOPTED CHEMICAL OOLlARS 

"t\'" 
ADOPTED $ pet KCCF 

PUMP TAXES (WATER REPlENTISHMENT OISTR/CT J 
WELL WATER PRODUCTION -ACRE FEET 
UNIT COST - ACRE fEET 
TOTAL GROUNDWATER CHARGES 
ANNUAL WATER MASTER SERVICE 

TOTAL PUMP TAX EXPENSE 

UNCC{lECTABlES RATE 
FRANCHISE TAX RATE 
BUSINESS LICENSE fEE RATE 
fEDERAL TAX RATE 
STATE CORP. FRANCHISE TAX 
NET TO GROSS MULTIPLIER 

1999 2CCO 
( OOllAQS IN THOUSA1..JDS ) 

6,311.3 
417.9 

2.605,074 
$00990 

$263,842 

$263.8 

5,218.0 
11,980.3 

11.8BO.4 
0.0 

100.0 

$528.00 
$346.00 
$280.00 

$6,272.834 
$0 

$28.000 
($169.200) 

$1.110 
$50.400 

$6,183,744 

$6,183.7 

6.371.3 
33.8 

$0.005300 

2.6600 
$151.00 

$401.660 
$$,040 

$409.7 

o,371~6 
411.9 

2.~2,o92 . 
$00990 

$263,607 

$263.$ 

4,598.1 
10.557.3 

10,457.3 
0.0 

100.0 

$528.00 
$340.00 
$200.00 

. $5.521,44$ 
SO 

528,000 
SO 

$1,710 
·S50,400 

$5.601,555 

$5,601.6 

6.371.6 
34.7 

$O.OO5~ 

4.070.0 
$151.00 

S014.570 
$8,040 

$622.6 

019531% 
003610% 
0000000 

35.00% 
884% 

1.784755 
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California Water Se~e Company 
Herroosa • Redondo District 

Adopted Quantities 

10. Numbet of SelVi<:es by meter size: . 1999 

16,834 
5,899 
1.108 

671 
83 
28 
9 

2000 

16.889 
5,911 
1,109 

eo7 
83 
28-

11. Me:eled SaTes. Ked 
AlIWatet 

12. Number of Seri.ces and Use: 

Residential 
Business 
Multi-family 
Industrial 
Pubrl¢ Authority 
Other 
Sub·Total 

private Fire Prot 
Public Fire Prot 

_TOTAL 
Loss~$,. 6.64% .' 

I 

Total pcoduction 

518x 314 
1 

1 112 
2 
3 
4 
6 
8 

10 
TOTAL 

5 
o 

24.837 

5.953.8 -

Avg Services 
1999 2000 
20.816 20,896 

2,181 2.110 
1.457 1,4$7 

31 29 
349 346 

3 2 
24.837 24.900 

229 

9 
5 
o 

24.~1 

5.949.0 

. Use. Keel 
1999 2000 
3.220.2 3.232.6 

941.9 941.9 
1.216.4 1.218.4 

256.5 239.9 
315.0 315.0 

1.8 1.2 
5.953.8 5,949.0 

226 
16 16====~~==~~? 

25.145 5,953.8 5.949.0 25.079 
423.5 4n.6 

6.377.3 6.371.6 

Avg use, CdlSv/Mo 
1999 2000 

154.7 154.1 
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CALIFORNIA WATER SERVICE COMPANY 
HERMOSA· REDONDO DISTRICT 

STIPULATED RATE BASE 

AATE BASE 1m 
( Thousands of $ ) 

WEIGHTED AVERAGE PLANT &>,907.5 

WTD AVEAAGE OEPR RESERVE 10,8652 

NET UTIUTY PLANT 2O.c~422 

Materials 8. Suppties 149.~ 

Working Cash - Gross 0.0 
Working Cash '" Leadllag 00.6 
Working Ca.sh ~ WIH Empt (2.4) 

Total WOfking Cash 84.2 

SUBTOTAL 26,276.3 

DEDUCTION FROM AATE BASE 
AdlJances 548.6 
Cofitrihutioos 1,631.0 
ReseNe Amortization of Intangihfes 31.1 
ACcumulated Deferred FIT 1,991.2 
Accumulated UnamOrtized ITC 156.1 

TOTAL DEDUCTIONS 4,358.6 

.ADDITIONS TO AATE BASE 
Ac~ulated Deferred Taxes· CtAC 152.2 
Accumulated Deferred Taxes· Advaote! 26.4 

TOtAL ADDITIONS 118.6 

DISTRICT RATE BASE 22,0%.3 

PRORATED G.O. AATE BASE 845.8 

WEIGHTED AVEAAGE AATe BASE 22,942.1 

2000 

39,033.5 

11,826.9 

27,200,6 

. 149.9 

0.0 
119.1 
(~.4) 

111.3 

21,473.8 

559.5 
1,619.9 

31.2 
2,085.2 

151.5 
4,447.3 

144.4 
26.9 

111.3 

23.191.7 

921.1 

24,124.8 
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CALIFORNIA WATER SERVICE COMPANY 
HERMOSA - REDONDO DISTRICT 

TAXES BASED ON INCOME 

ITEM 
( ThOusands 0' S ) 

OPERATING REVENUES (proposed (ales) 

EXPENSES 
PURCHAStD WATER 

GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION CHARGE 
PURCHASED POWER 

CHEMICALS 
PAYROLL 
OTHER O&M EXPENSES 
OTHER A&G EXPENSES 
G.O. PRORATIONS 
pAYROLL TAXES 
AD VALOREM TAXES 
UNCOLLECTlBlES 
FRANCHISE TAXES 8. BUS. lIC. 
TRANSPORTATION OEPR. ADJ. 
INTEREST EXPENSE 

TOTAL DEDUCTIONS 

STATE TA)(DEPRECIATION 
NET TAXIBLE INCOME 

STATE CORP. FRANCH. TAX@ S.e4% 

fEDERAL TAX DEPRECIATION 
STATE INCOME TAX DEDUCTION 
lESS PREfEflRED STOCK DIVIDEND 
NET TAXI BlE' INCOME 

FED. INCOME TAX@ 35.0(W~ 
INVESTMENT TAX CREDIT 

TOTAL FEDERAL INCOME TAX 

TOTAL INCOME TAXES 

1999 

14,729.7 

6.183.7 
409.7 
263.8 
3l.8 

1,317.4 
599.0·· 
17.8 

1,430.1 
107.8 
228.t) 
18.8 
24.7 

(30.7) 
862.4 

11.5$0.9 

1,219.4 
1,979.4 

175.0 

840.3 
115.1 

4.4 
2.239.0 

183.7 
·0.0 

783.7 

958.1 

2000 

14.603.5 

5.601.6 
622.$ 
263.6 

34.7 
1,391.1 

007.9 
78.4 

1.4as.$ 
117.9 
241.9 
28.5 
24.7 

(4l.l) 
925.2 

11.381.5 

1,307.1 
1.914.9 

169.3 

916,4 
175.0 

4.4 
2,126.2 

744,2 
0,0 

744.2 

913.5 



• 

APPENDIX C -4 
CALIFORNIA WATER. SERVlCE COMPANY 

VISALIA DISTRICT 

PURCHASED POWER 
SUPPLIER • PG&E 

Total Pr6dlJction (kecf) 
Kwh/ccf 

. Total calcu!ated KWH 
Unit cost 
power Cost 

TOTAL PURC~SED POWER 

CHE~ICAlS 
Total PtoolJctiOn (ked) 
ADOPTED CHEMtCAL DOLlARS 

A06PTED $ pet KCCF 

UNCOLlECTABLES RATE 
FRANCHISE TAX RATE 
BUSINESS LICENSE fEE RATE 

.. fEDERAL TAX RATE 
STATE CORP. fRANCHISE TAX 
NET TO GROSS . MULTIPLIER 

VlSAUA FINAL xts 

ADOPTED QUANTITIES 

199~ . 2000 
( OOllARS IN THOUSANDS) 

11.353.8 
87S.1 

9.942.178 
$O.()~5$3 
$949.776 

·$949.8 

11.~S3.8 
101.4 

$O.()08931 

11.516.5 
815.7 

10.084.650 
$0.00553 
$963,381 

$963.4· 

11,516.5 
103.2 

$O.0089~1 

0.:)7826% 
0.00000% 
0.00000% 

35.00% 
8.84% 

1.78739 
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California Waler Setvice Company 
Visalia District 

Adopted Quantities 

10. Numbet of Services by meter size: 1999 2000 

11. Metered Sales, Ked 
AlIWatet 

Flat Sales 

518 X 3/4 
1 

1112 
2 
3 
4 
6 
8 

10 
TOtAL 

1,145 
2.849 .. 

298 
655 

83 
31 
13 
4 
o 

11.079 

6,428.6 

5,016.9 

1,525 
2.95~ 

301 
~ 

84 
31 
13 
4 
o 

11,573 

5,518.3 

5,016.9 

12. Number of SeMces and Use: 
Avg ServiCes Use. Ked 

Residential 
Busio~ss 

Mum·fam!ly 
Industrial 
PubliC Authority 
Other 
Sub·Total 

Residential Flat 
Priv~~ Fire Prol 
Pu~iC Fire PlOt. 

TOTAL 
losses, 8.00% 

To!al Production 

1999 
7,419 
3,112 

175 
51 

224 
32 

11,019 

16,708 
355 
26 

28,16$ 

2000 
1,939 
3,141 

175 
51 

221 
34 

11.573 

16,659 
373 
21 

28.632 

1999 2000 
2.112.1 2,242.0 
2.275.1 2,298.6 

378.7 378.7 
203.6 203.6 
424.4 418.1 

34.1 3$.8 
5,428.6 5.678.3 

.5,016.9 5.016.9 

10,445.5 10,595.2 
008.3 921.3 

11,353.8· 11.516.5 

Avg Use, Cdl$vrMO 
1999 2000 
282.4 282.4 
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CALIFORNIA WATER SERVICE COMPANY 
VISALIA DISTRICT 

STIPULATED RATE BASE 

RATE BASE 1999 
( ThOuS<lr'lds of $ ) 

WEIGHTED AVERAGE PlANT 45.368.2 

WTD AVERAGE DEPR. RESERVE 11.M4.2 

NET UTILITY PLANT 33.084.0 

Materials 8. Suppties 9S.0 

Wooong Cash • GroSS 0.0 
Working Cash· leadllag (M.6) 

WoOOng Cash • W/H Empl. (2.2) 

'rolal Working Cash (100.8) 

SUBTOTAL 33,681.2 

DEDUCTION FROM RATE BASE 
Advances 13.823.4 

Contributions 2,672.7 

Reserve Amortization of (ntangibfes O.~ 

Ac~umu'ated Deferred FIT 2.630.3 

AC(umLJlated Unamortized ITC 124.0 

TOTAL OEOUCTlONS 19,251.2 

ADDITIONS TO RATE BASE 
A~umulated Deferred Taxes· CIAC 355.1 
Accumulated Oeferced Taxes· Advatl¢ef '1,397.0 

TOTAL ADDITIONS 1,762.1 

DISTRICT AATE BASE 16,182.2 

PRORATED G.O. RATE BASE 784.9 

We;GHTED AVERAGE RATE BASE 16,007.1 

2000 

47,398.3 

12.781.9 

~,61$.4 

gS.O 

0.0 
(101.3) 

(2-2) 
(103.6) 

34,610.9 

13,884.7 
2.798.9 

0.2 
2,823.2 

120.6 
19,627.6 

347.7 
1,381.$ 
1.129.3 

16,712.6 

~.4 

17.673.0 
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CALIFORNIA WATER SERVICE COMPANY 
VISALIA DISTRICT 

TAXES BASED ON INCOME 

ITEM 
( Thousands of S ) 

OPERATING REVENUES (pcoposed rales) 

EXPENSES 
PURCHASED WATER 
PURCHASED POWER 

CHEMICALS 
PAYROll 
OTHER O&M ~XPENSES 
OTHER A&G ExPENSES 
G.O. PRORATIONS 
PAYROLL TAXES 
AD VALOREM TAXES 
UNCOllECTIBlES 
FRANCHISE TAXES & BUS. UC. 
TRANSPORTATION DEPR. ADJ. 
INTEREST EXPENSE 

TOTAL DEDUCTIONS 

STATE TAX DEPRECIATION 
NET TAXlBlE INCOME 

·STATE CORP. FRANCH. TAX@8.84% 

FEDERAL TAX DEPRECIATION 
STATE INCOME TAX DEDUCTION 
LESS. PREFERRED STOCK DIVIDEND 
NET TAXIB\f.>INCOME 

I 

FED. INCOME TAX @ 35.00% 
INVESTMENT TAX CREDIT 
TOTAL FEOERAllNCOME TAX 

TOTAL INCOME TAXES 

1999 

8.319.0 

0.0 
949.8 
101.4 

1,632.5 
656.6 

51.G 
1,321.3 

125.3 
194.6 
31.5 
0.6 

(55.8) 
641.5 

5,662.9 

1.434.9 
1,221.2 

108.0 

899.1 
76.1 

3.6 
1,671.3 

587.1 
0.0 

587.1 

695.1 

2000 

. 8.518.2 

0.0 
963.4 
103.2 

1.673.8 
Ga9.6 

52.5 
1,378.6 
·1~.3 

200.3 
32.2 

0.6 
(57.2) 
683.8 

5.850.1 

1.494.1 
1.114.0 

103.8 

942.6 
108.0 

3.6 
1,613.9 

564.9 
0.0 

584.9 

668.7 



Oi~lrlct 

UemGu1ch 

App~ndlJ( C-4 
Pago5 

INJURIES & DAMAGES RESERVE REFUND' 

Customcr ProJectlons Rcfund Amount Per CUSTOMEH Per MOUTII 

1999 2000 2001 20M 2001 1999 2060 200t 

17,iG1 11,329 11,391 17,453 11,515 $0.05 $0.05 $0.05 $0.05 $0.05 



AF'ff,S:U COs 
P~e' 

BEAROUlCH DISTRICT 
Bill COYPARI$ON AT PRESENT AND PROPOSED RAIES 

UONIHlY Bill· 

PROPOSED RAIES 
Lk>oIIIw Uuge f'used 

R.!es nit 2000 2001 2001 
S!"" Increas. Ste~ Incr.a~ St"" Incruse St'9 'lCluse 

1100c..fI) knosf kn<:Ast " hno.rl hno.ri " hnouI. hrto<n ... ~ J.IOCU. % Amo<q 

$1$.3.4 -holl Ll~ter 
------

28 $5411 1193 ; la" fMM $a 00 O~ SMM $H9 1$,,, ~IU SlO4 166'4 ~2U 
.~ $eO 64 51» tn, $e296 $a 00 000'$ $829$ $1.18 "'0-" ,SU4 SIU t.H% S~'>3t 

4 -Inch Lleter 

250 l5U2S uua 312" Imu $000 000% SSl9 81 SUl U~ $~a90 $92-i 1(,6'4 IS5419 
SIlO $919 so 1149$ H~ 11.004 U $a 00 O~ II.OOU8 IU2-i 1'1" II.OI1.U IU2:9 • 29'lI. SI.oJI06 

1000 $I.~OO 14~.18 !06% 11.93.t1S $000 000% $1.9)4.'8 UI1-4 109% I1.9S$ 52 UI2:9 100% SI.97681 

'-Inth Uelet 

5000 S9.25O 00 ,'82 CIa ttl" U.4U08 $000 000% S9.H208 UH4 100" U.S2152 194~ ()~" suus. 
10000 I1U95 00 Ul40S u'" SISJ29 0$ $000 000"4 Stun os $115.94 09l" 118.905 01 111499 091'4 119.00001 
2<lOOO $)e.WOO s~oe HI" U7.3H08 $a 00 O~ 131.32300 $)3694 0119" '37.00) 02 UJ.f99 OM" SH.mot 

• h~~. , $% U'OC P..owlelUri t .. 



M'f'£1'«.( cos 
f'~' 

HERUOSA .• REDONDO DISTRICT 
SILL COUPARISON AI PRESEN' AND PROPOSEO RAIES 

IoION1HlY Bill· 

PROPOSEO RAIES 
I.!oncb't lk~. 

:1 "'9 2000 -, 2001 2001 
S'ep rouse Step rouse Step rouse Step .-.uuse 

,'00C.U) }..T.oui Am.:>ui ~ ~ hno.rf. ~ hnc<ri J..mo.rl ~ J..rnocrI. kocArl. " Amcu. 

~. 3i4 -b.1I ~4e'ec 
------

It SUEO 1182 Ifll'~ IUU (10' oq .(Io-.~ 'U33 $1CQ OOO'JI. SU33 SO 04 o b9'"4 14tU 
.~ STU) UU , lS'" ~as (S104) .(105'" ~11 $1ro 000'4 $8011 $<Jot OOS'4 SSOIlS 

• -k>th llel ... 

ISO S~H' SUU H~ Uie54 tW (4) ~01'4 151&$4 $100 000% S~TI $4 $104 Ct.\" SS1. SS 
!.CQ S1.(0) S6 $)0$4 US'" II,O~UO ($Ooq O~ S'.O~O$ $100 000% St.~oe $Oo-t O~ S'.01410 

lOCO SI.US1S ~Sl09 Hi'!ll U.~9.15 tWoq O~ SI.94Ut $100 O~ 11.9011 SOC( O(ll)'ll. 11.9-49 IS 

'-loch Uelet 

5000 S9.(3) 96 S)llM :I 4f>'JI. $9.~1!>S ($OOoQ O~ SUsHI $0(10) 000% $9.357.$1 $!l04 000% $1.)5155 
10000 SI1.'.9 ~ SSSS09 B6'!11 S!'.~OS ($O 00Q 000% S't.5Oe 01 $000 000% 118.5Oe 0\ $004 000'4 S\8.~M 
20))."0;) $)S.C4tge SI.l2fW 36\'!II $l6,&C9OS t$Ooq o OO'JI. UU0901 10>00 000'" $308,80901 $104 000:>% S16.m05 

• helm. t 5'4 Cf>Uc Rdmsemeri ru 
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lUJURIES & DAMAGES RESERVE REFUND 

customer rroJcctl()J1S Refund Amount Per CUSTOMEH Per MOU Tf f 

1999 2000 2001 2002 260) 1999 2000 2001 200i 200} 

17.261 17,329 11.391 17.453 11.515 $0.05 $0.05 $0.05 $0.05 $0.05 



AN'£t£JC( C-S 
P~e' 

BEAR GULCH 'DISTRICt 
(Ull COUPARISON At PRESENT AND PROPOSED RAtES 

UONtHl Y Bill· 

PROPOSED RAfES 
~""V$~e ntse.' I Ra!es tg!U 1000 1001 1001 

Stejl Inc.ruse S!£p rou~ SI.p rous. SI<p ~lOta,e 

(lOGe.. rei hnco.ri hnoui % knouI. }.mo.rl % ~ hno.ri % hn¢<ri J.,..",.... % Amo.rf 

~'8 • ~'( -kh Lle!er 
------

28 $S& 11 SHI) 3.n'4 l(,OM $000 000% $~6-C $O~ I'''' $616) $' C,," f66% $6161 
4G ~M U~ 111% ~196 fGOO O~ $@l£08 lUll 1.4<.~ WU Stu I 44~ sas 31 

"" -Inch !.Ie!er 

250 Hl12S II n4 322'l1o $S)9 ~l $000 O~ $S)9 81 sur u~" SSCS90 Un '(.6% ssssu 
!<II) 191HO ,2ua 14n U.oo. 4S $000 000"4 $I.(X)H5 lun 131% 11.011," sun • 2'9'lIo . $I.0ll 06 

fOO) Sl.~OO StI>.15 2C6'" SI.S3011 $000 o <me. SI.934.U SlUt .~ $USSS2 $lIn 106'l1o $1.9r681 

'-Ir-d> U~er 

5000 $USOOO $18206 .9l% U.4)1 06 lGOO O~ U.4l1OS S9S,U 100'" U.Sll.S2' $9499 09':l'llo S9.~12 Sf 
10000 $I&.moo U~M UI'" 11S.119 06 $100 000"4 Ilunoe $USS4 O.l'4 S\8.SOS01 11'499 0.2'4 119.06001 
20000 1l&.USOO SS341)$ UI'JI. 111.321oe lGOO ()~ $)1.3230$ U)69-C 089" $Jl.t60 01 UJ.f99 OU'4 1l'.P9S Ot 

• £> elm t I S'JI. CS'UC R.a.s,e<otf'i r u 



foFfff.C)(J( C-S 
"~l 

EASt LO$ ANGELES OIStRI'Ct 
BILL COUPAklSON At PRESENt AHD PROPOSED RAftS 

YONfHL'r SILLo 

PRoposeo RATES 
~ l/S&gl Plesenl 

J I Rales Utt 2000 1001 lGot 
S!~ h:.ru~e S!~ h:.rta~. Slpj) h:leas. SI~ .-.cruse 

(lOOt. II) .'\'T.o.n Alno<ri "" M>oo.ri hncu-I. '4 J.trto.ri Atoo<si '4 A'nCUI. Am<:ut % 1vn<:u1l 

SIS a ~4 -1oncII L'eler 

22 $38 S& 1'04 U\~ ,» $0 ($0 (5) -4U~ InS! 'UO 211'11 $406S 'U4 2ll'!!. $411t 
40 l625t 1108 1.1~ SoslU ($0051 -400' $!H2 " 52 

13)% IM.U 11M 23-4'4 $5610 

4 -holt L'et ... 

250 $ .. 510 "91 154'4 Sme' ($0 (5) -001'11 ,.S2U SUO) UO'llo $46$65 $U08 lll'Mo SfTlH 
m S1THI $1&0 0"" $111.01 ($005) -401'11 1111.('2 "SIS 133~ ,eGs" $1Ut 228'4 '~24~ 

1000 $1.441.02 ,.us 0$,,, ".4~S 81 ($0 (5) 000% $1.4SS 82 13020 103'" St.4oo 02 $3024 1m U.S1HI 

$-krl\ Iklec 

sooo ",~U $25SS 0)1" IM891; ($005) o ()O#jl $6,~U SU11!O tel'!!. ".011 52 $UU4 Il~ I1.US 36 
10000 $1),S:».12 Sl80S 016" 'U,51UI ($0 OS) o CiO'4 $IUU.U UU30 US"' 1,),82002 UHle Ill'4 114,0613$ 
:!O::X)) '2'S,I~U "lOS on" $2'S,~' " ($0 os) o CiO'4 sa,ts)11 '41130 un ''',42501 1411le 169'4 SlI.8:)5 36 

• h~Uiel t S'4 CPUC Rei-lullm«1l rtf 
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HERMOSA.REOONtlO OISlRICl 
alll COMPARISON A l PR£SUH ANO PROI'OSEO RA HS 

IoIQlnHl Y Blllo 

PROPOSEO RAllS 
J.!onCNy Usage f'ruenl 

RaTn UII 2000 =-oJ 100. JOO. 
$Iep Increast Sl~ lnuus. $1ep ..... U$. $1ep InCIU1t 

(lOOt.. fI) Amo<ri hro<:<ri '110 k>o.ri Ivrxvi " knou-t J.tnc..rl " ~ hn<nI. " /.mcui 

St8 I !it -bJI LleIN 
-----

It SUro SOU • 13" SHU <$<) Q.C) ~09" S.,~ $(lOG 000'110 SU34 lOOt 009'110 SUU 
4~ snn un US" $Mas ($10() ~05'4 sao .. $000 OOO"Jl. sao 11 I-)Ot OCY.>% SilO is 

4 -loch Uel8 

250 S~llt SUU 14D ... $~7a5& ($004) -001'4 SST. s.c ")00 000" nIts. SO~ 00'" $S1t.S4 soo St.Ool S$ III s.c 295" $I.0l-t ,~ (SO 04) O~ Sf.~Od $000 o~ II.()~O$ $OM O~ SI.03411) 
1000 suss IS Se,lW 328% $I.~IIU t$OO4) 000"4 S'.~d.tt $-HO I\~ '1.~lIti $OM O~ II.~'JS 

'-IrdI L!eler 

so::oo U.Oll9& $)2lS~ '46" ''1.lS1 SS I$G~ o 00'lI. $i.lSI Sf 1J00 000"4 U.3S1.$I $O~ 000 ... $').3Sl~ 
10000 II1 •• U96 1~09 '56'110 .... 5080$ ($0 04) ooo~ '''.!.OeOI $000 o~ '18.5080' $OM O~ SI •. ~OS 
2QooO Sl~.U' 96 ".lllog HI" '~.809OS (so 04) 000" Sla.1I09 O. $100 O~ $)$ . .m Of S10t 000% $36.&00 os 

o £<eldu IS", C&'UC Rei-bJsMleni Fu 



AFffroxc-s 
P"1'! 4 

Vt$A.ltA. OI$TAltT 
Bill COMPARISON AT 'RESENT AND PROPOSEO RAHS 

MONtHLY BILL' 

PROPO$(O RATES 
~~ f'r£~ I RatES un lGOO 200' 200' . I 

S!<'9 h;rUS& Step rouse S!f>p h;ru~ Step wease (100 Cu fI, A.TO.Tl Arro.ri '" Amosf. Amosf. " A.-ncuJ kro.ri .,. A.-ncu-oI Amoui .,. A.'T>O<rl 

~'! I ~4 .a->ch "!eT .. 
-----

n S2S14 $HI , 60'1. 125M (SO Col) ~ 15" t2SU $300 oon $lUI $lOC 016~ $2585 
60 Sl515 lOGO US.,. ll&lS (U~) ~"'" fl&31 $'00 000"4 1)6 31 $olOC 0,.", $)635 

4~"M .. 

250 SI94U $UJ 445.,. S2\lt l1 (Sol Col) .(101'1( 1?Of 33 $100 o OCr'-" S2\llH SolOC oo~ 120111 sao l)Jut 1113& 34~ U3H9 \$01 Col) .(101'110 $llH5 $GOO Ol»'ll. Sll4f>5 U~ 001'1( SHH1 
1000 S513 1\06 IISU 21\06.,. $S!9 ,.. (Sol N) ~Ol~ I~~» WOO 000% SSM)) Sol 04 001.,. Ssal3-4 

4-hoh LIe! .... 

$000 1l.824 c$ $54 00S 202'1( U.61'~ (Sol Col) OOO'Y. IU1'~ Sol 00 000'" U •• 1tSO U04 000'4 SU1S~ ICOO) 15.12196 $9HJ4 1M'" SS.ns04 ($01 Col) o OO'J( $5.'2500 $-)00 000% U.22S00 UOC 000'4 '~.2XW »;»I) IIG.U496 11,)0$ HI.,. S16,318 04 (S<'! t-I) o 00'!4 SIG,31t 00 WOO o OO'JI. SIG."a 00 $lee o 00'lI0 S,~,318 04 

P ... f<len5a1 n .. Ri.. 
f'remist. Hoklg ".. 
r oao.'ng Alta 

EO)() ~ t «leu In ,. WS' 3S9'lI 114 22 (Sol 04) ~»~ 11(1. $.~OO 000'1. Sic II SGt.1 0OI~ SIc 11 6001 b 10000 '1 l 'illS IHI J4S'~ S1iC2 (Sol 0-4) .(121'1( Iltla UM 000% $1938 SlOt 0(6'4 $19 )g 
10001 b 16000 S1 t U)7& SOM 14n IHU ($0 t-I) .(116'" S14 54 11M 000"4 UcM SO at 004'11. Il4S~ 1600110 25«0 S1l. $291$ $100 3W\ $» 1$ l$O 64) .(IU'lI. '»U IlOO 000'1. $»12 $001 001'4 $»14 

£~M.S~lk>l 
On I>e Same Ple-nse. 

III 50 1034 281'1( SUM "00 000'4 IHM Sol 00 000% SlI !~ 1001 ooaY. SIUS 

• hclJ&s t 5" U'\JC Reo-.tusemerf he 

(END OF APPENDIX C) 
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APPENDIX D 

EEFORE THE PVBLIC UTILITIES CO~fMISSIO?'\ OF THE STATE OF CALIFO&'-:IA 

In the Matter of the Application ofCatifornia Water ) 
Service Company (U 60 \\'), a Corporation, for an Order ) 
Authorizing it to Increase Rates Charged for Water Service ) 
in the East los Angeles District. ) 

------------~-------------------) 
) 

And Related Matters. ) 
) 

SETTLEMENT 

1.00 GENERAL 

Application No. 98·09·013 

Application No. 98·09-014 
Application No. 98·09·015 
Application No. 98-09·016 

1.0 I The parties to this settlement before the California Public Utilities' Coinmission 
("Coinmission") are California Water Service Company ("Cwsnj and the Ratepayer 
Representation Branch of the Water Division C"RRBi') .. collectively, C~e Parties". The Parties, 
desiring to avoid the expense, inconvenience. and uncertainty attendant to litigation of the 
matters in dispute among them have agreed on this Settlement which they now submit for 
approval. 

1.02 In addition, since this Settlement represents a compromise by ~em. the Parties have 
entered into each StipUlation On the basis that its approvaJ by the Commission not be construed 
as an admission or concession by any Party regarding any fact or matter or law in dispute in this 
proceeding. Furthermore, the Parties intend that the approval of this Settlement by the 
Commi ssion not be construed as a precedent or statement of policy of any kind for or against any 
Parties in any current or future proceeding. 

1.03 The Parties agree that no signatory to this Settlement nor any member of RRB assumes 
any personal liability as a result of their agreement. The Parties agree that no legal action may be 
brought by any Party in any state or federal court, or any other forum, against any individual 
signatory representing the interests of RRB. attorneys representing RRB, or the RRB itself 
related to this Settlement. AU rights and remedies of the Parties are limited to those available 
before the Commission. 

1.04 No Party to this Settlement "ill provide. either privately or publicly, before this 
Commission any rationale or strategy for support of any compromise reached herein beyond that 
stated herein unles.s othen\;se agreed to by the Parties. 

1.0$ AJJ issues between the Parties have been resoh·ed. The Settlement between the Parties 
would result in an increase for the Bear Gulch District of$463,SOO, or 4.0%. in 1999; no increase 
in 1000; an increase of$21I,SOO, or 1.7%, in 2001; and $220,700, Or 1.8% in 2002; an increase 
for the East Los Angeles District of $486.1 00, or 3.2%. in 1999; no increase in 2000; an increase 
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of S3·t},900, or 2.2%, in 2001; and S349t700, or 2.2% in 2002; an increase for the Hermos3-
Redondo District ofS604,700. or 4.3%, in 1999; no increase in 2000; no increase in 2001; and no 
increase in 2002; and an increase for the Visalia District of 5361,000, or 4.3%, in 1999; no 
increase in 2000; an increase of $14,200, or 0.9%, in 2001; and $80,600 or 0.9% in 2002. The 
average customer in the Bear Gulch District using 28 Cef per month \\ill see its monthly bill rise 
from $58.71 to $60.69, or 3.4%, including surcharges and surcredits. The average customer in 
the East los Angeles District using 22 Ccfper month \\ill see its monthly biJI rise from 538.1 7 to 
$39.64, ('If 3.9%, including surcharges and surcredits. The average customer in the Hennosa­
Redondo District using 19 Ccfper month \\111 see its monthly bill rise from $40.82 to 542.45, or 
4.0%, including surcharges and sure red its. The average customer in the Visalia District using 39 

. Ccfper month wiJI see its monthly bill rise from $24.97 to $25.69, or 2.9%, including surcharges 
and surcredits. . 

1.06 The (01l0\\1ng discussion lists the items settJed by the Parties. Attached as Appendix A 
are tables which show RRB's and CWS's stipulated estimates. 

2.00 C:{}ST OF eAPIT AL 

L.Ol CWS and RRB agree to a Return on Conimon Equity of9.SS%. The Parties further agree 
to reflect CWS's latest financing and cost or debt, resulting in a return on ratebase· of 8.93% in 
1999 and 8.79% in 2000. 

3.00 CUSTOMERS. SALES, AND REVENUES 

3.01 AVERAGE NUMBER OF CUSTOMERS 

CWS agrees to each of RRB's estimates of customers, except for the categories listed below. 
Differences between CWS and RRB are due to updated infonnation.· Based upon this updated 
data, the Parties agree on the estimates Hsted below. 

Original Positions 

Visalia 
Metered 
Residential 

cws 
1999 2000 

1,464 7,914 

3.02 SALES AND REVENUES 

RRB 
1999 2000 

8,096 8,967 

Settlement 

1999 2000 

7.479 7,939 

CWS agrees to each of RRB's estimates of sales, except (or the categories listed below. 
Differences between CWS and RRB .are due to different methodologies. Based upon upda!ed 
infonnation. the Parties agree on the following estimates. 

East Los Angeles 
~ tutti· family 
Public Authority 

Multi·family 
Public Authority 

Original Positions 

CWS 
1999 

204,700Ccf 
634,800Ccf 

2000 
204,700 Ccf 
618,500 Cef 

RI,UJ 
1999 

208.200Ccf 
800,200 Cd 

2000 
208,200 CcC 
800,200 Ccf 

2 

Settlement" 

1999 
204,700 Cd 
634,800Ccf 

2000 
204,700 tef 
618,SOO Cd 



Hermosa-Redondo 
Residential 
Business 
Multi-family 

Residential 
Business 
Multi-family 

VisaUa 
Business 
Public Autl:Jrity 

Business 
Public Authority 

4.00 EXPENSES 

Ori2inal Positions 

CWS 
1999 

154.4 Ccf I sv 
871,200 Ccf 

1,]40,900 Ccf 

2000 
154.4 Ccf I sv 

866,800Ccf 
1,140,900 Ccf 

C\VS 
1999 

2,275,100 Ccf 
424,400 Ccf 

2000 
2.298,500 Ccf 

418,700 Ccf 

RRB 
1999 

165.0 Ccf I sv 
980,looCcr 

1,255,600 Cd 

2000 
168.4 Ccf I sv 

992,600 Ccf 
1,267,900 Ccf 

RRB 
1999 . 

2,441,400 Ccf 
424,400 Cd 

2000 
2,547,500 CcC 

418,700 Ccf 

Settlement 

1999 
154.7 Ccfl s\' 

941,900 Cd 
1,218,400 Cd 

2000 
IS4.7Ccf/sv 

941,900 Ccf 
1,218,400 Ctf 

1999 -
2,275,100 Cd 

424,400 Cd 

2000 
2,298,500 CcC 

418,700 Ccf 

4.01 CWS agrees to each of RRB's estimates, except for the items listed below. Differences 
between CWS and RRB are due to different methodologies. The Parties agree to use RRB's 
Inflation Factors. \\ith the exception of labor. The Parties agree to use CWS's Labor Inflation for 
1999 (3.0%) based on its union contract and to use RRB's Labor Inflation for 2000 (2.3%). The 
Parties agree to the follo\\1ng additional employees by district: Bear Gutch - one new employee 
in 1999; Hermosa-Redondo - one new employee in 1999 and one new employee in 2000; Visalia 
- one new employee in 1999. . 

4.02 CWS origina11y requested that expenditures for painting tanks be 100% capitalized 
because it serves to extend useful life. The Parties agree that C\VS should capitalize 60% of 
these expenditures while the remaining 40% should be expensed and the associated tax benefits 
flowed through to customers. 

4.03 CWS and RRB agree that CWS's methodology should be used for detennining pensions 
and benefits of the General Oflice as a percentage of total payroJi. The Parties further agree to 
detemline total pa}Toll by applying the Labor Inflation Factors to total pa;Toll for 1998 \\ith the 
addition of the emplo)'ees agreed to in this settlement plus m'O additional employees 
compan)'\\ide in 1999 and 2000. 

4.04 CWS and RRB agree that this Settlement should be applied to plant and expenses for the 
General Oflice for CWS's applications scheduled to be filed in 1999 and 2000. Accordingly, 
CWS and RRB agree to estimate expenses for the General OOlce in 2001 and 2002 by escalating 
the expenses sho\\n in the attached table by the appropriate Labor and Nonlabor Escalation Rates 
for 2001 and 2002. The appropriate Nonlabor Escalation Rates \\ill be developed using RRB's 
Composite Escalation Methodology, as detennined in future proceedings. 
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5.00 PURCHASED \YATER A~D PO":"ER 

The Parties agree to use current prices for purchased water and power to estimafe expenses for 
purchased water and purchased power. 

6.00 PLAi'\T 

6.01 CWS accepts RRB's estimates and treatment of plant. as shown in RRB's Results of 
Opera1ions Reports, except as identified below: 

Bear Gu]~b - Additions 
1998 1999 2000 

CWS's Request 51.797,500 52,354,200 $3,323,300 
Stipulated Adjustments (S81,900) ($300,400) (SI,316,100) 
SET1l..EMENT SI,7IS,600 $2,053.800 $2.001.200 
East Los Ailgeles - Additions 

1998 1999 2000 
CWS's Request $1,373,000 52,206,700 52,.99,400 
Stipulated Adjustments ($82,600) (5411,800) $204.S00 
SETILEl\fENT $1.290,400 51,734,900 $2,403,900 
Hermosa-Redondo - Additions 

)998 1999 2000 
CWS's Request S2,702,100 $3,244,500 52,925,500 
Stipulated Adjustments (522,700) ($ 1 ,258,500) ($550,500) 

SETTLEMENT $2,697,400 51.986,000 52,315,000 
Visalia -Additions 

1998 1999 2000 
CWS's Request $1,465,400 $1,672,200 . $1,531,800 
Stipulated Adjustments ($139,600) (S554,200) (S39,400) 
SETTLE~fENT SI,325.800 $1,118.000 SI,492,4oo 
General Office - Additions 

1998 1999 ~OOO 

CWS's Request $4,651,600 $2,713,500 53,022,700 
Stipulated Adjustments (S5,900) ($11,800) ($59,000) 

SETTLEMENT $4,645.700 $~,701,700 $2,~63,700 

6.02 CWS and RRB agree that stipulated additions for the General Otlice in 2001 are 
$2,963,700 and that additions for 2002 should be estimated by escaJating the additions (or 2001 
by the appropriate Nonlabor Escalation Rate de\'eloped using RRB'sComposite Escalation 
Methodology. 
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7.00 TAXES 

7.01 FEDERAL INCO:-'1E T~X 

The Parties agree on a rate of 35.00% for federal income taxes. 

7.02 CALIFORl'lIA INCOME TAX 

The Parties agree on a rate of 8.84% for income taxes in California. 

8.00 ADVICE LETTERS 

8.01 Bear Gulch 
CWS and RRB agree that the proposed project for chlorarnination in 2000 is required in order 

. that CWS's supply meets new guidelines of the San Francisco \Vater Department t6 take effect in 
2001. Due to the uncertainty surrounding the time of (ompliance, the Parties agree that CWS 
may seek relief by advice letter (or the cOst of the project Once it is c()mpleted, not to exceed 
S150,ooo. AdditionruJy, CWS and RRB agree that this advice letter must be filed prior to 
Januruy t. :v02. or be incorporated into a future proceeding for a general increase in rates. 

S.vl Bear Gulch 
CWS and RRB agree that the proposed project for Ozone treatment in 2000 is requir~d in order 
that CWS's raw water supply meets new requirements of the Department of Health Services for 
trihalomethanes which are scheduled to take effect in 2001. Due t6 the uncertainty surrounding 
the time of compliance, the Parties agree that CWS may seek relief by advice letter for the cost of 
the project once it is completed, not to exceed $1,500,000. Additionally, CWS and RRB agree 
that thjs advice letter must be filed prior to January 1, 2002, Or be incorporated in a future 
prOceeding for a general increase in rates. 

8.03 East Los Angeles 
CWS and RRB agree that the proposed project for replacing a main in Wilcox Avenue. originally 
proposed in 1998 but not yet built, is necessary and that CWS may seek relief by advice letter for 
the cost of the project once it is completed. not to exceed $80,600. Additionally, CWS and RRB 
agree that this advice letter must be filed prior to January 1,2002, or be incorporated in a future 
proce~ding for a general increase in rates. 

9.00 FEE FOR NE'V FACILITIES . 

RRB supports CWS's proposed fee applicable to new services requiring a main extension 
(excluding residential developments of 4 or less units in CWS's operating districts where weBs 
are the incremental source of supply).in order that their associated costs be fairly and reasonably 
recovered from aU developers; Accordingly, the Parties agree that a fee of $450 (per equh'a1ent 
one-inch servic~) be implemented in CWS's Visalia District. In addition, the Parties agree that in 
future applications CWS should request to implement fees in the Bakersfield (5450), Chico 
(5450). Dixon (S450). King City ($450), Selma ($450), Salinas ($250), and Willows ($450) 
districts. For domestic services to tesidential complexes. the fee for each district should be one­
half the fee sho\\TI above to reflect the lower demand they place on the water system. For the 
Selma district, RRB agrees that CWS may file an advice letter to reduce the present facilities fee 
from $750 to $450. Finally, CWS and RRB agree that the fee should be treated as an advance 
(subject to refund) and paid prior to CWS's' acceptance of the main extension facilities,. as 
opposed to being paid \\o'hen service is requested. This would ease the accounting burden of 
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tracking multiple payments and refunds for a single development. 

10.00 PARKI:'\G LOT 

The Parties agree that CWS's request for reconsideration of the amount detennined for the 
parking lot at the General Ofl1ce should be dismissed \\ith prejudice. 

11.00 k\IORTIZATION OF CAPITAL EXPE~1)ITURES FOR GENERAL OFFICE 

As sho\\TI in the attached appendix, the Parties agree (0 amortize all capital expenditures incurred 
in 1998 associated with CWS·s capital budgets for 1996 and 1991 over the ~OUIse of five years. 
The amortization, which totals $1,178,070. represents expenditures not teflected in the capital 
budget for 1998 nor in CWS's and RRB's calculations of ralebase. 

12.00 AUDIT OF El\~'lRONMENTAL CO~tP1..IANCE 

RRB agrees \\ith CWS's request to recover the cost of an audit of environmental compliance by 
applying the surcharge ~ho\\n in the attached appendix to each operating district The audit is 
necessarY ,0 determine CWS's level of tmiroruriental compliance in the face of significant 
ch-=r.!?es in recent years to environmental laws and regulations. This audit represents an essential 
element of CWsts intent to achieve and maintain compliance \\ith applicable environmental 
laws and regulations through the ongoing development of an ~ffecti\'e environmental 
management program by assessing whether necessary systems and practices are in place, 
functioning, and adequate. 

13.00 CO~IB]NING RATES FOR THE FIRST AND SECOND TEST YEARS 

To avoid dist6rti~g the earnings (est re<\uired (or the second test year by significant changes in 
depreciation agreed On in this Settlement, RRB and CWS have combined the first and second test 
years. Accordingly, rates for the second test year will be the same as those in the first test year. 

1·4000 GENERAL OFFICE 

Consistent \ .... ith Decision 9S.J2.()21 for Southern California ,Water Company. the Parties agree 
that CWS may file an application to apply stipulated expenses, ratebase, and surcharges (rom the 
General OOlce to CWS's districts not direclly involved in the present, consolidated proceeding. 
CWS agrees to adjust any associated increase by the proforma earnings using the stipulated 
overall return of 8.93%. 

Res~ctfuHy Submitted. 

DATED: Februruy 25. 1999 

1j'1~f .S .0~ 
fl'DliNJ D McCREA 

Project MaIlager. Water Division 
Ratepayer Representation Branch 
California Public UtUities Commission 
S05 Van Ness Avenue· 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(fel) 415·703·3087 

DATED: Feb~S, 1999 

~~4? 
FRANCIS S. FERRARO 
Vice President 
Califorrua Water SelVice Company 
1720 North First Street 
San Jose,CA 95112 
(fel) 408.367·~200 
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