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OONMISSI~ AfNlfXJR'l & OOMPLIANa: DIVISlat 
Water Utilities Br.andh 

JIDJOIlJI'lOO N). W-llS8 
Februazy 24,' 1988 

(IUS. W-33~) PIEASANr _GFfNE ~ 00i'fP»rt, (FGwC). 
~ AJJIlf(lUZm; A Gmm1\L RAm ~E ~ 
$3,906 OR 43.a\ AOOi:T1:ctw.. ~ REvm.1E. 

R:;\~C, by draft advice letter a~ by the water utl\itl~ Brarich (Biatdt) -
On June 25, 1987, ~ auth6rity umer section VI of General 6rder 96-A' 
aid section 454 of the ruhlic utlllties Code to ~ rates tor \later -
servioo by $5,211 or 59.2\. -rowe estimates t-.hat 1.981 gi6SS ~ of $8,909 -
at present rates wool.d iricreaseto $14,180 at prcposed rates ard wcilld PiCduoe 
a rate_of re~ of 16.5% on rate base.. rowe, ruM, Nish, EPI'O) v1sa11a aM­
EPIO) R>rt.ezvtile are smAll water utilities ~ ooI!llllai ownership aixl - -
cperatiori serv1n:j a tot,.al of 96Scust6mers in the ~rtervUle aid visalia 
-area, Mare Cbinty. All flve utilities have ~ qenerai rate' 
increases. IGWC serves abcut 102 flat rate customers in the City of 
R>lteIville. 

The present rates have been in effect since ~ 8, 1982 pn'Suarit to 
ResolutiOn No. W-3024,dated Octcher 6, 1982, which authorized a gene.tal rate 
.... .." 
l.JlCrea5e • 

'!he ~ made an~t analysiS of IGWC's ~ of eaznitqs. _ 
A{:perrlix A shows iGWC'S ani the Brimcb's estimated StiJn1nary of earniilgs at 
present, reqOOste1 airl adopW rates. rowe an:i the Branch differ in -estimates 
of expenses am rate base. 

'The dlfferences in estimated ~ are in materials, oontract work, 
transp:»:tatioo, other plant mai.nt:.enanoe, office~lles W~,­
management salaries, employee ~ions aid benefits, profession.il services,­
general e>:penses, depreciation, paYroll taXes ani inCome taxes.. 

'Ihe Brailch's estimate for materibl.s ~ is slightly hlgher than.R7WCis. 
RiWC estimated the test year byaverag!rg the last t.hl'-ee yearsl re6J~, ' 
eXpenses. '!he Branch start.Ed with the same t.hree yearsl . average bIt alsO 
adjustEd for inflation. aid CUstomer growth. 'lhe escalation factorS used by 
the BraJ1Ch for this an:i other itcxX:w1ts were t:hC:Se provided by the AdvisOiy .' 
Branch of the eornmission Advisory an:l Compliance Division. iGWc's owret has 
been operatiig these small water roropanies since aboot 1984, So the Brai1cn . 
agrOO:l that the three year pericd he selected for averagin:.J in most acco.itlts 
best represents his arrrent rome of operations. 
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'Ihe Branch's estimate for oootract work is significantly hl9her than 1Gwc's. 
R;WC estimated the test year by averaglJ'q the last three years' l'e06r.)ed 
e>:penses. 'Ihe Brardl st.art.ed with the same three years' avera<}e b.xt also 
adjustEd for inflation atd Q.lSt.Omer growth. '!he Branch then ~imat.Ed an 
additlc::n31 amoJrlt for req.llred water test~ that RiWC had not aoco.mted for. 

BOth R,"WC ani the Branch estimated a TJ.IJ'Ilber of the remalnirq ~ 
e>:plained below for the five oonunonly-cperatM utilities as one aid 
al=POrti6ned them. co the basis of customers. . 'lbete were only tnlnor differenc:es 
in the resultl.rq a11cx:atioo factors between IGWC ard the Branch. 

For transp6rtatioo ~, RiWC estimated 24,060 miles at $0.27 per nne for 
the five utilities, then allocated. tM total amen} thert4 1M.~ ~ 
the mileage estimate, bIt usEd $O.~l per mile, the rate c:un"ently allOwed by 
the Internal. Reveiue Service for rosiness mileage. RiWc 6ffered n6 sur.port. 
for its $().27 per mile figure. 

'Ihe Braidt's estimate of other pl~t ~ is higher than RiWC's. fGWC 
estimated the test year by averagirg the last t.hrE!e years' _recorded expenses. 
'Ihe Branch start.ed with the same three years' average rut also adjusted for 
inflation aid CUstomer gi'Owth. 

RiWC's estimate of office SUWlies atd expense USEd the average of the last 
three y~' rEa)~~ 'Ibe Brancn used the $ne t.hree years, ~ta but 
separa~ ,cut the 1986 plrc:haSe of two years' worth of.b.1l.k oo~ -5UR>lies . 
from all five utilities' estimateS, spread it tNer two years, atd then .. 
ar;portioned it back to ~ utiiities USllg the allocation factors diSaissed 
earlier. 'lM Branch's slightly lower estimate results from this treatment of· 
com{:uter suwHes an:I the Branch's use of escalation ard qiOwth factors :in its 
average. 

IGWC's owner does all of the office, field aid management work for all five 
utilities. '!he Branch aooepted his total management salary eStimate; the 
minor difference shbwn is due only to the slightly different allocation 
factors USErl. by the Brarrll. 

'!he Branch agrees with R;WC's total estimate for pension an:i ~fits~· rut 
disagrees with the way it was spread. '!he aliocation factors were used to' 
afP;>rtloo all b.¢ $100 of the total to the five uthitiesl then the $166 was .. 
assigned to B..1hl Water O>mpimy oniy withem ~t justiticcitia\.- 'lbe . 
Braidl believes that it wooid. he more awropriate ui distr~ \:.he total 
pension atd benefits arnor'g·the utilities in the same manner as payroH. 

'!he Branch's $1; 220 esti.mate· 6~ professional services is significantly lower 
1:han ICWe's. ICWc estimated $2,537 by a~in:J the iast t:hree years' . 
reCorded ~ ani addi.tg $2 000 for ~tiDJ fees dlarged for this rate 
case. %e Branch did. not OOIlslder 1984 ~ beCcilJS8 in that ~ two 
accouiltantS were employed on a one-time only basis to help the utility switdl . 
(Ner to comp.rt:.er cpmitiori ani to set up office facilities to baidle ali. five 
water utilities. 'lheSe costs are not likely to reoccur in the near fu't:liie. 
'!he Branch therefore uSed the average 1985 aid 1986 recorded oostS adjuste:i 
for inflation arxi growthl am amortized the consultant's estimated 'late case 
fee CNer three years, the minimum period between rate cases. 
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'IhO Sranc;b's estimate of general. e>cpense is lower than RiWC's. J(;W¢ estimatEd 
$~13 by averagln:j its last three years' recorded general. ~ '!he Branch 
arrived at its $40 estimate by CQl"ductin:;J an item by iteln review of the. total 
reo:>rded expenses of all live utilities, exchrliNj those items clearly rot 
necessary to their ~tton, averagirq the last three years' figures adjusted 
for lnflatlon am growth, ard awortioOln:j the resul.tirg aratunts to each 

. utility. 

'lM Brardl's estimate of depreciation expense Is slightly lower than !WC's 
becaUse R:;WC used the l.'ecorded 1986 depreciation expel\se for test year 1987. 
'!he Brandl's estlmab) is better than RiWC·s because it Is o:nsistent with 
RiWC·s ard the Brar'dl's 19B7 plant estimate. 

IGHC m3dvertently did not estimate payroll taxes. '!be ~ Used the ..... 
starrlai:d payroll tax rates awHed to the payroll for ail five utllities aid 
aRXJrtioned. the total as described earlier to arrive at its $)~6 result for 
~. 

'!he Braid't's estimates of income taxes are higher than R:iWC's. FGWC sta~ . 
that it 26% cOmpOsite state aid federal tax rate. had been assumed, b.It had 00 . 
w6rkpapers to s:U{:p)rt its ~imate. 'Ihe Branch calcuiated federal inX>me .' 
taxes usirq xateS ocnsistent. with the 1986 TaX Reform Act aid cal.cwat,(d ~t.e 
i.nc.:lome tax at the rev.ist:d california incx>me tax rate for 1987. 

'!he differences between R;wC ard the Branch in rate baSe are in depreciatloo 
reserve am \olork1:n:J Cash. . . 

RiWC used its em-ot-year 1986 depreciaUal resexve of $14,466 as its test· 
year 1987 average ~e. 'lbe Brandl's average 1987 figure of. $14,640 is 
better because it reflects the additional. depreciation ac.crood from the eid of 
1986 to mid-i987. 

RiWC calcui.at€d its $i,ooo work.in:J ,cash figure ~me-tiftll· of an arbitrarY 
$5,000 lump sum estimated for all five utilities ~ther. '1be Branch USe::l 
the simp.litlEd methOO for an .irdividual. water utility uslN) mOnthly flat :rate 
biliiiq as prescribed :in the eommissioo's stardard Practice U-16, . .. . ' 
"Detennmation ot working cash Allowance" to arrive at its estimate of $740. 

RiWC was Wormed of the BriU'rll's differi..n:J views of ~ aid xate baSe. ' 
ani ~ stated that it a~ the Brardl's estimates. 

"~~ - > 

l(;WC has reqUested. a xate of return of iO.5\ 00 rate base, atxl the water ... 
Brailch concurs. 'lhls is·the midpoint of the 10.25% ~ to.75% st.an:Jard xate ·of 
return iatge reoommerrled by the h:xnmtiDJ ani Financiai Branch of the . 
eomrnission Advisory arrl o>rnpliance Division for smalllOO%eq.iit;y water ' 
utilities. 

Unlike three of its affiliates, RiliC has not been onlere::i to establi.sh it. 
balancin:} atxxmlt, arrl it has never done so. 

A notice of the piq:x:lS€d rate increase arrl p.:tblic ~eetirg \ola.S mabed to'ail . 
alStomers on July 14, 1987. 'l'olo letters protestirg the prq:.osed rate ~ 
were receiveci from CllStomers •. '!be Branch later J:esporded by letter eJ(plainirg 
the results of its investigation im::l summarizirg its recotnmerrlations •. 
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An en.)tneer fl"Otn the Branch ard two t'eptesentatives of rowe were avai1abl~ at 
a PJbllo roeetltg to eXplain the i.nc:reaSe ~ aM answet' ~tCXlS in 
i':>rtervlHe on the eveirl..rq of July 23, H~a7. Seven pecple atterded. 'Itlere 
were OOtnplaints t"elatEd to water setvioe am pressure. A Branch ~1.neer 
later checked. water pressures atd frurd thelIl within the limits prescrlbe:l by 
c.eneral order (G.O.) 103, t~es GCrIe.rnin:J Water service Incl\kUitj MWm\.UQ 
stardanls for Design ard CcnstI\lction." A proolem of I\lsty water had been -
solved earlier by replacement of a failed. air relief valve in th& presSure tank. 

A field inv~tlgation ot RiWc's system was Jnade by a ~ineer en AUr:JUst 
18 aM 19, 1987. Visible p:>rtions of the system were ' , p~ 
checked company records ~ ani o.lst6mers interviewed. Althc::u)h -
service is saUsfactoty, the investigaUon revealed that to pt'<:xlUction metet 
has been installed. at the c:.;e well serviiq IGWC's system as ~,by 0.0. _ 
lOl. ~c oonterds that its electrio tneter can be UsEd as a mea.sur~ device 
by aw1yiiq a factor for water prcdUction t=er kilowatt hem" (kWh) cOnsumed. 
",hlie this method might be w;ed. to ~y ~te usage, decl.~ " 
efficien:::y 6t the p.nnp, CNer time, variations in weil water levels ani other 
variables make it unsuitable for the ~ents Of G.O. 103. With a 
separate water prodUctloo measUrin;J device, water production can be oompanirl 
with kWh oonsumed to detect any decline in p.nnp efficiency before sezvice is 
affect.Ed. ' 

AlthCogh ro\{C has ally one well, tha city of ~rterviile has mains in c10Sa 
prox.i.mity am. cx:uld prUYide ~ergercj service it R;WC's weli lailect 
Ao::Oi:'diriJ to the Mare Cb.mty Depart.ment ~fHealth servioesj rowe's Water-­
meets all state q.Ja1ity ~ Its well prcwides an ample, reliable 
suw1yan:i its distrirution system is in good QJrdition. M:iltional water 
oonservation l'Ileasures are not needed at this time. 

ffiWC's present rates a::nsist of a metered rate Scheduie aid a residential flat 
rate sd1edule. 'Ihe Branch propOSes to itcrease the flat rate sdledule by the­
system average ~ authorized by this zesolutioo. 

IGWC o..u:rently haS no metered aJSt6mers am has no plans to J.n.;tall meters ill 
the immedia~ future. However, its tad.fts give it the cptioo to COIivert ' 
aIStOroers to meters, so the Branch has prepared a revisEd metered rate 
schedule. 

~C's present metered rate Sdledul.e consists of a minimum c::ilaige 'for Up :to 
1000 cubic, feet an:i fwr deci~ rate'blOc:ks. '!he BraJrl\'p~ to revise 
the Schedule to :inclU:3e a service c:harge which wcul.dret:::cNei revenue in 
prqx>rt:ion to 50i of FGWc's t~ed expenses, ani a si.n:}le, inet.end epantity' 
rate.. 'Ibis is oons1stent with the Ck>mmisSion'srate design policy for wa1;.er 
oompanies established by Decision 86.-05-064 eff~ive Hay 28, i9S6,whlch 
calls, for t:has1ig rut lifeline rates, aid allows for reduction of mUltiple 
blocks to a sllx.Jle block ani recxnery of up to 56\ of fixed ~ t:hto.xjh 
the service charge.. 

'!he level of the prq:nsed metered rate sdledule is such that the aVerage 
customer's chm:Jes woold be the sam~ ~ it as \l.rder the flat rate Edleduie. 
'!he result1n::J rates on the redesigned metered rate schedule are higher than 
thoSe on the present scbedule, the derlvatloo of w)llch haS been lost CNer the 
years. since there are no alStoroers, however, neither the utility's revenues 
nor aJStornen;1 bills are affected by this realignment. 
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'Ihe Branch ~erds that the Commission authorize an i.nc::tease in gross 
revenue of $3,906 or ·U.S\. 'lhls i.nc::tease proyldes a 10.50' estimatEd rate 6f 
return on rate base in test year 1~a7. 

At the reoonunerded rates shown in ~ B, the roonthly hili for a typical 
flat rate ~ldeiltial c.ustomer wOUld ~ from $1.20 to $10.35 6t 43.8\. 
A oornparison of the present ard reoornmerrled rates is shown in ~ C. 

FINDINGS 

1. '!he Branch's reoommen:3ed Sllm."lIclly of ~ (Af:peOOlx A) is ~le 
ard shco1d be ack:pted. 

2. '!he rates rebommen::ied by the Brardl (~ B) are ~le aid shO..lld 
be authorized. 

3. '!he <pantities (~ D) used to develcp the Brandl's ~"!U'Detdatioo 
are reasonable ard shCW.d be adq>ted. .. 

4. IGWC shcWd be onie.rOO to oomply with G.o •. 163 by instaUhg a suitable . 
me.asurirg device or othexwise determlirlDJ productioo at its ~ 6t s..q:ply. 
IGWC slnlid be allowed to tile an adviqe letter 1:0 begin ~in:J the .. 
reasonable oost of SUch installat1cn after it has been p.It into cperatic:a. 

IT Is 00IEm) that: 

1. AuthOrity is grantM un::ler fublic utilities Cb:le sectloo 454 tor Pleasant 
GrcNe Water COmpany. to file an advice letter irlo)lpOratiiq the ~ of ~ 
earni.n:Js am revised rate schedules attadled to this resolutiOn as ~oes 
A an:l B n-spectlvei.y, aid conc:urrently to ~ itS presently effective ra~ 
Schedules Nos. 1 ani 2R. Its fiiiiq shall ex>mpiy with General Order 9.6-A. . 
'!he effective date of the revised scnedulls shall be the date of tilin:J .. 

2. Pleasant Gnne Water ())mpany shai.l comply with General. order 103. by 
i.nstalHtg a suitable measuril'q device or otherwise determini.ig prtduct.im at 
its soo.rce of SUWly within one year of the effective date of this resolution. 
pleasant GrcNe Water O>mpany is authorizEd to file an advice letter to begin . 
recoveri.n:.J the reasonable cost of its :inst.allation after it has been pit into 
operation. 

3. 'Ihis resolutiOn is effective tOOay. 

I certify that thls resolution was adopted by ~ I\Jbllc utilities Cbmmissioo 
at its regular" meetirg on February 24, 1988. '!he followirg CommissiOners . . 
approved it: 

Sf ANLEY \V. flULElT 
pl('s!dent 

DONALD \'tAL 
JOHN B. OHANIAN 

CnmmkstoncJS 

5 

VICIOR R: WElssm l, ' , '. '~, ~ . .... -.. 
Executl.ve Director ,"'" 

,,~ • I' Po- • ":. ... 

,,' .' i ."! ~ •• i Po- I • 

.. 'I J I \ \, 
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• APl'fWIX A 

pleasant GroVe Water Q::rTpany 

SU+SARY6F~ 
(Test Year 1987) 

I I Util ity EstbnaUd I 8r'aJ¥.i\ EstiJrated I I 
I ·1 Present I~ I Present I ~ I AdCpted I 
I Item I Rates r Rates I Rates I Rates. I Rates I 
~tirg Revenie 
Metered () () ° 0 0 
Flat Pate $ 81909 $ 1411QO ~ 8,909 $ 14,186 $ ti~8is. 

Totai. Revenle 8,909 14,180 8,909 14,180 12,815 

()peratitg ~ 
I\J.rchaSed IUwer 2,688 2,688 2,683 2,688 2,688 
Materials 373 373 390 396 390 
Oxltract lok>rk 38 38 316 3iO 310 
TranspOrtatiOn 701 70i 540 ·546 546 
other plant Haint. 36 30 70 70 76 
Office salaries 0 () 0 0 0 
otfice supplies , EXp i,07S 1,075 1,OlO 1,036 . 1,036 

• ~tSalaries 4,330 4,330 4,240 4,246 4,24-0 
PenSioo &: Benetits. 150 150 160 160- 160-
tJno:>liectibies 0 6 6 0 6 
office serv, " Reitt 455 455 455 455 455 
PrOfeSsionai services 2,537 2,537 1,220 1,226 1,226 
In.suraJ'lce 391 391 391. 391 391 
General EXpense 213 21.3 40 -.40 40 

SUbtotal 12,981 12,981 11,534 11,534 11,534 

Depreciation 532 532 526 520 52() 
Property TaXes 52 52 52 52 52 
Payroll Taxes 0 0 320 326 3Z0 
Incx::rte '!aXes 0 262 0 400 89 

Total. Deductions --- 12,426 12,515 .13,565 13,827 12,826 

net Revenue (4,656) 353 (3,517) 1,354 300 

Rate Base ." ~ . 

16,654 . AVert.je plant 16,654 . 16,654 16,654 16~654 
Avei:age Dept. Res. 14,406 14,466 14,640 14,640 14,6-40 
Net Plant 2,248 2,248 2,oi4 2,014 2,014 
Less ~ M\.'a11Ces 0 0 0 0 0 

OXltrib. 0 () () 0 0 
Plus: Work. cash 1,006 1,()()() 740 740 740 

Mat'l & SUW. 100 106 100 100 100 

• Rate Base 3,348 3,348 2,854 2,854 2,854 

Pate of Return loss 10.54% loss 47.44% 10.56% 
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APPLICABILI'IY 

APfnIDIX B 
Page 1 

Schedule No. 1 

GmmAL HEImID Sm\1ICE 

Awlicable to ali metered water servioe. 

'illruTOO.v 

"'!he \D'\1Jmrporateci subdlvisicn kr¥:Iwn as Tract No. 243;·" east· of 
state Highway 65 ~. scmh of Olive Averu9, iq::proximatel.y Q')9 mil~ 
t..'eSt of the city of fOrtezville, 'I\J.lare <b.mty. . 

RA'IES 

C)lantity Rate: 
Per Meter 
Per lblth 

All water, per 100 w,ft .••.• , ••••... , •. 

For 5/8 x 3/4-incti ne\:er: ••••• i ••• , •• " • ~ • 

For . 3/4-indh meter ••••• , •• ~ ••.•• , •• 
For i-indh meter ••• , •••••••••• , •• 

~ "",;. _. . 
FOr 1 1/2-inCh meter •••• , ••• ,', •••• ,. 
For 2-indh meter •••••••••••• , •••• 

$ 0.22 

$ 4.10 
4.56 
6.15 
8.20 

11.10 

'!he Service cf:W'ge is it ~-to-serve . 
c:narge \t.tllch is awiicabie to· aii. JOOt.ered 
service aid to .,rum is to be added the 

(I) 

(C) 

nmthly ~ o:::rrp.rt:ed at the c).iantity Rate~ (C) 
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APPLlCABILI'IY 

APrtlmIX 8 
Page 2 

ScheduleNo.2.R 

RESlmfl'IAL nAT RA'IE smvICE 

Awl icable to aii residential water service f\nnlshed c.l a flat 
rate basis. . . 

~ 

'!he ~rporated Sub:iivlsion knJwn as Tract No. 243, e6.....~ ot 
state Highway 65 an1 sOuthot Olive Aveme, atPfuxllnately 6nemle 
west of the city of Iurtezvl1ie, Mare tnmty. 

RATEs 

For e.acn s~le-taJnUy ~tdentlal·. . 
unit, ioolu:i1.ri.J premi.ses not . 
exceeding 8,000 sq.tt •••••••••••••••••••••••• $10.35 (I) 

For each ad1itlonal. 106 sq.it. area 
in excess of 8,000 sq. ft •• , ••••.••• : ••••••••••• 0.06 (I) 

SIreIAL OONDlTICNS 

i. '!be aboVe residentiai flat. rate ~. aw1y to sezvioe c6imecti6ns 
not: larger than one indl in diameter· . .. 

2. All service not (XNered. l¥ the al:x7/e cla.sslficatioo will.·~ fumi~ 
only at it metered baSis. .. . . .. . .. : . ,. 

3. A meter may be iristailed at optl6n: of ~ utili.t;y 6t-~ ,fo~· 
atiNe claSsificatioo in to.hl..ch event service t.heieatter· will be·: 
furnished. Only ontha baSis 6£ Schedule No.· i;. ~ Me~··· 
service. ~ it lOOter isinStaliM at Option of 0istCmer, ne~ 
service IIUSt be o::lntinued for at least 12 lOOIlths before service will 
again be furnished at flat rates •. 
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AmlIDIX C 

o:KPARI~ OF PA'm> 

A o:rrparlson of present ard the Bran::h's ~ rates is shownbe1au 

cmmAL MF:IllUD smvICE (1) 

Per Meter Par- lblth 

f).lantity Rates t 

First 1,600 c:u.ft. Or less. u ... to 

NeXt 2,000 cu.ft •• per 1.06 cu.tt. 
Next 2,006 cu. ft", per i.06 al.ft. 
NeXt 5,060 Cli. ft., per 160 OJ.ft. 
Over 10,060 cu.ft., per 106 ru.ft. 

$ 3.25 
0.20 
O.ls 
6.15 
0.12 

~r 5/8 x 3/4-indh neter •••••••• , •• ~.25 
For '3/4-irdt meter........... 4.25 
For 1-indh meter., , oi •• ' •• iI • • 6. ~ 
For 1 lj2-i.n::::b meter. . .. • .. .. ... iL 60 
For 2-inch meter ........... ,' 16.0('-

FOr 5/8 x 3/4-indn ~ter ••••••• , ••• 
For 3/4-inc::h }lleter ••••• , ...... 
For i.-indh meter ••••••••• ,. 
For 1 l/i-inch meter ••••••••• ,' 
For 2-incb meter ••••••••••• 

.22 

.22 

.22 

.22 

4.10 . 
4.56 
6.1$ 
8.20 

11.16 

10.6\ 
22.2\ ' 
.~.7~ 
83.3\ 

-, 
,-'-

Per 3/4-i.nch serVice o:ri1ect.ioo , 
Per ~th > 

Present ~ . Peix:efit,', . 

For a slrql&:-family residential 
wiit, inchxiitg premises not 

Fates Pates Increase ' 

exoeed1tq 8,000 sq. it. in area •.• $ 7.20 $1().35 43.8% 

For each 160 sq. ft. of premises 
in excess of 8,006 sq. ft. '........ 0.04 0.06 50.6% 

[1] 'lhe.re are arrrentiy 00 cust:aDers \lJ'rler the metered service' 
scbEdui.e • 
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APPENDIX 0 
~1 

AOOPJm (pNlrrrus 

Test Year 1981 

Name of ~t pieasant GrcNe Water Catpany 
Net-to-GIoSs ltlltiplierz 1.2971 
Federal TaX Rate~ 15\ 
state Ta)( Rate! 9.3\ 
B.lsinesS rJ.cense: None 
lJncollectiblest Nci.a 

Expenses for Test Year 19tri 

1, Rlrcha.Sed ~ 
Electrict 
S. C. nUsen 

Rate Sch9dul.e 
Effective Date of Schedule 
~ 
$~ '. , ' 
state Frlii9'i~' @$O.606iftl'h 
ser.rioe, Cbazge 
1btal Cbst 

2. Patroil, an:i }'):plO'}.ee Be1lefits 
Payroll 

- Payroll TaXeS, 
Drployee Pension &: Benefits 

3. M Valorem 'faXes 
TaX Rate 
Assessed Value 

SerVice Cbi'lllections 

1. Flat Rate service 

For it si.n}le family resi~tiai 

PA-l 
1/1/87 
29,850 

0.01996 
$ ,0 

3M, 
$ 2,689 

$ 4,240 
320 
160 

$ 52, 
1.0090\ . 

$ 5,260 

unit, irolu1iig ~Ises j)ot , , 
exoeediiq 8, ()()() sq. it . in area .• , •.• '. • . . . . 98 

For each 100 Sq. ft. of 
premises in excess ot 8, ()()O 
sq. ft. (20,000 Sq. ft.)................... 4' 

'IOta.l1li • " •••••• " ........ III • " " .... " II • II • " • " • ill " ",. 102 



, ' 

I 

• 

• 

• 

Line No. 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
S. 
9. 

10. 
lL 
12. 
13 • 

APPmDIX 0 
page ~ 

~PIm IN<X:to1E TAX CAI..aJ1ATIOOS 

Test Year 19&1 

Item 

~tb'g~ 
()&H~ 
A&G~~ 
TaXeS other '1hal\ IilCXJne 
oepreciatioo 
Interest. , .. ' 
State Tall 
'Ibtai. ~ials 
State Taxable In:xire 
~te Ta)c'C903i) 
Ta)(able ~ for FIT 
FIT (15\) . 
Total lJXX:me TaX 

<X:Fi." 

$12,815 
3,~8 
1,536 

372 
520 
-0 

12,4i6 
389 
36 

FIT 

$12,815 
),998 
1,5)6 

312 
520 

o 
36 

12,462 

353 
53 
89 


