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lUBLIC l1rILlTIffl o::t-mSSlOO OF 'lliE STAm OF CAL1~ 

OOHMISSlOO AfNI~'i & COMPLIANCE DIVISlOO 
Water utiHties Branch 

JID3OlUrlOO 00. W-~38~ 
FehtUaty 24, 1988 

(RES. W-33S9) ~ WA'Im (X)MpANY, VISALIA (EWCV). 
0RDm l\lJm)IUZIN3 A GmmAL RAm INrnFAsE ffiOOOcm:; 
$3,062 OR 12.1\ AOOITIOOAL ANWAL REVENUE. 

niCV, bi. draf~ advice letter a~tld bi, the. Water utilitieS Bianch (Braric:h) 
0," June 25, 1987, ~. authority lllrler se..-tloo VI of Gereral Order 96-A 
atrl sectiOn 454 or the l\lblic utilities Cede to increase rateS tor water 
service.l7t $4,767 or 19.6\. EW<.V estimates that 19879l'Oss l'Werue" of $24,313 
at present rates ",'culd. inc:rea.se to $29,680 at pl"q:loSed rates an:i ~d produce 
a rate of return of 10.56\ 00 rate base. E\rK.V,. 9Jhli Nish, EPio> ~l11e 
am Pleasant Grove are smail water utilities Uirler common ownershl . ani . 
cperation servi.rq a total of 965 dlstomer.> in the Rlrtervllle aid ~i.salia 
area, 'l\llat'e Ccunty. All five utilities have ~ general rate " 
increases. EWCV sezves aOO.It 221 flat rate alStorners in the City of ViSalia. 

'!he present rates have been in effect s1rce NcNelnber 4, 1980 p.u:suant to· 
~lution No. W-2739, dated November 4, 1980, whim authorized an offset rate 
increase. EWev's iast ~ rate :iricie.ase became effective Mann i8, i986 
pm;uant to Resolution W-26U dated Marth 18, 1980. 

'!he Branch made an ~t anllysis of EWCV's SUInJnMy of e.arn.in:Js. 
~ A shows EWCV's ani the Braid1's estimated SllltlIMry of eanrl.n:.Js at 
present, ~ ani adcpted rates. EW<Yarxi the Bran:h differ in estimates 
of revenues, expenses am rate base. . 

'1M Branch's estimates of operatin:J reverue are higher ~. EwCV's' at bOth'; 
present aid ~ rates. EW<Y et:lahxlsly categoriZEd its fi.ve OOinmercial 
customer.> as 3/4-iidl. residential Services with exoess.sq.Jare fOOtage on their 
lots. '!he Blanch's estimate reflects the correct rates for t:heSe five 
c:ustome.rs with i-lnch ~ons. 

'!he differences in esthna~ ~ are in p.lrdlaSEd power, materials, 
. CXXttract work, transportatiOn, other plant maint.enanoe, office SlJE:Plies an1 

expenses, management Salaries, employee pensions am benefits, professiorlal 
sexvices, ~, general expE>.JlSes, depreciatioo, payroll t.a.Xes arxi income 
taxes. 

'lhe 8raJ1ch's estimate for p1tthased power is slightiy lower t.hai1 EWC'l's. EWCV 
used its 1986 rec:nrded electric power biliin:Js as its 1987 estiinate. '1be 
8rarrll a<napted EWCV's lXlSition that its 1987 e:rergy usage wruld be the same 
as 1986, b.rt: adjusted for 1987's lower ~ rates . 
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'Jhe Branct.'s estimate for materials is lower than EWC'rs. EWCV estbnat.ed the 
test year as a straight aVen\Cje ot the iast throo years' t'eCQrded ~ 
'lbe Btancll startEd wIth the same t:hree years' av~ blt th'St adjusted to 
capItalize $530 for t""o new welt oontrol. panel.s instaHed in 1986, aid 1Mde 
allowance for inflation ard o.lStol'ner growth. 'Ihe escalatIon factors used by 

, the Brailch for this aid other ~ts were those pl.'ovlded by the h;}.Jioory 
Bratdt of the O>nunlssloo AdvIsory aid CoropH~ Division. EWCV's owner has 
been ~ti.rq these small water c61npanies sf..nce ahd...t 1984, so the Brailch 
agreed that th& three year periCd he selected for averaglng in most a<X.:OJnts 
best represents his current tn6de of ope.raticns. 

'!be Branc:h's esthnate for contract work is signiticantl.y hi<.Jher than EWtv's. 
EWCV estimated the test. year l1J ave.ragiiq the last three years'reootded 
expenses. '!be Branch started with the same t:.hree years' average bJ:t also 
adjusted tor inflation ani rustomer growth. 'ihe Branch then estimated an 
additional amo.mt for rtqJ.ired water testln:j \:hat EWCV had not aoco.mted for, 

Both EWCV ard the B:rCm::h estimated A n.ut\ber ot the rematnlrq ~ 
e)(plained below tor the fIve 06zruntnl.~ted. utilities as one aid ... 
a}:lX>rtioned them a\ the· basis of customers. 'lbere were cnl.y mln6r diffeienoes 
in the resul.tirg allocatioo factors between ~CV atd the Branch. . 

For ~~t1a1 expenses, EWcV estimated. 24,000 m1i.es at: $6.27 per ~i1efor 
the five util.ities, then al..l~ted. the total amoo:j them. 'Ihe ,Branch ac:x:E!ptEd 
the mileage estimate, I:ut ~ $0.21 per mlle, the rate curtently ailowed. by . 
the Int.e.mal. Revei'Ale Service for bJsiness mileage. EWCV offered 00 SUWOrt 
for its $0.21 per mile figure. . 

'1be 8!ar'lc:b's estimate of other plant ma~ is slightly higher thaJi 
EWtv's. EW~ estimated the test year, by averagliq the last three years" . 
reoo~ expenses. '!be BraJidl started with the same thJ.'ee years' average l::ut 
also adJusted for lnnatiat an:i OlStomer growth. 

EWCV's estimate of office suw1ies aid expense uSed the average of the iast . 
t:hrOO years' recmde:l expense. '!be Braidt used the same three years' data. b..rt: 
separated rut the 1986 p.1fthaSe ot two years' worth of bllk oDmp.Jter SUJ:plies 
from all live utilities' estimates, spread it CHar two years aid then ' 
awortioned it back to the util.ities ,usl.n:J the a1i.ocati~ factors diSOlSSEd . 
earlier. 'lbe Braidl's slightly lower estiinate riSults from this treatment of 
canp.Iter SUW1ies aid the Bratx:hls use of escalatioo ard growth factors in its 
average. 

DrlCV's ~ does ali of the otli~, field.and ~t work for all five 
utilities. ~ Bran:h ~ his total management sal· estimate: the 
a!mr cllfferen:,e shown is due a'lly to the sli,ghtiy diff~ allocatioo 

. factom used by tM Branc:b. . 

!be Branch agiees with EWtv's total ~te !or pensic;n aid benefitS, ,bIt 
d..isagrees with the way it was spread. '!he all6catim factorS vere USEd to 
8JP)it1ai ali but $100 of the total. to the five utilities, t.hen the $100 'was 
assigned. b;> aml water Company ally witho.It apparent justific:atial. 1he 
Brarx:.h believes that it wruld be moJ;"e apprcpriate to distrlb.rt:.e the t.<?tal 
penslm ani benefits ama'g the utilities in the same manner as payroll.· 
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'Jhe BI'al'dl's $1,63.0 estimate of pl'Ofessional' servioes Is signtficantly lower 
than ~s. EWCV estbnaW $3,190 l7t averag!ffl th6 last t:hree years' . 
recorded ~ atd adiliq $2,000 for consultirq fees ~ tor .thIs rate 
case. 1M Brardl did not consider 1984 ~ because. in that year two 
acco.mtants were employed a\ a one-time only basis to help the utUity switch 
CNer to oomp.Jter q:.eration ard to set up office fac1Hties to hardle aU, five 
water utilities. '1bese C()S\:S are not likely to ~ in the near futUre. 
'Ihe Branch. therefore used the average 1985 aid 1986 rec6rded <XISts adjUsted 
for infiatiM aid growth, aid amortized tha o:nsultant's estimated rate case 
fee CNer three years, the minimum per100 between rate cases. . 

'!he Bra.l'lch's estimate of insuranoe ~ allocated to EWc.v is slightly. 
higher than EWCY's becauSe the Brardl included $100 tor the Oost of a ~ 
req..Ured by Mare CcA.lnty toc:perate the five utilities. EWCV had iroll.k:kd 
its share of the $3,6t1. for the 1987 liability premium "'him had already been 
paid for all five utilities, b.lt not the ccst of the lxn:1. 

'Ihe Bra.l'lch's estimate of general ~ is low~ than EWCY's. EWCV estimated. 
$298 by averag~ its last three years' rea>rded general ~ '1he Bririlch 
atriv€9. at its $90 estimate by oordtlctliq an item by item review of tOO total 
recorded expenses of all five utiHties,excl~ th6se items cleat-lynx 
necessary to their epe.ratioo, averagin:J the last three years' fiqu.res ~jUSted. 
for 1nflatim an:1 growth, arxl anx>rtiOi'littj the resuJ.t1i(J amounts to each . 
utility. . .. 

'!he Branch's estimate of depreciation ~ is higher than EWCY's. EWCV 
used the recorded 1986 depreciation ~ tor test year 1987, 'Ihe Bi'aidt's 
estimate is better because it is consistent with its 1987 plant estimate. 

EW~. inadv~y did D:Jt esti.ma~ payroll taxes. , '!he ~ used the., , 
sta.ixlard payroll tax rates awliM to the payroll for all fiVE! utilities aid 
Clf.P6rtiorm the total as described earlier to arrive at its $690 result for 
'&leV. 

'!be Branch's estimates of In:x>me t:.aXes are higher t;him EWCY's •. EWC.J .sta,te::l 
that a 26\ OOOlposlte state aid tEderai talC rate had been asswriEd,· fut Mel no 
wor)qlapers to suwort its esti.mate. 'IM Braidl calculated federal:in=ome -
taxes usUg rates cXnSi.stent with the 1986·TaJ( Reform Act an:l calculatEd state 
income tax at the reviSeci california 1n::xm.e tax rate for 1987. 

'lhe ctlfferenoes between EWCV an:i the BraJich in rate hlse are in utility plant, 
depreciation reserve am workiiq cash. • 

~CV USEd its .erd-ot-ye.ar 1986 utility plant of $57,628 for its 1987 estimate. 
~ Brandl's slightly higher estimate of $57,560 tot 1987 average plant 
reflects its capitalization of $530 in materials ~ in 1986 as explained 
earlier. "Ibere were no ad:iitions plannErl or recorded for 1987. 

DlCV used its en:J-ot-year 1986 depreciatioo ~e·ot $43,242 as !tsti:!st 
year 1981 aV~ reserve. '!he Braidl's ~ 1987 figUre ·of. $45/67~ .. 
reflects the acW.tional deprec:latia'l are:rued from the erd of 1986 to mid-1987, 
plUs ex>rrectims the Bral'dl made to oon-ect EWCV's depreciatia'l resezve .. 
entries dur!ig the past three years. EWCV had been OOokiig it ~t doliar 
amcunt to depreciation reserve rather than cq::plyi..rg its depreciatim rate to 
plant in seIV:loe. 
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EWCY calculated its $1,600 workirq cash figure as one-·fifth of an arbitrary 
$5,006 lump sum t-stlmated. for all five utJHties to:jether. 'Ihe Branch used 
the sImplified Jnethod for an Wivldual water utility ush'tj 1tIOI1thly flat tate 
blll~ as prescribed in the Commission's stardard Practi~ o-l~, 
''Determination of worklIg cash AHowarce" to arrive at its ~tlmate of $1,420. 

EWCY was informed of the Brandl's diffltrlig views of ~.nses ard rate base 
atd has stated that it a~ts the Bra.nch's estimates. 

n:cv has req.JeSted a rate of return of 10.50\ on rate base, ard the Water 
Branch ooncurs. 'Ib1s is the Jltldpolnt of the 10.25\ to 10.7S\ st.atrlard rate of 
return ~ recor.unen:ied by the Acxx:untlig ani Fi.Mnclal. Branch of the 
Commission Advisory ard (»rnplianoe Division for small 100\ eq..tty water 
utilities. 

"8t ~lutic:n No. W-2739 dated N<nembei" 4, 1980, EWCV was 6~ to maintain 
a baianclig aOCo.mt tor ~ power. '!he present o~ acqJind ~ in 
1983 aid has not maintained.a baianc!iq aocX:Amt since that time becaUse no 
records were transferred to him. ~ Branch's review Wlcat.es that it a 
balancitg aaxunt had been kept, it ",'OOld be Ur'rlerooHectai. E"KV is 
prqosirq to use a zero balance with this rate prOoeeding aid begin . 
mintai.nliY:J a balaooi.rq ao:o.mt with its next offset rate req.leSt, an:i the 
Branch oona.lI"S. 

A notice of the pn:poseci rate increase an:l p.ihlic meet1n:J Was mailed to ali 
cust.omers ttl July 14,· 1987. No letters were received from customers in 
respcnse to the ootioe. 

An eJl:ji.neer from the Branch aid two representatives. of EWCV were avan~le at 
the pJblic moot..i.n) to explain the increase req.leSt tm:i answer quest.ioos in 
Visalia on the evenirq of July 29, 1987. NO customers attenied. 

A field iiIvestigatioo of EWcVts system was made by a Branch eiijtneer on AlJ:just 
18 ani 19, 1987. visible pOrtimsof the systelnwere inspected; pressures 
c.heckEd, company records rese.arcned ani wstome.rs interviewed.. Al. t:hc:UJh. . 
sezvioe is sittisfact6IY, the :invest1gaUoo revealed that 00 p~~ ~ters 
have been installed at the three wells servitg EW~s System as ~ by 
General 6ider (G.O.) 10l, "Rules Govem.i.rg water savice Iroitrli.tg .Minhnum 
staidards for ();sign aid Q:)flstiuctioo." EWOI ooI'lt.erds that its electrio .. 
meters can be used as measud.ig devices by itwly1n:J a factor for ~ter' 
pr6ductioo per ldlawatt ho..tr (kWh) <X:rlSum~ While ~ methOd might be·used 
to ro.quy app~te ~, &!clinJ..ig efdci~ of the p.unpS ~ ~i 
varla.ticns in well water levels aid other variables make it unsuitable for the 
req.rlrements of G.O. 103. with separate water prXducticn maarudn;, de\;ioes, 
water pro1uction can be oompare.:i with kWh cxnsurnecl to detect atrjdecline in 
pm.p efficien::y before seNioe is affected. 

-
Accolti1.rq to the 'I\.1late Cbmty Depa.rtment of Health Serlioes, EWc.v's water 
meets all state cpaiity st.atdards. Its t.hr'ee Wells pnwicie an ample, re1iabH:~ 
SllWly aid i.ts cllstrilirt..ion system is in gocd c?orilitioo. hHltiooal water 
o:nservation measures are not needE!d. at this time. 
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EWCV presenUy has only ~ general flat rate schedule. 'lhe 8rard\ p~ to 
~se the flat rate schedule by the system average i.nc:rease authorized by 
this tesoluticn. -

DlCV o..trrenUy haS no Jneteted customers aid has ro plans to .tima11 metkl"S in 
the immediate future. However, its tariffs 91ve it t.h$ e¢im to ~ 
cust6rners to meters, so the Branch has prepared a metered rate schedule which 
inclooes a selVloe charge whicb \loold re<xNer reve.-m in prq:ortlM to 50\ of 
EWCV's fl.xOO expenses, aM a slr'qle metered quantity rate.. 'Ihls is consistent 
with the Commission's rate design poii~ for water cornpani(>S estcililished by 
Decision 86-05-664. effective Hay ~8, 1996, whlc:b calis fot lhasin:l_~, , 
lifeline rates, allows tor redUction of muitiple blocks to a s!iqle blOck atrl 
rfxxNery of up to 50\ of fixed expenses t:.hro.igh thesezvioe ~ 'ibe level 
of the pl'q:losed tnetete.i rate Schedule is such that the a~ rustorDer's 

. charges woo1d be tOO same l.U'der it as \1Jrler the flat rate schedule.. 

1M Branch reo:munen:ls that the Q)rnrniSsion authorize an ~ in . . -­
reverue of $3,062 or12.i.\. 'lhls increase pw"ldes a 10.50\ estima~~te of 
return on rate base in test year i987. 

At' the ~errled rates ~ in ~ 8, the in6rlthly bUi fora typical 
flat rate residential cuStomer wwld in::rea.Se from $7.61 to $8.66 or U.i%. A 
oOtnparlsa1 of the present. aid J'E!clOmmetded rates is shown in ~c. 

• FlNOlN':iS 

• 

1. 'lbe Bran::h's recxmunen:ia:J SUmmary of ea:rn.i.n:Js (~A) is re.a.sCnable 
ani should be adc:pted. _ 

2. 'Ibe rates ~ ~ the Branch (~B) are reasonable ard shc:uld 
be authOrized. 

3. '!be quantities (~ D) u.se:i to develq, the Branch's recommerrlation 
are reascnable aid shwld be adc:pted. 

4. EWCV shcW.d be ordered to oomply with Goo. 103 by 1nstaiHig a suitable 
mea.suriJ'g device or otMrwise· dete.rm~ produCUoo at each 6O.lrce ·of SUW1y. 
EWOl shcuid be allowed to tUe ail, advicie· letter to begin ~itg the . 
r6a.scnable oost of sudl installatims after they have been pIt: :into cperatioil. 

rr IS 00IEm> that: 

L Authority is cp-anted ~ i\1biic .utilities Code section 454 for EPI'CO " 
. Water Company, Vi~ia to file. an advice letter iIx:oZ}:Oratliq.the Summary,6f 

eamirx.Js aid rev.i.sed ra~ sdledules aWic.hEd to. thiS resolutim i!S AJ:pen:lices 
A aid B .... -tlvel aid c:x::tldurrei1t to caiOll. its -~~'11 . effective rate respec y, Y. _. . ~.::;;:oo::u'-'&.y . 
Sc:hedule No. 2. Its iliiJ'g shail <Xlmply with General Order 96-A.. 'lbe 
eftective date of the revised Sdledules shall be the date of: fUirg . 
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2. EPlO) Water O:)mpany, Visalia shall 60mply with eenerai ~ 103 by 
instaiHrq a suitable lDeasurJ.iq devioe or otherwise determlt\tttJ prcxhlction at 
each ~ of Suwly within One year of the ellectlV$ ciate Of thiS 
resolutlc::n EPI'();) Water b:>mpany, Visalia is authOrized to fUe an advice 
letter to begin reooverin:J the reasc:nable oost of its insta11atlms after they 
have been PIt into cperatioo. 

3. 'Ihls resolution is effective today. 

I Otirllfy that this resolutia-. was ~ Vi the l\lbUo utiiitiesCommiSs!OO 
at its regular tneeU.Il;J en Februal'y 24, 19M. ~ followhYJ Commissl~ 
atPrOvEd it: 

STANLEY \V. HULETT 
Presidelit 

-DONALD VIA~ 
JOHN a" OHANIAN 

.. (nmmiSsJoners 
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• M'PDIDIX A 

EPro) Water Calpany, visa} ia 

&UM\R'iOF~ 
(Test Year 1987) 

utility Estinated I I Branch Estilratea I. I 
I Present I REq.leste::l I Present I ~ I Ackpttd I 

ltm I Rates I Rates I Rates I Rates I Rates· I 
~ting ReVenie 
Metered 0 0 0 () 0 
Flat Pate $24,313 $29, 680 $251 284 $301306 $28,346 

'IOW ReVeiP.le 24,313 29,080 25,284 30,300 28,346 

~tirq~ 
I\n'd\ased ~ 6,177 6,177 6,060 6,060 6,066 
Materials 773 773 596 596 596 
Ccx\tract Work . 296 296 1,210 1,210 1,216 
TranspOrtatioo 1,496 1,490 1,150 1,150 1,150 -Ot:her piant Maint. 358 358 3io 376 37b 
Offi.ce salaries- 0 0 ·0 0 0 
Office Supplies " EXp 785 785 676 670 670 • Management salaries 9,196- 9,1.96 9,160 9,160 9,160' 
pensioo " Belietlts 319 319 340 340 340 
Uncol1ectibles 46 46 46 46 46 
Office serv. & Relit 966 966- 966 966 966 
P£ofesslonai servioes 3,i9() 3,190 1,630 1,630 1,630 
InsuraJlce 830 830 850 850 850 
Generai Expense 298 298 90 90 96 

SUbtotal 24,724 24,724 23,132 23,132 23,132 

Depreciation i,~08 1,700 2,016 2,610 2j-010 
Prcperty TaXes 608 60S 608 608 608 
payroll Taltes 0 0 690 696· 690 . 
I.ncane Taxes 0 476 6 .884 436 

Total oeductiocs 27,040 27,516 . 26,440 27,324 . 26,876 
, 

Net Revenue (2,727) 1,564 (1,i56) 2,976 1,470 

Rate sase 
Average plant 57,028 57,028 57,560 57~560 57~566 
Average Depr. Res. 43,242 43,242 45,010 45,010 45,070 . Net Plant - 13,786 13,786 12,490 12,490 12,496 
Uss: Advances 0 0 0 0 0 

a:mrib. ° 0 0 0 ·0 
plus: Work. cash 1,000 1,000 -1,420 . 1,420 1,420 

Matll " SUfP· 106 100 100 100 100 

• Rate Base 14,886 14,886 14,010 14,010 14,010 

RateofRetum Loss 10.50% Loss 21.24% 10.50% 
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APPLIC'ABILIT'i 

A{:plicable to all netered water service. 

'I'rnRI'IOOY 

, . 

Tract NO. 179, aid vicinity, located awroxhM.te1it 1 !!'11e weSt Of the 
citY limits of Visalia, 'I\ll.are o:..mtyl , ' . -~:-' , 

RA'llS 

Per Meter, 
<;,uantlty Rate: Per ~~,:/" 

-'" ~ 

All Water, per l00cu.ft •••••••••••••••• $ O~2i5 

service CllaJ:qe: 

For 5/8 x 3j4-inc:n me~ .......... 1.' ~ ..... $. 
For 3/4-inch meter ••• i •••••••• , .... . 
For l-inc:b meter., •••. ', ••.• i i.' .. , 
FOr 11/2-indhmeter •••••••• , ••••••• , 
For 2-inct\ neter. , • , •• ' ••••••••• ;, • 

. . , 

'4.10 
4.56 
6.15 
8.20 

lL10 

'1be sezvioo ~ is a read1ness-to--serve 
marge \tUch is '." iicable to all netered. 

, sezvioe aid to ~ is to be ~ 't:he' 
JOOiIthly c:bal:qe c:x:ttp.It.ed at the {uantitY pate. 
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GrnEF,AL FlAT RA'IE SFWICE 

APPLlCABILITi 

Awlicable to all water sexvice fUm1shEd en a flat rate basis: 

'IrnRi'roRY 

Tract. No. 179 ani vlcWty, located a~tel.y 1 tnlie west of t,he- . 
city limits of visalia, Mare eo.mty. . -

PAnS 

1. For a siigle-famli.y residential. 
unit inci~ .• . not 
.. ', -~ . 

$ s.6() -(I) exceed1.rg 10,000 Sq. ft. in area ••• iI • (1) $ 9.83 

a. For each 160 Sq. ft. ~t 
premises in ·excess of 

.062. 10,060 Sci.tt ••••••.• ·i ••••••••••• (I) .062 (I) 

h. For each ~tl~ s!tgle-
family residential unit Ctl the·· 
sane prmi ses arxi served fran.' . the same sane service c:amectim 3.76- (1) 4.60 (I) 

I 
2. For each Eeauty ~ ••••• ;, ........ i •• 12.10 I 

3. For each car ~ •••••••••••••••••••. 18.61 
I 
I 
I 

4. For ea<il GrooeIy store ••••••••• , •••• 22.37 I 
I 

5. For-each Laundromat ••••••••••••••••• 28.27 I 

Business Office .••••••••••• 
I 

6. For etten 8.60 (1) 9.83 (I) 

." 
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A oooparlson of the present ard Branctt's ~ rates is ~'n belcw: 

1. 

2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 

GmIF.AL FIAT PA'IE SERViCE 

Per 3/4-iirll setvloe ~ion Per )obrt:h 
Present ~ ~ 
Rates Rates· Iricrease 

For a slrgle-tamlly 
residential unit, 
inclu1J.rg premises not 
~ 10,000 sq.tt. . ~ 

J.n area ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

a. For each 160 sq.tt, of 
premises in excess Of 
10,0{){) SC;J:. ft.,. ,. • ~ It. i ......... ., 

b. For each aci::ih:icmi. 
sirgle family resident-
ial unit 00 the sane 
prani.ses aid served ~ freD 
the sane service 
CXlI'lllectlon. • • ;0 • • • • • , " • • • • • • • • 

For each Beauty Shop ... ,. to .......... 

Fbr each Car wash •••••• , ••••••••• 
For eactl G:tooery StOre •• I • ;0 , ••• " • 

For each IaUndiomat •••••• i •••••• ~ 
For each D.lslness office .••••• ;; •• 

$ 7.67 $ 8.66 

6.055 0.062 12.7\ 

3.35 3.76 12.2\ 

- -7.67 8.60 12.1\ 

per 1-.t.ixn serv.t~ o:nnectioo Per Jt:ntit 
Preseitt ~ ~ 

1. For a sin:Jle-tamlly resident­
ial unit, i.n:iI.uiiiq premises 
not exoeedin;J 10,000 Sq. tt. 
in ~ ••• ,.,.. Ii" ••• , ..... f ........... . 

~tes Rates ~ 

2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 

il. For each 100 Sq.ft. ot 
premises in ~ of 
10,060 Sq. ft •• ~.,,, ••••• ~ ... ~ •••• 

b. For each ad:U.ti~ s$igle­
family residential unit ~ 
the same premises am Served 
fran the same sezvlce 
oc:t'lI'lectia-. ••••• , •••• , ••••• , •• 

For eacn :Beauty Shcp ........ ~ , • -. , • 
For each car wash ••••••••••• ; •••• 
For each G:tooery store ••••••••• , • 
For each Iiltu'rlrarat •• " ••••••••••• 
For each D.lsiness Office ••••••••• 

$ 8.77 

0.055 

4.1() 
-10.79 
16.60 
19.95 
25.21 
8.77 

$ 9.83 

0.062 

4.60~ 

12.16 
18.61 
22.37 
28.27 
9.83 

12.1.\ 

12.7\ 

12.2\ 
12.1\ 
12.1\ 
12.1\ 
12.1% 
12.1\ 
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Test Year 1987 

Nama -of CQIpany' EPIO) Water CQIpany, visa} ta" 
Net-tcH;rOss mttiplierz" 1.2971 
Federal TaX Rate: 15\ 
state Tax Riltet 9.3\ 
rus1ness License~ ~ 
Unoollectibies: $46 

Experses -for Test Year 1987 

1. I\J.rdla.sed ~ 
Electrici 
s. C. nUsal 

Rate Schedule -
EffectiVe tB~ of Scnedu.le 
»at 
$,I»b - -- _ _-", 
state ~ Surdlarge @$6.0062~ 
service Charge 
Cbst 

Natural. Gas ~ 
SoCU Gas (statdby) _ . 
Effecti.ve D!lte of Sdledul.e 

- 'IbermS 
$,nherm , 
a.lstarei' Cllartje (P1) 
COst 

Total Cost 

- 2. Payroil, an:I DIployee BenefitS 
Payroll 
Payroii 'raJres , 
Drployee Pelisim &: Benefits 

3. 1d. Vaiorem TaXes 
Tax Fate 
Assessed Value 

PA-l.. 
ill/a7 
67,340-

0.07996 
$ ,-),0 

$ 546 
$ 5,940 

~-21 
1/21/87 " 

o 
0.57229 

$ "120 
$ 120 

$ 6,060 

$ 9,1.66 
690 
340 

$ 600 
1.0612% 

$57,290 
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• 

• 
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APPmDIX 0 
Page 2 

service ():lrlnectioos l/4-!ndt 

1. Flat Rate service 

For a sin:Jie family residential 
mit, includin:) premises not 
exc~Urq 10,000 sq.ft. in area .... ,.. 95 

a. For each 1oo sq. ft. of 
premiSeS in excess of 10,000 
sq. ft. (611,606 Sq. fti) ............ 121 

b. For each adiitiooal siigle­
family residential unit 00 
the -same servi.ce ~ion ••••• , • 6 

2. FOr Men Beauty ShoP ••• , •• i I' t •••••••• _ 0 
3. FOr each car Wash •••• IO ••••••• i •• ~ i •• ~ .0 -
4. - FOr each GroOe.ry store. u ........ ~ , • • • Q 
5 • FOr eadl I.a\.D".:h,-allat~ ....... -............ -. 0 
6. Foreadh BuS~ Office.............. 0 

1. 

subtOtal •••••••• " ••••••••••••••• ,; • " • •• 216 

1-inch 

For a s.i.igle-famiiy resldenti.al 
wrlt t incl\Xllig ptEml.ses _not 
exooedirg 10,000 ScI. it. .in area ...... ,;. 0 

a. For each 1.00 sq. ft. of 
premises :in _ excess of 
10,000 Sq. ft. - (0 sq. ft.) .. ,..... •• 0 

b. For each acllit1~ s.1.tqle­
family residential -lDlit a'I. _ 
t.he same pmni ses atd Se:Cved __ -
fran the same service ~tIi.. 0 

2. For each Beauty Shtp., .. ".",., ,-, I' .. ~.. 1 
3. FOr each car wash ••• , ............ , • .. • • • i 
4 • For eildi Grt:::aoe2y sto~ •• , "' '" -, ••• 'Ii It • 1 
S. FOr each raunJuamat................... 1 
6. For each D.islness Office.......... • ••• 1 

S\lb1:ot:a.l • • • • • • • .. • .. .. , • • .. .. • .. .. • • • .. .. .. • • • .. • .5 

'l.b'till. .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. • • .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. .. .. .. i • • .. III .. .. • .. ... 221 
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Line No. 

1. 
2, 
3. 
4. 
50. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 

.. 

APmIDIX 0 
Page :3 

MoPnD lNO:f.tE TAX ~TI(R; 

Test. Year 1987 

itan OCf'I' 

~tJiq~ $28,346 
O'M~ 9,390 -. 
A&.G~- . 13,75~ 
TaXes Other 'lbali ll'loane 1,~98 
Deptec1atim 2,O~O 
Interest - () 
state C 'Ja)C 

- Total D&tuctlons 2~,440 
5tat.6 Taxable Incxtte 1 906 ,-
state Tax (9~3i) 177 
TaXable ::fucxne tor FIT 
FIT (l.5%) 
Total. lI'o:xne Ta>t 

FIT 

$28,346 
9,380 

13,752 
i,298 
2,010 

() 
1"n -

26,617-

1,729 
259 
436 

-I' 


