PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

OOMMISSION ADVISORY & OOMPLIANCE DIVISION © RESOLUTION NO. W-3435
Water Utilities Branch March 22, 1989

RESOLUTION

(RES. W-3435) DONNER IAKE UTTILITY COMPANY, (DLUC).
ORDER AUTHORIZING A GENERAL RATE INCREASE PRODUCING
$25,767 OR 9.92% ADDITIONAL ANNUAL REVENUE.

DIDC, by d.raft advicé léetter accéeptéd by the Water Utilities Branch (Bland1)
29, 1988 requéstéd authority under Séction VI of Genperal Ordér

(G.O) 96-A and Séction 454 of the Public Utilities Gode té incréase ratés
for water service by $30,540 or 11.75%. Aftér mindr revermué éstimats
adjustments to conforn its summary of éamings with its detalled workpape.rs

s réquést shows 1988 gross revernes of $259,742 at présent rateés
i.rm:'easin; to $290,344 at proposéd rateés to producé a raté of returm on rate
basé of 10.40%. DIDC sérves approximately 1083 flat rate and 44 metered -
customers én the northérn, westem, arﬂscuthernshomofnormrlakem
Placer and Nevada OCounties.

DIIC's last genéral rate incréasé was authorized by Intérim Declsion (D.) 85-
05-073 and made permanént by D.86-12-011. Thé preésent rates bécame effective
Angust 25, 1986 pursuant to thé last of a sériés of décisions authorizing
loan amortization surcharges to pay for ordered system i.mpxwemen’ts ,

TheBramhmadeanlrdeperdentaralymsofDIDC'ssmmaxyofeamugs. :
A;perdixhpmentsmuc'smﬁﬂxém's&stmated&mmaxyofeammgsat
presmt,regxested and adoptéd ratés., Appéndix A shows differences in
réverues, éxpensés and raté basé,

The minor difference betweén the Branch's and DLXC's estimates of revenue at
prsentardproposedrat&s is due to DIIXC's 1nadvertent1y}av1ngmchﬁedone
toomanymetexedalstomérsmltsloanamortizatimsurd\argemverue :
calculations. ‘lheBranchaniDLUCagreeonthepmpernmberofcus‘bomers

The differences mtheestlmatasofoperatuge)q:ers&sammpuzdlased
poweér, othér volmne related expenses, employee lahor, contract work,

management salan&s, pensmrs anml beneﬁts, txarspo:tatlm, other plant
mainténance, office supph&s, professional servmes, insurance, geéneral

expenses, regulatory ocommission expense, depreciation, property taxes,
payroll taxes and income taxes.




DLUC baséd its $26,000 éstimate for purchased power for 1988 én its recorded
bills for 1987, Thée Branch's $29,638 éstimaté is based on DIUC's actual 1988
electric powér usagé which has ircreased because DLUC's spring source

production has fallen off significantly, thus neoessitating increased pumping
from Donner lake, . -

The Branch's $2,435 estimate of othér volume related expensas is lower than
DIUC's $3,000. The Brarnch baséd its figure on the average recordéd améunts
for the last four years adjusted for inflation. The Branch's éscalation
factors forthisardotheraooo.mtswerethosereoommerdedbythe&dvisoxy
Branch of Ccommission Advisory and Compliance Division. DLIC offered no -
explanation for its éstimate,

DLUC estimated $25,400 for employee labor, $14,000 for office salaries and
$49,000 for mamagement salariés. 'me&ardlaowptedthé first two amounts
as consistent with récorded data and réasonablé ovérall for a utility of -
DLUC's sizé and charactéristics, but reducéd managemeént salaries to $40,000
basedmthereoordedsalaxyofthe resident operations manager and the .
owner's récorded charges to management salaries, The Branch thén reallocated
its $79,400 total payroll ésti.matéassl’mninthes.mma::yoféarnlngsto
morée réalistically refléct a gréatér proportion of time devotéd to émplcyee
labor and léss to management. .

Thé Branch's $5,722 estimaté for comtract work consists of the averagé of the :
last four years' recorded non-tésting contract work éxpenses éscalatéd for -
inflation, $576 for the current costs of bactériological testing, and $800 -
for req:j:ed général chemical testing. DIIC offéréd no éxplanation for its
$8,100 estimate.

Thé Branch's $5,040 pensions and bénéfits éstimaté was based on the act:ual '
amounts réecordéd in 1988, DIUC offered no explanation for its $4 000 figure.

Thé Branch's $8,225 éstimaté of transportation expénsé was based on the ~
éscalated average of the last four years' reocorded éxpénses. DIUC offered no
justification for its $9,000 estimate.

DLUC offered no éxplanation for its $11,000 figure for other plant
mainténance, whilé the Branch based its $14,294 éstimate on the averagé ot.her
plant maintenancé expenses for the past four yeéars acljusted for 1nf1at10n.

BaﬂmMDCa:ﬂﬂxeBrmthbasedﬂteirammtsofofﬁoesqpliesardexpers&
on récorded 1987expens&sperwstomer. Both éstimates also include an-
additional ocost for a néw federal requirément of mailing EPA (Envirorméntal -
Protectlmagexw) rotices to each customér on an anmal basis. Thé Branch's
final éstimaté is slightly greaté.r than DwC's, however, kécausé the Branch
escalatéd the recorded data for inflation whilé DIUC did not. Data from 1987
were uséed nsteadofmmlatedavezageof fouryears' recordede:q:ens&sto
reflect the increased efficiency of computér operations in the office.




The Branch's $2,563 figure for professional services is lower than DLUC's
$3,000 becausa DINC included the cost 6f preparing its rate increase filing
and conmission-required anmual vegts in this category., The Branch moved
thésé éxpénsés to regulatory comm e)q:erseandusedanescalatedaverage
of four years' recorded expenses.

DLUC offered no explanation for its $25,000 insurance expense estimate, The
Branch's $20,689 estimate includes the recorded cost of the genéral 1iability
and auto liability policies in effect in 1988, $17,226, ard the cost of
workers' ocompensation insurance.

The Branch's éstimaté of géneral expénses is slightly less than DIUC's, The
Branch uséd an escalatéd average of recorded general expensés per customer
for thé last four years. DIUC offered rno éxplanation for its figure.

The Branch éstimated $481 for regulatory commission éxpense based & the.
actual chargés incurred in preparing this raté casé and the cost of a
depreéciation study, both spréad over thé threeé yéar rate case cyclé, and the
amount récordéd for preparation of the Commission-réquived anrmual report.
Dmcimprcpérlytsédthell/ztnnmimhnsémentfeésudﬁrgeforuﬂs
itém, ut did not include the corresponding amount in révémes.

DLUC's éstimate of dépreciation éxpeénsé is slightly lower than the Branch's
aué to an arithmetic error in DIUC's calaulations.

Thé Branch baséd its lower estimaté of propérty taxes, $8,029, on. recorded
1988-1589 property tax récords from Placer and Nevada Oountieés.

Thé Branch caloalated payroll taxes on its estimated payroll at the r.at&s
curréntly paid by DIUC. DINC's estimate was based on an inoorrectratearﬂ
its higher total payroll.

The Branch's flguresforummetaxsreﬂectamrenttaxrat&smﬂerthe
federal Tax Reform Act of 1986 and the oorrespondmg state tak rates for -
1988, DIUC's estimaté includes only the $300 minimum staté corporaté tax for
1988. DIDC is carrying forward opérating 1osses from past years to
éffectively réduce its tax cbligations to the minimum, hut th&se loss mrry—
ovéer credits are rot considered for ratemaking.

The very small différence in thé Branch's and DHJc's estimatés for averagé” _
depreciation reséerve is dué to the difference in déprecistion expensé noted .
earlier. ‘

‘meverysmalld.ifference in advances is due to DIIC's having transposed two
digits in its figure.

The Branch's estinmaté of contributed plant is lower than DIIC's because pLIC
inadvertently n.sed the balanoe of contributéd plant at thée beginning of 1987
instead of 1988 in calculating the test year average,

DIUC estimatéd that its request at proposéd ratés would yleld a raté of
returnonra‘bebaseof 10.4%. Although DIUC is not 100% équity financed
becausé it has over $300,000 in loan obligations authorizéd by D.84-05-039,




it stipulated in that case to a 10.50% rate of return on total raté basé in
order to persuadée the Comnission that its plan to pay for the necéssary
improvements with private financing rather than with Safe Drinking Wateér Bond
Act funds was reasonablé and would not placeé undue burdens on its ratépayers.
This is colincidentally the midpoint of thé 10.25% to6 10,75% standard rate of
retum range aurently recommended by the Accounting and Financial Branch of
the Comnission Advisory ard Compliance Division for small, 100% equity '
financed water utilities.

DIDC was informed of the Branch's differing views of revemues, expensés, and
rate base and has stated that it acoepts the Branch's estimates.

A notice of thé proposéd rate increase was mailed to each customer on Octaber
1), 1988, The Branch received éleven lettérs protesting the raté increéase.
Four writers complained of thé high cost of watér sérvice for part time
residents who must pay an avual raté. Three living at higher elévations and
séxrved by small mains oomplained of sérvice problems. The others complainéd
about the tining of thé public meeting, suggesting that such a mééting should
be held during the summer when moré customérs ooculd atténd, and cbhjected to
high ratés ingeneral Thé Brarch recently z%pordedbylettértotlnsaw}n

protésted, ocmeymg the results of f{ts imestigatim and explaining why it
is récommending an increase,

On Octobér 25, 1988 a public méeting was held at the Domner Lake vulagé
oompléx in DIUC's sérvicé areéa. Thé Branch's représéntative explainéd -
Oonmission raté seétting procédures and DINC's répreséntative explained the
néed for the raté increase. 'lheprmaryoou:énlsexplﬁssedbythétwelve
customers atténding weret (1) the inequity of placing an increasé on part
timé résidemts who usé watér for only a few wéeks éach year; (2) ooccasional
water quality probléms, espécially over-holiday wéekeénds in hot weather; (3)
of thé naturé of the loan amortization shown in
the public notice and the utility's tariffs; and (4) dissatisfaction at
holding thé public méeting at a timé whén so few customérs ocould attémi.

Branch engmeérs conducted field irwasthatj.ms on Octcber 11, 12, 25-and 26,
1988. Visible portians of thé systém were inspécted, pressures checked, :
company records researchéd and customérs interv1ewed. The investigation -
indicated that, while sérvice ovérall is satlsfactory and DUXC's systém is '
generally m oompliance w1th thé Commission's G.0. 103, "Rules Governing '
Water Service Including Minimum Staxﬂams for D&exgn and Construction," there B
are somé prcblem aréas, Transmission mains sérving thé nérthwestém and
wéstérn shores ofwmerla}qeamdetériomtmgandrepairscanbeexpected
to béoome qnte frequéent mthecomng years. 'Ihereareurﬁexsmedmams )
which contrilute to low ard ooczsmnally inadéqaate pr&sum at h.‘.gher o
elevations, éspécially in the Biltz tract. Some of thé mains serving the west
shoré are undersized and not buried deep emugh to préevent freézing dunng '
harsh winter oordltlors, and the network serving this aréa may have a problém
with lack of circulation.

Although none of tlmeproblems posés an immédiaté tlmaattothehealthor |
safety of customérs, théy indicate thé neéd for a longrangeplantoupgradé
facilities. At the Branch's request, PLUC has submitted a letter stating




that it will make needed improvements as its finances allow. Becauseé DUXC's
service ard facilities are not at this point clearly déficiént, thée Branch
recomnends that the Commission accept DLUC's writtén commitment and not oxder

an improvement program in this informal proceeding.

according to thé Tahoe-Truckee Sanitation Agéncy and the Califormia
Department of Health Services, DIUC's watér meets all applicable state health
standards. ‘There are no autstanding Commission orders requiring system
improvements.

DLUC currently has no water conservation program. Although itsscurces .
generally providé an adequate supply of water, thére are ¢ocasional supply
pmblemswhéndema:ﬂpeakswérmmmermlidayweeketﬂs Thesé have have
beénmoréfréquentinthetwateoentdro@tyearsasu\eproductimat :
DIIC's Gréenpoint Springs source has ééclingd, requiring DIUC to take more
watér from Donnér Iaké. In the longer térm, there is a possibility that -
mmlakewatermayber&strictédaswmpetinqpmlicagemi&tzyto
reapportion it in a contiming drought, Since most of its customeérs aré mot
metéred, DIUC would have a difficult time nonitoring a rationing program if
cd bécame nécessary. It would also be difficult to convince part timé
residents of thé neéd to conservé when they anly usée watey for a few weeks
éach year, However, in view of thé possibility of restricted suppliés in the
future, thé Branch recomménds that NUC bé ordéred to develop a conservation:
plan.  Upon the Branch's réview and conanrénce, DIUC should file an advice
létter to include the plan in its tariffs, Thé Branch is prepared to assist
the company in devéloping and filing such a plan _

DLUC's ratés consist of an anrmal général flat raté schedule, an anmual =
germa].meté.red schedulée and a fire protéction sérvice schédulé. The Branch
proposes to raisé éach schédulé by thé systém average increasé ad to
consolidaté thé loan amortization chargés with thé géneral rates.” The = -
current metered raté schedulé consists of a sérvice charge which recovers
révérne in proportion to 72% of DIUC's flxid costs, and & singlé quantity
rate for all water uséd. The Branch's proposéd météréd ratée désign holds the
metéred sérvicé charge approximately constant and applies thé increasé to the
q.lant.ttydxaxge dropping fixéd cost ooverage to 66%. fltris noves inthe

direction indicatéd by thé Commission's watér rate design policy established
by D.86~05-064 which pérmits réocovéry of up to 50% of fixed éxpénsés through
the serviceé charge, Sincé most of its révermés aré realized from flat rate
customérs, this snll have little éffect on DIC's oveérall revénue stability.
Raising thé quantity charge will also terd to promot.e oonsérvation, although
even thé new $0.59 pér one-hurdréd aubic feet rate is relatively low.

The Branch récomneids that thé Commission authorizé an incréase in amual
gross réverme of $25,767 (9.92%). This increase provides a 10.50% rate of
return on rate base in test year 1988.

At the Branch's recommended rates shown in Appendix B, thé monthly bill for a
residential flat rate customér would increase from $18.33 to $20.15,
including thé loan ammzaum surcharge, A comparison of the présent and
reoomnmended rates is shown in Appendix C




FINDINGS

1. The Branch's recomméndad summary of earnings (Appendix A) is reasonable
and should be adopted.

2. The rates reconmended by the Branch (Appendix B) arg rveasonable ard
should be authorized.

3. The quantities (Appendix D) used to develop the Branch's reoomr.:endations
are reasonable and should be adopted.

4, Dﬂ)Cstmldbereqairedtoprepamarﬂsubmitawaberoonsewatioharﬂ
rationirg plan té the Branch for mvlew. The plan should pernmit DLUC to

declare a shortage and limit usage in the event supplies are insufficiént to
meet demand. Upon the Branch's re'uew and concurrence, DIUC should fileé an .
advice letter to include the plan in its tariffs,

5. 1heé rate increase authorized herein is justified amd the r&sultmg rates
are just and reascnableé, )

IT IS ORDERED that:

1. Authority is granted undeér Publie Utillties Gode Section 454 for Dormer
Laké Utility Company to filé an advice létter incorporating the sumnmary of
earnhvgsaMrewsedmtesdxémlsattadmedtothisr%olutimasAmmdiow :
A and B reéspectively, and conaurrently to cancel its preséntly effectlve rate- »
Schédules No. 1A, 2A and 3A. Its flling shall comply with Genéral Order 96-—&.
The effectlve date of the new schédules shall be thée date of filing '

2. Dornér lake Utility Oompany shall within 90 days of the effecti\'e date of
this resolution prépare and submit a water consérvation and rationing plan’ to
thé Water Utilitiés Branch for réview. The plan shall allow Donnér Lake
Utility Compiny to declare a shortage and limit usage in the évent suppli&s
are insufficlent to meéet demand. - Upon the Branch's review and CONCUYTerce, -

Donner Lake Utility OOmpany shall filé an advice létter to include thé plan -
in its tariffs.

3. fThis mlution is effective today.

| certlfy that this rasolution was adopted by the Pubhc Utihtles commissmn
at its reqular meeting on March 22, 1989. The follovmg commissioners R
approved it:

G. MITCHELL WILK
President
FREDERICK R. DUDA
STANLEY W. HULETT
JOHN B. OHANIAN
Commissioners

Commissioner Patricia Eckeért, o

present but not participating } :. w X

,,“uu .\ 3
! 1 }




APPENDIX A
DOMNER LAKE UTILITY COMPANY

SMMARY OF EARNINGS
" Test Year 1988

] | Utility Estimated | Branch Estimated | |
| | Present |Requésted | Présént | Réquested | adopted |
i Item | Rates | Rates | Rates | Rates | Rates |

Metered $15,135 ¢ 17,276 $ 15,135 $17,276 § 19,362 .

Flat Rate 201,868 230,339 201,868 230 329 266,112

Ioan Amort.: Surcharge 42,739 42,739 42,764 42,704 0
Total Révenue 259,742 290,344 259,707 290,309 285,474

C . ‘ [ E P ) . ) A B ' . . E ) . .
Purchaséd Power 26,000 6 OC 29,638 29,638 29,638 -
Othér Volume Related 3,000 , 0 2,435 2,435 2 435
Erployéé Labor 25,400 ) 43,400 43,400 43,400
Matérials 600 : 600 600 600
Contract Work 8,100 : 100 5,722 = 5,722 5,722
officeé salariées 14, 600 14, 14,000 14,000 14,000 -
Maragémént Salaries _ 004 22, ' 000 _ 22,000 - 22, 000
Pensions & Benefits ! : 5040 . 5,040 : 5040»-
Transpol 9,000 0OC 8,225 8,225 - 8,225
Othér Plamt Maint. \, ( X 14,2%4 14,294 14,294
officé supplies 8, 00 : 8, 531 8,531 8,531
Professional Services X 3 2,563 2,563 2,563
Insurancé - 5,C 25,000 - 20,68_9 20, ,689 2:_),639
Genéral Expénse 0 3, 2,803 2 803 2,803
Reg. Oamn. Expensé ) 360 481 481 - . 481
Subtotal 180,421 180,421 180,421* .

Depreéciation Exp. 5,200 2( 25,361 25,361 25,361;_
Tax 70¢ : /8,029 8,029 -8,029
Payroll Tax _ 04 6,630 6,630 16,630
Income Taxes 00 2,849 9,678 8,570
Total Déductions 223,290 230,119 229, 011

Net Réverme : 55, 5 136,417 = 60,190 56,463

Average Plant 55, 50¢ : ) 955,500 955,500 955,500'
Avg., Depr. Reéserve 309,29 09,290 303,314 309,314 309,314
Net Plant 646, 10 646,186 646,186 646,186
Lesst Advances . 9,243 ‘9,243 - 9,243
Oontrl_butlors 1] ' 111,720 108,312 108,312 108,31'2
Plus! Working Cash 0 0 0 0
Mat'l & Supplies 9,000 9,000 9,000 9,000 9,000

Rate Base 534,256 534,256 537,631 537,631 537,631
Rate of Réetum 4.76% 10.40% 6.77% 11,20% 10.50%




APPLICABILITY

Applicablé to all metéred water service furnished on an
anmual basis.

TERRITORY
Donnér Lake and vicinity, Nevada and Placer Counties

g

Monthly Quantity Rate: |
mmter, mlmmr &i tl.i‘.‘.ﬁi..‘l‘$‘ 0059

Per Year

P ebidndeiibaiaa $207660

‘ tt.-uoli;iittl 29100
sisdbidbbooniod 38160

oy sdesinsaibdnnne 681&60

: w'acno-diict--oa 108660

charge is a readinéss-to-serve .

5 which is applicable to all métered sérvice

whidmisaddedthemomhlydxargeomp.xted
the quantity Rate.

_ ‘Iheéxnalsexvicedxargéapph&etosérviceduringﬂmélz—
month period comméncing January 1 and is dué in advance, :
pemmamtmﬁentoftheareahasbeenaastcméroftheutility
for at least 12 months he miy elect, atthebegi.rmmgofthé
caléndar year, to pay prorated serviceé chargés at intérvals of

less than oné yeéar (monthly, bimonthly, or Quarterly) in

acoordance with the utility's established billing periods for ,
water uséed. (D)

(Continued)




APPENDIX B
Page 2
Schedule No. 1A
ANNUAL GENERAL METERED SERVICE (Contirned)

2, = The ¢pening bill' for metéred service, esoept for covérsion (L)
from flat raté séxrvice, shall be thé éstablishéd anmmal service |

charge for the sérvice sizé, ¥hére initial sexvicadls - 7 - |
established aftér the first day of any year, thé portion of such

- (1/365) of the numbér of days remiining in the caléndar year, - .
The balancé of the paymént 6f thé initial chargé shall be =

- If sérvice is not contimuéd for at léast cne year after the daté
of initial sérvice, o refurd of the initial charge shall be due -
thé customér. o : - (LY




APPLICABILITY

Applicable to all flat rate water servioe furnished én an
anmal basis.

Donnér Lake and vicinity, Nevada and Placér Countles.

RATES per Service Oonection Per Year

1. For single family residential ‘ ' -
- mit lﬁ.trgpm .il‘i.l.ltl.l $241 80 . ) (I,‘

a. fbreadmadditiaﬁltmit L
msamprmm o.cc.oint.d---dt.n 12060 ) (I)

mté.l imhﬁnx; fi:cstrocnor o : '
amrm‘ttl-i.ui-n.tn.idtlttt..i'..i- 241 80 N ] ) (I)

a. Foreadladdlticralroanor :
mit Cateesnbtbannsbiinant At 1200 7 T (I) -

(D)
SPECIAL OONDITIONS

1. Thé abové flat ratesapplytosexvice oormecticnsmtlaxger
than one~inch mdlaneter -

2. Allservicenotooveredbytheaboveclasa.ﬁcatmn shallbe
furmshedonlymameteredbasis. '

3. For sérvice owéred by the ahove classifimtmn, 1f the
utility or thé aistamer <o eélécts, émétérshallbeustallédard
servicé provided undér Schédule No. 1A, Anrmual General Metéred =
Service, effectivé as of the first day of thé following caléndar
month. Wheré the flat rate charge for a périod has beén paid in
advance, refund of thé pro-ratéd differencé bétweén such flat.
raté payment and thé anmal sérvice charge shall bé made on or
beforé that day.

(Continued)




APPENDIX B
Page 4
DONNER 1AKE UTILITY COMPANY
Schedule No. 2A
ANNUAL GENERAL FIAT RATE SERVICE (Continued)

4. The anrual flat raté charge applies to sérvice during the 12--

monthperiodoammcirgaamazylarﬁisduéinadvame if a

r&sidentofthearéahasbeenawstaneroftheutilit;

for at léast 12 months hé may eéléct, at thé beg of the

calendar yéar, to pay prorated flat raté charges at 1s of

less than ané year (monthly, bimonthly, or quarterly) in
accordance with the utilitgr’:s éstablishéd billing periods.

5. Thé opéening bill forflatratesewmeshallbethe ‘
éstablishéd armmal flat raté charge for the sérvice. Whére
initialse:vioeiséstablishedafterthéﬂrstdayofaxvyear,

théportimofsmhamnaldmgea;plicablétothemnentyear“

shall beé detérminéd by multiplying thé anmual charge by ane

thrée-tardréd-sixty-fifth (1/365) of theé mmber of days remaining
in thé calendar yéar. Thé balancé of the payment of the initial
arumldxarqegxallbecreditedaganstthedmgsforthe o
succéeding armual period. If sérvice is not contirued for at
least ané year aftér thé daté of initfal sérvice, no refurd of
the initial anmual charges shall be due thé custamer.

—

—




APPENDIX B
Page 5
Scheduleé No. 3A
FIRE PROTECTION SERVICE

Arplicable to all firé protection water service fumlshed on
an anyual basis.

TERRITORY

Dornér Lake ard vicinity, Nevada and Placér Oountiés.

RATE

'Ihédlarqeforflrépmtectimservioeshallbe$8225per (1)
hydrantperyearforeadlhydrantoaméctedtothecmpany's -

1. 'Iheanmldmarqeappliestéséxvmédurhgthelz—mmth
period commencing Jarmary 1 and is dué in advance. .

2. Applicants for firé protéction service shall be req.liredto
furnlshthehydrantsandtopayallcostsinoonnectin;sameto'
the Campany mains.

3. Sewlcehere.uﬂershallbesmjecttotheOoupany's ml&sand
requlations governing water sérvice,




APPENDIX C
DOMNER TAKE UTILITY COMPANY
OQMPARISON)OF RATES (1)

Flat Rate Sérvice Per Service Connéction Per Yéar
Present wammﬁw Percent

For a sirglé family
résidential unit,
iml\xiirg pranis&s stesbbsbsie $219-91 $241-80 '

For each additional ‘ _
unit on Same Premisés ciecieds 109,97 120.60

&amﬂané&mmn’

&mkemmw
1"1’(@&&1‘ sedidates 207‘46: 207.60

Forl—l/2-irﬁ1meter veasesess - 200,61 291.00
For 2-inch meter c.iveeees 381,25 381,60
For 3-il'dlmter seesbunes 681-53 681 60
FOJ‘.‘ 4-il'ﬁ'lmter AR EEEEEE] 1086-60 1086.6’0 .

Quantity Charge: oy i
an \.ater, per 100 cu. fte ous 0.464 - 0.59

AmmmYMﬂmmmﬁxnﬁmamﬁm&wﬁhakm&m&&is
shown below:

Monthly ' '

Usage Présént Recaménded 2Amoamt kmnt
100 ca.ft. _Bills Bﬂh ' mwmﬁ.lmﬁmk'

$ 17.29 17,30
18.68 19.07
19.61 20.25
21,93 23.20
24.25 26,15
26,57 - 29.10
29.82 33.23
31.21 35.00
40.49 46.80
63.69 - 76.30

<>
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(1} Including loan amortization chargé




None

Truckee-Divner FUD _
cs-lea':eralmrcial

$gzg“ v K
perkm
0.0060 per X¥h
0.0002 per K
288,450 X¥dh
$2_9638

$ 22,000 -
43,400
14:000
79,400

6,630

Water ‘Ihsting (in contract s;ork) $ 1,376

General - Liabﬂity (1nc1 auto) $ 17,226
Workman's Campénsation 3,463

24 Valorém Taxis _

Tax Rate = Nefada Co. - 1. 0280% :
Spécial Assessmérnts $ 32
Assessed Value 101,778
Tax Rate - Placer Co. T 1.0213%
Asséssed Value ' $ 50,214
Tax Rate — Nevada Co. ' 1.0314%
Assessed Value $ 624,160
Total ) 8,029




Servicé Connéctions

Metered Ratét
1-inch 33
1 1/2-inch | 1
2-inch 10
Total Metered 44

Flat Rate: 1',033
additiomal sérvices samé connaction 36

Metered Water Sales Used to Design Ratés 14,300 Ocf

F »i'; '.;j- °

Operating Revermes $ 2$5,4'_z4' $ éas 474
Expénsés L 180,421 180 421
Takes Othér Than Incomé 14,659 14,659 -
oepréciatim Expense 25,361 25,361 -
26,617 27,617

Taxablée Ircome for State Tax 37,416 co -
etaté'rax (e 9.3%) ] 3,480 . = 3,480

Tasable Incame for FIT - 33,636
Federal Incomeé Tax (@ 15%) 5,690

Total Income Tax | ' 8,570




