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o:MUSSICN NNI&m' & ~ DMSICN 
Water Utilities Braoch 

RESOUJrlOO 00. W-3468 
OctOber 12, 1989 

RES. W-3468) G:iSERVIILE ~ N:.IU<S (<*1). aIDF.R
Al.JllnUZm:; A ~ RA'IE ~ PKU£llU 
$10,356 m 32.36\ AOOITICNAL REvENJE, 

GM, by draft advice letter accepted by llil water Utilities Braoch (~h) . 
on April 12, 198~, requested autb:>rity ~ SeCtion VI 6f ~netai. Order .• 
(G.O.) 96-A ~ Secti~ 45~ of tOO. Publ.ic . Utilities Code to ir£~ rates 
for water serYl.ce by $12,990 or 40%. GM's ~t sh:lws 1989 gross zeveirue 
of $32,318 at present rates in::reaslng to $45 308 at prt:p)sed rCitesto . 
p~ it rate of return on rate baSe of 10.49%. GWl serves ·112 rretered am 
98 flat rate C\istareis in Geyserville, SoOOra Camty. 

'lb:! present rate becane effective D9cEt"crer 19, i984 ptrsuant. to ReSOlutioo 
W-3220 \t.'hlch au~rized a geooral rate 10crease producing $lO,~50 or 60.0% 
acklttlOnal annual J:evetale. 

'IOO ~h IMde ail itdepetrleut ar.alysls 6f QMis surmlly of earnings • 
AfpeIrlix A sOOws QM's aid Bra.rx:h's estiIMted SutmUy. of Mrniilgs at 
present, requested aM adopted rates for teSt year 1989. Aweirlix A aJ.so 
sb::JwS differeoces in revernJeS, ~ aid rate base. 

'lhe Bratchfs est1nateS of revenue.is l~.than QWl's at present airl at 
p:t:q:os€rl rates. '1be Bra.och's est.iJ!late is based on is. d=!clining mm:e.r ~f ,. . 
flat rate cu.s1:crTers ilrrl correspx-ding ~ in iOOterOO cust:.aTerS thioogh . 
tOO test year. GWl inadvertently miscalculated its revenues at the pn)p:>$ed" . 
~tes. . 

'IOO significant differerx:es .in estlnateS for operatJnq exp:mses are in 
p..m;haSed p:Jwer t Qtbar ,?,<?lure related ~, arployee laro!.", eontract 
~rk, t.ransp6rtation, office Sctlaries, office suwlies amexpEmses, 
professional. seryi~i i.nsurcm::e, geOOral expenses, payroll taxes, i.trote 
taXes am depreciation eXpense. . 

'Ihe Bratch's estimate of pm::haSed ~is slightly i~ than (}oM's. G\iw 
used actual ~,cOOsurEd .in 1988 for its test year estimate,. 'I1-e _ ... ".~_ 
Braochts ~tiroate is baSOO 00 the iJ.veraga iecoided water prix:lUct.ioo. dur1ng. 
t:ha past ftve years am the eiergy uSage per, unit of water ~ fron i?" . 
p.np currently in' use Urder its present Con::littons •. 'lb:! Brai¥:h usOO'a five' 
year average becauSe water p..ITp:d I:er cus~ has fluctuatErl over the last 
five years, sbMing 00 awarertt treirl. 

'Ihe Biaoch's esti.mate for otfflr volme related ~ is l~ t:ha.n Gi'W's 
because the Braoch based its estimate on a detailed :review of vouchers 
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pxovided by the utility for the costs of chemicals used in 1 gSa and tOOI\. . 
escalated these aroounts for tOO test year. 'Ibe eScalation factorS used for 
this account an1 for other ~ts were those ~ by the Advisory 
Braoch of the Can'nlsslon Mvisory ard Catpliaoce Division. GM provided ro 
explanation for its estimates. 

'11la Braoch's estlnate for arplayee labor is l~ than QMts. '1ba Braoch's 
est.1JM.te 1s based on the cost 6f a part too rOOter readEu.', MUle GM 
lmludes th3 cost of ron-recurring mrlnteJlaoce lahor \>ohlch the Braoch . 
dl..scov&ed was also kluded in QM's est!m:lt.e of contract ~rk. 'Ihe Braoch 
has corrected the cb..tble accounting atrl re-allocated \:hE) C\)St 6£ contract 
lab:>r to its p1Xlper acc<:m\t, contract ~rk. 

'!be 8raoch's estmate for contract \\Qrk is higher than GM's. 9:>th the· . 
Braoch ard GM used a five year recorded average of contract work expenses 
ioolud.1ng the cost of maintenance labor. In additioo, the Braoch's est1IM~ 
~hides cost of ~\ly matrlated lalx>ratory tests which G.W is requlred by. 
tre State OOpartIrent of ~th Services (rffl) to pert'oim each ~. 

'!be Braoch's estinate for transportation expense is i~ t.haJ\ (}oM's . 
pri..marily because awl inadvertently J..r¥;luded a p:>rtion of the Gapltalized . 
cost 6f. tOO vehicle ~Tm by GM's ~ in~. 9:>th the Braoc~ aM 
GM c:Oncu.r on, total utility related travel mileage.- 'l1le Braoch tren appUed 
a rate of $0.24 per mile, the rate a11~ by the Internal ~ service 
for blSiness mileage. 

'1be Bril.J'K;h's estinate fot office salary is iCM& than GM's becaUSe the" '. 
Bratcll's figure ~ baSed ~ it b~ of actual tine s~t on ut:llity . 

• 
related tasks aid the actualwage rate tOO carpany pl.~.GM ~ated 
recorded 1987 expense which iooluded salazy for roo-utility :related work. 

'Ihe Brc?-OCh'~ estiIMte of $SOO for office sutplles am expenses 1s _ 
significant,ly ~~ than GM's $3,890. 'lbe Bran::h disCovered Ii ml~locat.ed 
$1,890 salary. for .a neW reader in this aoco.mt aM. an unsubstantiated . 
arount of $2,000 for office SUfPlies. 'lhe Br~h has ~i.uded the salary of 
tha ~ter.rt!ader in atployee larot expense ($960 {:Err year). '!he J;b:'aOCh's' 
estimate for this account was ob~ by .aW1yirtg p3rtloont escalation . 
factors to tha 1984 adopted expense for office SUfPlies. 

'!be Bran:;h's estinate for professiorial Services Is l~ t.han G\W's,·· GM's 
estimate :i..mhldes a $300 fee for an acc<:mltailt; AJrl a $2,2S0 fee fora' . 
consultant .arrortized CN& ~ years. GWw plXJ'Jided ro explanation for its· 
estinate of the ~tant's fee, Mdch was considerably higher thailfees 
cha.rgEd to otter similarly situated smUl \o1ater OOtpmies for. l~ w:.~k. 
'rtle B.l:'akh's estk~ iiclUded the requested A<;:countartt's y¢arly fee of 
$300, and a regulatory consultant's fee of $l,01() or awroxlnatelY $34Q' . 
aroortized ~ three years rate qcle p;rriod. '!he Biaoch t s. estLnate of ~ tOO . 
consultailt's fee was J;ased 00 an average coiLsult.ant's fee aIl~ .in recent 
rate caseS for utilities of carparable size in which the utiiities were '. 
represented by consultants. 

'!he Braoch's estirrate for insurance is l~ than ~i/S becaUSe GM inclUded 
the cost of a liability insurance for a truck that eMil did rot own. 'Ibe 
Branch's estiIMte excluded the liability insura.rce for the truck. 
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'Ihe Braoch's esthrate for ~al ~ 15 1~ than QM's. ~ nran=h 
based its est~te on a b~ of Wlatlon adjusted actual expenses that 
could tnt be imluded in other operating expense accounts. <*l's estLMte 
was based on an unadjusted recorded average of expenses for the last five 
years. 

'Ihe Brakh's estirrate for depreciation expense is 1~ than GM's because 
of the diffeiet'K.'e in estirrated average plant that 1s usOO to det.ennlne 
depreciation ~. '!he Brarch agreed with GM on the <XlT{QSite 
depreciation rate used to caTplte the expense. 

'Ibe differences in estirrates for rate base are 1ri average plant in Bel:Vice, 
aver~ depreciation re.serJe, contrihltioos, \r,1()rki.ng cash, atrl materials am 
SUWh .es • 

The Branch's estimate of $~09,005 foraver~ plant slgniilcantlydiffeiS 
fron GwW's C()~ estimate 6f $243,880. sara of the ieas6nS aret c 

1988 ad::l1Uons; capitalized. . labor ratci, atrl t.l"e disa11~ ofa t.i:uckatrl 
excavationequitnerit, In ~tton, sate of th3 major dlffeten::es in plant·< ... 
a&iitions for the test year 1989 are e>cplaira:l in the tollcwing paragra~ t 

1, G.~, in oJ:der to. carply with the Il:IS's requi.iarent of. a CrQss c:<>t\Mct.t.on 
cOntrol program, est.il'Mteci a cost of $5,060, \oi'hich ~1mlUded in test year 
average plant, 'Ihe starch CQrv:;UrS with IRs on en.fofti.ng am's OOTpliAOCe to 
inplElient. the program as detailed by the [ffi, OOt. mOOs that GM has m 
sp;cific plans to ca:n:y this program oot. '1he Bratx::h excluded t.OOse costs, 
ani recu(j(em5 GM beautb:yrized .tofile an advice letter to tegin . c •• ' • 

iec:x:lverlng the reasonable cost of the czuSs--collMction eontrol pz.'ogram after 
the prOgram. haS been p.1t into operation. 

2. GM ptq:oSes. to replace ~ preSent 20 oo~ (HP) pirp with :a 3Q liP 
pDp \orl.th a p.mping ~ity of 240 gallons per minute at a cost of $10,000 
to rreet the mininun fire flew ~tS by tOO .f~ deparbrent am·ms. 
G.wts present systan Cbes oot ~t the ~ ~ts. 'Ire Bra.:rrll ' 
believes. tOO p.rrcpase aid~tallatloo of it 30 liP pnp to replace tOO· .. 
present 22-year old IU1P will. result in inp~ savice am. that it ~l 
ren::3er the water systan m::>re zeliable am efficient, rut ootes 00 speCific 
plans to install ~t. 'Ihe Braoch. eXcluded this cost aM ~ that' GM 
be autMrized to file an advice letter to begin teCovering tba ~le' 
cost of replacing the 20 lIP p.rrp after tie rEw p.np has been placed into 
operation. 

3, GM P~,1:9 install awroxi..rnately 2,050 feet of stx-ireh~, of 
which ooe-llillf will be additions airl half replacanmt. A portion of W . 
plaimed mam replacarent .will be to serve a.f£W developrent •. '!he. : . 
develq:;er's afPlication filed with IliS for awrOval to cOnstruct 50 lx::ries iil 
tba pto{X?S€d area. was deiU.~ becauSe GM bad ~te water stoJ;~ ~ . 
1<M pIrpiilg c.3.picity. OOS indicated that GM w:JUldneed an ad.1itioOal ..... 
175,000 gallOns of storage capacity, an additiOl'lr!1l 50 gall.ons ~ mlniJ~ of 
SCXlfte c;;apacity, aIrl all water mai.ris to the d=veloprertt w:JU1d have to t:e at 
least six-1n::r.es in dialreter. Braoch ~ that Corxlltions set foiwatd by 
res are ooces~ and that they be carplied with ~fore ~ oonstruction of 
the new hC:nEs is all~. ~, the Bratch believes that tOO na1n . 
replacemmt program prqx>Sed by GM to ~te Service to a develeptent 
will benefit i'£M hares aid provide ro significant systan wide ~flt to tOO 
present custaters. '!he cost for rrain r:eplacatent in this area shJuld be ' 
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paid by the develq:,et ~t w GM's fHed Tariff Me 15, Main . 
ExtensIons. '111e Btaoch ~ with OM's other ~ to ~lace certa1n 
old uttiershed water tMlns of tw) atd fOur Jkhes in dianeter, Since theI'9 
are 00 clear irdlcatlons that the iepl~t of these JM1ns ",111 be 
ca'lpleted and p.1t into sezvice before tM (e,l rates bec::xlte effective, the 
Brarch ~ exclud1..tY:J the cost of ~ the water systa1\ h'an. test 
year plant, ard that QM be authorized to -lile art advice letter to begin 
ra:overing the teaSoOable cost of tb3 rra.1n aci:UtlOOs aM replacarent after 
the irrpiovem:mts have l:a'm pIt into q:erations. 

4. QM's plX{lOsed average plant ad::liti60s 1n::;lUde $5,000 for installation 
of a production neter at its water Sow::ce. 'IM. Bratch agtees that this 
tooter is ~sary, rut roles there are 00 specific plans to install it. 
'Itle Braoch z'€Colllends tha.t OM 00. d1rected to install a pxoduct1on .reter at 
its ",~ter sou:rce atd GM be autrorizerl. to tlle an advice letter to ~ 
the reasonable costs after it has beet\ placed in service. . 

'!be Bran:h agree1 with GM on the ~.6i <::atp)site depreciation ra~ used to 
det:imnin9 depteciation expen$eS am depr$ciatlon ze5erJe. '1ba mloor . 
differeoc:es in the depreciation reseive .is due to tffi Braoch's lower 
estiriate for average piant on which depreciation expenses aid reSex:ve are· 
~W. . 

'1be Braoch's estimate of contr1bJ.tions in aid of Construction 1s 1~ than 
GM1s because GWl .tnadvert.ently lroluded gross contri.b.ltions ratrerthan net 
depreciated cont.d.bitions, Because net c6ntrihIUons ~ subtracted fn:m 
average piant to obta1.ri ~te base, GM's overStatarent of c6ntrJ.bit16ns M.S . 
Iesulted in a lower rate rese. ~ Braoch correct:OO th:! error aro estinated . 
a net eontrihlted plant Of $77,549 • 

'Ire. Braoch's estirrate of .wo+Jdng cash is higrer than GW's. (}Wi est1natEid .. · .. 
\oIOrkiitg cash allowa.t.:;e of $501) representing the mininun balaoc-e ~ by 
its bank while the Bratc~ estimated it workitg cash all~ of $3,500 by 
using ~ revised siIrplified.~rking cash pnx:ec:h.u::e ack:pted by tre 
carmission on January 27, 1989. . . 

(Hof"s draft advice le~ter ~ted rateS which it ~tlnated \rhlld pl:O::luce a' 
return on rate base o~ 10.49\. '1be ~h teotmreros 10.75%, the midp:>1nt 
of the 10.50\00 .11.00% sta.rdard J;ate of retutil range ~ by tba· 
~t.!nq atd F~~~ Br~h of the ~i9fi Advisory atrl Catpliat¥::e 
Dl.vision for smUl, lOOt eqw..ty fi.niID:ed utilities. 

GM was infomal of tffiBraix:h;s differing views of revenues, expenses am . 
rate base aM has stated that it accepts tOO Bra.rch'g estimate. 

A notice of the ptqx:>sed rate 1n::rease am. p.1blic neetlng was milled to each 
custarer 00 1Ip:ril 20, 1989. lb letters of protest were t:eceived. 

~ May 10, 19~9 an infomru. p.1blic nreting attemed by six ~ of·thi9 
p.1blic was held in Geyserville. A Braoch representative cOmucted the 
meeting am Qi'W's 0WJ'ler am,his consu1t:ant ~ t1vare to ~ qUestions. 
cpesti60s were asked regarding the past atrl present numer ·0£ Iretered. 
custarers ~ to flat rate custarers; tre reasonableness of it. 40i. 
iU:reasej the effect of new lnJsing on rates; am the'p~nt ilmber of . 
custarers. Several custaters statro that tOOy ~ satisfied with the water e am generally gxd service. 
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Braoch engineers e<:>OOuc~ed a field investigation .of GM's wat.er systan on 
Kiy 11, 19S~. Visible p)rtions of the systan wexe inspect.ed, pressures 
checked, and the ~·s records reviewed. CUstamrs contactOO dud . .ng the 
1nvestlgati6n ltdlcat.ed that trere ~ 00 oojor water supply or water 
quality prcl>lans" 

GM 00t.ains its water {rUn a well that is in fair1r gQcxlcordltlO1\ atd has 
an a.l:ordant .SCm"ce of grooM \o1ater suW1y. 'lb3 ut lity has had 00 water 
SOO~ in the past either durlnq the 1976 drought or the <:urrent dry 
period. Al::OJt 53\ of GM's connectIons are rretered. Fecent ~ts_ in 
the utility; s dlstrlhltioo systEmt atrl tre replacarent of wo.rn pipes, will 
likely proo."e to have loweted \Yater losses £ran l'X'St levels. N:> aacu.tional 
corlsezvatlon rooasures are 0C0eded at this tJ.ne. -

GM's Clli:ient rates consist of a rreteied sexvice sChedule aM a fiat rate 
schedule. "lb3 Braoch prOposes to i.rx:rease all schedules by approximately 
tre systen overall. average percentage imrease. _ 

'1be Cattnission's ~tered rate deSign p:>licy for water ,utilities outlWd in 
0.86-05-064 establisred.Cl goal. to recover up to 50\ 6f Clwater utility's . 
fiXed·~ through- the rretera;l service charges. -'Ita BtaJ"Ch's. '-
~ ireteJ:eci r~teS are 4eSigned to _i:eCOVer xevenueiJ\ p1Xlp:>rtion to 
50\ of the utllityts fiXed cOsts aixl a single Jreteted qUantity rate. 

'lba ~h ri.o:i(I[~ ~t the _ ~ion autrori.ze an tootease. in, gioss· . 
annualrevepue of $10,356 or 32.3% •. Th1~-~ provides a 10.75% rate of. 
return 00 tre rate base in test year 1989. , 

At tM BJ:aOChts.~ rateS sb::lwrt in ~ B, th! m)fithly ·bUl for ~ 
. a typical residential flat rate Clist:aret \oOlld :l.rerease fron $1()~24 to 

$i.3.60. _'100 rronth1y blltfor:a typical. resi~t1al.~taOOr rretered eusOOter 
with a 5/8 x 3/4,:"~h ne~ 'ising systan average of 21 Ccf per nOnth ~d '. 
!ocrease fzan $13,83 to $18.89. A caTparison of the present aM zecarnemed 
rates is sl¥Jwn in Afperrlix c. • 

FIN)~! 

1. me Brancht s reccmieirled Sl.IlIMxy of earnings (Afpeirlix A) is reasoriabl~ 
airl sh:Juld be adopted. 

2. ''1tle rates ~ by the Bra.b::h (Afpeirlix B) are masoilable am 
s}):)u}d be autrorlzeCJ.. . 

3. '!be quantities (~ D) US€.d to develq> the -Braoch's ~tions 
are reasonable am sh::W.d l:e adopted. 

.;; ..-

4. ~ sh:)uld be ordered to ctnply with G.O. 103 )JY lnst.aiUng a suitable 
neasur.i.ilq device or othezwise det:ennining production at itS SOOz:ceof 
supply. 
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5. GloM should be auttcrized to recovet tha xea.sonablo costs of the 
follcwlng prtlgranLS after they have been placed into serviC$' 

a. A cross~on Control program. 

h. Replacarent of the 20 lIP p.rrp with a new 30 lIP p,zrp. 

c. tq>lacarent of certa.in porti60s of two aM four-ltch"roatns with 
the sana length of six-loch uatn as irrllcated on the draft 
advice letter. 

d. 'IOO installation which is uentiooo:l in Fiidlncj tb. 4, 

6. '!be rate .f.irirecise autOOrized Mrein is justified am the resulting rates' 
are just atrl ooasonable. , 

IT IS 00lERED that t 

1, Autb:>rltt is granted. wrlei- Public Utillties Cede SectiOn' 454' foi- , 
GeyServille water lobr)cs to file an advice letter liCorporat.1.r¥'jtM suTm:U:y 
Of ea.rni.ngs an::l revised rate Schedules attacMd to this i:eSQluUori as" " , 
~ces A aid B i-espectiwl' and cotCurrentl "to ca.oc-el its" " -' "u 
~ff~ve rate $c~es 1 ardY~., Its filing s~i1. carpiy with ~:Y 
Order 96-A. '!be effective date of the revL~ rate schedules shall' be the 
date of filing. 

, 2. GeyServille water tbrks s~i' install a suitable, rreasuring ~lCe to ' 
~tenni..rl9 water production at i~ SCm:ce of SUW1y withIn ore year of. the 
effective date of this resolution. 

3. GeyServille wa~ lobr..lai is autrorize::i to fUe an advice letter to begin 
recover1ngtOO ~le Cost of tOO follo-.'1ng items after they have b:en 
placed into service t 

a. 'lte installation of a SUit.able Water pitp to xeplace tOO' 
existing 20 oo~ IU!P at the existing well. ' 

h. 'Ire inplatElltation of it'il cr6ss-c6ruEctlon rontrol prOgram. 

c. "lOO replact!Ietlt of cert41n (X>rt.ionso~ twO Ar)1 fouz<-:ioch ' 
existing mains. with ~ six-~h main of the sane length as 
irdtcated in the draft advice letter. ' 

d. The instaliatioo oroeroo lit Ordering Paragraph"'lum:-er 2. 

4. 'Ihis resolution is effective today. 
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'110 c~ that.thls resolution was ~ by the Public Utillt!es 
CamUsslon at its regular neeting on C8:cl:ei 11, 19S9. ~ following 
carmissl6ners awz:oved, itl . .. 

G. MITCHELL WilK 
. President 

fREDERICK R. DUDA 
8T ANlEY W. HULETT 
JOHN B. OHANIAN 
PATRICIA M. ECKERT 

Commissioners 
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APPFNlIX A 

• Gn'SERVILlB WATER ~ 
~y OF F.ARNIN:iS 

'Iest Year 1989 

I I Utility Estirrated I Branch EstiJM.ted I , t 
t t Present ,Requested. PteSent t Pequesteda M::pted t 
I Item • Rates • Rates t Rates t I0tes t Rates I 

o:erating Revenue 
$ 11,;28 Flat Rate $ 16,727 $ H,60i $ 16,2'3 $ ~5,362_ : 

»aterid 20.39Q 2H.591 20.399 ~9lS~8 , 27.000 
Total Revenue 32,318 45,308 32,006 44,811 42;362 

Cpeiating EXpeilSes 
Purchased Power 6,395 6,395 5,868 5,868 5,86S " 
Otrer Volm'B' Falated 600 600 324 324 324 
&ployee t.alx>.t 1,200 1,200 960 960 ,960-
Contract ~rk 2,000 2,000 4;250 4,250, 4/250 
Trailsp:>rtation 1,500 1,500 '120 720 ' " 7~() 
office SalarieS 5,040 5,040 4,536 ' 4,536 4/536 
~tsalaries 5,670 '5,~70 5,692 5,692 5,~92 
Office servo &: Pent 90Q 900 900 900 900 
Office ~li~, " 3,890 3,990 500 500 500 
Professional- Sel:Vices 1,050 1,050 640 ~40 64a 

• I~ 4,289 4,289 3,650 3,656 3,650 
~ Expenses 1,500 , 1,500 1,093 1,093 ,1,093 

Subtotal 34,()34 34,034 29,133 29,133 29,133 

OOpreclation Expo 3,l'n 3,117 2,270 2,270 2,210 
Payroll TaX 0 1,47~ 1,15~ 1,153 , 1,153 
Property TaX 235 235 235 235 235 
Ir¥:x::Ire TaX 0 0 600 2,767 2,192 

'I\)tal Deductions 37,446 38,925 33,391 35,558 34,983 

~t PevenUe (5,128) 6,383 (1,385) 9,313 7,379 

Averaga Plant, 243,880 243,~~O 209,005 2Q~,OO5 2Q~,OO~ " . 
Avg. oepr. ReServe 67,850 67,850 66,~1() 66,316 66,:n~ 
Net Plant 176,Q30 176,030 142,~8~ 14~,6M 1~2,689 
less t contribltiOris 116,690 116,690 77,549 71,549 77,549 
~ 0 0 0 0 0 

Plus: tobrking Cash 500 500 3,S()() 3,500 3,500 
Matil & Suwl. 1,000 1,000 0 0 0 

Rate Base 60,84() 60,840 68,640 68,640 68,640 
Rate of Return (loss) 10.49% ({£)Ss) 13_0.57% 10.75% 
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APPLICABILITY 

APPEWIX B 
page 1 

G;YSERVlI..lE NA'lm ~ 

Schedule lb.1 

GENERAL ME:IERFlJ SERVICE 

Applicable to all rretered water sezvice. 

'1mUTORY 
GeyseJ:vil1e am vicinity t Sor'lcm:l County • 

. seNice Charqet 

For sIs x 314-.irch meter .••• , •• ~' ••• i i •• , .. i •• 

For l/4-i.tch neter .• ~ , , , '1 j, •• , ~ • ,. , ••• 

FOr 1-:i.nch neter ............ i ,; .... , ••• 

fur 1 1/2-fti:::h. neter ............ i •• , ••••• 
For 2-inch meter ••••••••.•..•••••••• 

cuantity PateS t 

Aii uSe, per 100 cU~ ft. . .............. " .•• 

$ . '1.00 
9.60 

13.20 
17.10 
23.80 

0.44 (i) 

'!be ~ice ~ is a·read.i.riess~to:-serve charge aw1icable. 
to all rretered service an::i to which is to 00 adied. the IiDnthly 
chaJ:ge carpltOO at the QJantity ruttes. . 
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APPLICABILrIY 

APPflDIX B 
page 2 

GEYSERVIUB WMm ~ 

Schedule N:>. 2 

G:NEAAL FIAT RATE SERVICE 

Applicable to all flat rate water seI.Vice. 

'rnUU'J:Qly 

GeyseI:ville arxl vicinity, Sonata County. 

per 5ei:vice COrlnect1on 
Per MJnth 

-. 1. _ ~r a single-family residential unit.......... $13.60 (I) 

a. For each-aditttonai. singl~famiiy 
residential uMt oil the Stme 
p~ am served iron the sane --
service connection.,...................... 9.50 (i) 

2. For small carineicial establishrents............ 10.90 (I) 

SPE£IAL aN>ITicm 

1. - 'Ibe ab::Jve- fla~ rateS awly to service connections oot larger 
than one in::h in diarreter. (N) 

2. For service covered by the alxJve cla.ssiftCati.~, i.f the 
utility or the custarer So elects,: a neter shail be_ installed aM 
Service proVided. uilder Schedule Nl, -1, General. M:tezed. sezvice • 
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METERID SERVICE 

APPENlIX C 

GEVSERVIU.B WATER l-mKs 

<XMPARISOO OF RA1ES 

Present ReCaTrrerrled Io:a:easS 
Rates Rates Mpuot; Pettentage 

Service~ 
For 5/8 X3=.toch net.er.. _ 
For 314-inch lieter ••• 
For i-inch mater ••• 
For 1 1/2-~h mater ••• 
For 2-l.J')Ch neter ••• 

$ 5.25 
1.25 

10.()() 
13.00 
UJ.OO 

QlCmtity Rates _ - _ _ ._ 

$ 7.00 
9.60 

13,20 
17.20 
23.80 

First 30Q cU.~t" per 100 cU~~. Q.22 
All over 300 cu.ft' l per too cu.ft. 0.33 
Ali use, per 100 cU. ft ••• i. 0.44 

FIAT RA'm SERVICE 

$ 1.75 
2,35 
3.20 
4.20 
5.80 

33.3\ 
32.4\ 
32.0\ 
32.3\ 
32.2\ 

PreSent~ ~ 

For a single-family 
Rates Rates - Anriunt Pezcentage 

residential unit •••••••••••••••• $10.24 -$13.60 

For each additional -
s~i.~family reSideIl~la1-
uirl.t 00- the ,sarra -pmniSeS 
am serVed fron the sane 
service connection.~ •. ,...... ·7.20 

For smail cdrIrerclal 
establishments •••••• ~ ••• ,...... 8.24 

9.50 

10.90 

$ 3.36 32.8\ 

2.30 31.9\ 

2.66 32.3% 

A m:JI\th!y bili ~iSOn fora eustater with a 5/8 x 3/4-ioch ~ter is 
sb::twrl l:elowt _ 

Mlnthly 
Usage, 

100 cu..ft 
o 
3 
5 

10 
15 
20 
21 (Avg.) 
30 
50 

100 

PJ:eSent 
Bills 
5.25 
5.91 
6.57 
S.22 
9.81 

11.52 
13.83 
14.82 
21.42 
31.92 

Faxtttie-rled 
Bills 
7.09 
8.32 
9.20 

11.40 
13.60 
15.80 
18.88 
20.26 
29.00 
51.00 

ID=rease 
1W.Junt ~t.age 

1.75 33.3% 
2.41 4().8i 
2.63 40.0%. 
l.iS 38.7% 
3.73 37.ii% 
4.28 37.2\ 
5.05 36.5\ 
5.38 36.3% 
7.58 35.4% 

iJ.08 34.5% 



APPEmIX 0' 
Page 1 

CEYSERVIllB Wd'ER ~ 

AOOPIm <X.IANl'ITIes 
'feSt Year 1989 

Federal TaX Rate! 15' 
State Tax Fatel 9.3' 
Weal FraochiSe Rate I 0.0\ 

Exp:mses. 

1. Pw:chased ~* 

Pacific Gas an;t Electric o::.tpany 
Rate Schedule . 
Effect1ve oateof Schedule 
~ Used 'rOW 
KMl Used StmTer 
I<Wh Used winter 
$/.kvm ... Sl:Imei 
$lldih. ... Winter 
Slmter Cha:rge 
winter Clla.nJe 
Sez:vlce , Ch#mje . , . 
EnerW Ccirini.SSioo.thaXge 

ToW Pu:z:chased ~ 

2. payroll arrl Enpl0y00 aeneiitst 
DIpl6yee f.aOOr 
Office salcU:y 
Mailagarent salary 

Total Pciyzoll 

Payroll T<iXes 

.3. hi Valoran TaXeS t 
Tax Rate Used 
AssesSedvaiue 

Total Taxes (Avg.) 
. " 

4. water Test.ing (iil Contract tbrk) 

A-l 
1/1/89 
5G,006 
3'1,899 
18;107 

0.10956 
0.09004 

$ 4,15~' 
1,630 

75 
11 

$ 5,868 

$ 960 
4,~~$ . 
5,692 

$ 11,isS 

$ 1,153 

1.0% 
$ 23t 500 
$ 235 

"$ 1,512 



Flat Rate 

AtOPrm (.'UANrITltS 
Test Year 1989 

single Fa:ni1y P.esidentlal. • ....... , •• , • , ••••• , ......... , •••• ' 83 
Adciitl6r\al unit •••••••••••••••••••••••••• · •••••• ,.......... 6 
0:.rrrer01a1. .., • • • • • • ... • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • , , • , • • • • • • • • • oj • • • • ----2 

Flat 'Rate 'Ibtal •••• '. " II ............... " ..... , ... i ........... " " " •• , 98 

~Rate 

JoEtersi.ze , 
S/8 x 3l4-inch. ~ •• i ..... .: , , •••• , ••• i , .... , •••••••• i,\ io ••• 6 ••• 

3/4-~ •• " ,- ............. i' ~ •• ,., .......... , II." ••• Ii •• ~,,"\, -." , . 

- l-.i..OCh •• .; •• ~ • , -.. " , ••• , .. , • , •• , .. , III ..... j , , .. , .• " • , • , ... ~ , " 

1-1/i-ireh • • , • ' ••• , ••••• ~ ••••••••••••• , ••••• ;, •••• , • , ••• 
2-.iii::h •• " , .......... i .- ........ ", II •• , , , ... " .... i • ,. • I .- i " i • ~ t " •• 

~ -:iota.l •••••••• ,., ••••••• i ••••••••• , ••••• ~ •••• 

102 o 
1 
4 

-1! ' 
1.12 

M:!tered water sales used to t'esign Rates t ••• , ••••• 36,857 Ccf' 

AOOPIm nO:H: TAX CAlL'ULATIa.s 
Test Year 1989 

N:l. 
1. 

2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

Item 
Operating Rever'u.le 

~. 
'!'aXes 'Otmr 'lhail In::xme 
Deptec!.iition 
Interest 

6. Taxable ~ for State Tax 
1. State Tax @ 9.3% ($600 Mininun) 

8. TaXable' i'in::me tor FIT 
9. Federal IOOcme Tax @ 15% 

10. Total IilccIIe TaX 

$ 

State 
Tax 

42,362 

29,133 
1,388 
2,270 

o 
9t571 

890 

(Em OF APl'm>Ix 0) 

$ 

Fedaral. 
TaX 

42;362 

29,133 
1,389 
2,270 

0 

890 

8,681 
1,302 

2,192 


