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R. L. MXERS, represent1ng himself and ) 
other va.ter users ) 

) 
COmpla11le~t, ) 

) 
VB. ) 

) 
WAYNE VPJ)NAIS, owner and operator or ) 
a vater system, and ) 

) 
PARK WATER COMPAlr.! ) 

) 
Defendants. ) 

) 

Case No. 5314 

R .L. Myers, in prop1a persona and tor other 
'W'8.ter users; 'Wayne VadnaiS, in propia 
persoc.a; H.H. Wheeler and. William. S. Cook" 
tor Park Water CompanY; James F .. Wilson, 
for the Comm1sc1on Stat!. 

OPINION -- .... ~---

R.I.. Myers, a. vater consumer, by the above-entitled. eompl.a1nt" 

tiled August 2, 1951" and as amended August 10" 1951, asks the Commission 

either to order Wayne Ve.c1na1s, OllUer e.nd. operator or a. va.ter system servitl8 

domestic va.ter to approx1mate1y 46 vater cousumera, to t\n'nish adequate and 

sat1ste.etory ve.ter service, or to authorize and. permit Park Water Company, 

e. corpore.tion, to extend its vater system. to serve the complainants herein 

Wld such other persons des1rul6. vater service in the area nov served by the 

defendant Vadnais. 

A publiC hear~ng Oll en emergency be.si8 vaa held betore Exam1ner 

Weruer Oll A\lgUet 23, 1951, a.t Los Angeles, Call'!orn1a. 

The compla1n.e.nts allege that the defendant Vadnais and. his 

predecessors b.a.ve v:rongtully operated the vater system serving, and 1oee.ted 

ill" 'rract No. 6200, as re-subd1v1ded, los Allge1es County. The area be1Dg 
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eerved." e.e show on the map tiled a.t the hearing &8 Exlnb1t No.1" is tr1-

a.ogula.r in shape and is bound. on the northvest by Lakewood Boulevard" on the . 

east by Clark ~venue" and on the south by Imperial Higb:way" in un;tncorporated 

territory .. in the vicin1tyof Dowey" Los Angeles County" CaJ.1!orn1a.. Tbe 

area. comprises approXimately 18 or 20 acres" &lld although or:lg1nally sub

divided into 18 lots" it has been re-8ubdiv1d.ed" as also sbow on Exhibit 1" 

into several smaller lots 01' varying sizes and dimensioJlS" upon vll1ch the 

majority 01' the 46 present vater consumers nov live. 

'I'be complainants turther allege that tl:le defendant 'Wayne Vadnais 

has f'e.11ed to furnish adequate and satisfactory water eern.ce and that the 

tacili ties ot the Va.dl:lais system have completely broken dow. The vell has 

failed, and 1 t has 'been necessary to eUect a tempore.ry vater serv1ce con-

nect10n with the defendant Park Water Compa.ny's vater system. 

The complainants allege that the defendant Vacto.a1e bas never 

obtained and does not poeeeao a. certiticate ot public convenience and neces· 

si ty rrom. this COmmission 1'.(.) operate ee.1d vater system as reqUired by 

Section 50(a.) ot the pUblic Utilities Act. 

The complainant,S turther allege that Park Water Company" a publ1c 

uti11tyvater corporation operating under the juri8d1ctio~ of this Commission" 

is nov engaged in ser'V1ng areas contiguous to the area herein described." and. . 
has eutt1cient vater bupply and facilities to 'tUrn1sh adequate vater service 

to the property owers and. vater users nov being eerved by the detendAnt 

Vadnais. 

At the hearing" the defendants neither denied nor refuted any or 

the allegatiOns contained in the complaint as amended. 

The defendant Vadnais testitiedthat he had bought the present 

water system in April, 1951, vithout tull covledge of its condition or its 

responsib1li tieG. He stated that he had spent betveen $400 and $500 attempt· 

~ to rehe.bil1 tate the ~ystem and had teken in but $200 in operating revenue 

e1nce April or this yes:r. He stated. that he b8.d. mortgaged his car and had 

bad the motor, vh,1ch dr1ves the pump in the vell vh1ch rurn1shes vater tor 
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the sys'tA:m, o'VerMuled :tor the additional cost or approX1lDately $100, and 

that he vas at the end or his f'1!lEl.llc1al rope, and vas unable to make 1J1J.'Y 

further at~t8 to mn1utaiu or operate the vater system .. 

'l"he record sbo\.os the.t about two veeka ago the bottom of the vell 

caved ill, lea.Ving the system completely'lo11thout a 80\ll"Ce ot 'Water supply. The" 

comple.1nant ~ testified. tbAt he, in conjunction aM coopera.tion Vi th t.be 

defend.aut Vadnais, bad. borrowed pipe trom Murray Puznp Compe.ny, on a tempOrary 

basis, had sec~ed. a. donation of' 147 teet ot 2-1nch pipe trom detendant Park 

Water Co., had bor:roved 400 teet of ~-1nch hose from the County Fire Depart-

ment) and bad thereby effected a temporary water ser:'1ce cOIlllect1on With 

Park Water Company" 1'or tl:!,e ~ah1"Og 01' water 'by the latter 1'ree 01' charge" 

on an emergency and. temporary ba.ais" until other arr~Zlts could be made. 

R. R. Wheeler, President or Park. I .. Jater Company, stated that his 

compony vas ready 1 V1ll1ng and able to t'UX"%I.1sh e.deQ.ua:te vater oerv1ce on "

permanent basis to Tract No.. 6200 by the installation of a. completely ~ 

water system therein through e. permanent connection with Park Water Compa:cy's 

present vater ci1atr1but10n :rac11i ties ill its ZOne 1, vbic:h includes portions 

of its systems Nos. 21, 22 and 40, and pert of which is located. at the north

west corner or Imperial. X:1.ghway and. Lake-.rood Boulevard, and is ilmned1ately 

adjacent and contiguous to said tract on the nort~ot thereof along Lakewood 

Boulevard. RO\lever., the 'W'1tne~8 ~1heeler teetU'ied. that he considered tbAt 

Park ~·[a.ter Company's presently filed Rule and Regulation 19, Water Main 

ExtellB1oZlS, could not be applied to the service extellB10ns wh1ch vould be 

required to serve Tract No. 6200. He stated that the prov18ion UXlder Rule 

No .. 19, (1) Cienerer.l ExtensiOns" in this iI18tanee would be uneconom1cal. and 

'Would place all undue b\tl:'den on all others or Park' B COll8tanerB.. Be :turther 

stated that no other presently filed rule and regulation for water main 

extensions could be a.pplied in this instance, and requested that the Com.

znisG10n a.uthorize Park Water Company to :rile Rule and Regulation No. lSI, vb.1ch 

vould. e.pply to this area alone.. Such special condition vould authorize Park 

Water Co .. to require a. contribution trom each COllS1.lme1"-property ower in 
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'I'ract No. 6200" Los Anseles County" o't $~ per f'ront 'toot per lot :f'or extension 

or service into the tract. 'l'lle contributions would be payable in a lu:np fl1.lm 

whenever possible" but Park Water Compe:c.y would grant to ea.ch ower-consumer 

e. period ot one year' e time for the completion or payment of such contr1bu-

t10n. On those lots vhere t~ere 'W'8.8 no occU'p8%\cy" Pork Water Company wo~d 

set up on 1 ts 'books the cost of the extension e.s a. deterred item" to be :paid 

'by the future occ~ants in the same manner as present occupants. 

He stated. tbat he estimated that the a.verage cost to each or the 

46 present water COll3t.t::1ers would 'be about $50. He rurther stated. tl:w.t it 

would be necessary tor P3rk Water Cox:rpe.ny to obtain rights of' vay tor the· 

installation or the proposed vater syste.'"i\. tl:lroughout 'l'ract No. 6200" since 

the streets locatec! there1n b&.ve never been cle(!.ica.ted and the re-e1.lbd1v1sion 

ot the tract has never been ottic1ally approved or recorded. 

Exhibit No. 2 filed at the bearing is a map shoving the proposed 

rights ot vay .... hich it would 'be necessary tor Park Water Comp8.Xl.y to obtain" 

and Exhibit No. 3 is tI. :lSlIlple copy of a right of way which would be obta1ned 

trom each of the property ovners • 

. The source ot vater supply tor Tract No. 6200 would be a crose 

cotmect1on vi th Park' c present tacil1 ties in its Zone 1" wh1ch comprises 

nine vells" vith a total estimated production capac1ty ot between 12,,000 and 

14,,000 gallons per minute. All ot the wella are intercotmected. 

As s~wn on Exhibit No. 1, the water system. proposed to be 

1ustalled iu Tra.ct No. 6200 .... ould comprise 4" 6 e.:o.d 8-1nch C8.5t iron ma.1l:l.5. 

T.b.e total eat1mated cost of ill8ta..llation is shown on the follOWing 

te.bulat1on: 

Item 
Estimated cost ot 1nctallat1on of ~1pe11nes 
as shown in Exb1b1t' No. 1 

Eat1ma.ted coet ot ootaining t1 tle see.rcb.es and 
expenoe ot obte.1n1ng necesoary Signatures to 
lay p1pee in property 

Total Est~ted Cost 

-4-

Amount 

$ 8,,79l.64 

3,000.00 

$1l,,79~.64 
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Due to the d.eteriorated. cond1tion of the Vadna:1s vater system" the 

vi tness Wheeler stated tbat Park Water COmpa::.y vould neither ask Xlor make any 

use ot tllat system it 1t 'Were authorized to serve Tract No. 6200 under the 

special conditions as hereinbetore noted. 

TbJe record sho .... s" vith respect to rates tor .... ater eerv1ce .. t~t th~ 

defendant Vadna1s and his ~redecessors have been charg1:g a flat rate ot 

$2·50 per month per consumer. Park Water Company's w1tness stated that it 

~uld install meters and vould apply its presently tiled schedule or metered 

rates to Tract No. 6200. These ra'teu inclUde a m1n1.m1.lm cbarge or $1.50 per 

meter per month tor 5/8 x 3/4-1nch meter, with quantity rates of 15 c:ents per 

100 cubic feet for the first 2,,000 cubic feet" l2i cents per 100 cubic feet 

for the next 8,000 cubic teet, 10 cents :per 100 cubic teet tor the next 

90,,000 cubic teet" and lo .... er rates tor quantities in excess of 100,,000 cubic 

teet. Since the area is entirely residential" \11th the exception of one or 

two small comereial esUl.bl1shments" it appears that the average monthly 'bill 

under the metered rates vould 'be about $2 .25 per month. 

The record show that Park Water Company would install tire hydrant 

risers on the system. v1thout further charge" and. would eUect a contract vith 

~he Do'W'Uey County Fire Protection District for the installation ot tire hy_ 

drants; the location and number ot vbicb. would be decided 'by the District. 

Park Water Company vould make no direct charge tor fire hydJ.-ant service to 

any of the reSidents of Trac:t No. 6200" and the cost of rendering such serv

ice would be borne 'by the Fire Protection District" .... bicb. in turn d.oes nov and 

'W'Ould continue to levy taxes against the property owners located. within its 

'boundaries. 

The record sbo .... s that Park Water Company does and 'WOuld continue to 

ma.1nta1n 15erv1ce and repa1r erevs in the il:I:Imed1ate Vicin1 ty tor the render1Dg 

of those se.t'V1ces to consumers in Tract No. 6200. 

l't is eVident :!:rom the record tbat the defendant Vs.dna1s is no 

lo~er a.'ble to t\n':l1sb. any water service to bis l'resent consumers, and in 

tact is no longer deairous or continUing to operate e. vater system" and it 
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is, tllere:t:ore, eVident that a publ1c emergency exists Vi th I'eapeet to the 

turnishillg by !Some other perty of vater service to Tr8et No. 6200. 

It is concluded, :!'rom a. co.retul reView and cOnGicierat1on of the 

:record, tb4t the proPOGaJ. or Po.rk Wa.ter Company an discussed. berein to install 

a vater system. in Tract No. 6200, &8 deGcr1bed, e.nd under the epecial con

ditions as discussed herein, is not u:oreasone.ble and. is not adverse to the 

public interest. The order herein" therefore" Will authOrize the f1l1cg by 

Park Water Company or a special condition of its pre8en~y tiled Rule and 

Regulation No. 19 to be a.ppl1cc.ble to Tract No. 6200" only. Due to the 

urgency of this matter, the orrier "Jill 'proVide that it take ettect 1.mmediate-

ly. 

ORDER 

A complaint haVing been tiled nth the Com1ssion by R. L. Myer8" 

representing 8. group or 46 va.ter \leers in Tract No. 6200" Loe All,geles County, 

against Wayne Vodnais, owner and. operator of a. 'W'O.ter !System in said tract" 

and Park Water COmpany" a public utility water corporation, owner and 

operator or a vater system in terri tory 1mmed.1ately adjacent and. contiguous 

to Tra.ct No. 6200, a. public hearing l"-:.Ving been held." the %ll&tter haVillg been 

submitted and nov being rea4y tor dec1s1on" 

IT IS HEREBY FOUND AS A FACT tb.a.t Wayne Vadnais has never secured. 

and. does not possess a certiticate of public convenience and necessity from 

th1B COmmission to operate a public utility vater system; and 

IT IS BEREBY FOOM> AS A FACT tbat the detendlmt Ve.d.na1s i13 no 

lODger able to continue to operate a vater system and i8 no longer desirous ot 

operatitlg a. vater system in Tract No. 6200; and 

IT IS HEREBY. FOONI) AS A FACT that );I\.ll)l.1.e conveni.ence o.nd neees-

sity reqUire that Park Water Company, in ord.er to effect the necessuy serv .. 
l.ce exteM1.on 'to t'Ul'1l1eh adequate vater serv1ce 1.n 'l.'ract No. 6200 7 'be autbor-

ized to t'ile a special. co~tion o~ ~ts presently ~12ed Ru1e and Regulat1.on 

No. 19, to be know as Rule and Regulation No. 19 (3); therefore, 
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Park Yater Company is authorized to file 

a opec:1c.l c:ondi t10n of' 1 ts presently tiled Rule and Regulation No. 19 to be 

known a.a No. 19 (3), which Yill apply only to service extension 1n 'tract 

No. 6200, I.ea Azl8elea County, end Yill req,u:1.re trcm each or the con8umer

property Olo'1).ers located therein & contribution ot $1 per trent toot per 

lot tor \(8.ter service extension, and vill proVide tbat each ovuer COll8Ymer 

\1111 be granted 8. periOd or one yeer tor the completion ot payments or 

such contribution, and that on those lota vhere there 18 no occupancy, Park 

Wa~r Company Yill set up on 1 te books the coat. or the exteua101l as e. de-

re~ 1 tem to 'be paid by the ruture occupa:c.ta 1U the same marmer as present 

occupants. 

day or 

The ef'tect1 ve date or this Order ahall be the date hereof'. 

Dated at Q M '~J.AAr~ tX) I ca.:l.Uoruia, tb10 '?-t'::-

~ ... ~ ,1951. 
(/ 

COiIIDi1as10nera 


