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Decisio:l No. 76494 

BE~ORE TF~ PUBLIC u:IL!!IES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFOR.~ 

SUSIE B. COLE, Spokesman for 
WHEEL TRAILER PARK, 

Complainant, 

VS. 

V/IJ:t DIES! WAtEP .. CO:MPANY, 

Respondent. 

Investigation on the Commission's » 
own motion into the rates, rules, ) 
regulations, tariff schedules, 
service, facilities, equipment, ) 
contracts, and practices of ) 
KA.!R..c.~ VAN DIES!, doing business ) 
a~ V~ DIES'!' WATER SYS'l'EM, V.Al~ DIESTl 
BRO'l'HERS, INC., and MARC;..r..E7 Vt.J:J 
DrES!. 

Case No., 8932 
(Filed July 1, 1969) 

Case No. 8980 
(Filed Cctober 15, 1969) 

Susie B. Cole, for complainants. 
Ja'Oes w. Thom:::".Son, for Y..a.rg&ret 

Van D~cst~ respondent in 
Case No. 8980. 

Arthur D. Guv, for Van Diezt Water 
COtl:pany and Van Diest: Z::others, 
I~c., respondents. 

Gary t. Hall, Counsel, and Jerry 
J.. Levender, for the C:>mmission 
staft. 

OP ::: N ION 
---~--,...,..~ 

The nominal compl3.inant in Case No. 8932 was joined by 

approximately 55 individuals. The com?l~int is 1>:ie£ .and simply 

alleges teat the respondent Van Diest Wa~er Company is a priv~t~ly 
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water at very ~ow pressure, and that the water smells so bad it 

is not drin~blc. 

!'he Van Diest w'ater Company filed an ans"'7er on 

July 22, 1969. Iherein l<atrena Van Diest stated that sbe is the 

sole proprietor of said company; admi~s ~~e ie is & privately 

owned water company; admits th.s.t the water has in ~1.mes past 

developed a coloration; states that this coloration is caused by the 

high iron content which <levelo7?s during pe:iods of relatively low 

consumption; and alleges that she is working to upgrade the water in 

the system. 

On Octobe::- 15, 1969, the Commission filed the "orc1Qr 

Instituting Investigation" in Case No. 8932. !herein the Commission 

alleges that it appears that the respondent Katren3 Van Diest may be 

a public utility water company; that Vcu Diest Brothers, Ine. may be 

operattng said water· company at the direction of and in conjunction 

with said Katrena Van Diest; tba.t Marga.ret Van Diest may be 

asserting or attempting to assert eer~.;tit:. ownership rights a::.d 

control over a part of the wate::, comp.:my; and that many complaiuts 

have been fil~d aga~st the wa:er company. It instituted the recent 

investigation to determine: 

1. Whether the operatiOns, rates, rules, rcgul~tions, 

t~riff, schedules, service, facilities, equipment, contraets, 

practices, and fincnces of the subject w~ter system zre unr~sor~ble 

and/or inadequa:e. 

2. Whether respondent ~ater eompany, operating. under the 

direc~ion and control of or in conjune:ion with respon~rnt Van 

Diest Brothers, has violated Section 451 of the ~~blic Utilities 

Code by failing to provide adequate, just and reasonable service. 
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3. vfhethcr respondent water company and respondent Van Diest 

Brothers, or either of ~hem, is a public utility water corporation 

within'~h~ ~caning of Sect~3 216 and 241 of the Public Utilities 

CoC~. 

4. ~~~ether respond~t MZ:¢3rct Van Diest is a p~blic utility 

watr.r corpor:.tion within the me~::l.ing of Sections 216 and 241 of the 

Public Utilities Code. 

5. W'-1.ethcr any enctlmbrance or trt;.nsfer, whether voluntarily 

or by court order, thet m.:ly have been effectuated. without CcmmS.ssion 

authorit7 should be declared null ~nd.void. 

G. Whether respondents, or anyone of them, should be oreered 

to cease and desist from any and 311 ~~ut:orized pr3.~tiees, conduct~ 

or oper:,::ions. 

7. v~ther any oth~r oreer or orders sr~uld be issued by 

this Cocmission in the lawf~l exercise of its jurisdiction. 

After due notice to ~ll parties a public hearing on the 

two matter::: ,,{1as held before ExJ:mi%:cr Rogers in Los Angeles on 

October 24, 1969. At the hcsring it was developed that there is z 

law suit pending in the Superior Court iu the St~te of C~li=ornia in 

and fo= the County of Los Angeles (between Katrena V3n Diest and 

Y~rgaret van Diest) whereby ~~r8arct Van Dicst is attempting =c 
secure an interest in a portion of the water system used in the 

water service herein involved, a~d particularly that said Margaret 

Van Diest asserts an interest in Well No. 2 and a portion of the 

underground water supplies. At the hea.ring herein, Margaret Vz.n 

Diest disclaimed any present interest in the ~tters now pendi~ 

before this Commission except that she cl~ims an interest in Well 

No.2 and the water rights. As a result, the compla.inant 
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Susie B. Cole; the C~ssion's counsel, ~ry Hall; and Arthur Guy, 

the counsel for Katrena Van Diest ane Van Diest Brothers, Inc., 

stipulated that the following oreer ~y be entered at the present 

time and that KBtrena Van Diest and/or Van Diest Brothc=s, Inc., 

dOing business as Van Diest Water Company~ is a public utility water 

company, within the meaning of Sections 216 and 241 of the Public 

Utilities Code of the Stat'c of California. 

The decision of the Superior Court relative to title to 

wells and water supplies should be filed with the Commission by 

defendant Van Diest Water Company not later than thirty days after 

said decision shall have become final. 

We find that Katren.a Van Diest, and/or Van Diest Brothers, 

Inc., doing business as Van Diest Water Company, are a public 

utility subject to the regulatory jurisdiction of this CommiSSion 

~nd the applicable provisions of law. 

We conclude that the following order should be entered. 

ORDER ---- ... 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Within ten days after the effective date of this order, 

defendant, Van Diest Water Company, shall fil~ the schedules of 

rates set forth in Appendix A to this order, a tariff service area 

map clearly indicating the area actually being served, appropriate 

general rules and copies of printed forms to be used in dealing 

with cuseomers. Such filing shall comply with General Order 

No. 96-A. The tariff schedules shall become effective on the fourth 

day af~er the date of filing. 
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2. Defendant, Van Dies~ W~ter Company, shall prepare and 

keep current the system map required by Par~.zraph 1.10 • .1.. of 

Genera.l Order No. 103, Rules Governing Water Ser..rice It:.cluC:iug 

Minimum Standards for Dcsisn .::nd Construction.. 'W;"th!:!:. sixty days 

after the effective date of this order, def~ndant shall file with 

the Commission two copies of the ~p. 

3. Within thirty days after the ef£~ctive date of this 

order, defendant, Van Diest Water Company, shall file in this 

proceeding a copy of a water supply permit issued by t:he appropriate 

Department of Public Health, or if the permit shall ~ot yet have been 

issued, a copy of an a.pplication which defendant shall have filed 

for such permit. 

4. Within ninety days after the effective date 'of this order~ 

defendant, Van Diest Water Comp~ny, shall file in this proceeding ~ 

report setting forth in detail a determination of the original ccst~ 

estimated if not known (historical cost appraisal) of the properties 

used and useful in providing water service, and also the depreciation 

reserve requirement applicable to sueh properties. !be report shall 

designate which items are supported by vouchers or other like 

documentary evidence and which items are estimated, and shall show 

the basis upon which any such estiIlla.tes were made, exeluding any 

reference to Well No.2, the well site and .facilities on that site, 

and the water rights related to Well No.2. 

S. Except for Well No. 2 and facilities on Well No. 2 site, 

defendant, Van Diest Wat~r Company ~ shall determine· :he depreciation 

rate by (1) subtra~ting the est1mared future net salvage and the 
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depreciation reserve from the original cost of plant; (2) dividing 

the result by the est~ted remaining life of the plaut; and (3) 

dividing the quotient 'by the original cost of plant. Defendant: 

shall review the depreciation rates at intervals of five years and 

whenever a major change in depreciable plant occurs. The results 

of each review shall be submitted promptly to the Commission. 

6. Until authorized by further order of the Commission, 

defendant, Van Diest Water Company, shall not serve additional 

customers or expand the facilities to serve any additional areas. 

7.· 'Vlithin sixty days after the effective date of this order, 

defendant, Van Diest Water Company, shall file with the Commission: 

4. A program of improvements in facilities to meet 

the minimum requirements of General Order No. 103 

to provide for contin.uous water service. 

b~ Program estimates of the cost of the improvements. 

c. Program est:l.mated dates for eompletica. of the 

imprOV'em.cnts. 
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d. A pump test of its wells showing capacity in gallons 

per minute, static 41ld pu:nping levels, diseharge 

pressures, pump efficiencies, and a description 

of the equipment. 

e. Well logs. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereo.£. 

of utiCfMBER , 1969. 
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APPLICABILIT'f 

APPENDD: A 
P~ge 1 or 2 

Schedule No. 2R 

_RES=ID_EN'I'I=;;.;oA~L ~ ~ SER1ICE 

Applicable to all flAt rate residentiAl ~ter ~ervice. 

TERRITORY 

Paramotmt and vicinity, I.o:s Angelc:s County. 

RA TE Per Service Connection - Per Month 
For a ~ingle-fa.mily rcsidcnthl 
unit including premises ••••••••••••••• $3.00 

SPECIAL CONDITION 

The above nat ro.tes apply to a :scrv:tce connection not larger th3.n 
one inch in diameter. 
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APPL!CABIU'I'Y 

APPENDIX A 
Page 2 ot 2 

Schedule No. lI. 

Applicable to metered ~tcr sorviee to the Wheel Trailer Park. 

ParamO'l.lnt and vicini t:;r, tos Angelos County. 

Quantity Rates: 

First 2,000 cu.tt. or loss .........•.•...•.. 
Next 14,000 cu.tt., per 100 cu.tt. . •...•.... 
Over 16 .. 000 cu.1't ... per 100 cu.rt.. . ..••.••.• 

SPECIAL CONDln9! 

Pl!"r Month 

$6.$0 
.15 
.10 

BiJ 1:5 tlgs shall be ba.sed upon the sum or eons'Umption registered by th¢ 
meters ~ervine the \\'hecl Tr~ler Park. 


