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~EFORE T:~ PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISS:ON OF TriE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Investigation to determine whether ) 
C~neral Order No. 103 should be ) 
amended by inclusion therein of ) 
prov~sions relating to fire pro- ) 
tect10n. ) 

Case No. 7178 
Filed August 22, 1961 

(Appearances are listed in Appendix A) 

OPINION AND ORDER 

This Commission's General Order No. 103, applicable t~ 

water utilities, contains rul~s governing wat:e:r ccrvice. incl~ding 

minimum standards for the design and construction of water systems. 

In this proceeding, the staff of the Commission proposed that said 

general order be amended so as to include therein provisions relat

ing to fire protection service and minimum fire flow requirements. 

Public hearings were held on November 8, 1961, at San 

FranCisco, on November 15, 1961, at Los Angeles, and on August 27, 

1963, in San Francisco. A motion to dismiss this investigation on 

the ground that this Commission had no authority to promulgate such 

a rule was denied. 

Motions were made by several of the parties that this 

investigation be discontinued for the follOwing reasons: 

1. No showing has been made of inadequacy or need of 

increased pipe sizes and supply for fire protection. 

2. No showing has been made as to the necessity for fire pro~ 

tection requirements being written into General Order No. 103. 

3. Local authorities can best prescribe for local situations. 

-1-



,.. 7" 7'" \,0. ... <J e· 

Th~re was no opposition to the motion by any party present, nor did 

any party offer to make said showings. 

We find that the reco:d 0: this proceeding does not dis

close any complaint by a municipality, district, local fire chief 

or representative of a fire underwriter or a rating bureau that 

generally or specifically California water utilities have not fur

nished adequate service for fire protection purposes or that the 

quality of fire protection is poor. Further, we find that no one 

has come forward at these hearings to s~pport the recommendations . 
of the staff. There appears to be no public demand or need for the 

rule envisioned by this investigation. We find that said motions 

should be granted and that this proceeding should be discontinued. 

Good cause appearing, 

IT IS ORDERED that said motions are hereby granted and 

this investigation be and it is hereby discontinued. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

f 1 
:r;iV Dated at ____ San __ F_r:lll_c_iSC_O ___ , California, this _-"'-_"""' __ _ 

day of ____ S ... ~_i"'_;_r;.;;.~\~~ .... E ... R.I._ __ , 1963. 
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LIST OF AP?~~CES 

FOR THE CO~1ISSION ST4~F: 

viil1imn C. Bricca, Edcund F.. Catey and David F. L.?,Hue. 

FOR RESPONDENTS: 

George C. Baron, for Meyers 'Hater Co.; McCu'tchen, Doyle, Brown & 
£nersen, Sy A. Crawford Greene, Jr., for California Water 
Sc'l."'Vicc Company; George '"H. Hasek, for Hac:tenda Water Co.; 
l}11?h B. Helm~ for Dominguez v.Tater Corp.; ~trick J. Maloney, 
:co~ Carpc:'l.terl.a (N'ater Comps.ny; F. or. Sc~rls,Jo11n C-:Morrissey 
nnd Leland R. Selna, by Jol1n C. Morrissey and Leland R. Selns, 
for Pacific GaS and Electric Company; Walte= G. Rsmsat, for 
California 'VTater & Telephone Company; John !S'. Vetromi c, for 
California-Pacific Utilities Company; John A. Cunnin§ham, for 
~arthout Valley Co.; Bacigalupi, Elktis ~ s31fnger, y 
i.J'illiam G. Fleckles, fo4:' Citizens Utilities Company of 
California and for California Water & Telephone Company; 
Arthur D. Guy, Jr., for Suburban Water Systems; W~lker Hannan, 
tor SoutEWest Water Co.; and Louis J. Alexander, for SOuthern 
C~lifol-nia Water Company. 

FOR. OI'BERS: 

Louis J. Alexander, for Califo'l.~ia Section of American 
\Ilatorworks Association; Lee Arm8§er, fo:o City of Mill Valley 
Fire Department; Ralph B. Heim, ior California Water 
Association; Robert H. Kearney, for C31ifo~-nia State 
Fi~emen's Association; James M. Parmelee, for Menlo Park 
Fi:oc District; Ralph L. Rains, for Ukiah Valley Fire District 
and for Cali~ornIa State Firemen's Association; Eldridge w. 
Sinclair and Jack O. Sanders, for H. Zinder & Associates; 
E. L. Albrecht, Sr., for California State Firemen's 
Association and for California Rural Fi~e Association; 
tar" BoXle, for Big Bca~ Lake Fire District; ~thon B. 
Brewer, tor Los Angeles County Fire Department; Wilbur A. 
~oe) for Hesperia Fire Pr.otection Association; Robert O. 
~ran, for City of National City; Frank EastwoOd, for City 
of 'itJestminster; Conrad Fanton, for Flintridge Home Owners' 
Association; Alan M. P:b:es'cone, for City of San Diego; 
Edward H. Gaylord and GOrdon VJ. Kriegel, for County of 
LOs Ari~eles; Jose~h B. Geisler and Preston lurner, for 
City o:c Anaheim; vlalter 1-1. Har.cis, for t;i.ty of Hermosa Beach; 
Delbert G. Higgins, for City of Huntington Beach and its 
Fire Deparement; Garth R. Li?Sl~) for City of Garden Grove; 
Jay Michael, for Lea~e o~ Cal~~ornia Cities; Robert B. 
Rigpey, for County o~ San BC~3rdino; Allan R. SChell, for 
City of La Verne; c. E. Sneary and Joe Leach, for City of 
Redondo Beach; JOM O. Tapkins, for Ventura County Planning 
CommiSSion; Don Warren, for C~ty of Downey; 1<. R. \'7arren, for 
City of Whittier; Calvin V1ctherbee, for california Fire 
Chiefs' Association; Robert L. Wilson, for City of Duarte; 
and V. W. Verbeck, for C~~y of Buena Park. Rollin E. Woodbury~ 
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LIST OF APPEA.~CES 

Earry W. Sturges> Jr., by Willi~ E. r~> for Southern California 
Edison COQpany; Cyril TEomas, tor Matomas Water Company; 
Albert M. Ward, tor k\rcade County Water District; Serbert Cameron, 
James T. Rostron &nd Virgil C. DcL32,for Los Angeles County; 
John A. Fulton, for tvash1ngton \~ater and Light Company; Graha.I:l K. 
Flc~ing) for City of San Diego; Joseph L. Lodi, for Fire ~hiefis 
Division, California League of Cities; and John Noonan, for City 
of South San Francisco, interested parties. 


