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BEFORE THE PUBLIC tr'l'II..ITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE. OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
Perry A. Earl and Betty L •• Earl, I 
c1ba Perry A. Earl Developments Inc., 
a California corporation, ~or a 
deviation from, General Order. 10). 
fire now req,uirements' in the City 

Application 82-Q1-1.e-, 
(Filed January 25,l9S2) 

of Ione~ County o'£' Amad'or, State ) 
of California. ) 

---------------------------) 
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By this application, Perry A. Earl Developments, Inc. 
[applicant) requests ,that we grant Pacific, Gas: and Electric-Company 
(PG&E) and applicant a deviation. from the fire :rlo~requ:rrements.or 
General Order (GO) 103 for SubdiviSions. l' and '2' of applicant"s 
proposed Spring Creek residential development: in the'C:i:ey:o:r.~:;ione • 
Background" ' 

In Case 10733 filed A}>ril 17,1979:, ,~ppl1cant.alieged' 
that PG&E had failed to extend water serVice· to 450 lots owned by 

it in Ione. Applicant requested .that. PG&E. be" ordered to. supply , . . .. ' " 

wat6r service to. all of' its lots' in Io~.e. PG&:E,'s pOSition was:·that 
it 'WOuld only extend to the 41 lots (Spring Creek 1 and-2}w1thin 

.. , 

its service area. Applicant had requested' sernce to, 450 lots:" that . . 

'Were in lone,. but all but. 41 were outSide- o~ PG&:E's, service area. 
Fu.rther~ PG&E estimated 'that applicant would have to, pay abou:e.· . 
$100,000 to get. water to its 41 lots under the main: extensi?nrule'. 
In Decision 92445 dated December 2, 1980', we, den1ed~,there11e:treqC.estecr., 
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Application 
Applicant requests that the deviatfonto the . .fire flow . 

requirements o~ GO l03l1 be granted 8ubje~t to PG&:E be1~~ allowec1' 
'to use its existing 6-inch. main w.tth a . flow . of' 4)0 gpm.$' '.' Applicant . 
turther reques'tS that the deviation be granted subj.ec:t; to: applicant 
undertaking the folloWing: 

1. Install fire hydrants. 
2. Install fire retardant roof's. 
3. Install smoke detectors •. 

4. Install sprinklers in each living compartment. 
5. Construct a second entrance to' the development. 
Applicant asserts that. PG&:E "would. se~e: only 46 lots 'Which 

. '. ,',' 

are t'Wholly or partially· within the presently. existing, treated 

water service bound.ary area ••• ". Applic,cm.t also asserts, that'"i't. . 
is economically .feasible to build only 27 'lots 1n~~bdivi:sion'l at: 
this time ••• 't. Applicant states that. it would, b8' required to·. advance' 
$S2~5S1V to rein£orce PG&E's. main line and ~hattb.'is"-wOuldadd, . 
approximately $3.000: to~each o£.the 27- lots. 

,',j.' • 
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'" ..... ' 

',,,,,, y A m1Idmum t'low- ot' l~OOO gpm .for land use of 3 or more "single-family .' .. 
residential units per acre (Land Use 4). 

Y Flow from Water· Supply Questionnaire' data furnished to applicant 
by PGa:E. ..... . 

To provide l?OOO gpm at entrance to-' SubdiviSions 1 and: -2'. The cos.t­
figure does not include thedistribut1onsystem, within. the' , -'. 
subdivisions. . ". : .. , . 
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Applicant states that there is .a need '£or$49,OOQ, housing 
(900-1,160 sq. ft.) in lone.' Applicant also state~t~t.the·. PCi&E 

'. . 
advance is. not economically'£easible and that· no- other .. reliable .. source 

. . , 

0'£ treated water is available. Therefore, applicant is: now: seeking. . 
an a1"£'ordable compromise. Applicant states .. that the sprinklers' 'Will 
cost $;00-$600 per house. 

The Fire Chief and the Mayor ot the City of'o'Ione,'br letters ' 
dated October 29. 1981, accept w:i.thout reservatio~ the~Va11able' ' 

tire flow of 440 gpm!:/ from the existing watersupplyfacilit:tes. 
They f"urther state that. the City of" rone is requiring applicant.; to 

. . , ' 

proVide the following: "'1. smoke detectors;-, 2'. fire retardant 

roo'£s; 3. sprinklers installed to the specifications ot the State . . 

Fire Marshall's 'residential sprinkler standards'; and 4~ a second 

entrance to- the subdivision. '" They state that!" enforcement:, ,of:' the .'. , 
above requirements Will be via the local building" perm1t:and' oC'c?-.:...· 
pancy ordinances. . . ' 

The State Fire Y.arshall by letter dated ' .. December 22~ 19$1, 
supports applicant'S. request tor fire flow variance. , 

Applicant states that PG&:E declined to· as,sist' it in filing 
tor a deviation. .from the .fire flow requirements of' GO 103· •.. By 
letter dated February 22, 1982, applicant mailed a copy of' its 

application to- PG&E.. The app1icant1on was not1~ecr on', the' Commission "$ 

Daily Calendar of January 26,l982. No protest hasbeen'rece1ved· •. 

",,.. 
,.' 

Flow £rom Insurance Service ·Of.fice Form- F:t:re:FlowTests attached .... ' 
to application • 

-3- '. 



• 

• 

A.S2-01-4S A1J/vdl * -.. .. ," 

Findings 0'£ Fact. 
1. It is economically feasible to build ;:only 27 lots out. of 

the 40 lots that PG&E would serve at this tirne~ 
, . 

2. The City of Ione Fire Chief:. and !I.ayor~, bylet.ters .. dated. 
" . " 

October 29, 19S1, accept wit.hout. reservation:t.heavailablefire 
now .from. existing facilities. 

3. Amain extension advance to meet the ,1,OOO'gpm ,fire flow 
requirement would cost $82,551 and i-s not economically~ feasiole., . -'.', ' . 

4.. The City of Ione 'Will require applicant to provide smoke 
detectors, fire retardant roofs, sprinklers,. and a second" ent.rance 
to the subdivision. The city willenf:orce the requiremen'~s via' 
building permit and occupancy ordinances .. 

5. The requested.deviation to-furnish water service from 
existing :facilities is reasonable. 
Conclusions of Law 

PC&E and applicant. to 
-. . 1. Authority should be granted to 

deviate :from Section VIII .. l.a .. o:f CO 103 for furnishing water service 
to Spring C:e~k- Subdivisions 1 and 2. 

2. A pu~lic hearing is not necessary. 
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IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Paci!'ic Gas ane: Electric Company (PG&E) and ~erryAw .Earl 
Developments, Inc. are au'tbor1zed to, deviate from the tire :f'low .: 

I , 

standards or- General Order 10) t Seet1onVIII.l.a..and that,pca. may 
use its existing :facilities to !urnish water'service to PerrY A;. 
Earl Developmen'tt Inc. 's Spring Creek Subdivisions l:and· 2: in 'the 
Ci-ey of Ione. 

2. A copy of this decision shall bemailedto.PG&E. 
This order' becomes eff'eetive 30 days:f'rom tod:ay,.· 
Dated APR' 6' 1982 , at San.Fr~c1SC()~·. California., 
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