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Docket No. 960329-WS
Gulf Utility Company

ADDITIONAL REBUTTAL TESTIMONY
STEVE MESSNER

Could you comment on Mr. Kleinschmidt’s statement
relative to a fire hydrant maintenance agreement?
Culf Utility entered into an agreement with the Estero
Fire Department on March 25, 1992 where Estero agreed
to maintain the hydrants within their jurisdiction.
Mr. Elliott in his rebuttal testimony basically said
the existing Lee County ordinances require fire
service in new developments but not in areas built
prior to the effective date of the ordinance. Do you
agree with that?
Yec, I do.
Mr. Kleinschmidt said Gulf Utility Company is required
by Lee County to meet hydrant spacing reguirements.
What are your comments?
The statement 1is not entirely correct. This 1is
correct in new developments; there are no requirements
for utility companies to retrofit or upgrade older
areas to meet current standards for fire protection.
Would you comment on Mr. Kleinschmidt’s statement
relating to unsuccessful fire flow due to debris 1in
the lines?
It is company policy that a utility representative
accompany the fire department on all flow tests. On
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Docket No. 960329-WS
Gulf Utility Company

tests where we were present, we observed no "debris,
nor were we advised by Mr, Kleinschmidt of debris in
the lines from unauthorized testing he performed where
we were not present. Specifically, the utility was
not notified prior to or after the tests in Wildcat
Run or the Breckenridge subdivision referred to by Mr.
Kleinschmidt. Mr. Kleinschmidt suggests a problem
with obtaining fire flow in some cases, however, to
date this information has not been communicated to
Gulf Utility Company.

Would you comment on Mr. Kleinschmidt’‘s statement
relating to the effects of reduced pressure on
existing buildings?

A fire sprinkler system is desigred bkased on the
results of prerequisite testing and with looping of
the system in January 1996, pressures and flows have
improved. In any event, a developer of a new project
is responsible to make sure that the project has been
designed to meet fire protection standards. That is
not the utility‘’s responsibility.

Mr. Kleinschmidt testified that Gulf Utility does not
meet flow requirements in its service area and
attached Exhibit BOK-1 as back-up. Would you comment
on this?

Mr. Kleinschmidt included fire flow results from 199%.
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Gulf Utility Company

This is 1997. As stated in previous testimony, Gulf
has greatly improved its capabilities of supplying
water and pressure in its distribution system through
system looping in early 1996. On February 18, 1997,
two (2) fire flow tests were conducted by a state
certified fire sprinkler contractor. These tests were
taken in Gulf Utility’'s system at the locations deemed
deficient by Mr. Kleinschmidt. The results of the

test were

Kleinschmidt  Gulf

Location 1995 1997

U.S.41-Sunny Grove MH Park 939.76 GPM 5642 GPM
@ 20 psi @ 20 psi

Breckenridge @ Pensaccla 1154.93 GPM 3254 GPM
@ 20 psi @ 20 psi

Mr. Kleinschmidt’s tests are on pages 1 and 2 of
Exhibit_(SM-2), and Gulf‘s 1997 tests on pages 3 and
4, I am not acgquainted with how Mr. Kleinschmidt
conducted his test, but Gulf’'s was performed by an
independent party, namely a state certified fire
sprinkler contractor. Test results provided 1in
Exhibit_(SM-2) are a true representation of fire flow
availability based upon current system capabilities.
Does this conclude your teatimony on this aubject?

Yes, 1t does.
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Witness: Messner

GULF UTILITY COMPANY

FIRE FLOW TEST

SUNNY GROVE MOBILE HOME PARK

BRECKENRIDGE @ PENSACOLA



ra 941 490 V625 1997.22-13 SO N32T PaTon

SaCe T A - 37T -9@a31 —— wema L LT 7 I LT)

Exhibic BOK-1 (Page 1 of 2)

FIKE FPLOW REPORT

DATE: 01-19-93 TINE: 3018 NYURANTP: G2

REPORT 6¥¢ T.A. FRANANDEE

LOCATION: US-4]., NORYA QF BETIRO AIVAR

3UBDIVISION: BITERO

2LOCK: ©

UTILITY GORFAMY: OULP ORILITY

PREIJENT AT 3ITE: T. VERNANDES, D. OFT, P. REYNOLDS, 8, S$BLLS. €. NALL
REJIDUAL RAYDRANT ¢ USED FOR TPSY: €1 LOCATED IR FRONT OF SUNNT GROVE PARX
COBFFICIENT OF DISCUARGRy 0,9 INGABS OUTLEY DIANETER: 7.3 INCEES
ATATIC PRRSEAURE: 70 ABEIBUAL PRESSURE: 34 PITOT PABSEURE: 313
FLOW PRR NIRUZE: 787.0%2 O.P.M.

FLOW a: $39.78 G.P.K. AT 30 P.5.I. RESIDUAL

UTILITY REP.: Q. AALL

FIRE OEPT. REF.: T. FVERNANDOR:E

PROPERTY RE¥V.: A. NILTOR

FAX #: TUE CRAAORD: $25.00

FEXT RECIBVED ON (PATE): PEE IS WAIVED

COUKRNTY:

: THE NAP SEOWS THIS TO B8 A 10" sAIs. TRIS IS PR BND OF THD NAIN.
PUNP BOOSTER STATION LOCATED UF OF PINE RU. IN SAE CARLOS PARK.
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Exhibie BOK

FPIRS PLOW WMNPORT

DATEY 12~16-98 TIkA: 1230 pm

REFPORT BTI: LT. OPY

LOCATION: BRBCRESFNIDGE RATHR + TRwEIa
STUPDIVISION: PHARR 1V-B
BLOCK:

UTILITY CORPANY: QVLF OTILITIOS
PRESERT AT QITH)
RZSIDUAL NYDRAWY ¢ OBND FOR WNET: IAN
COSFPFIOIBAT OF BISCHARSE: 0.9 INCEHES

40

760.40 0.P.N.

STATIC PRRSSURR:

TLOW PER NINUTH:

rLOow -11“‘-’: °"!". .' 20 '-‘a!-

OTILITY REP.: GARY NALL

FIRE DEPT., ABP.: LT. OFT
PROPERRTY

#

REP.1
FAX
PR RAJCIRVED OB (DATH)}:

COMRENT S
t

B e 40 Y W o=

S3IGNATURE

RESLDOAL PRESBUAR,

RYORANTS: AT FENSACOLA

SART NALL PP RBYNOLOS PP BANNING LY. OFY

gouny
OUTLET DIANETER: 2.8 I

43 PITOT PRESSURE!

RESTOUAL

351 1327 P.38/08

AU TUd

-1 (Page 2 of )
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FLOW TEST DATA SHEET

DATE: 2/19/97 TIME: 14:25 TEMPERA rwu'

JOB NAME: cULF tmm'%s
smur US 41 & CO

COU LER
S L ’L
o [}

“ﬁtw-ﬂn—ﬁwvﬂw

"NOTES 0
7 OF TEN MI S
QVMIJ 1 APPRARS TO BE UNLIMITED DURATION
Test Condusted By: REGAN NELANSON SET — COASTAL r{ PROTECTION
Winsgeed By: GARY HALL ‘
_Copiee To
AREA MAP OUTLET #y SIZB:

E 7Y

OUTLET #2 SIZE:

b

wb To
ADJUSTED TOTALS
w STATIC: 71
mel Neslh Beive RESID.: g8
P.00ex 3007 FLOW: 122
o4l = 56842 G.P. O 20 pat

Fam (B41) 0OT-0FTO




- s e . TR RO
w-laeT Lx.er FECI JNGSTML FORE PRI TLLD ==

FLOW TEST DATA SHEET |
DATE: 2/19/97 TIME: 14:10 TEMPERATURE:
JOB_NAME: CULF amum's

STREET: PENSACOLA CIRCLEX

COUNTY: LEF®
STATE: 7L b b
TYPE o: %

" ry .y r r - y " ¥y - "
NOTES

N

HYDRANT FLOW_FOR A DYRATION OF TEN MINUTES '
AVAILABLE FLOW APPEARS 10 BF 'D DURATION

Test Condusted N SET — COAST. PROTECTION

ik

|
AREA MAP OUTLET §1 SIZE: |
|

|
OQUTLET #§2 SIluE: lI

ADJUSTED TOTALS

STATIC: 88

RESID.: 58 ;

FLOW: 1190 '
3264C.P.M. @ 20 pai :

Fam (041) 097-0070 ‘

TITARL ~.0<



