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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that STAFF'S FIFTEENTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO 

UTILITIES, INC. OF FLORIDA (NOS. 297-302) has been served by electronic mail to Martin 

S. Friedman, Friedman Law Firm, 766 N. Sun Drive, Suite 4030, Lake Mary, FL 32746, 

mfriedman@ffllegal.com, and that a true copy thereof has been furnished to the following by 

electronic mail this 6th day of April, 2017. 

Erik L. Sayler, Esquire 
J. R. Kelly, Esquire 
Office of Public Counsel 
c/o The Florida Legislature 
111 West Madison Street, Room 812 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 
Sayler, Erik@leg.state.fl.us 
Kelly.jr@leg.state.fl.us 
 

 

 
 

/s/ Walt Trierweiler 
WALT TRIERWEILER 
Senior Attorney, Office of the General Counsel 
 
FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 
(850) 413-6175 
wtrierwe@psc.state.fl.us 
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	STAFF'S FIFTEENTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO utIlities, inc. of florida (NOS. 297-302)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	297. Please refer to the rebuttal testimony of UIF Witness Swain, Pg. 8. Witness Swain identified six years as the correct average service life for the GIS system. However, according to Rule 25-30.140, Florida Administrative Code, the average service ...
	298. For each of the following systems, please provide the amount of prepaid CIAC included in each CIAC account listed on the A-12 schedule.
	a. Lake Utility Services
	b. Labrador
	c. Lake Placid
	d. Mid-County
	e. Sandalhaven
	f. UIF – Marion County

	299. Please refer to page 3, line 22 through page 4, line 17 of witness Siedman’s rebuttal testimony.
	a. Please provide the basis for the estimated return flow percentages of 90 percent for residential and 96 percent for general service.
	b. Please provide the calculations used to determine the estimated return flow percentages for Sandalhaven, along with explanations for any values utilized in them.

	300. Please refer to Page 9 of witness Seidman’s rebuttal testimony, Lines 21-22, regarding prepaid connections for LUSI. Please explain the basis for the use of an AADF of 280 gpd/ERC and provide a comparison of the average prepaid contribution level...
	301. Please refer to the Page 13 of witness Seidman’s rebuttal testimony, Lines 6-10, regarding the master lift station structure for the following:
	a. Was the project designed for the ultimate capacity of 665,000 gpd with three pumps? If not 665,000 gpd, please provide correct value and explain.
	b. What is the current capacity of the master lift station with the two pumps installed? If it is not the same as the current purchased EWD treatment capacity, please explain.
	c. Had the Utility constructed the master lift station structure to only house the two pumps needed immediately, what would be the cost in comparison with the cost to house the three pumps?

	302. Please refer to the Page 11 of witness Seidman’s rebuttal testimony, Lines 10-23, regarding the arrangements made to purchase 300,000 gpd from EWD for the following:
	a. Please describe the categories of the payments, including initial, subsequent, and ongoing payments to EWD and explain the nature of the cost that is included in rate base.
	b. Please provide the number of ERCs, the basis of the calculated ERCs, and a comparison of the average prepaid contribution level with the average cost per ERC for the EWD capacity in rate base.
	c. Please provide the cost for each 100,000 gpd incremental EWD capacity.
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