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PROCEEDINGS 

(Transcript continues in sequence from 

rolume 12.) 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Feil, are we ready to go 

iith Mr. Westrick? 

M R .  ARMSTRONG: Yes, Madam Chair, we're 

ready. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Armstrong. 

J. DENNIS WESTRICK 

?as called as a witness on behalf of Southern States 

Jtilities, Inc., and having been duly sworn, testified 

I S  follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

3Y MR. ARMSTRONG: 

Q Good afternoon, Mr. Westrick. 

A Good afternoon. 

Q Do you have before you nine pages of prefiled 

lirect testimony which was prefiled in this case? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have any changes you'd like to make to 

:hat testimony? 

A No, I do not. 

Q If I were to ask you the questions contained 

in that testimony, would your answers be the same? 

A Yes. 
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MR. ARMSTRONG: Madam Chair, I request that 

:hat prefiled testimony be incorporated into the record 

LS though read. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: The prefiled direct testimony 

)f Mr. Dennis Westrick will be incorporated into the 

:ecord as though read. 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Thank you. 

Q (By Mr. Armstrong) Mr. Westrick, you are 

;ponsoring four exhibits; is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q Do you have any changes you would like to make 

:o those exhibits? 

A No, I do not. 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Madam Chair, we request these 

sxhibits be identified as a composite. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Give me the initials on them. 

MR. ARMSTRONG: JDW-1 through 4. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: JDW-1 through 4 will be 

larked as composite Exhibit 116. 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Thank you. 

(Exhibit No. 116 marked for identification.) 
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A. 

WHAT IS YOUR NAME AND BUSINESS ADDRESS? 

My name is J. Dennis Westrick, P.E., and my business address is lo00 

Color Place, Apopka, Florida 32703. 

Q. BY WHOM ARE YOU EMPLOYED AND WHAT IS YOUR 

POSITION? 

I am employed by Southern States Utilities, Inc. (“Southern States”) as 

Senior Engineer in the Planning and Engineering Department. 

WHAT IS YOUR EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND AND WORK 

EXPERIENCE? 

I received my Masters Degree in 1980 from the University of Notre Dame 

with a major in  Environmental Health Engineering. In 1976 I received a 

Bachelor of Science Degree from Western Kentucky University with a 

major in Environmental Engineering Technology. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

I have 15 years experience working for a private consulting 

engineering firm in the water and wastewater industry and have been with 

Southern States Utilities for the past two years. In 1978 I began as an 

engineer with the consulting engineering firm of Howard Needles Tammen 

and Bergendoff in Indianapolis, Indiana. Through my nine years with the 

firm in the Indianapolis office, I served as an assistant project engineer and 

progressed to project manager working on a variety of water and 

wastewater projects. Project assignments included planning, design and 

construction administration for new and existing water 

1 
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supply/treatment/distribution facilities and wastewater collectiodtreatment 

facilities. The majority of the projects were associated with municipal 

clients although my experience also included engineering services for 

indusmal facilities. 

From December 1986 through May 1993, I served as a senior 

project manager for Howard Needles Tammen and Bergendoff in their 

Orlando, Florida office. I was assigned to various water and wastewater 

planning and design projects for both municipal and indusmal clients. 

In May of 1993, I began employment with SSU in their planning 

and engineering department. I am currently serving as a senior engineer 

with project management responsibilities for both water and wastewater 

facilities. 

WHAT ARE YOUR PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS? 

I am a Professional Engineer and have been registered to practice in the 

State of Florida since 1988 and in the State of Indiana since 1984. I am 

Q. 

A. 

a member of the American Waterworks Association and Water 

Environment Federation and Florida Pollution Control Association. 

Q. WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR TESTIMONY IN THIS 

PROCEEDING? 

A. I will sponsor the information provided in Volume 11, Book 4 of 4, and 

present facts relative to the plant in service investments made by SSU 

since the last rate orders for the facilities included in this filing. Southern 

2 
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States’ use of a 1996 projected test year to establish prospective rates is 

supported by the fact that in Southern States’ last two rate proceedings 

using projected test years, Docket Nos. 920655-WS (Marco Island) and 

911188-WS (Lehigh), SSU was very successful in completing the plant in 

service projects we forecasted for the projected test years used in those 

proceedings. As with those proceedings, Southern States has been 

selective in the investments we request that the Commission include in the 

Commission’s final rate order. Southern States has requested recovery in 

this proceeding of all projects completed since rates last were established 

as well as those projects which will be completed in 1995 or 1996, 

projects such as water transmission and wastewater collection replacements 

and expansions; meter replacements and new meter installations in 

magnitudes confirmed by our past experience and current planning 

requirements; projects which must be completed to comply with DEP, 

water management district or EPA permit requirements; and other projects 

generally required to comply with environmental laws, rules and standards 

in 1996. In addition, I will provide facts concerning SSU’s planning and 

engineering department which demonstrate how SSU’s water and 

wastewater services are functionally related, cross county boundaries and 

represent one utility system. 

COULD YOU BRIEFLY DESCRIBE THE CAPITAL PLANT IN 

SERVICE INVESTMENTS SSU HAS MADE SINCE THE LAST 

3 
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RATE ORDERS FOR THE SERVICE AREAS INCLUDED IN THIS 

FILING? 

A. Yes, Exhibit (JDW-1) presents a summary of the additions which 

SSU placed or will place in service by year for the service areas included 

in this filing. The capital project summary is categorized by type: namely 

water, sewer or general plant. Overall, SSU has made more than 

$97,000,000 in plant additions since rates were last established with $56 

million invested in the water facilities, $31 million in the wastewater 

facilities and $11 million in general plant facilities. 

Of the total investment, approximately 45% has been the result of 

efforts to comply with safety issues and regulatory mandates. These 

investments were necessary to meet the increasingly stringent 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Florida Department of 

Environmental Protection (FDEP) and the water management district rules 

and regulations. The other 55% represents investments related to service 

area growth, quality of service, and general improvements. These 

investments were for improvements needed to ensure the availability and 

reliability of service, to compensate for changes in the source of supply 

and to achieve a common goal of the State of Florida and SSU, protection 

of the environment for the future. The breakdown of our water, 

wastewater and general plant investments by priority code -- ( 1 )  safety; (2) 

regulatory mandate; (3) growth; (4) quality of service; and (5) general 

4 
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improvement -- is provided in  Exhibit & (JDW-2). 

Volume 11, Book 4 of 4, contains a detailed list identifying all 

projects either placed or to be placed in service during the period since 

rates last were established through December 31, 1996. Every project 

which SSU seeks to recover in rate base is identified with the 

corresponding priority code. The plant in service projected for 1995 and 

1996 includes projects which SSU is confident will be completed in the 

time frames specified in Volume 11, Book 4 of 4. As explained by witness 

Denny, portions of the projected 1995 and 1996 plant in service, namely 

meters, service lines and renewals and replacements, are based primarily 

upon historic experience and projected customer growth. The remainder 

of the 1995 and 1996 investments for water and wastewater operations 

include projects which have been initiated prior to 1995 and will be 

completed in 1995 ($18,714,549); initiated in 1995 to be completed in 

1995 ($5,348,994) or 1996 ($10,690,432) or to be initiated and completed 

in 1996 ($4,108,913) to meet high priority needs. 

Q. COULD YOU PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INFORMATION 

CONTAINED IN EXHIBIT 111, (JDW-3)? 

Yes. One of the principal arguments consistently voiced against SSU’s 

uniform rate structure is that customers located in our larger service areas 

with the larger customer bases are paying for SSU investments in smaller, 

allegedly dilapidated facilities used to provide service to the smaller 

A. 

5 
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customer bases. Exhibit & (JDW-3) reveals that $63,572,350 of the 

additional $86,397,095 of water and wastewater plant placed in service 

(excluding general plant) since rates last were established, or 

approximately 74% of the additional plant, was added to serve the service 

areas with the ten largest customer bases (excluding Buenaventura Lakes). 

The ten largest customer bases, constituting approximately 66% of the total 

customers included in this filing are located in the following service areas: 

Deltona Lakes, Lehigh, Marco Island, University Shores, Beacon Hills, 

Deep Creek, Sugar Mill Woods, Marion Oaks, Amelia Island and Citrus 

Springs. Except as 1 will note shortly, under uniform rates, these 

investments will be spread over the more than one hundred thousand 

customers included in this filing. These facts conflict with the perception 

that larger service areas do not receive any benefit from the uniform rate 

structure. 

I also would like to note that the Marco Island service area 

received $18 million of water investments since April 30, 1993, the date 

rate base was last established. The other reverse osmosis facility included 

in the reverse osmosis service classification, Burnt Store, received $3.7 

million of water investments since December 31, 1991, the date rate base 

was last established. These facts support SSU’s proposal to segregate out 

the Marco Island and Burnt Store reverse osmosis facilities into a separate 

water service classification and not spread investments in these facilities 

6 
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to other customers receiving service from conventional treatment facilities. 

Q. ARE THERE ANY OTHER FACTS WHICH REFUTE 

ALLEGATIONS OF LARGE SERVICE AREAS PAYING FOR THE 

SMALLER SERVICE AREAS? 

Yes. Exhibit & (JDW-4) provides a list of projects which exceed 

$lOO,ooO for the individual service areas. This exhibit reveals that 22 of 

the 29 service areas with a combined water and wastewater customer base 

in excess of 500 customers, as identified in Exhibit b(JDW-3), have had 

or will have had at least one project which cost in excess of $100,000 

through December 31, 1996. Only 2 of the 31 service m a s  with a 

combined customer base of less than 100 customers had or will have a 

project which cost in  excess of $100,000 during the same period -- and 

one of these service areas, Sunshine Parkway, serves commercial 

customers so its small customer base is not indicative of its load 

A. 

characteristics. In fact, only 6 of these 31 smaller service areas had a 

project which cost in excess of $50,000, again, including Sunshine 

Parkway. These facts further refute the allegation that smaller service 

areas are the principal causes of higher rates. 

Q. CAN YOU DESCRIBE HOW THE PLANNING AND 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT STRUCTURE AND FUNCTIONS 

REFLECT HOW SSU IS ONE UTILITY? 

A. SSU has a single planning and engineering department located at the 

7 
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Company’s headquarters in Apopka, Florida. Planning and engineering 

projects for all facilities statewide originate in and are managed by the 

department staff. 

The department is directed by a single vice-president and is 

comprised of an engineering group which is staffed by seven registered 

professional engineers, including the vice president, and four assistant 

engineers. In addition to the engineering group, the department contains 

a CADD/drafting group and a construction services group. Including 

support personnel, the planning and engineering department is currently 

staffed by 25 employees. The entire staff functions as a centralized 

department with responsibilities for projects on a statewide basis. Policies 

and design standards are developed for application to capital improvement 

projects on a company-wide basis. Although the scope of a design project 

may vary from plant to plant, design practices and procedures are 

standardized and applied across the state. 

The department has biweekly staff meetings to discuss the status 

of projects as well as procedures and standards. Ideas and suggestions are 

shared among the engineering staff to be applied statewide as necessary. 

Design and project management expertise is shared among the staff. This 

enables the staff to efficiently use their resources to apply to each project 

for a facility regardless of county boundaries or where in Florida the 

facility is located. 

8 
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Q. WILL THE ACTIVITIES AND SERVICES PROVIDED BY YOUR 

DEPARTMENT BE EXTENDED TO THE BUENAVENTURA 

LAKES, LAKESIDE, VALENCIA TERRACE AND SPRING 

GARDENS SERVICE AREAS UPON TRANSFER TO SSU 

OWNERSHIP? 

Yes, these services areas either are or will be incorporated into SSU’s 

utility system and will receive the services provided by the Planning and 

Engineering Department which I have described. 

DOES THAT CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY? 

A. 

Q. 

A. Yes, it does. 

./-- 

e 

9 
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Q (By Mr. Armstrong) Do you have a brief 

summary of your testimony, Mr. Westrick? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Could you please provide that now? 

A Since rates were last established for Southern 

States Utilities facilities included in this rate 

filing, SSU has placed nearly $100 million of additional 

gater and wastewater facilities into service. A 

significant portion, nearly half, of the plant in 

service investment is attributed to compliance with ever 

stringent safety and regulatory mandates enacted, and 

enforced by such agencies as OSHA, EPA, DEP, the State 

of Florida water management districts and local 

authorities. These safety and regulatory mandated 

projects are necessary to protect the health, safety and 

welfare of SSU's customers and its employees. 

In addition to the plant in service 

investments made to maintain compliance with safety and 

regulatory requirements, SSU has made significant 

investment in its facilities to maintain quality service 

for its customers. 

In the past few years, people have stated that 

a uniform rate structure has led to SSU investments in 

smaller, allegedly dilapidated facilities, which provide 

water and/or wastewater service to the smaller service 
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areas which have small customer bases. They allege that 

the investment in these smaller service areas are the 

principal causes of high rates. This is simply not 

true. In fact, of the total plant investment made by 

SSU since rates were last established, and through 

December 31st, 1995, 71 percent of the plant placed into 

service was in Southern States’ ten largest service 

areas. These ten areas serve only 66 percent of SSU’s 

total customer base. So, the ten largest service areas 

received more than their proportionate share of SSU’s 

additional investment. Also, as demonstrated in the 

MFRs, only two service areas of the 31 areas serving 

less than 100 customers had even one project which cost 

more than $100,000. These facts support SSU‘s position 

on uniform rates and refute the allegations that SSU 

investments in smaller service areas are the principal 

causes of higher rates. 

Finally, this rate filing includes a projected 

test year of 1996 to establish prospective rates. The 

Company feels the use of a projected test year was 

justified because SSU was very successful in completing 

the plant in service projects forecasted in its last two 

rate proceedings for Lehigh and Marco Island. As in 

those proceedings, SSU has been diligent in completing 

those projects identified to be placed in service in 
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,995 and is confident that those projects projected for 

.996 will be completed as well. 

SSU was very selective in the types of 

projects we included in the 1996 test year in the MFRs. 

lhese projects were made up of the following: One, only 

:op priority projects identified for the Company's 1996 

pudget; two, carryover projects from the 1995 budget 

;cheduled to be placed into service in 1996; and three, 

planket projects based upon historical information, such 

IS new and replacement customer meters, renewal and 

replacement projects, and new water and wastewater 

:ervices. 

In summary, SSU has made substantial capital 

.nvestment in its facilities and seeks the necessary 

rate relief for those investments already placed into 

service, as well as those projected for 1996. These 

investments have been prudent and are necessary to 

irovide safe, high quality service to SSU's customers 

rhile protecting Florida's environment and its natural 

:esources. 

M R .  ARMSTRONG: Thank you, Mr. Westrick. The 

ritness is available for cross. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Beck? 

MR. BECK: NO questions. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Twomey. 
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M R .  TWOMEY: Yes, ma'am. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 

BY MR. TWOMEY: 

Q Mr. Westrick, you apparently say that you 

validate the use of the projected test year on the 

notion that y'all met your projected budgets in the 

last -- in two rate cases, right? 
A Yes, sir. 

Q Marco Island and -- 
A Lehigh. 

Q Lehigh. Did you build 100 percent of what you 

said you were going to build in the projection? 

A For Marco Island we were within one and 

one-half percent, and for the Lehigh rate case -- and 
1'11 qualify that by saying that the projections were 

made by someone other than SSU. 

$304,000 of the total projected in service, plant in 

service. 

We -- they were within 

Q What percentage is that? 

A A little over 84 percent. 

Q Now, you concede that -- so you're basing the 

notion of using -- and there are how many systems in 
this case? 

A How many systems? 

Q Yes, sir. 
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A We have service areas. 

Q Oh, I'm sorry. You're objecting to me using 

the word "systems" -- 
A I'm not objecting. I'm telling you we have 

service areas. 

Q How many systems do you have? 

A We have one utility system. 

Q I see. How many utility service areas do you 

lave? 

A In this filing, we have 85 water and 36 

aastewater. 

Q 85 and -- 
A 3 6  wastewater. 

Q Okay, so youfre asking the Commission t o  

3ase -- to have trust in your ability to meet your 
zonstruction budgets and projections for the 85 and 36 

in this case based upon your experience in two rate 

zases, right? 

A And in addition to our plant in service 

numbers €or 1995. 

Q I see. Let me ask you, do you have an exhibit 

that shows -- what percentage did you have completed in 
'95 that you said you would have when you filed the 

zase? 

A When we filed the case? 
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Q Yes, sir. You filed -- 
A The case was filed, I believe, in mid 1995. 

Ne wouldn't -- those numbers wouldn't be valid now, sir. 

Q Right. I concede it wasn't a good question. 

The question is this: When you filed the case, you said 

you expected to have X number of construction completed 

in 1995; is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q And what percentage did you meet? 

A 94 percent. 

Q Now, let me ask -- and you said that you 
expected to have X dollars of construction completed 

through December 31st of 1996 as well, right? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And that you wanted the Commission to include 

that in your rate base through the end of 1996 and base 

rates on it, right? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q We are now in the first -- let me ask you 
this: You would concede, would you not, at least in 

theory, that if you get rates as a result of these 

hearings that are being held through the first week or 

so of May, based upon everything you say you're going to 

construct through the end of the year, and then don't 

complete it all, that you will have overstated your rate 
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base? Do you agree with me technically or 

theoretically? 

A No, I don't agree with you. 

Q Let me try again. If the Commission accepts 

that you'll build everything that you say you're going 

to build through December 31st of 1996 and gives you 

rates based upon that investment, okay, and you don't 

complete the construction, then your return, all other 

things being equal, will automatically be higher; isn't 

that right? 

A You're asking me a rate related question and 

I'm not a rate engineer. 

Q I see. Okay. What percentage of the 1996 

construction have you completed to date through the end 

of April? Do you know? 

A I don't have that -- I don't have that number 

with me. 

Q Has anybody asked you for that number, or do 

you have it available, or will you supply it? 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Madam Chair, I think he's 

looking at me because I think we might be getting into 

rebuttal. That might be numbers that are in rebuttal? 

MR. TWOMEY: I don't know. 

Q (By Mr. Twomey) But you don't know the 

answer? 
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A I believe we had supplied numbers up through 

the end of March, I think, as part of the rebuttal, and 

I would like to leave it for that. 

Q Okay. You concede, though, that it's 

important that the Commission has to have confidence 

that you will complete all the construction you say 

you're going to complete, right? 

A Yes. 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: Let me ask a question. 

You indicated that there was 94 percent of your 95 

projects have been completed; is that correct? 

WITNESS WESTRICK: Have been placed in 

service, yes. 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: AS Of when? 

WITNESS WESTRICK: As of the end of 1995. 

MR. TWOMEY: I'm sorry, are you finished? 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: Yes. Thank you. 

Q (By Mr. Twomey) You indicate that the ten 

largest service areas got over a certain percentage of 

the construction, right? 

A Yes, sir, and I have an exhibit that I would 

like to distribute, now that you've brought that point 

UP - 
Q Why don't you bring it up on redirect? I 

mean, I'm not -- (Pause) 
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MR. TWOMEY: I prefer that they bring it up -- 
I don't want to try and examine this while I'm 

questioning him. 

Q (By Mr. Twomey) Mr. Westrick, do -- if you 
know, do each of the ten largest service areas pay 

subsidies under the uniform rate concept? 

A Again, that's a rate related question. I 

don't know the answer to that. 

Q So if there was an argument that customers 

opposed to the uniform rate concept had that they were 

opposed to on the notion of paying subsidies over and 

above their own cost of service, your response here 

wouldn't address that; would it? 

A I don't understand your question. 

Q If Mr. Budd Hansen here was opposed to uniform 

rates on the basis of not wanting to pay subsidies over 

and above the cost of his service, your response that 

the ten largest service areas get their share of 

construction is not responsive to his concern; is it? 

A I don't think that's correct. What that -- 
what that exhibit that I handed out will show is, again, 

it backs up and refutes the allegations that SSU has 

made -- is making investments in dilapidated 
facilities. And what it shows is quite the opposite, 

that those ten largest service areas do get more than 
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cheir proportional share of the investments. 

Q But it does not address the issue -- 
A It's not intended to address that issue. 

Q So the answer is no, it doesn't? 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Is the question whether the 

2xhibit addresses the issue? 

M R .  TWOMEY: The question was whether his 

2xhibit addresses the issue I just stated to him of cost 

>f service. 

WITNESS WESTRICK: No. 

Q (By Mr. Twomey) Now, on Page 6 of your 

n-efiled you -- beginning at Line 15, you discuss the 
€act that X number -- $18 million of investments have 
,een made at Marco Island, and then at Line 20, you 

state, "These facts support SSU's proposal to segregate 

,ut the Marco Island and Burnt Store reverse osmosis 

facilities into a separate water service classification 

m d  not spread investments in these facilities to other 

:ustomers receiving service from conventional treatment 

facilities. 

Now I ask you, isn't it true, if you know, 

:hat in your last case, the 199 docket -- I'm sorry, 

?orget that. Let me ask you, why are you concerned with 

spreading the cost of reverse osmosis to people that use 

:onventional treatment? 
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A Again, that's a rate related question, 

?robably best asked or addressed to Mr. Ludsen. 

Q Okay, you don't know? I mean you don't have 

an answer? 

A What I can tell you is what supports that 

separate classification is the cost of providing service 

€or that -- those two service areas, and that namely 
Deing the higher cost of the capital investment to treat 

that type water. In other words, it is a different 

Mater supply, and also there is a higher operating cost 

sssociated with membrane processes. 

Q Yes, sir. And my question to you is if SSU is 

so keen on uniform rates otherwise, why not just lump 

these people in, irrespective of the cost, and let them 

enjoy benefits and common costs of uniform rates without 

tagging them with the cost of their own service? 

A Again, that was a -- that's not a decision 

that I was involved in. 

Q Okay. Let me ask you this. Do you know 

whether or not the RO costs at Burnt Store and the RO 

costs at Marco Island are identical? 

A No, I don't know. 

Q If I could -- if you could be shown that the 
costs were different, would that allow you to support 

the notion that they should be further segregated into a 
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reverse osmosis rate for Burnt Store and a reverse 

xsmosis rate for Marc0 Island? 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Objection. Madam Chair, I 

Delieve the witness has already said he's not an expert 

3n the rate structure issue, as to how he would break 

that down, and I believe he's already indicated he's not 

3 cost-of-service type witness either, so I don't know 

IOW he can be asked to start breaking down by rate 

structure -- I mean making rate structure 
ieterminations . 

MR. TWOMEY: Well, I don't think that's what I 

asked him. 

COMMISSIONER GARCIA: To some degree, 

Ilr. Armstrong, he's defending uniform rates. So several 

questions Mr. Twomey has posed he's defended the 

zoncept, so he's opened himself up to that line of 

question, wouldn't you think? 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Yeah, and the uniform rate 

irouldn't be the question, but it's just the rate 

structure in terms of if you're going to go to different 

treatment methods and create different structures with 

5ifferent service classifications, really, because it's 

a question of service classification that's being 

addressed, and I think that's what the witness says he 

fiidn't know about. 
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,--. 

COMMISSIONER GARCIA: The chairman gets to 

nake the decision anyway. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Twomey? 

MR. TWOMEY: I'm not going to push this. 

Q (By Mr. Twomey) Your testimony on the end of 

7 and Page 8 is designed to show that the engineering 

staff supports uniform rates; is that -- what do you say 
there? 

A I believe what I said is that we are 

function -- we support -- that that supports the 
functional interrelationship of the entire company and 

how the engineering group functions. 

Q Mr. Armstrong, can Mr. Westrick answer 

questions -- or is he the appropriate witness to answer 
questions about the planning over a number of years at 

Sugarmill Woods on the wastewater treatment plant, or is 

that exclusively Mr. Goucher, or if it's not exclusively 

Mr. Goucher, is he the wrong witness? 

M R .  ARMSTRONG: I believe it's Mr. Goucher. 

WITNESS WESTRICK: Mr. Goucher could at least 

address the most recent years. You may have to search 

out another witness for some of the historical. 

MR. TWOMEY: Okay, we'll wait and do him. 

Thanks. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Staff. 
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P 

Mx. PELLEGRINI: Mr. Westrick, I'm going to 

lass out two exhibits. The first of these, Chairman 

!lark is Excerpt of SSU Response to Commission Document 

!equest No. 60. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: We'll mark that as Exhibit 

.17. And then Response to PSC Interrogatory 281 will be 

.18. 

(Exhibit Nos. 117 and 118 marked for 

.dentification.) 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

iY MR. PELLEGRINI: 

Q Mr. Westrick, do you have exhibit marked 117 

:or identification purposes before you? 

A I don't see a specific marking that says 117. 

Q It's entitled Excerpt of SSU Response to PSC 

)ocument Request No. 60. 

A Yes. 

Q Is it correct that in your response you state 

:hat design documentation is planned on tract D? 

A That#s what it says. 

Q Do you agree that that is your response? 

A I don't have -- I would need the full set of 
)lans in front of me to answer that. 

Q Well, I'm directing your attention to your 

:esponse. 
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A Again, off the top of my head, I can't -- I 
:an8t say one way or the other whether that's correct or 

incorrect. 

Q Would you look through the appendix attached 

:o your response, take a moment to do that? 

A consisting of 11 pages? 

Q Yes. 

A Okay. 

Q NOW, let me refer you, once again, to your 

?articular response. Would you read your response, 

?lease? 

COMMISSIONER GARCIA: I'm sorry, 

vlr. Pellegrini, could you tell me where you are? You 

lost me. 

MR. PELLEGRINI: I'm sorry, I'm looking at 

Kr. Westrick's Response to Document Request No. 60. 

COMMISSIONER GARCIA: Page? 

MR. PELLEGRINI: Well, the response itself is 

mly one page. 

WITNESS WESTRICK: The response reads, 

"Attached as Appendix DR60-A is a copy of design 

documentation from Hartman & Associates regarding the 

ground storage tank and booster pump station planned on 

tract D of the land parcels at Lehigh Acres." 

Q (By Mr. Pellegrini) And now let me refer you 
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A Okay. 

Q And would you read for me what the first full 

jaragraph -- the first sentence of the first full 
jaragraph? 

A It reads, "Although Lehigh Corporation has 

given approval to use two lots, Tract C and Tract D 

along Lee Boulevard for this project, only Tract D is 

necessary. This is the smaller of the two parcels" -- 
Q Thatls sufficient. Oh, I'm sorry, were you 

explaining? 

A NO. 

Q No, I wanted you only to read the first 

sentence. That's sufficient. Let me refer you now to 

the second exhibit which was handed to you, which is 

your response -- which is the response of -- your 
response to Staff Interrogatory No. 281. 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Would you take a moment to look through that? 

A Go ahead. 

Q My question is: Would you have any changes or 

corrections to make to your response? 

A Not that I'm aware of. 

Q Last question, Mr. Westrick. Following up a 

question of Mr. Twomey's, or a line of questioning of 
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Lr. Twomey's, would you not agree that when plant 

ldditions and upgrades are not completed as scheduled, 

:hat this would have a negative effect on quality Of 

;enrice? 

A Itls possible. 

MR. PELLEGRINI: Thank you. No further 

pestions. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Commissioners? Redirect? 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Just one question. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

3Y MR. ARMSTRONG: 

Q Mr. Westrick, in response to one of 

4r. Twomey's questions, you refer to the fact that SSU's 

xstomer bases in the larger areas are not subsidizing 

xstomers bases in the smaller areas in terms of capital 

investments, and you provided an exhibit to that effect; 

is that correct? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And do you believe that this exhibit 

jemonstrates and supports your testimony? 

A Yes, it does. 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Madam Chair, could I have the 

Exhibit identified with the next available exhibit 

number, please? I believe it's 119. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: That's correct. 
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m. ARMSTRONG: That's all on redirect. 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: Since you've introduced 

:his exhibit, I have a question on the exhibit. 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Sure. 

(Exhibit No. 119 marked for identification.) 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: If you were to exclude 

4arco Island, would the -- for the other nine largest 
;ervice areas, could you make the same conclusion 

:oncerning those, i.e., that the amount of investment 

€or those nine exceeds their prorated portion given the 

lumber of customers? 

WITNESS WESTRICK: I can't say without going 

through the numbers. 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: Wouldn't it be a matter 

>f simply subtracting the 25,752,000 from the 86,384,000 

nnd subtracting the 8,801 from the base of customers to 

nake that calculation? 

WITNESS WESTRICK: Do you want me to do that? 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: It's a rather simple 

zalculation; is it not? 

WITNESS WESTRICK: I'm asking you, do you want 

ne to do that? I have a calculator. 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: Yes, please do that. 

(Pause) 

WITNESS WESTRICK: That reduces the -- if you 
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take out all other service areas, that reduces it down 

to 60 percent instead of 66 percent. 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: SO excluding the 

25 million would result in -- I'm sorry, would result in 

60 percent? 

WITNESS WESTRICK: NO, I haven't -- hold on 
just a second. 

M R .  ARMSTRONG: It was on the customer side. 

WITNESS WESTRICK: The numbers shift about 40 

percent compared to the 71 percent. 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: So instead of being 71 

percent, that would be 40 percent. 

MR. TWOMEY: 94 percent. 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Wait. Did we do that number 

right? Do you we have to take the 25 million out of the 

bottom number and out of the top there to come up with a 

different base? 

WITNESS WESTRICK: It's simply a matter of 

taking out the 30 percent number. No? 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: Well, maybe the 

calculation is a little more complicated. I've not made 

the calculation. I just thought it was fairly simple. 

Maybe a late-filed exhibit would be fine. 

M R .  ARMSTRONG: Sure. 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: And it would simply be 
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:he nine -- it would be the same type comparison, but it 
Jould be for the nine largest service areas excluding 

rlarco Island, just to see what the effect of Marco 

Island being in and out of that calculation. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: The title I have is the 

Zalculation the same as Exhibit 119 excluding Marco 

Island. 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: That's fine. 

(Late-filed Exhibit No. 120 identified.) 

MR. TWOMEY: Could I ask MI. Westrick if he 

aver heard of the phrase hoist by one's own petard? 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: No. Any further redirect? 

M R .  ARMSTRONG: NO redirect. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Exhibits. 

MR. ARMSTRONG: The Company moves Exhibits 119 

and 16. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: 

without objection. 

MR. PELLEGRINI : 

117 and 118. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: 

without objection. 

119 and 116 are admitted 

Staff would move the Exhibits 

117 and 118 are admitted 

(Exhibit Nos. 116, 117, 118 and 119 received 

into evidence.) 

MR. ARMSTRONG: May the witness be excused? 
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CHAIRMAN CLARK: Yes. Mr. Westrick, you may 

>e excused until your rebuttal. 

WITNESS WESTRICK: Thank YOU. 

(Witness Westrick excused.) 

* * * 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Bencini, is he the next 

iritness? 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Yes, Madam Chair, he's -- 
CHAIRMAN CLARK: Commissioner Garcia was under 

the impression that Mr. Bencini was stipulated 

record. 

MR. ARMSTRONG: He would like to be. 

nto the 

MR. TWOMEY: We don't have any questions 

either. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Are you serious? I mean you 

have no questions for Mr. Bencini? 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: Staff has just a few. Sorry 

to be a stick in the mud. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Well, maybe Commissioner 

Garcia knew more than I did. 

Mr. Armstrong, was Mr. Bencini sworn in? 

MR. ARMSTRONG: No, I don't believe he was. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Would you please stand and 

raise your right hand? 
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MORRIS A. BENCINI 

was called as a witness on behalf of Southern States 

Utilities, Inc., and having been duly sworn, testified 

as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY M R .  ARMSTRONG: 

Q Mr. Bencini, do you have before you 28 pages 

of prefiled direct testimony which was filed in this 

proceeding? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q If I were to ask you any of the questions in 

that testimony, would your answers change? 

A No, they would not. 

Q Do you have any corrections you need to make 

to that testimony? 

A No. 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Madam Chair, we request that 

the 28 pages of prefiled direct testimony of Mr. Bencini 

be incorporated into the record as though read. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: The prefiled direct testimony 

of Morris Bencini will be inserted in the record as 

though read. 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Thank you. 

Q (By Mr. Armstrong) Mr. Bencin 

sponsoring one exhibit; is that correct? 

, you're 
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A That's correct. 

MR. ARMSTRONG: Madam Chair, we request that 

:he exhibit identified as MAB-1 be identified with the 

iext available exhibit number. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: It will be Exhibit No. 121. 

(Exhibit No. 121 marked for identification.) 

M x .  ARMSTRONG: Thank YOU. 



1309 

1 Q. 

2 A. 

3 

4 Q. 

P 

5 

6 A. 

I 

8 Q. 

9 A. 

10 

11 

P 12 Q. 

13 

14 A. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS. 

My name is Moms k Bencini. My business address is lo00 Color Place, 

Apopka, Florida 32703. 

WHAT IS YOUR POSITION WITH SOUTHERN STATES 

UTILITIES, INC.? 

I have been Controller of Southern States Utilities, Inc. ("Southern States") 

since being hired in October 1992. 

PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND. 

I graduated from the State University of New York at Buffalo in May 

1983 with a Bachelor of Science Degree in Business Administration and 

a major in Accounting. 

PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR EXPERIENCE IN THE ACCOUNTING 

FIELD. 

Prior to my employment at Southem States, I spent five years in private 

industry as a cost accountant and assistant controller for several companies 

including Exolon-ESK, a Western New York manufacturing company. 

I then spent approximately six years at Price Waterhouse, a big-six public 

accounting firm in the Buffalo, New York and Orlando, Florida offices. 

In April 1992, I was promoted to Audit Manager at Price Waterhouse. 

Southern States was a full-scope audit client under my supervision at Price 

Waterhouse throughout my three year tenure in the Orlando office. I have 

been a Certified Public Accountant since 1987. 

1 
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A. 

DO YOU BELONG TO ANY TRADE AND/OR PROFESSIONAL 

ORGANIZATIONS? 

I am an active member of the American Institute of Certified Public 

Accountants and the Florida Institute of Certified Public Accountants, Mid- 

Florida Chapter. I am an inactive member of the New York State Society 

of Certified Public Accountants and a past member of the National 

Association of Accountants - Buffalo, New York Chapter. 

PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR RESPONSIBILITIES AS 

CONTROLLER OF SOUTHERN STATES. 

My responsibilities as Controller at Southern States include all aspects of 

financial reporting, including responsibility for the Company’s audited 

financial statements and the implementation and maintenance of the 

Company’s system of internal controls. My specific responsibilities 

include the processing and maintenance of the general ledger, accounts 

payable, payroll, operating and capital budgets, cash management and 

financial reporting. In addition, I have responsibility for the Company’s 

Information Systems department, including systems design, implementation 

and maintenance. 

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR TESTIMONY? 

The purpose of my testimony is to present the Company’s rate design 

objectives and explain the development of Southem States’ proposed final 

rate design based upon these objectives. I will present the proposed rate 
c 

2 
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structure modifications and the resulting tariff changes in the rate 

schedules proposed by the Company. 

I will also explain the calculation and compilation of the 

Company's 1996 capital and operating expense budgets, provide an 

overview of the variances reflected in our benchmark comparison to FPSC 

guidelines for O&M expenses, and discuss certain proforma adjustments 

made in this rate filing. 

Q. ARE YOU SPONSORING ANY MINIMUM FILING 

REQUIREMENTS (" MFRs") SCHEDULES? 

Yes. 1 am sponsoring the Rates and Rate Design Schedules ("E" 

schedules) and the billing analyses for all plants included in the MFRs. 

I am also sponsoring certain Revenue and Expense Schedules ("B" 

schedules) relating to revenues and taxes other than income. 

WERE THESE SCHEDULES PREPARED BY YOU OR UNDER 

YOUR DIRECTION AND SUPERVISION? 

A. 

Q. 

A. Yes, they were. 

Q. 

A. 

COULD YOU BRIEFLY DESCRIBE THESE SCHEDULES? 

Yes. These schedules and Billing Analyses are found in the following 

volumes and books of the MFR's: 

Volume I1 - Summary of Minimum Filing Requirements (25-30.437) 

Book 3 of 4: Summary of O&M Expenses and Benchmark Analysis 

Volume 111 - Schedules A&B Minimum Filing Reauirements (25-30.437) 

3 
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7. 
Book 1 of 6: 1996 Water Schedule B-4(W): Revenues 

1996 Water Schedule B-l5(W): Taxes Other than Income 

Book 2 of 6: 1996 Wastewater Schedule B-4(S): Revenues 

1996 Wastewater Schedule B-l5(S): 

Income 

Taxes Other than 

Book 3 of 6: 1995 Water Schedule B-4(W): Revenues 

1995 Water Schedule B-15(W): Taxes Other than Income 

Book 4 of 6: 1995 Wastewater Schedule B-4(S): Revenues 

1995 Wastewater Schedule B-l5(S): 

Income 

Taxes Other than 

Book 5 of 6: 1994 Water Schedule B-4(W): Revenues 

1994 Water Schedule B-l5(W): Taxes Other than Income 

Book 6 of 6: 1994 Wastewater Schedule B-4(S): Revenues 

1994 Wastewater Schedule B-l5(S): 

Income 

Taxes Other than 

Volume V - Schedule E Minimum Filing Reauirements (25-30.437) 

Book 1 of 1: 1996, 1995 and 1994 Schedules E l  - E13: Rates and Rate 

Design 

Volume X - Schedule E14: Billing Analvsis (25-30.427(4)) 

Book 1 of 3: 1994 Water Billing Analysis by Plant and Class 

Book 2 of 3: 1994 Water Billing Analysis by Meter Size 

Book 3 of 3: 1994 Wastewater Billing Analysis by Plant, Class and 

4 
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Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Meter Size 

WHY IS IT NECESSARY TO DEFINE THE OBJECTIVES OF A 

PROPOSED RATE DESIGN? 

It is necessary to set forth rate design objectives in order to provide a 

framework for the Commission to evaluate the reasonableness of the 

Company's recommendations as compared to other potential alternatives. 

WHAT ARE SOUTHERN STATES' BASIC RATE DESIGN 

OBJECTIVES IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE PROPOSED 

FINAL AND INTERIM RATES? 

There are four basic objectives the Company seeks to accomplish through 

its proposed rate design: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Rates should be designed to provide a reasonable opportunity for 

the Company to attract capital and maintain sound corporate credit. 

This is consistent with the basic principle that "rates as a whole 

should cover costs as a whole"; 

Rates should be set as close as is practical to reflect the allocated 

unit costs of the customer (base facility) and commodity 

(gallonage) components; 

Rates should provide a reasonable continuity with past and future 

rates. This is to prevent unnecessary impact on existing and future 

customers; and 

Rates should avoid unnecessary complexity and should be as 
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simple, understandable and easy to administer as practical. 

WHAT OTHER FACTORS WERE USED IN THE DEVELOPMENT 

OF SOUTHERN STATES’ PROPOSED FINAL AND INTERIM 

RATE DESIGN? 

The first factor is the concept of uniform rates being applied to all plants 

by treatment class. The Company has distinguished two separate water 

treatment classes for the purpose of determining rates: 1) Conventional 

Treatment and 2) Reverse Osmosis (“R.O.”) Treatment. 

Q. 

A. 

Under this proposed “treatment type” distinction of customers, the 

Company’s Burnt Store and Marco Island water customers are segregated 

into a separate class with a uniform R.O. rate. The Company’s other 

customers are categorized into the Conventional Treatment class, also with 

one uniform rate. 

For residential customers with the projected 1996 per customer 

usage at approximately 8,000 gallons per month, an average Conventional 

Treatment customer’s monthly bill would total $26.45 compared to an 

average R.O. customers’ monthly bill which would total $49.78. 

PLEASE BRIEFLY DESCRIBE SOUTHERN STATES’ PROPOSED 

RATE CHANGE? 

Q. 

A. SSU is proposing the following rate changes for all systems included in 

this proceeding: 

1. Uniform rates and monthly billing cycles for all previously non- 

6 
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uniform plants. 

Two classes of water treatment rates, as follows: a) a Reverse 

Osmosis Treatment rate for Burnt Store and Marco Island; and b) 

a Conventional Treatment rate for all other FPSC jurisdiction 

plants. 

A water rate structure which allows the Company to collect 40% 

of its requested revenues in the base facility charge ("BFC") and 

60% in the gallonage charge. 

One unifoml rate for all FPSC jurisdiction wastewater plants. 

A wastewater gallonage cap of 6,000 gallons per residential 

customer. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5 .  

Q. PLEASE DESCRIBE THE METHOD BY WHICH YOUR 1994 

BILLING DETERMINANTS WERE CALCULATED. 

The detailed calculations of the base 1994 and projected 1995 and 1996 

billing determinants are included in the Growth Projection tab of Volume 

V, Book 1 of this filing. Historic 1991 through 1994 bills and gallons 

were used for water billing determinants. The 1994 base number of water 

bills was adjusted to reflect "zero bills", which relate to plant usage, zero 

rate code bills, etc. These bills were adjusted from the base to more 

accurately reflect the number of customer bills. Other adjustments to 1994 

bills include a limit on number of available lots, mmming of start-up 

plants, zeroing-out negative growth rates, and recalculating the future 

A. 
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compound growth rates for hyper-growth areas. 

The base 1994 gallonage was based upon a simple four-year 

average of consumption by plant. This was done in an effort to normalize 

the variability in consumption due to weather patterns, elasticity of demand 

from rate increases, and the Company’s conservation efforts. This 

methodology was reviewed and agreed to by Dr. John Whitcomb, who is 

testifying in this proceeding on conservation rate structure, price elasticity 

and a weather normalization clause. 

Historic 1991 through 1994 bills were used for sewer determinants. 

Effluent and bulk wastewater determinants were omitted due to the 

material skewing effect these classes have on their respective plants. 

Growth rates for these classes were projected on a plant by plant basis 

using individual assumptions based upon the circumstances. Actual 1994 

bills and gallonage were used as base determinants from which to project 

1995 and 1996. 

HOW WERE YOUR GROWTH RATES CALCULATED FOR THE 

PROJECTED 1995 AND 1996 TEST YEARS? 

Q. 

A. The detail calculations and underlying assumptions supporting the 

compound growth calculations are included in the Growth Projection tab 

of Volume V, Book 1 of this filing. 

The growth rates for water bills were calculated using the 

compound growth rate from 1991 through 1994 on a per plant basis. 

8 
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These compound rates were adjusted for known variations, such as hyper- 

growth, star-up systems, negative growth, etc. 

The compound growth rates for sewer bills were calculated using 

the compound growth rate from 1991 through 1994 for bills on a per plant 

basis. However. the Effluent and Bulk Wastewater classes were omitted 

from these calculations due to the material skewing effect on the gallonage 

calculation. The compound growth rate for sewer gallons were calculated 

consistent with sewer bills using the actual gallonage by plant from 1991 

through 1994, excluding the Effluent and Bulk Wastewater classes. 

HOW WAS YOUR REQUESTED INTERIM RATE INCREASE 

APPLIED TO 1995 BILLING DETERMINANTS? 

Since we could not change the rate structure for the interim test period, we 

applied the requested 30.88% water increase and the 27.90% wastewater 

increase pro-rata to the current rates in effect prior to the increase. This 

effectively increased both the BFC and gallonage components of the tariffs 

without a change in rate structure. This methodology was applied 

consistently to all previously uniform rate and non-uniform rate plants. 

HOW WAS YOUR REQUESTED FINAL RATE INCREASE 

APPLIED TO 1996 BILLING DETERMINANTS? 

Individual class rates were calculated using a 40% BFC and a 60% 

gallonage component. The projected 1996 billing determinants, as I 

previously mentioned, were used to determine the appropriate rate 

9 
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schedules by rate class. In addition, the 1996 water revenues were 

classified as either uniform Conventional Treatment or uniform R.O. 

Treatment classes. 

WHAT OTHER ADJUSTMENTS HAVE YOU MADE TO THE 

WATER BILLING DETERMINANTS FOR FINAL RATES? 

There are three water gallonage adjustments for the proposed final rates: 

1. An adjustment was made to reflect overall 10.9% and 2.6% 

decreases in consumption related to the elasticity of demand of 

Conventional Treatment and R.O. Treatment customers, 

respectively, based upon the requested revenue increase and 

conservation rate structure. This net decrease in gallonage was 

applied to plants by class (excluding bulk water and fire 

protection), per the detail in  Schedule El-2 included in the 1996 

Water - Conventional Treatment and 1996 Water - R.O. Treatment 

tabs of Volume V - Book 1 of this filing. These adjustments were 

calculated by Dr. John Whitcomb, who will testify in this 

proceeding as to their validity. 

An annualized decrease of 62.1 million gallons was reflected in the 

consumption at Marco Island for multi-family and commercial 

customers related to the projected offset of reuse wastewater 

projected to be used at Hideaway Beach and the Tommie Barfield 

School beginning in 1996. The details of the adjustment are 

Q. 

A. 

2. 

10 
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included in Schedule El-3, Column (7) in the 1996 Water - R.O. 

Treatment tab in Volume V - Book 1. The gallonage adjustment 

for Hideaway Beach is offset by the projected increase in reuse 

consumption included in the 1996 projected wastewater gallonage 

for Marco Island. 

Adjustments have been made at six FPSC jurisdiction plants 

(excluding Valrico Hills) to reflect the effect of the Company's 

water conservation plan which totals a decrease of approximately 

58.2 million gallons for Conventional Treatment plants and 79.0 

million gallons for R.O. Treatment plants. These adjustments are 

reflected on Schedule El-3, Column (4) in the 1996 Water 

Conventional Treatment tab and in Schedule El-3, Column (5) in 

the 1996 Water - R.O. Treatment tab in Volume V - Book 1. 

These projected water gallonage savings have been calculated by 

Carlyn Kowalsky, who is testifying as to their accuracy in this 

proceeding. 

3. 

Q. IS THE COMPANY REQUESTING ANY OTHER ADJUSTMENTS 

OR CLAUSES WHICH WILL AFFECT THE COMPANY'S RATES 

OR RATE STRUCTURE? 

Yes. As discussed in the testimony of Dr. John Whitcomb, the Company 

is requesting a Weather Normalization Clause ("WNC"). This clause has 

been developed by MI. Ludsen and Dr. Whitcomb who will testify as to 

A. 

11 
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its mechanics and validity. 

HOW ARE THE COMPANY’S 1995 BUDGETS USED IN THIS 

RATE FILING? 

The Company used its 1995 Revenue and Expense and Capital Budgets as 

a basis for its requested interim revenue increase. The 1995 Capital 

Budget was used to reflect projects budgeted to be completed and in 

service in 1995 as a basis for additions to rate base. For interim rates, a 

simple average year rate base calculation was used, consistent with the 

Company’s last rate proceeding (920655-WS). There were no significant 

adjustments made to the 1995 Capital Budget, other than allocations of 

blanket work orders to plant level and reclassifications of minor account 

coding errors. 

Q. 

A. 

For revenues and expenses, the Company used its 1995 Revenue 

and Expense Budget for its requested interim rate increase. This budget 

resides on the Company’s general ledger system (Software 2000) and was 

downloaded into the rate filing database directly from the general ledger. 

In order to compile a 1996 Capital Budget, the Company’s 

Engineering, Operations, Environmental and Finance Departments used the 

5-year forecast of known projects to determine the priorities of capital 

projects. Using this process, we compiled a list of 78 projects which 

resulted in a capital budget totaling approximately $17 million for 1996, 

which has been used to determine 1996 projected rate base additions. 

12 
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Note that these additions were included using a 13-month weighted 

average, in accordance with Commission Rule 25-30.433(4) relating to 

computation of rate base. 

To prepare the projected 1996 Revenue and Expense Budget, the 

Company used the actual 1995 O&M budget and applied the FPSC's 

attrition factor of 1.95% to reflect an increase in expenses due to inflation. 

Certain known and measurable differences are included as adjustments in 

lieu of the attrition rate in 1996 as follows: 

1. As discussed in the direct testimony of Ms. Dale Lock, SSU 

Manager of Human Resources, the increase in salaries is expected 

to total 5.75%. Ms. Lock will testify to the components and merits 

of this increase. 

As further discussed in the direct testimony of Ms. Dale Lock, the 

Company has requested an additional $740,000, approximately, in 

salaries as an adjustment to expenses in  accordance with a market 

study of SSU salaries compared to the industry, as prepared by an 

independent consulting firm. 

A $46,000 adjustment to reflect additional costs associated with 

additional lab testing in 1996, as I will discuss in more detail later 

in  this testimony. Facts concerning the lab are discussed in the 

direct testimony of Mr. Anderson. 

A $321,000 adjustment to reflect additional costs of SSU's water 

2. 

3. 

4. 
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conservation program, as discussed in the direct testimony of Ms. 

Kowalsky. 

These adjustments are also discussed in detail in the direct testimony of 

Ms. Kimball. 

CAN YOU BRIEFLY EXPLAIN THE COMPANY’S POLICY ON 

DETERMINING WHETHER EXPENDITURES SHOULD BE 

CAPITALIZED VERSUS EXPENSED? 

Yes. The Company adopted a formal policy in late 1993 which outlined 

the requirements which need to be met for capitalization. These criteria 

are broken down into four distinct categories: 1) Purchased Assets; 2.) 

Constructed Assets; 3) Repairs; and 4) Company Labor. These four 

categories are summarized as follows: 

1. Purchased Assets: 

Q. 

A. 

For capitalized assets other than construction, the original cost 

includes freight, sales tax, and installation costs. In general, the 

cost of individual items of equipment of small value ( i s .  less than 

$500) or of short life will be considered as an operating expense. 

Exceptions to this policy will be treated on an individual basis, and 

include the following: 

a. 

b. 

C. 

All computer equipment will be capitalized. 

All warranties and maintenance contracts are expensed. 

Items consumed directly in construction will be considered 

14 
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as part of the cost of construction (i.e. building materials), 

regardless of the dollar amount. 

Most replacements to existing water and sewer equipment, 

unless relatively minor, will be capitalized. The 

corresponding retirement must be recorded in accordance 

with Company policy. 

d. 

2. Constructed Assets: 

The costs of construction to be included in the plant accounts 

consist of direct costs, which are necessary and clearly related to 

the construction of a depreciable asset (such as material and labor), 

overhead relating to engineering and administrative costs, and an 

allowance for funds used during construction. All costs should be 

charged directly to the corresponding work order number. 

3. Repairs: 

As a general rule, if repairs or maintenance of plant or equipment 

do not in any way extend the life of the asset, then the repair is to 

be considered an operating expense. Examples of this include the 

following: 

a. Pump impellor replacement, welding, painting, TV’ing and 

cleaning of lines. 

New brakes or tires on vehicles. 

Repairsheplacements of items not owned by SSU, with the 

b. 

C. 

15 
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exception of leasehold improvements. 

Grouting to fill in cracks in pipes or manholes. d. 

Repairs and maintenance items will not be deferred and amortized 

unless they meet both of the following criteria: 

1. The maintenance performed is either not recurring in nature 

or it recurs over a period of three years or longer. 

The total amount of the project exceeds $10,000. .. 
11. 

The only exceptions to the $10,000 minimum are for three year lab 

testing or any other expenses which are mandatorily deferred and 

amortized in accordance with FPSC guidelines. 

4. Company Labor: 

The Engineering Department (including the engineering, drafting 

and construction groups) is the only department that should charge 

labor directly to capital projects. All engineering labor directly 

attributable to a project should be charged to the respective work 

order. All other engineering labor is coded to engineering 

overhead. 

All other Company personnel are included in the calculation 

of the Company’s administrative overhead pool, which is discussed 

below. 

Q. PLEASE EXPLAIN THE COMPANY’S METHODOLOGY FOR 

CALCULATING AND APPLYING OVERHEAD ON CAPITAL 

16 
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PROJECTS. 

The Company maintains two separate overhead pools: 1.) Engineering 

Overhead; and 2.) Administrative Overhead. These pools are comprised 

of the following: 

1. 

A. 

The engineering overhead pool is comprised of all engineering 

labor (as defined above) not directly atmbutable to a work order 

(i.e. administration, master planning, etc.). In addition, all costs 

relating to engineering functions which are not atmbutable to work 

orders are included in this pool (is. engineering A&G expenses). 

The administrative overhead pool is calculated by the accounting 

department annually and includes the capitalized portions of 

operations labor, A&G labor and A&G expenses. The 

capitalization rates are calculated annually based upon each 

employees’ estimated capital-related labor (excluding engineering 

employees discussed above). 

2. 

These pools are charged to individual projects on a monthly basis using 

the Company’s overhead absorption rates applied to monthly direct cost 

(materials and labor). These rates are adjusted during the year to reflect 

any significant changes in estimated direct capital spending in order to 

properly match the overhead pools with annual capital spending. 

Q. PLEASE PROVIDE AN OVERVIEW OF THE COMPANY’S 

BENCHMARK ANALYSIS OF O&M EXPENSES COMPARED TO 

17 
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THE FPSC’s GUIDELINES. 

The benchmark analysis of O&M expenses to the FPSC’s guidelines is 

contained and summarized in Volume I1 - Book 3 of 4. The Operating 

and Maintenance (O&M) expenses for this filing are shown for each 

period of the filing. The historical period compares expenses for the base 

period (12/31/91) for the plants included in Docket 920199-WS to the 

historical test year ended 12/31/94. The interim filing period compares the 

historical test year ended 12/31/94 to the projected test year ended 

12/31/95. The final filing period compares the projected interim test year 

expenses for the year ended 12/31/95 to the final projected test year 

expenses for the year ended 12/31/96. All FPSC Uniform plants are 

summarized on one schedule. Schedules are provided by plant for each 

individual FPSC Jurisdiction - Non-Uniform plant. Summary schedules 

are also provided as follows: 1.) SSU - All Plants; 2.) SSU - FPSC 

Jurisdiction; 3.) SSU - FPSC Uniform Plants; 4.) SSU - FPSC Non- 

Uniform Plants. 

The summary section of the benchmark volume includes 

comparison summaries of the four years (1991, 1994, 1995 and 1996). 

Also summarized are the deviations for total water and sewer O&M 

expenses from guidelines for the 1994, 1995 and 1996 test years. 

The discussion includes a breakout of O&M expenses for 1994, 

1995 and 1996 into the four major categories of expenses consistent with 

18 
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the NARUC account structure: Water O&M - Direct Expenses (.1 - .6), 

Sewer O&M - Direct Expenses (.l - .6); Customer Accounts (.7), and 

Administrative & General (.8). These categories are also summarized into 

a total O&M category (.l - .8). 

Water and Sewer Direct O&M Expenses (. 1 - .6) include expenses 

necessary for the day-to-day operation and maintenance of specific plants. 

These expenses are appropriately charged directly to the individual plants. 

Examples include labor for operation and maintenance personnel, 

chemicals, water testing and purchased power. 

Customer Accounts expense (.7) consists primarily of expenses 

involved in servicing utility customers; primarily customer service, meter 

reading, billing expenses and bad debt expense. Customer Accounts 

expenses are accumulated for the total Company, then allocated to 

individual plants based on the average number of customers billed at each 

plant for each fiscal year, including gas customers. For comparative 

purposes, we have explained the Customer Accounts variances from the 

FPSC 1991 benchmark (Docket No. 920199-WS) to the year ended 

December 31, 1994 on a total Company basis. 

A&G (.8) expenses include administrative expenses which are 

required to manage the overall operation of the Company and assure 

compliance with regulatory requirements. These expenses include the 

costs associated with the administrative areas of accounting, finance, legal, 

19 
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administrative services, rates, purchasing, payroll, human resources, 

environmental compliance, facilities analysis and operations. A&G 

expenses are allocated to plants based upon the total number of SSU 

customers billed each year, using the same methodology as the allocation 

of Customer Accounts expenses discussed above. For comparative 

purposes, we have explained the A&G expense variances from the FPSC 

1991 benchmark (Docket No. 920199-WS) to the year ended December 31, 

1994 on a total Company basis. 

WHAT IS THE METHODOLOGY USED TO CALCULATE THE 

O&M EXPENSE VARIATIONS FROM THE FPSC’S GUIDELINES? 

An explanation of the deviation of O&M expenses from the calculation of 

the guideline as required by the Commission is provided for all four 

categories of O&M expenses for each comparison period. Direct O&M 

expenses are charged specifically to each plant; thus the deviations are 

explained at an individual plant level. FPSC Jurisdiction Uniform System 

plants are. summarized by account, with significant variances explained by 

account at the plant level. FPSC Jurisdiction - Non-Uniform Plants are 

explained by plant by account, with all significant account variations 

explained for the individual plant at the account level. 

The first comparison period exhibits the change in expenses from 

1996 to 1995. The projected 1996 O&M expenses were derived by 

escalating the 1995 O&M expense budget by the FPSC’s 1.95% attrition 

20 
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allowance for inflation. Adjustments have been made related to known 

1996 increases in specific expense accounts, as discussed earlier in this 

testimony. O&M expenses for the Final Test Year Ended 12/31/96 and the 

Interim Test Year Ended 12/31/95 are compared in the 1996 summary and 

detail expense schedules. 

The second comparison period exhibits the change in expenses from 

1995 to 1994. All 1995 expenses were obtained from SSU’s 1995 detailed 

budget. The 1994 O&M expenses were obtained from SSU’s 1994 year- 

end general ledger. O&M expenses for the Interim Test Year Ended 

12/31/95 and the Historical Base Year Ended 12/31/94 are compared in the 

1995 summary and detail expense schedules. 

The final comparison period exhibits the change in expenses from 

1994 to the last rate case period for each respective grouping of plants. 

For the Uniform Rate plants, this comparison is 1994 to 1991 (per Docket 

No. 920199-WS). The 1991 expenses for the Uniform Rate systems were 

adjusted to include the FPSC’s adjustments per the final rate order. For 

the Non-Uniform Rate plants, the benchmark was calculated from 1994 to 

the last respective rate case for each plant. In cases where no previous 

rate proceeding was available, the benchmark period was established over 

the previous five years, in accordance with the FPSC rules. The 

comparison period for the non-uniform rate systems varies for each plant. 

The beginning year for the comparison period is the test year used for a 

21 
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rate filing for each respective plant. The base period is compared to the 

O&M expenses from SSU’s 1994 year-end general ledger. 

Customer Accounts and A&G expenses for individual plants are 

dependent on the methodology used to allocate the total company 

Customer and A&G expenses to the individual plants. These costs are 

allocated based on the average number of customers billed at each plant. 

Therefore, the explanation of the O&M deviation from guideline for both 

Customer Accounts and A&G expenses is based on total company dollars 

and is explained at the total company level, rather than at plant level. 

Due to the various components involved in labor, the Salaries and 

Wages and Fringe Benefits are explained at a total company level. The 

benchmark period for this comparison was based upon 1991 for 

comparative purposes. 

Q. CAN YOU BRIEFLY DESCRIBE THE PROFORMA 

ADJUSTMENTS YOU ARE PROPOSING IN THIS RATE 

PROCEEDING? 

A. Yes. I will discuss the proposal of three separate 1996 proforma 

adjustments to rate base and/or expenses in this proceeding. These 

adjustments are summarized as follows: 

1. A gross-up of property taxes to reflect the effect of non-used and 

useful property on actual property taxes paid to the various 

counties; 

22 
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2. An adjustment to reflect the effect of the Company’s new Central 

Analytical Laboratory at the Deltona Lakes facility; and 

Reclassifications of certain deferred debit projects from account 3. 

186.2 to an “Other” component of rate base. 

Q. LETS DISCUSS THESE ADJUSTMENTS ONE AT A TIME. CAN 

YOU EXPLAIN THE GROSS-UP OF PROPERTY TAXES FOR 

NON-USED AND USEFUL PROPERTY? 

A. Yes. We have performed a gross-up of the Company’s Tangible Personal 

Property Taxes to reflect the credits that certain counties give the 

Company for taxes on “non-used and useful” property. 

As shown on Exhibit \al (MAB-1). there are seven counties in 

Florida that allow the Company a “discount” on non-used and useful 

property. These discounts range from 40% to 90% and are a treated as a 

reduction of the taxable value of the related non-used and useful assets in 

that county. For example, Marion County allows the Company a 50% 

discount on book non-used and useful mains. Therefore, the Company 

pays Tangible Personal Property Tax on all other personal property, but 

only on 50% of the value of its mains in Marion County. 

The Commission’s precedent in past rate proceedings has been to 

disallow a portion of property taxes from current rates and to allow the 

Company to recover these charges through its Allowance for Funds 

Prudently Invested (“AFPI”) tariffs. In order to properly reflect the full 

23 



1332 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

amount of tax that this disallowance should be calculated upon, the 

Company must first gross-up the Tangible Personal Property Tax as if the 

counties had taxed all of the assets within their respective taxing 

authorities. This adjustment prohibits the Company from being double 

penalized by disallowing property taxes on assets that have not been taxed. 

This adjustment has been made by the Company in previous rate 

proceedings before this Commission (Docket Nos. 920199-WS and 

920655-WS). 

Q. CAN YOU DISCUSS THE ADJUSTMENT THE COMPANY IS 

MAKING RELATING TO THE NEW CENTRAL ANALYTICAL 

LAB? 

Yes. In order to calculate its 1995 O&M expense budget, the Company 

assumed that all lab services would be performed by outside contractual 

services. The new Central Analytical Lab ("the Lab") is expected to be 

certified by the Florida Department of Environmental Protection ("DEP") 

and to be operational by mid-1995. However, in order to expedite the 

budgeting process for 1995, individual plant managers budgeted lab 

services level assuming outside contractors would be used for the entire 

year. In order to reflect the expected cost reduction due to bringing the 

lab in-house, a $100,000 credit was budgeted to an unallocated 

administrative cost center. 

A. 

In preparing the rate filing for a projected 1996 test year, we noted 

24 



1333 

h 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

that additional tests, which are required by DEP, are scheduled to cycle-in 

in 1996. In order to calculate a budget for 1996, lab expenses were 

budgeted by Craig Anderson, Central Lab Manager, which reflect the 

expected costs of providing these lab services. This true-up of expected 

costs resulted in an increase in Contractual Services for 1996 totaling 

approximately $46,000. Mr. Anderson will testify in this proceeding as to 

the types of testing to be performed in-house and the purpose and intent 

of the Lab project. 

CAN YOU BRIEFLY DESCRIBE THE RECLASSIFICATION OF 

CERTAIN DEFERRED DEBIT PROJECTS TO AN "OTHER RATE 

BASE" CATEGORY? 

Yes. There are two reclassifications of deferred debits to an Other Rate 

Base category included in this filing as follows: 

1. 

Q. 

A. 

Deferred Capacity Fees at University Shores: 

University Shores entered into an interconnect agreement for 

additional wastewater capacity in June 1993. The terms of the 

contract with Orange County, Florida include monthly capacity fee 

payments of $36,689 which began in September 1994 for a period 

of seven years (84 payments). This transaction resulted in a 

deferred debit balance on a present value basis totaling $2,420,805 

which is being amortized over the contract life of twenty years 

beginning July 1994. The unamortized balance at December 31, 

25 
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1994 totaled $2,370,160. Due to the contractual term of this 

deferred debit, the large balance of the transaction and the fact that 

this is specific to the University Shores plant, the Company 

reclassed this project as an Other Rate Base line item in the 

University Shores MFR’s (see A Schedules) for 1994, 1995 and 

1996. 

Deferred Marco Island Water Source of Supply Costs: 

Since SSU acquired Marco Island in 1989, the Company has had 

several ongoing efforts to obtain a water source necessary to serve 

the island. Included in these efforts are the following: 

a. 

2. 

The Company tried to renegotiate the lease for its raw 

water source of supply with the Barron Collier Family, 

which expired on December 31. 1994. These efforts proved 

unsuccessful through early 1994, at which time the 

Company began a condemnation proceeding against the 

Collier Family for the rights to the land. The Company 

reached a settlement on the purchase price with the Colliers 

in April 1995, for a total of $8.0 million, inclusive of costs 

and attorney’s fees. Through early 1994, the Company had 

deferred approximately $60,000 in consultant and legal fees 

in its efforts to renegotiate the lease. 

The Company also negotiated for a new water source with b. 

26 



1335 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

P 12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

c 
the Dude Family for another inland surface water source. 

There were several legal issues over the Company’s 

proposed purchase of this land, which land was 

subsequently bought by Southfield Farms. The consultant 

and legal fees deferred on this project totaled approximately 

$886,000. 

The Company is involved in the design and permitting of 

a new wellfield on the Company’s 160 acre land parcel, 

which is located approximately 3 miles southeast of the 

current inland water source. The Company has deferred 

approximately $30,000 relative to its efforts to permit and 

construct this wellfield. 

The Company began negotiations with the City of Naples, 

Florida in 1993 in order to interconnect to the City’s raw 

water source. In late 1994, the Company realized that this 

alternative was not economically feasible and abandoned 

negotiations with the City. Consultant and legal fees 

related to this project were deferred and totaled 

approximately $489,000. 

c. 

d. 

Based upon the above four situations, the Company has deferred a total of 

$1,465,808 through December 31, 1994 and is requesting recovery of these 

expenses through amortization over a ten year period beginning January 

21 
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1996. The Company has reclassed this balance to an Other Rate Base 

category in the Marco Island MFR's for 1994, 1995 and 1996. 

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY? Q. 

A. Yes, it does. 

,- 

28 
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Q (By Mr. Amstrong) Mr. Bencini, do you have 

my summary? 

A No, I do not. 

M R .  ARMSTRONG: The witness is available for 

:ross-examination. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Beck? 

MR. BECK: NO questions. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Twomey? 

MR. TWOMEY: Mr. Hansen is trying to explain 

m e  thing to me. We may not have any questions. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: We'll go to Staff. 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: Thank YOU. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

3Y MS. O'SULLIVAN: 

Q Mr. Bencini, Staff has questions in two basic 

Ireas. The first relates to Issue 59, the deferred 

lebits for Spring Hill Wastewater Treatment Plant 

3xpansion. The Utility has set up an amortization 

?eriod for this abandoned project as January of 1994 

through August of 1997; is that correct? 

A I believe in response to PSC Interrogatory 

334, I believe we responded that the project was being 

amortized beginning in September of '93 over a four-year 

?eriod. But we did treat that as the amortization of a 

leferred debit, that is correct, over four years. 
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Q But you're stating it begins in September of 

'93 as opposed to January of '94? 

A I would have to double check on when the 

imortization began, but my note is that we had deemed it 

ibandoned as of September of '93. 

Q Is it true that the Company has not incurred 

m y  costs on this project since December of 1988? 

A Yes, I believe that's true. 

Q Isn't it also true that all costs for this 

?reject were incurred prior to SSU's ownership of this 

Eacility? 

A That's true. 

Q Our next area of inquiry addresses the billing 

leterminants. Mr. Bencini, isn't it true that the 

reason SSU did not use a progression analysis for the 

jrowth projections was because there were not enough 

lata points? 

A Actually, we didn't use regression analysis. 

It was one of the alternatives we considered. However, 

#e did not have at least six years of data, which, as 

Dr. Whitcomb will testify, you would need a minimum of 

six years in order to substantiate statistically using a 

Linear regression, and since we only have four years, we 

9id not use that approach. 

Q All right. Thank you. The compound growth 
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rate used in the growth projections is basically the 

general compound growth rate formula: is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q Referring to the growth rate in Volume 5 of 

the MFRs relating to Buenaventura Lakes, Lakeside and 

Spring Gardens. 

containing that MFR page. It's on Page 185 of the MFRs, 

Book 1 of 1, Volume 5. Let me know when you have that 

in front of you there. 

We're passing out the exhibit now 

A Page 185 is Buenaventura Lakes, that's 

correct. 

Q The growth rate of 3.17 percent contained on 

that page that was used to project Buenaventura Lakes, 

and also Lakeside and Spring Gardens, the bills, was 

calculated using a composite of all the plants' growth 

rates, including the nonjurisdictional plants: is that 

correct? 

A Yes, that's correct. As you notice on Page 54 

of the same E Schedules, in order to use Buenaventura, 

since we only had one year of historic billing 

determinants, being '94, we could not calculate a 

separate plant growth rate. So what we did is used the 

total company. The difference between the total company 

and the PSC jurisdiction is a difference of 3.17 

compared to 3.35. 
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Q That was my next question. To be consistent 

rith th Commission's determination, do you agree that 

:he growth rate for those plants should be 3.35 percent? 

A No, I do not. 

Q why not? 

A Because the 3.35 is based strictly as a 

iumerical calculated off jurisdiction plants. It is not 

my more accurate or less accurate than the total 

Zompany. We did not pick the total Company because the 

lumber was lower. We just felt that by averaging all of 

:he different plant systems of the Company, that is a 

nore indicative rate to use. 

Q I think you have before you now an exhibit 

nlhich I would like to have identified for the next 

number, I believe as 121, labeled Supplemental E 

Schedules to MFR Information Contained in Volume 5. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: That will be 122. 

(Exhibit No. 122 marked for identification.) 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: I'm sorry. 

Q (By Ms. O'Sullivan) Could you please turn to 

Page 1 of this exhibit? 

A Which exhibit are you talking about now? 

Q I'm sorry. It's the exhibit labeled 

Supplemental E Schedules to MFR Information Contained in 

Volume 5. 
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A I'm not sure we have a copy of that here. 

Q It's what we just handed to you, I believe. 

A Oh, I'm sorry. Okay, I'm sorry, which page? 

Q Schedule E-13, Page 1. 

A Okay. 

Q Does Column 4, labeled Historic 1994 represent 

;SU's actual number of bills per meter size and meter 

:lass for 1994 for each individual plant? 

A Column 4 would represent the adjusted number 

If bills that constitute bills that actually charge 

xstomers. So things like zero rate code bills would 

lave been removed. This is a composite total of all the 

FP jurisdiction plants, by class, by meter size. In 

this case it would be for those specific plants, yes. 

Q All right. Thank you. If the Commission were 

to approve a type of standalone rate structure, would it 

De appropriate to base 1996 projected bills on the 

numbers in Column 4, taking into account the appropriate 

individual growth rates? 

A I don't know what you mean by the individual 

growth rates. We calculated the growth rates, as all 

bills, by plant. We could not calculate growth rates 

based on meter size. So I guess you would have to 

3efine what you mean by growth rate. 

Q Well, could you take each meter size by meter 
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class and factor it up by the appropriate growth rate to 

determine the appropriate ‘96 bills? Because these are 

1994 bills right now. 

A That’s basically what we did, yes. 

Q All right. Thank you. 

Mr. Bencini, you should have before you a copy 

of Pages 71 through 74 of the book Statistics. I would 

like to have that identified as Exhibit No. 123, I 

believe, which is labeled Trimming Methodology. Do you 

have that in front of you? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Were these pages used to determine the 

trimming methodology in your exhibits? 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Just so the record is clear, 

that will be marked as Exhibit 123. 

(Exhibit No. 123 marked for identification.) 

WITNESS BENCINI: Let me just check. I know 

we had a response to a PSC interrogatory on that. I 

just want to check and make sure that is the same book 

we referred to. (Pause) 

Q (By Ms. O’Sullivan) Would you agree, subject 

to check, that that exhibit is also the POD that you 

provided us earlier? 

A I’m sorry, would you repeat that? 

Q Would you like to agree subject to check that 
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this is the document, is what you provided to us? 

A Yes. 

Q The trimming methodology was essentially used 

by SSU to calculate a box plot and to determine which 

growth rates are outliers, correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q And this will be used to smooth out the growth 

rates for any plants that are really hyper growth or new 

plants; is that correct? 

A That's correct. By the way, this is the one 

we referred to in our Response to PSC Interrogatory 1, 

so that is correct. 

Q All right. Thank you. In determining the 

revenue allocation split for the base facility charge 

and gallonage charge, which is commonly referred to as 

the 40/60 split, the utility has tried to optimize the 

base gallonage split so that it does promote 

conservation rate within the Brown & Caldwell model 

while still trying to maintain revenue stability to the 

Company: is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q Was there any specific analysis done for the 

40/60 split? 

A When we had obtained the Brown & Caldwell 

model, there were several calculations that were done in 
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Drder to determine whether or not specific rate designs 

would meet the requirements of a conservation rate, and 

this was one of the ones that we determined do meet the 

criteria to justify as a conservation rate. At the same 

time, it was the best level to provide the Company 

revenue stability. 

Q Did you rely upon past precedent at all to 

determine that split? 

A Past precedent based on -- 
Q I‘m sorry, past precedent with the Commission 

in terms of its previously approved splits? 

A We specifically looked at some of the splits 

that have been ordered in past rate cases, and some of 

the issues that we tried to mitigate in this case were 

as a result of some of those orders. 

For example, the Marco case, where we have had 

as much as a million dollar swing annually in revenues, 

specifically, because only 20 percent of the base 

charge -- or only 20 percent of the costs were included 
in the base charge. So that is, yes, one of the things 

that we used as a factor. 

MS. O’SULLIVAN: We have no further 

questions. Thank you very much. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Twomey? 

MR. TWOMEY: No, ma’am. 
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CHAIRMAN CLARK: No questions. 

:ommissioners? Redirect? 

MR. ARMSTRONG: No redirect. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Exhibits. 

M R .  ARMSTRONG: company moves Exhibit 121. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Without objection, Exhibit 

121 will be entered in the record. 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: I believe 120 was 

Ir. Bencini's exhibit, MAB-1. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: That was 121, yes. 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: Staff moves in 122 and 123. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: 122 and 123 are admitted 

rithout objection. 

(Exhibit Nos. 121, 122 and 123 received into 

widence. ) 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: You're excused, Mr. Bencini. 

WITNESS BENCINI: Thank you. 

(Witness Bencini excused.) 

* * * 
CHAIRMAN CLARK: Ms. Kimball. (Pause) 

While she's getting situated, I did have a 

pestion. Charles Sweat is shown as being by subpoena 

iy OPC. Is that the issue that was not added to the 

:ase, or is he also on other issues? 

MR. BECK: He's not on the misconduct issue. 
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He’s on acquisition and divestiture policies. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Not just on the Palm Coast 

issue? 

MR. BECK: No, no, not at all. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: I’m sorry. I thought there 

was a motion to quash the subpoena. 

MR. BECK: There was, and it was denied. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Okay. 

MR. BECK: If you*re thinking of timing, 

Chairman Clark, I don’t expect to be much more than 15 

minutes, maybe, at the most. 

MR. HOFFMAN: Prepared, Madam Chairman? 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Yes, Mr. Hoffman. 

MR. HOFFMAN: Have you been sworn, 

Ms. Kimball? 

WITNESS KIMBALL: No, I haven’t. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Anyone else in the audience 

who has not been sworn in who is going to give 

testimony, would they please stand and raise their right 

hand? 

I guess it’s just you, Ms. Kimball. 

JUDITH J. KIMBALL 

was called as a witness on behalf of Southern States 

Utilities, Inc., and having been duly sworn, testified 

as follows: 
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CHAIRMAN CLARK: Thank you. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

3Y MR. HOFFMAN: 

Q Would you state your name and business 

iddress? 

A Judith J. Kimball, 1000 Color Place, Apopka, 

'lorida. 

Q 

A southern States Utilities. 

Q Ms. Kimball, have you prepared and caused to 

De filed 26 pages of prefiled direct testimony in this 

?roceeding? 

By whom are you employed? 

A I have. 

Q Do you have any changes or revisions to your 

prefiled direct testimony? 

A NO. 

Q So that if I asked you the questions in your 

prefiled direct testimony today, would your answers be 

the same? 

A Yes, they would. 

MR. HOFFMAN: Madam Chairman, I would ask that 

#s. Kimball's prefiled direct testimony be inserted into 

the record as though read. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: The prefiled direct testimony 

of Judith Kimball will be inserted in the record as 
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:hough read. 

Q (By Mr. Hoffman) Have you prepared an exhibit 

:o your testimony? 

A No, I haven't. 

Q Let me refer you to Exhibit JJK-1 to your 

lirect testimony. Is that your prefiled exhibit? 

A Yes. I'm sorry. I thought you were asking me 

;omething else. 

MR. HOFFMAN: Madam Chairman, I would ask that 

Exhibit JJK-1 be marked for identification. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: It will be marked as Exhibit 

L24. 

M R .  HOFFMAN: Thank you. 

(Exhibit No. 124 marked for identification.) 
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A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND BUSINESS ADDRESS. 

My name is Judith J. Kimball and my business address is loo0 Color 

Place, Apopka, Florida 32703. 

BY WHOM ARE YOU EMPLOYED AND WHAT IS YOUR 

POSITION? 

I am employed by Southem States Utilities, Inc. ("Southern States") as 

Assistant Vice President - Finance and Administration. 

PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND AND 

OTHER QUALIFICATIONS. 

I received a Bachelor of Science degree in Business Administration with 

a major in Accounting from the University of Central Florida in 1983. I 

became licensed as a certified public accountant in the State of Florida in 

1984. I am a member of the American Institute of Certified Public 

Accountants and the Florida Institute of Certified Public Accountants. 

WOULD YOU PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR EMPLOYMENT 

HISTORY IN THE FIELD OF PUBLIC UTILITY REGULATION. 

In May 1983, I was hired as a public utility auditor for the Florida Public 

Service Commission ("FPSC" or "Commission"), working out of the 

Orlando field office. I held that position until approximately October 

1984, at which time I joined Southern States as Rate Director. I remained 

in that position until June 1987 when I was appointed to the position of 

Controller. 

1 



1350 

1 Q. 

2 

3 A. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

r- 12 

13 

14 

15 Q. 

16 

17 A. 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

WOULD YOU PLEASE DESCRIBE THE TYPE OF WORK YOU 

PERFORMED WHILE AN AUDITOR FOR THE FPSC? 

Most of the audits I participated in involved small water and wastewater 

utilities located in central Florida. I also performed audit work at United 

Telephone in Apopka, Vista-United Telecommunications at Disney World, 

and Gulf Power in Pensacola. In addition to assisting on various portions 

of these audits, I was audit manager on several of them. I conducted staff 

assisted audits in those instances where the utility was very small and 

virtually created accounting records to support rate filings. I participated 

in several audits of Southern States during my tenure with the 

Commission. During these audits, I worked on rate base issues, 

establishing or verifying beginning balances, verifying plant and CIAC 

additions and reviewing tax returns. I also audited expenses for prudency 

and reasonableness. 

PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR PAST AND CURRENT 

RESPONSIBILITIES AT SOUTHERN STATES. 

During my first three years at Southern States, I was the Rate Director. 

In addition to filing rate cases, I was involved in the filing of pass-through 

and indexing applications. 

In June 1987, I was appointed to the position of Controller. As 

Controller, my responsibilities included overseeing the Financial 

Accounting, Regulatory Accounting, Payroll, Accounts Payable and 

2 



1351 

1 
P 

5 

6 

I 

8 

9 

10 

11 

P 12 

13 

14 

15 

16 Q. 

17 

18 A. 

19 

20 

21 Q. 

22 

Property Accounting Departments. The Accounting area provides support 

to the Rate Department in its filings and in the audit and discovery 

processes that result from these filings. 

In October of 1992, I was promoted to the position of Assistant 

Vice President - Finance and Administration. Responsibilities in that 

position include Finance and Administration Department support of rate 

applications, synchronization of accounting records with regulatory 

documentation, research on regulatory accounting issues, preparation of 

FPSC annual reports and supervisron of the Purchasing and Administrative 

Services Departments. I have spent the better part of 1994 reconciling the 

latest FPSC rate orders to the Company’s books in order that they are in 

compliance and agreement with the Commission’s records. At the 

beginning of 1995, I was temporarily assigned to the Rate Department 

under a Company executive loan program to coordinate and supervise 

preparation of the Company’s revenue requirements in the current docket. 

HAVE YOU PREVIOUSLY TESTIFIED BEFORE A PUBLIC 

UTILITIES COMMISSION? 

Yes. I have submitted testimony and/or testified before the Florida Public 

Service Commission, the Hillsborough Board of County Commissioners 

and the Sarasota County hearing examiners. 

PLEASE OUTLINE THE SCOPE OF YOUR TESTIMONY IN THIS 

PROCEEDING. 
P 

3 
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A. I will testify with respect to the Company’s Cost of Service and sponsor 

the following documents filed in this case: 

Volume I11 - Water and Wastewater Minimum Filing Requirements 

lMFRs) 

Book 1 of 6 

Book 2 of 6 

Book 3 of 6 

Book 4 of 6 

Book 5 of 6 

Book 6 of 6 

Schedules A & B: Water Rate Base and Operating 

Income for all FPSC Conventional and Reverse 

Osmosis Plants for projected test year 1996. 

Schedules A & B: Wastewater Rate Base and 

Operating Income for all FPSC jurisdictional plants 

for projected test year 1996. 

Schedules A & B: Water Rate Base and Operating 

Income for FPSC uniform and FPSC non-uniform 

plants for the interim 1995 period. 

Schedules A & B: Wastewater Rate Base and 

Operating Income for FPSC uniform plants and 

FPSC non.-uniform plants for the interim 1995 

period. 

Schedules 19 & B: Water Rate Base and Operating 

Income for FPSC uniform plants and FPSC non- 

uniform plants for the base period historic 1994. 

Schedules A & B: Wastewater Rate Base and 

Operating Income for FPSC uniform plants and 

A 
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FPSC non-uniform plants for the base period 

historic 1994. 

Q. WERE THESE DOCUMENTS PREPARED BY YOU OR UNDER 

YOUR SUPERVISION? 

A. Yes, they were. 

Q. PLEASE DESCRIBE THE PLANTS YOU HAVE FILED IN THIS 

CASE. 

A. This filing includes 85 water and 36 wastewater plants that were 

previously filed in Docket No. 920199-WS and which, as an outcome of 

that docket, received uniform rate treatment. A & B schedules for those 

plants have been consolidated into one set of MFRs referred to as "FPSC 

Uniform Plants." Since SSU has interconnected four pairs of water plants 

which were not interconnected in Docket No. 920199-WS, these plants 

constitute only four plants in this filing. In addition, the filing includes 12 

water and 8 wastewater plants characterized as "FPSC Non-Uniform 

Plants." This plant grouping consists of Lehigh and Marco Island (which 

do not have uniform rates), Southern States' plants that have come under 

FPSC jurisdiction since the last test year, and the recent acquisitions of 

Lakeside, Valencia Terrace and Spring Gardens. In addition, the pending 

acquisition of Buenaventura Lakes is included in this grouping. Individual 

plant A and B schedules are included for each FPSC non-uniform plant. 

This presentation is applicable for the 1994 base period and the 1995 
P 

5 



1354 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

e 
interim period. 

The presentation in 1996 is slightly different for water in that the 

Company is proposing a rate design structure for its two reverse osmosis 
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plants (Burnt Store and Marco Island) as well as summary schedules for 

the FPSC uniform conventional plants and detail schedules for the FPSC 

"non-uniform" conventional plants, a carryover presentation from 1994 and 
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All filed plants are identified in Volume 11, Book 1 of 4 of the 

MFRs.  The combined plants represent all those currently operated by 

r- 12 Southern States which indisputably are under Commission jurisdiction. 

13 Q. WHAT TEST YEAR HAS BEEN USED AS A BASIS FOR 

14 DETERMINING COSTS IN THIS FILING? 

15 

16 

17 
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A. The Company requested and the Commission approved the use of a 

projected test year ended December 31, 1996 with a base year ended 

December 31, 1994 and an interim test year ended December 31, 1995. 

The proposed final rates are based on budgeted 1995 costs adjusted for 

atmtion (1.95%) and various pro forma adjustments reflecting known and 

certain events. The 1995 interim period includes Southern States' new 

acquisitions referred to earlier and Buenaventura Lakes is included in the 

application in  the projected 1996 final period. 

6 
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Q. WHAT RETURN WILL SOIJTHERN STATES EARN UNDER 

PRESENT RATES ON THE 141 JURISDICTIONAL WATER AND 

WASTEWATER PLANTS FILED IN THIS RATE CASE? 

The overall jurisdictional rate of return for the combined water and A. 

wastewater plants filed in this case under present rates in  1994 is 5.44%, 

which is equivalent to a .57% return on equity. Under present rates in 

1995 and 1996, the combined rate of return is 4.26% and 3.58%, 

respectively. These rates of return equate to negative returns on equity of 

<1.94%> and <4.22%> for 1995 and 1996, respectively. A negative return 

on equity indicates that present revenues are severely deficient, that no 

return is available for investors, and that the Company is not able to fully 

cover interest costs on debt. 

Q. WHAT INCREASE IN REVENUES IS THE COMPANY 

PROPOSING? 

A. The Company is proposing an ove,rall increase in sales revenues by the end 

of 1996 of $18,137,502 (or a 38.87% increase) as shown in Volume 11, 

Book 1 of 4, "Overall FPSC Financial Summary." The proposed water 

increases for the conventional and reverse osmosis plants are $8,129,111 

(45.99%) and $3,662,131 (45.86%), respectively. The proposed increase 

for the wastewater plants is $6,346,260 (30.21%). The 1996 overall 

jurisdictional revenue requirement for the water and wastewater plants filed 

in this case is $65,302,524. A jurisdictional summary of present revenues 
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for 1994, 1995 and 1996 by plant is included in  Volume 11, Book 1 under 

"Operating Income Summary." 

WHAT RATES OF RETURN DO THE PROPOSED INCREASES Q. 

PRODUCE? 

A. As shown in the Summary, the Company's requested increase would 

produce an overall rate of return of 10.32% for combined water and 

wastewater service. The requested increase for water is $1 1,791,242 and 

the requested increase for wastewater is $6,346,260. 

HAS THE COMPANY DETERMINED ITS REQUIRED RETURN 

ON EQUITY BASED ON THE COMMISSION'S LEVERAGE 

GRAPH FORMULA APPROACH? 

Q. 

A. Yes.  The Company is requesting an overall jurisdictional return on equity 

of 12.25% based on the Commission's leverage graph formula approach 

adjusted for certain known risk factors addressed at length in the testimony 

of Mr. Scott Vierima and Dr. Roger Morin. The capital structure proposed 

by the Company for each of the three years is shown in Volume IV, Book 

1, Schedule D-1, as well as in Summary Volume 11, book 1 of 4, "D 

Summary Schedules." 

WOULD YOU GENERALLY DESCRIBE THE DEVELOPMENT OF 

RATE BASE IN THIS FILING. 

Q. 

A. The Company developed rate base information according to the 

Commission's MFRs. The amounts shown for rate base for the 1994 and 

8 
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1995 periods are average balances based on a simple average of the 

beginning and ending test year balances. For those same periods, working 

capital was determined according to past Commission precedent in SSU's 

last rate proceeding, Docket No. 920655-WS using the 1/8 of Operation 

and Maintenance ("O&M") expense methodology. The projected 1996 test 

year rate base is based on a 13 month average balance and working capital 

was developed based on the balance sheet approach. Volume 11, Book 1, 

provides a summary of rate base for 1994 through 1996 as well as a plant 

by plant summary of water and wastewater rate base, respectively (FPSC 

Rate Base Summaries). The detailed development of water and wastewater 

rate base is shown in Volume 111, Books 1 through 6. 

Q. WHAT IS THE TOTAL RATE BASE REQUESTED IN THIS 

FILING? 

The total rate base for the 141 plants filed in this case is $158,023,064 

consisting of $55 million of conventional water rate base, $40.3 million of 

reverse osmosis rate base and $62.8 million of wastewater rate base. 

HAS THE COMPANY MADE ANY ADJUSTMENTS TO PER BOOK 

RATE BASE FOR PURPOSES OF FINAL RATES? 

Yes, it has. Pro forma adjustments have been made over the three year 

period which increase total average jurisdictional water rate base by 

$2,247,082 and increase wastewater rate base by $1,692,364. These 

adjustments are summarized in Volume 11, Book 1 "Summary of Utility 

A. 

Q. 

A. 
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Adjustments to Rate Base Components". 

Q. WOULD YOU PLEASE DESCRIBE THE PRO FORMA 

ADJUSTMENTS MADE BY THE COMPANY TO RATE BASE 

COMPONENTS. 

A. In the 1994 and 1995 historic and interim test periods, the Company 

included an annual and average amount for the imputation of CIAC related 

to the FPSC margin reserve requirement. The average amount included in 

CIAC for 1994 is $461,214 and $169,947 for water and wastewater, 

respectively. In 1995, the average imputation totalled $420,48 1 and 

$152,991 for water and wastewater, respectively. These adjustments were 

made in order to comply with Commission policy for the historic base 

period and the interim rate period. However, the adjusment has not been 

made in the 1996 final period as the Company continues to disagree with 

this imputation. Mr. Forrest Ludsen and Mr. Hugh Gower address the 

reasons for not imputing CIAC in the 1996 test year. 

The next rate base adjustment pertains to the Deep Creek 

wastewater plant, a non-uniform plant. The plant reflects a negative rate 

base in each of the three periods. In 1994 and 1995, this negative rate 

base is zeroed out by making a positive adjustment to the construction 

work in progress line item of rate base. The amount of this adjustment is 

$405,183 and $194,780 for 1994 and 1995, respectively. The Company 

should not be assessed a negative rate base since to do so would remove 
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any incentive to operate the plant This adjustment is consistent with the 

Commission's treatment of similar circumstances in Docket No. 920199- 

WS. Counsel has also advised me that the Florida courts have recognized 

that it would be unwise to remove a utility's incentive to operate a system 

by depriving it of the opportunity to produce earnings from "zero rate 

base" operations. The adjustment which would be required for 1996 for 

this plant if the Company's request for uniform rates was not granted is 

$40,116. This adjustment has not been made in 1996 as we believe that 

under uniform rates, the Company should not adjust any plant with a 

negative rate base up to zero because under uniform rates, rate base is 

viewed as a whole, not on a plant by plant basis. 

The third adjustment made to rate base components is the addition 

to utility plant in service of the cost of constructing lines in the Lehigh 

water and wastewater service areas. In the case of these adjustments, a 

subsidiary of Minnesota Power, Lehigh Acquisition Corporation, pays the 

cost of constructing facilities and bills Southern States for this 

construction. The advance on SSlJ books is ultimately repaid out of future 

connection fees. The advances are reflected in the MFRs. However, the 

value of the facilities was not included in the 1995 and 1996 capital 

budget because they are not SSU funded projects. It must be included as 

an adjustment in the MFRs as the Company has included the offsetting 

advances for construction in its rate base calculations for each of these 

P 

11 
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years. If we did not add the Lehigh facilities to the 1995 and 1996 

budgeted numbers, the Company ,would be deducting an amount (through 

the advance for construction deduction) that is not offset by plant in the 

same year. The average amount of this adjustment is $801,000 and 

$452,500 for water and wastewater, respectively, in 1995 and is $93,077 

and $191,019 for 1996 for water and wastewater, respectively. 

The fourth adjustment to a rate base item pertains to the working 

capital allowance. In the 1994 and 1995 test period, the Company utilized 

a 1/8 of O&M approach to the working capital allowance to be consistent 

with the methodology followed in the Company’s last rate proceeding, 

Docket No. 920655-WS. In each of those years, the Company included 

an adjustment to direct expenses of $24,387 which represents the cost of 

raw water purchased from Marco Island by Marco Shores. This expense 

was not reflected on the Company’s books because of the inter-company 

nature of the transaction. As a result of that adjustment, the working 

capital allowance for water in each of those years was increased by $3,048. 

Although an expense adjustment also exists in 1996 ($65,225), it is not an 

issue for working capital allowance as the Company has used the balance 

sheet approach in the projected 1996 test period. 

In the 1996 test year, several rate base adjustments were made over 

and above those already discussed. Following are those adjustments. 

First, there are several retirements including cost of removal which 

12 
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occurred during the 1993 and 1994 periods, but which had not been 

reflected in the MFRs in those years. These adjustments were detected 

after the build-up of plant and accumulated depreciation had already been 

done; thus the decision was made to hold off on the retirements until the 

projected test period. These retirements on an average basis amounted to 

credits to plant in service of $49,612 and $5,328 for water and wastewater, 

respectively. They also resulted in decreases to accumulated depreciation 

of $74,637 and $11,857 for water and wastewater, respectively. The 

depreciation adjustments are higher than the plant adjustments due to cost 

of removal treatment. 

The second adjustment pertains to retirements that will be booked 

by the Company in 1995 due to plant interconnects which were not 

reflected in the 1995 budget. Because the Company elected to not adjust 

the interim period, this adjustment is reflected in 1996. Plant in service 

is decreased, on average, by $193,788 in water. This adjustment also 

decreases water accumulated depreciation by $158,241, contributions in aid 

of construction by $65,904 and accumulated amortization of CIAC by 

$42,290. 

A final adjustment related to retirements decreases accumulated 

depreciation by $13,871 and $158,932 in conventional water and 

wastewater, respectively. This acljustment dates back to pre- 1992 where 

a retirement in the Company's last rate filing was not reflected properly 
P 

1 :3 
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as a debit to accumulated depreciation. The plant asset was retired but 

was not offset by a debit to the reserve. This adjustment corrects that 

mistake. Along the same line, accumulated depreciation in the reverse 

osmosis plants has been adjusted downward by $121,487. $1 16,084 of this 

adjustment is for cost of removal that occurred after 1992 but which has 

not been reflected in the MFRs until 1996. The remaining $5,403 is a 

retirement from the last rate proceeding which was not reflected properly 

in the MFRs. 

Another rate base adjustment in  1996 reflects an increase to 

contributions in  aid of construction as a result of FPSC Order No. 95- 

0465-FOF-WS dated 4/11/95. This adjustment transferred unclaimed 

refunds related to the gross-up on CIAC to contributions in aid of 

construction as ordered by the Commission. Again, this adjustment was 

left to the 1996 period in order to leave the 1995 interim period unaltered. 

Water CIAC was increased by $21,937 and wastewater by $20,877 

An additional rate base adjustment in 1996 adds $267,155 to water 

utility land. This land was removed from rate base as non-used and useful 

in the last rate case. These parcels are now being returned to rate base as 

used and useful in 1996. They are not newly acquired parcels but 

represent tracts that have been looked at before by the Commission in 

prior rate cases. These parcels and the reasons for including them in rate 

base are discussed by Mr. Terrero. 
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One final adjustment impacting accumulated depreciation amounts 

to $795,371 for conventional water, $161,544 for reverse osmosis water 

and $904,261 for wastewater. These dollars reduce the beginning balance 

of accumulated depreciation in 1996. It represents the cumulative effect 

of depreciation taken on non-useful assets through 1991 and 1992-1994 

depreciation expense on non-useful water and wastewater mains at Deltona 

Lakes and Marco Island. The Company has not had the opportunity to 

recover the carrying cost of these assets as these plants do not have AFPI 

tariffs for mains. The Company was not recovering this expense in its 

AFPI factor through 1991, thus it was improper to recognize the expense 

in the rate case. When rates wexe established, any depreciation expense 

related to these non-useful assets was removed from expense in the 

revenue requirement calculation. As a result, it is also being removed 

from accumulated depreciation in the current docket. 

WOULD YOU GENERALLY DESCRIBE THE DEVELOPMENT OF 

OPERATING INCOME IN THIS FILING? 

The Company developed income information according to the 

Commission's MFRs. Volume 11, Book 1, "Operating Income Summaries" 

provide an overall jurisdictional summary of income as well as plant by 

plant summaries of water and wastewater income. The detailed 

development of water and wastewater income is shown in Volume III, 

Books 1 through 6, Schedule B. 
P 
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Q. WHAT IS THE PRESENT TOTAL JURISDICTIONAL NET 

OPERATING INCOME AND THAT REQUESTED IN THIS 

FILING? 

The total jurisdictional net operating income under present rates in 1994 

is $6.1 million ($3.4 million for water and $2.7 million for wastewater). 

The Company is requesting total jurisdictional net operating income in 

1996 of $16.3 million ($9.8 million for water and $6.5 million for 

wastewater). 

HAS THE COMPANY MADE ANY ADJUSTMENTS TO PER BOOK 

INCOME FOR RATEMAKING PURPOSES? 

Yes, we have. The Company has made pro forma adjustments to water 

and wastewater revenue and expenses as shown in Volume 11, Book I, 

Detailed Summaries of Utility Adjustments to Present Operating Income. 

The net effect of the pro forma adjustments on revenues and expenses in 

1996 is an increase to the revenue requirement of water of $476,652 and 

a decrease to the revenue requirement in wastewater of $124,081. 

Q. WOULD YOU PLEASE EXPLAIN THE ADJUSTMENTS TO 

OPERATING EXPENSES DURING THE THREE YEAR PERIOD. 

In 1994, water and wastewater adjusted test year present revenues were 

increased by $246,353 and $633,737 respectively. This increase represents 

the annualized revenue effect of the Company’s 1994 indexing application 

and the Marco Island rate reduction from Docket No. 920655-WS. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

A. 

P 
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I previously explained the purchased raw water adjustment in this 

testimony. The only other adjustment to expenses in the 1994 and 1995 

test periods other than fallout calculations resulting from other adjustments 

(revenue adjustment factor and income taxes) relates to property taxes. 

SSU owns property in numerous Florida Counties and many of them differ 

in how they arrive at net taxable value. Specifically concerning the 

taxation of non-useful assets, some Counties do not tax them and others 

may tax all non-useful assets. In rate proceedings, the Commission adjusts 

property tax expense downward in order that the customer only covers 

taxes on useful assets. 

When the adjustment is made by the Commission to property taxes 

in Counties that already reduced the tax bill due to non-used and useful 

issues, the Company is not left whole in recovering this expense because 

the Commission has reduced expense to an amount lower than what the 

Company has paid taking non-used and useful into consideration. 

In the current docket, the Company has incorporated adjustments 

to "add back" to the taxable value any non-useful assets deducted by the 

Counties, thereby grossing up property tax expense to a consistent level 

between Counties prior to making a non-used and useful adjustment. 

In 1994, $270,764 and $204,625 was added back to property tax 

expense for water and wastewater, respectively. The amount of the 

adjustment in 1995 is the same as it was in 1994. The non-used and 

17 
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useful property tax adjustment reduces property tax expense in the amount 

of $426,281 and $422,666 for water and wastewater, respectively, in 1994 

and $433,136 and $419,956 for water and wastewater, respectively, in 

1995. This adjustment is also made in 1996 and totals $270,764 and 

$204,625 for the water and wastewater add back, respectively. After 

considering this gross-up, the non-used and useful adjustment reduces 1996 

property tax expense by $336,198 and $410,783 for water and wastewater, 

respectively. 

Also related to property tax expense are adjustments made in 1995 

and 1996 to recognize property tax expense of new acquisitions. In 1995, 

this adjustment is $2,721 and $3,914 for water and wastewater, 

respectively. In 1996, the property tax adjustment for all acquisitions 

(including the 1995 acquisitions and Orange-Osceola Utilities, Inc.) is 

$85,470 for water and $198,087 for wastewater. 

The remaining expense ad.iustments requiring explanation all occur 

in the projected test year 1996. There are seven adjustments which will 

be explained and quantified. The first adjustment brings the customer 

accounts and administrative and general expenses of Buenaventura Lakes 

into the 1996 test period and allocates these expenses to all plants based 

on average number of customers. Buenaventura Lakes’ customer account 

and A&G expense was reported as $852,074 in their 1994 FPSC Annual 

Report. Southern States eliminated $190,077 of this expense due to 

113 
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synergies available from existing, SSU departments. A 1.95% attrition 

factor was applied to this plant’s 1994 expenses for 1995 and 1996 to 

bring it to a level comparable to Ihe rest of the plants filed in this docket 

for 1996. There was also a reclassification of labor from what was 

presented in the Annual Report. SSU moved numerous positions from 

customer accounts and A&G to the operations division of the plants to be 

consistent with where these positions would be classified at SSU. The end 

result of these adjustments is that additional customer and adminisaative 

and general expense allocated to the FPSC water division amounted to 

$235,252 and the total allocated to the wastewater division is $119,410. 

The plants that are county regulated, as well as the gas division, received 

their pro rata share of the total Buenaventura Lakes costs. The addition 

of this new customer base (15,488) effectively replaces the Sarasota 

County Venice Gardens customer base (15,380) lost when those plants 

were purchased by the County in 1994. 

The second adjustment relates to expenses associated with the 

Company’s conservation program. This program and the related expenses 

are addressed in depth in Ms. Kowalsky’s testimony. The allocation of 

these expenses results in the FPSC regulated water plants receiving 

additional expense of $164,272 and the wastewater division receiving 

expense of $83,382. 

The third expense adjustment is an amount being requested by the 

19 
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/'. 
Company in order to purchase various incidental supplies which will 

prepare the Company for hurricanes and other natural disasters. The 

Hurricane Preparedness Program is discussed in more detail in Mr. 

Gagnon's testimony. The expense allocated to the FPSC water division 

totals $4,871. The amount allocated to the wastewater division is $2,472. 

The fourth expense adjustment increases the cost of IaboratoIy 

testing at the water division by $26,312 and increases expense at the 

wastewater division by $16,295. This increased expense is reflected within 

the Contractual Services-Other account and is explained in the testimony 

of Mr. Anderson and Mr. Bencini. 

The fifth adjustment impacts the payroll accounts and is the result 

of a competitive labor market analysis conducted by Hewitt and 

Associates. The findings of this study and the causes for the increases are 

explained more fully in Ms. Lock's testimony. The additional expense 

dollars allocated to the FPSC waier customers is $271,491. The amount 

allocated to the wastewater customers is $198,776. 

The sixth adjustment for 1996 reduces certain water expenses due 

to the conservation rate and the elasticity of consumption. The direct 

expenses impacted are chemicals, purchased water, and purchased power. 

The total expense reduction is $287,585. Mr. Bencini will address these 

cost reductions in more detail in iiis testimony. 

The final 1996 adjustment, other than fallout calculations, is for the 

20 
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amortization of the Marco Island raw water supply costs and totals 

$293,162. This is a direct expense to Marco Island and is not allocated to 

other plants. This amortization reflects one year’s amortization impact 

over a five year write-off period. The amount being amortized represents 

the cumulative costs of the Company’s efforts to resolve the Marco Island 

water supply needs which culminated in the ultimate acquisition of the 

Collier pits. 

As indicated earlier, the other adjustments are fallout calculations 

resulting from the various adjustments described above. One such 

adjustment is an increase to payroll tax as a result of adjustments made for 

the Hewitt Study. The increased payroll taxes amounted to $30,893 for 

water customers and $20,558 for wastewater customers. 

WOULD YOU PLEASE SUMMARIZE THE RESULTS OF ALL OF 

THESE ADJUSTMENTS FOR THE THREE PERIODS. 

Q. 

A. Yes. In the 1994 historical period, the water expense adjustments 

increased expenses by $30,448. Coupled with that reduction is the 

increase to revenue of $246,353 resulting from the annualization of 1994 

revenues for a net reduction to the revenue requirement of $215,905. On 

the wastewater side, the expense adjustments increased expenses by 

$123,351. However, the annualization increased revenue by $633,737 for 

a net reduction to the revenue requirement of $510,386. 

In 1995, the adjustments resulted in a decrease to expenses of 
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$90,558 and $139,493 for water ;and wastewater customers, respectively. 

In the final projected test period 1996, the adjustments resulted in water 

expenses increasing by $476,652 and wastewater expenses decreasing by 

$124,081. 

IS THERE ANYTHING ELSE WHICH REQUIRES EXPLANATION 

RELATED TO THE FILING? 

Q. 

A. Yes, there is. As I mentioned earlier in my testimony, one of my major 

assignments during 1994 was to analyze the Commission orders that 

finalized Docket No. 920199-WS (127 plant filing), No. 911188-WS 

(Lehigh) and No. 920655-WS (Marco Island). For several years, the utility 

had not booked Commission rate order adjustments which continued to 

create problems for FPSC auditors in verifying beginning points at the 

time of each successive rate case. The analysis involved comparing final 

Commission ordered amounts to the Company’s books, plant by plant and 

line item by line item to identify differences which would need to be 

booked. The research during 1994 took close to three man years to 

complete. 

The analysis was complicated by a variety of factors. For example, 

it could not be assumed because the Commission ordered an adjustment, 

that the Company’s books needed adjusting. Often times, MFR 

presentation was a problem and not the books. In many of these instances, 

past MFRs were incorrect due to various factors, including mathematical 
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f i  
mistakes and double counting of items already included in MFR beginning 

points, but picked up again when the Company actually booked the item. 

Items of this nature increased year-end rate base by $1,176,924 over the 

rate base presented in the latest FPSC dockets. The main cause of the 

increase was the result of a mathematical mistake in Sugarmill Woods 

wastewater CIAC which caused a $1,116,283 overstatement of CIAC in 

Docket No. 920199-WS. The total increase in rate base from these 

adjustments consists of a reduction to plant in service of $378,650, a 

reduction in accumulated depreciation of $542,368, a reduction to 

contributions of $1,118,592, and a reduction of accumulated amortization 

of CIAC of $105,386. Exhibit m(J JK-1)  provides a tabular presentation 

of this information. Exhibit &(JJK-1) also identifies adjustments to 

beginning points necessitated by the Commission’s past orders which 

resulted in a reduction to rate base of $1,227,246. This amount consists 

of a reduction to plant in  service of $906,562, a reduction to accumulated 

depreciation of $32,397, an increase to CIAC of $308,776 and a decrease 

to accumulated amortization of CIAC of $44,305. 

Another factor complicating the analysis is that the Company had 

to compare all account balances in the MFRs to the books and research 

any differences, even if the Commission had not made an adjustment to 

the MFRs. That was due to the fact that the MFRs pick up the last 

Commission ordered balance arid build rate base using that ordered 
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balance. However, the fact that Ihe Company had not booked prior rate 

orders resulted in  significant differences between the MFR balances and 

the book balances. These differences also had to be researched to 

determine where the problems were and what needed to be done to resolve 

them. During this process, it was discovered that acquisitions that had 

been made as far back as the 1970’s had not been booked properly at 

acquisition and had never been adjusted to agree with Commission 

balances. In fact, several of the Commission approved acquisition 

adjustments had never been reflected on the Company’s books. The 

acquisition adjustment account on the Company’s books has changed 

during 1994 mostly as a result of the correction of the original bookings 

of these acquisitions to agree with Commission balances. Most of the 

change in the acquisition adjustment account is not related to Commission 

approved acquisition adjustments and, as a result, does not impact the rate 

base presentation in the present docket. 

Also found during the analysis is that the prior MFRs changed the 

depreciation rate utilized in the 1991 test year to the average life rates 

shown in Rule 25-30.140. Although this is proper treatment in the MFRs, 

it is not proper to reflect that life o n  the Company’s books until such time 

as the revenue to recover the expense associated with those rates is 

generated. In the case of Docket No. 920199-WS, final rates were not 

effective until September 1993. In the current MFRs, the Company has 

24 
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restated the accumulated depreciaf ion beginning points to reflect the 2.5% 

rate for 1991 and continued it through August 1993 in those plants that 

had not already fallen under Rule 25-30.140. In addition, for several of the 

Deltona plants, depreciation was restated for the years 1989 and 1990 as 

well due to the fact that accumulated depreciation work papers leading up 

to the MFR presentation for the 1991 test year adjusted depreciation rates 

for those plants in 1989 instead of waiting until 1991. This occurred due 

to the fact that work papers that were completed for Docket No. 900329- 

WS (which was subsequently dismissed by the Commission) were used as 

a basis for the beginning point and carried forward for the 1991 docket 

(No. 920199-WS). In the workpaper build-up, 1989, at that time, was the 

test year in question; thus the change in depreciation rates. However, that 

should have been changed to build-up for the following rate cases, but it 

never was. The net result of the changes due to depreciation lives is a 

decrease in accumulated depreciation of $717,262. This adjustment 

impacts water rate base by $199,086 and wastewater by $518,176. 

All of the adjustments discussed in this section have been made to 

the last established balances by the Commission. They are not reflected 

in the 1994 historic test year. The reason for this treatment was to enable 

the Company to conduct its build-up of rate base starting with correct 

balances. To not do so would cause the continuing balances of 

accumulated depreciation and accumulated amortization of CIAC to be 

2:5 
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P 
exponentially incorrect. The impact of the aforementioned adjustments is 

summarized in Exhibit la(c(JJK-I) for water and sewer rate base in total 

with details by water and wastewater individually. 

DOES THAT CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY? Q. 

A. Yes. 

P 

26 
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Q (BY Mr. Hoffman) Ms. Kimball, YOU do not have 

L summary for your direct testimony; is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

MR. HOFFMAN: I would tender her for cross 

Sxamination. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Beck. 

MR. BECK: NO questions. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Twomey. Do you want me 

to go to Staff? 

MR. TWOMEY: If you don't mind. I'm trying to 

mail something. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: You're trying to mail 

something? 

MR. TWOMEY: I'm, I'm -- yes. 
MS. O'SULLIVAN: Staff does have questions. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: MS. O'sullivan. 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: Thank you. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MS. O'SULLIVAN: 

Q Ms. Kimball, if I could refer you -- and we'll 
be jumping around here -- to SSU's positions on issues 

No. 67, 110, 111 and 112 of the prehearing order in this 

docket, do you have that available in front of you? 

A I'm getting it. 

Q All right. I guess my question for all four 
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,f those is the same. 

sddresses both the amount and the method of allocating 

chat amount, and your position addresses only the 

mounts; is that correct? 

In each instance the issue 

MR. HOFFMAN: Madam Chairman, let me state an 

Dbjection to the question. 

goes to Issues 67, 110, 111 and 112, and Ms. Kimball is 

not our witness for any of those issues. 

I understand the question 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: If that's the case, 1'11 

withdraw the question. 

wrong witness. Apologize. 

I think I might have had the 

Q (By Ms. O'Sullivan) Ms. Kimball, turning to 

the topic of accumulated deferred income tax balance and 

the methods of allocating the amounts and deferred tax 

balances, isn't it true that in the MFRs the Company 

allocated the debit deferred taxes related to CIAC to 

the individual rate bases on the basis of that year's 

CIAC activity? 

A That's true. 

Q All right. Would you agree that the 

Commission in the last full rate case, Docket No. 

920199, made the determination that debit deferred taxes 

related to CIAC should be allocated to each facility 

based on CIAC activity from 1987 to the end of the test 

year and not just that year's activity? 
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A That's also true. 

Q We've passed out an exhibit I would like to 

lave marked for identification if I could. 

Exhibit No. 125? 

Will that he 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: It would be, and that is the 

deposition exhibit for Judith Kimball. 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: Yes, identified as late-filed 

Exhibit No. 2 from deposition. 

(Exhibit No. 125 marked for identification.) 

Q (BY MS. O'sullivan) DO you agree, 

Ms. Kimball, that the information provided in this 

exhibit provides the CIAC activity from 1987 to the end 

of the test year by system? 

A Yes, it does. 

Q Do you see any reason why the Commission 

should depart from its decision in Docket No. 920199 to 

allocate CIAC related debit deferred taxes to the 

individual plants rather than that year's activity? 

A We have no objection to using this exhibit for 

the allocation to the plant. 

Q All right. Thank you. 

I'm next going to focus on Issue NO. 47 

relating to adjustments to correct accumulated 

depreciation and amortization of CIAC. On Pages 22 

through 26 of your direct testimony, you discuss that 
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jSU performed a very detailed analysis of the books, the 

xior rate case orders and MFRs. On Line 16 of Page 22, 

you state that it took three man years to complete this 

review; is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q What caused such a large amount of time to be 

spent on the books in this manner? 

A Basically, since the inception of Southern 

States, prior rate orders had not been booked by the 

utility, or the adjustments in prior rate orders had not 

been booked. In fact, balances of certificate transfer 

orders when we acquired plants had not even been 

correctly booked. 

This was -- you have to understand, this was like a 
30-year time span wetre talking about. 

individuals that were responsible for what was on the 

books aren't even with the Company anymore. 

This really had not been looked at. 

So a lot of the 

After we filed the 920199 docket, which 

covered the majority of the plants that Southern States 

owns, along with Marc0 Island and Lehigh, it was a good 

opportunity at that time to say now we're going to 

compare the '91 books to the '91 rate order, and this is 

the time to clean this up and correct it. And so there 

was a long lapse of time, and it took a long time to go 

through all that history in order to make the proper 
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3djustments. 

Q On Lines 0 through 13 of that same page, you 

state that for several years the utility had not booked 

Commission rate order adjustments and that each time the 

auditors had problems reconciling beginning balances; :is 

that correct? 

A That is correct. 

Q Has the utility corrected its books to 

eliminate these problems now? 

A The books have been corrected, as far as the 

plant balances, the 1010 balances and the CIAC accounts, 

the 271 balances. Actually, probably even the CIAC 

amortization balances are as they should be at this 

time. 

Q Has accumulated depreciation also been 

adjusted? 

A That hasn't totally been done yet, no. 

Q When would that be done? 

A When this rate case is finished. 

Q Is that because you're waiting upon 

information from the rate case, or is that a funct 

timing because of workload? 

on of 

A Well, we're waiting on Commission decisions 

regarding what we've done here. 

Q If the Commission Staff were to today audit 
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the utility's book balances without the benefit of the 

YFRs, which have been filed in this docket, would it be 

3ifficult to perform such an audit? 

A Would you repeat that? 

Q If the Commission Staff were to today audit 

the utility's book balances without the benefit of the 

currently filed MFRs to refer to, would it be difficult 

to perform an audit? 

A I don't believe so. 

Q I believe you stated earlier that the utility 

has not yet adjusted for accumulated depreciation; is 

that correct? 

A Correct. 

Q So would it be difficult to audit the 

utility's book balances in that regard without having 

the MFRs, since they have not yet been corrected? 

A If you're meaning auditing them -- if you 
don't have the MFRs and you just audit them -- I mean 
Price, Waterhouse comes in and audits our accumulated 

depreciation. Relative to what:, I guess. 

Q I think we mean audit for the purposes of rate 

Would that be difficult without having the making. 

MFRs? 

A At this point in time, I believe that we've 

pretty much segregated the issues that are within the 
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accumulated depreciation area. 

able to be done. 

So an audit would be 

Q Turning to Page 24 and 25 of your direct 

testimony, you state that you made an adjustment to 

correct accumulated depreciation related to the change 

in the implementation of guideline depreciation rates; 

is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q Is it true that the utility is making this 

adjustment to its work paper balances only and not to 

its books? 

A This is an MFR adjustment. 

Q So it is not being made to the utility's 

books? 

A There are going to need to be some adjustments 

made to the utility books. In certain cases the utility 

started implementing those guideline rates, the new 

guideline rates, before it was really proper to do so. 

Q We have just one more line of questioning for 

you, which addresses Issue 6, the Adjustments to Rate 

Base for Lehigh Land. I've passed out an exhibit which 

I would like to have identified. It would be the 

Utility's Response to Interrogatory No. 207 and Document 

Request NO. 76, a composite exhibit. I'm sorry, it will 

be passed out. 
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CHAIRMAN CLARK: This will be Exhibit 126, arid 

rhat I have is Excerpts from SSU's Response to OPC 

Interrogatory 207 and FPSC Document Request 76 

'ertaining to Lehigh Land. 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: Thank you. 

(Exhibit No. 126 marked for identification.) 

Q (By Ms. O'Sullivan) Ms. Kimball, you've 

stated that only parcel 4 should have been included as 

ised and useful: is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q You've also stated that the total cost for 

?arcel 4 was $33,203; is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q I'm going to ask you, perhaps, to do a small, 

Jrief calculation. In response to Document Request No. 

76, you state that tract C of parcel 4 consists of 4 . 9  

scres and that tract D consists of 2.26 acres: is that 

:orrect? 

A That's correct. 

Q And that would equal 7.16 acres? 

A Right. 

Q Do you believe or would you agree that if one 

ranted to derive the per acre cost for all of parcel 4 ,  

:hat the appropriate method would be to take the total 

:ost and divide it by the total acreage? 
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A Yes. 

Q So if the total cost was $33,203, you would 

divide it by an acreage of 7.16? 

A Yes. 

Q All right. Would you agree subject to check 

that that amount would be $4,637 per acre? 

A Subject to check. 

Q All right. Would you agree that if tract C i s  

found to be nonused and useful in this rate proceeding, 

that to derive a cost for it, it would be appropriate to 

take that per acreage price and multiply it times the 

4.9 acre amount of that tract to arrive at the total 

lump cost for that acreage? 

A Yes. 

Q Would you agree, subject to check that that 

calculation would equal $22,723? 

A Actually, I calculated it at $22,711, but I 

did it kind of a different way, but that's close. 

Q Okay, that's close enough. We have nothing 

further. Thank you very much. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Twomey? 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. TWOMEY: 

Q Ms. Kimball, on Page 23 of your prefiled 

direct testimony, you may have already given me an 
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answer on this, and if you did and I have forgotten it,, 

I apologize, but the -- at Line 4, you state that the 
main cause of the increase in rate base of the Sugarmill 

Woods was the result of a mathematical mistake in the 

wastewater CIAC which caused a 1,116,283 overstatement 

in the 199 docket. 

A Correct. 

Q Have you given us a discovery response? 

A Yes, I have. Actuall.~, I don't have that rith 

me. 

Q I'm sorry, do you have the reference which 

A I'm going to try to find it. (Pause) 

Q It might be faster, Ms. Kimball, can you 

explain what it was, off the top of your head? 

A I can try to. When we acquired the Punta 

Gorda plant, there was a $5 mil.lion construction -- 
construction project that was underway in Sugarmill 

Woods. At the time we closed the transaction, that 

ine 

project hadn't been completed. Division of Florida Land 

Sales had not signed off on completion of that project. 

But it was part of -- it was considered part of the 
assets that Southern States acquired. 

When the project was completed, which was -- 
you know, I think it was close to a year after we closed 

the acquisition, we got detailed information from Punta 
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Sorda on the actual land -- the line costs, all the 
asset costs. 

already been prepaid related to those lines. 

booked that transaction originally, the total value of 

the assets got booked to the 1010 plant accounts and the 

total amount, the $5 million, also got booked to the 

CIAC accounts, the 271 accounts. 

We also got a listing of what CIAC had 

When we 

When we acquired Punta Gorda, the prepaid CIAC 

was already on their books, and we had already reported 

that. So when it got booked again in its entirety, we 

had actually overstated the contributions at Sugarmill 

Woods. A correcting entry was done to back out the CIAC 

that had been overbooked, and that was taken to the 

acquisition adjustment account, which would have 

happened if we had booked it at the time of 

acquisition. I believe when the consultants put the 

rate case together the last time, they thought that was 

a mistake. Why they thought that, I don't know, but 

they moved those dollars back into the CIAC accounts on 

the MFRs. And it was simply an overstatement and maybe 

a misunderstanding on the part of the consultants that 

put that case together. The records have been audited 

by Price, Waterhouse, the PSC auditors audited them. 

Nothing is being found that's incorrect with the books. 

Q I appreciate that explanation, and if I can 
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just get the reference maybe later. 

A sure. 

Q I don't want to trouble you now. We just 

wanted to get the explanation. 

Thank you. That's all. 

I appreciate that. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Commissioners? Redirect? 

MR. HOFFMAN: Yes, Madam Chairman. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. HOFFMAN: 

Q Ms. Kimball, you were asked a question or two 

from Staff on Issue 6? 

A Yes. 

Q And Issue 6 states: Are any adjustments to 

rate base necessary to reduce Lehigh land for parcel 4, 

tract C, as plant held for future use?" As a result OP 

the -- and I'm relating this to you. As a result of the 

prehearing process, the language of that issue was 

changed and the prehearing order now reflects a position 

for SSU of no position at this time, which I don't think 

is the Company's position. 

Could you articulate on what the Company's 

basic position is on this issue? 

A Yes. The Company agrees that tract C of 

parcel 4 should be considered nonused and useful, but 

that tract D should be included in rate base as plant in 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

1387 

;ervice. 

Q And what is the basis for the Company's 

,osition that tract D should be included in rate base? 

A There is construction taking place, if not 

ilready done, on that tract. 

MR. HOFFMAN: Thank you. That's all I have. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Thank you. Exhibits. 

MR. HOFFMAN: We would move Exhibit 124. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Exhibit 124 will be admitted 

rithout objection. 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: Staff moves in 125, 126. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: 125 and 126 will be admitted 

aithout objection. 

(Exhibit Nos. 124, 125 and 126 received into 

avidence. ) 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: We'll go ahead and take a 

xeak until about 20 after. I think it would be 

sppropriate at that time to talk about how we're going 

to order the witnesses between now and Saturday. We 

ail1 come back at -- tell you what, we'll come back at 

ibout 4:25, give you 15 minutes to take a look at the 

List and timing of the witnesses. 

(Recess from 4:lO p.m. until 4:25 p.m.) 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Let's call the hearing back 

to order. Thank you. 
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I indicated we should review scheduling of 

witnesses for now through Saturday. It would be my 

intention to take up Mr. Ludsen this evening, as he is 

the next on the list, and then continue through the list 

of witnesses as they are indicated on the prehearing 

order. But then on Saturday, I believe it might be 

appropriate to take some of -- let me ask Public 
Counsel, on the Dismukes, are they going to be in town'? 

MR. BECK: Kim Dismukes will be here and 

available Saturday. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: So we could take Kim on 

Saturday? 

MR. BECK: Right. We're not asking for a date 

specific for her. She'll be available later if need be. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: And also then, who else? 

MS. CAPELESS: Chairman Clark, we need to take 

Dr. Beecher tomorrow. She is in travel status now. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: That's correct. That would 

be correct. Thank you, Us. Capeless, for warning me of 

that. 

All right, we would go with Mr. Ludsen and 

then probably take Ms. Beecher first thing tomorrow 

morning and then revert to Ms. Lock and continue through 

the witness list. And it would be my intention to not 

go late on Friday. We would finish at 5:00, if not 
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before. And then on Saturday we would start at 9:30 or 

ten and probably go until 3 or 4:OO. 

And on Saturday, perhaps then we could 

start -- I would anticipate we would not take Judge 
Mann, Budd Hansen, A1 Bertram, Mike Woelffer or Chris 

Carter or Don Rainey on Saturday. We would skip over 

them and come to Ms. Dismukes and then perhaps go 

through the Southern States witnesses that you have 

subpoenaed. 

MR. BECK: Yes. Chairman Clark? 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Yes. 

MR. BECK: We are going to excuse Dr. Cirello 

from our subpoena. I do not plan to call him. And also 

later, there is -- on the list it says that Karla 
Teasley was subpoenaed. We had at one time planned to 

subpoena her, but we did not subpoena her. Of course 

she will be coming on in rebuttal, I assume, but we will 

not be calling her either. 

With respect to the subpoenaed witnesses, one 

of the subpoenaed witnesses, Ida Roberts, is listed in 

the rebuttal stage. Do you plan to leave -- 
CHAIRMAN CLARK: No. I don't think we'll take 

her out of order. We'll take her at the rebuttal. So 

on Saturday we would take Ms. Dismukes, move to those 

SSU witnesses that have been subpoenaed by Public 
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Counsel, and then if time permits, move to some of the 

Staff witnesses. All right. 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: Chairman Clark? 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Yes. 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: We also have stipulations 

regarding the DEP witnesses. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Why don't we take those up 

now? 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: The parties have discussed 

stipulating in the record several of the DEP witnessesr 

testimony. I can read off a list of those. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Please do. 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: Roberto Ansag, W. E. Darling, 

Debra Laisure, George Sawaya, Pete Burghardt, William 

Dunn, Neal Schobert, Peter Screneck, William Thiel, John 

Kintz and Toni Touart. The remainder will be presented 

by video conference. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Ms. O'Sullivan, if you could 

give me that list, I would appreciate it. I didn't get 

all the names. 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: Be happy to. 

COMMISSIONER KIESLING: I have a question. 

When you say they#re going to stip those, they don't 

have prefiled testimony? 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: The Staff DEP witnesses? 
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1391. 

COMMISSIONER KIESLING: They all do? 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: Yes, matam. 

COMMISSIONER KIESLING: I thought some Of them 

lad just filed a report. 

Vas that Chris Carter? 

Didn't we talk about that? 

MS. O'SULLIVAN: That would be the DEP 

ritnesses for Southern States, I believe, which they've 

mbpoenaed. And I think Mr. Carter will be subpoenaed 

>y Mr. Twomey to appear, but he has not prefiled 

:estimony. 

MR. BECK: Chairman, we had a stipulation of 

Eact I had discussed with Staff that would go to that. 

C don't think we're at final language yet, but as part 

>f that stipulation, we have a stipulation of fact that 

aould accompany it. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Twomey? 

MR. TWOMEY: I was just going to say, I'm -- 
?ardon me. I've had some difficulty getting a hold of 

UIr. Carter and am still working on that. But the 

intention is that if I finally do get him, it will be .-- 

L've spoken to his office, he will be at the same time 

4s the DEP witnesses in Jacksonville by television. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Okay. All right. 

MS. CAPELESS: Chairman Clark, one other 

reminder is that Dr. Whitcomb needs to testify by 
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Saturday. He's not available after Saturday. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Okay, well, then perhaps 

tomorrow we should take up Beecher, then Whitcomb. 

MR. FEIL: That's fine. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: YOU probably need to remind 

me of that tomorrow. 

All right. With that, Mr. Ludsen. 

MR. FEIL: Mr. Ludsen, have you been sworn? 

WITNESS LUDSEN: Yes. 

FORREST L. LUDSEN 

was called as a witness on behalf of Southern States 

Utilities, Inc., and having been duly sworn, testified 

as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. FEIL: 

Q Would you state your name and business address 

for the record, please? 

A Forrest Ludsen, 1000 Color Place, Apopka 

Florida 32703. 

Q Are you the same Forrest Ludsen for whom 

prefiled direct testimony was filed in this case? 

A Yes, I am. 

Q Do you have any changes or corrections to the 

prefiled direct testimony? 

A Yes, I do. 
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Q 
A Yes. Page 14, Line 17, the first number, 

$2.79 should be 32.77, Line 18, the number 38.09 should 

,e 37.57. 

Could you please state them? 

Page 16, Line 9, the number 11.36 should be 

11.32. Line 16, the number 689 should be 672. Line 1'7, 

:he number 32 should be 49. Line 18, the number 493 

should be 599. 

Page 25, Line 22, the number 183,825 should be 

L93,341. 

Q Could you repeat that, please? 

A 193,341. Page 26, Line 1, the number 299,684 

should be 224,667. Line 2, the number 488,330 should be 

292,280, and the word "surcharges'.that follows that 

should be llrebates.sl That's all. 

Q Thank you. With those corrections, if I asked 

,rou the same questions in your prefiled direct testimony 

today, would your answers to them be the same? 

A Yes. 

MR. FEIL: Madam Chairman, I ask that 

rlr. Ludsen's prefiled direct testimony be inserted in 

the record as though read with those corrections. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: The prefiled direct testimony 

>f Forrest Ludsen will be inserted in the record as 

though read. 
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Q (BY Mr. Feil) Do you have a summary of your 

testimony? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Excuse me, Mr. Ludsen, did you have exhibits 

attached to your prefiled direct as well? 

A Yes, I had five exhibits attached to my direct 

testimony. 

M R .  FEIL: Madam Chairman, I would request 

that Mr. Ludsen's exhibits attached to his prefiled 

direct testimony receive the next exhibit number for 

identification. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Feil, would you give me 

I don't seem to have my copies those exhibit numbers? 

here. 

Q (By Mr. Feil 

Mr. Ludsen, your prefi 

Could you read them please, 

zd direct exhibits? (Pause) 

COMMISSIONER DEASON: Isn't it just FLL-1 

through 5? 

M R .  FEIL: Yes, sir. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: FLL-1 through 5 will be 

marked as Exhibit 127. 

(Exhibit No. 127 marked for identification.) 



1395 

1 Q. 

2 A. 

3 

4 Q. 

rn 

5 

6 A. 

7 

8 Q. 

9 

10 A. 

11 

P 12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 Q. 

21 

22 A. 

WHAT IS YOUR NAME AND BUSINESS ADDRESS? 

My name is Forrest L. Ludsen and my business address is 1000 Color 

Place, Apopka, Florida 32703. 

WHAT IS YOUR POSITION WITH SOUTHERN STATES 

UTILITIES, INC.? 

My position is Vice President in charge of Finance and Administration for 

Southern States Utilities, Inc. ("Southern States"). 

WHAT IS YOUR EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND AND WORK 

EXPERIENCE? 

I am a graduate of the University of Minnesota where I received a 

Bachelor of Arts degree in Business and Economics. Prior to holding my 

current position with Southern States, I was employed by the Minnesota 

Power & Light Company ("Minnesota Power") from 1969 until 1989. I 

began my career in Minnesota Power's accounting department and 

subsequently worked for 16 years in the rates department, ultimately as its 

manager. As manager of the rates department, I was responsible for 

revenue requirement determinations and the filing and administration of 

rate case applications. While with Minnesota Power I directly oversaw the 

preparation and filing of over a dozen major rate cases. 

WHAT ARE YOUR PRESENT DUTIES AS VICE PRESIDENT IN 

CHARGE OF FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION? 

Generally, I am responsible for all matters relating to rates, accounting, 
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human resources and administration. 

HAVE YOU EVER TESTIFIED BEFORE A REGULATORY 

AGENCY? 

Yes, I have testified before the Florida Public Service Commission on 

behalf of Southern States, Deltona Utilities, Inc. and United Florida 

Utilities Corporation in Docket No. 900329-WS. I have also testified on 

behalf of Lehigh Utilities, Inc. in Docket No. 91 1188-WS and Southem 

States in Docket Nos. 920199-WS, 920655-WS and 930880-WS. 1 also 

have testified numerous times on behalf of Minnesota Power before the 

Minnesota Public Service Commission and the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission. 

WHAT TEST YEARS HAS SOUTHERN STATES PROPOSED IN 

THIS FILING? 

Southem States has used an historic year for the twelve months ended 

December 31, 1994 for the base period. For interim rate purposes, 

Southern States has proposed the use of the twelve months ending 

December 31, 1995. For purposes of determining final rates, Southern 

States has used the twelve months ending December 31, 1996. 

WHY HAS SOUTHERN STATES CHOSEN THESE PERIODS? 

As the Commission is aware, rates are to be established on a prospective 

or "forward looking" basis. For this reason, the Florida Legislature permits 

the Commission to establish interim rates based on a projected test year 

2 
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and permits the Commission to set final rates using a test year ending no 

more than 24 months after the end of the historic period. In Southem 

States’ experience, the rate case process is an eighteen month process until 

final rates are implemented. This time frame includes compilation of data, 

completion of the minimum filing requirements (MFRs), and the discovery, 

heaxing and post-hearing process (including reconsideration requests). As 

a result of this lengthy process, unless the Company is permitted to recover 

rates based on a projected year ending at least eighteen months after the 

rate process is initiated, the Company will remain perpetually behind the 

eight ball of regulatory lag. 

For instance, in Docket No. 920655-WS (the most recent Marco 

Island rate application), Southem States filed a rate application using a 

projected year ending April 30, 1993. Southem States’ MFRs were 

accepted by the Commission on September 9, 1992, but a final order was 

not issued until July 23, 1991 (Order No. PSC-93-1070-FOF-WS). 

Commission reconsideration of this order was requested by Public Counsel. 

Public Counsel’s reconsideration request was not disposed of by 

Commission order until December 3, 1993 (Order No. PSC-93-1740-FOF- 

WS). Therefore, from the time the MFRs were accepted until the 

reconsideration request was decided 14 months later, Southem States did 

not have authority to charge final rates unhampered by refund provisions 

or the uncertainties of reconsideration requests. By the time a final order 

3 
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was issued authorizing Southern States to charge rates with no slnings 

attached, the projected year upon which the rates were premised already 

had expired. Southern States had a similar experience in Docket No. 

911188-WS (the most recent rate application for our Lehigh service area). 

As a result of these experiences, Southern States has requested that the 

Commission establish final rates for the projected test year ending 

December 31, 1996 in the hope that this test year will not be an historic 

year before final rates are authorized in this proceeding. 

The need for rate relief based on the 1996 projected test year is 

made more critical for Southern States due to the ever increasing number 

of laws, rules and standards being promulgated with which we must 

comply. These laws, rules and standards increase our investment 

requirements and increase operating costs. Southern States will have 

placed approximately $97 million of plant in service during the period 

1992 through 1996 or an average of approximately $20 million annually. 

The need to set rates on a prospective, projected basis takes on even 

greater significance during periods such as these in the water and 

wastewater industries. 

More specifically, the 1996 plant in service investment we have 

included in this proceeding is approximately $17 million. If these 

significant investments are not included in this rate proceeding, the 

likelihood of back-to-back rate applications is magnified. The likelihood 

4 
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of such a filing also is demonsaated by the fact that if Southem !States 

were to use the projected year ending December 31, 1995, our revenue 

requirements would be reduced dramatically since not only the $17 million 

invested in plant in service in 1996 would be excluded, but also the rate 

base recovery of the $27 million put into service in 1995 would be 

dramatically reduced by the application of the 13 month average rate: base 

balance required under the Commission’s rules. The revenue requircment 

impact of this exclusion could be expected to be several million dollars. 

Of course, while reductions in this magnitude may appear advantageous to 

our customers, in reality they are not. As I previously indicated, 

regulatory lag already is a significant problem, particularly in rising cost 

industries like the water and sewer industries Our Company’s lenders and 

equity providers are aware of the regulatory lag problem as well as the fact 

that the industries in which we operate are rising cost industries. If 

Southern States is not permitted to recover rates on a projected basis in the 

manner we propose, lenders will consider their investment in SSU more 

risky and reflect this increased risk in higher capital costs. Also, as I 

indicated previously, permitting Southern States to use a 1996 projected 

year should reduce the likelihood of back-to-back rate filings significantly. 

It is likely that a second filing on the heels of this one would necessitate 

another approximately one million dollars in rate case expense. 

Given these facts and experiences, it is apparent that the 

5 



1400 

P 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

I 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

establishment of rates, interim or fiial, on an historic basis is insufficient 

to permit a utility a reasonable opportunity to recover its authorized rate 

of return. 

COULD YOU PLEASE DESCRIBE THE RATE STRUCTURE THAT 

THE COMPANY IS PROPOSING IN THIS PROCEEDING? 

Yes. Southern States is proposing a rate structure that creates two service 

classifications for residential water users. One class of residential 

customers is comprised of customers served by "conventional" water 

facilities. The second class of residential customers is comprised of 

customers served by "reverse osmosis" water facilities. All residential 

wastewater customers are included in one service classification. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. COULD YOU EXPLAIN THE DISTINCTION BETWEEN 

CONVENTIONAL TREATMENT AND REVERSE OSMOSIS 

TREATMENT WATER FACILITIES WHICH YOU HAVE IJSED 

TO CREATE THESE SERVICE CLASSIFICATIONS? 

While SSU witnesses Hartman, Denny and Terrero can best describe these 

classifications what they boil down to is that conventional treatment 

facilities are facilities which are capable of treating fresh water supplies so 

as to meet applicable laws and standards. Reverse osmosis facilities are 

required to take brackish water supplies and bring them into compliance 

with these laws and standards. The service areas which receive service 

from reverse osmosis facilities include Marco Island and Burnt Store. 

A. 

6 
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These two service areas comprise the reverse osmosis treatment service 

classification. All other water service areas are included in the 

conventional treatment service classification. 

DOES SOUTHERN STATES BELIEVE THAT A UNIFORM RATE 

STRUCTURE WITHIN SERVICE CLASSIFICATIONS WILL 

PROVIDE BENEFITS TO THE COMPANY AND ITS 

CUSTOMERS? 

Yes, Southern States has provided the Commission with evidence of both 

the long and short term, universal benefits of uniform rates for Southern 

States’ customers in several dockets now. The potential for new laws, 

regulations, standards or adverse geographical and environmental hazards 

to OUT customers is real. New laws, regulations, standards or adverse 

events could result in the doubling or hipling of an individual facility’s 

rates, on a pseudo stand alone basis. Uniform rates would make it highly 

unlikely that such rate shock would ever occur. In short, uniform rates are 

an effective insurance policy against rate shock. 

The short and long term advantages of uniform rates are as follows: 

Short Run 

1. Lower rates for utility’s customers. 

The average costs of operations and major plant capital 

expenditures are spread over the entire body of utility customers 

rather than over the customer base served by one particular facility. 

7 
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2. Insulation of Customers from rate shock. 

Major capital investments to meet increased environmental 

standards or to replace obsolete existing plant may result in 

dramatic increases in revenue requirements. Customers served by 

one facility could experience an immediate doubling, mpling or 

even higher increase of rates. Averaging rates of multiple facilities 

allows a given increase to be smaller on a per customer basis. 

Investments are made in individual facilities at varying rimes, 

therefore averaging of rates benefits all customers over time as 

different facilities require major capital investments. 

3. Lower rate case exuense. 

Allowing all facilities to be combined for ratemaking purposes 

results in lower total rate case expense. These avoided expenses 

benefit the customers served by all facilities. Southern States has 

demonstrated its ability to reduce rate case expenses by 

consolidating service areas into one filing. 

Ease of understanding by customers. 

Customers question why facilities located near each other, or within 

the same county, have different rates. A uniform structure 

eliminates this confusion. 

4. 

Lone Run 

5. Administrative efficiencies and economies of scale in accounting, 

8 
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and ouerations and maintenance. 

All administrative functions of the individual service areas can be 

consolidated in one location, with one set of records (billing, 

maintenance, etc.) rather than separate books and records 

maintained for each individual facility with separate billing. ’I’hese 

efficiencies translate into cost savings for the utility and ultimately 

its customers. 

6. Reduce freauencv and cost of rate case filings. 

Averaging rates over the entire rate base and customer base of the 

utility allows the utility to offset revenue deficiencies experienced 

in one service area with revenues experienced in other service 

areas, thus minimizing or eliminating the need for filing rate cases 

on a frequent basis. Customers benefit by maintaining their 

existing rate level for a longer period of time. 

7. Access to cauital. 

Uniform rates allow the utility to minimize the operating risk 

across all systems. Reduced risk and stabilized revenue flows 

make the utility a viable candidate for participating in higher end 

capital markets. 

We believe that the existence of these advantages provide overwhelming 

evidence in support of the Commission’s past uniform rate decisions and 

in support of the approval of SSU’s rate structure proposal in this 

9 
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proceeding. 

DO YOU HAVE ANY ADDITIONAL REMARKS IN s u P m R r  OF 

THE PROPOSED RATE STRUCTURE? 

Yes. Uniform rates represent the culmination of a succession of steps 

toward the consolidation of Southern States into one utility. Uniform rates 

are a common sense reaction to the alternative -- $60, $80 and even $100 

monthly charges for water -- which would have resulted for many stmice 

areas primarily due to new, more stringent and more strictly enforced! laws 

and standards designed to protect the environment and the public health 

and safety. In contrast, as a large, consolidated, professionally managed 

and operated utility, Southern States has been able to keep the cost of 

serving our customers as low as possible -- by capitalizing on economies 

of scale, by participating in rulemaking proceedings by environmental 

regulators to prevent the passage of rules which would dramatically 

increase the cost of public water supplies, by accessing capital markets 

heretofore inaccessible, and any number of other methods available to 

Southern States as a result of our size and staffing with iutility 

professionals. CIAC contributions are only one of the hundreds of 

elements which comprise Southern States’ revenue requirement. CIAC 

should not be viewed in a vacuum. Rather, the many long and shorit term 

benefits I and other witnesses for Southern States have described must be 

considered in determining fair and reasonable rates for all of our 

10 
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Also, as the Commission may recall, in the Commission's uniform 

rate investigation docket Southern States presented two ratemaking experts 

with nation-wide experience who confirmed that the uniform rate smicture 

or "single tariff pricing" provides benefits to the utility and its customers. 

In addition, at least 20 states have approved single tariff pricing for 

regulated water utilities and at least 19 Florida counties charge uniform 

rates to their water and wastewater customers despite the fact that the 

customers are served by facilities which are not interconnected by pipes 

11 
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in the ground. 

DO YOU BELIEVE THAT THE WAY IN WHICH 

SOUTHERN STATES CURRENTLY CONDUCTS UTILITY 

OPERATIONS PROVIDES FURTHER SUPPORT FOR A 

UNIFORM RATE STRUCTURE BY SERVICE 

CLASSIFICATION? 

Yes. Attached as Exhibit Id? (nL-1) is a demonstration of the 

wagon wheel analogy which Southern States has drawn to our 

19 method of operating our utility. As demonstrated by this exhibit, 

20 the interrelationship between Southern States' land and facilities 

21 statewide are managerial, operational and administrative. The 

22 recently acquired Lakeside, Spring Gardens and Valencia Terrace 

11 
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service areas already have been incorporated into the SSU system. 

The Buenaventura Lakes service area will be incorporated into the 

system if and when the acquisition is approved by the Commission 

and will receive all of the interrelationships which currently exist 

between SSU’s facilities and land statewide. Various witnesses for 

Southem States will discuss these interrelationships in further 

detail. 

DID SOUTHERN STATES CONSIDER CONTRIBUTIONS IN AID 

OF CONSTRUCTION WHEN MAKING ITS RATE STRUCTURE 

PROPOSAL? 

Yes. We have filed requests for uniform service availability charges for 

all of our customers. Thus, going forward, all customers within a 

particular service classification who connect to our facilities anywhere in 

Florida will pay the same charges. We believe uniform service availability 

charges are consistent with the establishment of uniform rates and the 

recognition that Southern States is one utility. It is beyond dispute. that 

even after new service availability charges are authorized by the 

Commission, it takes years for the new charges to have any impact of note 

particularly now when the Company is required to make significant capital 

investments due to environmental mandates. Also, whether or not the 

charges have any recognizable impact at all will depend upon a variety of 

factors which include customer growth experience, additional investments 

Q. 

A. 

12 
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in utility facilities, future changes in laws, rules or standards which ]night 

impact capital needs, economic conditions and possibly other factors. 

The Company considered proposing adjustments to service 

availability charges for each facility. However, as I just noted, treating the 

facilities separately appears to be inconsistent with the uniform treatment 

of facilities we are advocating in this proceeding. Also, although much 

has been said in the past regarding differences in customer contribution 

levels between different service areas, it must be remembered that the 

range of contributions paid by customers within service areas can vary in 

a similar manner and we cannot fix the past. Second, although customers 

in certain service areas may have made little or no contributions in the 

past, it should be remembered that there may be good reason for this 

result, that is, if the level of contributions is too high, the owner of the 

facilities will have no investment in the facilities, no rate base upon which 

to earn a return, any increase in operating expenses will result in losses for 

the owner -- all of which will discourage proper operation of the facilities. 

Finally, as demonstrated in Docket No. 930880-WS, it is not unique for 

customers served by non-interconnected facilities to be charged a uniform 

rate despite the fact that the individual customers may have paid 

conmbutions ranging from $0 to $2,000. Hernando County, which charges 

uniform water and wastewater rates to customers served by non- 

interconnected facilities owned and operated by the Hernando County 

P 

13 
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Utilities Department, has collected contributions ranging from $0 to 

$2,000. This fact was admitted by the Hernando County Utilities Dii~ctor 

in Docket No. 930880-WS. 

For all of these reasons. we believe the establishment of uniform 

service availability charges to be assessed to Southern States' customers 

statewide is the most reasonable and proper means of calculating these 

charges. 

WHAT ARE THE SERVICE AVAILABILlTY CHARGES WHICH 

SOUTHERN STATES IS PROPOSING IN THIS PROCEEDING? 

Volume VI11 of the minimum filing requirements ("MFRs") identifies the 

service availability charges we are requesting for the various service 

classifications: Conventional water treatment: $750; Reverse Osmosis 

water treatment: $1,500, wastewater service: $1,500. 

HOW DID SOUTHERN STATES ARRIVE AT THESE CHARGES? 

First, we calculated the percentage of contributions to total plant in service 

for the projected test year ending December 31, 1996. We determined that 

3H9'7h30f our conventional water plant in service, 10.8% of our reverse 
3 . 7 7  7 

37.57 
osmosis water plant in service and 3853% of our wastewater plant in 

service as of December 31, 1996 would be contributed. Due to the 

significant plant in service additions since rates last were estabbhed 

through December 31, 1996, these contribution levels will not satisfy 

Commission Rule 25-30.580 which requires that a minimum of plant in 

14 
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service attributable to water transmission and distribution and sewage 

collection lines be contributed. Therefore, the service availability charges 

must be increased. 

Second, we performed a survey of service availability charges being 

assessed by other county, city, cooperative and investor-owned utilities 

operating in 46 counties in Florida as of December 31, 1994. Our survey 

requested that these utilities identify their service availability charges 

which were broken down into the categories of meter installation fees, 

service installation fees, line extension fees and plant capacity/impact fees. 

The result of this survey revealed average cumulative service availability 

charges of $752 for water service and $1,491 for wastewater service. 

Summary results of our survey are provided in Exhibit.l1l (FLL-2). A 

copy of the entire survey is provided in Volume VIII, Book 1. Based on 

the survey results, we determined that our proposed service availability 

charges were consistent with the average charges being assessed by 

utilities statewide. 

Third, we analyzed our survey results to identify the service 

availability charges assessed by the utilities, public or private, providing 

service in proximity to our service areas -- our competitors. We 

established our charges in an attempt to keep Southern States' charges 

competitive with these utilities. 

Fourth, we determined that our charges must begin at a level which 

15 
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not only is competitive from the start but which also would remain 

competitive when the accumulation of funds prudently invested ("AFPI") 

charges were added. 

Fifth, we determined the minimum and maximum level of 

cumulative service availability charges necessary to comply with the 

Commission's rule. 

Sixth, we analyzed all of the above information and determined that 

at the proposed charges, 56% of the facilities currently serving the 

conventional water treatment class, of the facilities currently 

serving the reverse osmosis water treatment class and 43% of the facilities 

currently serving the wastewater class would be contributed at build out. 

These proposed charges each would satisfy the Commission's rule. 

Seventh, we determined that the minimum service availability 

charge necessary to comply with the minimum level under the 

Commission's rule for the conventional water treatment class would be 
(e7& 

$689. For the reverse osmosis treatment class, the minimum charge to 
B 99. 

comply would beYE-2. For the wastewater class, the minimum would be 
594. 
$493. Exhibit (FLL-3) provides the minimum and maximum charges 

to comply with the Commission's rule; SSU's present charges; as well as 

stand-alone charges and proposed uniform charges for service availability 

for conventional water treatment, reverse osmosis water treatment and 

wastewater service. 

16 
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Finally, we determined that the creation of separate service 

availability charges for each service area so as to comply with even the 

minimum contribution level established in Rule 25-30.580 would result in 

widely divergent rates ranging from $0 (for several service areas) to 

$260,636 (for the Holiday Heights service area) for residential 

conventional water treatment, for example. We also determined that some 

of the service area specific rates would render Southern States 

uncompetitive with competing utilities in proximity to our service areas. 

Southern States must remain competitive with these utilities to foster 

growth in our service areas, thus contributing to the efficiencies and 

economies of scale which would permit our water and wastewater service 

rates to remain as low as possible. Therefore, we concluded that the 

charges which I just identified were reasonable and prudent to propose to 

the Commission. 

Q. IS SSU REQUESTING AUTHORITY TO COLLECT AN 

ALLOWANCE FOR FUNDS PRUDENTLY INVESTED? 

Yes. Volume VII of the MFRs provides the data and requested allowance 

for funds prudently invested or "AFPI" charges being requested by SSU. 

With the following three exceptions, the calculation of the proposed 

charges was purely mechanical in nature. First, SSU proposes to cap the 

AFPI charges for any service area at an amount equal to the applicable 

SAC charge. Thus, the AFPI charge for conventional water would be 

A. 

17 
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capped at $750, the maximum AFPI for reverse osmosis water would be 

$1,500 and $1,500 would be the maximum AFPI charge for wastewater. 

This cap is proposed in an attempt to maintain total charges for customers 

connecting to SSU’s facilities for the first time which are at least 

somewhat competitive with the charges assessed by neighboring utilities. 

The alternative if no cap were applied -- AFPI charges totalling many 

thousands of dollars -- would thwart growth, would never be collected and 

would not serve any good to SSU , our shareholders or our customers. 

The second exception to the purely mechanical application (of the 

AFPI charge, and the cap, was SSU’s decision to apply the cap to AFPI 

charges even where the application of the cap served to reduce the 

previously existing AFPI charge. There were only three instances of this 

type: for the Chuluota, Florida Central Commerce Park and Marco Island 

wastewater service areas. SSU believes that the cap previously discussed 

is reasonable and necessary to assist growth and we did not believe these 

two limited instances where the cap was lower than the existing charge 

required deviation from the theoretical basis for applying the cap. 

Third, we compared the product of multiplying the existing AFPI 

charges by the ERCs which remained at the time the existing charges, were 

set against the product reached when a newly calculated AFPI charge was 

multiplied by the remaining ERCs at this time. Subject to the cap 

discussed above, we left the existing AFPI charges in place where the total 

18 
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revenue collected under the existing charge was greater than the revenue 

which could be expected if new AFPI charges were implemented. 

Q. IS THE COMPANY'S PROPOSED RATE STRUCTURE A 

CONSERVATION RATE STRUCTURE? 

Yes. As Southern States' witness John Whitcomb will testify, the water 

rate structure we are proposing is a conservation rate structure which meets 

the criteria established for the Southwest Florida Water Management 

District ("SWFWMD") in a 1993 study by Brown and Caldwell, which Mr. 

Whitcomb refers to as the "Conservation Rate Structure Study." As 

Southern States has indicated since the Commission approved the uniform 

rate structure for 90 of our water service areas in Docket No. 920199-WS, 

the uniform rate structure approved in that docket was a conservation rate 

under the Conservation Rate Structure Study. Mr. Whitcomb will describe 

A. 

the conservation aspects of the Company's proposed rate structure in 

detail. 

Q. HAS THE COMPANY PERFORMED AN ANALYSIS OF THE 

PROJECTED IMPACT THAT THE CONSERVATION RATE 

STRUCTURE WILL HAVE ON CONSUMPTION? 

A. Yes. 

Elasticity Study and associated models created for SWFWMD. 

HAS THE COMPANY MADE ANY OTHER ADJUSTMENTS TO 

CONSUMPTION FOR PURPOSES OF CALCULATING RATES IN 

Mr. Whitcomb has provided this information based upon an 

Q. 
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THIS PROCEEDING? 

Yes. As SSU witness Carlyn Kowalsky will testify, the Company ha.s had A. 

an award winning water Conservation program in place for several :years. 

To date, and in addition to the water conservation impacts of the uniform 

rate structure in effect since September 1993, our efforts have been 

primarily in the area of customer education concerning water conservation 

and water conserving techniques. Our efforts have included videos, 

brochures, newsletters, newspaper advertisements, sponsoring the 4-H 

organization in its xeriscaping promotional program, Small Change Theater 

group presentations to elementary school children, SSU employee 

presentations to customer groups, homeowners’ associations, business 

associations and the like. In this proceeding, Southern States is requesting 

that the Commission approve certain additions to our conservation 

program. Our expanded conservation program is expected to achieve 

water conservation in the service areas with the highest historical 

consumption levels. Ms. Kowalsky projects that there will be a reduction 

in consumption as a result of this expanded program. We have made this 

adjustment to consumption in the MFRs. Also, SSU has reduced 1996 

water consumption to reflect the conversion of certain water customers to 

effluent reuse for irrigation. 

Q. IS SSU PROPOSING ANY OTHER INNOVATIONS IN THIS 

PROCEEDING TO THE WAY RATES PREVIOUSLY HAVE ISEEN 

20 
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SET FOR SSU? 

Yes. As Dr. John Whitcomb confirms in his testimony, SSU faces an 

inordinate level of financial and business risk as compared to water 

utilities operating in other parts of the country due to circumstances 

beyond SSU's control, such as weather. Dr. Roger Monn also confirms 

the higher level of risk which investors perceive in the Florida water 

industry in general and SSU, specifically, as compared to water utilities in 

other parts of the country and elecmc and gas utilities everywhere. The 

testimony of these two experts has served merely to confirm what we at 

SSU have known to be true based upon our experience at SSU. We have 

reacted to these adverse circumstances by proposing a revenue adjustment 

mechanism which we have referred to as a weather normalization clause 

or "WNC" for the Commission's consideration in this proceeding. 

COULD YOU PROVIDE A STEP BY STEP DESCRIPTION OF THE 

MECHANICS OF THE WEATHER NORMALIZATION CLAUSE? 

A. Yes. Exhibit (EL-4)  contains copies of the proposed monthly 

worksheets which demonstrate the mechanics of the WNC for the proposed 

conventional and reverse osmosis treatment classes. The WNC is designed 

to provide monthly adjustments in the gallonage charge to Icflect 

deviations from the target consumption levels per bill to be established in 

this proceeding. In other words, the basis for any WNC revenue 

adjustment is the monthly deviation of actual consumption per bill to the 

A. 

Q. 
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projected test year consumption per bill ordered in our rate case and upon 

which rates are set. The methodology is similar to the monthly 

adjustments under gas adjustment clauses used by local distribution 

companies in the gas industry which use as a basis the price per dekatherm 

(dth) of gas purchased from suppliers at the time rates are established. 

There are ten steps in computing the monthly WNC adjustment. The steps 

include the following: 

Step One: Calculate the deviation between the actual monthly 

consumption per bill and the test year approved target consumption per bill 

(Line 15). 

Step Two: Multiply the deviation in gallons per bill indicated in Step One 

by the number of bills (Line 20). 

SteD Three: Multiply the number of gallons calculated in Step Two by the 

Commission approved gallonage charge to determine the monthly WNC 

revenue rebate or surcharge amount (Line 22). 

SteD Four: Calculate the true up adjustment to reflect any deviation 

between the prior WNC revenue adjustment amount billed versus collected 

(Line 27). 

Step Five: Add the true up revenue amount to the monthly WNC revenue 

rebate or surcharge calculated in Step Three (Line 31). 

Step Six: Add the WNC revenue amount calculated in Step Five to the 

accumulated WNC balance (Line 30) which has resulted form prior WNC 

22 
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calculations to obtain the new accumulated WNC balance. 

Step Seven: Divide the new accumulated WNC balance by 12 c i n e  32). 

One twelfth of the accumulated balance will be the WNC revenue to be 

billed in the next billing period. The remaining revenue will constitute the 

accumulated WNC revenue balance to be used in the next month’s WNC 

revenue calculation (Line 33). 

SteD Eight: Multiply the consumption per bill targeted for the month in 

which the adjustment is to be billed (two months hence) c i n e  39) by the 

number of bills issued in the current month (Line 40) to determine the 

targeted consumption in the month to be billed. 

Step Nine: Divide the WNC monthly revenue adjustment (Line 38) by the 

targeted consumption in gallons calculated in Step Eight. The product of 

this division is the WNC adjustment to the gallonage charge for the month 

to be billed. 

Step Ten: Apply the WNC adjusted gallonage charge to the consun~ption 

in the month to be billed and begin at Step One again. 

COULD YOU EXPLAIN WHY THERE IS AN ACCUMULATED 

WNC BALANCE, AS DESCRIBED IN STEP SIX, AND WHY THE 

BALANCE IS DIVIDED BY 12 TO DETERMINE THE WNC 

REVENUE TO BE COLLECTED IN ANY GIVEN MONTH? 

We determined that the monthly WNC rebate or surcharge should not 

adjust for the entire revenue deviation experienced each month since to do 

23 
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so could result in wide fluctuations in the gallonage charge from month to 

month. Therefore, we analyzed mechanisms to spread back WNC revenue 

adjustments over 2 month, 6 month and 12 month periods. Exhibit &=.- 7 

(FLL-5) provides demonsuations of the WNC for the conventional and 

reverse osmosis classes in 1992, 1993 and 1994 using 2, 6 and 12 month 

spread back periods applied to the base of the consumption per bill 

determined in Docket No. 920199-WS. Reference to Line 42 of the 

conventional water treatment schedules in the exhibit indicates that under 

a 12 month spread back, the monthly WNC adjustment fluctuated during 

the period 1992 to 1994 between a $.09 rebate and a $.01 surcharge. 

Under a 6 month spread back over the same period, the monthly WNC 

adjustment fluctuated between a $.16 rebate and a $.07 surcharge. lJnder 

a 2 month spread back, the monthly WNC adjustment fluctuated between 

a $.33 rebate and a $.19 surcharge. It is clear that the longer spread back 

period minimizes the volatility in the gallonage charge adjustment from 

month to month. This finding is confirmed by performing the same r1:view 

of the monthly fluctuation in the WNC adjustment over the same period 

for the reverse osmosis class. Since SSU wished to moderate the volatility 

of the adjustment in the monthly gallonage charge, we determined that the 

use of a 12 month spread back is most reasonable. 

IS THERE ANYTHING ELSE ABOUT THE WNC ADJUSTMENT 

THAT SSU IS PROPOSING WHICH THE COMMISSION SHOULD 

24 
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KNOW ABOUT? 

Yes. As indicated in Step Four of the WNC process I just described and 

assuming an ongoing WNC mechanism is in place, it should be understood 

that the WNC revenue adjustment calculated for any given month will not 

actually be reflected in customer bills until two months later. In other 

words, there is a two month lag between the calculation of the revenue 

adjustment calculated for, say, January, and the time the revenue 

adjustment is converted to an adjustment in the gallonage charge on the 

customer's March bill. There also is an additional two month lag between 

the time the WNC adjustment is billed -- March -- and the reconciliation 

or "true up" of the billed adjustment with amounts actually collected, 

which reconciliation would occur in May. Therefore, each month a "true 

up" of billing and collections will be performed to get the pot righi. 

COULD YOU FURTHER DESCRIBE WHAT YOU INTEND TO 

SHOW BY EXHIBIT (FLL-S)? 

A. 

Q. 

A. Yes. As I described earlier, Exhibit (nL-5) c o n f i s  that there is 

less volatility in the monthly gallonage charge if a twelve month spread 

back is used. Another purpose of this exhibit is to give the Commission 

a demonstration of how the WNC will work by using the consumption per 

bill determined in Docket No. 920199-WS and applying the WNC to the 

years 1992, 1993 and 1994. A review of this exhibit reveals that the 

conventional treatment class would have received rebates of $M3+325 and 
I'i3.3q I 
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1 &in 1992 and 1993, respectively, and in 1994, the Company would 

2 
aa,m (e& 

have received $4%8;338 in under the twelve month spread back 

3 mechanism. 

4 Q. WOULD YOU CHARACTERIZE THIS LEVEL OF ADJUSTMENT 

5 ANNUALLY AS SIGNIFICANT? 

6 A. Yes. Although the amount of annual adjustment may not appear 

7 significant in and of itself in a given year, Dr. Roger A. Morin confirms 

8 that the mere existence of the WNC adjustment serves to reduce SSU’s 

9 cost of equity in the magnitude of 25 basis points. Similar cost reductions 

10 can be expected from debt providers given the beneficial impact which the 

11 existence of this adjustment should have on the perceived level of risk 

n 12 

13 

14 

associated with SSU’s operations. Also, it must be remembered that the 

operation of the WNC adjustment will be most critical during periods 

when consumption deviates significantly from the consun~ption 

15 experienced in the base year. According to Dr. Whitcomb, water utilities 

16 operating in Florida probably are exposed to higher risk of significant 

17 deviations than utilities in any other state. 

18 COULD IT BE SAID THAT THE WNC ADJUSTMENT PROMOTES 

19 HIGHER LEVELS OF WATER CONSUMPTION SINCE IT 

20 REDUCES THE GALLONAGE CHARGE WHEN CUSTOMERS 

21 

22 

Q. 

USE MORE THAN THE PROJECTED AMOUNT OF WATER? 

We do not believe that such an assertion would be accurate. We do not A. 

26 



1421 

yc. 
1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

believe that individual customers will intentionally consume more water 

in Month 1 in the hope that all other customers will do the same so as to 

result in a slightly reduced gallonage charge several months later. First, 

the customers acting this way would end up paying the higher gallonage 

charge in Month 1 for the water consumed. Second, if other customers do 

not also consume water at levels above the projected amount, no reduction 

to the gallonage charge will materialize. Third, it would be inappropriate 

to assume that all customers will adjust their consumption habits so as to 

achieve slightly lower gallonage charges in the future. Instead, we believe 

that OUT customers are reasonable and either do now or will soon 

understand that adjusting water use habits to achieve conservation is a 

must. With this understanding, it is interesting to note that a customer 

who consumed more water in Month 1 to achieve a reduced gallonage 

charge in a subsequent month would not see a decrease in the gallonage 

charge proportional to such customer’s increased usage. This is because 

the amount of the gallonage charge reduction will be determined company- 

wide and thus the reduced charge will be provided to all customers not just 

the excessive user. In this way, excessive consumption by customers 

acting in this fashion will provide a double benefit to customers who are 

using less water by reducing the unit price they are paying for the 

decreased volume of water they are using. 

IF CUSTOMERS REACT TO THE CONSERVATION MESSAGE BY Q. 
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REDUCING CONSUMPTION IN AMOUNTS WHICH EXCEED DR. 

WHITCOMB'S ELASTICITY ADJUSTMENT, THEY WILL PAY 

HIGHER GALLONAGE CHARGES AS A RESULT O F  THE WNC 

ADJUSTMENT. IS THIS EQUITABLE? 

We anticipate some customer confusion as a result of the fact that the 

WNC adjustment will adjust the gallonage charge upward where customers 

react positively to the conservation message. However, it must be 

remembered that the alternative to water conservation is increased charges 

associated with water plant expansions, wellfield relocations -- as is 

possible in Volusia County -- and, potentially, the construction of costly 

reverse osmosis facilities. When these alternatives are considered, the 

benefits of conserving water are more clear. 

DR. WHITCOMB SUGGESTS THAT THE IMPLEMENTATION OF 

A WNC ADJUSTMENT WILL SIMPLIFY THE REGULATORY 

PROCESS, REDUCE REGULATORY COST AND DRAMATICALLY 

INCREASE UTILITY EFFORTS TO PROMOTE WATER 

CONSERVATION. DO YOU AGREE? 

Yes. In addition to the other benefits I previously discussed, the 

implementation of the WNC adjustment should simplify the regulatory 

process by removing the necessity of aggressively litigating the appropriate 

consumption level to use for rate-setting purposes. This process 

simplification results in rate case cost reduction since less time will be 
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spent on this issue going forward. Also, any impediment to the promotion 

of water conservation, conscious or otherwise, would be eliminated for any 

utility authorized to implement a WNC adjustment. 

DO YOU HAVE ANY COMMENTS CONCERNING THE IJSED 

AND USEFUL METHODOLOGIES USED BY SOUTHERN STATES 

IN THIS PROCEEDING? 

Southern States has not adjusted the used and useful levels for facilities to 

a level below the level set forth in the prior Commission order establishing 

the used and useful level of such facilities -- absent some modification by 

Southern States of the capacity of the particular facility. A utility must 

make determinations of the capacity of facilities at the time the,y are 

designed and Certainly no later than the time that they are constructed. 

The prudence of that capacity determination and associated cost must be 

measured by the information and alternatives available to the utility at the 

time the determination is made. Once the utility’s capacity determination 

is determined to have been prudent, as recognized by the Commission 

including the associated investment in the determination of revenue 

requirements in the past, the utility should not be exposed to the 

uncertainty of its ability to continue to recover its investment for reasons 

beyond the utility’s control, &, higher than normal rainfall, customer 

conservation efforts. For these reasons, we do not believe it would be 

proper to deny Southern States recovery of its investment in facilities 
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previously determined to have been used and useful where no caPacity 

modifications, &., expanded plant, have been made. 

Southern States also has not imputed CIAC against the 

margin reserves we have requested for the 1996 test year used and 

useful calculations. There are two primary reasons for not 

imputing CIAC against the margin reserve. First, in the past, the 

Commission has permitted a margin reserve, imputed CIAC against 

the margin reserve and stopped there. The result has been that 

Southern States has suffered from the imputation of cash which it 

does not have, and may never obtain from customers. If a CIAC 

imputation were to be made, we believe a corresponding imputation 

of cash would have to be made to the balance sheet and that the 

cash imputation must be included in the calculation of the 

Company's working capital. This third step is necessary to 

recognize that if CIAC is actually paid to SSU, we then can invest 

that money and earn a market return on it. If CIAC merely is 

imputed and no corresponding adjustment is made to cash on the 

balance sheet, then Southern States is penalized. 

Second, by imputing CIAC against the margin reserve, the 

Commission places the risk that connections will occur on Southern 

States and our shareholders. Since the portion of plant assumed 

conmbuted by this imputation is not included in AFPI, if the 
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connections do not occur, Southern States never will be able to 

recover its investment (or a return thereon) in the facilities 

associated with the imputed CIAC. Again, this acts as a penalty 

against the Company. Southern States, like any elecmc or other 

utility, has a continuing obligation to be able to serve existing as 

well as new customers in our service temtories. This continuing 

obligation relates both to an ability to provide additional volumes 

of water or wastewater service required by existing customers as 

well as to provide service required by new customers. This 

obligation to serve is part of what is recognized in the margin 

reserve. The obligation to be able to provide peak levels of service 

upon customer demand exists regardless of whether customers, new 

or existing, ever require such service. Yet, by imputing CIAC, the 

Commission assumes that the margin reserve applies only to new 

customers and, more importantly, that all of the new customers will 

have connected to our facilities on Day 1 and will have already 

provided SSU cash CIAC on that day. Obviously, neither of these 

assumptions are valid. 

Another factor which should be recognized in the margin 

reserve is that it is impossible to construct facilities in customer by 

customer increments such that the facilities are only capable of 

providing service to the customers actually connected at a given 
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point in time. Indeed, in addition to being prohibitively expensive, 

engineering design practices and DEP rules would prohibit such a 

practice. While these facts are considered part of the economies of 

scale discussed by Southern States’ engineering witnesses, these 

facts also confirm the inequity of imputing CIAC in a manner 

which assumes that actual connections will not only occur but will 

occur immediately. 

Moreover, since the obligation to provide service is a 

continuing one, the capacity used to serve every new actual 

connection must be replaced with additional capacity to not only 

serve future customers but to meet the potential additional 

consumption needs of existing customers. For all of these reasons, 

an imputation of CIAC is not proper, particularly without an 

adjustment to cash on the balance sheet and inclusion of such cash 

in the working capital calculations. SSU witness Hugh Gower, the 

former southeastern area director for Arthur Andersen & Co.’s 

Utilities and Telecommunications Division, provides further support 

for the Company’s position that CIAC should not be imputed 

against the margin reserve. 

Q. ARE YOU SPONSORING THE SCHEDULES B-10 IN THE MFRS 

REGARDING RATE CASE EXPENSE? 

Yes. The B-10 schedules indicate our estimated rate case expense of A. 

32 



1427 

1 

2 
F 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

n 12 

13 

14 

15 

16 Q. 

17 A. 

$995,152. This projected expense compares favorably to the $1,302,191 

of rate case expense approved in the Commission’s final order in Docket 

No. 920199-WS, particularly since this proceeding includes 141 service 

areas versus the 127 service areas included in Docket No. 920199-WS. In 

short, we are projecting a decrease in rate case expense from 

approximately $10,253 per service area in Docket No. 920199-WS to 

$7,058 per service area in this proceeding or an approximately 31% 

reduction in rate case expense per service area. Of course, it was our 

intent to reduce expenses wherever possible, including the use of in-house 

expertise instead of consultants or other experts wherever possible. 

However, we determined that the interests of the Commission, our 

Company and our customers best would be served by our securing the 

services of outside experts in cost of capital, rate design and rate 

engineering issues, which we believe will be among the most controversial 

issues in the proceeding as well as on only a few other issues. 

DOES THAT CONCLUDE YOUR DIRECT TESTIMONY? 

Yes, it does. 
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Q (By Mr. Feil) Mr. Ludsen, you said you had a 

summary of your prefiled direct? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q could you please read it? 

A Yes. My direct testimony addresses the 

Company’s proposed final rate structure, which consists 

of a uniform rate for conventional or fresh water 

treatment, a uniform rate for reverse osmosis, brackish 

water treatment and a uniform rate for wastewater 

treatment. 

ssu is also proposing uniform rates for our 

service availability charges. 

availability rates consist of a uniform $750 charge for 

conventional water treatment, a uniform $1500 for 

reverse osmosis treatment, and a uniform $1500 charge 

for wastewater treatment. The service availability 

charges are based primarily on market rates as 

determined from a survey of Florida utilities. 

The proposed service 

SSU is also proposing a conservation rate as 

defined by the Southwest Florida Water Management 

District which includes 40 percent of our costs in the 

base facility charge and 60 percent of costs in the 

gallonage charge, as supported by Dr. John Whitcomb and 

the Florida Water Management District representatives. 

Finally, SSU is proposing a weather 



1429 

r' 

r- 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

normalization clause which reduces the risk to both the 

customer and the Company associated with changes in 

consumption due to factors such as weather, elasticity 

from rate changes and conservation. 

We believe the weather normalization clause 

would help promote conservation efforts by utilities by 

reducing the risk associated with the loss of revenues 

due to consumption reductions. 

the need to enter into costly rate fines as the only 

means to adjust rates to reflect changes in 

consumption. 

It would also eliminate 

From 1991 through 1994 our average consumption 

per bill for residential customers dropped from 9,226 

gallons to 8,393 gallons, or approximately a 10 percent 

reduction in consumption. 

This reduction in consumption resulted in a 

considerable loss of revenues from these customers and 

was caused in large part because price elasticity was 

not factored into the final rate design in our previous 

Uniform and Marco rate cases. We had proposed in these 

rate cases recovery of approximately 55 percent of our 

cost through the base facility charge. However, rates 

were ordered that recovered only 33 percent of our cost 

in the base charge in the Uniform rate case and 20 

percent of our costs in the base charge in the Marco 
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ate case. 

Dr. Whitcomb estimated the revenue loss due to 

mproper rate design in previous cases to be about 

865,000 in 1992, $1.3 million in 1993 and $1.5 million 

n 1994. This means of our 18.1 million requested 

ncrease, at least 1.5 million, or approximately 

percent of the increase, is due to improper rate 

lesign occurring in previous filings. 

SSU stresses the importance of approving a 

moper rate design which recognizes the impacts of price 

blasticity and of approving SSU's proposed weather 

iormalization clause which adjusts for variances in 

:onsumption to help stabilize SSU revenues and rates 

:barged to our customers. 

Q Does that conclude your summary? 

A Yes. 

Q I tender the witness for cross. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: Mr. Beck. 

MR. BECK: Thank you. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 

5Y MR. BECK: 

Q Good afternoon, Mr. Ludsen. 

A Good afternoon. 

Q You're sponsoring rate case expense in this 

roceeding; are you not? 
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A Yes, I am. 

Q It’s not only the rate case expense associated 

vith this rate case, but also with other proceedings as 

tell; is it not? 

A That’s correct. 

Q And one of those proceedings is the uniform 

rate investigation? 

A Yes. 

Q could you tell us when that investigation took 

?lace? 

A It took place in the 19 -- in 1994, I believe. 
Q And the Company did not expense any of your 

Dxpenses associated with that docket as they were 

incurred, did it? 

A That’s correct. 

Q And you didn’t begin amortizing any of those 

Zxpenses back when the proceeding occurred either, did 

qou? 

A NO. 

Q You’re proposing to begin amortization of 

those expenses in 1996; is that right? 

A We’ve included them in the rate case expense 

sssociated along with this docket and would propose that 

de amortize those expenses over four years along with 

the rate case expense associated with this docket. 
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M R .  BECK: Could I have an exhibit marked for 

identification, please? 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: The next exhibit number is 

L28. 

(Exhibit No. 128 marked for identification.) 

MR. BECK: I'm sorry, Chairman Clark, I missed 

the number for the exhibit. 

CHAIRMAN CLARK: 128. 

Q (By Mr. Beck) Mr. Ludsen, do you have Exhibit 

128 in front of you? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q I've tried to number the pages up in the upper 

right-hand corner. You're the sponsor of these 

iocuments; are you not? 

A Yes. 

Q Could you turn to Page 2? 

A Page -- pardon? 
Q 2. And, again, when I refer to pages, I'm 

going to refer to the upper right-hand corner, in a 

Zircle. 

On Page 2 there's a list of a charge of 

$20,160 plus travel of $707 for Jade Tech, 

Incorporated. 

A Yes. 

Q It says, "Rate structure programming required 
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Eor discovery requests." Could you explain what kind of 

!rogramming was necessary for discovery requests in that 

locket? 

A We had various interrogatory requests related 

to various types of rate structures. We needed 

ndditional help with the programming related to 

leveloping those structures. The individual that works 

€or Jade Tech is a SAS programmer. Our rate program is 

in SAS. And he helped develop the programs necessary to 

levelop the rate structure requested in that proceeding. 

Q Was the programming used only for that 

proceeding or has it had any benefit to the Company 

subsequent to the proceeding? 

A I presume it's had some benefit in this case 

31~0. I mean it involved rate structure. So we've also 

leveloped rate structure in this case too. So -- 
Q Does it have any benefit outside of rate 

proceedings? 

A NO. 

Q What -- could you explain a little what it 
fiid? 

A Primarily what we did was enhanced the program 

gith respect to the use of the development of the 

modified standalone rate structure. 

Q Would you turn to Page 3, please. In the top 



c. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

1434 

Trouping there's a number of charges to Hancock 

Cnformation Group, Incorporated. 

A Yes. 

Q Totaling $34,358. Could you explain what 

those charges are for? 

A SSU retained a telemarketing group to call 

rarious service areas and notify them of the -- inform 
them of the uniform rates and the -- or the rates that 
dere at issue in that case, and also to inform them of 

the customer service hearings which were going to be 

ield. 

Q Were these charges required by the Public 

service commission? 

A They weren't required, but we felt that it was 

very important that customers be informed of these 

hearings and also of the exposure that they might have 

rith respect to the various rate design alternatives 

that could be considered in that proceeding. 

Q So these are expenses that Southern States 

elected to incur? 

A That's correct. 

Q Could you turn to Page 4, please? At the top 

there's some charges for Image Marketing Associates, 

public relations retainer. Could you explain how those 

Eharges were necessary and reasonable for the 
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xoceeding? 

A I'm not sure what those charges related to 

;pecifically. 

Q You would agree, generally, that public 

relations retainers would not be a proper charge for 

rate case expense: would you not? 

A No, I wouldn't. 

Q Why? 

A Because I think that that was a generic 

?roceeding related to uniform -- whether uniform rates 
aere appropriate for the Company, and we felt that it 

aas important that customers be aware of the exposure 

that they might have as a result of either not having 

uniform rates or of having uniform rates, and we felt it 

aas necessary to inform the customers. I don't think 

they're appropriate. I think that it benefited the case 

because we've got -- we feel we've got a broader input 

into that case and the customer hearings that were held 

in that case. 

Q Mr. Ludsen, I'm not asking you about sending a 

notice to the customers, I'm asking about a public 

relations retainer. Why would a public relations 

retainer be required, reasonable and necessary? 

A Well, I think -- you can direct this question 
to Ms. Ida Roberts when she testifies. She knows 
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;pecifically what this group did, but the name Image 

larketing may not represent exactly what that -- what .it 
rould appear, as far as what they did for us. I don't 

Lhink that they were trying to enhance SSU's image. 

ihat they were trying to do is inform customers, through 

xochures and so on, of the issues involved in that rate 

:ase. 

Q You cited the vendor's name, which is Image 

qarketing Associates, but the description of what they 

lid is public relations retainer: is it not? 

A That's what it says. 

Q Could you go down, lower down the page under 

the Messer, Vickers charges, about six lines up or so, 

there's one for SSU-legislative for $2,795. Could you 

tell us what that is and why that's a reasonable and 

necessary expense that should be incurred by or charged 

to customers? 

A I cannot tell you what that is. I can get the 

information on that. 

Q You would agree in general, though, that 

Legislative expenses shouldn't be charged to customers 

a s  part of rate case expense: would you not? 

A Yes. 

Q Could you turn to the next page, Page 5, 

please? You have a book, about one third of the way 
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iown, from the American Waterworks Association, at a 

:harge of $468. Why is that a rate case expense? 

A I'm not sure what the book was used for. 

Q Okay. Let's go down -- 
A It may not be a rate case expense, but it may 

>e a legitimate expense. 

Q Go down a little further to Multi-Media 

3arketing where there's a charge for videotapes of 

$657. 

reasonable and necessary expense for customers to be 

Zharged? 

Would you explain what that is and why that's a 

A I don't recall exactly what those tapes were 

Jsed for. 

Q On the next page, Page 6, you have a charge to 

Bite-Owl Security Company for uniformed security. What 

aas that for? 

A I believe those were for some of the customer 

neetings that were held by SSU. 

Q Why was uniformed security necessary? 

A For the same reason that security is provided 

st customer service hearings before the FPSC. 

Q And that reason is what? 

A In case any customers get out of hand, there's 

somebody there to control customers. 

Q Go to Page 9, please. About a third of the 
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gay down there's a charge from Cellular One, a $413 

:harge charged to rate case expense for a cellular 

celephone. Tell us why that's a rate case charge? 

A I can't answer that. 

Q On the next page, Page 10, you have a charge 

that totals near the top, for open houses, of 

$1,573.99. What are the open houses? 

A Those are meetings we had with customers to 

iotify customers of the hearings and to discuss any 

pestions they may have about the issues related to 

those hearings. 

Q Am I correct that those are not the public 

iearings that the Commission had in the case? 

A NO. 

Q These are the meetings that you simply held 

aith customers? 

A Right. 

Q And you believe that that should be charged to 

the general body of all ratepayers? 

A Yes. I believe it was a benefit to the case. 

Q And you believe that's a reasonable and 

necessary expense for all customers to pay? 

A Well, I think it's -- it was beneficial to the 
case and I think that that case in itself was beneficial 

to all customers. And it was initiated by the FPSC, the 
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But nobody required you to have 

those meetings that were just the Company and those 

customers that you invited present, did they? 

A They weren’t required, no. 

Q Could you turn to Page 11, please. On Page 11 

there’s an invoice from Holiday Coach Lines of Orlando 

totaling $4,225 for charter bus services. Could you 

explain what those charges are? 

A We offered to customers transportation if they 

needed -- if they lived away from the hearing sites, the 
customer service hearing sites, we offered them 

transportation. Many of those hearings were conducted 

in the evenings and people did not want to drive. So if 

they requested transportation, we provided it, if they 

had enough people that were going. 

Q Now, am I correct that nobody required you to 

lease buses to take customers to service hearings; is 

that right? 

A No, but again, I think it was beneficial that 

people were able to go to those hearings and participate 

in those hearings. 

Q How did you determine which customers you 

would make buses available for? 

A Any -- basically any customer group that was 
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lot located at the site where the hearing was being 

:onducted is my understanding. 

Q Did you offer these services to customers who 

?ere opposed to uniform rates? 

A Yes. 

Q Which customers were those that you offered 

:hose services to? 

A I can't answer that question, but I mean, some 

xstomers were pro uniform rates, some werentt. But the 

idea was the customers got to those meetings so they 

:ould express their opinion. 

Q There)s a notation to the Leesburg/Ocala for 

rlarch 24th that says, "Cancel on Site." Could you tell 

is what that -- or why it says, "Cancel on Site"? 
A No, I can*t. 

Q Do you know whether that bus charge was 

actually ever incurred? In other words, was a bus 

actually used to transport customers, if you know? 

A I can't recollect. I don't recollect. 

Q Could you turn to the next page, please. This 

is an example of some of the ads, or an ad that you took 

m t ;  is that right? 

A It appears to be, yes. 

Q And do you propose to charge the expenses of 

your ads to the general body of ratepayers? 
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A That's what we're proposing. We've included 

em in the cost. 

Q The same would be true on the next few pages. 

ese are more examples, on Page 13 and 14, for example, 

ads you took out? 

A Yes. 

Q And you would agree that those are advocacy 

s that you've placed in the papers; would you not? 

A They support uniform rates. 

Q Yes. And would you agree that you put them in 

ere as part of advocating your position in the case? 

A They were partially that and partially to 

tify customers of the hearings. And if customers read 

em that didn't advocate uniform rates, they can go 

st as well as customers that don't advocate uniform 

tes. 

Q Now, these notices are not the type that were 

'proved by Commission Staff for general publication, 

e they? 

A NO. 

Q These are ones you elected to put in the 

pers? 

A That's correct. 

Q And on Page 19, is that a bill for these type 

ads that wetve just been discussing? 



1442 

h 

c 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A I would have to review that bill to verify 

hat it's specifically for those ads. 

Q Turn to Page 22, please. This is a charge 

rom Central Florida Mail Service for mailing, labeling, 

,orting, about 50,000 uniform rate brochures. Do you 

:now if those were required notices by the Commission or 

lieces of advocacy by Southern States? 

A I'm not certain. 

Q How about on Page 24, from Progressive 

!ommunications, Incorporated, charges of $8,357.29 for 

iomething called water rates insert? 

A Yes. 

Q What was that for? 

A I'm not certain what the insert was. 

Q Would you agree it was not a required notice 

,y the Commission? 

A I would suspect that it probably isn't. 

Q And on the next page, from the same company, 

:here's a charge for something called "You Decide Your 

lates - Stuffer" and there's a charge for $7,321. 

A Yes. 

Q Would you agree, again, that that's not a 

iotice required by the Commission? 

A Yes. 

Q On Page 28. This is a request for postage to 

T 
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nail 60,000 brochures to customers. Do you know whether 

that's a required notice by the Commission? 

A This is $5,000? Is that -- 
Q Right, for postage, and refers to mailing 

60,000 brochures to customers. 

A Those would not be required by the Commission, 

but again, I think they served to benefit those hearings 

by notifying customers and getting information out to 

the customers about the hearings and about the issues 

that were going to be addressed at those hearings. 

(Transcript continues in sequence in 

Volume 14.) 



































EXHIBIT NO. I ,-) 

WITNESS : WESTRI CK 

DOCKET NO. 950495-WS 

APPLICATION FOR RATE INCREASE BY 

SOUTHERN STATES UTIL IT IES,  INC. 

BEFORE THE 
FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COEIMISSION 

DESCRIPTION: 

EXCERPT OF SSU RESPONSE TO FPSC DOCUMENT 
REQUEST No. 60 CONTAINING 

DESIGN DOCUMENTATION FOR PARCEL 4 
OF LEHIGH LAND 



SOLTHEW STATES LJTILITIES, INC. 

DOCKET NO.: 950495-WS 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMEYTS 

REQUESTED BY: FPSC 
SET NO: 6 
DOCUMENT REQUEST NO: 60 
ISSUE DATE: 12/12/95 
WITNESS: J.  Dennis Westrick 
RESPONDENT: J. Dennis Wesmck 

D O C W N T  REQUEST: 60 

Please provide design documentation (including site map) from Hamnan & Associates regarding the 
ground storage tank and booster pump station planned on tracts C & D of one of the four new land parcels 
at Lehigh Acres. 

RESPONSE: 60 

Attached as Appendix DR60-A is a copy of design documentation 60m Harhnan 8: Associates regarding 
the ground storage tank and booster pump station planned on tract D of the land parcels at Lehigh Acres. 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: Charlie Faulkner, Lehigh Corporation 

FROM: Chad Fabre, E.I. CCF 

DATE: April 6,1995 

SUBJECT: LecBoulevard Water Booster Pumping Station 

1.0 Introduction 

HAX94-554.00 
File 16.0 

The purpose of this design report is to present an overview cf the design considerations 

associated with the Lehigh Acr:s Lee Boulevard Ground Storage Reservoir and Booster Station. 

As a result of the review of these considerations, recommendations will be made regarding the 

design of this facility. In addition, preliminary cost estimates will be presented for the various 

facility and equipmeit options. 

The proposed pump station facilities generally consist of a ground storage reservoir (GSR), high 

service pump system, auxiliary power generator, chemical feed equipment, electrical and 

inst-umentation equipment and pump building. 

The scope of services provides for a preliminary design phase culminating in the preparation of 2 

p r e 1 h h . q  design report. The scope also includes final design, consisting of  preparation of 
construction drawings and contract documents, bidding and construction services to implement 

the recommended design for the project. 

METRO PARK EXECUTIVE CESSER.  4415 hIETRO PARUWAY . SUITE 216.  FORT \IYERS. FL 33916 
TELEPHONE (SI)) 2 7 7 - 5 1 3 5 .  FAX (813) 277.5189 

ORLANDO FORT MYERS JACKSONIYLLLE TALLAHASSEE 
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Memorandum to Mr. Faulkner 
April 6,1995 
Page 2 

2.0 Existing System 

The water treatment and storage facilities in Lehigh Acres currently consist of a 2.5 MGD 

(permitted capacity) treatment plant and a .25 MG elevated tank. The treatment plant has an on- 

site treated water storage of 1.5 MG. This equates to a total system storage of 1.75 MG. 

The water treatment plant operates the following high service (end-suction) pumps: 

. 500 gpm at 130 A. TDH 

1,250 gpm at 140 ft. TDH 

1,250 gpm at 140 8. TDH 

1,250 gpm at 140 ft. TDH 

. . . 
The current average daily flow for the Lehigh Acres water treatment plant is 1.5 MGD. The firm 

pumping capacity at the plant is 3,000 gpm (4.32 MGD). The current available treated water 

storage is 1.75 MG, both are adequate for the existing demand. However, due to the rapid 

growth expected in Lehigh Acres over the next several years, these treatment and storage 

facilities will soon no longer be sufficient. 

3.0 Proposed Facility Requirements 

Some of this growth will occur in the area along Lee Boulevard, west of central Lehigh Acres. 

This area is currently served by a 12-inch pipe which runs along Lee Boulevard fiom Inwood 

Drive to Lee Street; a distance of 22,400 A. (four miles). At this time, only 110 services are 

connected to this 12-inch line, but this is expected to change when growth begins to occur in the 

Deer Run and Varsity Lakes areas. In five years, these areas are expected to combine for a total 
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of 1,117 additional units. This, along with the existing customers and the infill growth that will 

occur in the surrounding nearby areas, will place an average daily flow (ADF) demand of 

310,000 gallons on the 12-inch pipe. 

In addition, it is planned to extend the 12-inch water main along Lee Boulevard to Lehigh 

Commerce Park. The 12-inch line is capable of serving this industrial park, Deer Run and 

Varsity Lakes under most flow conditions. However, it is not capable of supplying sufficient 

flow to the industrial park to provide adequate fire protection. 

According to officials at the Lehigh Acres Fire Department, a flow of 1,500 gpm for two hours is 

required for fire protection at the industrial park. The addition of a ground storage reservoir 

(GSR) and pumping station at the proposed site along Lee Boulevard would make this possible 

(see Figure 3-1). 

The most suitable options for GSR construction are either a steel bolted, glass-fused tank or a 

prestressed concrete tank. Steel bolted, glass-fused tanks are easy to erect, can be modified if 

n e c e s s q ,  and the glass’ coating meets NSF requirements. These tanks can also be relocated or 

resold. 

Concrete t a n k s  are seong, have a long life, and are typically more aesthetically pleasing than 

steel tanks. The diameter and. height dimensions of the tanks can be adjusted to fit the site as 

needed. If there are no constraints on the height or width, the most economical dimensions can 

be chosen. In this case, the most economical size is 28-A. tall with a 56 A. diameter. 

Due to the exposure of the surrounding area and the resulting aesthetic considerations, we 

recommend use of a concrete tank for the GSR. 
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Memorandum to Mr. Faulkner 
April 6,1995 
Page 5 

The tank should be sized to store 24 hours of demapd for its service area (310,000 gpd) in 

addition to the recommended fire flow (180,000 gal.). This is approximately 490,000 gallons. 

Therefore, the GSR should be sired at .5 MG. However, further growth will occur to the north in 

thismea To meet this future demand, sufficient area should be left for another tank or tanks to 

be constructed when needed. 

The pumps required for the booster station can be one of three types. The first is a horizontal 

split case pump (HSC). These are the most common type for booster station use due to their 

reliability and ease of maintenance. 

The end suction pump is similar to the horizonid split case pump except that it can be mounted 

vertically, requiring less space. ?his pump is usually more durable and efficient than the 

horizontal split case, but operates over a smaller range. 

The third type of pump, the vertical turbine pump requires the water to first flow by gravity from 

the storage tank into a wet well. This wet well may consist of "cans" which serve each 

individual pump or a common wet well which serves the entire pumping system. Then, the 

water is pumped vertically up and out of the wet well. The vertical pumps require less building 

square footage generally and operate at a higher efficiency, but are more difficult to maintain and 

require special building design considerations including accommodating the wet well under the 

building and removing the pumps for replacement/maintenace. These are the most expensive of 

the three pumps. 

Due to the fact that the costs of horizontal split case pumps are generally less than end suction 

pumps and much less that the vertical turbine pumps, and because of the large selection 
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Memorandum to Mr. Faulkner 
April 6,1995 
Page 6 

available, maintainability, and wide range of operation, they are being recommended for this 

facility. 

The pumps should be sized to supply either peak hour flow (PHF) or maximum day plus fire 

flow, whichever is greater. In five years, the PHF will be 550 gpm in this area. The maximum 

day potable demand in the year 2000 will be 300 gpm in this area. Therefore, in order to also 

supply the 1,500 gprn of the fire flow, the pump station should have a total capacity of 1,800 

gpm. However, the pumps should be able to efficiently meet average daily flow, peak hour flow, 

and maximum day with fxe flow. ?his wide flow range will require several different size 

Pumps. 

It has been determined ftom a hydraulic analysis of the system, that in order to achieve a fire 

flow of 1,500 gprn at the industrial park, a pressure of no less than 60 (140 fi.) psi must t z  

supplied at the booster station'". Therefore, to meet the flows and pressures required, the pumps 

should be sized as fdlows: 

# I  

X2 

X 3  

#4 

300 gpm @ 140 A. TDH 

600 gpm @ 140 A. TDH 

900 gprn @ 140 A. TDH 

900 gprn @ 140 A. TDH 

These pumps will provide a firm capacity of 1,800 gpm and will meet demand ftom the existing 

customers, some infill, the industrial park, Deer Run and Varsity Lakes. However, as the area to 

the north grows, additional pumping capacity may be necessary. Therefore, the pump discharge 

piping will be sized's0 that the pumps CM be easily upgraded. 

( I )  Assuming 12-inch lines tothe industrial park ar per Lee County Ordinance 12.E.3.e. 
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The power requirements for these pumps are as follows: 2-50 HP, 1-40 HP and 1-30 HP. It is 

anticipated that the future connected horsepower for this facility will not exceed 200 HP (1 50 Hp 

operating standby). Based on this connected load, a 400 amp, 480V, 3-phase, 4-wire electrical 

distribution system is recommended for this project. An emergency generator Will provide 

standby power in the event of power company outages and must be sized to carry the pumps 

required for the minimum fire flows anticipated for the system. A 125 KW generator is 

recommended. As sized, this generator will provide full standby power for the projected 

requirements outlined above. The emergency generator will be connected into the system via a 

400 amp automatic transfer switch and will provide approximately 25 hours of full-load 

operation (3 pumps) with a 180 gallon base tank. Motor control center construction is 

recommended for the pump motor starters and feeder breakers required for the project. The 

proposed electrical equipment is recommended to be installed in a lo' x 15' room, air conditioned 

to control humidity and to prevent the intrusion of dust into the electrical equipment. All power 

wiring will be copper and installed in PVC conduits (Schedule 80 recommended). 

A constant speed pump coneol system will be provided that will maintain system pressure 

between two preset limits. Controls will allow this system to operate as a booster stition during 

peak demands and provide for ground storage tank filling during off peak times. The pumps will 

also have the capability of being controlled !?om the remote water treafment plant. 

Communication alternatives will be further evaluated during the design cycle. A p r e l i m i n q  

cost estimate for pump control system is attached. 

' 

To ensure that proper chlorine residual is maintained throughout the system, an automatic 

chlorine feed with a residual analyzer will be installed. In most cases, an ammonia feed would 

also be necessary to combine with and neutralize the chlorine to prevent formation of 

trihalomethanes (THMs). However, based on past experience with systems of this type, an 

initial ammonia concentration of 1-2 m a  will provide excess ammonia which will be able to 
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recombine with the chlorine added at this booster station. Since the ammonia concentration 

added at the WIP is 1.4 mgL,  it is anticipated that an ammonia feed will not be necessary at this 

time. However, we will leave space for a feed system in the pump building in the event that 

conditions change in the future. 

Although Lehigh Corporation has given approval to use two lots, Tract ' C  and Tract ' D  along 

Lee Boulevard for this projec s is the smaller of the two parcels, 

yet will still have sufficient area to accommodate proposed and hture storageipumping facilities 

(Figure 3-2). Figure 3-3 shows the preliminary plan for the pump building. 

y Tract 'D  is necessary. 

Sitework for this facility will include clearing, paving, drainage, grass and sod. 
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SOLTHERW S T A E S  L?ILIT;FzS. LNC 

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORIES 
DOCKET NO.: 95@05-WS 

REQUESTED BY: 
SET NO: 
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WITNESS: 
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5 
28 1 
lIl15i95 
J. Dennis Westrick 
J. Dennis Westrick 

INTERROGATORY NO: 281 

Provide the following information about the iron removal filters at the Gospel Island, Palms Mobile Home 
Park. Fox Run, Apache Shores, Crystal River. Point 0 Woods. and Lakeside plants: 
1 j Date of installation 
2 )  Filter cost 
3) Installation cost 
4) Engineering and overhead costs 
5 )  Capacity of the filters 

RESPONSE 28 1 

All of the plants listed above have pressure type iron removal units. They are pressurized by the well pump 
which also maintains the pressure in the water dismbution facilities except at the Fox Run plant. Thus. the 
capacity to deliver treated water to the customers is entirely a function of the well capacity. For that reason. 
the used and useful determination of the iron removal units was based on the capacity oithe supply well!s). 
Below is a breakdown of the requested information concerning the iron removal units for the plants listed 
above. 

GOSPEL 1SL.Ahi 

Gospel Island has one well. one iron removal unit, a hypochlorinator and hydropneumatic tank. 

1) 

2 )  

Date of Installation: SSU records indicate this plant was consrmcted in 1980. SSU believes the 
i m n  removal unit was installed at that time. 
Filter Cost: The balance in NARUC Account 20.3 at the time oiwnsfer to SSU in 1987 was 
$2,624. It is assumed that this amount includes the cost of the iron removal unit. engineering and 
overhead costs. and installation costs. 
Installation Cost: See 2 above. 
Engineering and Overhead Costs: See 2 above. 
Capacity of the Filters: The unit has a nominal diameter of 42 inches or a filter surface area of 9.6 
square feet Utilizing a 3 $allon per minute per square foot loading rate. which is typical for rhex 
type of units. the calculated capacity would be 19 gallons per minute. 

3) 
4) 
5)  

PALMS MOBILE HOME PARK 

?aims Mobile Home Park has one well, two iron removal units. one hypochiorinntor and one 
hydrccpneumatic tank. 

i J  

2)  

Date Of Installation: The iron removai units were 311 addiuon IO the exisdnp ??aims Mobile Eome 
Park water production facilities in November :992. 
Filter Cost: The cost of he iron removd units was 537.115. 
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3) 
4 j  

5) 

Installation Cost: The installation cost for the iron removal units was 59282. 
Engineering and Overhead Costs: The engineering and overhead cost associated with the 
installation of the iron removalunits is $10.169. 
Capacity of the Filters: The three iron removal units are 42 inches in diameter each for a total of 
9.62 square feet of surface area in each unit. The design loading rare as per the engineers repon 
for the permit application is 3 gallons per minute per square foot. Thus. each filter has a capacity 
of approximately 29 gallons per minute each. With one unit out of service for backwashing, 
mechanical failure, media replacemenf etc.. the rod flow through capacity of the iron removal 
units is 58 gallons per minute. This is a small plant with only approximately 60 connections at this 
time. There is no storage tank other than a 1.500 gallon hydropneumatic tank which has a working 
volume of approximately 375 gallons (assumes 50% tank volume is air at shutoff pressure and 
Boyles Law). The hydropneumatic tank is upstream of the iron removal units. Therefore. the flow 
through of the iron removal units is equivalent to the instantaneous demand of the customers. 
Using the 1.1 gallons per minute per connection for a peak hour requirement would equate to a 
customer demand of 66 gallons per minute. Thus. the complete reliable capacity of the iron 
removal units is being utilized by the existing customer base. 

FOX RUN 

The Fox Run plant consists of two wells. 13 iron removal units, 2 storage tanks, 3 high service pumps, gas 
chlorination. hydropneumatic tank and emergency generator. 

1) Date of Installation: The iron removal units were installed in four phases at Fox Run. Phase one 
consisted of the three units that were existing when SSU purchased the plant in 1981. Phase two 
consisted of the refurbishment of the original three units and addition of two more units in 1989. 
Phase three consisted of the addition of eight more units to meet fire flow requirements for a total 
of I3 iron removal units in 1992. 
Filter Cost: The cost of the iron removal units was 536.1 15 for phase I, SI 1,l 66 for phase II, and 
549,220 for phase III. 
Installation Cost: The instaliation cost for the iron removal units was 57,223 for phase I.S4,122 
for phase II. and $ 12.305 for phase 111. 
Engineering and Overhead Costs: The engineering and overhead cost associated with the 
installation of the iron removal units is S4.334 for phase I, 52,403 for phase 11, and $26,214 for 
phase III. 
CapaQty of the Filters: The original three units have a surface area of 7.07 square feet each. The 
two units installed in 1990 have a surface area of 9.62 square feet each and the last eight units have 
a surface area of 15.9 square feet each. The total square footage of all 13 units is 167.6 square 
feet. All units are rated at 3 gallons per minute per square foot Thus, the total throughout 
capacity with all units operating is 503 gallons per minute. The requirements imposed by Manin 
County were that the iron removal units have a flow through capacity to meet the tire flow 
requirement of 500 gallons per minute with all units in service. The iron removal units should be 
considered 1W used and useful. The MFRs indicate an error in the determination of the used 
and useti11 capacity of these units since it applied the used and useful capacity of the wells to 
NARUC Account 320 where a majority of the investment in the iron removal filters is booked. 
The used and useful percentage that should be applied to NARUC Account 320 is 100%. 

. 
2 )  

3) 

4) 

5 )  

APACHE SHORES 

Apache Shores consists of two separate plant sites. One site has the main weil. two iron removal filters. 
iypochlonnator md  hydropneumatic tank. Ihe  second site has 3 small backup well. hypochlorinator and 
hydropneumatic 'ank 
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L! 

Date of Installation: The two iron removal units at Apache Shores we:: cenified complete in June 
1986. 
filter Cost: The cost of the iron removal units was 513.165 including instailation (excluding 
concrete slab and electrical connections and iron backwash bed) as per the invoice from the 
vendor. 
Installation Cost: See 2 above. 
Engineering and Overhead Costs: The engineering and overhead cost associated with the 
installation of the iron removal units is S3.841.21. 
Capacity of the Filters: Each filter has a diameter of 42 inches and a surface area of 9.6 square 
feet At the 3 gallons per minute surface ioading rate, each filter has a capacity of 5 8  gallons per 
minute. With one unit out of service for backwashing, media replacemen& mechanical failure, CtC.. 

the reliable capacity is 58 gallons per minute. As consumption for this plant is low, 58 gpm Of firm 
reliable capacity is sufficient. 

* 
_. 

3) 
4) 

5) - 

CRYSTAL RIVER 

The Crystal River piant consisted through 1994 of two wells. two iron removal units. hypochlorinator and 
hydropneumatic tank. In 1995, a new well was drilled, and the iron concentration in the new well was 
below the level necessary for utilizing iron removal units. 

e 

e 

1) 

2 )  

Date of Installation: The two iron removal units at Crystal River were installed in 1984 prior to 
SSU purchasing the plant in September 1986. 
Filter Cost: The balance in NARUC Account 320.3 at the time of uansfer to SSU in 1986 was 
S24.073. It is assumed that this is the cost of the iron removal units including installation. 
engineering and overhead costs. 
Installation Cosc See 2 above. 
Engineering and Overhead Costs: Sce 2 above. 
Capacity of the Filters: Each unit has a nominal diameter of 42 inches or a surface area of 9.6 
square feet. Utilizing 3 gallon per minute per square foot loading rate. which is typical for these 
type of units, the calculated capacity would be 29 gallons per minute per unit. The reliable 
capacity with one unit out of service would be 29 gallons per unit. The existing iron removal units 
should be considered 100% used and useful. 

3) 
4) 
3 

POIST 0’ WOODS 

The Point 0 Woods plant consists of two wells, three iron removal units, hypochlorination. 
hydropneumatic rank and emergency generator. 

1) 

2)  Filter Cost: 937,398. 
3) Installation Cost: 529.882. 
4) 
5) 

- -  

Date of Installation: The three iron removal units at Point 0’ Woods were installed in December 
1992. ~ 

Engineering and Overhead Costs: 532.841. 
Capacity of the Filters: The three iron removal units at Point 0’ Woods each have a diameter of 
60 inches and a surface area of 19.63 square feet each. The rated capacity of each unit is 98.15 
gallons per minute. 

LAKESIDE 

Tie iron removal units were in place at the %T? wnen SSU purchased the utility in 1995. 

1 )  Date of Installation: .%ugust 1991 
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7) Filter Cost: $41,500. 
3) Installation Cost: $41.500. 
4) 
5) 

Engineering and Overhead Coiu: S4.980. 
Capacity of the Filters: The four iron removal unirs at Lakeside each have a diameter of 60 inches 
and a surface area of 19.63 square feet each. The rated capacity of each is 98.15 gd10m per 
minute. 
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Total Plant InTotol1996 
Service AdditioD! (W1WW1 Cunomers (W/WW) 

Se"';ce Area 	 Number Percentage Amount Pen:entsgt 

2% S 1,800,594 2% 


Beacon Hill s 6,356 5% S 3,873,567 4% 


CitrU.I Springs 2,609 2% S 2,229,652 3% 


Deep Creek 6,441 ~% $ 780,250 1% 


Amelia Island 	 3,212 

u~I'i.
Deltona Lak~s 28,630 2W. S 11,334,159 13% 


Lehigh 16,262 12% S 8,732,973 10% 

II fL 

MHrco Island 8,081 6% $ 25,752,067 30% 


Marion Oaks 4,168 3% S 2,430,483 3% 


Sugar Mill Woods 5,170 4% $ 2,334,308 3% 


University Shores 7,527 6% $ 1,903 ,347 2%/ 


All Other Service Areas 45,225 34% i ~5,212,832 29% 
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Total 1996 Customers (W/WW) Included in Filing: 133,681 

Total WIWW Plant In-Service Addition. (excluding general plant) For All Service Areas: 

$86"g4,232 


Percentage of Total CllStomers l.hoing in Tell Largest Senice Areas : 66.18% 


Percentage orTotal wrww Pl:mt In Senice (excluding general plant) Invested iT.. Plant Service 

Ten Largest Service Areas: 71 % 
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FPSC Plant In-Service Additions ·· 

Total 1992 - 1996 Total 
Customers Plant In-Service 

All Other 
Service 

All Other Areas 
Service Areas 29% 

34% 

10 Largest 
Service Areas 

66% 10 Largest 
Service 
Areas 
71% 

10 Largest Service Areas: 
Amelia Island, Beacon Hills, Citrus Springs, Deep Creek, Deltona Lakes, Lehigh, Marco Island, Marion Oaks, Sugar Mill Woods, and University Shores 

EXHIBIT _______ 

PAGE :::d:. OF 3. 



FPSC Plant In-Service Additions 


Total Customers 1992 - 1996 Total Plant In-Service 


AD Other Sen'lc:e 
Art&! 

34% 

Amelia Island 

/ % 

Beacon H.illiI 

All Other Senict' 

Ar"" 
29% 

Ame-Us hland C"itnu Springs 
20/. Beacon HtIh 3% 

01 % 

Lakes 

Deltona Lakes 
Zl %~ 

Uruvt'r.'Ilt)· Shoretl 

lo/, 
10% 

Unh'er!ity Shorn 
6% 

3% 

3% 

3~1. 6°/;' Marco Island 
30%~ 

IO Largest Service Areas: 
Amelia Island, Beacon Hills, Citrus Springs, Deep Creek, Deltona Lakes, Lehigh, Marco Island, Marion Oaks, Sugar Mill Woods, and University Shores 

EXHIBIT ___ ____ 

PAGE 3 OF 3 



Dennis Westrick's 

Late Filed Exhibit No. 120 

Docket No. 950495-WS 

1992 - 19% Total Plant In Service 
Largest Nine Plants (Excluding Marco Island) 



Table of Contents for Late Filed Exhibit No. 120 

1992 - 1996 Plant In Service to Customers 

Comparison - Nine Largest Plants Excluding Marco Island 

Page 1 of 3 

Page 2 of 3 

Page 3 of 3 

List of Top Nine Service Areas Excluding Marco 
Island 

Pie Chart: Top Nine Service Areas 

Pie Chart: Breakdown of Top Nine Service Areas 



Senice Area 

Amelia Island 
Beacon Hills 
Citrus Springs 
Deep Creek 
Deltona Lakes 
Lehigh 
Marion Oaks 
sugar Mill woods 
University Shores 
All Other Selvice Arm 

La---.- EA:r4a.T L/=,; - 
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Southern States Utilities, Inc. 
1992 - 1996 Total Plant In-Service 
(Top 9 Service Areas excluding Marc0 IsLand) 

Total 1996 
Customen (W/wwL 

Number Percentage 

3,212 
6.356 
2.609 
6,441 
28,630 
16,262 
4,168 
5,170 
7.521 
15.225 
125,600 

3 Yo 
5% 
2% 
5% 
23% 
13% 
3% 
4% 
6% 

36% 

Total Plant In 
Service Additions (WIWW) 

Amount Percentac - 
S 1,800,594 3 % 

S 3,813,561 6% 
S 2,129,652 4% 
S 780,250 1% 
S 11,334,159 19% 
S 8,132,973 14% 
S 2,430,483 4% 
S 2,334,308 4% 
S 1,903,341 3 Yo 
m212.832 12% 
$60,632,165 

Total 1996 Customers WWWJ Included inFiling: 125.600 
Total W/uW Plant In-Service Additions (excluding general plant) For All S e M a  Areas: 
S60.632.165 

Percentage of Total Customers Living in Nine Largest Senice Areas: 63.99% 

Percentage of Total W / w w  Plant In Service (excluding general plant) Invested in Plant Service 
Ten Largest Senice Areas: 58.42% 

Note: Analysis eicludei Marco Island 
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Total 

Customers 


AU Other Service 

Areas 

36% 


9 Largest Service Areas (excluding Marco Is/mul): 

1992 - 1996 Total 

Plant-- In-Service 

AU Other 
Service 
Areas 
42% 

Amelia Island, Beacon Hills, Citrus Springs, Deep Creek, Deltona Lakes, Lehigh, Marion Oaks, Sugar Mill Woods, and University Shores. 
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FPSC Plant In-Service Additions 

Total Customers 1992 - 1996 Total Plant In-Service 

Awlelia Island 
3% Beacon Hills Amelia bland 

5% O trus Springs 3% Beacon Hilb 

2% 6% Citrus Springs 
All Other Service 4% 

AT... Deep Creek 
36% 

AT"", 

42% 

Deltona LakesDeltona Lakes 
19% 23% 

r.l 
l> >'

University Shores " L,hIgh Gl ToMarion Oaks4% 3% Sugar Mill woodJo'larion Oaks 14% 
13% m ~J3% 4% 4% ::j 

~ 9 Largest Service Areas (excluding Marco Tsland): 
0 

Amelia Island, Beacon Hills, Citrus Springs, Deep Creek, Deltona Lakes, Lehigh, Marion Oaks, Sugar Mill Woods, and University Shores. "TI II'ii 

--
\ 

~ I~ 
I 
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Summary of Counties Allowing 

Docket No. 950499-WS 
Non-Used and Useful Property Tax Credits 

Countv Plant 

Charlotte 
Charlotte 
Citrus 
Citrus 
Citrus 
Collier 
Collier 
Lee 
Marion 
Volusia 
Washington 

Burnt Store 
Deep Creek 
Citrus Springs 
Pine Ridge 
Sugar Mill Woods 
Marco Island 
Marco Shores 
Lehigh 
Marion Oaks 
Deltona Lakes 
Sunny Hills 

Non-Used 
and Useful 

Credit 

Note: The above schedule is presented for comparative purposes and represents the 
applicable percentage credit to Tangible Personal Property Tax basis allowed to the 
respective SSU plants by each County in the calculation of annual property taxes. 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION " 1995 INTERIM ALT" 1 

1995 Interim Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@$52W&$65WoN)wlth Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
Docket No.: 950495-INS Schedule: E-13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 1 of 29 
Water [xl Wastewater II Preparer: Bendnl 
Interim (xl Final rJ Suppootng Schedules: 
Historical [KI Projected [xl El -1. Projection Fec10rTab 
FPSC Uniform Ixl FPSC Non-uniform Ixl County Regulated [I 

Explanallon - If II projected test year Is used, provide a schedule of hlstOlicaland projected bills end consumption by claSsification. 
Indude 8 calculatioo of each erolectJon factor on 8 sse8rata schedule. If neceS$a~ . List other classes or meier sizes 8S ap!!"cable. 

") ,., ") (IO) 111) III) (UI lUI US,
'" '" '" '" '" '" 	 SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 

NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Present Cappad SUi. Alone Rete. Interim Rates (SUind Alone Inc.! 
Line Plant Meter Historical ProJecUon Projected Historical Projection Projected "FC Gallonage "FC Gallonage 

Name Clan Slle 199 .. Factor 1995 1994 Fector 1195 Rates Rates Revenue Retes Retes Revenue~ 

FPSC Juris. Unlrorm 
1 Amelia Island Res, 5/8" X 314" 15.151 16."84 143.921."28 145.700.698 $4 .68 $0.99 $221.389 $4.60 $0.91 $217 .1 56 
2 31" 532 57. 7.669.000 1.966.283 $7 .02 $0.99 $11.952 $B.89 $0.91 $11.716 

, 3 	 1" .7 '5 1.475.210 1 ... 93, .... 8 $11 .70 $0.99 $2,591 $11.-49 $0.97 $2.541 
1 112" 12 13 208.500 211,078 $23.40 $0.99 $513 $22.98 SO.97 $504 

5 	 15.782 8.80% 17 .171 153,474,138 1.24% ~371.506 $238 ..... 5 $231,917

• 
'-" 	 Com . 5(8" X 314" 471 512 4,388,300 4.442 ,552 $4.68 $0.99 $6,794 $4.60 $0.97 $6,664 
~ .... • 	 3f4" .3 90 1.970.280 1,994.638 $7.02 $0.99 $2.607 sa.89 $0.97 $2.555 

1" 3BO 392 11 ,"14,640 11 ,555,757 $11.70 $0.99 $16,026 $11 .49 $0.97 $15.713 •
)0 1 112" 192 20. 5,319,099 5,384 .858 $23.40 $0.99 $10.222 $22.98 $0.97 $10,026 
11 2" 360 392 80,047,770 81.037.383 $37 ..... $0.99 $94.903 $36.77 SO.97 $93.020 
12 3" 103 112 20,296.980 20,547 .907 $74 .68 $0.99 $28.729 $73.54 $0.97 $26,167 
13 '" 60 65 15,455.000 15.646.067 $117 ,00 $0.99 $23.095 $114.91 $0.91 $22.646 

B" 12 13 34,169,200 34 .591.626 $234 ,00 $0.99 $37.288 $229.81 SO.97 $36.542" B" 2 2 351 .700 358.048 $374 ."0 SO,99 $1 ,101 $387.70 SO.97 $1.080 
lB" 1.643 8.80% 1.788 ~412,969 1 . 24o~ 175.556.838 $220,765 $216."13 
17,. Fire Prot. 2" 	 26 0 0 $12.48 $0,00 $32 .. $12,28 $0.00 $319 

m 0 0 	 $39.00 $0.00 $8.658 $38.30 $0.00 $8.503 ,. 	 20'" '" 20 6" lOB 11B 0 0 $78.00 $0.00 $9.204 $76.60 $0.00 $9,039 
21 52 0 0 $124.80 $0.00 $8."90 $122.57 $0,00 $6.374 
22 384 8.80% 0 NfA 0 $24.676 $2".235 

23 
24 Total 17,609 8.80% 19.378 326,887,107 124% 330.928.342 $0181 .686 $472.585 

25 
26 Apatl'le Shores Res. 5/8" X 314" 1,823 1.823 3.450,738 3,1 42,268 $12 .58 $3.87 $35.094 $15.29 $4.70 $42.643 
27 
2B Toiol 1.823 0 00% 1,823 3,450,738 ·B.94% 3.142.268 $35.094 142.643 

." 'B ... 

2. 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 
1995 Interim All. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@ $52 W & $65 WN) with Stand Alone Increase 

Company: SSU I FP$C Jurisdiction 
Ooc!l.el No.: 95G495-INS Schedule: E-13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 2 0129 
Waler Ixl Wastewater IJ Prep8fef: Bendnl 
Interim IJ(J Final [ I Supporting Schedules: 

Historical Ix) Projeded (x) El-1, Projection Factor Tab 
FPSC Uniform I_I FPSC Non-uniform (xl County Regulated I J 

Explanation: II 8 projected 1es\ year flused. provide a schedule of historical and proJected bills and consumpllon by classification. 
Indude a calculaUon of each p~ectlon 'actor on a separate schedule, If nece3Sa~ . Ust othef dass.,s or meIer sizes as aeelicable. ,,, 

'" III ,., 
'" '" '" ,., ,., (10) 1111, (II, lUI (14) (tI) 

NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION P,....ntC.pP" 
Une Plant Meter HI.torical Projection Projected HlstOriCiI ProJecllon Projected "Fe Gallon; 

No. Name Cia.. Size t"4 Factor 1995 1994 Factor 1995 Rates Rate, Revenue Rete. Rete. Revenull 

30 Apple Valley Res. 518~ X 3f4~ 10,888 11,077 112.087,978 118,517,746 $4.51 $0.92 $158,993 $7.34 $1.50 $259,082 
31 
32 

314­,­ 12 
97 

12 
99 

309.390 
3,839,840 

327,138 
3,848,634 

$6.77 
$11 .28 

$0.92 
$0.92 

$382 
$4,658 

$11 .01 
$18.35 

$1 .50 
$1 .50 

$623 
$7,590 

33 1 112" 12 12 794,580 840,160 $22.55 $0.92 $1,044 $38.89 $1 .50 $1 .700 
34 2­ 36 37 1,704,160 1.801 ,917 $36.08 $0.92 $2.993 $58.70 $1 .50 ....875 
35 11 ,045 1.74% 11,237 118,535.948 5.74% 125,335,5904 $188.070 ~870 

36 

c.> 
~ 

CO 

37 
36 
39 

Com. 518" X 3f4t 

31'-
I" 

272 
5 

50 

277 
5 

11 

1.431,006 
254,010 

1,132,730 

1,513.094 
288,581 

1,197,707 

$4.51 
$6.77 

$11 .28 

$0.92 
$0.92 
SO.92 

$2,841 
$281 

$1.677 

57.34 
$11 .01 
$18.35 

$1 .50 
$1 .50 
$1.50 

$4,303 
$456 

$2.733 

'0 2­ 25 25 720.380 761.704 536.08 SO .92 $1.603 $58.70 51 .50 $2.611 
41 352 1.74'" 356 3,538,128 5.74% 3,741,088 $6,202 --!.!2;,105 

42 
43 Totel 11,397 1.74% 11,595 122.074.07<4 5.74% 129,078,680 $174,272 ~975 
44 

" Bay Lake Est. RlIs. 5/8" X 3/4· 634 659 6.380,090 7.280.407 $10.90 $2.88 $28,729 $'4.30 $3.49 $37.893 
46 
47 Tolal 634 2.96% .,. 8,380,090 14.11% 7.280,407 $28,729 ~693 
4. 
.9 Beacon Hills Res. 518" X 3f4" 31.098 32.527 382,942,685 395,859,367 $4 .75 SO.77 $459.315 $7.14 $1.16 $891 ,440 
50 3'4· 3,590 3,755 45.691.040 47.232,202 57.13 $0.77 $63,142 $10.71 $1.18 $95,005 
11 1­ 332 347 7,«8.450 7,699.887 $11.88 $0.77 $10,051 $17.85 $1.16 $15.126 
52 1 112" 2. 30 1.582,960 1,636,353 S23.75 $0.77 $1,973 $35.68 SU8 S2,968 
53 35.049 4.59% 36.659 437,665,135 3.37% __!g427.6Q9. $534,481 $804,539 

"55 MuIU·Fam. 1 112" 336 311 11,235.180 11.614.143 $23.75 SO.77 $17,279 $35.68 $1.16 $25,996 
56 336 4.59% ~ __ "!.!.,235,180 337% 11,614,143 $17,279 $25,996 

57 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@ $52 W & $65 WW) with Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC JUrisdiction 
DocIIel No.: 950495-WS Schedule: E-13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 3 of 29 
Water [xl Wastewater IJ Preparer: Bendol 
Interim [x) Final I J Supporung Schedules: 
Historical [xl Projected Ix) E1 -1. Projection Factor Tab 
FP$C Unllorm [xl FPSC Non-uniform Ix) County Regulated f J 

Explanation: II a projected les' year Is used , provide 8 SChedule of hlsloricaiand projected bills end consumption by classification. 
Indude 8 calculation of each pr~ectlon factor on 8 Seeafets schedule, If neceSS8~ . list other classes Of meier sizes 85 applicable. 

") I') ,» ") (5) ") I ') ,I) It) (to) (11) ,II) IU) \1') ttal 
SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 

NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Present Cap!>!d St.. Alona Rates Int.r1m Rata. !Stand Alon. Inc.) 
Une Plant Meier Historical Projection Projected Historical Projeclfon Projected eFe Gilionag. eFe GllIonlge 
No. Nlma CI..s S iza ltt4 Factor 1995 1994 Factor 1995 Rates Rata. Rav.nu. Rat•• Rat.. Re~nue 

58 Com . 518~ X 3/4" m BI. 10.092.280 10,432 .673 s.. .75 $0.77 $11,881 $7 .14 $1.16 $17.685 
59 3W 27 26 683,720 706,782 $7 .13 $0.77 $1 0.71 $1.18 $1 ,120 "446. ,- 64 66 2.632.200 2,720,984 $11 .S6 $0.77 $3,140 $17.85 $1.16 $4,727 

6' 1 1/2" 59 62 8 ,165,620 6,373.587 $23,75 $0.77 $6,381 $35.68 $1.16 $9,605 
62 2- 132 136 14.769,510 15,287,687 $38.00 $0.77 $17,000 $57.09 $1.16 $25,589 
63 1,076 4.59% 1,125 34.343,310 3.37% 35,501,712 $39,146 $58,926 

W 65 Tolal 36,481 4.59% 38.130 483,243.625 3.37"M 499.543.464 S590,906 $889,481 
~ 

66CD 
67 Beecher's Poinl Res. 518~ X 314" m <92 2.525,690 2,094,473 $8.35 $3.89 $12,255 $23.38 $10.89 $34,312 
66 472 4.30% <92 2,525.890 -17 07% 2,094,473 $12,255 $34,312 

69 
7. MUIli-Fam. 12 13 1,417,530 1,175.512 $208.75 $3.89 $7,287 $564.54 $10.89 $20,400 
71 '" 12 4.30% 13 1.417 ,530 -17 .07% 1,175,512 $7,287 $20.400 
72 
73 Com. 2- 36 36 2,429.650 2.01 4,830 SBB.80 $3.89 $10,376 $187.05 S10.89 $29,G49 
74 3. 4.30% 36 ~429.65O -17.07% 2.01 4.830 $10,378 $29,049 

75 
7. Total 52. 4.30% 542 ~372.870 · 17.07% 5.284,818 $29,918 $83,781 

77 
76 Ouml Slore Res. 518" X 3/4" 3,703 5,027 14,443.010 19.229.993 $14.02 $4.60 $158,937 $23.65 $7.76 $268,114 

7' ,- '6 65 276,650 386.609 $35.05 $4.60 $3,974 $59.12 $7.76 $e,703 
6. 3,751 35.75% 5,092 14,719,860 33.14% 19.598,602 $182,911 $274,817 

6' 
62 Mum·Fern. ,- 96 '3. 2,677,280 3.564,838 $35 .05 $4.60 $20,954 $59.12 $7.76 $35,348 

'6'63 1 1/2" 24. 3,130,830 4,168.510 $70.10 $4.60 S36,420 $11S.24 S7.78 S61,435 
6. 2- 96 13. 4,866,750 6,213,495 $112,16 $4.60 $43,163 $189.19 $7.78 $72,812 
65 ,- 5 7 410,100 546,023 5350.50 $4 .60 $4,966 5591.22 S7.78 $6,376 
66 6- 7 ,. 260,240 346,494 51 ,121 .60 $4.60 $12.810 $1 ,891 .91 $7.76 $21.608 
67 365 35.75% 523 11 ,145,200 3314% 14.839,158 S118,313 SI99,579 

66 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@$52W&$65VVW)wlth Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
Oodlet No.: 950495-WS SChedule: E-13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Pege" of 29 
Water IlIl Wastewater I , Preperer. Bendnl 
Interim Ixl Final II Supporting Schedules: 
Historical!lCl Projeded [xl E 1- 1, Projection Factor Tab 

FPSC Uniform [xl FPSC Non·unifoon [xl County Regulated II 

Explanation: If 8 projected test year 18 used, provide. schedule of historical and projected bills and consumplion by classification . 
Indude a calculation of each eroledion factor on 8 seearate schedule, if necess8!.'t. list other dssses or meIer slzes 85 ape:lIcable. 

") ,S) (0) '" I') I') 110) IHI UII CUI lUi Ill)''I '" '" SCHEOUlE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Pr...nt Capf)!«! St.. Alan. Rat•• Int.rim Rat.. (St.nd Alon.lnc.) 

Line Plant Met,r Historical ProJeclion ProJ.ct.d Hlslorkal ProJ.ctlon Projected .FC Gillonive .FC Gi llonige 
No. Name Class Size 1994 Flctor 1115 1994 Factor 11'5 Rate. Rat•• Re",nu, Rat.. Rat.. R,,,,nue 

Com. 5/8" X 3/4" 201 1.449.-438 1.929.839 $1·4.02 $4.80 $11.695 $23.65 $7.76 $19,730'9 
90 1- '" 118 180 3,721.530 -4,954,992 $35.05 $4.80 528,401 $59,12 $7.16 $-47,910 
91 1112" .3 ,. 2,243,036 2,966,-469 $70.10 $4.80 $19,767 $118.2-4 $1.76 533,3« 
.2 2- 107 14. 6,155,040 8,195,063 5112,16 $4.80 553,960 51B9.19 $7.16 $91,021 

93 . 12 ,. 689,-400 917,894 $350,50 $4.80 $9,830 $591 ,22 $1.76 -
.4 ,48 35.15% 608 1-4,258,4-46 33.14% 18,964,257 ~653 

W 96 Pub. Auth , . 12 12 7,180,600 9,560,53-4 $701 ,00 $4.80 $52,390 $1.182 .-45 $1.76-
I\) .7 12 0.00% 12 7,180.600 33.14% 9,560,534 152,390 
0 ••.. Fire Prot ,- 7 0 0 $373.87 SO.OO $2,617 $630.&4 $0.00 $-4,-41-4• 35.75% 7 0 N/' 0 $2,617'00 • ----!!:."1" 

101 
102 Tolal -4,601 35.68% 8,2-42 -41,30-4,106 33.14% 62,982,550 $459,684 $775,783 

103 
104 Cartlon Village Res . 518" X 3/4" 1,51 t 1,638 11,~36 , 100 10,996,595 $5.51 $1 ,68 527,503 $10,61 $3.25 $53,222 

2' 1 151,000 150,487 $44,08 $1 ,66 $297 $85.33 $3,25 $57-410' 
1,512 8,41% 1,639 11 ,161,100 ·0,34% 11,1-49,082 527,800106 ~796 

107 
10. Total 1,512 6.41 % 1,639 11,187,100 -0,34% 11 ,149,082 $27,800 $53.796 

"' 

109 
110 Chuluota Res. SIB" X 3/4" 7,830 7,951 55,813,915 52,962,627 58.53 52,91 5221 ,943 59.83 $3.35 $255,583 ,- 3. 37 421,880 400,328 $21 .33 $2,91 $1 ,954 $24.57 $3,35 $2 ,250 

7,666 1.54% 7,987 58,235,795 -5.11 % 53.362,955 $223,697 112 ~833 

113 
Com. 5/8" X 3/4" 48 '9 793,1 50 752.631 $8.53 $2.91 $2.608 59.83 S3.35 $3,003 "' 1- 24 2. 309,620 293.803 $2t.33 S2.91 $1.367 $2-4.57 $3.35 $1 .574 

118 2- 13 13 294,890 279,825 S68.2-4 S2.91 $1 ,701 $78.62 S3.35 $1,959 

11 7 3- 12 12 -4 ,197 ,350 3,962,926 $136.48 S2 ,91 $13.228 $157.24 S3.35 $15,230 

"' 97 1,54% 98 5,595,010 -5.11 % 5.309,185 $18,904 $21 ,766 

11. 

119 
120 Total 7,963 1.54% 8,066 61,830,805 -5,11% 58.672.141 $242,801 $279 ,599 

121 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION " 1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim All. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@:$52 W & $65 VvW) with Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
Docket No .. 950495·VVS Schedule: E·13 
Schedule Year Ended : 12131195 Page 5 01"29 
Water 1111 Wastewater t J Preparer: Bendnl 
Interim 1111 Flnalll Supporting Schedules: 
Historical IlIl Projected Ixl E 1-1. Projection F ~or Tab 
FPSC Uniform Ixl FPSC Non-uniform Ix] Counly Regulated rI 

EJ:planalion : If a projecled lesl year Is used, provide 8 schedule of hisloric.aland projected bills and consumption by classification. 
Indude a calculation 01 each projection factor on 8 seearate schedule, if neces'&!:l. Ust other classes Of meter sizes as aeelicable. ,., (4' ,., ,., 110) (111 (tSI IU) ,1', tlll'Si'" '" 	 '" '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 

NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Pr.sent C.I!~ St.. Alon. Rltl. Interim Rite. ISland Alone Inc.) 
line Plant Meter Historical Projection Projected Historicel Projection Projected .FC Gallonlge .FC Gallonlge 
No. Name Clln Size 1994 Factor 1995 1994 Factor 1995 Rates Rate. Rnanu. Rate. Rat•• R.venue 

122 Citrus Park Res . 5/8" X 314" 4.036 4.118 24.969.026 25,078,122 $4.61 $1.87 $60,865 $5.48 $1 .99 $72,474 
123 4.036 2.02% 4,118 24,969,026 0 ..... % 25,078,122 $72,47"---!22.865 
12< 
12' Com. 518" X 3/4" 172 175 595,035 597,649 $4.61 $1 .67 $1 ,805 $5.46 $1 .99 $2.148 
126 I " 12 12 222,650 223,628 $11 .53 $1 .67 $511 $13.71 $1 .99 $610 
127 184 2.02% 188 817,685 0 .44% 821,277 $2.316 $2,758 
128 

(,) 	 129 Tolal 4,220 2.02% 4,305 25,78S,711 0.44% 25,900,000 $63.181 $75,232
I\.) 
~ 	 130 

131 Citrus Springs Res. 5/8" X 314" 20,OSO 20.122 124,927,968 127.169.210 $6 .42 $2.41 $439,513 $6.24 $2.34 $426.881 
132 ," 1.022 1,056 11,663,727 11.812,977 $16.05 $2.41 $45,563 $15.60 $2.34 $44,257 
133 21,072 3.35°,i 21,778 136.591 ,695 1.79% 139,042,188 $485.076 $471 ,138 
,:!< 
13' Com. 518" X 3/4" 310 320 1.689,700 1,720.014 $6 .42 $2.41 $6,199 $6.24 $2.34 $6,022 
136 I" 80 88 3 ,217,776 3.275.S04 $16.05 $2.41 $9.306 $15.60 $2.34 $9.038 
137 2" 70 72 3.640.699 3,706.014 $5136 $2.4' $12.829 ~9.92 $2.34 $12.268 
138 '8' 3.35% 481 8 ,548.175 1.79% 8,701.532 $28,134 527.328 
139 
140 TOlal 21,537 3.35% 22.258 145,130.870 1.79% 147.743.719 ~210 ~08.464 

141 
142 CIYslal River High. Res. 518" X 3(4" 880 898 5.909,470 5.616.316 510.69 $4.00 $32,085 $7.47 $2 .80 522,434 
143 880 4 .44% 8.. 5,909,470 ...... . 96% 5.616.316 $32,065 $22,434 

". 
145 Com. 518" X 314" 18 I. 114,520 108.839 51 0 .69 $4.00 $638 $7 .47 $2.60 ....7 
146 18 4.44% 19 114,520 .4 .96% 108.639 $838 ....7 
147 
148 TotAl 878 4.44% 917 6 ,023.990 -4 .96% 5.725.155 ~703 $22,881 

'49 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION· 1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim All 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@$52W&$65WN)wlthStandAlonelncrease 

Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
Docket No.: 95Q.t95-WS Schedule: E-13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 6 of 29 

Water Ix) wastewater II Preparer: Bendol 

Interim Ixl Final I ) Supporting Schedules: 
Hisloricallx) Projected Ixl E 1·1, Projection F adOl'" Tab 
FPSC Uniform Ixl FPSC Non·unifonn (xl County Regulated II 

Explana1ion: If a projeCled lesl year Is used, provide 8 schedule of hlsloricalend projected bills and consumption by classification. 


Include. .8 calculation of each e:r!?Jection factor on 8 seearsls schedule.lfnecessa~ . list other dasses or meIer sizes as 8fplicable. 
 (I.,I" I" I" (I' I" I" I" (101 1111 lUI lUI (lSI'" '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Present C.pped St.. Alon. R.t•• Interim R.t.. (Stand Alone Inc,) 

line Plant Metar Historical Projection Projected Hl'torlcal ProJeellon ProJeeted "FC Gallonag. BFC Gallonage 
No. Nam. Cllu Siz. 19114 Faelor 1995 1994 Faclor 1915 Rates R.t., R ...... nu. Rate' Rates Revenue 

ISO Daetwyler Shores Res. 518" X 3/4" 1,438 1.438 14,675,2(2 1(,771 .062 56.59 $1 .81 533,257 $10.51 $2.57 $53.075 
151 I · ao ao 1,126.480 1,133.835 $16.48 $1.61 $2.814 528.27 52.57 $4,490 
152 1.498 0 .00% 1.498 15,801,722 0.65% 15,904,697 $36,071 ~585 
153 
154 Com. 518" X 3/(" 3 3 0 0 $6.59 $1.61 $20 510.51 52.57 $32 
155 2" 2 2 1.500 1,510 $52.72 $1 .61 $107 $84.04 $2,57 $172 
156 5 0 .00% 5 1.500 0 .65% 1,510 $127 ---1204 

157 

~ 156 Totel 1,503 0._ 1,503 _~&Q~,?~2 0.65% __ '_~,!'IQ6,407 $36,198 $57,769 

159 
lao Deltona Res. 5/8" X 3/4" 259,079 265.0&4 2,331,529,364 2,519,877,726 $(.24 $1.16 $4.046,929 $4 .82 $1.32 $4,603,B47 

161 1· 9,423 9,641 135,931,80t 146.912.804 510.60 $1.18 5272,614 $12 .05 $1 .32 $310,099 

162 1 1/2" '8 '9 445.610 481.606 $21 .20 $1.16 $1,598 $2(.10 $1 .32 $1.817 
163 2' 29 30 2.671 ,229 2,887,019 533.92 $1.16 $(,387 $38.56 51 .32 $4.968,.164 12 12 1.909.100 2,063.323 $106.00 $1.16 $3,665 $120.51 $1 .32 $(,170 

165 268,591 2.31% 274.795 2,472,487,104 8.08% 2,672,222,481 $(,329,173 $4.924,901 

166 
167 Com. 5/8" X 3/4" 3 ,618 3.702 31,856,139 3-4,429,579 $4.24 51 .18 555,63-4 $4.82 $1 .32 $63,291 

168 I" 820 839 20.684 ,606 22,355.574 510.60 $1 .18 $3-4,825 512.05 $1 .32 539,819 

'69 1 1/2" 215 220 7.014 ,888 7,581,573 $21 .20 $1 .18 $13,459 524.10 $1.32 515,310 

170 
,. 713 729 48,401,928 52,311,988 $33.92 $1.18 $65,410 538.56 $1.32 $97.182 

171 3" 9' 96 11 ,586,209 12,522,180 $67.84 51.16 $21 ,039 $77.13 $1 .32 $23,933 

172 69 71 29,411.556 31,787,515 5106.00 51.18 $4-4,.'0 $120.51 51.32 $50.516 
173 '" 5,529 2.31% 5,657 148.955.324 8.08% 180,988,409 $2504,767 ~831 

174 
175 Tolal 274.120 2.31% 260,452 2,621,442,426 8 .08% 2,833.210.690 $(,583,9040 ~732 

176 
177 Dol Ray Menor Res . 5/8. X 3/4" 701 709 7.439.772 7 ,257,544 511 .77 51 .60 519,957 515.97 $2.17 527,072 

178 ,. 5 5 2,616,300 2 ,552.217 5188.32 $1.60 $5,026 $255,49 $2.17 $6,815 

179 706 1.17% 714 10,056,072 -2.45% 9.809,761 524,983 $33,887 

180 ,.181 Multl·Fam 3,339,100 3.257.313 $1 86.32 $1.60 $6,530 $255.49 $2.17 $8,656 

182 1.17% 3,339,100 -2 .-45% 3,257,313 $6,530 $8.856 

183 
184 Total 713 1.17% 721 13,395,172 -2.45% 13,067,074 $31,513 $(2,743 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION ,1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Intorlm AU. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@ $52 W & $65 WW) with Stand Alono Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
Docket No.: 95049S·1NS Schedule: E-13 

Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 7 of 29 


Water 1.111 Wastewater I J Preparet: Bendnl 

Interim [x] Finoll J Supporting Schedules; 


Hisforicallx] Projected [x] El-1, Projection Factor Tab 


FPSC Uniform [xl FPSC Non-unifonn [x) County Regulated [ I 


Explanation: 118 projected lest year Is used, provide a schedule of historical and prOjected bills end consumption by classification . 

Indude a calculation of each etojectlon facto( on 8 seearete schedule, if necessa~ . Ust other daISes or meier sizes as eEe!icable. ,., ,., ,., ,., (to) (ttl (t', tnl IH) (UI",'" '" '" '" SCHEDUL.E YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BillS CONSUMPTION Present Capped SUi. Alone Rate. Intarim Rate. (SUind Alone Inc.) 


LIne Plant Meier Hlstorlca' Projection ProJecled Hlstorica' Projection Projected .FC Gallonage .FC Gallonage 

No. Name eras. Size 1994 Faclor 1995 1994 Faclor 1915 Rales Rates Ravanue Rate. Rate. Revenue 


185 

188 Druid IIms Re! . 5/S" X 314" 2,5t4 2 ,514 21,609,803 29,324.382 56,52 51 .40 551,445 $B.14 $1 .BB $11,102 


'87 l' 354 354 1,628.529 8.102,264 $16.30 $1.40 $11,113 $21 .86 $1 .88 $22,910 

188 1 112" 95 95 2,529,370 2.686,445 $32.60 $1.40 $6,858 $43.72 51 .88 $9,204 

189 2' 12 12 s..8,190 582,233 $52 .16 $1 .40 $1,441 $69.95 $1.88 $1,934 

190 2,975 0.00% 2,915 38,315,892 6 .21% 40,695,324 $82,851 $111,210 


191 

192 Multl·Fam. l' 7 7 255,950 211,845 516.30 $1 .40 "'95 $21 .86 51 .88 
 '88''" 193 7 0.00% 7 255.950 6.21% 211.845 "'95 ....
'" 
 194 
'" 
195 Tolal 2,982 0.00% 2,982 38,511,842 6 .21 % 40.967,168 $83,352 $111,814 


196 

197 Easl Lake Harris Est. Res. 518" X 3W 2,062 2,080 5 ,469,984 5.476,292 $8.03 $2.33 $29,482 520.84 $5.99 $75.734
,,...198 l ' 12 12 61,330 61,401 520,08 52.33 $51 .62 $5.99 '987 

199 2.074 0 .87% 2,092 5.531,314 0,12% 5,537,693 $29,846 516.721 


200 

201 Total 2,074 0.8Hf. 2,092 5,531 ,314 0 .12% ~537,693 $29,846 $76,721 


202 

203 Fem Park Res. 5(8" X 3/4" 2.009 2.015 14,541,698 14,417,333 $5.57 51 .79 $37,138 $7.01 $2.25 $48,699 

20. 2.009 0.29% 2,015 14 ,541,698 _0.44% 14.417.333 $37,138 $48,699 

205 

206 Com. 5(8" X 3/4" 133 133 1,566,584 1.559,650 $5.57 51.79 $3,533 57.01 $2.25 $4.441 

207 l' 12 12 153.800 153,119 51 3.93 $1.79 $17.53 $2 ,25 5555 

208 1 112" 12 12 655,500 652.599 527 .85 51 .19 $1,502 "" $35.04 52.25 $1,888 

209 157 0.29% 157 2.375,884 ·0 .44% 2.365.368 $5,476 ...... 

210 

211 Tolal ----1:,166 0.29% 2.172 16.917.582 -0.44% 16.842.101 $42,814 $53,583 

212 

213 Fem Terrace Res. 5/8" X 3/4" 1.460 1.473 12.525,177 11.799.947 5·4.70 $1.34 $22,135 59.16 52.61 $44,291 


2" 
 l ' 12 12 195.640 184,312 $11 .75 $1 .34 '388 522 .91 S2.61 


'" 

215 1.472 0 .87% 1.485 12,720,811 -5.79% 11 ,984 ,259 523,123 


216 

Tolal ___',472 0 .87% 1.485 12 .720.B17 -5.79% 11.984.259 $23,123 $46,047 


21. 
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PROJECTED SCHEOULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -199SINTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim All1 : Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@$52W&$65WW)wlthStandAlonelncrease 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
Docket No.: 95().C9S....vs Schedule: E·13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12/31195 Page 8 0129 
water [xl wastewater I J Preparer: Bendnl 
Interim 11(1 Flnel II Supporting Schedules: 
Historical [)lJ Projected Ixl E1·1, Projection Facto( Tab 
FPSC Uniform [xl FPSC Non·unlform Ixl County Regulated II 

Explanalion' l! 8 projected test year Is used, provide 8 schedule 01 historical and projeded bills and COflsumption by classification. 
Include 8 calculation of e9Ch pr~ectioo lador on 8 se~ar8le schedule, if necess8!:t.. Ust other classes or meter sizes 8S applicable. 

"~I ,., 'I) ,I) ,., ItO) flfl tfl, IU) (14) Itil",'" '" '" 	 SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Pr•••nt Capped Sta. Alon. Rat•• Int.rtm Rlt•• (Stand Alonllnc,) 

Line print Meter Hl,torical ProJeclJon ProJ.cted HI.torical Projection Projected SFC Ganonao. SFC Gillona"a 
Name CI... Size 1.14 Flctor 1995 fl94 Flctor 1995 Rite, Rat" R.....nu. Rat., Rat" Rtytnut~ 

2" Fishenn8n's Haven Res. 5J88 X 314" 	 1.647 '.680 9,300,186 9,456,275 $4.70 51 .76 $24.539 57.18 S2.69 $37.499 
1.647 2.00% 1,680 9,300,186 1.68% 9.456,275 	 $204,53922. 	 ......E!.499 

22' 

m Com. 5/8" X 314" 2' 2. 128,030 130,179 $4.70 $1.76 $342 57.18 S2.69 

223 	 2' 2.00% 2' 128.030 1.68% 130,179 

22' 

225 Total 1.671 2.00% 1.7Q.4 9.428,216 1.68% 9.586,454 $24,881 ~021 


(0) 	 22. 
227 FountaIns Res. 518" X 314" 336 365 2.657.690 1.586,031 $23.22 56.17 518,261 $59.72 51 5.87 $46,968 ~ 
22. 	 336 7.91% 365 2.657.690 .....0.32% 1.586,031 S18,261 ........ 

22. 

,. " 	 "64230 Com. ,- 10 39.470 23.555 558.05 $6.17 $149.29 51 5.87 $2,016 
231 7.91% " 39.470 -40.32% 23,555 $764 52,016 

232 
233 Total 34. 7.91% 37. 2.697,160 -40.32% 1,609,586 $19,Q.45 $48,98-4 

234 
235 Fox Run Res. 518" X 3148 1.180 1,221 10,0420.556 10,872,938 S15.76 $3.61 $60,669 524.01 55.60 
236 1.160 3.47% 1,221 10,420.556 4.34°4 

237 	

"0623. 	 Com. 5/8" X 3/4" ,. ,. 7. 73 515.76 53.81 $24.01 S5.6O 5240 

23. ,- , ·10,170 ·1 0,612 539.40 53.81 (S') 560.03 55.60 (S2) 

2'. 2- 7 7 27,000 28,172 S126.08 53.81 S990 51 92 .08 S5.80 S1 .508 
241 ,. 3.47% JE!,.900. 4.34% 17,634 51 ,147 Sl ,746 " 2'2 
2<3 Total 	 1,198 3.47% 1,240 10.437,456. 4.34% 10,690,572 561 ,816 594,125 

244 

2' 5 
 Friendly Center Res. 518" X 3/4" 2.2 1.09% 2'5 1.390,680 8.03% 1.502,417 S1 0.48 53.20 S7.376 51 1.79 53.80 5B.29B 

2'. 
247 Total 242 1.09% 2.5 1,390,680 8.03% 1.502,417 S7,376 	 SB,298 

2'. 

2.' 
 Golden Terrace Res. 5/8" X 3/4" 1.250 1,259 3,994,800 3,976.325 59.15 $3.09 $23,807 $14.66 $A.95 538,1<10 

25. 	 2- ' 2 '2 413,600 411 ,687 $73.20 $3.09 $2 ,150 5117.30 $4.95 S3,446 
1,262 0.71% 1.271 4.408.400 ·0.46% 4.388,012 $25,957 $41,58625' 


252 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION - 1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim All. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@ $52 W & $65 WVV) with Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 

Docket No.: 950495-WS 
 Schedule: E-13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 9 of 29 
Water IKI Wastewater I ) Preparer: Bendn! 
Interim Ixl Final IJ Suppotting Schedules: 
Historicallxl Pr%ded Ix) Et-!. Projection Faclor Tab 
FPSC Uniform Ixl FPSC Non-vnlfonn (xl County Regulated II 

E)(planalion: If 8 projected test year Is used, provide 8 schedule of hlsloricaland projected bUls and consumplion bV dsulfication. 

Include a calwlation 01 each erojection faclor on a seeafal8 SChedule, If neceS!a~ . Ust other classes or meIer sizes 8S aEplicable. 
,., ,., ,., (10) 111) III) (13\ (141 (15)'" '" '" '" '" '" YEAR REVENUESSCHEDULE 

NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Present Cal!:E!:!!! S1I. Alon. Rlt" Interim Rlle'jStand Alone Inc.! 
Line Plant Meier HI.toncal Projection ProJected Historical Projection Projected .FC Gillonage .FC Gallonlge 

.!i!!:.. Name Cia.. Size 1994 Flctor 1995 1914 Faclor HitS Rites Rate. Revenul Rete. Rlt•• Revlnue 

253 Com. 2­ 12 12 266,200 264.969 $73,20 $3.09 $1,697 $117 ,30 $.4.95 $2,720 
254 12 0 .71% 12 266,200 -0.46% 264,969 $1.697 $2,720 
255 
256 Tolal 1,274 0.11% 1.283 4 ,674.600 ·0 .46% 4 ,652,981 $27 ,654 $«,306 
257 
258 Gospel Island Est Res. 518- X 3/4- 96 96 651.590 748.393 517.43 $5.12 55,505 $22.91 56.73 57,2le 
259 
260 Tolal 96 0 .00% 96 651,590 14.66% 746,393 $5,505 $7,2lefd 
2., 
262 Grand Terrate Res. 518- X 314­
263 
264 Tolal 1,317 1.14% 1,332 11 ,995,010 -23.43% 9,184,140 $.42,857 536,625 
265 

'" 1,317 1,332 11 ,995,010 9 .164,140 $B.81 $3.38 $.42.857 57,57 $2,89 $36,625 

266 Hannony Homes Res. 518- X 3/4- 752 753 6.591 ,166 7,614,505 $9.23 51 .86 $21 ,113 $14.44 $2.91 533,031 
267 
268 TOlal 752 0.17% 753 6,591,166 15.53% 7.614,505 521,113 ~031 
269 
270 Hermns Cove Res. 518" X 314- 2,078 2 ,078 5.952,546 5.700,606 $10.06 $.4 .05 $43,992 $15.16 56.10 $66,276 
271 2.076 0 .00% 2 ,076 5,952,546 -4 .23% 5.700,606 $43,992 566,276 
272 
273 Com . 518"X3W 12 12 384,930 349,484 51 0.06 $.4.05 51 ,536 $15.16 $B.l0 
274 12 0 .00% 12 384,930 ..... ,23% 349,484 51,536 
275 
276 Tola! 2.090 0 .00% 2.090 6,317.476 -4 .23% 6,050,090 $45,528 $66,590 
277 
278 Hobby Hills Res. 518- X 3/4- 1.157 1.157 6.547,531 5,785,942 $602 $2.63 $23,339 56.31 52.96 $24,427 
279 
280 Total 1,157 0 .00% 1,157 6,547,531 -11 .63% 5,785,942 $23,339 ---E!,.427 
281 
2.2 Holiday Haven Res. 5/8" X 314- 1.304 1.304 4,279,207 4 ,024 ,SOD $967 53.53 $26,816 $14.14 $5.16 $39,205 
2.3 1,304 0.00% 1.304 4 ,279,207 .tHI!i% 4,024,500 $26 ,618 $39,205 

2.' 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@ $52 W & $65 WW) with Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
Docket No.: 950495·\NS Schedule: E·13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Pegel0of29 
Water [x] Wastewater I J Preparer: Bendn! 
Interim Ixl Final [ I Suppot1fng Schedules: 
HistOl'lcalllCl Projected [)(j El-1, Projection Fltctor Tab 
FPSC Uniform (xl FPSC Non-uniform Ixl County Regulated (J 

EKpianation. If e projeded test year Is used, provide II schedule 01 hl$lolical end projecled bills and consumption by classification. 

Include II calculation of each pr~ectlon fador on 8 se~8rate schedule, If neeesse!}:. list other classes or meter sizes as 8~l!:ticable . 


III '3) ,., ,., (10) (tl) 1111 lUI 11", ItI)'" '" '" '" '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Present Capped 51.1. Alon. Rat•• Interim Rate. (Stand Alone Inc" 

Line Plant Meter Historical Projection Projected HI.loriul Projection Projected .FC Gallonlge .FC Gilionage 

No. Name CIII. Size 19U Flclor 1995 1994 Factor 1995 Rite. Rltll Revenu. Rale. Rales Rev.nua 

285 Com. 5/8" X 3/4~ 12 12 227,900 214,335 $9.87 $3.53 S873 S14.14 $5.16 $1,276 

288 12 12 20,590 19,364 S24.18 $3.53 $358 $35.36 $5.18 $524 
287 '" 2. o.ooe..{, 2' 248.490 ·5.95% 233,699 " ,231 ---!.,!.800 
288 

Total 1,328 0 .00% 1,328 4,527,697 ·5.95% 4,256,199 $28,047 $41,00528. 

290 
2., Holiday Heights Res. 5/8" X 3/4" 630 632 5,474,720 5,799,830 $9.80 $2.18 $18,838 $15.57 $3.46 $29,907 

2.21d 2.3 Tolal 830 0 .32% 632 5,474,720 5 .94% 5,799,830 $16,838 $29,907 

294 '" 
295 Imperial Mobile Terr. Res. 5/8" X 3/4" 2,881 2,879 13,293,820 14,901.334 $6.00 $1.72 142,904 S8.17 $2.34 $58,390 


296 ,- 12 12 , 114,240 128,054 $1 5.00 $1 .72 $400 $20.43 $2.34 $545 


297 1 1/2" 300 338 $30.00 $1.72 $31 $40.87 $2.34 $42 

298 2,894 ·0 .07% 2,892 13,408,360 12.09% 15,029,724 $43,335 $58,977 


299 

300 Tolal 2,694 ·0 .07% ___!,892 13,408,360 12.09% ~~~;72.! $43,335 $58,917 


3D' 

302 Intercession City Res. 518" X 3/4" 2,660 2,687 14,224,653 13,120,691 $12.62 $4.39 S94,035 $11 .84 $4.12 $88,240 


12 12 227,720 210,047 $31 .55 $4 .39 $t,301 $29.61 $4.12 $1 ,220 

304 '" 2.672 0 .93% 2,899 14,452,573 ·7 .76% 13,330,938 $95,336 $89,460 
303 

305 
306 Com. 518" X 314" ,.3 ,.. 731 ,300 674,545 $12.62 $4.39 $4,778 SI1 .84 $4 .12 $4.484 

307 ," 2. 2. 612,030 564,532 $31.55 $4.39 $3,235 $29.61 $4.12 $3,037 

308 '67 0 .93% '6' 1.3~3--,-~3O ·7.76% 1,239,077 sa,013 $7,521 

309 

310 
 Totel 3,039 0.93% 3,067 15,795,~3 -7.76% 14,570,015 $103,349 $96,981 

311 

312 
 Intoriachen lekes ' Res. 5/8" X 3/4" 2.906 2,927 10.864,928 10,558,050 $9.69 $2.50 $54,758 S11 .21 S2 .89 $63,325 

PacX Manor 2.906 0 .71 % ~27 10)J64,928 ·2.82% 10,558.050 $54,758 $63,3253'3 

314 

315 
 Com. 5/8" X 3/4" 36 36 459,170 446.201 S9.69 $250 S1 ,465 $11 .21 $2 .89 $1 ,694 

1 112" 12 12 1,191 ,320 1,157,671 $4845 $2.50 $3,475 S56.07 $2.89 $4,019316 
.8 0 .71% .8 1,650,490 ·2.82% 1,603,872 14,940 S5,713 317 

3'8 
Totel 2,954 0 .71 % 2,975 12.515,418 ·282% 12,161.922 $59,698 S69,038 3" 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1995INTERIM ALT_1 

1995 Interim All. 1: Present Capped Sland Alone Rates (@ $52 W & $65 WW) with Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC JurisdIction 
Docket No.: 950495-VIJS Schedule: E· 13 
Schedule Year Ended; 1213MI5 Page 11 0129 
Water (xl Wastewater II Preparer: Benelnl 
Interim (xl Flnalll Supporting Schedules: 
Historical (xl Projected (x) E'· 1. Projection Factor Tab 
FPSC Uniform [xl FPSC Non·uniform (xl County Regulated rI 

ElCplanalioo: 118 projected lest year's used , provide 8 schedule 01 historical and projected bills and consumption by Classification. 


Ind ude a calculation of each Er~ection fador on 8 separate schedule, If necess8!X. Us! other classes or meter sizes as 8Eellcabfe. 
,., )$ ' ,OJ 	 ,., ,., 1101 fl1) (II) (U) (141 (111'" '" '" '" 	 SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Present Capfl!(lSta, Alone Rate. Interim Rites !Stand Alone Inc,) 

line Plant Meter Hlstorlcl' Projection Pro}lcled Hisioricil ProJecUon Projected BFC Gillonige BFC GllIonlge 
No_ Nlme Clln Slu, 1994 Flelor 1995 1994 Flelor 1995 Ral., RII., Revenue Rile. Rile. Revenue 

320 
321 Jungle Den Res, 5f8~ X 3/4" 1,355 1,355 2,630,149 2,806,187 $12,23 $3 .72 $27,011 $12 .89 $3.92 $28,466 
322 
323 Total 1,355 0 .00% 1,355 2,630,149 6 .69% 2.806,187 $27,011 $28,468 

32' 
325 Keyslone Hefghls Res. 518" X 3/4" 11 ,219 11,318 72.851 ,962 15,5041 ,273 $5 .63 51 ,13 5194,406 $6,89 52 ,12 $238,128 
326 ,- m '74 3.101 ,230 3,215,711 $14.08 $1 .73 $8,013 $17.23 $2,12 $9,815 
327 1 112- 20 20 685,900 711 ,220 $28.15 $1 .73 $1 ,793 $3.4.45 $2 .12 $2,197 

!::l'" 	 328 2- 50 50 2,822,800 2,927,003 $45.~ $1 ,73 $7,316 $55,12 $2 ,12 $8,961 
329 3- .0 40 11 ,903,300 12,342,707 $90.06 $1 ,73 $204,956 $110.25 12 ,12 $30,577 
330 ,- 21 21 8,882,000 6 ,928,664 $140.75 $1 ,73 $14,643 $172 .26 $2 .12 $18,306 
331 11 .522 0.88% 11,623 98,~7, 192 3.69% 101 ,666,579 $251 ,427 .......E2Z.:,984 
332 
333 Com. 5/8" X 314" 219 221 1,739,073 1,803,270 $5.63 $1.73 $4,364 56.89 52.12 $5,346 
334 ,- '8 .8 947 ,350 982,321 $14 .08 $1 ,73 $2,375 117,23 $2,12 $2,910 
335 1 112" 38,000 39,403 $28,15 $1 .13 $181 $34.45 $2.12 $222 
336 2- '0 '0 703,100 729,055 $45 .~ $1.73 $1 ,711 $55.12 $2.12 $2,091 
337 3- 8 8 1,710,400 1,773,539 $90.08 $f .73 $3,189 $110.25 $2.12 $4,642 
338 ,- 3 3 432,000 447,947 $140.75 $1 ,73 $1.197 $172,26 $2.12 $1,467 
339 292 0 .88% 295 5,569,923 3 .69% 5 ,775,535 $13,611 .......!!!i684 

340 
341 FireProl. 6- 24 0 0 593.83 $0.00 $2,252 $114.84 $0.00 $2,756 
342 "2' 0 .88% 24 0 NfA 0 ~252 $2 ,156 

343 
Tolal 11,838 0 .B8% 11,942 103,617 ,115 3 .69% 107 ,442,114 $327,424 

345 
346 Kingswood Res, 5f8" X 3/4" 741 743 3,635,429 3,539.788 $9 .31 S2.89 $17,147 $8.85 $2,75 $16,310 
347 
348 Tolal '41 0 .22% '<3 3 ,835,429 -2 .63% 3,539,788 $17.147 $16.310 
349 

", 	 ~296 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION ·1995INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@ $52 W & $65 YtW) with Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
DocXel No.: 950495-WS Schedule: E-13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 12 of 29 
Water Ixl Wastewater IJ Prep81M': Beneini 
Interim Ixl Final { I Suppor1lng Schedules: 
Historical (xl Projected (xl ft-!. Projection Fedor Tab 

FPSC Uniform Ixl FPSC Non-uniform Ix1 County Regulated I J 

Explanation: If 8 projeded lest year Is used. provide 8 schedule of historical and projected bills aod consumplion by dasslncation. 
Indude 8 calculation of 8ach E:r~ectlon 'adO!" on 8 separate schedule. If necess8!:l ' Ust olher elanes Of meier sizes 8S 8~E:llcable. 

(" ,., ,t( If 01 (It) (f'1 IU) 1141 (11)

'" '" '" '" '" '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Present Capp'd St.. Atone Ret.. Inttrim Ratt. (Swnd Alontlnc,j 

Line PI.nt Meter Historical ProJecllon Projected Historical Projection Projected .FC Gilionage .FC Gallonegt 

No. Namt CI... Size Factor 1914 Factor 1915 Rale. Ratt. Rtvtnut Ratt. Rates Rtvtnue"'4 "95 

350 lalte Alay Est Res. 51B" X 3W e81 1,071 12,727,667 8.875,761 $16.58 $4.18 $53,848 $26.24 $6.58 $85,190,. 23 25 285,090 1s.. ,330 $41 .45 $4.16 51 ,644 $85.59 $6.58 52,919 

352 
35' 

1 112" (2 13 762,050 519,448 582.90 $4.18 $3,239 5131 .18 56.58 $5,123 

353 1,016 9.19% 1,109 13,774,607 -31 .84% 9,389,540 $56,931 $93,232 

354 
355 Tolal 1,016 9.19% 1,109 13,774,807 -31.84% 9,389,5040 $58,931 $93,232 

356 
351 Lake Brantley Res. 518" X 3/4" le5 602 6,117,610 7,074,298 57.96 51 .91 519,896 $14.59 53.50 $36,461c.> 
358

00 "" Total ,.5 0.83% 602 6,117,610 15.64% 7,074,298 $19,896 $36,481359 

3SO 
lake Conway Park Res. 5/8" X 3/4" 1,022 1,026 7,844,995 8,570,891 $7.82 52.02 $25,336 $10.81 $2.79 $35,003 36' 

362 
363 Tol81 1,022 0.36% 1,028 7,644,995 12.11% 8,570,691 $25,338 535,003 

364 
365 Lake Harriel Est Res. 5/8" X 3/4" 3,186 3,197 22,916,121 24,552.365 55.15 51.27 $41,847 57.48 51 .84 $89,090 

366 3,186 0.35% 3,197 22,916,121 7.14% 24,552,365 $41,647 $69.090 

361 
366 Com. 5/8" X 3/4" '.2 '.3 2,246,980 2,407,418 55.15 51 .27 53,999 57.48 $1 .84 $5,799,.
369 (2 (2 43,730 48,852 $1 2.88 51 .27 $215 $18.70 $1 .84 5310 
310 ,e. 0.35% '95 2,290,710 7.14% 2,454,270 $4,214 56,109 

311 
312 Tolal 3,380 0.35% 3,392 25,206,831 7.14% 27,006,635 551,881 575.199 

313 
314 Lakeview Villas Res . 518" X 3/4" 149 795,840 603,967 518.95 $4.62 55.614 528.24 $6.88 58,363 

315 
". 

37. Tolal "e 0.00% '" 195,840 -24 .11% 603,967 $5,614 58,363 

317 
37. Leilani Heights Res . 518- X3W 4,687 4,717 43,012,488 45.177,253 55.50 51.17 $78,801 $7 .96 $1.69 5113,897 

379 
360 Total 4,687 0.63% 4,717 43.012.488 503% 45,177,253 $78,801 $113,897 

381 
3.2 leisure Lakes Res. 518" X 3/4" 2,867 2.867 8,569,426 7,163,749 59.25 53.03 $48,228 $13.85 $4.54 512,231 

3.3 (Covered Bridge) 2,867 0.01% 2.887 6,569,426 9.05% 7,163,749 $48,226 $72,231 

3.' 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim All. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@ $52 W & $65 WW) with Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC JurIsdiction 
Oockel No 950495-WS Schedule : E· 13 
Sctledu\e Year Ended: 12/31195 Page 13 of 29 
Water [II Wastewater II Prep.rer. Bendnl 
Interim 1111 Final ( I SupporUng Schedules: 
Historical III Projected [1I1 El·1, Projection Factor Tab 
FPSC Uniform II) FPSC Non-unlfonn I.) County Regulated [ I 

Explanation: II a projected lest year Is used, provide II schedule of historical and projected bills and consumption by daulftcaUon. 
Include 8 caleulaUoo of each er~ection factor on 8 se~8rate schedule, if neceu8!l. Ust other dasses or meier sizes as aeellcab1e. 

''I III III ,., (10) 1111 II.) lUI (14 ' Itil'" '" '" '" '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Present Capped S(a. Alon. Rat•• Int.rim Rat •• (SlInd Alon. Inc.) 

Line Plant Meter HIstorical Projection Projected HIstorical Projection Projected "Fe Gallonage "Fe G.llon.ge 
No. N.me el... Size 1'94 Factor 1995 Ute Factor lt15 Rates Rates R,venue R,t.. R,t.. Revenue 

365 Com. 518" X 3(4" .. .8 720.521 765.705 $9.25 $3.03 $2,825 $13.85 $4.54 $4,232 
388 '8 0 .01% .8 720.521 9 .05% 785,705 --2:,625 $4,232 

387 
388 Total 2,9t!! 101% 2.915 7,289,947 9 .05% 7,949,455 151,051 $78,463 

38' 
390 Marco ShOles Res. 518" X3/4" 2,943 3.033 6,620,820 8,219.062 $12.28 $3.53 $66,198 $21.80 $6.26 $117,735 
3.' ,- 12 12 1,0 12,900 1,257,451 .98 08 $3.53 $5,816 $174 .44 $6.28 $9,990 

(..) 392 2,955 307% 3 .046 7.633.520 2414% 9,476,534 $71 ,814 $127,725 
I\) 

393 ,. ..<0 
394 MUlti-Fem. 87 5,132,900 8,372,172 $98.08 $3.53 $31,027 $17-4 .« $8.26 155,193..395 3.07% 87 5,132,900 24 .1"% 6,372.172 ~027 $55,193 

396 
397 eom 518- X3/"" "0 '47 39<4,180 "89,350 $1228 $3.53 $4.755 $21 .80 16.28 $8,458 
398 ,- 56 7-45.040 92",920 $3065 $3.53 $'U81 $54.51 $6.28 16.681 
399 1 112" " 25 1,230.990 1,528,196 $61 .30 $3.53 $6,928 $109.02 16.26 $12,323 

' 00 ,- " 128 6,903,250 11,052.823 $98.08 $3.53 $51,570 $17".44 $8.28 $91 ,740 

' 0' '" 3.07% '56 11 ,273.-480 24.14% 13,995,290 $66,234 $121,38244' 
'0' 

'03 Tolal 3."81 3 .07% 3.588 2".039,880 2". '''% 29,643,995 $171.D75 $304,300


",.
'05 Marion Oaks Res. 5/8' X 3/4" 28,992 30.581 152.290.651 ' ..... 205.3-46 $991 $3.52 $810,68 1 $9.63 $3."9 $803.868 

'06 ,- '50 '84 1,316,599 1.246,699 524 .78 $3.52 $10,930 524.57 $3.49 $10,837 
' 07 29,2"2 5 .48% 30.844 153,607,250 ·5 .31% ~452.045 5821,591 $81-4,725 

'08 
'09 Com. 518" X3(4" 850 8.. 2,39<4.169 2.267.060 $991 $352 $''' ,778 59.83 $3.49 $1-4,655 

"0 ,- SS 56 941,260 891,287 $24.78 $3.52 .... 574 $24.57 $349 $4.536 
1 1/2" 60 63 948.370 898.020 $4955 $352 $6,283 $49.13 $3.-49 $6,229'" ,- 9.258, 149 8.768,622 $7928 $3.52 $43.068 $78.61 $349 $42,702 

413'" ,- '"12 '" 13 2,818.100 2,668,483 $158 56 $3.52 $11 ,454 $15721 $3.-49 $11 ,357 ... 923 548% 16,360,048 ·53 1% 15,491,472 $79,4799" --!!!2.'57 
415 
"8 Tolal 30,165 5.48% 31.818 169,967.298 -531% 160.943,517 ~7"8 $894,204 

'" 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1996 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim All. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@$52W&$65VYW)wlthStandAlonelncreasa 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
D~et No.: 95049s.m Schedule: E·13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 14 of 29 
Waler [kj Wastewater 11 Preparer: Bendnl 
Interim [K) FInal [ I Supporting Schedules: 
Historical [)(I Projected r)(1 E1 · 1, Projection factor Tab 
FPSC Uniform [)(l FPSC Non-uniform (xl Counly Regulated [I 

Explanation: If 8 projec1ed 105\ yeer Is used, provide a schedule 01 hlstortcat and projected bills end consumption by dasslficaUon. 
Indude e calcutallon of each ~~edlon factor on a s8E;srate schedule, if necessa~. list other dane, or meter slles 89 8E:E:licable. 

1'1 Iz) I" 1'1 ''I '" (101 (ITI Ifll 1131 (1 ' ) Ill,'" '" 	 '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BilLS CONSUMPTION Pre••nt Capped St.. Alona fbite. Int.rlm Rat•• (Stand Alonelne., 

Lin. Plant Meter Historical Projecllon Projected Historical Projection Projected .FC Gallon.ge .FC Gallonage 
Name Cia.. Site 19U Factor 1995 1994 Faetor 1115 fbit.s Rat•• Revenue Rate. Rate. Revenue~ 

418 Meredith Manor Res. 	 5/8" X 3W 7.000 7.000 Sl.787,114 54.916.774 $1.35 $108,718 $5.99 S1.64 $131,994 "..
41. 1- 74 7' 1,276,1 10 1.302,911 $12.35 $1 .35 $2,673 $1,4.98 $1 .64 $3,246 

<20 ll1r 12 12 389,640 398,028 $24.70 $1.35 $833 $29,96 $1 .64 $1 ,013 

421 ,- 12 12 705,990 720,818 $39.52 $1 .35 $1 ,447 $47.94 $1.84 $1 ,757 

42' 3- 12 12 706,500 721 ,338 $79.04 $1 .35 $1,922 $95.88 $1.64 $2,334 
423 7,110 0.00% 7,110 56,685,554 2,10% 56,059,869 $115,593 ....!!!2.344 
425 Com. 	 518" X 314" '36 '36 6,499,180 6,635,679 $4 ,94 $1 ,35 $11.112 $5.99 $1 .64 $13.495 ,- 120 120 4,713,470 4,812.464 $12.35 $1 ,35 $7,979 $14.98 $1 .64 $9.690 
'" 

~ ". 
m 1 112" a. a. 4.181.710 4.269.536 $24.70 $1 ,35 $7,839 $29.96 $1 .64 $9,519 

428 ,- 327.220 334,092 $39.52 $1 ,35 $1 ,399 $47.94 $1 .64 $1 ,699 
429 ..." 0.00% ..." 15,721,580 2,10% 16,051,771 $28,329 ~403 
430 
431 Fire Prot .- 36 36 0 0 $41 .17 $0.00 $1 ,462 $49,94 $0.00 $1,798 
432 36 0.00% 36 0 N/A 0 $1 ,462 $1 ,798 

433 

.34 ~404
Tolal 7,810 0.00% 7,810 72,587,134 2.10% 74,111,640 	 $176,545 

43' 
436 Momlngv1ew Res. 518" X 31.4" 34. 350 3,062 ,225 2,826,734 $8.55 $2.84 $11,021 $15,76 $5,204 $20.328 

437 ,- a. 6' 883,810 815,843 $21 .38 $2,84 $4,134 $39,42 $5.24 $7,626 

436 430 1,27% 435 3 ,946,035 -7,69% 3,642,571 $15,155 	 $27,954 

.3. 
440 To<. .30 1.27% 43' 3,946,035 ·7 ,69% 3,642,577 $15,155 $27 ,954 

441 

."

.., Oak F()(esl Res. 518" X 314" 1,688 1,713 11 ,765,719 12,812,728 $B.59 $1.87 $35.249 $7.77 $2.20 $41,498,- 12 12 47.650 52,108 $16.48 $1.87 $29' $19,042 $2.20 $348 
1 112" 12 	 12 210,710 229,461 $32.95 $1 ,87 $8" $38.63 $2.20 $971'44 

445 	 1,712 1.49% 1,738 12,024,219 690" 13,094,297 136.368 $42,611 

44. 

447 Total 1,712 1.49% 1,738 12,024,279 8,90% 13,094,297 $36,388 $42,817 


446 
44. Oakwood Res, 	 518" X 3/4" 2,441 2.496 10,144.167 9,908,653 $9.01 $2.51 $47 ,360 $9.08 $2.53 $47,733 

450 
451 Tolal 2,441 2.27% 2,496 10,144,167 ·2,32% 9,908,653 $47,360 $47,733 

45' 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1995INTERIM ALT. 1 

19951nlorlm Alt. 1: Present Capped Sland Alone Rates (@$52W&$65WN)wlthStandAlonelncrease 


Company: SSU I FPSC JUrisdiction 

Docket No.: 950495-WS 
 Schedule: E· 13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 15 of 29 
Water Ixl Wastsw,Uer II Preparer: Bendnl 
Interim I_I Final II Supporting Schedules: 
Historical 1)(1 Projected (xl E 1-1, Projection Factor Teb 
FPSC Unllorm Ixl FPSC Non-uniform Ixl County Regulated II 

'" 

Explanation: If a projected lest year Is used, provide 8 schedule of historical end projecled bills and consumption by cJaufftcailon. 
Inc/ude a calculation 01 each ~roiection factor on 8 seearats schedule, If necessa~ . list other classes Of meter sizes 8S a~~ljC8ble . 

"I "I ,., "I 'I) 1'1 ,I) 'I) (to) IU) (18) (U) It., ItS) 
SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 

NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Pres.nt C'l.!:l!!d SU. Alon. R.t.. Int.rlm R.t.IIStend Alon. Inc.l 
LIn. Plant MII.r Historic.! Projection ProJ.ct.d Historical ProJ.ctlon ProJ.ct.d .FC Gallonag. .FC Gallonag. 
No. Nam. CIIS. Size 1194 Factor 1995 1994 Faclor 1995 Ratas Ratas R.....nu. R.t•• Rltll R.v.nu. 

'53 Palisades Counlry Club Res. 5/8" X 3f4" 31. 491 8.319.270 8.800.034 $13.02 $3.83 $40.097 $13.52 53.98 $41.662 
4" 3f." 37 57 1.030.830 1.090."01 $19.53 53.83 $5.289 520.28 53.98 55.496 
'55 356 53.98°A 548 9.350.100 5.78% 9.890."35 ~386 547.158 
<56 .., 

Com. 518" X 314' 12 18 301.150 318.553 $13.02 53.83 51 ."54 $13.52 53.98 51 .511 
'58 ,- 38 5. 2.258.900 2.389 ..... 0 5104.16 $3.83 515.297 5108.18 $3.98 $15.893 
45. 50 53.98% 77 2.560,050 5.78% 2,707.993 516.751 --!.!,!;,404 

tl 460 

~ '61 Total 406 53.98% .'5 11,910.150 5 .78% 12,598.428 582,137 ......!!;!;.562.., 
4.3 Palm POft Res. 5f8" X 314" 1,192 1.234 5,097,894 5.025.927 $6.77 52.70 524,392 513.47 $4.15 $37,480.... 
••5 Total 1,192 349% 1.23-4 5,097,694 -1.41% 5,025,927 $24,392 $37.480 
466 
'67 Palm Terrace Res. 5/8" X 3/4" 14,172 14.216 62,662.394 68,168,060 51021 ".04 $420,544 57.02 52.78 
458 14.172 0 .31% 14,216 62,662.394 8.79% ---!I116S,060

'6'
470 Com. SIS" X 3f4" 32 32 221 ,640 2"1 .114 510.21 " .04 51,301 57.02 52.76 5S95 
'7) ,- 12 12 774.300 &42,332 $81 .66 " .04 ",383 $56.18 52 .76 $3.018 
'72 0 .31% « 995,940 8.79% 1.083 ..... 6 --!:.664 $3.911.. 
.73 
474 PUb. Aulh. ,- 12 12 39,400 42,662 5163.36 " .04 $2,133 $112.36 $2.78 $1 .467 
475 12 0 .00% 12 39,400 8.79% 42.862 $2,133 $1 ."67 
476 
477 Total '4.228 0.31% 14.272 63,697.734 8.79% 69,294,367 $428.381 ~661 
478 
47. Palms Mobile Home Paril Res . 5/8" X 3/4' 70' 701 1.615.690 1.781,068 $10.56 $2.12 $11 ,179 538.00 $7 .63 $40.228 
'80 
'81 Total 70' o .om~ 701 1,615.690 10.24% 1.781.068 "1.179 --l!20228 

'8' 

483 Picciola Island Res. Sl8" X 31.' 1.561 1.573 10,795.682 11 ,502,230 $5.27 $1.51 $25.658 $8.05 $2.31 $39.233 

48. 1- 24 24 169,690 180.796 $13.18 51.51 $589 $20.13 $2.31 $001 
.85 1.585 0 .78% 1.597 10.965.372 654% 11.683.025 $26,247 $40,134 
486 
'87 Tolal 1.585 0 .78% 1,597 10,965.372 6 .54% 11.683,025 S26.247 540,134 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION - 1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim All 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@: $52 W & $65 WoN) with Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
Docket No.: 950495-WS Schedule: E·13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 16 of 29 
Water 1)1;) Wastewater II Preparer: BellCinl 
Interim [xl Final I J Supporting Schedules; 
Historical [x] Projected (xl E1-1, Projection Factor Tab 
FPSC Unilonn Ix) FPSC Non-unlfonn (xl County Regulated [I 

Explanation: If 8 projected test year Is used, provide II sdledule 01 historical and projected bills and consumption by dassilicalion. 
tndude a calculation of each pr~ec6on factor on a seearals schedule.lfnecess8~. Ust other desse!! or meter Sizes 8S 8~211C8bte . 

") 1" "~I ") (') I') (') (') (101 (11) 1111 lUI 114, (Ill'" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BilLS CONSUMPTION Pr..ent Capped Sti. Alon. Rlt.. Interim RII.. (Stlnd Alon. Inc,) 

Une Plul Meter HI.torlcl' ProJecllon Projected HlstoriCiI ProjectIon Projected .Fe Gallonage .FC Gallonage 
No . Name Class Sile 1994 Factor 1995 1994 Factor ltt5 Rates Rlt.. Revenue Alte. Rates Revenue ... 

Pine Ridge Res, 5/8- X 3/4" 1,910 2,266 24,090,200 23,063,143 $4.85 $1 .85 $53,667 $6.86 $2.62 $75,983 

'90 ,. 1" 5,676 6,977 83,237,285 79,688,562 $4.85 $1.85 $181,262 $8.86 $2.62 $258,&46 
2" 21 832,289 796,805 $38,80 $1.65 $2,269 $54.87 $2.62 $3,2"0 .., 7.804 16 .73% 9,266 108,159,774 .... 26% 103,5018,510 $237,216'" ~869 

'.3 
Com. 518" X 3/4- 12' 153 678,850 649,908 $4 ,85 $1 .65 $1 ,944 $6.66 $2.62 $2,753 

~ 
••5 1" ,. 23 98.399 94,204 $12 .13 $1 .85 $453 $17 .15 12.62 $641 

' 96 2' 33 3. 812,660 778,013 $38.80 $1.85 $2,952 $501,87 $2.62 $4,178 
497 ,., 18.73% 215 1,589,909 · • . 26% 1,522,125 $5,349 ~572

".,.. Tolal 7,985 18,73% 9,481 109,749,683 ·.26% 105,070,636 $242,567 ~441 
500 
S01 Pine Ridge Est. Res. 5/8" X 314" 2,533 2,602 19,895,651 16,056,.'6 $9.00 $3.09 $73,032 $9,06 $3.11 $73,509 
S02 l' 2 60,760 .9,035 $22.50 $3.09 $197 $22.64 $3.11 $197 
S03 1 112" 12 12 82,600 66,681 $45.00 $3.09 $7.. $45.28 $3.11 $7SO 
504 2,547 2.71% 2,616 20,039,011 -19.30% 16,172,112 $73,975 ~"56 
S05 

506 Total 2,5.(7 2,71% 2,618 20,039,011 -19.30% 16.112.112 $73,975 
 ~"56 
S07 
SO. Piney VVoods Res. 5/8" X 31." 1,989 1,995 17,080, .... 3 17,027,380 $6.50 $1 .66 $41 ,233 S11 .37 $2.90 $72,062 
509 1,989 0,30% 1,995 17,080,"43 ·0.31% 17,027,380 $41 ,233 ......JJ.:..062 
510 
511 Com, 5/8" X 31'" 12 12 123,560 123,176 $6.SO $1.66 $282 $11.37 $2.90 SoI.3 
512 12 0.30% 12 123,560 ·0.31% 123,176 $282 SoI.3 

513 
514 Tolal 2,001 • . 30% 2,007 17,204,003 ·0.31% 17,150,557 $41,515 ~555 
515 
516 POInl 0' VVoods Res. 518" X 314" 3,818 3.911 17,761,683 18,4"3.355 $6.62 $3.25 $85,832 $10.94 $5.37 $141,827 
517 3.818 2,43% 3.911 17,761,663 3,84% 18,443,355 $85,832 $141,827 

518 
519 MuUi·Fam. 518" X 314" 2" 247 934,110 969,949 $6.62 $3,25 $4.787 $10.94 $5.37 $7,911 

52. 241 2.43% 247 934,110 3.84% 969,949 $4,787 S7.911 

521 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION - 1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@$52W&$65WW)wlth Stand Alon!) Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
Docket No.: 950495-1foIS Schedule: E-13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131/95 Page 17 0(29 
Water [kj Wastewater ( I Preparer: Bendni 
Interim [x] Final [ I Supporting Schedules: 
Historicallxl ProJected [x] E1 ·1, Projection Factor Tab 
FPSC Uniform [Kj FPSC N(}fl-unifonn [)(] County Regulated 11 

E...planalioo: If a projected lest year Is used, provide 8 schedule of historical and projected bills end consumptfon by classification. 
Includo a calculation of cadi ~r~ectlon factor on 8 seear8le schedule, If necessa~ . list other desses or meter sizes as aeelicabte. 

I" ,., I" II) II) ,., PO) 111) 11S) lUI (141 III,'" '" '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Presant C'E!~ Ste. Alona RIItaa Intarlm Rates ISlInd Alon.'nc.1 

Line Plant Matar HIstorical Projection Projected Historical ProJactlon ProJKted .FC Gallonage .FC Gallonage 

~ Name Cllss Sile 1994 Factor 1995 1994 Factor 1915 Rates Rate. Revenue Rat•• Rat•• Revenue 

522 Com. 518" X 3f4" 72 7. 340.390 353.450 56.62 53.25 11 .639 $10.94 15.37 $2,708 
523 72 2.43% 7. 340.390 3.84% 353,450 ~639 12.708 
52' 
525 Total 4,131 2.43% 4,231 19,036,363 3.64% 19,766,75-4 __!2~i58 $152.446 
52. 
521 Pomona Parll. Re,. 5f8" X 3f4" 1,895 1,931 7.902.794 6.427.001 $8.' $1 .99 $29,416 112.92 $2.99 144.166 
526 1- 12 12 65,970 53,651 521 .53 11 .99 $365 132.30 12.99 $546 

~ 
52. 1,907 1.89% 1,943 7,968,764 ·18.67% 6.480.652 529,781 $44,714 
530 ,.531 Com. 5/8. X 314" 73 633,250 514,995 $8.61 51 .99 $1.682 512.92 $2.99 52,496 
532 2- 24 24 2,274.930 1,850,102 $68.88 51 .99 $5,335 5103.33 $2.99 
533 97 1.89% 99 2.908.180 ·18.67% 2.365,097 .--J!.997 
53' 
535 Tolal 2.004 1.89% 2,042 10.876,944 ·18.67% 8,645,749 ~778 555,222 
536 
537 PoslmaslerVlllage Res. 518" X 314" 1.870 1,894 14.297,321 15,123.981 $9.43 52.49 $55,519 112.69 $3.35 $74 ,700 
536 
53. Total 1,870 1.30% 1,894 14,297,321 5.78% 15,123.981 555,519 174,700 
540 
541 Quail Ridge Ru. 518" X 314" 176 "3 1.768.680 2,066,930 $11 .13 $4.73 $12,019 524.33 510.34 $26,275 
542 
543 Total 176 9.49% '.3 1,768,680 17.99% 2.086.930 $12,019 $26,275 

54' 
545 River Grove Res. 518· X 3/4' 1.254 1,254 7,790,550 6.926.227 110.17 $3.49 $36,933 $11 .26 $3.67 $40.932 
546 
547 Total 1.254 0.00% 1,254 7,790.550 · 11 .07% 6.926.227 $36,933 ~932 
540 
54. RiverPar1(. Res. 518" X 3(4" 4.196 4,240 10.666.174 10.123,454 $949 $2.99 $70,507 $12,67 $3.99 $94,114 
550 4.198 1.01% 4,240 10,666,174 ·685% 10,123,454 $70.507 ~114 

551 
552 Com. 5/6" X 314" 24 24 14,980 13,954 $9.49 $2 ,99 $270 $12.67 $399 
553 24 1.01% 24 14,960 -6.65% 13,954 $270 
554 
555 Total 4,222 1.0 1% 4,285 10,883,154 ·665% 10,137,407 $70.777 594,474 
556 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

19951ntarlm All. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@ $52 W & 565 WW) with Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU , FPSC JurIsdiction 
~ocket No.: 950<l95·WS Schedule: E·13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131/95 Page 18 of 29 

Water Ixl Wastewater II Preparar: Bendni 
Interim Ix] Flnal ll Supporting Schedules: 

Historical Ixl Projected (x) EI · ', Projection Factor Tab 
FPSC Unifonn Ixl FPSC Non-uniform ()() County Regulated II 

Explanation: If 8 projected lest year's used, pro";de 8 sChedule of historical and projected bills and consumpUon by dasslftcaUon. 

Indude 8 calculation of each er£lection faciO!' on a ,searete schedule, If necess8!:t. list other elanes or meter sizes 81 aPE:licable. 
,., ,., ,7, (10) (111 (161 IU) 11'" (t5)'" '" '" '" '" '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 

NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Pr...nt CapP" $ta. Alon. Rat., Intel1m Rete, (Stand Alone Inc.' 
line Plant Meter Hlstoric.1 Projection Projected Hlstol1cal ProJeetlon Projected BFC GaUonage BFC Gellonage 
No. N.me Class Size 1994 Factor 1995 1994 Factor ,tiS R.tes R.te' Revenue Rete, R.tll Revenue 

557 RosemontIRolling Green Res. 518~X 3W 1.430 1.488 17.984,709 18.065,020 $9.84 $3.27 $73,715 $11.81 $3.88 $87,007 
558 


Totel 1,430 4.08% 1,488 17,984,709 0.45% 18.065,020 $73,715
55" ......!2Z.007 

560 

56' 
 Sill! Springs Res. 518" X 314" 1,210 1.229 2,300,839 1.499,921 $13.42 $4.31 $22,958 $12.05 $3.87 

1,210 1.57% 1.229 2.300.839 -34.81% 56' 

,..563 
Com. SIB" X314" 116 11. 730,080 475,940 $13.42 $4.31 $3,635 $12.05 13.87 $3,264 

565 ,- 12 12 722,180 .70,790 $33.55 $.04 .31 $2,.0432 $30.13 13.87 $2,184~ 
566 ,- 3. 37 . ,773,500 3,111 ,853 $107.36 $4.31 $17,384 $96 .• 2 $3.87 $15,611 


567 .- 12 12 23•• 79,150 15.306.100 $335.50 $4.31 $69.995 $301.31 $3.87 

566 176 1.57% 17" 29,7G4,910 -34.81% 


569 

570 Total 1,386 1.57% 1 •• 08 32.005,7.9 -34.81% 20,8a.4,60S $116,404 $104.52. 


571 

572 Samira ViUIiS Com. 1 1/2" 12 0.00% 12 31.,820 18.31% 372,.52 $67.70 $3.89 $2,261 $53.•7 $3.07 $1.785 

573 ,- 12 12 606,700 717,765 $108.32 $3.89 $4,092 $85.55 $3.07 $3,231 


574 2' ,. 921,520 1,090,2 18 $6,353 $5.016 

575 ,. ,.Total 0.00% 921,520 18.31% 1,090,218 $8.353 $5,016576 
577 
576 Silv. lake EslI'N. ShOfes Res, 518" X 31.04" 13,598 3.78% 1•.112 150.94-4,665 24.49% 187,906,070 $3.61 SO.54 $152,.13 $5.92 $0.89 $250.779 

3/'" 155 ,., 1,968,.80 2 •• 50 .•96 $5.42 $0.54 $2,196 $8.89 $0.89 $3,612 57" ,- 2.354 2.«3 49.799,.23 61,993.671 S9.03 SO.54 $55,537 $1.,81 SO,89 $91,35558. 
1 112~ '2 12 1.100.300 1.369,727 $18.05 $0.5.04 $957 $29.61 SO,89 $1 ,57. 

562 ,- 12 '2 1,393,.70 1.734,685 $28,88 $0.5.04 $1,284 $47.37 SO.89 $2 ,1 12 

583 18.131 16.7.041 205,206,338 255.454 ,650 S212.387 $349,.32 

56' 

564 
565 Com. ,. 12 '2 5,062.000 6,301,518 $28.88 SO.5.o4 $3.750 $47.37 $0.89 $6.176 
566 12 3.78% 12 5,062.000 2 • . 49% 6,301,518 S3,75O $6,176 

567 
566 Total 16,143 3.78% 16,153 210,268.338 2449% 261,756.166 $216,137 $355,608 

589 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION - 1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@$52W&$65WN)wlth Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
Docile! No.: 95().49S.WS Schedule: E· 13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 19 of 29 
Water Ix] Wastewater f I Prepsrer: Bentlol 
Interim Ixl Final' I SuppOftlng Scheduills: 
Hislorical l)[) Projected ()(I E f · l , Projection Factor Teb 
FPSC Uniform Ixl FPSC Non-uniform 'x, County Regulated, ) 

Explanalion: " a projected lest year is us&d. provide II schedule of hrstoricaland projected bills and consumption by dassificalion. 
Include 8 calwlalion of each e!2lec1ion lador 00 8 SeeMS!e schedule, II necessary. list other dasses or meter sizes 81$ aeelicable. 

1'1 1'1 (" 1'1 (ttl Ill) Itil tUI lUI til,'" '" '" '" '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION P.....nt Capf)!(! 51.1. Alone Rat" Interim Rlt" (Stlnd Alon. Ine.) 

line Plant Meter HI. torinl ProJ.ctlon Projected Historicil ProJ.ctlon Projected SFC Gillonage SFC Gallonlge 
No. Nlme el.... SIze 1994 Flc tor 1995 1994 1995 Rat.s Rites R.....nu. Rlt•• Rat•• R.....nu.~ 

590 Silver Lake Oaks Res. 5/8~ X 3/"- '14 9 1,797 ,250 1,532,868 $9.63 $5."5 $11 .522 $11 .20 $9.73 $20,57""
 
591 

592 Total '14 469% 1,797,250 -14.71% 1,532,868 .......!.!.l.522 $20,574
"9 
59' 
594 Skycresl Res. 5/8- X 3/'" ' .364 1,371 6 ,925.847 6."60.688 $7.72 $1 .93 $23,053 $26.92 $6.73 $60.387 
595 
596 Total ' .364 0.5 1% 1,371 6 .925.847 ·6.72% 6,460,688 ~053 $60,387 

597 
598 SI. Johns High. Res 518' X 3/". ... ... 2,805,770 2 ,859."27 $9.63 $3."7 $19,533 $1 3.80 $4.97 $27,983 ~ 
599 
600 Total 9.. 1.45% ••8 2,805.770 1.91% 2,859,427 $19,533 $27,983 

60 1 ..602 Slone Mount. Res. 5J8-X 3/4- M 1,173.690 1,253."31 $1620 $4 .47 $7,029 $24.12 $6.66 $10."71 

60' .. ..60' Total 4 32% 1,173,690 6.79% 1,253," 31 $7,029 $10,"71 

605 I. ,.806 Sugar Mill Res. 5/8" X 31.. • 7 ,256 7 ,355 23.526,012 2".040,709 $11 .58 $3.94 $179,891 $15.27 $5.20 $237,323 
607 3/4" "2,020 42,939 $17.37 S3." $22.91 $5.20 $"52 
608 7 .266 1.37% 7,366 23,566.032 2.19% 2",083,649 $180,234 $237,775 

609 
"" 

61. Com. 518" X 3/". 12. 122 680,054 694.932 $11.58 $3.94 $4,151 $15.27 $5.20 $5,477 
611 ,- 196,600 200,901 $28.95 $3.94 $1 ,"87 $38.19 $5.20 $1.962 
612 2- "36 " '6 1.065.508 1,088 ,819 $92.64 "94 $7,625 $122.19 $5 20 $10,061 
813 1.37% 162 1,9"2,162 219% 1.98".652 $13,2a3 $17 ,500 

614 
'". 


615 Total 7 .....6 1 37% 1.548 25.510.194 2.19% 26,068,301 $193,497 $255,275 


817 Sugarmil VVOOds Res. 5/8" X 3/" . 5.183 5.600 33.577.845 "0,063,173 $0.65 $48,855 $4 .65 $1 .50 $86,165 
816 

,,.- " ..
616 896 "8 7 ,987,000 9,534 ..... 8 $0.85 $10.660 $4.65 $1 .50 $18.803"64 
61. ,- 20,342 21.980 268.874.661 320.967,997 "64 $0.85 $330,850 $" .65 $1 .SO $583,659 
62. 1 1/2" S! 55 1,000.860 1.19" ,772 $1 3.20 $0 .65 $1 ,7"2 $23.27 $1 .SO $3,072 
621 ~"72 8 .05% 28,603 311,"40,166 1937% 37 1,780.389 $392,107 $691,699 

622 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1995 INTERIM ALT_1 

1995 Interim AIt.1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates {@$52W&$65Wt/11)wlthStandAlonelncreno 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
DOCket No.: 950495N/S Schedule: E·13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 20 0129 
Water [xl Wastewater [ I Preparer: Bendnl 

Interim Ix1 Final II Supporting Schedules: 
Hisioricallxl Projected Ixl EI -'. Projection F&CtorTab 

FPSC Uniform 1)(1 FPSC Non-uniform (x] County Regulated (I 

Explanation: If 8 projected lest year Is used , provide a schedule 01 hisloricaland projected bl1ls and consumpUon by dassificaUon. 
Indude 8 celculalion of each Pf~ection factor on a seearate schedule, if necessary . list other dasses or meier sIzes 8S aeellcable. 

I" 1" 1'1 1" 1" 1'1 If) 1" I" f10) (ttt (Ul (13) liS)If., 
SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 

NUMBER OF BilLS CONSUMPTION Pre••nt C.E:~ StI, Alone Rat .. Int'rlm Rat.. iSUInd Afonalnc,! 
Une Plant Meter Historical Projection Projected Hlslortc., Projection Projected BFC Gallonage BFC Gilionage 

No. Name Clas. Size 1994 Factor 1995 1994 Flctor 1995 Retes Ratn Revenue Rale. Rate. Revenue 

623 Com, 	 518" X 3/4" .1 88 1,068,070 1,275,004 $2,&4 $0.85 $1,316 ~.65 $1 .50 $2,322 
314" 12 7. 455,540 543,799 $3.96 $0.85 $771 $6.98 $1 .50 $1,350." 

625 1- 143 155 4,934,020 5,689,966 $6,60 $0.85 $6,029 $11 .64 $1.50 $10,639 
626 1HZ- 126 136 6,475,940 7,730,626 $13.20 $0.85 $6,393 523.27 $1 .50 $14,807.,627 	 2- '0 1,208,500 1,442,&42 521 .12 SO.85 $2,134 $37.23 $1 ,50 $3,765 

62. 	 3- 12 13 167,700 224,066 ~2.24 SO.85 $739 $74,46 51 ,50 $1,304 
62. 	 m 8.05% SI' 14,329,770 19.37% 17,106,103 519,382 ~197 

630 
.31 Total 26,948 8.05% 29,117 325,769,936 19.37% 388,886,492 $411,489 $725,896~ .32 
633 Sunny HiDs Res. 518" X 3/4" 3,706 3,755 19,155,741 20,521,532 $9.09 13.31 $102,059 $10.65 $3,68 $119,615 

.34 1- 1,127 1,142 7,268,040 7,786,246 522.73 $3.31 $51.730 526.64 $3.88 $60,634 

.35 ~2494,833 1.32% 4,897 26,423,781 7.13% 28,307,778 	 $153,789 

636 
637 Com, 518" X 314" 1.3 165 560,360 600,313 $9.09 $3.31 53,487 510.65 $3,68 ~,086 

63. 	 1- 4. 713,190 764,040 $22.73 $3.31 $3,643 $26.64 $3.88 ~,269 

63. 1 1/2" "12 12 0 0 $45.45 $3.31 $5<5 $53.27 $3,88 $639 
640 2- 57 619,800 683,991 $72.72 $3,31 $8,343 $85.23 $3.88 $7,434.. 
641 	 27. 1.32% 2.3 1,893,350 7.13% 2,026,345 $14,018 $16,428 

642 
643 Total 5,112 1.32% 5,179 28,317,131 7,13% 30,338,122 $167,807 $196,877 

6<4 

645 
 Sunshine Pal1May Com. 5/8" X 3/4" 62 70 2,436,081 2,286,882 $8,36 52,38 56,028 $10.69 53.04 $7,700... 1 1/2" 27 2,144,600 2,013,253 $41 .80 $2.38 $5,921 553.45 $3.04 $7,563 

647 I'2- "12 	 343,800 322,744 566.88 52.38 51 ,704 $85.52 53,04 52.178 

64. 	 ,- 26 2. 19,511,920 18,316,903 5133.76 $2.38 $47,473 $171 .04 $3,04 $60.643 
124 12.93% ..0 24,436,401 -6,12% 22,939,781 561.126 $78,08464' 

650 
651 Total 	 12.93% ..0 24,436,401 -6. 12% 22,939,781 $61,126 578,084I" 

652 
653 Tropical Parll Res. 5f8~ X 3/4" 6,306 6,338 28,755,994 28,038,307 $5.51 $2,58 5106,700 $7 .34 $3,41 5142,132 

.54 1- 48 4. 1,786,770 1,742 ,176 $13.78 $2,56 $5,121 518.36 $3,41 $6,822 

655 1 1/2" 12 12 190,200 185,453 527 .55 $2,58 $.06 $36.71 $3.41 $1,073 
12 12 439,900 428,921 $44 08 52,58 $1,627 $58.73 $3 .41 52 ,168 

657 6,378 0.51% 6,410 31,172,664 · 250% 30,394,857 $114,254 "52,195 
.56 	 2" 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION - 1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@$52W& 565 WW) with Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU J FPSC Jurisdiction 
Dodtel No.: 95049S.W'S 	 Schedule: E·13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 21 of 29 
Waler IICI Wastewater II Preper8r: Bendrn 
Interim 'x) Final I I Supporting Schedules: 
Hislorical lxl Projected ,., E ' ·1. Projection Factor Tab 
FPSC Uniform [x) FPSC Non-uniform Ix) County Regulated II 

Explanation : II 8 proJecled lest year Is used, provide a schedule of hl!lorIcal and projected bitts and consumplion by dasslfiClllion. 

Indude a calculaUon of each e~ection factor on a separate schedule.lfneces,a~ . List other classes Of meier sizes as aeellcabte. 
(') (>I (') (') ") (0) (') 110\ (11) (I') IU) (14) (11)'" 	 '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 

NUMBER OF BilLS CONSUMPTION Present C.e~ Sr.. Alone Rate. Interim Rate. ~Stand Alone Inc.! 
Line Plant Meter Hlstoncal ProJection Projected Historical ProJection Projected BFC Gallonage BFC Gallonage 

Nam. Class Siu 1994 Factor 1995 1994 Flctor 1195 Rates Rates Rev,nu, R,ta. Rates Ravanue~ 

6'. 
6" Com. 518" X 3/4" 133 (34 643,320 822,273 $5.51 $2.56 $2,843 $7 ,34 $3,-41 $3.788 
660 133 0.51% (3' 8-43,320 -2 .50% 622,273 $2,843 $3,788 
661 

Tolal 6,511 0 ,51% 6,5-44 32,016.18-4 -2 ,50% ~217,129 $117,097 S155,9S3 
.63 
664 University Shores Res. 5ta" X 314" 39,-456 42.317 302,365,315 303,230,642 S4.76 $1 ,13 $5«,060 S5.61 S1 ,38 S664,320 
66' 3/4" 25 27 123,690 124,036 S7.14 Sl .13 $333 SB,72 $1.38 $406 

6.' 

~ 
-..j 	 6.. (- 122 (3( l,791 ,S05 1,796,513 Sl' .90 $1.13 $3,569 $14.53 $1 .38 14,382 

667 1 1/2" 12 (3 1,162.050 1,165,299 $23.80 $1 ,13 $1,626 $29.05 Sl ,38 $1,986 
66. 	 39,615 7.25% 42,487 305,462.560 0.28% 306.316,490 $5-49,628 $671.094 
66. 
670 Com. 518" X 314· 315 33. 5,026.400 5.040,451 $4.76 $1 ,13 $7.305 S5.81 $1 .38 $8,920 
671 3/'- ,.( 2,619,936 2,827,819 $7.14 $1 ,13 $5,201 $8.72 S1.38 $6,352'6' 
672 (- 143 153 6 ,006.170 6.022,960 $11 .90 $1 .13 $6,627 $14,53 $1 .38 $10,535 
673 1112" 72 77 8 ,065.300 8 .087,647 $23.80 S1.13 $10,972 $29,05 $1 ,38 $13,398 
6" ,- .. 29,196.412 29,278,031 $38.08 $1.13 $37,062 $48.48 $1 .38 $45,264 10' 
675 6- 37 '0 31,313,400 31 .400,938 $360.80 $1 .13 $SO.715 $464.80 $1.38 $61 ,925 
676 '0- 10 11 21,703.500 21.764.173 $5-47.-40 $1.13 $30,815 $688.16 $1 .36 $37.385 
677 937 7.25% 1.005 104,131.118 028% 104.-422.220 SI5O.517 $183.799 
676 
67' PUb. Auth. 1112" 12 12 348.300 349,274 $23.80 $1 .13 $68( $29.05 $1 .38 $831 
680 ,- 12 12 812.320 814.591 $3808 $1 .13 $1 ,377 $48,-48 $1 .38 $1 ,682 
66' 24 0.00% 24 1,160.620 0.28% 1,163.665 $2,058 $2.513 

66' 
663 Fire Prot (0- 14 (' 0 0 $182.-47 $0.00 $2,737 $222.72 $0.00 $3,341 
66' 	 7.25% 15 0 N/A 0 $2,737" 	 ----E.341
68, 
G66 Tolal 40.590 725% 43,531 -410,75-4,296 0 ,28% -411 ,902,574 ~940 $660.747 
667 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@$52W&$65WoN)wlthStandAlonelncrease 


Company: SSU I FP5C Jurisdiction 
Docket No.: 950495-INS Schedule: E-13 
Schedule Year Ended : 12131195 Page 22 of 29 
Water Ix] Wastewalerll Preperer: Bendnl 
Interim (x) Final (1 Supporting Schedules: 
Hisloricallx) Projected (xl Et . l . Projectron Fector Tab 
FPSC Uniform 'xl FPSC Non-uniform Ix) County Regulated I) 

Explanation: If a projected test year III used. provide 8 schedule of hlsloricsJ and projected bills and consumption by da5!ification. 
Indude 8 c.alculalion of each Er~ectlon factor on 8 se!!srate schedule. If neceu8!l. Ust other classes or meIer sizes 8S a!!!!lIeable. ,., f7I ,., ,., It or (111 II', (UI lUI (1'1'" '"'" '" '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 

NUMBER OF BilLS CONSUMPTION Present Capped SlI, Alon. Rat•• Int.rim Rat •• (SlInd A'on.'nc,) 
Line Plant Meter HI,toriea' ProJeetion ProJeeted H"torie,' ProJeetlon ProJeeted BFC Gallonage BFC Gilionag. 
No. Name Cless Size 1"4 Fletor 1995 1894 Factor 1985 Rates R.te. Revtnut Rlt.. Rat.. Revtnut 

6" Venetian Vill&ge Res. 518~ X 3/"~ '.60< 1,630 8,214,292 8,330,828 $7 .21 $1 .85 $27,164 $11 .71 $3.00 $44,079 

66. 1.63% 1,630 8,214,292 1.-42% 8,330,626 527,164 ......!!!;,079' .60< 
690 
69. Com. 518" X 31-4" 24 24 343,090 347,949 $7.21 $1 .85 $617 $11 ,71 $3.00 $1,325 

692 24 1.63% 24 343,090 1,42% 347,949 $617 ----!.!.325 

693 
694 ~404Tolal 1,628 1.63% 1,655 8,557,382 1.42% 8,678,575 $27,981 

69S 
696 Welaka/Saratoga Harb, Res, 5/8" X 3W 1,590 1,615 5,367,752 5,099,530 $13,32 $4.OS. $42,318 $14,44 $4.42 $45,861~ 
697 12 12 1,700 1,615 $33.30 $4.08 $407 $36,10 $4.42 $4<40.­

1,602 1.60% 1,628 5,369,452 ·5.00% 5,101,145 $42,725698 ~301 
699 
700 Com, 5/8" X 3W 12 12 32,820 31,180 513.32 $4.08 $287 S14,44 $4.42 $3111._ 
70. 12 12 32,820 ·5.00% 31,180 $287 $311 

702 
703 ~612Total 1,614 - 1,640 5,oi02,272 ·5,00% 5,132,325 $43,012.. 
71)' 

70S Westmont Res, 5/8" X3W 1,570 1,618 12,178,260 12,298,074 $6.31 $1 .72 531,363 $B,54 $2.33 $42,473 


706 

707 Tolal 1,570 3 .04% 1,618 12,178,260 0 .98% 12,298,074 $31,363 ~'H3 


708 

709 Wndsong Res. 518" X 3W 1,162 1,162 7,771,170 7,575,809 $9,05 $3.37 $36,046 $10.17 $3,79 5-40,530 


110 .- 12 12 147,210 143,509 $22.63 13.37 $756 $25.44 $3.79 $849 


711 1,174 0 .00% 1,174 7,918,380 -2,51 % 7,719,318 $36,802 5-41,379 


712 

71J Com. 5/8~ X 3/4" 88 .. 154,610 150,723 $9.05 53.37 $1,304 $10,17 $3.79 51 ,466 


714 88 0 .00% 88 154.610 ·2.51 % 150,723 51 ,304 51 ,466 


l1S 

116 Total 1,262 0 .00% 1,282 8,072,990 ·2.51 % 7,870,041 $38,106 $42,8-45 


717 
118 Woodmere Res. 518" X 31 .. " 12,901 13.151 135,103,269 143 ,211.689 $5.26 $1.09 5225,275 $6,16 51.28 5264,321 

119 3"'- 740 754 8,204.470 8,696,873 $789 51 .09 $15,429 $9.24 $1.28 $18,099 

720 .- .02 .04 2.590,770 2,746,259 $1315 $109 $4,361 515.40 51 .28 $5,117 
1 112" 4 4 456,390 465,901 52630 51 .09 $635 $30.81 $1.28 5745 

13,747 1.94 % 14,013 146,356,699 6 .00% 155.140,722 $245,700 5286,282 
721 

'" 
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PROJECTEO SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1995 INTERIM ALT_1 

1995Inlerim Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@$52W&$65WW)wlthStandAlonelncrease 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
Docket No.: 95()4195·\rV$ Schedule: E·13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 23 of 29 
Watsr (xl Wastewater II Preparer. Bendnl 
Interim [.lCJ Flnel[ ) Supporting Schedules: 
Historical [)(/ Projected (x) E1-1 , Projection Fac10r Tab 
FPSC Uniform (xl FP5C Non-uniform Ixl County Regulated II 

EKplanalion: n a projected test year Is used, provide II schedule of hlaforicaland proJected bills and consumption by classlficaUon. 
Include 8 calculation of each er~ectlon factor on 8 ,eeafale schedule, if neceua~ . Ust other classes or meter sizes as aepllcable. 

''I 1" (101 tltl (11, (U) (1') IU)"' '" '" '" '" '" '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Prasant Cael:!ad Sta, Alone Rata, Int,rlm R,ta, ~Stand Alona Inc,! 

Una Plant Metar Historical ProJactlon Projected Historical Projection Projected .FC Gallonaga .FC Gellonagl 
No. Nema Clas. Size 1994 Factor 1995 1994 Factor 1195 Rates Rata. Ravanul Ratl' Rita. Revenue 

723 
". Murti·Fam, 1 112~ 100 183 9,832,290 10,422,389 $2630 $1 ,09 $16,173 $30,81 $1.28 $16,979 
725 6- 12 12 10,570,870 11 ,205.296 5263.00 $1.09 $15,370 $308.05 51.26 $16,040 
726 192 1.94,*, 198 20,403,160 6.00,*, 21,627,685 $31,543 $37,019 
727 
72B Com. Sf8" X 3/4" 12 12 814,330 926,804 $5.26 $1 .09 $1 ,073 56.16 $1.28 $1 ,260 
729 3,.- 2 2 0 0 57.89 $1 .09 .,8 $9.24 $1.28 $18 
730 1- 20 20 941 ,340 997,636 $13,15 51 ,09 $1 ,351 $15.40 51.28 51 ,585 ~ 731 2­ 12 12 972.100 1,030,442 $42 .08 51 .09 $1 ,626 $49.29 $1.28 $1 .910 
732 8- 12 12 13,456,620 14,264,239 $263.00 $1 ,09 $18,704 $308.05 $1.28 $21 .955 
733 58 1.94% 59 18.244,390 6.00% 17,219,321 $22,772 $26,728 
734 
735 Tolal 13,997 1.94% 14,266 163.004.449 6.cx>% 193,987.728 $300,015 --1352,029 
736 
737 INoolens Res. 518" X 314" 255 747.320 641 ,555 $11 .57 55.24 $6,534 521 ,SO $9.74 512.143 
738 

CD 

'" 
739 Tolal 255 7.51% 274 747,320 ·14 .15% 641,555 $6,534 ~143 
740 
741 Zephyr Shores Res. 5f8" X 3/4" 5,746 5,746 10,449.301 16.019,640 55,20 $2.35 $67,526 sa.69 $3.93 
742 5.746 0.00% 5,746 10,449,301 53.31% 16,019,840 $67,526 
743 
744 Com. 518" X 3/4" 24 141,420 216,811 $5.20 $2 .35 $635 $8,89 $3,93 $1 ,061 
745 1 112" 11 "11 193,000 295,889 $2600 $2 .35 $981 $43.46 $3,93 $1,641 
746 2- 24 24 505,900 775,596 $41 .60 52 .35 $2,821 $69.53 $3,93 $4,717 
747 59 0 ,00% 59 840,320 53.31% 1,288.296 $4,437 ---!!..419 
748 
749 Totar 5,805 0.00% 5.805 11 ,289,621 53.31% 17,308,136 $71,963 ~310 
750 
751 
752 Sub, FPSC Juris , Unironn 668.405 3.51% 691 .842 6.243.822,330 6.00% 6~618.300,615 $13,826.738 $17.159,878 
753 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION ,1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@$52W&$65WW)wlthStandAlonelncrease 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
Docket No.: 9S0495-Vv'S Schedule: E·13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 24 of 29 

Weier Ixl Wastewater II Preparer: Bendnl 

Interim (Ill Final ( I Suppor1ing Schedules; 
Hisloricallxl Projected IX') EI-1, Projection FactOI'" leb 

FPSC Unifonn Ixl FPSC Non-uniform rxl County Regulated rI 

Explanation: If 8 projected test year Is used, provide a schedule of historical and projected bills and consumption by dessincallon. 
Indude a calculation of each ~~ecUon factor on II se~8r8te schedule, If neceu8!l' Ust other dasses or meier sizes 8S ae:e:llcable. 

I"~ 14' III (10) fUI lUI lUI 114) IU)'" '" '" '" '" '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION P~..nl C.pped Sta. Alon. Rite, Intarlm Rita. (Stend Alana Ine-.) 

Line Plant Matar HI.toriell Projacllon Projlctad Hlstorlcal Projlctlon Projacted eFC Gallonlge eFC Gallonlge 
No. Nlma Class Size 19114 Flctor 1995 1894 Flctor 1985 Rat.. Rate. Ravenue Rltl. Rlt.. Ravenue 

75-4 FPSC Juris. Non-Unlfonn 11 

75' Deep Creek Res. 5J8'" X 314" 33.711 34,995 116,742,710 161 .960.962 $13.69 $4.12 $1,228,761 $16,47 $.... $1,478,894 

758 561 582 3.213.590 3,308,470 $34.21 $4.12 $33.541 $41 .15 $4." $40,359 

757 " 34,272 3 .61% 35,578 179,956,300 2.95% 165,269,431 $1,262,302 $1,519,253 

756 

• •759 MultJ·Fam. 5/8" X 314" 37.570 38,679 $13 .69 $4.12 $282 $18.47 $4." $3<0 

760 l' 255 2., 3,165.390 3,258,647 $34 .21 $4,12 $22.492 $41 .15 $4." $27,069 
1 1/2" 3'3 325 6,981,180 7,187,296 $68.43 $4.12 $51 ,852 $82.31 $4." $82,400 

~ 762 2' m 13,018,570 13,400,879 $109.50 $4.12 $74,265 $131 .71 $4." $89.386 
7.' ,.. 

0 763 B' 12 12 8,397,190 8,645,113 $684.38 $4.12 $43,830 S823.15 $4." $52,758 

764 757 3.81% 768 31,597,900 2.95% 32,530,814 $192,721 $231 ,953 

765 
7.6 Com. 518' X 314" 23. 245 681 ,260 701,37'" $13.69 $4.12 56,244 $16.47 $4." 57,514 

767 B9 .2 1,347,010 1,386,780 $34.21 $4.12 $8,661 $41 ,15 $4." $10,664 

768 1" 1/2" 3B 3. 1,364,9040 1.405,239 $68."'3 $4.12 $8."'59 $82.31 $4." $10,180 

769 2' 12 12 289,100 277.045 SI09.50 $4.12 $2."'55 $131.71 $4 .96 S2,955 

770 B' 12 12 1.381,010 1.421.784 $684.38 $4.12 $14,070 S823,15 $4." S18,93O 

771 B' 12 12 2,899,100 2,964,695 $684.36 $4.12 S20,509 1823,15 $4." $24,682 

772 399 3.81% 4" 7,942,420 2.95% 8,176,916 $60.598 $72,925 

773 
774 Tolal 35,428 3.81% 38.776 219,496,620 2 .95% 225,977,162 SUS1S,821 SI,824,131 

775 
776 Enterprise Res. 5/8" X 3/4" 2.324 2.455 16.707,411 16,099.224 $8.58 $2.21 S56,643 $7 .79 $2.01 $51,<163 

777 237 250 1,903.584 1,834,289 $21 .43 $2.21 $9.<112 $19.46 S2.01 $8,552 

776 " 12 13 153.970 $42.87 $2.21 $685 538.92 52.011112' 1<18,365 

17. 2.573 5.62% 2.718 18,764.965 ·3.64% 18,081 ,878 

780 

7.' 
 Com. 5/8" X 3/4" 12 13 0 0 58.58 52.21 5112 S7.79 $2 .01 $101 

7B2 l' 24 25 99.360 95,7<13 $21.43 $2.21 S748 $19.46 52.01 $679 
2' 12 13 18.580 17,904 $68.58 5221 $932 $62.26 $2.01 $845 

764 
783 

5.62% 51 117,940 ·3.64% 113,647 $1 ,792 51 ,625" 7.5 
166 Tolal 2.621 5.62% 2.768 18,882.905 ·3.64% 18,195.525 $68,732 $62,<164 

167 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

19951ntorfm Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@$52W&$65WW)wlthStandAlon_lncreaso 


Company: SSU I FPSC JUrisdiction 
Docket No.: 95049S·vvg Schedule: E·!3 
Schedule Year Ended : 12131195 Page 25 of 29 
Water IlIl Wastewater I J Preparer: Benelnl 
Interim 1111 Final II Suppof'lIng Schedules: 
Historicallxl Projected Ixl E ' · 1, Projection Factor Tab 
FPSC Uniform 1)(1 FPSC Non·unlform (x) County Regulated I J 

Explanation: II 9 projected test year Is used, provide 8 schedule of historical end projected bills and consumption by classification. 

Include 8 calculation 01 each projection factor on 8 seearat" schedule, if necessa~. list other classes Of meIer sizes as 9E:E:llcable. 
,,, 	 ,., (10) lUI (t6) IU) 114, (U)'" '" '" '" '" '" '" 	 SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 

NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Pre"nl Capped St.. Alon. Rate. Interim Rat .. (St.nd Alone Inc.) 
Line Plant Meter Historical Projection Projected HIstorical ProJecUon Projected BFe Gallonaga BFe Gallon.ge 

Name Class Size 1994 F.ctor 1995 1994 Faclor 1995 Rates Rates Revinul Rate. Rei.. Revenue~ 

1BB Geneva lake Est Res. 518~ X 3/4~ 1,000 1,032 8,109,890 7,935,543 $4.97 $2.07 $21 ,556 $6.04 $2.51 $28,151 
7B9 1,000 3 .20% 1,032 8,109,890 -2 .15% 7,935,543 $21,556 528,151 
790 
79' MuIU-F&m. ,- 36 37 2,352,299 2,301.729 539.73 $2.07 $8,235 $48.28 52.51 $7.563 
79' 3. 320% 37 2,352,299 -2.15% .........!:,301.729 58,235 57.563 
793 

7" Com. 1 112~ 12 12 520.100 508,919 52483 52.07 $1 .351 $30.16 $2.51 51,639 
795 12 3.20% 12 520.100 ·2.15% 508.919 $1 .351 51,639~ 

~ 	 796 
797 Total 1,048 3.20% 1.082 10,982,289 -2.15% 10.746.19' ~142 $35,353 

7" 
799 .Keystone Club Est. Rell . 518" X 3/4" 1,755 1.810 11.209,015 8.949.414 $4.97 52.07 527.521 59.74 $4 .06 $53.964 
BOO 1- 72 74 259,070 206.845 $12.42 $2.07 $1,347 $24.34 $4.06 $2.641 
60' 1 1f2~ 1 24.570 19,611 $24.83 $2.07 $66 $48.65 54 .06 $129 
60' 1,828 3.12% 1,885 11,492.655 -20.16% 9,175,875 ~934 556,734 
803 
804 Total 1.828 3.12% 1,885 11,492.655 -20.16% 9,175,875 ~934 $56,734 
B05 
806 lakeside 21 Re,. 5/8" X 314" 972 1,003 6,717.096 7,161,936 55.13 51 .23 513.954 $22.45 $5.38 $61 .048 
B07 
BOB Total 972 3.17% 1.003 6,717.096 6 .62% 7.161.936 ~954 $61.048 
609 
610 lehigh Res. 5/8" X 3/4~ 98.655 10',457 329.580,730 323.184.842 $9.03 $2.40 $1,691,800 $11 .16 $2.97 $2.092,118 ,.BII 1- 37 200,380 195.491 $22.57 $2.40 $1.307 $27 .89 $2.97 $1 ,616 
612 3- 9 9 699.500 685,925 $144 .43 $2.40 $2,946 $178.4-4 S2.97 $3.643 
613 98.700 2.84% 101 ,S03 330,480,610 . 1.94% 324,067.058 SI .896,053 $2,097.377 

BI' 
8'5 Com. 5/8" X 314" 2.731 2.809 10.832.357 10.622.136 $9.03 $2.40 5SO,858 $11 .18 52.97 562.896 

1­816 670 .89 11.363.847 11,143,116 $22 .57 $2.40 $42.294 $27.89 $2.97 $52.311 
B17 1 1/2" 329 33' 7.333.307 7.190.991 $45.13 $2.40 $32,512 $55.76 52.97 $40,204 
818 ,- 352 36' 19.580.648 19,200.651 $72 .22 $2.40 572.226 $89.23 $2.97 589.327 
B19 3" 71 73 IS,ell .S90 15.308.620 $144 .43 52."'0 $47,284 5178 .... $2.97 558,493 
B20 ,- 12 12 1,189,070 1.185.994 $225.68 52.40 $5.506 5278.83 52.97 $6,809 
B2I 6- 12 12 2.693,000 2.640.738 $451 35 S240 $11,754 S557.64 $2 .97 SI"',535 
622 4.177 2.B4% 4.296 68.603.619 . 1 9404 67.272.246 $262,"'34 5324.575 

I \l SASI1995\RATECASE\lNTERIMISCHEDUlEI.E13_SCN5 XlS 10127195 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -199SINTERIM ALT_1 

19951nterlm Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@ $52 W & 565 v.w) with Stand Alona Increase 


Company: SSU , FPSC Jurisdiction 
Docket No.: 950495-WS Schedule: E-13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 26 of 29 
Waler [x1 Wastewater II Preparer: Bendnl 
Interim (x1 Finalll Supporting Schedules: 
Hisloricallxl Projected (x) E I-I, Projection Factor Tab 
FPSC Uniform Ixl FPSC Non-uniform [xl County Regulated (I 

Explanation: If a prOjected lest year Is used , provide a schedule 01 histOlical and projected bills and consumption by dassification. 

Include a calculation of each projection factor on 8 separate schedule, if necessary. list other classes or meter slles 8S apellcable. 

'1) 1" ,., "I ''I 111 ''I 110) ttl) 115) IU) (14) 1181'" '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Present C.pped SlI. Alont Rate. Inttrlm RItes (SlInd Alon"nc.) 

Line Plant Meter Historicil ProJeclion Projected Historical ProjectIon Projected BFC Gallonlge BFC Gallonaga 
Namt Clsn Sitt 1194 Factor 1995 1n. Factor 199! Rates Rltas Rtvtnut Rites Ratt. Revtnut~ 

823 	 .­82. Fire Prot 75 77 0 0 $75.23 $0.00 $5,793 $92.95 $0.00 $7,157 

825 37 38 0 0 $150.45 SO.OO $5,717 $185.88 SO.OO $7,063 

82. 8- 24 25 0 0 $240.72 SO.OO $6,018 $297.41 $0.00 $7,435 

8" 
." 
10" 3 3 0 0 $3<'6.04 SO.OO $1,038 $427.53 $0.00 $1,283 

8" '39 2 .84% 143 0 N/A 0 519,568 -m.938 

829 
830 Tolal 103,016 2.84% 105,942 399,084,229 -1.94% 391,339,304 51,977,053 $2,444,890 

831 
832 Marco Island Res. 5ra" X 3/4" 25.786 26,531 248.601,856 256,114,089 $7.88 $2.96 $967,162 $9.3<' $3.51 $1 ,146,760 '" 

~ 

833 	 314- 2 2 45,980 47,369 $11 .83 $2.96 $164 $14.03 $3.51 $194," 3<',131 35,117 794,983,419 819,006,172 $19.71 $2 .96 $3,116,414 $23.37 $3.51 $3,895,3968" 
835 1 112" "6 '30 6.625,280 ·7,031,526 $39.42 $2 .96 $25,938 $46.74 $3.51 $30,757 

836 2- 14 ,. 1,034,990 1,066,265 $63.07 52.96 $4,039 $74.78 $3.51 $4,790 

837 60.059 2.89% 61,795 1,051,491,525 3.02% 1,083,265,422 $4,113,717 $4,877,897 

838 


8" 
 Mulli-Fam. SIB" X 3f4~ 54 	 56 906,840 93<',243 $7.88 $2.96 $3,206 $9.34 $3.51 $3.802 

8.0 	 ,- 54 56 1.820.930 1,875,955 $19.71 $2.96 $6,657 $23.37 $3.51 $7,B94 
1 112" 254 2.' 15,434.440 15,900,837 $39.42 52 .96 557,355 $46.74 $3.51 $88.otl 

642 2- 710 731 65,417,760 67,394.549 $63.07 52.96 $245,592 $74.78 $3.51 $291,219 

843 

84' 

3- 324 333 65,894,390 67,885,582 5126.14 52.96 $242,946 $149.56 $3.51 $288,081 
4- 382 393 146.552.205 150.9BO.709 $197.09 52 .96 $524,359 $233.69 $3.51 $621,78284' 	 .­ 32 	 33 13,669,710 14,103,385 $394.19 $2.96 $54,754 $467.39 $3.51 $64,9278" 

846 ~7161,810 2.69% 1,862 309,716,275 3.02% 319,075,260 	 $1 ,1 34,889 

847 
848 Com. 518" X 314M 1,890 1,945 14,521,250 14,960,052 $7.88 $2.96 $59,609 $9.34 $3.51 $70,676 

6.9 ,- 1.209 1,244 29,763,620 30,663.015 $19.71 $2 .96 $115.282 $23.37 $3.51 $138,699 

650 4.'1 112" 474 36.675,500 37,783,758 $39.42 $2 .96 $130,525 $46.74 $3.51 5154,776 

651 2- 39. 405 74.219.350 76,462,105 $63.07 $2.96 $251,871 $74.78 53.51 5298,668 

652 3- 3.727.100 3,639,725 5126.14 $2.96 512,880 $149.56 53.51 $15,272 

853 4- 25" 26" 34.345,499 35,363,349 $197.09 $2 .96 5109,659 5233.69 53 .51 $130,272 
6- 24 25 68.388.420 70.454,976 5394.19 52 .96 5218,402 $467.39 $3.51 $258,982 

855 10- 30.191.000 31,103,310 $906.63 $2 .96 $102,946 $1 ,074 .99 53.51 $122,073 
85' 

85. 	 4,027" 2 .89% 4,143" 291,831,739 3.02% 300,650,290 $1,001,374 $1,187,418 

857 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION • 1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim All. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@ $52 W & S6S WN) with Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC JUrisdiction 
Docket No.: 950495-'NS Schedule: E-13 
Schedule Year Ended; 12/31195 Page 27 of 29 

Water (xl Wastewater II Preparer: Bendni 
Interim Ixl Flnalll Supporting Schooulos: 
Historical (xl PlOjected [xl El- 1, Projection Factor Tab 

FPSC Uniform Ix) FPSC Non·uniform Ix) County Regulated I I 

Explanation' lf a projected test year Is used, provide 8 schedule of hisloricaland projected bills and consumption by dasslftcatlon. 

Indude a calculallon 01 each ~~ediOfl I8ctor on a soearate schedule, If necess8!}:. Ust other dasses or meter sizes as aeetlcable. 
,,, ,., ,t) (10) IH) lUI (13) II.) IU)'" '" '" '" '" SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES "' 


NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Present Capped Sta. Alone Rate. Inlerlm Rale. (Stand Alone Inc.) 
line Plant Meter Hlltorlcal Projection Projected Historical Projection ProJactad BFC Gallonage BFC Gallonage 
No. Name Class Size 1994 Factor 11195 1994 Factor 1995 Rates Rat.. Reyenue Rate. Rate. Reyenue 

858 ,.. 518~ X 3/4" 121 12. 1,ll7,540 1,171 .914 $7.88 $2.96 $4,446 $9.34 $3.51 $5,271 

85' ,. 654 673 26.625,370 27,429,934 $19.71 $2.96 $94 ,458 $23.37 $3.51 $112,007 
860 1 1/2" 703 723 81.388.200 83,847,583 $39.42 $2.96 $276,690 $46.74 $3.51 $328,098 
881 2· 1,105 1,137 265,943,680 273.979.947 $63.07 S2.96 $862,692 $74.78 $3.51 $1,046,695 
862 3· 84.492.184 67.045,363 S126.'4 $2.96 $263,835 $149.56 $3.51 $312,857.. 
863 .. "12 12 2.500 2,576 $197 .09 $2.96 S2.373 $233.69 53.51 $2,813 

8" 2,6.43 2.69% 2.119 459,589,414 3.02% ~477.316 SI ,524.494 SI,807,741 

* 
865 
866 Raw Water 6· 12 12 35,838,000 36,938,227 S120.69 SO.6.4 $25,091 $143.34 SO.76 $29,793 
867 12 0 .00% 12 l5.El38,00Q 3.07% 38,938.227 $25,091 $29,793 

868 
869 Fire Prot. 3· 3 3 0 0 S42.05 SO.OO $126 $49.86 SO.OO $150 ,. 870 	 142 146 0 0 S65.70 SO.OO $9,592 $77.90 SO.OO $11 ,373 

'41 '54871 6· 0 0 S131.40 SO.OO $59,658 SI55.80 $0.00 $70.733 
872 8· 445 458 0 0 S210.23 SO.OO $96,285 $249.27 $0.00 $114,168 
873 10· 58 60 0 0 $302.21 SO.OO $16,133 $358.33 $0.00 $21,500 
874 --2:.089 2.89% 1.120 0 NfA 0 $183,792 $217,922 

875 
876 Total 69,640 2.89% 71,652 2,148.467,013 3.02% 2,213A06,514 $7.983.337 $9,468,467 

877 
878 Palm Valley Res. 518" X 3J4~ 2,288 2,312 1.01.858.610 13.304.2.010 S9.35 $0.94 S34,123 $66.55 $6.69 S2.o12,869 

87' 31'· 12 12 189,280 169,479 $9.35 $0.94 S271 $66.55 S6.69 $1,933,.880 80 81 390.970 350,070 S9.35 $0.94 $1 ,086 $68.55 $6.69 $7,733 
881 2· 12 12 117,200 104,940 $9.35 $0.94 $211 $66.55 $8.69 $1 ,501 
882 ~392 1.07% 2AI8 15.556.060 ·IOAS"A, 13.926,730 $35,691 $254,036 

883 
88' Com. 5I8~ X 3/4" 72 13 1.141.180 1,021 .800 $9.35 $0.94 SI,6-43 $66.55 $6.69 $11 ,694 
885 2· 12 12 271 ,100 242,740 59.35 $0.94 $340 S66.55 $B.69 S2,423 
886 8. 1.07% 85 1,412,280 ·10.46% 1,264,540 SI ,983 $14,1 17 

887 
888 Totet 2,416 1.07% 2.502 16,968,340 ·10 48°A, 15.193.270 $37.674 $268.153 

889 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION -1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@ $52 W & $65 WN) with Stand Alone Increase 


Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction 
Doc«sl No.: 950495-VVS Schedule: E-13 
Schedule Year Ended: 12131195 Page 28 of 29 
Water 1)(1 Wastewater rJ Preparer: Bendnl 

Interim 1)(1 Flnalll Supporting Schedules: 

HisloricalllCl Projected Ix) El·1. Projedion Factor Tab 
FPSC Unlfom'll)C1 FPSC Non-uniform 1)(1 County Regulated II 

Explanalion: If a projected tast year Is used, provide a schedule 01 historical and projected bills and consumption by classlnceUon. 

Indude a cetwlalion of each e~ecllon (adoron 8 seeatals schedule, if necess8!:l_ Ust other dasses or meier sizes as applicable. 

,OJ 1" ,., ,., ,., 110) Itt) (Ill IU) ,101, (til'" '" '" '71 
SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 

NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Pr.sent Capped Sta. Alont Rat•• Int.rlm Ratt. (Stlnd Alontlnc.) 

lIna Plant Meier HI.toricll ProJtctlon Projected Historical ProJtctlon ProJtcttd BFe Gillonag. BFe Gillonige 

No. Nama Clns Siza 1994 Factor 1995 1114 Factor 11t5 Rat.. Rltll Rtvtnut --..!!..att. Ratt. Rtvtnut 

890 Remlnglon Forest Res. 518" X 31"" 7.. 9" 9.201.380 7,056,306 $20.30 $0.00 $19,082 $38.15 $0.00 $35,861,- 6 7 108,570 83,260 $20.30 $0.00 $142 $38.15 $0.00 $267 
892 
89' 

770 23.04% 947 9,309,950 ·23.31% 7,139,565 $19,22. $36,128 

893 

89' 
 Total 770 23.04% 947 9,309,950 ·23.31% 7.139,565 S19,22. $36,128 

89. 

t 
896 Spring Gardens 31 Res. 518" X 3/4" 1,470 1,517 5,921 ,221 8,313,354 $6 .88 $1 .03 SI8,940 $7.1. $1 .07 S17,566 
897 1.470 3.17% 1,517 5,921 .221 6.62% 6,313,354 $18,940 $17,588 

898 
899 Com. 5/8" X 3/4" 12 12 204,930 218,501 $6.88 $1 .03 $308 $7.14 $1 .07 $320 

900 2- 2. 822,50(1 663,725 $55.04 $1.03 $2,060 $57.15 $1 .07 $2,139"38 3.17% 37 827.430 6.62% 882,227 $2,368 $2,45990' 
902 
903 Tolal '.506 3.17% 1,554 6.148.651 6.62% 7,195,580 SI9,308 $20,045 

SO< 
Varenela Terrace 41 Res. 518" X 314" 3.961 4,107 22,!179,723 23,968,443 S6.39 SO.67 $42,303 S12.95 S1.36 $85,78390' 

3,981 3.17% 4.107 22,479,723 6.62% 23,968.4.43 $42,303 $65,783906 

907 
908 Com. 518" X3"'" 563,928 601 ,274 S6.39 $0.67 $878 S12.95 $1 .38 $1,375 

909 ,- "68 

., 
70 130,752 139,411 $15.99 $0.67 $1,212 $32.41 $1 .38 $2,459 

910 1 112" 12 12 685.659 731 ,280 $31 .96 SO.87 $87< $64.77 $1 .36 $1,712 

911 2- 12 12 138,010 '47,150 $51 .14 $0.67 $713 S103.65 $1 .38 S1,4« 

912 '34 3.17% '38 1,518.549 6.62% 1,619,115 $3.477 $7,0.50 

9'3 

914 Tolar 4,115 3.17% 4.245 23,998.272 6.62% 25,587.558 $45,780 $92,833 


915 

9'. 

917 SUb. FF'SC Juris. Non·Unrfonn ~20' 3.11% 230.358 2.872.146.020 2.05% 2,931,116,480 SI' .736,759 $14,368.266 


9'8 

919 Tolal FF'SC Juris . 


891.825 3.41% 922.200 9. 11 5.970.350 4.75% 9.549.427,095 $25.565.497 S31.528,144 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WATER REVENUE CALCULATION ·1995INTERIM ALT. 1 
1995 Interim Alt. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rates (@$52W& $65 WW) with Stand Alone Increase 

Company: SSU 1 FPSC JUrisdiction 
DOCIle! No.: 950495-VIIS Schedule: E·1 3 
Schedule Year Ended: 121'31195 Page 290f 29 
Water (lIl Waste.....ater (I Prepare': Bendnl 
Interim (xl Finalll Supporting Schedules: 
Historical (x) Projecle<llx) Et·" Projection Fader Tab 
FPSC Uniform Ixl FPSC Non-uniform (xl County Regulated I J 

EKplanation: 118 projected test year Is used. provide 8 schedule of historical and projected bills and consumption by dasslncalioo. 
Include a calculation of each projection fador on 8 separate schedule, if necessary. Ust other classes or meter sizes 8S applicable. 

ttl (2) (ll ('I 1$) II, 171 ,I, '01 110) 111) III) (U) (I" IlSl 
SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 

NUMBER OF BILLS CONSUMPTION Present Capped Sta. Alone Rite. Intertm R_te. (Stand Alone Inc.) 
line Plant Meter HIstorical Projection Projected Historical Projection Projected 9FC Gallonage 8FC GIllonage 
No. Name CIa.. Size 1994 Flctor 1995 ~~ 199! Rata. Rites Revenue Rita. RI'.. Revenue 

11 These plants were not part of Docket 1920199-1NS: therefore no capped bill rales were designed for them. 

21 Lakeside was acquired In 1995. Prior to acquisition . customers did not hlllve melers and were not charged for water. Customers were given tha curTent unifonn rates upon acquisition. 
The no. of custome~ In 1994 multiplied by 12 was used as 8 prolCy' for the no. of bUls in 1994 . This no. 01 bills mu1tJpliad by the average usage per bill In Citrus County (6.911 MGlbill) was used as a prolCy' for 199<t COflsumption . 
The projection factors used are the overall average projection faders lor all plants. 

* 
3/ Spring Gardans was acquired in 1995. Present rates are the ra tes that were being charged upon acquisition. 


Historical billing determinants were supplied during acquisilion. 

The plOjectfon fectors used are the overBfleverage projection factors tor all plants. 


4/ Valentia Terrace was acquired In 1995. Pre$en\ retas are the rates that were baing charged upon acquisition . 
Historical bitting determinants ware supplied during acquisition . 


The projection factors used are tha overall average projection factors for all ptants. 


NOTES: 

Numbers may nol tie 10 other schedules due 10 I'04Jndlng. 

Numbers may nol crossfool due to the number of decimal places shown (projected bUts and gallons contain decimal places thai 8rc not shown). 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WASTEWATER REVENUE CALCULATION· 1995 INTERIM ALT, 1 
19951"t"rlm Alt. 1: Prese"t C.pped Stl"d Alon" Rites (@$52W& S65 WW) with Stl"d Alonelncr••se 

C(lmp."y: SSU f FPSC Juri.dlct lon FPSC 
OocI!e' No 95049S,WS ScheckAe' E-I3 
SCh.dule Yur Ended L2/l'l9~ P'9fl ol"2 
W"le' II Wnl_ilt~. I_I 
Interim '_I Fin.1 [I 

'P'epIf.r. aencinl 
Suppor1ing Schedules: 

Hisloriull_) p,ojected [_I 
FPSC UIliIo"" I_I rpsc Non,untlomll.r Counly R.~I.t.d ( I 

E'-I, Projedion FKtor Tab 

(.""n,1ion ". plojecled Lesl yur 'I IIfed, proYlcle I ,en.dIM o. hlSlorlelt.nd projecled binl.nd c.onlumption by dusiI'K:Ilion 
IfICIude "utcut.1ion of each ",o;.etion l.dOl on_'_"~"'e_sehe<lute, of necelury 

1'1 LJI III "I 

Lisl other dllse! 0, mele, .ius.s .pplicable 

lit (II 17' If' ., ,., III, lUI ('" 

Un. 

~ 
PI'I\IN._ CI.., 

Me", 
Sil. 

NUMBER OF BillS 
HI,loncal ProJeeUon p,ojecLld 
~~~ Ullp. ~ Usage 

Pro}ee!lon 
Flelor Unr -.£!e.... vllg_ R ..... nlM 

FPSC Juns Uniform Pt.nll 

•,
• 
•, 
" " 

Amelut Island R.. 

Com 

518- XJoW 

~."'" I 112­

518· X 3"'­

~."'" I Ifl" 

'" 

13,11 I 
'5O 

" "14,235 

,a 
60

".'"0 

'" 

'4,1131... 
" "611% --!l!!2..,..
".
'" 333 

IlO,3II1,111 
7,113,068 
1,326,1130 

208,500 

~ 

2,339,520 
1,1163,4\0 
5.858,1130 
4,971 ,499 

50,27.(,010 

6,000 
6 ,000 
11,000 
6,000 

56,524,553 
2,231,7SO 

2611,030....,. 
~ 

2,339,520 
1,1168,410 
5,8sa,6JO 
4,97 1,499 

50,214,010 

131% 

139,991,285 
1.101 ,123 
1.424,1111 

223,8IIe 

~ 

2,5\1,943 
2,00II,112 
6,290,411 
5,331,8911 

53,919,269 

'.000 
' .000 
'.000
'.000 

110,1190,413 
2,397,304 

281,1114 
73,152 

~ 
2,511,9<43 
2,00II,112 
8,290,41' 
S,337,II911 

S3,919,269 

$12112 
112,82 
$12112 
11212 

$12,112 
$18.23 
'32.05 
W ,10 

Sl02511 

U82 
n ,lI2 

"".2.112 

SU8 
SU8 
sue 
S3.311 

"30 

SlSII.118 
S12,985 

" ,601 
S373 

hh,lI6' 

$11 ,1110 
$8,012 

126,M2 
$30,349 

'216,602 

11499 
SI4 99 
114 99 
114 99 

"U9 
$2248 
$3H7 
$1493 

5119.811 

,,~ 

$3.30 
$3.30 
,,~ 

$3.95 
$3.95 
$U5 
IUS 
IH5 

1419,597 
$15,1l1li 
11 ,879 

'OJ'1437,01 11 

S13,804 
$9,363 

531,0111 
535,"12 

$253,141 

<n 
~ 

" " " " " 

3" 

'" ."." 
"60 

" 
1,103 

".. 
" , 

6 71 % -...!.:.!ll. 

17,481,1100 
IS,455,OOO 
34,169,200 

351,700 

~ 

11,487,800 
15,455,000 
34,169,200 

3SI)OO 
-T3~ 737% 

18,716,651 
1tI,594,03-4 
36,681,410 

317 620 

~ 

18,716,651 
IMt4,034 
36,861,410 

311 820 
142,581:4011 

$205,12 
$320 50 
, ... 00 

$1 ,025,110 

SU8 

"30 
"30 
S3.311 

5110 ,490 
5111,600 

Sl32,331 
53,327 

sWi,Iog 

523919 
5314,66 
5749,33 

$ 1,198.93 

$3.95 
$3.95 
5395 
$3.115 

594,011 
$89,524 

515.4 ,1157 

sJ31190 
4,9tl9 

" " Tel,l 15,338 611% ~ ~ ~ 137'10 291,908 900 ~ 5959,770 ~ 
"20., Ap.lct1e Sho."!! Re, 5/8" x 3W 1,170 

1,170 
-------.!E! 

000'/0 ~ 
1,865,406 
1,665,406 

6,000 
1.49% 

1,1193,20 1 
1,119320' 

6,000 $16,25 16" 131 ,1011 
31.108 

$19,4" $8,10 $31,218 
$37,216 

n 
a 
N 

" 
Res Sew Only 5/8" X 3W 178 

'" 
118 

o 00% --...!.l!. 
0 
0 N" 

$24,711 so 00 $4,407 
J4,i07 

$2962 so 00 55212 
5S,212 

~ 

••• • 
~ 

3' 
D 

Apple Vell<!y 

101.1 

R.. S/8" X 314" 

'" '" 

1,3411 

1,6911,. 
"1,732 

000% 

0,12·'" 

1,348 

1,698,. 
"rm 

1,865,406 

18,893,969 
178,000 
1111,120 

~ 

11,000 
6,000 
8 ,000 

~ 

11,4112,261 
109,260 
72.000 

~ 

'"'' 

000% 

~ 

111,1193,969 
118,000 
181,120 

~ 

'.000 
'.000 
'.000 

1,186,59S 

11,4112,2111 
1In,211O 

Sll SA 
SIB" 
S12.54 

" ..lue 
lUll 

$35,515 

145,722 

16" 
5357 

l4m5 

$1590 
$1500 
"5,90 

13.65 
53.115 
13.65 

$42."1111 

151,9.58 
1781.... 

159,1 93 
D 
M

• 
~ 

C~. 518" X314" 

'" '"30 
Vi 012% 

233 
38 

21 1 

982,5111 
232,330 

1,214.846 

982,5 16 
23'2.330 

~ 000% 

9112,516 
232,330 

1,214,848 

SI2 54 
S313S 'H''H. 

$6,322 
II,i9S 
S8,317 

$1590 
$3975 

.." 
14_39 

$8,018 
lU31 

110,5.49 
u
• 
•• ., 
a 
a 
« 

Beacon Hills 

Tol.1 ... 5/8" X 314" 

~."'" 111'2" 

'.003 
30,661 

3.151

••, 
34,031 

012% 2,005 

32,4116 
3,338 

'" , 
S (tl% ----s6.i02 

~ 

3711,11-40,763 
43,8~ , 051 

8,323,110 
2111.$20 

~ 

6.000 

'.000
'.000 
'.000 

~ 
1S&,997.106 

14,841.140 
1,411,1110 

~.OOO 

~ 

000% 

593°.\0 

~ 

"01,324,646 
411.4511,759 

11,898,38' 
211MSO 

~ 

' .000
'.000 
' .000
' .000 

l1.li711,381 

1611,434,081 
15.121,949 
1,502,011 

31,119 

~ 

.13 72 
11372 
'1312 
I II 72 

I Bl 
1257 
I2!l 
IBI 

155,012 

1818,SIIo( 
S8II,202 

S1,8OII 
SI51 

5912,5-'3 

$1444 
$14.44 
$1444 
$\444 

12 10 
$2.70 
5210 
1210 

169,142 

$923,810 
$90.II~ 

11,991 
I'"~ 

~ 
u 

I \lSASI199~~ATECASE\lN'ER 1M\SCHEDVtE'E13_SCN5 XlS 101271115 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WASTEWATER REVENUE CALCULATION, 1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 
1995 Interim All. 1: Present Capped Stand Alone Rales (~$52 W & $65 WW) with Stand Alone Incruse 

Company: S$U I FPSC Jurisdiction FPSC 
00d..1 No 1SG49S.WS ~· f·13 
SehedultV..rEnded 12JJltiS P~30112 
Walt, (! Wutaw.I., (~) 
Inl.rIm III flr* II 

Pr.pMer.B.~ 
Supporting SdItduIt.· 

Hlsloriulll! Proje<:It<llxJ fl . " p,q.etior1 f.etor hb 
FPSC UflIIomIj_j fPSC Non-uniIofm ,_, County RI;yIlled' J 

'" ., (II I'll till lUI III) 
CONSUMPTION 

LIM 

~ 
PlanlN._ ell.. 

Meter 
611t 

NUMBEA OF BILLS 
Hilloriul Projeetlon-projeet.d 
~~----1!!! 

Hletorte.init4 
Total CIPlMd 

~..E2...~ 
Projaellon 

FletCH' 

P~lad Interim Ins 
Total C.pprad 

~ ...£!.e... --.!:!!!i! Alt.. ~II' Alt., ....!!!!!!.....~ 

01 
~ 

'" 

".. 
".. 
".... 

'00 
10' 
10' 
10' 
10',,,. 
''''' 101 
,oa
",.
110 

CMI. Part. 

Citru l SpI'Ing. 

R.. 

c~ 

To,. 

Ru. 

~. 

T"" 

5I8""Xlt4' 

,. 

5/8' X 314",. 
518' Xlt4',. 
T 

3,115 

~ 

" ----!.!. 

----!.!!!. 
11.(107.. 
~ 

'0'
"15 

---..!!2. 

~ 

097% 

011% 

011% 

04M!, 

O.tO% 

040'4 

1 .216 
3.210 

12 
12 

3.228 

8.03'.. 
8,135 

'0'
"15 

III 

IU&6 

17.625.2:M1 

~ 
222,650 
222.650 

~ 

lU2....." 
7&6.780 

~ 

434,160 
187.24D 
154,6W1 
776,090 

~ 

' .000 

0.000 

'.000 

13.249.381 

~ 

222.... 
222.650 

~ 

26.645.537 
"34,330 

~ 

434,160 
187,240 
154.&90 
n6.090 

271 a55.957 

3.59% 

3.5i"4 

"'" 
0.81% 

0.&7% 

0 .... 

18, 46~ 1&2 

~ 

230,&43 
230.843 

18.15951 805 

34.925.732 

437,tl7 
11118)1169 

~ 

' .000 

' .000 
' .000 

13,725.03-4 

~ 
230.&43 
230,&43 

13,955,177 

26.877.353 
"»,Iot 
~ 

437,137 
111.16' 
1$41.0311 
1112.&42 

~ 

$23.23 

$51.06 

$Il.tl 
$1313 

$13.13 
$l2.83 

$105.04 

$7.48 

.... 
'2.57 
'U] 

" "...."."" 

'I~?;'
" ,3 I 

IH:: 
$IIO,Il' 

$174,627 

1,;aa;. ' 
'2.701 

1i10 

121?''. " 
$112,747 

12310 

151.75 

UI8I 
12181 

12181"..,
' 17450 

17 ..... 

.." 

.w.'" 
""'5.12 

"" 

$176.404 
1116,404 

"".157 

Uto.Ot1

"...S2...:oe2 

$4,'" 
11,12' 
U ,417 
b ,520 

'303,511 

'" 
"'113 

'"'15 

"' 111 

Dallon. Ael. 5J8" X 314",. 
"n­,. 

S2.6S9 

'" " " ~ 114»10 

53,238 

'"12 

" !U.652 

277,066,297 
4.375,650 

16,600 
!,t09,100 

~ 

' .000 
' .000
' .000 
' .000 

196,430,683 
U05.0II0 

16,600 

~ 
~ ,,'" 

281,748.717 
4,449,5911 

10,111 
, ....,.3&4 
~ 

' .000 
' .000 
' .000 
0.000 

199,750,382 
1,835.586 

18,UI 
72792 

2OI ,i7U20 

$13 ' 7 
$1347 
$1347 
$13 .. 7 

$5.71 
SS.71 
$5.71 
$5.71 

'1,857,191 
$15.721 

m. 
'518 

~ 

S18ao 

'"90 
'18 ao 
$1890 

"0'.&.01 
$8.01 

"0' 

12.I\OII,IM 
122,055 .,,'

'810 
'2:82',425 

'" '10 
120 
'21 

'" 12' 
12' 

~ 518" Xlt4',. 
I 1/2' ,.,.,. 

1,676 ,., 
",.,.. 
eo 
~ I 10% 

1,6!M 

'" " '".. 
"2.:MI1 

12,428.'70 
7,llII.35O 
" .570.&70 

11.7M,OOI 
9.379,530 

17,&50,411 

~ 

12,428,910 
7.136,350 
4.510,670 

11 ,7118.009 

U9% 

12,&39,020 
7,256,9504 
" ,847,"4 

11.11'7.395 
1.531.04" 

17,9-48.781 

~ 

12,&39.020 
7,256,954 
4.647.'14 

lU'7.lIS 
9.531,044 

17,948,781 

~ 

$1347 
$lUI 
$67.35 

$107.7& 
$2IH2 
$l3O 75 

...., 
10." 
SO." 
$U5 

SO" 
so.as 

StOU9S 
'5e.S09 
S37.:MII 

StOU1' 
S1U90 

$143,4'1 mr.m­

$IUO 
$4725 
li4.49 

$Inl8 

""'" $47243 

.9.11 

.911 
'911 
'911 
'911 
S961 

'1~ , "78 
$82,306 
$52,4'" 

'147,194 
$1011,476 
1201306mr.m­

'25 
12. Totll ~ 1.10% ~ 340,331,664 ~ 1.69% ~ ~ ~ ~ m 
128 

'20 

"" 
F •• llarm.n's Ilevan R" S/8"X3I4' ~ 

~ ooe% 
1.632 
~ 

' .000 
0"'"' 

' .000 6.432 eoo 
8,432,800 

$1324 '423 $48819 
'48,819 

1264& SIS 45 19; 1~0 
' . 0 

'" '32 

'" '" '" ". m 
'" 

Res S- 0!Wy 

c~. 

Tott' 

S/8' Xli" 

518' X 314" 

84 

----!!. 
12 

----!.!. 

--!.!ll. 

006'4 

o06'4 

00&% 

------,"c!!. 
"------:!! 

---lo!!!. 

00 

O.O!lO 
8,O!lO 

9105,570 

8.050 
8.050 

6.440.850 

HI. 

000% 

000% 

o.. 
8.050 
&.050 

~ 

o.. 
' .050 
8.050 

11.440,850 

. 30 38 

' 132' 

10.00 

.>0. 
' 2,552 
12,552 

"..'200 
' 51.571 

10012 

120 48 

10.00 

" 0. 15 

'5,100 
SsIIOO 

..00 

1103-,040 

I\lSASII99SIAATECASE'\lNlERI'-I\sCHEOUlE\E 13_8CN~ Xl9 10/21"5 



PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WASTEWATER REVENUE CALCULATION" 1995 INTERIM ALT, 1 

1995 Interim All. 1: Present Cillpped Stand Alon, Rites (@!$52W&$65WWlwith$tillndAlon.lncr.ue 


Complny: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction FPSC 
Dochl No ' 9S049$,'NS Schdule E, Il 
Sdltdule Yur EnoHd 12131/9$ Plge 4 or 12 
Wlter II Wastewater '~I Preparer: Blnelni 
Interim '~I FIMI II 5upPOftin.g SGhedulet: 
HillOOc.I [.J Proj.cted 1.' E \. 1, Projlction Factor hb 
FPSC Ul'\ifom'l I_I FPSC Non,uniform [., County Regulll.d II 

tell yeer il uud, provide, .cheOOle " l l'lIltonc..l,M prGjlCled brIIs end c.tInlumpIton by dlSlifiUlion 

proJecIion tlc1oron ' ..pe"tl ~~e, illIeysllry, US! o1l'ler daues or !NIt...Izes IS IppI; 


CONSUMPTION 
NUMBER OF BtLLS lilllot1ull11U P~jecl.d tnt.l1m 1;;$ (Stand A,iorM inC.) 

LI~ Ptant M.... " flforicat ProjecTion Projected Totll Capped Projecllon Totll ClppedN._ Cia.. $I,e ~~----!!!! Flclo, Rat•• Rlt.. R.....nue Rat.. Rain ~ ~ ~ ....£!e... ----.!:!!!.a!. ~ ...£!f... --...!:I.!.!a! 
FlC.nu.tCOtMl p.nr. Com 5Ia" X 3/." 9$ 2 ,111,175 2,711 ,175 V83.S&l 2,783,563 $1328 17.24 $21.454 115.35 S837 S24,602 

,<0 3/4" 108 " 1.75&,105 1,156,705 1,803.609 1,803,609 SlU2 17.24 115,21111 $13.02 $837 SI7.851 ,.. I" 49 "' 1,256,030 1.256.030 1,2119.566 1,289,566 $33 20 .17 ,24 S10,m 11837 S831 Sl2.713 
1 1/2" S. .." 2,1133,013 2,(133,013 2 ,103,314 2,703,314 $7.24 $23 ,11 54 Slel 75 S831 $27.8113'" .. 5,305.110 5.305,710 5 ,447,372 5,447.312 "oe;... " 

24 S7.24 $48,578 1122.111 S831 

'39 

...'" ' " eo 5 ,000,000 5,000,000 $,133,500 5133500 '332.00 11.24 1383.13 S8.37j$o41'M." 12,,, 2.67% 413 " 261% 19, \60 925 111: 166:~5 161 ,4~ ~ ~ 1

'" Elt'luent 518" X 314- loa 108 7,n8 7,1711,000 1,1111 7,776000 SO 00 .00. SO 00 ....... 000% 108 7.178 7,776,000 0.00% 1,7111 1m" 
SO"'" ---..!.!. ~ .." = 

'09 
'50 Toll1 2.12"- 531 18.810,409 267% 211 ,936 925 1181 ,.7 1187.130~ ~---'-'-' '" Fo.Run R 518- )q,. - 1,176 1.210 10.4311.556 6.000 11,123,681 \0 ,820.601 6.000 6,:~.n,8011 $13112 17.14 562,168 S211.n Sl502 $1 30.11151$2 .. ~ 

-I> '" To,-J 2.91% 1,210 11,123,681 6.347,8011 $62,168 1130,7115'" --!;!!!. ~ ~"" 
1!\06 Holidly Hlyen Rn S/8" X 31.- 1,076 1,078 3,410,5117 11 ,000 2,637,191 3 ,412,1164 11 .000 2,8311.163 S13.111 J37.0411 S27.08 S12.,411 

0.00% 1,076 3,410.5117 2 ,831,191 007% ~ 2,83!1.163 137,0411 S124,471 
'" .. " ..,,'
'57 ----12!!.". 
'59 Com. 5.'e"X 3/." 12 12 221,900 227.900 228,060 226,060 "3 III ' 98r S2.303 $.C411 S3HII 

'50 ,- 12 12 20,500 20,5110 20,604 20,&>4 132.110 S!l.e7 Sl10.53 13249..,. 
0,00% 24 248,4110 248 ,~1IO 007% 248,664 246,664 S2,II5116' ----'!. 

16' 
TOllt 000% 1,100 007% 3.088,447 $040,006 S134.407'" .......!ol22. ~ ~ ~ 


'" 
16$ Jungle Den Res . 51$" .11: 314- 1.396 1,403 3 ,622.739 6 ,000 2 ,6117.989 3,621 ,7311 8 ,000 2,6117,1189 130.HI S631 W ,734 ...... $1 221 1115.514 

'"'61 TOIlI 0 .49% 1,403 3 ,1122,739 0 .00% 2.6117,9811 W ,lJ.4 195,594~ ~~ ,.. 
16g Leila ni Heights Res. S/8".II: 314" 4 ,11511 4,670 42,805,168 6 ,000 23,346,302 42.605,768 6,000 23,346,302 $12.91 S161 ,193 114_09 $<\ .88 $115,061'03' 02.% 4.670 iiif.iij' 1175.061~ ~~ ~ ~ "' ''''"' "' Com. 12 1,438 ,500 1,438,SOO 1,438.500 1,438,500 $103 76 S517 sa ,lI82 SI 12 69 $5&2 '11 ,436'" '" -------ll. " 024% 12 1,438,500 1,438,500 0.00% ~ ~ S8,II82 $9.436'" '" 
'" TOtll 0.24 "- 4,682 44.244,268 44 ,244 268 24,184.1102 S18U75 $\84,4117----!!U. ~ ''''"' "'117 leisure likes R.. 51&" X 314" 2.7211 2.729 6 .U4,193 6 .000 5.916,779 6 ,324.193 6 .000 511\6.719 $3.55 S I,54 132,448 11532 $2,76 $51.144 
178 (Cove"d 8ri~) 0.01 '10 2,7211 6 ,324.193 5,918,779 '00% i32,448 558,144~ ~ l!l!oll! 
179 
,ao Com. 5111- X314" 24 24 68U40 681 ,840 &61 ,840 681 .&40 $655 SU5 St.•• S15 32 S3 32 12,632 
,81 001 % 24 681 ,840 ii'fiiO 0,00',. 68\ .840 681 .$40 11,466 S2.632----'!. 
'" TOl.1 001% 2,153 1,006.633 6 .600,619 133.1114 160.776'" ~ '00% ~ ~ ". 

I IISA.51 1995~A.TECASEIIN TERIM\sCHEDULEIE13_SCN$ XlS . '0127195 

http:52W&$65WWlwith$tillndAlon.lncr.ue
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WASTEWATER REVE NUE CALCULATION · 1995 INTERIM AL T, 1 

19115 Interim All. 1: Present Capped Siand Alon& Rates (@$52W& $5 5 WoN) with Stand AlonG Increase 

Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction FPSC 
Dock. 1 No,: $~I~WS SeII,dull: E· 13 
Sdl.dul. Yllr EMlld: 12fl1195 
WII.r [I Wultwallr [_I 
Inlerim IIll fln.1 (I 
HIJlonc.ll.j Proj.d.d (-J 

PIge 5 0112 
Prep.rer; BI"cinl 
Supporting Schedul.l: 
fl.l, Projection facto( Tlb 

fPSC Uniform ,.1 fPSC Non·unilonn I_I Coun~ Regulaled [I 

~~on: II. profeelld lui yur il uJed, provid•• Idledule 01 hi~lotiul.1\d proj.c;I.d bill .ndcoflJumpllon by cl.nlfication, 
IneJudt. caiculaUon of uGh ptol.e~on faclor on a upuall Idlldule, if nee.aary, U~I othlfdaJus Of fili i., I I~u II .ppI~bI., 

I'I I'll I» II) (I) II) 171 III PI 1'1) lUI 1111 1111 III) (11) 

CONSUMPTION 

LIM 

~ 
PI. "I 
Nlflll Clul 

M.tl( 
Sil' 

NUMBER O f B ILLS 
HI.toriu\ ProJt cllo" Proj.eltd 
~~-1!!! 

tllllo,iea' au 
Tol.1 C'pp,d 

~....£!L~ 
Prol,~'lon 

F.clor 

Projlet.d Ini.rim uis 
Totir Capp.d 

.!:!.!!i!..-~ Uup. R.tn R . ....nu. 

185

". 
M.!W SI\o(" Rn. 51&" X 314" 2,$02 

~ 2.32',1, 
8,541.358 
6,541,358 

6,000 6,041,686 

~ 4 30'10 
6,826,89( 
~ 

&.000 6,301,481 
&,301,4111 

$IUS $106,396 
$106,3gl1 

m
".
'" '90 

M~I tl- fam. 2" &4 

----!!. 2.32% " S6 
5,132.1100 

~ 4.30% 
5,353.615 

~ 
5,353,615 
5 ,353,61~ 

$I02,eo $9.87 51 29.13 SI1 .1 4 $70,1H 
570,744 

'91 
192 
'03".
'" 

Co~ $16' X 31(" 36 
, . 2 

I 112" 12 

----'!. 2.32% 

37 
2 

12 
51 

146,1 30 
108,120 
513,650 
76a,1OO 

1411,130 
108,120 
513,1150 
1611,100 4.30% 

15<4,500 
110,6113 
535,1148 
60 1,12& 

154.500 
"0,8&3 
535948 
1501.128 

$12.85 
S32.13 
$64.25 

$U1 
IU1 
SU7 

$1 ,845 
11 ,0c46 

116. 1~ 

140.)6 
$&0.10 

SI 1.14 
SI1.14 
$11.14 

52,318 
51 ,314 
S6,1I38 

$10.510 

'06 To'" ----2:2!.. 2.32% 3,106 !!:.1!!:ill. ~ 4,30'10 ~ ~ $HII,'64 5187.712 

01 '" ~ 

01 
19& 
19. 

MlrIOI'IOaks Ru. !\.I&'XlI4" 
I' 

15,591 
165 

1S,II19 
161 

63,333, 194 
66U46 

6,000 
6,000 

49,692,447 
528,3~6 

85,328,190 
6111,049 

8,000 
6,000 

51 .257,1511 
544.989 

$1 2.11 
$12 ,711 

19.29 
19.28 

113.82 
513.112 

I US 
IU5 

$677,378 
17,1118 

200 

201 
---..l::!!. 1.46% 15,986 ~ ~ 3.15% ~ ~ $684,562 

'02 Com, S/8"X3W IH 146 535,090 535,090 55U4$ 551,945 $12.711 $11,114 1 13.&2 $10.7" 11,$46 
203 
20<"'.'06 

"""'."'.210 Meredith Manor 

Tolal 

Rn. 

1 112' 36 
,. 36 

3" 12 

----ll!. 

--1!.!!!. 
$I8"XlI4" 2~ 

1.46',1, 

1.46'1. 

37 
31 
12 

231 

\6 ,217 

2&7 

656,390 
1,~53,639 

2,816, 100 
5,463,2 111 

~ 

3,103.330 6.000 

656,390 
1,453,631 
2.S18,100 

~ 

~ 

1.432,080 

3.\5% 

3.15% 

877,066 
1,499,421 
2,906,870 

~ 

~ 
3,253,531 &,000 

671,066 
1,49 9,4211 
2,;00,&70 
5,635,310 

~ 
1,50 1,393 

163,95 
Sl02 32 
$204.64 

$12.84 

III.Q( 
$i.II' 
$9.94 

SU4 

S8119,&77 

$11 ,0&0 

$6\1.12 
1110.60 
122 1,20 

$11.22 

IIO,H 
$10,H 
SlO.14 

14,23 

19.0211 
$20,1116 
$33,1174 
571,& 45 

1756,407 

SIJ,all3 
211 
212 

'"2,.
".".
211 

Com, 

TOI"I 

I " 

,. 
12 

----!2!. 

" ~ 
---"-' 

1.30% 

1.30% 

1.30',1, 

12 
309 

36 
16 

345 

75,010 
3,1711,340 

1171,690 
e11.6~ 

4.056.030 

6,000 -.!.?d!B. 
~ 

877,690 
811,6110 

~ 

4.64% 

4.84% 

4,64% 

78,640 
J.3R 112 

120,170 
820,170 

~ 

11,000 &8,740 
1,570, 133 

920,170 
$20,170 

2,490,303 

$1 2114 

532.10 

SU4 

15.81 

1467 
1"fj']6f 

S6.502 
S6.502 

S18,069 

111.22 

5211.06 

$4.13 

55.08 

1428 
$10.109 

$568' 
$5,884 

$15,713 

'"2t$ 
220 
221 
222 

Momin~lw Ku. $18' X lI4" 334 
I" U 

-!!!. 0.65% 

336 
85 

421 

2.792,325 
883,810 

3,676,135 

11,000 
11.000 

1,536,852 
U3,120 

~ 0.111'10 

Vg7,630 
&9 5,09 
~ 

&,000 
is,Ooo 

1,539,772 
~94 038 

2.023,& 10 

$25." 
525,41 

51.0 
$1.48 

$20.055 
15,781 

$25.1138 

$30,10 
$30. 10 

$11.88 
$8.86 

S23,1!>6 
16.11411 

$30,604 

22l Ru. S.w.On\y' 5/a" X3W 14 ,. 0 o o o S61 .03 50.00 S854 S72.30 10.00 $1,012 
2~4 

'"". 
m 

Tolal 

----1!. 

----!ll. 

O. 6~% 

0.65'1. 

14 

~3S 

0 

3.1176. 135 

0" 

l2!!:!ll 

"fA 

0.1 9% 

0" 

~ 

0" 

2,023.&10 

5854 

528,690 

$1 ,0 \2 

531 ,6 16 

2211 

'" 
P, lm Pon fln. ~III" X 314" \.1112 1,234 5.091,894 6.000 4,392,414 5,4 tS ,4113 8,000 4,66e,06 1 $13.28 SD9 541 ,538 132.48 513.111 SlOI ,555 

230 

231 

Total ~ 3 Wlo 1.234 5,097.894 .!oill.!.l.! 623% ~ 4,666,061 541 ,538 SlOI ,555 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WASTEWATER REVENUE CALCULATION ·1995INTERIM ALT. 1 


19951nt. rlm All1: Prosent Capped Siand Aloll!! R.1Itu 1@ $52W & $65 WoN) with Stand Alone Increase 


Comp"ny: SSU I FPSC Jurlsdlcllon FPSC 
00dI,1 No.: i5G4iS.WS Schedul,: E·n 
Sch,duI' Yur Er»ed: t2l3119S Plge CI of 12 
Wiler (I Wultwller (x] Preparar. 6.nelol 
Inle rim [_I Flnll [I Supporting Schedulu: 
HIJlorlef.l [~I ProJeeted (~] El·1 . PfoJee~on F.CCorT.b 
fPSC Unlfoon I~I FPSC Non·unifonn (x] County R'QUlaled II 

ExpIanltion; If . proJeded lui ~ellf is us,d. provid•• schedule 01 hhtorieal Ind proj.cled bills Ind c.onsumpUon by cI.ulrtU~on . 

Indude. talculltion ef nell pro]ectlon f~clor on I upallie mldlll • • 1f n,eunry Ust oth. r classls Of mlt.r SllU u applicable. 
II) 111 II) 1') III I'J IT) II) (I ' III) '''' CIII In, 1"1 CII) I II) 111) I " ) ... 

CONSU MP TION SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 
NUMBER Of BILLS HI.io'kalliU Pro~elad lotlrlm I"S Pri.tnt C,ppld S ... . Alont Rit.. Interim Rlln IStand Alonl Inc.) 

UM Ptl nt "'II" HistOrical Projection ProJectld Tolal C.ppl d ProJ.ctlon To...1 C.pped BFC Gillon.g. BFC G.non~ga 

N.~ CIIIS~ Sh l ~~--1!!! ~~~ ~ ~~~ Rlt•• ~~~~~ 

232 Plim T.mlCI Ru. 5111' X3/4' 12.330 12.36CI 50.396.091 8.000 39.383.0S8 50.396.091 6.000 39.383,05& $11.90 5351 S287,177 $14.34 suo 5346,104 
m 0.31% t2 .36CI 0.00% $281.111 134&)04~ ~ ~ ~ ~,34 

'" 

C~. 518' X3/4" 8 ~0.640 40.640 40.640 40,640 $ 11 .90 $<1 .28 S26i $14.34 $5.16 $325'"n. ----, 031% 40.640 40.640 0.00% 40.640 40.&<40 $269 5315 
2J7 

TOlal 0.31 % 12.376 O,OO '~ $28 8.046 $347.028~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
'" 518 " X3W 300240 P.'m P.r\( Res. '02 1,282.290 6.000 ge800 1.384,232 6.000 1,0117,010 $1 8.8e sa.38 $14,644 $18.53 n .23 514.371 

'" -;00 0.78% 302 1,282 .290 888.430 a5% ~ 1.0CI7.010 $14.6H $14.377 

'42 
Com 5WX3I4" 36 36 459.170 459.170 495.i'14 US.Cl14 $I ue $1 0.08 $5.666 $18.53 $Ul 55.559 

01 '",« 1 112" 12 12 1.191 .320 1.191 .320 1.286.030 1.286.030 $94 .40 $10.06 $14 ,070 $92.66 $9.87 $13 .&05 
~ ---.-, 0.78% 48 1.650.490 1.650.490 1.95% 1.781.704 $1i.136 m,364~ CJ) ,'".. 

247 Tolil ,<8 0.78% 351 2.638.920 1.9S% 2.848.11 4 534.380 $33.141 

'" 
~ ~ 

HQ Point O' Woods Rn. 518" X3.'4" 1.498 1.548 4.Q2J.310 &.000 4.489100 5.269.911 6,000 4,80S.133 5 '8,44 $7.sa $6U72 $I UO sa.04 "U74 
3.33% 1.548 4.923.310 1.04% ~ U05.133 $64.812 $6U1~'" ---..1!!!. ~ 

,$I 
Mulli-Flm. 518" X3/.. 133 131 412,060 412.060 "1,069 441 .069 $18.H SUl $6.526 $IUO $9,&4'" ---1-"­253 3.33% 137 41 2.060 412.060 1.04% "',069 4H,069 $6.528". C~ 518' X 314' 24 25 24C1.470 246.470 283.821 263.821 S,8,H 5901 $2.lSS4 $1 9.60 U64,'".. ---,-, 3.33% 25 24C1.470 248.HO 1.04% 263.821 2&3.82 1 ffi5:i 

'57 
25' Toill 3.33% 1.710 5.58t.a40 5.147 .830 1.04% 5.510.023 $74.252 HUH 

260 SlltS~S R... 5f8-X3I4' \.Ii8 1.208 2.219.3H 6.000 2,128.404 2,339.~9 6.000 2 , la2 .~1 SI U7 U .05 t28,81ro SIU I ..... S24,S H, 
m .. 

~ ~ 

083% 1.208 2.279.374 2.126.404 2.64% 2.182.54\ 28.890 S2U14----1!!!.,,, ~ 

Com. 518" X 3/4" 115 1\6 729.640 129.&40 148.902 146.902 SI U7 " .00 ".043 StUI IS.S7 55.$53'" 2" 3.&02,200 3.802.200 3.902.518 3.902.578 $10 3.78 " .00 $26.140 $iS.30 SHl $24 .024,0. H 
26' 4- 12 "12 6.307.500 U01.5OO 8.414 ola 8 47?' 6 5324 25 " .00 $43.124 S2i7.82 $5.57 

1$1 o.e3% 152 2.64% $75.307~ ~ ~ ~ '"281 

'" 
 Total 0.83% 1.350 2.64% S!OUIl7 5i3.725
~ ~ ~ ~ ~leg 
270 S~~1f L.ke o.~. Res. ~8" X 1/4" 312 1.797.250 6.000 1,132.820 1.893.563 6.000 1.193.539 saUi 18 08 516.637 $12.19 512.05 $24.809 
271 '" 
272 Total ___'_1_' 1.71% 318 1.797,250 1.132.820 5.36% 1.193.539 $16.637 S2U09~ m 

I:\lSAS\1 ~5\RATECASE\lH TERlM\scHEOUlEIf 13_SCN5.XlS l'M~ 
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WASTEWATER REVENUE CALCULATION" 1995 INTERIM ALT, 1 

19951nterlm Att , 1; Present C.pped Stand Alone R.t" I@S52W& S65 WW) wllh Stollnd Arone Increlle 


Comp.ny; SSU I FPSC Jurisdiction FPSC 
OodIetNo ' 9S0495-WS SChedule: E·13 
5th.duI. Year Ended 12131195 P'908 01 12 
Wiler [I w.s........r[~1 Pflpaflr: Senclnl 
IM,rim [x1 Fin.111 supportinog SdI.dulll' 
Hillonc.l [xl Projected [xl EI.I, Projection Factor hb 
FPSC UnilOfTTl[X' FPSC Non·unlfoon [x, County Regul.lt11l1 

E..pI.n.Iion, If. projected lesl 'fur Is uI.d, provide • schedul. of III s1onc.!.00 projeeled bills.oo consumption try clusiflcltion 
Indude. Ulleul.bon ollllch p<o~ction factor 00 . upar.le .chedul. , if n.ClU.ry Uti Olher classes Of melet .IUI ...pp!ielbl. 

1'1 /11 1'1 I., 111 1'1 f1I (II 1'1 I'"l 1111 III) In) II.) III, I'" "Tt 1111 1111 
CONSUMPTION SCHEDULE YEAR REVENUES 

NUMSER OF SILLS HI.lone.1 1994 Projlel.d Inl.rlm un PI","1 C.pl"tC! 51.1. Alone RI," Inlerim R.,,,,Stll'HI Alone Ine ,1 
elM Pl,nl M,ler HI.lorlc.l PrOjecllon Proj.cltd ToUI C.pped Pfoj.cllOr'l Totll Cipped BFC-- Ganonllll BFC 0.1101110­

N.".,. CI... Site 1194 F.elor 1995 flelor Ral.. Rat.. R ...... nu.~~~ ~~~~ ~~~ 

c~ 518" X 31." 55 55 15,,.0 15,9.0 76.623 SI ll 69 $10.09 $1 ,1511 12129 $10.111'" 0.9% 55 75,~0 75,~0 711J~23 $1,856'20 ---!!. 09'"' 
32' 
322 Toill 2,130 0.9% 2,140 090% 7,637,339 $106,4118 'llli.12'~ ,!;lli;ll2.~ 
32' 
32. Sunshln. P.rl<wly c~ 5rI8. X 314" 1,722.731 1,122,131 1,722,73 1 1,122.731 SlS.59 53.92 51,4&6 '23.90 16" SI1 ,477 
325 11/2· "12 "13 60,960 60,9110 60,980 00.'" '17 95 $3.112 $1.252 '119." 16" $1 ,919 

'26 16"2" 13 3c43,eoo ~uoo 3d,BOO 34UOO $12.72 $3112 $2,9&11 ,191 17 $4,551 
327 30 111,511920 19,511,920 111.511 ,1120 19511920 5392 $382 34 16"" '2.9.•• :,114 '" iOS IH~I'" ,".. 000% 21,639:01 II ,421 ~ ~ ~'"32. 

'30 ~
TOI.I \05 8S1% 114 0.00% 181,421 1150,890~ ~ ~ ,3\ ,..,332 Untv.rsity StIofn R.. 5IB" X 31." 37,292 39,992 287,483,380 8.000 115.219,.17 307,060.m 6.000 1&7,151,859 I1H2 53 or $1,011,251 '19.53 $I ,68.,IIB1 ~ 333 .." \3 111 ,090 6.000 13,170 ' .000 14,067 S1H2 $3,07 $211 I1UJ ,..,

<Xl ," .." Sti9,150 6 .000 225,&40 '.000 241,006 SIH2 $301 '1 ,330 $19.53 ,.., '2"",101 '" 335 37,350" 7.24% 40.054 268,090,620 681% i1.0n.Il0 

Ru S ...... Or\Iy 12 13 o o SO.OO 5351 $.4H2 so 00 1551SIB· X31.· -------;r '215.117 

'" '" 
'36 

13 ====i 
~ 

.. Nt, 

~ 

.. lffi 

~ 

sm
1.2.%

33' ".,,, 
.0" ".c= 5rI8. X 314" \02 2.00U80 2,009,880 2,146.153 2,146.753 IIH2 $36S '11,254 $111 ,53 15.19 114,559 

250 2,733,456 2,133.456 2,919.&<M 2,9'U04 111.83 SUS 515,731 .21130 15.19 524.151'" I" 25 21 1,089,590 1,089.590 1,163.7111 1,183,191 1l1.05 '3.8S $5,121 $.48,&4 $519 '8.057'" 1 112- 12 13 55,500 55.500 59,280 511,2110 S82.10 51.025 U7Bl 15,19 '!.IUJ 
2" 21,309,300 21.309.300 22,760.463 n.1ea ,~ $99.38 I3.U $86,541 "stl2T $1:M1.159 

'45 " ",. 8.5411,400 B.5.c8 .•00 11.130.546 9,130,548 S9i360 ,Ul $59,.34 11,562.73 15.79 '93,491'"I~ " 11 21,103,500 21,103,500 23,181 SOlI 2311U~ $1 ,42830 '3.6S $101,0111 12,24643 '5 19 1158.932". m" 12.% .82 681% 12111.131 $.431,5H 

, '".. "" '519 

~~ ~ ~'" ". PUb. AUth . lilT 12 12 348,300 304B,3oo 372.0111 S82,10 53.68 $2,11. '91.67 1519 13,321 
'50 '" IT 000% 12 3411,300 348.300 681% 372 ,01i~ 12,114 h .326 

352 '" Spc. Com. 5/8" )( 3/•• ,. 39 23,319,380 23,319.360 2. ,907,430 2.,901,.30 $12.42 "60 '92,1.3 519 53 '5.79 $14. ,916 
353 I" 3,.15,120 3,.15.120 3,647,690 3.SH,e90 $31 .05 n .&! "4,63-4 ••88. IH9 '23.025 

11/2" 

,. ,." 2,484.900 2.4&4,900 2,654.122 2,6504 ,122 $62.10 $36B '11 .382 59761 15.19 117,906'" T " ,. 39 1.837,000 8,370.100 B.370,700 S99.36 u.es '34.B19 $1 56 27 ,S19 S!>4,S61355 
". ffi' 724% 142 6 B'% '152,el8 '2.0,.68~ ~ ~ 

'" TOIII 724% 40,702 210.312,553 681% ~ 288,120 836 ., 506,2.4'58 ~ ~ 1 1 ~ 

360 $907 
36 1 I,on '62% 1,039 ~ un,lee 0.18% 5.603.554 $51,304 '42.88a 
'" Venell.n Viii.!!" Ru. SIB" X 3/4" 1,022 1.039 ~ 11.000 4,372,168 5,603.554 6.000 . ,380,056 S17.88 '58,304 S13 16 16" S42,see 

~ 
362 

I "SASI 19951RII TfCASEIINT ERIMISCHEOULEIf 13_ SCN5 XlS )0117-115 

http:2.,901,.30
http:11,562.73
http:115.219,.17
http:n.ClU.ry
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PROJECTED SCHEDULE YEAR WASTEWATER REVENUE CALCULATION - 1995 INTERIM ALT. 1 

1995 Interim All , 1 : Presenl Clpped Stlnd Alonl Rlt'l (@$52W&$65WW)withStlndAlon,'nereue 

Company: SSU I FPSC Jurisdiellon FPSC 
I)oekel No 9~9~v.$ SdIed.H E·13 
Schedu!eVllrEnded 12131195 Plge 120112 
Waler (I Wulewtllr [xl Pfe~flr. Bloom 
InllfNTI(_1 Fll'lill [] SuJl9Of1itlo Schedules: 

HltlOftUll '-I ProjeC1ed [xl El·l , Projedlon F~or Tlb 
FPSC Un,loml [xl FPSC NOI'I.unilofm (-1 County R'gul.',d ( I 

&planabon II a projecled tell yur I. u.ed. provide. echedule of hllloriclllOd projtded biIIl'od <:Ofl l urnplion by c:lassiflCltion 
Include. ealeulabon 01 each ~ction fletar on I "~"'I 'ctledule,IIIIIU'''!),:. U,I other dln.n 01 meier .lles" I~uble . ,., m ., 11', 1111 lUI lIS) t"l till I'" ,." ,.• t'"'" CONSUMPTION SCHEDUL.E YEAR REVENUES 

NUMBER OF BIL.L.S HI.lonClI'"'' ProJlct.d Int.nm "I! P,.Hnt Clp,*,ltI, Atone RIte. interim Retn (SlIInd Alone Inc.1 
LIM PI.nt M,I,r HI.tone.1 Proj,etlOfl Prot-cled lOlill Capped Prot-ctlon lOlill CIPped .Fe GJltlo~ge, .Fe G.'lonl;. 

N._ Clu. Sin F.~lo' 1195 Uni! Una! factOI' UIII! Ulli! Rat" R.....nlll Rlt.. 

'" " " "" 
....~ .." 

Spring Glld,n. 21 Rn. 518" X 3W 1,470 1,5111 5 ,1121 ,221 ' .000 '' ,286.Il00 6,OII8,,,S9 ' .000 .. "'3.eal ~.31 S2..&8 123.561 S2.~8 $235&4." 
~ ~ 

.. " 
~~ 

<9, 1,470 ,,.. Uti 5,1121 ,221 4,286.800 2.96'10 6.096,4S9 4.413.eal 123.569 S23,5&4.., 
m e~ 518" X 314" 	 20.4,930 204,930 210,9IIC 210,tIIfI $UI IU8 $729 $U2 $2.118 1728 
m 	 ,." " 622.500 622.500 640,1126 440,1128 $3 573 ...., $U8 $3,51$

". 	 '" ,. ,,.. ----!!. " 627.430 627,430 ,,,. 651 ,922 651,922 "" $4,302 ...,.. "''' 
."'" ,"', '.506 3.36% 6,748,651 5,114,230 ".. 6,He•.., 1 5 ,2115,611 $27.871 121,au~ 

". TrtljII~!lsles Rei . Sew. Only !./8"X 314" 2,629 113.33 SO" $39,M3 SO" $109,7"7'" U92 , , , .,." 
500 Toltl 2,629 1382% , , NIA 	 , $39,M3 St09,747 '" ----1:!!!.
'OI 

(]1 	 50' Valenoa TellICO! 31 R.. 518" X 314" 3,981 4,115 22,479,723 9.725 15,643,346 23,145123 9.725 16. 100,3119 se.49 $t.56 $60,002 '.506 S277 1106,587 

50' 3,981 22.419,723 '5,643,346 23,145,123 16,11)6,369 $60,062 $1015,5117 ~ 	 ... ,,,.----!:.!.ll ".. 
50' c~ 5/8" X 314" 563.1128 563,1128 580,620 580,1110 .... $. _56 11,211 $1506 1277 $1,258 
506 " "70 .30,152 130,752 134,622 .34.622 $2 122 $1 .56 $1 ,695 S37,64 S217 n,008 
507 ,. '" • 112" "12 12 685,859 68S,859 706, .60 706.leo $4249 $1.58 $1 ,612 S75.37 1217 U ,860 
50. 12 12 138 OlD 136,010 142095 142095 $6791 $1 .56 ",037 Sl2046 $211 $I'" 
509 ". ,". ~ 1.518,549 I ,S18,549 2.96% 1,563,"98 1,563,498 15,8,& $9,9&4 
,to 

To ••• 	 4,115 3_36% 4.2SJ 23,998,272 17.16l,895 ,,,. 24,708,621 ~887 seS,677 S116,551 '" '" '" 	 150,345 15-4,1165 1,568,448,078 1,"36,710,171 1.24% 1,587,910,071 1,454,054,054 $1,"22,880 ----si,"54I,&06514 Sub, FP$C Juri•. Non·Unlfom'l Pl.n" 	 3 01'110 

'"516 TollltFPSCJuril. Plent. 	 421 ,706 374% .37,.59 . ,001 ,681 , 167 2.101 ,414,180 3.13'110 4,128.779,113 3,073,IM,69'i1 $18,088,794 $22,570,753 

" These planl._re not pert of 00cIl111920199·WS, lhe,.fore no eapptld iii. files _Ie d..llIfl.d for them. 
21 	 Spring G.roen.wa. tc:qU1"d in 11195. ~ •.". "I.. al1l tha ,.1.. 11'1"_,, being ch.rged upon acquisition. 


Hi.1oricI1 biling delenrin.nl._" I UppiMod dOOng Icqul.ilion. 

The pr~ f.clor. ulld .,.1hI O....I"IIII'I.fIOI projection faelor.Ior.1I pI.nll 


31 Valel'lCl' Terrace WI.lcqtJir1d In 1895. P"..nt rll.. ere fl' relet thll _" being chll'lfld upon ' cqu'sition 

Hlslorical binin9 dele/lY'Wllnll_r••upplied during KqU!.ition, 

Til, projection fac1or. used." Ill. ov,,,' IVlr1Ige projedion f.C1ors for.n pI.nls 


NOTES: 

Numbers may no. Ii, 10 other . ch!ldulu due'o roooding. 

Numbers may nol c.rosdool du.l0 the number of decimll pI.ee • • hown (protected bi~s Ind 1I,lIon. oonlain deCllTl.' place. Iha,.,e no. shown) 


I ~SAS\1995\RATf.CASEUNTERIMISCHEDUlE\E 1 J_SCN5 XLS 	 '0/27195
J 

http:faelor.Ior.1I
http:delenrin.nl
http:G.roen.wa


WITNESS: MORRIS BENCINI 

DOCKET NO. 950495 - WS 

Application f o r  ra te  increase and 

i ncrease i n  servi ce avai  1 abi 1 i t y  charges 

by Southern States U t i  1 i t i e s  

BEFORE THE 
FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

DESCRIPTION : 

Trimming Methodology 

RORHH\ PUBLIC SERVICE COW- 
DOCKET /- 0Yf.C EXHIBIT NO k3 





2.8 BOX PLOTS GRARllC DEStRlFTIONS BhyD ON OUAaTlES (OPTIONAL) 71 

Values that are beyond the inner fences receive special attention because they 
are extreme values that represent relatively rare occurrences. In fact, for mound- 

the inner fences. Two of the 100 gasoline mileage measurements. 30.0 and 44.9. 
fall beyond the inner fences, one on each end of the distribution. These mea- 
suremmts are represented by asterisks (*). 

The other pair of imaginary fences, the outer fences, are defined at a distance 
3(1QR) from each end of the box. Measurements that fall beyond the outer fences 
are represented by 0's and are very extreme measurements that require special 
analysis. Less than one-hundredth of 1% (.01%, or ,0001) of the measurements 
from mound-shaped distributions are expected to fall beyond the outer fences. 
Since no measurement in the gas mileage box plot (Figure 2.20) is represented 
by a 0, we know that none of the measurements fall outside the outer fences. 

Generally. any measurements that fall beyond the inner fences-and certainly 
any that fall beyond the outer fences-are considered potential outliers. Outliers 
are extreme measurements that stand out from the rest of the sample and may 
be faulty-incorrectly recorded observations, members of a different population 
than the rest of the sample or, at the least. very unusual measurements from the 
same population. For example, the two gasoline mileage measurements beyond 
the inner fences may be considered outliers. When we analyze these measure- 
ments, we find that they are correctly recorded. Perhaps they represent mileages 
that correspond to exceptional models of the automobile being tested or to 
unusual gasoline mixtures. Outlier analysis often rweals useful information of 
this kind and therefore plays an important role in the statistical inference-making 
process. 

The elemena (and nomenclature) of box plots are summarized in the box. 
Some aids to the interpretation of box plots are also given on page 72. 

shaped distributions, fewer than 1% of the observations are expected to fall outside r 

- 
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i 

3. .*Anhyzc any mwuremenrs that lie beyond the fences. Fewer than 5% 
should fall beyond the inna fences, men for very s h e d  dismbuuons. 
Meanmrmno beyond the outer fences are probably &, wth one 1 

P The measurement ii incorrect it may have been observed, recorded, 1 
' or entered mto the computer incorrectly. 
b The measurement belongs to a population different from that from ' 
' which the reSt of the sample was drawn (see Example 219). 

The measurement may be conect and from the same population as 
the mt but represents a rare event. GenmUy, we accept thb urph- 

of the foUowiUg urplaaations: 

. w o n  only after carefury m h g  out d others. 



z n BOX ROTS GRAPHIC DESCRIPTIONS WEO ~ . l  CUMTILES (OPTlaWl 

Var I ab I e-T IYE  

3.2452 i 

2.629575 + 

2.01395 + 

I 
1.390525 + 

Perhaps the first thing you notice about the two box plots is that they are arranged 
vertically rather than horitontally. Some statistical software packages, including 
the S M  System used here, use this arrangement. Also. note that the median is 
represented by a dashed line through the box. The plus (+) symbol represents 
the mean in the S M  box plot. Analysis of the box plots on the same numerical 
scale reveals that the distribution of times corresponding to the threatening 
stimulus lies below that of the nonthreatening stimulus. The implication is that 
the reaction times rend IO be faster to the threatening stimulus. Note. too. that 
the upper whiskers of both samples are longer than the lower whiskers, indicating 
that the reaction times are skewed to the right The box length corresponding 
to the threatening stimulus is smaller than rhat for the nonthreatening stimulus, 
indicating less variability in the reaction times to the threatening stimulus. 

No observations in the two samples fall benveen the inner and outet fences 
(denoted by 0 in SAS). However, note that one of the observations correspondin: 
to the threatening srimulus is beyond the outer fence (denoted by *). When the 
rmnrcher carefully examined her notes for the experiments, she found that the 
subject wbwe time was beyond the outer fence had mistakenly been given the 
nonthreatening stimulus. You can see in Figure 2.12 that his rime would have 
been within the upper whisker if moved to the box plot conesponding to the 
nonthreatening stimulus. Of course. the box plots should be reconstructed since 
they will both change slightly when the misclassified reaction rime is moved from 
one sample to the other. 

The researcher concluded that the reactions to the threatening stimulus were 
faster and more predictable (less variable) than those to the nonthreatening 
stimulus. However, she was asked by her Ph.D. committee whether the results 
were statirticdly significant. Their question addresses the issue of whether the 
observed difference between the samples might be attributable to chance or 
sampling variation rather than to real diEerences between the populations. TO 
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answer their question, the researcher must use inferential statistics rather than 
graphic descriptions. We discuss how to compare two samples using inferential 
statistics in Chapter 9. 

I E X E R C I S E S 2.86-2.99 

[Notc: 

!-EARNING THE MECHANICS 

Define &e 25th, 50th. and 75th percentiles of a data set. Explain how they provide a description of 
the data. 
Suppose a data set consisting of exam scores has a lower quartile QL = 60. a median M = 75. and 
an upper quartile Qu = 85. The scores on the exam ranged from 18 to 100. Without having the 
actual scores available to you, construct as much of the box plot as possible. 
Minitab was used to generate the following box plot: 

Starred (*) ucrcises require the use of a computer.) 

. .- 
L Jo 

L 37 
~- 

Z 38 

__-_-_---- 
* 8 _-_____-_-____ I + I  -------- ____-_-_-- 
+-------+---------+---------+--------+ 
0.0 15.0 30.0 4 5 . 0  6 0 . 0  

a. What is the median of the dam set (approximately)? 
b. What  are the upper and lower quardles of the data set (approximately)? 
c. What is the interquartile range of the data Kt (approximately)? 
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system Taxable Taxable Tamble Taxable Taxable -la Taxable Mclass Taxable 
Plant Rlrnhaae 12186 1981 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 Plant 01 12/93 

-e&n ~ Number 1 Mditi 1 nr Mdit' ition i 

Amelia Island 
Apache Shores 
-le valley 
Bey Lake Batate. 
Beacon Hills 
Beechera Point 
BUenaMntua Lakes 
Burnt stor. 
Carlton village 
CIIUIYOt. 
CitNS Park 

Cwared Bridge 
Crystal ~ i v e r  
D..t*yl.. Shore. 
D.W Creek 
m 1 t m  Lake* 
Dol nay 
Druid Hill. 
mst Lake Harris 

Pelll Park 
Pern Terrace 
Fishe-s Haven 
Fountains 
POX R u n  
Friendly Center 
GRn*ra1 Plant 
Geneva Lake El)t.tO. 
Gibsonia Estates 
Colden Terrace 
Go11~1 hland 
Grand Terrace 
Harmony H-S 
Hernits cove 
Hershell Heights 
mbbv Hi11. 
Holiday Haven 
Holiday neighti 
Imperial Terrace 

CitNS Springs 

wt*m,ri.* 

I"t*rc*l.ion city 

1518 
990 
332 
184 
886 
412 
185 
2202 
555 
335 
1111 
906 
2401 
984 
105 
2201 
1806 
336 
334 
551 
1801 
324 
552 
613 
772 
679 
556 
1 

1298 
215 
992 
986 
515 
326 
438 
1902 
558 
513 
121 
510 
780 

12/86 1,228,773 
6/18 10,026 
1910 285,418 

6/81 
1/82 
7/88 
12/95 
12/88 
3/71 
10178 
9/85 
6/89 
1/89 
9/86 
10178 
12/88 

10178 
10178 
5/71 
6/89 
12/61 
8/70 
10187 
8/86 
11/81 
5/77 

3/86 
6/88 
12/19 
3/88 
5/89 
8/64 
8/83 
2/88 
1117 
11/87 
5/87 
1/88 
4/16 

6/89 

0 
1.491.942 

0 
0 
0 

20,243 
18.316 
101,222 

0 
0 

96.766 
500 
0 
0 

100 
4.900 
1,015 

0 
16,859 
12,215 

0 
21.650 

0 
1,967 
15,311) 
9.825 

0 
1.645 

0 
0 

1,125 
2.985 

0 
270 
0 
0 
0 

8.916 

52.521 
0 

4,820 
0 

51,318 
0 
0 
0 

1,715 
4.895 
415 

0 
0 

450 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

275 
0 
0 

2,350 
0 

(12.921) 
450 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

325 

311.346 
925 

5,111 
300 

118,149 
600 

519 
3,320 
5.415 
1.425 

0 
0 

440 
0 

20,358 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

225 
0 
0 
0 

2,250 
275 
0 

500 
2.011 

0 
0 
0 
0 

700 
1.938 

0 
50 
0 
0 

2,400 

226.159 
75 

6,554 
600 

88,433 
2.400 

22,430 
4.855 
5,218 
1,025 
21,152 
3,220 
260 
393 

16,611 
438,819 

0 
0 
0 

3,700 
225 
215 
121 
0 

900 
0 
0 

450 
525 

0 
450 

2.100 
0 
0 

225 
0 

150 
0 

225 
900 

69,576 
15 

10,524 
300 

381,206 
2.026 

38,612 
3,598 

38.403 
225 

17,379 
1110) 

7,411 
0 

59.118 
588.662 

0 
225 
0 

6,100 
0 

1.140 
0 

12.150 
6,098 
225 

(31,9501 
675 

1,115 
0 

150 
4.215 

0 
300 
225 

0 
0 
0 

225 
600 

45,636 
550 

2,900 
0 

56,480 
5.511 

9.168 
6.540 

05.915) 
225 

53.344 
230 
55 
0 

24,366 
424.218 

0 
15 
615 

5.938 
523 
500 
0 

90,155 
1.350 

0 
1.926 
450 

1,215 
0 

225 
22,812 

0 
225 

0 
650 
0 
0 

615 

105,343 
150 

5.111 
675 

53.110 
850 

20.844 
4.450 
4.915 
5,414 
51.133 

230 
125 
0 

16.525 
380.528 

0 
250 
0 

5,100 
125 
225 
625 
415 
225 
0 

11.5161 
1,500 

0 
0 
0 

4.545 
0 
0 

195 
0 

15 
0 
0 

1,100 

94.525 
0 

3,985 
75 

25,816 
0 

51,900 
3 , 6 1 5  
3,141 
300 

91,911 
0 

225 
0 

15,185 
337,440 

0 
0 

525 
1,100 

0 
15 
0 

1,966 
615 

0 

950 
425 
225 
0 

375 
225 
0 
15 
0 

1,050 
0 
0 

225 

11.508) 

2,690 2.131.168 
(101 11,191 
(2121 325,351 

0 1,950 
116.9851 2,256,069 

0 11,386 

0 150,192 
1191 48.431 

131,540) 16,969 
0 116.370 
0 301,585 
0 3,510 
0 105.898 

I01 893 
0 212,162 
0 2,163,668 

I01 
15) 
11) 
0 

1161 
112) 

0 
0 
0 
(21 

56,102 
0 
0 
Ill 
0 
0 
(11 
(31  
0 

I O )  
0 
0 
0 

19) 

100 
5.445 
2.274 
23,138 
18.041 
15.353 

152 
126,946 
13.848 
2.465 
11,139) 
14, 800 
6,011 
1.863 
825 

34,101 
1,349 
4.201 
2,658 
270 

1.915 
0 

450 
15.192 



LOF'LL 
001'5 
05V.6 
OLO'FI 
OS1 
059'L 
05) 
601'LI 
PO?.VI 
V8*'?5 
9F2'81 
OE*'2Cl 
085'929 
085.12 
0 
668 
MF.9 
SIC 
FEL'LI 
590.E 
F66.E 
5VL'I 
808'6 
9LF.V 
OVF'VL 
LL8'595 
SLl'88 - 
F99'0F I521 
OF1'005 0 
0 0 

L~L'PIP'I o 

0 
0 
0 

I91 
0 
0 
0 
0 
ILI 
0 
(PI) 
0 
161'1 
IF11 
0 
I11 
0 
0 
801.2 
0 
I21 
0 
I21 
01 
081'11 
0 
n 

150'F9 FC? 
F16'1FI 18011 
O?? IO) 
LIF'51 IF11 
5LI.51 0 
082 0 
9?F'511 OBI 
6FC.6 0 
5 L5 0 
EIL'IP ILEI 

522 
006.F 
522 
5L2'1 
0 
005') 
EL 
EL? 
525 
520'1 
005 
OF?'?6 
V62'OOE 
528 
0 
0 
015'2 
5L 
52L 
019 
005 
5L 
09V 
522 
061 
860'86 
CV9'8 
?6?'8?2 
522 
988'EFF 
0 

SZI'C 
52L.I 
0 
0 
5L8'? 
0 
010'2 
OOE'I 
0 
OS? 

0 
0 
OS? 
051'1 
0 
008.1 
522 
?tL 
528 
O5C'I 
501 
0 
6FI'?L 
005 
0 
0 
EL9 

'0 
521'1 
ELF'I 
0% 
OLL 
5L9 
0 
OOF 
SF8'EOI 
0 
806'081 
522 
918'EFI 
0 

IOIEl 
O5L.l 
0 
0 
SLB'F 
011 
5L6'E 
OOI'L 
0 
006 

0 
002'1 
520'2 
006 
051 
EL9 
051 
529'1 
SLE'I 
566'8F 
521'1 
0 
E20'18 
592'1 
0 
0 
608'1 
0 
5LI'I 
080'1 
OS2 
082 
SLP 
OOF 
521'1 
9E6.98 
025'2 
61?'102 
522 
82?'2F 
0 

599 
019'1 
0 
OF? 
SLL'L 
0 
F28'1 
522 
SL2 
522 

5L 
0 
520'2 
O5?'2 
0 
522 
0 
52I'I 
00 I 
OSO'? 
05V 
O52'F 
FPF'26 
SLL 
0 
0 
005 
OL 
05? 
0 
522 
082 
521'1 
0 
215.F 
2OO'B?I 
168'95 
060'P15 
OOF 
0 
0 

096 
055'1 
0 
0 
008'1 
OVI 
tL8'11 
v10.1 
5L 
EL9 

61P 
0 
008'1 
OOE 
0 
05v 
0 
OSP'L 
968'2 
68F.8 
586 
001'9 
I65'LL 
5IL 
0 
0 
006 
0 
006 
0 
0 
O?I 
SL2'2 
0 
008 
900'621 
511'02 
088'692 
522 
0 
0 

800'2 
008'2 
0 
522 
521'1 
0 
59V.6 
5 L9 
E22 
osr'~ 

522 
0 
008'1 
OOL 
0 
0 
0 
008 
061'1 
5L9 
055 
059 L 
0 
529'1 
0 
0 
0 
OL 
006 
0 
522 
02) 
5L5.1 
0 
009'1 
0 
0 
0 
SL8 
0 
0 

5L? 
011'9 
0 
5LL 
5LL 
0 
996') 
050'C 
0 
008'1 

VV1'2 
0 
521'1 
05) 
0 
0 
0 
SL8.t 
52i 
0 
SL2 
528'21 
0 
006'1 
0 
522 
0 
0 
05P.l 
0 
0 
OB2 
521'1 
0 
LOI'5 
0 
0 
0 
055'2 
0 
0 
0 
5L2.1 
065'F 
0 
0 
0 
0 
258'6 
5L6 
0 
SL2'2 

riz'vz 
0 
0 
008'5 
0 
0 
0 
52L.L 
5L6'9 
0 
092'PI 
EL8.L 
0 
8L6'FI 
0 
5L9 
0 
0 
006'8 
0 
5P5'2 
0 
OOI'C 
558'F 
162'Z9 
0 
0 
0 
E90'92 
0 
0 
0 
050'55 
9II'EIl 
Opt 
016'EI 
0 
0 
206'OL 
0 
0 
695'FF 

5816 
88/L 
LB/L 
F8/8 
0819 
88/21 
1611 
9815 

08/01 
88IL 
tLlI 
59/11 
6819 
8L/O1 
F8/F 
LLICI 
88/21 
L8/9 

1611 
08/8 
L8/L 
18/B 
9LI21 
LLIL 
6819 
6819 
6819 
0819 
1619 
5816 
5611 
5916 
6918 
81/01 
29/11 
88/2 
LBIL 
58/5 
98lL 
18/11 
E8121 

oa/r 

5111 
886 
586, 
6F? 
LV? 

COEL 
8L5 

5601 
t?? 
L86 
F55 
28L 
LO6 
t95 
VP? 
655 
lot2 
6291 
OW 
6LS 
*I2 
COLI 
F66 
295 
OFF 

9011 
LO92 
1092 
5L9 

1062 
?501 
566 
FLF 
012 
*01 
52F 
FLL 
IOLI 
?60I 
6L2I 
LO81 
OL? 



Syeten Taxable Taxable Taxable Taxable Taxable T-bl. Taxable R.class Taxable 
Plant 01 12193 Plant R L I C h a S O  12/86 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 

Plat N e  Nunber Date Balance Additions Addif ion. Additi Additions Additions Add ition. m i t i  on. 8.lan ce -1- 

w i r .  Villas 
SaIatwm Harbur 
Seaward 
Silver Lake oaks 
Silver Lakes 
skycre.t 
Sprincr oardM* 
spring Hill 
St. Johns Highlands 
Stone muntain 
sugar Creek 
sugar nil1 
sugar niii wood. 
sunny Hills 
Sunshine Parkway 
Tropical Park 
university shores 
Valencia Terrace 
Velrico Hills 
venetian Villapr, 
WelaLn 
w**t*m mors. 
neatront 
Windsong 
wooher. 
uwten 
zmhur Shore. 

1118 
448 
1906 
473 
574 
551 
994 
1701 
471 
565 
212 
1801 
989 
1801 
560 
781 
106 
554 
1901 
567 
447 
566 
122 
783 
888 
446 

10187 
9/83 
6/89 
10189 
2/88 
8170 
1195 
6189 
12/83 
11178 
8 / 0 0  
8/87 
12/88 
6/89 
4186 
9/77 
9178 
1195 
11/87 
7/80 
8/83 
12180 
7/87 
12/85 
3/81 
8/03 

0 
655 
0 
0 
0 

18,519 
0 
0 

6,714 
1.875 
10,050 

0 
0 
0 

33,226 
23.644 

2,610,100 
0 
0 

8,013 
2,900 
12,990 

0 
29.850 
569.313 

275 

510 
450 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

675 
0 

675 
1,950 

0 
0 
0 

2,550 
18,453 

0 
0 

1,525 
325 

1,175 
830 

5.850 
250 
0 

0 
275 
0 
0 

16,081 
375 

0 
450 
225 
225 

4,712 
8,091 

0 
0 
0 

103,522 

0 
2,575 
450 

14.344 
180 

1.575 
53.850 

615 

0 
250 
0 
0 

29,143 
500 

680.126 
675 
0 

225 
42,818 
63.465 
2.020 

0 
2.125 

239.553 

0 
900 
225 

6,710 
560 
0 

225 
1.113 

0 
450 

2.780 
0 

28.110 
0 

988,201 
555 
0 

225 
8,211 
50,830 
9.942 
225 
525 

41,199 

0 
1.850 
700 

36,233 
900 
0 

550 
0 

0 
250 
535 
0 

11,535 
0 

307.460 
0 
0 

225 
51,686 
101.675 

941 
6,304 
1,260 

299.232 

0 
225 
225 

10.846 
695 
0 

1,175 
950 

0 
500 

4,244 
0 

6,390 
0 

449.776 
300 
125 
750 

1.611 
159,544 
2.185 

0 
225 

116,923 

0 
1.250 
725 

1.460 
1,055 

0 
1,043 

0 

0 
0 

8,783 
75 

4,460 
0 

238.178 
0 
0 
0 

4,399 
70.995 
2,889 

0 
1,094 
72,260 

0 
225 
225 

3,617 
0 
75 

3,931 
0 

0 
111 
0 
0 
0 

118) 

0 
(61 
12) 
I101 
0 
0 
0 
0 

I131 
18731 

0 
I81 
131 
112) 
0 

(12.6501 
(5431 

101 

510 
2.829 
16,341 

75 
102,379 
19,376 

2.663.740 
9,373 
2,323 
12,365 
117,388 
454.600 
17,977 
39,755 
31.401 

3,500,369 

0 
16,555 
5,772 
88.361 
4,320 
14,700 
619.794 
3.013 

1427 9/86 96.381 5.850 0 0 0 0 0 0 102.231 
(7.3361 20.161.409 7,302.301 203.424 726.123 1.  530.317 3.298.139 2.0oi.900 1.931.7a7 2.1 74,814 



system Taxable Taxable Reclass Taxable 1995 Taxable 1996 Taxable 
Plant Purchase 12/93 1994 Plant 01 12/94 Additions 12/95 Additions 12/96 

PLIst N-r Date 8.1uICB Additions Ba 1YIce 8.1YIee 1Mmsl Balance l*PR.I -lance 

Ameli* I.land 
rpache Shores 
Apple valley 
gay lak* mt*tes 
Beacon Hills 
a*echsrs Point 
me".Ye"tYra La.. 
Burnt store 
car1ton vi11.g. 
CbUlUOt. 
Citrus Park 
CitN* Spring. 
Covered Bridge 
Crystal River 
DaetIYler Shoraa 
an Creek 
rmltom lakes 
Dol Pay 
Druid Hills 

Wt.IpPI-i** 
East L.k. Herria 

Fern Park 
Fern Terrace 
F1ahe-S Haven 
F-tairUl 
Fox Run 
Friendly Center 
Qen.r.1 Plant 
Geneva Lake Bitetes 
cibsoni. u*tatea 
Gelda Terrace 
oospel Island 
Grand Terrace 
Ha-y Homes 
Henits Cove 
Hershell Heights 
Hobby Hilla 
Holiday Haven 
Holiday Heights 
Imperial Terrace 
I"ter'ce.sion city 

P 

1518 
990 
332 
784 
886 
472 
785 
2202 
555 
335 
1111 
906 
2401 
984 
105 
2201 
1806 
336 
334 
557 
1801 
324 
552 
673 

679 
556 
1 

1298 

992 
986 
575 
326 
438 
1902 
558 
573 
121 
510 
180 

172 

ai5 

12/86 2,137,168 113,212 
6/18 11,791 300 
1970 325,351 8.618 

6/81 
1/82 
7/88 
12/95 
12/88 
3177 
loll8 
9/85 
6/89 
1/89 
9/86 
10178 
12/88 
6/89 
10178 
10118 
5/17 
6/89 
12/61 
8/10 
10181 
8/86 
11/81 
5/77 

3/86 
6/88 
12/19 
3/88 
5/89 
8/64 
8/83 

7/11 
11/87 
5/81 
7/88 
4/76 

2/88 

1.950 225 
1,256,069 11,955 

11,386 1,200 

150,192 95,198 
40.137 2,125 
76.969 3,482 
116,310 150 
307,585 79.693 
3,510 150 

105,898 225 
893 0 

212,162 13,891 
2.169.668 269,531 

100 0 
5.445 15 
2.214 15 
23.738 1,650 
18,041 15 
15,353 0 

152 225 
126,946 2.204 
13.848 150 
2.465 0 
(1,1391 1,139 
14.800 500 
6,011 11,143 
1.863 0 
825 0 

34,101 0 
1.349 0 
4.201 175 
2.658 225 
210 0 

1.915 15 
0 0 

450 1,050 
15,192 772 

2,250,380 82.629 2,333,009 86,502 2,419,511 
12.091 0 12,091 0 12,091 

4.125 343.485 334,035 4,125 338,160 
2,175 

(201 2,328.004 
12,586 

245.390 
50.562 
80,451 
116,520 
387,218 
3,120 

106.123 
893 

226,059 
2.439.199 

100 
5,520 
2.349 
25.388 
18,116 
15,353 

977 
129,150 
13,998 
2,465 

0 
15,300 
17,160 
7,863 
825 

34,107 
1,349 
4,682 
2,883 
270 

2.050 
0 

1,500 
15,964 

225 2,400 
30,150 2.358.154 
5,400 17,986 

24.318 269.708 
2.415 53,031 
3.375 83.826 

0 116.520 
47.824 435.102 

760 4,480 
205 106.328 
0 893 
0 226,059 

401.921 2,841,110 
0 100 
0 5,520 

225 2,514 
1,100 26.488 

0 18,116 
450 15,803 
0 917 

675 129.825 
1.125 15,123 

0 0 
225 15.525 
375 17,535 

0 1.465 

~. 
0 1,863 
0 825 

6,525 40,632 
0 1.349 
0 4,682 
0 2.883 
0 210 
0 2.050 
0 0 

225 1,725 
1.575 11,539 

450 2,850 
48.150 2,406,304 
3.600 11.586 

111,165 117.165 
31,266 300.914 

3.150 86,976 
1.125 111,645 

44.688 479.190 
760 5.240 
410 106,138 

0 893 
0 226.059 

371.176 3,212,296 
0 100 
0 5.520 

1.400 27.888 
225 18,341 
450 16,253 
225 1.202 

1,515 131,400 
goo i6.oa3 
0 2.465 
0 0 

300 15,825 
450 17,985 
0 7,863 

' 225 1,050 
4.050 44.682 

0 1.349 
0 4.682 
15 2.958 
0 210 

225 1.275 
0 0 

225 1.950 
1.350 18.889 

2.2~0 55,281 

450 3.024 

"(I. 4 



SYatem Taxable Taxable Reclasa Taxable 1995 Taxable 1996 Taxable 

PlMt N- Nmber M t e  BalrnCB Add1 tion, Balance BalMCB 1-1 EdMC. ~IIFRJIl 8 .1MC.  

Plant Purchase 12/93 1994 Plant 01 12/94 Additions 12/95 Additions 12/96 

Interlachen Lake 
.JUng1* cml 
Xeystone club 
Keystone Heishts 
Xingmwc4 
Lake Aiay 
Lake Branthy 
Lake Conmy 
Lake Gibson 
Lake Harriet 
hkelide 
Lakwisr  Villas 
Lehiph 
LeilMi Heights 
-reo IlllMd 
narc0 Shore. 
-rim O h  
Mridith !lanor 
mminmia 
Oak Forest 
Oakwood 
Orang= Hill 
Falisadee 
Pal. Part 
Palm Terrace 
Palm v.11.y 
Palm# nobile Park 
Park !lanor 
PICEiOla h l M d  
Pi". Rim. 
Pine R i d g .  -tat** 
piney Moda 
Point 0' *ood. 
pololv Park 

a i l  Ridge Estate. 
Remimaton Forest 
RIver Grove 
River Park 
Rolling Green 
RO*Uo"t 

Pust.dster viiiwe 

Salt *rings 

470 
1802 
1279 
1094 
1701 
773 
325 
104 
210 
323 
995 
1054 
2901 
675 
2601 
2602 
1106 
330 
562 
993 
1702 
214 
519 
440 
la29 
2301 
559 
444 
564 
907 

553 
987 
443 
1095 
578 
2302 
442 
439 
985 
988 
1115 

78a 

12/83 
11/87 
7/86 
5/85 
1/87 
2/88 
11162 
loll8 
8/69 
9/65 
1/95 
9/85 
6/91 
6/80 
6/89 
6/89 
6/89 
7/77 
12/16 
8/81 
7/87 
8/80 
1191 
1/80 
6187 
12/88 
12/71 
3/83 
10178 
6/89 
11185 
1/74 
7/88 
10180 
5/86 
1/91 
12/88 
6/80 
8/83 
7/87 
7/88 
9/85 

41,212 
575 

9,339 
115.346 

280 
15,115 
15,347 

440 
131,943 
63,051 

0 
500.130 
30.663 

1,414.192 
88,115 
565.871 
74.340 
4,376 
9,808 
1,145 
3,993 
3.065 
17,733 

215 
6.394 
899 
0 

ai.580 
6a6.580 
132,430 
18.236 
54.484 
14.404 
17.109 

(50 
7.650 
150 

13.020 
9.L50 
5,100 
21,302 

1,125 
0 

650 
2,550 

0 
1,660 

0 
0 

1,050 
1.351 

0 
547,117 

0 
251,161 
7.035 

110,408 
750 
15 
676 
300 
0 

1.850 
275 
275 

1,350 
0 
0 

315 
179.164 
6.175 
215 

1.118 
575 

1,450 
300 

2,700 
0 
0 
0 

1,425 
915 

42.331 
575 

9.989 
117,896 

280 
16.835 
15,341 

440 
132.993 
64,402 

0 
0 

1,041,847 
30,663 

1,666,553 

900 43.231 
0 575 

225 10.214 
1,350 119,246 

0 280 
3,150 19,985 

0 15.347 
0 440 
0 132,993 

225 64.627 
0 0 
0 0 

163,845 1,111,692 
225 30.888 

571,830 2,238,383 

10,350 
150 

13,020 
9,450 
6,525 
28.217 

95.210 3,111 
676,285 100,516 
15,090 225 
4.451 0 
10.484 225 
2.045 120 
3,993 0 
4.915 2,025 
18.008 900 

490 0 
7,144 525 
899 0 .. 0 

21.955 (50 
805.744 186.914 
139,205 0 

55.602 3,600 
14.979 675 
18,559 675 

750 ,575 
375 
0 

900 

300 
0 

18,511 215 

.. 

98.921 
776,861 
15,315 
4.451 
10.709 
2,465 
3,993 
6,940 
18.908 

490 
8,269 
899 
0 

22,405 
992,658 

18.736 
59,202 
15,654 
19.234 
2.325 
10,125 

150 
13,920 
9.450 
9.825 

i39.aos 

2 8 . m  

67s 43.912 

375 10,589 
1.800 121,046 

0 280 
3,600 23.585 
225 15,572 
0 440 

300 133,293 
450 65,077 
0 0 
0 0 

188,670 1,400,362 
450 31.338 

214.245 2.512.628 
0 98,921 

102.372 879.233 
0 75,315 
0 4.451 

450 11,159 
4ao 2.885 
0 3,993 

2.925 9,865 
900 19,808 
750 1.240 
600 8.869 
0 899 

0 
675 23,080 

188,097 1,180,755 

225 18,961 
2,025 61.227 
675 16,329 
675 19,909 
675 3,000 
750 11,415 
225 375 
900 14.820 
.* 9,450 

2,475 12,300 
225 28,502 

0. 575 

.. 
2.aso 141.455 



System Tuuble Taxable Reclarr Taxable 1995 Taxable 1996 Taxable 
Plant Eurchase 12/93 1994 P l a n t  01 12/94 Additions 12/95 Additions 12/96 

Number D.t. B.IanEO Additimn BalanC. BaIanCB Irn.1 Balance 1IIpR.l Ballll.2. 

1118 
448 
1906 
413 
514 
551 
994 
2701 
411 
565 
212 
1801 
989 
2801 
560 
181 
106 
554 
1901 
567 
447 
566 

783 
888 
446 

112 

10187 
9/83 
6/89 
10189 
2/88 
8/70 
1/95 
6/89 
12/83 
11/78 
8/80 
8/87 
12/88 
6/89 
4186 
9/11 
9/18 
1/95 
12/87 
1180 
8183 
12/80 
1/81 
12/85 
3/81 
8/83 

510 
2,829 
16,341 

15 
102,379 
19,316 

a .  663.740 
9,313 
2,323 
12,365 
111,388 
454.600 
11,917 
39.155 
31,401 

3.500.369 

0 
16,555 
5,112 

4.320 
24,100 
629.794 
3.013 

88,361 

0 
225 

6,241 
225 

2,915 
15 

414.119 
0 
0 
0 

2.012 
65,050 
3.119 
23,354 

341 
18.281 

0 
125 
0 

1,025 
615 
0 

7,220 
225 

510 
3.054 
22,588 

300 
105.354 
19.451 

3,138,459 
9,313 
2.323 
12.365 
119,400 
519.650 
21,096 
63.109 
31.748 

3,518,650 
0 
0 

11.280 
5,972 
89,381 
4,995 

24.100 
637.014 
3.238 

0 

0 
0 

11,925 
225 
300 

514, I88 
225 
0 

20.808 
119.600 

0 
2,100 

0 
59,625 

0 
0 

900 
225 

1,050 
225 

5,175 
225 

f. 

.. 

.* 

510 
3,054 
22.508 

300 
111,219 
19.676 

300 
3,652,641 

9.598 
2,323 
12,365 
140,208 
639,250 
21.096 
65,809 
31,148 

3,518.275 
0 
0 

18.180 
5.997 
89,381 
6.045 
24.925 
642,189 

3,463 

0 

615 
0 

5,625 
450 
225 

424.258 
225 
0 

.. 

.. 
11.116 
84.825 

0 
1.515 

57,150 
0 
15 
615 
225 

630 
225 

9,615 
450 

215 

.I 

510 
3,054 

300 
122.904 
20,126 

525 
4.076.905 

9,823 
2,323 

152,924 

21.096 
61,384 
31.973 

3,635,425 
0 
75 

18.855 
6.222 
89.387 
6.675 

25.150 
651.864 
3.913 

23,163 

11,365 

ia4.075 

1427 9/85 102.231 0 102.231 1.575 103.806 225 104.031 
,20.161.409 2.412.343 I201 22,513,732 2.404.524 24.918.256 2.1 06.750 27.085.006 

8 

P.O. 6 
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SyStm Taxable Taxable Reelass Taxable 1995 Taxable 1996 Taxable 
Plant Purchase 12/93 1994 Plant 01 12/94 Additions 12/95 Additions 12/96 e 1 ce m. Mc .. B.1 

C i t r u s  Park 
citrus Springs 
c0v.r.d midoc 
Deep Creek 
DeltoM w e .  
Blterpriss 
P i s h e m  Ha- 
F1.Catr.l c-. Park 
Fox Run 
Un*r.1 Plant 
Holiday HWIL 
Jungle can 
Lake 0ib.m 
Lehigh 
Leilani Heights 
IIarco Island 
marc0 Shore. 
mrion 0.b 
mridith LuMr 
MrninWia 
Palm Part 
Pall Terrae. 
Park Mnor 
Pine 6i-e 
Point 0' I M d a  
*lt Spring. 
S e d  
si1v.r L d u  l M b  
South Forty 
Spring Qarda. 
Spring Hill 

%gar Will ywd. 
SUMY Hill. 
Sunshine Parkway 
hwical Isles 
Vnivereicy Shores 
Valacia Terrace 
Valrico Hill. 
Vanetian villawe 
W o h r e  
zephyr Sboru 

sugar nil1 

03 

1518 
990 
332 
886 
472 
785 
2202 
335 
1111 
906 
2401 
2201 
1806 
1801 
673 
340 
619 
1 
513 
1802 
210 
2901 
675 
2601 
2602 
1106 
330 
562 
440 
1429 
444 
907 
981 
1115 
1906 
413 
1113 
994 
2701 
1801 
989 
2801 
560 
2101 
106 
554 
1901 
567 
888 

12186 
6/18 
1970 
1/82 
1/88 
12/95 
12/88 
10118 
9/85 
6/89 
1/89 
12/88 
6/89 
6/89 
10187 
1/80 
11/87 

11/81 
11/87 
8169 
6/91 
6/80 
6/89 
6/89 
6/89 
1/11 
12/16 
1/80 
6/87 
3/83 
6/89 
1188 
9/85 
6/89 
10/89 
9/85 
1195 

1.365.487 
1.961 
81,174 

1.458.314 
2.270 

67.596 
48.991 
103,325 
38.537 
3,930 
23,856 
65.353 

15 
0 

36.006 
16.848 

0 
2,400 

109,800 
113.762 
795.800 
33.513 
478,194 
172,011 
64.658 
29,925 
5,910 
17,100 

0 
0 
0 

96.005 
118,609 
4,651 

0 
1,200 

;/E9 2,131,586 
8/87 152,940 
12/88 356,125 
6/89 2.898 ~. ~~~ 

4/86 49.096 
1988 0 
9/78 4,215,981 
1/95 

129.407 
0 
0 

77,523 
0 

62,206 
0 
0 

62,811 
0 

5,186 
22,281 

0 
0 

16.317 
0 

350 
0 
0 
0 

415.153 
0 

141.954 
550 

0 
0 

132 
0 
0 
0 

350 
0 
0 
0 
0 

135.665 
1.083 
15.100 

0 
0 

11,200 

(1.2601 

(5081 

0 
4.011 

631398 
29,925 
5,970 
11.232 

0 
0 
0 

96.355 
118,609 
4.651 

0 
1,200 

2,461,251 
154.023 
372.425 
2.390 
49,096 

0 
4,227,181 

133.824 
0 
0 

31.674 
0 

5,523 
3.430 

0 
1,000 
960 

0 
5,018 

0 
0 

8.750 
1.932 

0 
0 
0 
0 

140,577 
0 

9.792 
39.132 

3 ,  150 
0 
0 

2,415 
0 

966 
0 

6,762 
0 
0 
0 

350 

164.256 
16,056 

0 
0 

3.500 
0 

80.500 

2,628,718 
1.963 
81,174 

3.571.881 
2.270 

135.325 
52.421 
103,325 
102.348 
4.890 
29,042 
92,652 

15 
0 

61.132 
18,180 

0 
2,400 

109,800 
113,762 

1,351,530 
33.513 
629.940 
212.359 
66.548 
29,925 
5,970 
19.647 

0 
966 

0 
103.117 
118.609 
4,651 

0 
1.550 

2.631.507 
110.019 
372.425 
2.390 
52,596 

0 
4,101,683 

0 
0 

129,888 
0 
0 

91,110 
0 

291,600 
13.150 
6,860 
1,400 
1.000 
640 
0 

8,492 
0 
0 

5,600 
1,932 

0 
0 
0 
0 

155,532 
0 

9.792 
23.100 
14.100 

0 
0 

1.449 
100 
966 
0 

4,341 
0 

4.380 
0 

350 

143.840 
11.596 

0 
0 

2.100 
0 

12.800 

12/87 
7/80 9,838 9.838 350 10.188 100 
1/81 916.545 980.562 4,550 985.112 12.250 991.362 

1421 9/86 186.410 0 186.470 1.400 187.870 1,400 189.270 
16.639. 430 1.100.177 0 17.739.601 672.467 18,412,074 1.0 13.334 19. (25.408 

2,158.606 
1.963 
81,174 

3,665,651 
2,270 

291,600 
148,475 
59.281 
104,725 
104.348 
5,530 
29.042 
101,144 

15 
0 

66,132 
20,111 

0 
2,400 

109.800 
113,762 

1,507,062 
33,513 
639.132 
235,459 
81,248 
19.925 
5,970 
21.096 

700 
1,932 

0 
101,464 
118.609 
9,031 

0 
1.900 

2,115,347 
181.615 
312,425 
2.390 
54,696 

0 
1,380,483 

0 
0 

10.888 
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I C  EXHIBIT NO. i ~ b  

WITNESS: KIMBALL 

DOCKET NO. 950495-WS 

APPLICATION FOR RATE INCREASE BY 

SOUTHERN STATES UTIL IT IES,  I N C .  

BEFORE THE 
FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE C M I S S I O N  

DESCRIPTION ; 

EXCERPTS OF 

AND FPSC DOCUMENT REQUEST No. 76 
PERTAINING TO LEHIGH LAND 

SSU RESPONSES TO OPC INTERROGATORY NO. 207 



SOUTHERN STAES UTlLlTE.5. INC. 

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORIES 
DOCKET NO.: 950495-WS 

REQUESTED B Y  
SET NO: 
INTERROGATORY NO: 
ISSUE DATE: 
w m s s :  
RESPONDENT: 

INTERROGATORY N O  

OPC 
7 
207 
09/29/95 
Judith J. Kimball 
Judith J. Kimball 

207 

Is any of the land purchased from Lehigh Development Corporation or any of the Lehigh companies 
included in the Company’s budgeted 1995 or 1996 test yew rate base? If yes. please identify each parcel 
included in rate base and state the cost of the land included in rate base. ~ 

RESPONSE: 207 

Land purchased from Lehigh Corpcration is included in the Company’s budseed 1995 test year. This land 
is identified as follows: 

Parcel 1: 45.85 acres--wastewater treatment piant and substandard storage. ..Us0 possible site for 
future water ueatment or well field. 

Parcel2 26.94 acTcs--wastewatcr ueatment plant. 

Parcel 3: 10.28 acres- wet weather holding facility for wastewater aaunent plant p r o p o d  on 
Parcel 2.  

Parcel 4: 7.16 acres- ground storage tank and high smice  pumping facility. 

The total cost of the land including overhead and AFLJE€ is $414.605. Although this amount of money is 
in the 1995 Capital Budget and, therefore, in &e Ml%. only Parcel 4 should have been included as used 
and useful. Consnuction of the ground storage tank and high service pumping facility is currently in 
progress. The cost assigned to Parcel 4 totals $33.203. The remaining dollars should be uansfemd to land 
held for fumre use (water $120.840 and Wastewater 3260,562). 



SOUTHERN ST.4TES UTILITIES. IUC 

DOCKET NO.. 050495-WS 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCCMEK'TS 

REQUESTED BY: 
SET KO: 
DOCUMEYT REQUEST NO: 
ISSUE DATE: 
WITNESS: 
RESPONDENT: 

D0CUME;T REQUEST: 

FPSC 
11 
76 
031 Sf96 
Judith I. Kimball 
Judith J. Kimball 

76 

Please provide documents supporting the costs for Parcel 1, purchased for Lehigh Acres Utility. The 
documentation needs to demonsrate fie costs for Tract C and Tract D separately. 

RESPONSE: 16 

Attached az Appendix DR76-A is the Agreement of Purchase and Sale related to the 7.16 acres included in 
Parcel No. 4. These acres were purchase8from Lehigh Corporation at atotal purchase price of S19,36S. 
As indicated in the legal description, Tract C consists of 4.9 acres and Traa D, 2.26 acres. The cos: for 
each mc!  was not separately broken out in the Purchase and Sale Agreement. 

In addition to the Purchase and Sale Agreement, there are also allocated costs to this parcel including labor, 
engineering and A 8; G overhead, and planning and engineering services provided by Hamnan and 
Associates and Ivy. Harris and Walls. Inc. There were also costs incurred for obtaining a special 
exemption from the Lee County Zonins Department. Those costs over and above the acrual land purchase 
price were allocated to all four parcels purchased using a ratio of direct cost by parcel to total direc: cost. 
These costs were allocated to the entire parcel and were not allocated between Tract C and Tract D. 

Original support documentation for the outside allocated costs is included as Appendis DR76-0. The costs 
that are included in the current rate case, however, are budgeted costs and not actual. 

























































In re: Application for a rate 
increase for Orange-Osceola 
Utilities, Inc. in Osceola County, 
and in Bradford, Brevard, Charlotte, 
Citrus, Clay, Collier, Duval, 
Highlands, Lake, Lee, Marion, 
Martin, Nassau, Orange, Osceola, 
Pasco, Putnam, Seminole, St. Johns, 
St. Lucie, Volusia, and Washington 
Counties by Southern States 
Utilities, Inc. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
1 
) Docket No. 950495-WS 
) 
) 
1 
) 

Cross Examination Exhibit /2. d 

Excerpts from Response to OPC Document Request 305 
Uniform Rate Investigation Docket 930880-WS 



SOUTHERN STATES UTILITIES. INC. 

DOCKET NO.: 950495-WS 
RESPONSE TO REQUEsT FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

REQUESTED B Y  
SET NO. 
DOCUMENT REQUEST NO: 
ISSUE DATE: 
WITNJ3S: 
RESPONDENT: 

OPC 
21 
305 
02/12/96 
Forrest L. Ludsen 
Forrest L. Ludsen 

305 

Please provide all documents supporting the Company's requested rate case expense in the instant docket, 
including invoices, vouchers and the like that have been received by all consultants and attorneys hired by 
SSU. This request includes the rate case expenses the Company is requesting with respect to the statewide 
rate investigation. Provide all documents which the Company believe suppons its request 

RESPONSE: 305 

Appendix DR305-A: Analysis of Rate Case Expense and Summary of Invoices for the 1995 Consolidated 
Rate Case, Docket No. 950495-WS. 

Appendix DR305-B: Copies of invoices paid as of January 31,1996 for the 1995 Consolidated Rate Case, 
Docket No. 950495-WS. 

Appendix DR305-C: Analysis of Rate Case Expense and Summary of Invoices for the Uniform Rate 
Investigation, Docket No. 930880-WS. 

Appendix DR305-D: Copies of invoices paid as of January 31,1996 for the Uniform Rate Investigation, 
Docket No. 930880-WS. 



APPENDIX _...;.Dc..:;P.::.,;3:....;C::..;:{'e----::;l:...:... ­

ANALYSIS OF UNIFORM RATE INVESnGAnON / 0 
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('I (2) (3) ~I (S] (~ 

Rm"" Ccul5ei, ConsUtanI HCUlyRaI. TculEsWreteol ACUlCha~1IS T,..~"" Vendor Name "W","" PtrPtI"SOO 9!rQes trI' Him to 0118 by firm Ser..ce Rerdered~ 

, !.!D~2[m BIlIIDmliQIIl2D' 
2 __101"",<> 

3 HlA 134,318 134,318 r-..lkaq and TetDmlld'tStMces 


Ernst&. Yang E. rrrdlf Barnes $'" HI,346 10".. TeArnr:n{ - Rate StIu::tn

T." '.m '.m 
7 $21,118 $Z1,118 

J.de T.ctI, 1nc. 20,160 20,160 Rill Sln.a..n Progtvnrmg req...1'td lor dsmvery rtqJeStS• Dow""" 

" " 
T.", 707 707 


S20)l67 S20)l67 


" Jknestta Power Roo.rt E1:Iwards .,,, .$3 .$3 ,. " DlVId GarIN 12,228 12.228 MPiCosl eX CajXtal.". 2.170 2,170" ""',." 
$18,661 $18,661" " Q.aslella Assoc., nc. JdYl GAstella .,., ., T&nmc::ni ' Rale SIruClIr.l
" VIlOPacnaho .,,, 10,?g6 10,71/5'" 
" T.", 63) 63)
"~ $11,515 $11.515 


Z2 
23 CH2t.4 \-lin PL Waler SHe 8,025 e.'" Testmcny · Engne<!tr\lIlncI HydrogKiical ,. ,. ,.F.J. 'ftII&anl$ '41 

J.S. RIII ~."" P.E. SmltI SO< .. ".." Y.M. GIovannem '41" Travel 567" 567" 
" Mscelanerus Expense 
 ,~ ,~"II $8,919 sa,P19 
~ 

'" Landers &. Parmns Vic:sona Tsd'lnk.eI Aal he 7.485 7,485 THbITlO"l')" ErMrtmwmtal 

33 Tl1vel 1,01P 1,019 


NlA ...,,' 
 Prepa!! \esOma'rj and a\lend Ie9siallVe heamg" ".504 $10.389" '"'!I Ima[)t ~r):e1rlg "noc. NlA -4 .587 ".587 Assrstance wi#l Cus1crner EoJcatKJ'l 

II 

J7 Healer ua:lIMs. riC. William E Gran'myT8 S:J7 3.m 3.'" Tesbmcny . Urrtoon Rate ExperMICP 


" Marlr. 1. Ste wa rt. PG Marlr. T. Slellfillrl 2.,,", 2.,,", TeS1IrTXnI ' Hydr09l!dC9ca!
" TraVel .". ", ",
.., 
" 52.'" ,,'"
" " Sun T1ll5\ Jerry Forti . Tl1veI ,.0 140 Te",rn:::ny· Cos1 a Capital.. 
" Ru!)edge. Ecen.a. el al. 85.000 101,371 legal SeMct!:S 

" Messer. VrO:elS. eta!. 17.629 

" " 
logO """'" 


9.Jb1cQl -~ & WIIn9SSeS $256,116 


"52 ~m Slates Wl" ".... 104,801 FPSC t:::us1crMr Hunngs · tboes. TI'i/'lSPMlta\, SeCUU)' 

56.003 Custmer EIiJca'01 - MailJ195 (Postage and Pmtmg)".'"" 17.414 17,4" Tl1vel" 5.569 ' .569
" 4,417 4,417 T~OI'iIry SeMees 
""" "S/ 2.078 2.078 eam,..",... 
1.57A ,,57' apon""",,, 

" " 3.m 3.m OIiceStJpphes 

OJ Fedetal ~ress 
., '.'" ,,, '.'"

"9 ""',""""' 
62 Su~ - Othe rFdng Costs $195,230 $HI6.2G9 
6:l 

64 TOTAL ESnw,TED&. CURRENT RATE CASE EXPENSES 5.(32.069 5451.385 
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VENPOR MQt:!IH YEAR DESCRIPTION ill AMOUNT 

HANCOCK INFORMATION GROUP, INC 2 1994 TELEMARKETING SURVEY lSO 5,000.00 

HANCOCK INFORMATION GROUP, INC 5 1994 TELEMKTG SVC. lSO 2,800.00 

HANCOCK INFORMATION GROUP , INC 5 1994 TELEMKTG lSO 21,600.00 

HANCOCK INFORMATION GROUP, INC 5 1994 COMPLETED PH.ClliS lSO 4,958.25 
HANCOCK INFORMATION GROUP TOTAL 34,158.25 

ERNST & YOUNG 3 1994 PREPARE TESTIMONY , lSO 6,182,00 

ERNST & YOUNG 5 1994 UNIFORM RATES-PROF FEES lSO 14,936.00 
ERNEST & YOUNG TOTAL 21,118.00 

JADE TECH 4 1994 CONSULTING ON UNIFORM RATES 150 2,940.00 

JADE TECH 4 1994 TRANS JADE TECH CG FR 94CA013 150 17,220.00 
ORLANDO NORTH HILTON & TOWERS 4 1994 ROOM 150 195.80 
ORLANDO NORTH HILTON & TOWERS 4 1994 ROOM lSO 217.80 

ORLANDO NORTH HILTON & TOWERS 5 1994 D, RIBA !y;!().3123.94 195 293.70 
JADE TECH TOTAL 20,867.30 

RADISSON HOTEL TALLAHASSEE 7 1994 D,GARTZKE 175 4.44 
RADISSON HOTEL TALLAHASSEE 7 1994 D.GARTZKE 195 95.70 
TGI • JAN ACTUAL CHGS 3 1994 JOURNAL ENTRY FROM GIl. 2000 lSO 255.55 
TGI · FE8 ACTUAL CHGS 3 1994 RATE CASE STUDY 150 2,919.70 
TGI 3 199' JOURNAl ENTRY FROM GIl. 2000 150 3,075.72 
TGI • APRIL ACTUAL CHGS 5 1994 SSU RATE CASE ASSISTANCE 150 3,926.43 
TGI · MAY ACTUAL CHGS 6 1994 SSU RATE CASE ASSISTANCE 150 3,060.58 
TGI • JUNE ACTUAL CHGS 7 1994 SSU RATE HEARINGS lSO 5,302.48 

TOPEKA GROUP TOTAL 18,660.58 

GUASTELLA ASSOCIATES, INC. 1 1994 UNIFORM RATE INVESTIGATION 152 4,513.SO 
GUASTaLA ASSOCIATES. INC. 3 1994 PROF SVCS TH RU 2/28.94 150 690.00 
GUASTELLA ASSOCIATES, INC. 3 1994 PROF SVC THRU 1131.9' 150 4,813.50 ,GUASTaLA ASSOCIATES, INC. 1994 PERIOD ENDING 3/31.9' lSO 4.169.85 
GUASTELLA ASSOCIATES. INC. 11 1994 JOURNAl ENTRY FROM GIl. 2000 150 12.671.781 

GUASTELLA ASSOCIATES TOTAl 11,515.07 

CH2M HILL 2 1994 WrrNESS SERV lSO 792 .07 
CH2M HILL 4 1994 UNCLASSIFIED COST 150 239.04 
CH2M HILL 5 1994 CH2M HILL 102~1 150 128.27 
CH2M HILL 6 1994 EXPERT WrrNESS SERV ENG&HYDRO lSO 2,103.63 
CH2M HILL 6 199' EXPERT WrrNESS SERVICES 150 5,559.29 
RADISSON HOTEL TALLAHASSEE 7 1994 PWALLER 175 0.50 
RADISSON HOTEL TALLAHASSEE 7 1994 PWlliER 195 95.70 

CH2M HILL TOTAL 6,918.50 

LANDERS & PARSONS 1994 RETAINER & FEE FOR TESTIMONY P 152 5,000,00 ,LANDERS& PARSONS 199' RATE CASE INVESTIGATION lSO 2.485.00 ,LANDERS & PARSONS 1995 PROFESSIONAl SERVlCES ISO 1,885 .00 
LANDERS & PARSONS 5 199.( UNIFORM RATE INVESTIGATION 152 445 .21 
LANDERS & PARSONS 8 1994 WITNESS EXPENSE 150 574.17 

LANDERS & PARSON TOTAL 10,389.38 
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VENDOR MQtilli YEAR DESCRIPTION AMOUNT 

IMAGE MARKETING ASSOCIATES 4 1994 PUBLIC RELATIONS RETAINER 3134 135 3,296.60 
IMAGE MARKETING ASSOCIATES INC 4 1994 PUBLIC RELATIONS RETAINER 3134 166 1,220.28 

THE NEW&-lEAOER 4 1994 UNCLASSIFIED COST 166 70.00 
IMAGE MARKETING ASSOCIATES TOTAL 4,586." 

HEATER UTILITIES. INC. 9 1994 UNIFORM RATE CONSULTANT & TEST 150 3,029.09 
HEATER UTILITIES TOTAL 3,029,09 

MARK T. STEWART, PG 1994 UNIFORM RATE STRUCTURE·TESTIMO 152 850.00 
MARK T. STEWART. PG 1994 UNIFORM RATE STRUCTURE TESTIMO 152 200.00 
MARK T. STEWART, PG 5 1994 TESTIMONY FOR RATE CASE 150 1,482.44 

MARK T. STEWART TOTAL 2,532.44 

RADISSON HOTEL TALLAHASSEE 7 1994 J.FORD 175 22 .05 
RADISSON HOTEL TALLAHASSEE 7 1994 J.FORD 195 117.70 

SUN TRUSTTOTAL 139.75 

RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD 4 1994 PROF SERV THRU 212819' 152 3,938.55 

RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 6 1994 PROF SVC 411·4/3019' 152 11,911.27 

RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 6 199' PROF SERVTHRU 3131194 152 13,429.69 

RUTLEDGE, ECENIA. UNDERWOOD , 7 1994 RATE STRUCTURE INVESTIGATION 152 1~ ,583 . 59 

RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 8 1994 PROFESSIONIAL FEES 152 13,100.04 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA. UNDERWOOD, 8 1994 PROF SERV 152 1,136.69 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 9 1994 RATE STRUCTURE 152 1.371 .65 

RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 11 199' RATE STRUCTURE INVESTIGATION 152 1,534.29 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 11 199' RATE STRUCTURE INVEST 152 564.98 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 12 1994 RATE STRUCTURE INVEST 152 6.20 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 2 1995 RATE STRUCTURE INVESTIGATION 152 47.00 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 3 1995 RATE STRUCTURE 152 200.00 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 3 1995 RATE STRUCTURE APPEAL 152 1,229.30 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 3 1995 RATE STRUCTURE INVESTIGATION 152 1,246.25 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 4 1995 RATE STRUCTURE APPEAL 152 849.08 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 7 1995 RATE STRUCTURE APPEAL 152 1,500.70 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 8 1995 HERNANDO RATE STRUCTURE 152 640.00 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 10 1995 RATE STRUCTURE APPEAL 152 11,275.25 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 10 1995 RATE STRUCTURE APPEAL 152 7,313 .50 

RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 11 1995 RATE STRUCTURE APPEAL 152 4,924.32 

RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 11 1995 RATE STRUCTURE APPEAL 152 2,~.90 

RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 12 1995 RATE STRUCTURE APPEAL 152 2,187.50 

RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, 1996 RATE STRUCTURE APPEAL 152 4.737.20 
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA & UNDERWOOD TOTAL 101,370.95 

MESSER VICKERS CAPARELLO MADSI 10 1993 CK# 108791 150 1,511.07 

MESSER VICKERS CAPARELLO MADSI 10 1993 JOINT PETITION-STAND ALONE RATES 150 3,137.20 
MESSER VICKERS CAPARELLO MADSI 10 1993 INVESTIGATION IN RATE 150 76.20 
MESSER VICKERS CAPARELLO MADSI 10 1993 JOINT PETITION-STAND ALONE RATES 150 4,256.27 

MESSER VICKERS CAPARELLOMADSI 10 1993 SSU - LEGISLATIVE 152 2,795.00 
MESSER VICKERS CAPARELLO MADSI 12 1993 UNCLASSIFIED COST 150 (1, 511 .07) 
MESSER VICKERS CAPARELLO MADSI 12 1993 UNCLASSIFIED COST 150 (2,745.20) 
MESSER VICKERS CAPARELLO MADSI 12 1993 SERV THRU 10-31·93 152 887.02 
MESSER VICKERS CAPARELLO MADSI 12 1993 SERV THRU 11-30-93 152 541 .93 

MESSER VICKERS CAPARELLO MADSI 12 1993 SERVTHRU 10.-31-93 152 199.61 

2 
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MESSER VICKERS CAPAREUO MADS1 
MESSER VICKERS CAPAREUO MADS1 
MESSER WCKERS CAPARELLO MADS1 
MESSER.VlCKERSINV1224974 

12 
4 
4 
7 

SERVTHRU 1031-93 
MESSER VICKERS 224678 
SERVTHRU 2128194 

152 
154 
152 

29.95 
1.472.76 
1,250.54 

1993 
1994 
1994 
1994 MESSER.VICKEASINV1 224974 152 5.727.90 

MESSER. VICKERS, CAPERlLLO TOTAL 17,629.11) 

ISUBTOTAL - COUNSEL k WlTNESSES 255,115.37 1 

HOLIDAY COACH LINES 5 1994 CHARTER BUS SERVlCES 1W 4.225.w 
4,225.w CUSTOMER HEARIMS - CHARTER BUS SERVICE 

AMERICAN WATER WORKS ASSOCIAT 
BAIE'S PRINTING INC. 
CENTRAL FLORIDA MAIL SERVICE 
CENTRAL FLORIDA MAIL SERVICE 
CENTRAL FLORIDA MAIL SERWCE 
CENTRAL FLORIDA MAIL SERVICE 
FORMS 6 SUPPLIES UNLIMITED,INC 
POSTMASTER OF APOPKA 
POSTMASTER OF APOPKA 
SIR SPEEDY PRImING 
SIR SPEEDY PRINTING 
SIR SPEEDY PRINTING 
U.S. POSTMASTER 
U.S. POSTMASTER 

9 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
3 
1 
1 
3 
3 
4 
2 
3 

1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 

BOOK 
C.F.S. 
PRESORT MAILING SVC 
RATE MAILINGS 
PRESORT SVC 
MAL LABELING. INSERTS 
LABELS 
POSTAGE 
POSTAGE 
UNlF RATE CUST SVC HEARINGS LE 
HEARING NOTICE 
UNCLASSIFIED COST 
POSTAGE FOR UNIFORM RATES CUST 
POSTAGE FOR UNlF RATE CUST 

CUSTOMER HEARINGS. CUSTOMER NOTICES 

190 
135 
185 
185 
185 
185 
140 
165 
185 
135 
135 
135 
165 
165 

468.42 
1,139.50 
3,439.94 
1.238.38 
3.199.26 

426.69 
419.66 

2,m.w 
2 , m . w  

15,030.M 
3,047.50 
3.575.91 

1 8 . m . w  
1 5 . m . w  
69,985.52 

MULTLMEDIA MARKETING 
MASTERCARD 

5 
6 

1994 
1994 

VIDEOTAPES 
B. ARMSTRONG 

CUSTOMER HEARINGS - MISCELLANEOUS 

145 
135 

657.20 
53.83 

711.03 

ADD INC PUBLICATIONS 
CAPE PUBLICATIONS INC 
CAPE PUBLICATIONS INC. 
CHIPLEY NEWSPAPERS INC. 
CITRUS COUKTf CHRONICLE 
CTRUS COUNTY CHRONICLE 
FLORIDA TIMES UNION 
FLORIDATIMES UNION 
MERCURY PRINTERS 
MERCURY PRINTERS 
MERCURY PRINTERS 
NAPLES DAILY NEWS 
NAPLES DAILY NEWS 
NEWSJOURNAL CORPORATION 
NEWSJOURNAL CORPORATION 
NEWSJWRNAL CORPORATION 
NEWSPRESS 
NEWSPRESS 
OCAU STAR BANNER 
OCALPI STAR BANNER 

5 
7 
7 
4 
5 
5 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
3 
4 
4 
4 
0 
4 
1 
4 
4 

1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 

166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
135 
135 
135 
166 
166 
156 
166 
166 
166 
165 
166 
166 

AD DISPLAY 
ADVERTISEMENT 
ADVERTISEMENT 
NEW DISPLAY ADS 
ADMRTISEMENT 
ADVERTISEMENT 
NEWSPAPER NMIFICATION 
NEWSPAPER NOTIFICATION 
RATE CASE POST CARD OCALA 
RATE CASE POST CARD OCALA 
RATE CASE POST CARDS 
NOTICE OF CUST HEARING 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
CUST HEARING 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
AD 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
UNIFORM RATE INVESTIGATION 
CUST EDUAC, DISPLAY ADS HEARIN 
CUST EDUAC. DISPLAY ADS HEARIN 

105.W 
314.40 
374.40 
216.W 
153.95 
130.52 

1,028.50 
1.026.50 

102.82 
23426 
632.02 
185.25 
142.54 
l l l . W  
99.90 

1l l .W 
218.08 
218.M 
738.10 
193.W 

3 
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O C U  STAR BANNER 
PAUTKA DAILY NEWS 
SANFORD HERALD 
SEBRNG NEWS-SUN INC. 
SEBRING NEWS-SUN INC. 
SEBRWG NEWSSUN INC. 
SENTINEL COMMUNICATIONS 
THE STUART NEWS 
THE STUART NEWS 
THE STUART NEWS 
THETAMPATRIBUNE 
THE TAMPATRIBUNE 
THE TAMPA TRIBUNE 
THE TAMPATRIBUNE 
THE TAMPATRIBUNE 
THE TAMPATRIBUNE 
THE TAMPATRIBUNE 
VENICE GONDOLIER 
VENICE GONDOLIER 

4 
4 
6 
4 
4 
4 
4 
3 
4 
4 
3 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 

1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 

UNIFORM RATE HEARING 
EDUCATIONAL UNIFORM RATE AD 
UNIFORM RATES.CONSERVATION AD 
3)063123194 
DISPLAY AD 
31M3R3194 
DISPLAY ADS 
DOCKET1930880WS . 
UNIFORM RATES HMRING.LEAG AD 
UNIFORM RATES HEARING.LEAG AD 
DISPLAY AD DOCKET (93088oYVS 
CUST.NOTICE 
CUST NOTICE 
CUST NOTICE 
UNCLASSIFIED COST 
UNCLASSIFIED COST 
FINAL HEARING NOTICE 
NOTICE OF HEARING 

166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 
166 

266.20 
342.82 
257.12 
320.25 
166.00 
147.W 

4,320.53 
184.M 
595.67 
115.40 
508.20 
63.W 
42.W 
63.60 
42.00 
36.40 
m.20 
87.W 

NOTICE CUST HEARING 166 108.76 
CLWOMER HEARINGS. NEWSPAPER NOTICES 14.~18.17 

McGRIFF, SEIBELS (i WILLIAMS 
NmEOWL SECURITY CO., INC 

12 
4 

1994 
1994 

$3 MIL BOND-FPSC 
UNIFORMED SECURITY 

CUSTOMER HEARINGS. SECURrrY 

165 15.w0.W 
250 101.65 

15,101.65 

CUSTOMER HEARINGS TOTAL 104,801.37 

ATLANTIC ENVELOPE CO. 
ATLANTIC ENVELOPE CO. 
BAIES PRINTING INC. 
CAPE PUBLICATIONS INC. 
CENTRAL RORIDA MAIL SERVICE 
KJ PRINTING CO. 
MERCURY PRINTERS 
MERCURY PRINTERS 
MERCURY PRINTERS 
MERCURY PRINTERS 
OSCEOLA SHOPPER 
POSTMASTER OF APOPKA 
POSTMASTER OF APOPKA 
PROGRESSIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
PROGRESSIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1993 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 

X10 ENVELOPES 
(110 ENVELOPES 
ENVELOPE IMPRINTING 
ADVERTISEMENT 
RATE BROCHURES. MAILER 
BILL INSERT CARDS 
RATE CASE POST CARD 
RATE CASE POST CARD 
RATE CASE POST CARD 
RATE CASE POST CARD 
ED AD ON UNIFORM RATE 
POSTAGE 
UNCLASSIFIED COST 
W I R  RATES INSERT 
MAJLER HAND APPLY,SORT,&BULK M 
STUFFER 
EDUCATIONAL ADS OF RATE STRUCT 
EDUCATIONAL ADS OF RATE STRUCT 
UNIFORM RATE INFO PACKETS 
60,wO BROCHURESDOCKET W88 
POSTAGE METER REFILLS 

CUSTOMER EDUCATION TOTAL 

135 
135 
135 
166 
185 
135 
135 
135 
135 
135 
166 
185 
185 
135 
185 
135 
166 
166 
185 
185 
185 

1,763.84 
951.86 

1,139.50 
323.30 
793.58 
898.35 
2 W . B  
102.82 
234.26 
632.82 
159.50 

1O.wo.W 
1O.wo.W 
8.858.73 
1,(w.85 
7.321 42 

82.50 
70.00 

1 .ow.M) 
5.w0.W 

4 
4 
3 
7 
3 
11 
4 
4 
4 
4 

4 

PROGRESSIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
THENEWSLEADER 
THENEWSLEADER 
US. POSTMASTER 
U.S. POSTMASTER 
U S  POSTMASTER 5.w0.W 

56,003.23 

MASTERCARD 
MASTERCARD 
MASTERCARD 

4 
11 10 

1 994 
1994 
1994 

BRIAN ARMSTRONG 
FORREST LUDSEN 
BRIAN ARMSTRONG 

195 
195 
195 

957.49 
460.00 
350.W 

4 



1.!.tJ.1EQ8.M. 8.tsIf IN.v~Il~tsIlotJ. 
PROJECT 1 94RAOO2 
As of January, 1996 

veNpOR MQIillj YEAB 

MASTERCARD 12 199J 

MASTERCARD 12 199J 

SOUTH AlR FLIGHT CENTER 1994 


ARLENE S. GmELMAN 1994
• 
BRIAN P. ARMSTRONG 1 1994 

BRIAN P. ARMSTRONG 3 1994 

BRIAN P. ARMSTRONG 5 1994 

BRIAN P. ARMSTRONG 7 1994 

BRIAN P. ARMSTRONG 9 1994 

BRIAN P. ARMSTRONG 10 199' 

DAWN M. ADAMIK 1994
• 
DONNA HENRY 3 1994 

OONNAHENRY 3 1994 

OONNAHENRY 1994 

OONNAHENRY 
 199' 

DONNA HENRY 5 199' 

FORREST L. LUDSEN 5 199' 

I ROBERTS 6 199' 


• 

,IDA M. ROBERTS 1994 

IDA M. ROBERTS 6 1994 
,JUDY KIMBALL 1994 

KAREN L. SHOFTER 7 199' 

LISA IRVEN 4 1994 
,LISA IRVEN 1994 
,MASTERCARD 199' ,MASTERCARD 199' ,MASTERCARD 1994 

MASTERCARD 6 1994 
,MASTERCARD 1994 

MASTERCARD 2 1994 

MASTERCARD 3 1994 

MASTERCARD 3 1994 

MASTERCARD 
 , 199' 

MASTERCARD , 1994 

MASTERCARD 5 1994 

MASTERCARD 5 1994 

MASTERCARD 12 1993 

MASTERCARD 10 1994 

MASTERCARD 12 1993 


ANITA GREENE/PETTY CASH CUSTOD 6 1994 
,ANITA GREENE/PETTY CASH CUSTOD 1994 

BRIAN P. ARMSTRONG 3 1994 

BRIAN P. ARMSTRONG 5 1994 

BRIAN P. ARMSTRONG 5 1994 

BRIAN P. ARMSTRONG 9 
 199' 
DONNA HENRY 199' 

DONNA HENRY 3 1994 

DONNA HENRY 
 , 199' 
OONNAHENRY , 1994 

DONNA HENRY 5 1994 

FORREST L. LUDSEN 5 1994 
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GPAGE 

peSCRlpTION 

BRIAN ARMSTRONG 
FORREST LUDSEN 
FLIGHT TO TALlAHASSEE 

TRAVEL -AIR FARE 

EXP REPORT - MILEAGE 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
MISC RATE CASE 
EXP REPORT 
EXPENSE REPORT 
EXPENSE REPORT 
EXP REPORT-MILEAGE 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
I ROBERTS EXP REPT INV #10065 
EXP REPORT 
EXP. REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
RALPH TERRERO 
KAREN SHOFTER 
L. IRVEN 
RALPH TERRERO 
BRIAN ARMSTRONG 
IDA ROBERTS 
BRIAN ARMSTRONG 
L IRVEN 
J. RAGSDALE 
I. ROBERTS 
B. PHILLIPS 
M. BENCINI 
BRIAN ARMSTRONG 
BRIAN ARMSTRONG 
FORREST LUDSEN 

TRA VEL - CAR 

PETTY CASH 
PETTY CASH 
EXP REPORT 
MISC RATE CASE 
EXP REPORT 
EXPENSE REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 
EXP REPORT 

5 


. ­
i'lR.3Dj -C'..- (5) 

a,OF 

AMOUNT 

195 922.00 
195 996.27 
195 880.00 

4,565.76 

160 31.92 

160 17.25 

160 20.05 

160 1.75 

160 0.50 

160 13.25 

160 13." 

160 17.64 
160 12.48 

160 0.19 
160 53.80 
160 76.83 
160 1.25 
160 34.40 

160 (310.75) 
160 82.50 
180 98.30 
160 12.25 

160 2'.64 
160 86.04 
160 80.99 
160 38.75 
160 3130 
160 30.91 
160 14.10 

195 76.32 
160 12 '6 

160 15,00 


160 43 .n 


160 5.00 

160 41 .25 

160 26.50 

160 22.01 

195 39 .04 


195 39.63 

160 42.84 


847.60 

200 5.25 
200 14.82 

200 50.23 
200 32.19 
200 6.93 
200 7.50 
160 4.43 

200 2.07 
200 10.21 

200 12.54 
200 29.52 

200 27.10 

http:4,565.76
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VENDOR MQtmI rua DESCRIPTION ~ AMOUNT 

IDA M. ROBERTS 6 1994 EXP. REPORT 160 310.75 
IDA M. ROBERTS 6 1994 I ROBERTS EXP REPT INV .,0085 200 310.75 ,IDA M. ROBERTS 1994 EXP REPORT 200 29.06 
IDA M. ROBERTS 6 1994 EXP. REPORT 200 136.70 
KAREN L SHOFTER 7 1994 EXP REPORT 200 20.27 ,LISA IPVEN 1994 EXP REPORT 200 8.54 
LISA IRVEN 199' EXP REPORT 200 108.40•,MASTERCARD 1994 BRIAN ARMSTRONG 200 101.82 ,MASTERCARD 1994 BRIAN ARMSTRONG 200 317.09 
MASTERCARD 1994 DOUG LOVEll 200 318.97•,MASTERCARD 1994 RALPH TERRERO 200 38.18 ,MASTERCARD 1994 FORREST LUDSEN 200 9'.37 ,MASTERCARD 1994 JOE ROBERTS 200 230.12 ,MASTERCARD 199' KAREN SHOFTER 200 48.82 ,MASTERCARD 1994 L.IRVEN 200 1,357.18 
MASTERCARD 6 1994 RALPH TERI.-'RO 200 56 .99 
MASTERCARD 6 199' IDA ROBERTS 200 71.40 
MASTERCARD 11 1994 FORREST LUDSEN 200 18.50 
MASTERCARD 1 1995 1.1 FElL 200 95.70 
MASTERCARD 12 1993 J RAGSDALE 200 31.\7 
MASTERCARD 1994 BRIAN ARMSTRONG 200 31.90 
MASTERCARD 1 1994 L. IRVEN 200 20 .00 
MASTERCARD 3 199' BRIAN ARMSTRONG 200 '0.23 
MASTERCARD 3 199' L IRVEN 200 590.57 
MASTERCARD 4 1994 B. PHILLIPS 200 209.88 
MASTERCARD 199' I. ROBERTS 200 516.18• 
MASTERCARD 5 199' WILLIAM DENNY 200 60.59 
MASTEilCARD 5 1994 FORREST LUDSEN 200 134.34 
MASTERCARD 5 199' M. BENCINI 200 54.00 
"~C"Tc:t>,...o .... ,=, COUll' 10C: 200 95.02 

200 106A3 

200 '06 .37 
200 " .3' 
200 86.23 
200 23.23 

200 37.18 

200 9.14 
200 47 .38 

200 33.18-J)~ ~ o.U ~eud 200 19.25 
200 9.71 )u~a:t:u:/ ? 

"» 
200 10.00 

200 185.69 
) 6,648.38 

195 17.00 
160 411.54 

195 98.62 
195 342.50 

MASTERCARD , 199' L. IRVEN 195 602.18 
MASTERCARD 6 1994 IDA ROBERTS 195 165.75 
MASTERCARD 12 1993 BRIAN ARMSTRONG 195 41.15 

MASTERCARD 3 199' BRIAN ARMSTRONG 195 80557 ,MASTERCARD 199' J. RAGSDALE 195 74 .25 
MASTERCARD , 199' I. ROBERTS 195 176.97 
MASTERCARD 5 199' WILLIAM DENNY 195 192.13 

6 

http:6,648.38
http:1,357.18
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APPENDIX 

PAGE f 
Dt30:(­

OF 

- c..­
q 

~ 

VENDOR MQtillj llAB DESCRIPTION ~-E. AMOUNT 

MASTERCARD 
MASTERCARD 
MASTERCARD 
MASTERCARD 
RADISSON HOTEL TALLAHASSEE 
RADISSON HOTEL TAlLAHASSEE 
RADISSON HOTEL TAlLAHASSEE 
RADISSON HOTEL TALLAHASSEE 
RADISSON HOTEL TAlLAHASSEE 
RADISSON HOTEL TAlLAHASSEE 

5 
6 
10 
4 
7 
6 
6 
6 
7 
7 

1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 

FORREST LUDSEN 
B. ARMSTRONG 
BRIAN ARMSTRONG 
I. ROBERTS 
RTERRERO 
B. ARMSTRONG 
B. ARMSTRONG 
D.HENRY 
S VlERIMA 
D. DENNY 

TRAVEL· HOTEL 

195 
195 
195 
195 
195 
195 
195 
195 
195 
195 

171.71 
467 .25 
104.93 

(415.26) 
117.70 
119.90 
353.10 
353.10 
353.10 
353.10 

4,906.29 

CELLUARONE 
OONNAHENRY 
KAR EN L SHOFTER 
MASTERCARD 
RADISSON HOTEL TALLAHASSEE 
RADISSON HOTEL TALLAHASSEE 
RADISSONHOTEL TALLAHASSE E 
RADISSON HOTEL TALLAHASSE E 

5 
6 
7 
1 
6 
6 
7 
7 

1994 
1994 

199' 
1995 
1994 
1994 
199' 
1994 

CELLUARONE 1208441 63 
TRAVEL EXPENSE 
EXP REPORT 
M FElL 
D.HENRY 
B. ARMSTRONG 
D. DENNY 
RTERRERO 

TRAVEL· TELEPHONE 

175 
175 
1, 5 

175 
175 
175 
175 
175 

413.62 

14.51 

1.00 
3.49 
3.66 
1.00 
6.95 
2.00 

446.23 

TRAVEL· TOTAL 17,414.26 

MIRACLE COpy & PR INTING CENTER 
MIRACLE COpy & PRINTING CENTER 
MIRACLE COpy & PRINTING CENTER 
O'DONNELL CORPORATION 
ROSS-EHLERT PHOTO lABS OF FLOR 
TRIANGLE REPROGRAPHICS INC . 
TRIANGLE REPROGRAPHICS INC. 
TRIANGLE REPROGRAPHICS INC. 

4 
6 
6 
7 
6 , 
5 
5 

1994 

199' 
199' 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 
1994 

COLOR COPIES 
COLOR COPIES 
llX17 COLOR COPIES 
TEST PRINTS & COLOR PRINTS 
PRINTING SERVICES 
STANDAR DNEG, FILM 
BlJ PRINT UP. REDUC E. FILM MAT 
DRY MOUNT. BUBBLE JET. LASER C 

MAPS TOTAL 

135 
135 
135 

135 
135 
135 
135 
135 

79.64 

22.26 
243.38 

1.956.76 
2,081 .84 

64 1.30 
338.14 

206 .17 

5,569.49 

KELLY SERVICES INC. 
KELLY SERVICES INC. 
KELLY SERVICES INC. 
KELLY SERVlCES INC. 
ROMAC PROF. TEMPORAAIES-QRLAN 
ROMAC PROF.TEMPORAAIES-QRLAN 
ROMAC PROF.TEMPORARIES-QRLAN 

4 , 
5 
5 

•• 
5 

199' 
199' 
1994 
1994 
199' 
1994 
199' 

TEMP 
TEMP EM PLOYMENT 
TEMP HELP 
KELLY TEMP ID.M.ADAMIK 
C. MANERA 
C. MANERA 
LSWm 

TEMPORARY SERVICES TOTAL 

2'5 
245 
245 
245 
245 
2'5 
245 

676.00 
436.00 
416.10 

2.190.00 
307.20 

102.40 

87.00 
4,416.70 

EPPERS REPORTING SERVICE. INC. 
JANE FAUROT 
JOY HAYES COURT REPORTING 
JOY HAYES COURT REPORTING 
W. PAUL RAYBORN & ASSOCIATES 

5 

•, 
5 
3 

1994 
199' 
1994 
1994 
1994 

TRANSCRIPT OF HEARINGS 
DEPOSTIONS 
RECORD DEPOSITION 
DEPOSITION OF IDA ROBERTS 
DEPOSITION· F. LUDSEN 

COURT REPORTING TOTAL 

250 
250 
250 
250 
152 

286.50 
196.00 

1.129.25 
380.00 

86.00 
2,071.75 

HOLIDAY INN STUART· DOWNTOWN 8 1994 BANQUITIMEETING 200 314 .78 

7 
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VENDOR MQ!illj llifi DESCRIPTION ill AMOUNT 

HOLIDAY INN STUART· DOWNTOWN 8 1994 BANOUITIMEETING 250 200.00 , 155.03 

MERCURY PRINTERS 5 1994 INVITATION POSTCARDS 135 904.18 

OPEN HOUSE TOTAL 1,573,99 

BAlES PRINTING INC. 1994 ENVELOPES 135 

ANITA GREENEIPETTY CASH CUSTOD 3 1994 PETTY CASH 140 23.46 

ANITA GREENE/PEm CASH CUSTOD 1994 PETTY CASH 250 65 .37 • 
A.SAP. OUICK·PRINT OF APOPKA 6 1994 COLOR COPIES 135 66.13 

ATLANTIC ENvaOPE CO. 2 1994 '10 ENVELOPES 135 2.133.57 

BAlES PRINTING INC. 5 1994 UNCLASSIFIED COST 135 159.00 ,DONNA HENRY 1994 EXP REPORT 1.0 3 .59 ,DONNA HENRY 1994 EXP REPORT 1'0 2.65 

FORMS & SUPPLIES UNLIMITED,INC 1 199' LABELS 1.0 210.23 

FORMS & SUPPLIES UNLIMITED,INC 2 199' 3 ACROSS LABELS 1.0 251.9. 

FORMS & SUPPLIES UNLIMITED,INC 7 199. LABELS 1'0 210.71 

IDA M. ROBERTS 6 199. EXP. REPORT 250 2.28 

IDA M. ROBERTS 1994 EXP REPORT 1'0 9.61 

MARIAN MAGADDINOIPETTY CASH 199' PETTY CASH 32 .50 

MASTERCARD 6 199' B. ARMSTRONG 160 40.66 

MIRAClE COPY & PRINTING CENTER 6 199. MAPS 135 46.38 

OFFICE SUPPLIES TOTAL 3,278.08 

,• 
"0 

FEDERAL EXPRESS 5 199' INV 15-1.8-88102 185 1'.25 

FEDERAL EXPRESS 5 199' INV /5-190-1577. 185 10.10 

FEDERAL EXPRESS 5 199. INV 15-198·43658 185 10.10 

FEDERAL EXPRESS 5 199' INV #5-1~3-70204 165 180.90 

FEDERAL EXPRESS 5 199' INV 15-1.8-88102 185 8750 

FEDERAL EXPRESS 5 199' [NV #5-174-47082 185 "80 
FEDERAL EXPRESS 5 199' INV #5-163-99774 185 62 .04 

FEDERAl EXPRESS 5 1994 INV #5-1~15774 185 10.10 

FEDERAL EXPRESS 5 1994 INV 15-185-11987 185 68 '0 
FEDERAL EXPRESS 5 199' INV 15-208-82613 185 208.64 

FEDERAL EXPRESS 5 199' INV 15-203-52'58 185 210 .70 
FEDERAL EXPRESS 5 1994 INV 15-19&-43658 185 80.80 
FEDERAL EXPRESS 5 199' INV 15-213-84028 185 10.10 

FEDERAL EXPRESS 5 1994 INV 15-17'-47082 185 10.10 

FEDERAL EXPRESS TOTAL 1,005.53 

ANITA GREENElPEm CASH CUSTOD 12 1993 PETTY CASH 250 54 .00 

MARTIN COUNTY PROPERTY APPAAI~ 11 1993 FEE FOR AVERAGE PROP VALUES 250 75.00 

MISCELLANEOUS TOTAL 129.00 

ISUBTOTAL • OTHER FILING COSTS 196,269.40 1 

TOTAL COMPANY S 451 ,384.771 

8 

http:196,269.40
http:1,005.53
http:3,278.08
http:2.133.57


COACH LINESHOLIDAY OF ORLANDO, INC. 

'-363-9~00 ' 1-800-358-6264· FAX 407 - 352-9006 

0: 	 SOUTHERN STATES (lJ'ILITIES 
1000 COLOR PL. 
APOPKA, FL. 32703 

)ATE FOR: CHARTER BUS SERVICES 

03/11 MANNVILLE/JACKSONVILLE 
SATSUMA/JACKSONVILLE 


03/15 SEBRING/IT . HYERS 

03/24 LEESBURG/GC.>.LA CANCEL ON SITE 


SALT SPRINGS/QC.ALA 
MARION COUNTY/QC.ALA 

04/12 PORT RICHEY/ARMY NTL GUARD-SPRING HILL RD . 
ZEPHRY HIlLS/ARMY l\'!'L GUARD 

04/13 NEW SHYRNA/lJELTONA CIVIC CENTER 

R>.LANCE DUE THIS INVOICE 

INVOICE 

7061 GRANO NATIONAL. DRIVE 
SUITE 120 ORLAN 00, FlORIDA 3281S 

DATE: MAY 6, 1994 

• OF UNIT 
BUSES PRICE TOTAL 

I 525 
I 525 
I 600 
I 100 
I 525 
I 450 
I 525 
I 525 
I 450 

4,225.00 

R CE!VED 

MA o9 1994 
. . ~"?' ?_I§.RVICES.. ' 

. . ..... ".~. ..... , -:: 

A 1.5% MONTHLY SERVICE CHft.RGE TO BE ADDED TO PAST 
DUE BALftNCE S 

DUE WHEN RECEIVED 

Thank You 

http:4,225.00
http:LEESBURG/GC.>.LA
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tain~ent 

Park Mall 
She NEd actlv\Hcs such :l.!I !Ln· 


~!J\tlnl! . K<ll oakc. blillooo 

.JOti . COlon.."'f conltioU and 


_. p, ll"'lllfll! ...." b t . " ."lI.tlle 

ttl m,(ht. 

Crcnler a:ud Family Fun Night 

,an 11'1 f'eurvary and will con· 

l ue Ihrouehou t the ru t lit the 

U • 

Th.t nc.xJ. Pam.Ht P\m Nlth! will 

April I trom !i p .rn. 1" 9 p.ru. 

f'a.nuJy r u n Nigh t la .paru.orcd 

the Ora nSe PlIJk Mall . RooS{c.r 

?untl)' lO"'1 , Aladdin', C•• lle 
:d the Ch lld Care Rcsoun::e Cen­
r. 

C>o.£o "'" a.-u. ) t.. 
............. "'-I &0"')'"

l ClO 0._ ,-' '" ...._ 
. 0. ....... c.­

-''''''•o~ C".. fro.......
..."-"" .... -s . ......... . 
\.1;10 

Support equitable rates 
and environmental protection 

t«Pirll thf ul'llfonn !"lilt t LN<'1Uf C, WNdl bcncn" all ss.uC'IJJtomcr '.III;~ : 1\)'01:. "fbt 
tlork1a l'ubbc 5o;tv\{C C(lfnminiOtl ~;'J)rtI ~() l ' un1IO/'lll n It Stn:ClUft' ...r-Jc.h >o'\.lI 
~dllct nit thock. 10 ~'UJIOUlll"1 broll.nl 01:1 by opl~ txptt>d.Hurf l 10 il\(fl UUIr""'10C 
lAd t..dl:1~ ~1Y\.""Ot\l1)C:nl~ CompIJ~",l('f b~. 

(\utnmcrl tcMd by the .... ' c QAj0l11y O! sw·, h .d!1\.IK bavt r~td &tI u:vn~lt 
I\AancW benefit llIldu IJl.t \WJom'l r.lc ItI\IC'tUtf ID lhc lotm 01 . fU t df a e.uc. Of much 
J,u.,,·u rues IoMl:l ltwy \O'U\IId 1\01,'( to p.ay undu 01l'lt1 n lf I tNchllU. 

IrNnOfnUI do not 'tIX'&llZ( thdt tuppott otunlform f l in, UK f?SC CIl.lI yChu€t W, 
II.GlJ"Of'!D flU II'nIC IUl\" - t.NSch&.rl,f mloyClUM: fltv tot CW lomtl"l 01 fI'IOII l ~ttilU \0 
incn.....: . "!<It ut ubnl)'Ol.l., OUt CV~I()Il\t",.IO ar,~r.d OM ollhr loUow\nI M&.N\,I f &Dd 
""OiI:'r)'OW . uvpvr1 lor unl/Ofl:) Illrl 

- Unifonn Rate. Sn-uenu-e Hearings Scheduled ­
J.,& c.kJon.,<JI( ~.:.: I! !!t()' J.m h1r1w: 0t.buI-: IU Conw Clr. 

2:u. 102·IOl, 1000 WILD ~"" .,.,., kI.t. I ~ 10:00 .u:c.. H.vboll.id< COII"'NIDOn Cu. 
I J2'O Ker4rr Sl 

~~, M..l:. 16 .,. ~ ~ COUlily AdIT\l..'\. (11. 
H OI SL Monlctu ~ 

TfmpLt 1urOC't /oW. n 10.JO lll1 Tcm·pLt 1cn. CoI! .&. (cy a..b 
LIllroom.. 100 \no'uno) "'ot 

OW, HI.". H 6:00 f Ill Ont. O ly Aydl lOl1IU';1 
I), NL S-t.acbot: A'I'C. 

Sl.IIII\y HIl.4 I~.~ &In SwvIy HiIIJ Comtrn.>n:ty Cit . .... ' ,....... ­I-baxa.... ~I AfJt. I! ~. )O t.r.'I Homrw.ut..I Spo.r.. Uoti. O!Ib 
370S S. lndWw 1 UTI('( 

S",", H!JJ A;l:. 12 .,. ~ AIVor /oU~ Guinl 
lU16 1o:rln.11W1 01. 1I1::Mk 

"",~ Apr 11 t:10 1m ~.hOll.l CIW AlIOC­
(omm.. (11. 9&0 Wuhotf Dr. 

OfW'l:\> Ap' " 6.:00 pm Siou/fu OmnGo Ruon 
___ C\ItI,o. Cn.. 6677 Sou Hlibot Dr. 

@_~U 
WOICT for rtOftd,', furu" 
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~i'oQf of Publication 

from the 

CITRUS COUNTY CHRONICLE 
Crystal River, Citrus County, Florida 

PUBLISHED DAILY 

STATE OF FLORIDA 

COUNTY OF CITRUS 


Before the undersigned authority personally 

appeared Gerard Mulligan who on oath says 

that he is Publisher of the Citrus County 

Chronicfe. a newspaper published daily at 

Crysta l River, in Citrus County. Florida, that " 

the attached copy of advert isement being a 

public notice in the matter of the 


uniform Water Rates 

Court, was published in said newspaper in the 
issues of 

bDr j1 1. 1994 

. ~ lorida's potable water supply is unique. 
.• i!:!lI The majority of it comes from one . 
E..:i! source: a series of interconneded . . 

Affiant further says that the Citrus County underground aquifers. Basically, we're all using 
Chronicle is a newspaper published at Crystal the same water. ' . ,
River in said Citrus County. Florida, and that Witli 127 water and wastewater systems 

the sa id newspaper has heretofore been can­ throughout Florida with uniform rates, SSU is . 

tinously published in Citrus County. Florida. very aware of the unique nature of this uniform 

each week and has been entered as second class water supply. The environmental improve­

mail matter at the post office in Inverness ments we make and the environmental aware­

in said Citrus County, Florida, for a period of nesS we urge upon our customers in 

one Ye.lr next preceeding the first publication . impact on .==~ 


of the attached copy of advertisement; and ' 
affiant further says that he/ she neither paid 
nor promised any person, firm or corporation 
any discount. rebate, comr:nission or refund 
for the purpose of securing this advertise­
ment for publication in the said newspaper. 

nowledged 

____--=:"-"-__ day of 


~~~__________ 19~ 
Gerard Mil] 1 j gan 

who is personally known to me and who djd ::', '\"'W''''.\\\~~~\\'.\w.\\''~\WN'''\~~'.\\\,,\~\ '.~~\\>. 
take an oath. ;: ...\.'" 'Lf J~IC A. S.::hmidl '(:r ::~(: !~ftCuy P\lblic, SUI(: off-lo:i.h :~ 

. • " ;" . ? Comr.1iuion No. CC J026:t; '~ . 
~; Ir..... My ::':'m/nluicn Elflltn P./ ;e:•.; ', ;<: 
,._ r;......:::: r... ......,· ~-:. ,.,,_..., ,:~ :>: 


t:aIy Public " . " ••' ••••• ; '.',;''1.'1'1••1'1';.1'1't't'••••• '. '... I'. //;. / . ., •••••; . 




Proof Of Publication 

>UMY OF CITRUS 

 ore the undersigned authority penonoily a p  
Frazier who on oath says that his 

e of the C t u  County Chronicle, a 
spaper published daily at Crystal River, in Carus 
nty. Florida. thot the attached copy of advertise 
t being 0 public notice in the matter of the 
'miform Pate  Structure 

Support equitable rates' 
and environmental protection 
Keep@ the uniform rate strumre. which benefits all SSU 

customers. is up to you The Ronda public Service Commission 
approved a W o r m  rate structure" whigwill reduce rate shock 
to customers brought on by capital expenditures to meet state- 
wide and federal environmental compliance laws. 

ant further suys that the C i u  County Chronicle 
ewrpaper published at Crystal River in said CRrus 
?ty, Florida, and that the said newspaper has 
tofore been continuously published in Citrus 
~ty, Florida. each week and has been entered 
xond class moil matter at the post office in 
ness in said CRnn County, Florida. for a period 
7e yeor next preceding the first publication of 

ar says that he/she neither paid nor promised 
Derson, f in or corporation any discount. rebate. ' 

Wached copy of adveltisement; and affiant 

and voice your support for uniform rates: 
-Uniform Rate Structure Hearings Scheduled - 
Jadtsonville hlar. I1 lOS0 am Pnme @born Ill Conv. Crr. 

Rm 102-103. IWO Water SI. 
MyerS Mar. 15 law am Harbonide Convenrion Ctr. 

1320 Hendry St. 
SNKT hlar. 16 930 am M m i n  County Admin Crr. 

2401 S.E Monrerey Road 
Temple Terrace hlar. 23 10:30 am Temple Ten. GOU& Cw. Club 

Woam 2W I n m e s s  Ave. 
&ala hlar. 24 6:W pm ' &ala C i r i  Auditorium 

836 N.E +&ez Ave. 
S m r ~  Has Apr. 4 lOW am Sunny Hills Community Crr. 

Harbour Place 
Homoussa Springs Lion's Club 
3705 5. Indiana Terrace 

16386 Spring Hill Dr.. Brkivlle. 

HomorassaSprings Apr, 9:30am 

spring HU Apr. 12 9.30 am Army NaUonal Guard 

lis 8th day of Waru for Florida's Future 
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ADVEfiTISIt!G INVOICE 

I I 
APE 1 1 

. .  - 
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P.C. 
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- 

. . .  . 
i . 

r 

. .  . .  
I i - *  i , . J , . - L  ; ., , :, . . ': .. . . ' . A ' : \ .  e .  

DETACH AND RETURN THIS PORTION WITH YOUR PAYMENT 1 
- 1 

. 

SEE REVERSE SIDE 
FOR IMPORTANT INFORMATION 

. 
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Support equitable rates 
and environmental protection 

- Uniform Rate Structure Hearings Scheduled - 
m r .  I I I 6 : ~  m me O s h r n  III cony. ~ t r .  

urn 102-103. 1wO hater St.  
Fon Nvers Liar. 1 5  1O:OO am Harborside Convennon CV. 

1320 Henw St. 
Smart LIW. 16 o:30 am ~ a m n  counn, ~ d m n  Ctr. 

2401 5.E Montmy Road 
-iemple T~~~~~~ hiar, 23 ]0:30 am Tempie T m .  all & Cm. Club 

"'"E z,3:,<7.' 

I 

. - .  . E ? ?!!F i i !i. t * 7 ::'- I- 7. t :?E 



A P P E N D I X m 3  0 5 -3 

e The Stuart News ' The Port St. Lucie News - '  ADVERTISING STATEMENT 
PAGE 1 - 

, .CCo",;I ll0 , WCV'rl ' :  '.; Jupiter Courier 
P O  BOX swr 
STUART. FLORIDA 14995-SWP 7419 
407-287-1550 

-- 
. . . . ~  ~~ ~~. 
1 8ILIING D I T L  , BlLllNG PT2IC3 

SC4JTHEWY STATES UTlLlllES 
ATTW CWNA HENRY 
1003 COLOR PLACE 

94 STN 4447310 m UNIFOM NEWS 3X5.5 1 16.50 I N  19 .53  v 2 2 . 2 5  _. 
94 STN 4447320 M SUPPORT NEYS 

94 STN 4447710 03 HURING NEYS 

34 FINAHCE CHAffiES 
YOUR ACCOUNT IS 3 0  DAYS PAST DUE. 
I F  THIS I S  PAID PLEASE OlSREWiRO . 
f 

2X7.0 1 14.00 I N  19.53 

2M.0 1 10.00 I N  11.54 

2 .77  
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M E M O R A N D U M  

To: Accounts payable 

From: KarlaOlsonTcaslcy go-?- 
mtc March 4,1954 

Re: C h d  Request - Pamit NO. 91 

8 APPENDIX TT, 5 
PAGE 19 7 OF 8-46 

By chis mcmcrandum. I am requesting a check in h e  m u n t  of $1O,ooO payable to the 
PO- This should be charged to GLIWO1.OOOO1.605.99.1861.OOOO.185. Rojcct 
No. 94RACXX ID COVQ postage for Permit No. 91 related to the sccond direct mail p i a  for 
the uniform Iiite snucturc investigation. Please give the check to Steve Gallis when 
prcparcd 

If you have any questions plcasc contact Lisa h e n  a~ CXL 130. ThanL you for your 
ardnancr 

oc: L i s a h e n  
Steve Gallis 
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Progressive Communications, Inc. 
1676 E. Semoran Blvd. Apopka. Florida 32703 (407) 880-0111 (800) 327-4797 

S SOUTHERN STATES U T I L I T I E S  

D 

T 3 2 7 8 3  
0 

1880 COLOR PLACE 
APOPKA, FL 

INVOICE NUMBER 3 8 8 1 9  

' CUSTOMER N U M B E m w  1 0 0 5 2 7 

PTER RATES INSERT 

O v e r s  CI 
C u s t o m e r  CI 

S U I  
S a l t  

Fi 

* TOTAL AMOUNT DUE * 

- ~ .  ... r..... 

Commercial Billing Service 

Oecacur. AL 35602 

. .  

r g e s  
n g e s  

D t a l  
Tax 

i g h t  

LE 

0 3 5 1 . 2 9  



Progressive Communications, Inc. 

- " - ~ .  INVOICE NUMBER I_ . 

CUSTOMER NUMBERXX&XX& 100527  

RE 

API; 
s: .. 

FLLZiVED 

WAR02 834 
SSU SERVICES 
C3LIS'w PAYABLF 

W E D  

8 1994 

Commercial Billing Service 
P.D. Box 2201 

. ,.. . 





7 .  .; 
._I  .: . .,.. :.. 

.. . . 
'\ 
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Memorandum 

March 16,1994 

TO: Accouns Payable 

FR: LisaIrv 

Approval: 

RE: Check Rquesf - Permit No. 91 

By this memorandum. I am questing a check in the amount of $5,000 payable to the 
to 

cover postage for Permit No. 91 to mail 60.000 brochures to cusfomers. Please give the 
check to Steve clalls when prepand. 

Appka Posmarter. This should bc charged to GL P . 

oc: SteveGallis 

RECEIVED 

W161991 
bau bCr(VICES 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 



'REPORT OF INCORRECT CHARGES 

CORRECT W f l E S P  L TO CHARGE: 

Ah4cUt.T OF CHARGE IIU: 

h4awH cf C W G E :  I 

Wt 3. ba 



DATE: 4-3-9f 
": / Z b & Z f i  ACCT: 467-JSb- qb/? 
FROM: Kristy Kahanek - AIP 

SUBJECT: CellvlarOne monthly billing. 

WATER FOR FLORIDA7 FUTURE 
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PAGE #7& OF 84% 
Accounts Payable Voucher 

Approved bi,: .- Manual Check #: Date: 

Vendor Name: /u/ / N n L c  
I 

Inv Date: 4 .?I GV Inv #: ~ , 3 / / 4  Inv %: 

Vendor #: 

Due Date: Discount: Terms: 

Description: A L u h  

Type: 

- -  

MonthNr: 5-44  Purchase Order #: d L l 5 l  
/ 

Units: 
.4ccount Kurnber 
~'Ii.ResClr.UC.Accl.S~b.4cci.CDC 

Job Code: 
Proiect Number Dollar Amount 

Voucher Prepared by: & 

. . .  . . .  . . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . .  . . . .  . . .  . . . .  . .  . _. .... . . . .  . . .  . .~ . .  . . . . . .  
~. 

. . . . . .  . . .  . . . .  . . .  - .  
~. 

- .. 
. .  

. .  

. .  

. .  
. .  

. .  . .  . .  
~. . 



..I.. . .1" * .  ... ,,:,.r. ........ .<. 
I '  . .. 

. 

. . .  . .  . .  . .  . . . .  
~ . ,  . .  
. .  

. . .  . , , . I  . . . . .  . .  

APPENDIX % 3 c 5-3 e 
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. . . . .  
. .  . .  . .  
. . .  
. .  
. .  
. .  
. . .  

. . .  .... 
' . ., . .  

. .  . . .  . .  

. .  . . . I  . > .  . 
. .  . . .  . . .  . , .. . . .  

,. . . . .  .: . .  



SOUTHERN STRTES U T I L I T I E S  

1dOG COLOR PL!XE 
RPOPKQ, FL 32703 

SHIP VIA: O u r  T r u c k .  
DELIVERY: 
SHIP DATE: 
DUE DATE: 
TERMS: Net  10 D a y s  

DESCRIPTION 

32, Cl *O RRTE CRSE POST CRRD 
TYPESET 
2 SIDED 
65# YELLOW COVER 

YOUR ORDER NO.: D HENRY 
OUR ORDER NO.: 3441 1 61 
ORDER DATE: 0 3 / 2 6 / 9 4  
SALESPERSON: RRNDY P. 

AMOUNT 

853. 60 

‘0. on 

51.18 

FREIGHTPOSTAGE 

SALES TAX 

CUSTOMER 





? 

I nss e? 



I 
Vendor. Ship lo 

J 

PURCHASF %DER 

Rr3CI 'JED 

FE5 1 0 1994 

Tolal 

AUTHORIZED SIGN 

AC INTSPAYAELE 
1 



- . .__ 

Southern States Utilities 
RECEIVING REPORT m 43283 

I I I I I 

7 .  . . . .  .. ~ 

. .  . .. . .  . .. 
. .- . 



Accounts Payable Voucher 

Manual Check #: Date: 

Inv #: 3,s- Inv %: 

Vendor Name: AC TnG 
'4  , I  

Apprwed by: 

Type: 

Inv Date: -~ 
Due Date: 3- 12 - 9 L/ , Discount: Terms: 

Vendor #: & 

MonthNr: 5-44 Purchase Order #: 2 4 1 0  
i OAd< /iul 

Units: 
Accnunl Sumber 
Plt ResCrr.llCJ\rcl.Suh \eel CHC 

Job Code: 
Prniect Number Dollar Amount 

Voucher Prepared by: A 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. .  . . .  . . .  . . . .  . . . .  . .  . . . .  ... . . . .  . . . . .  . . . .  . . . . .  . . .  . .  ~. 
. . . . . . . . .  .. .. 

. .  
. .  . .~ . .  .. _. . .  

.~ .. 
. .  

. .  ~ 



Southern States Utilities 
RECEIVING REPORT 

r E M  DESCRIPTION LINE O M  
,- . - . .  

, .  . ..-.. ' _  -, . :. -I 

. I  

ITEM # REC'D. NO. 
I 2: i:,., , , ~ . ' . i i  _ - - _ - I  : .,I \'i<. .i, . i - 

WR 46362 

oaRm.cn-€TE 

, 
I---- 



March 28, 1994 !=?-..--. r,?-!\,fzq .- 

fl 5 I;:!+ 
Ms. Lisa Irven 
Southern States Utilities 
1000 Color Place 
Apopka, FL 32703 

........ .:.: :: .... .:, 
4:. . . . . . . . . . .  i.. ...... LE 

INVOICE #3122 

Telematch services . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $2,800.00 

Total amount due ............................................. $2,800.00 

THANK YOU! 



cnunts Payable Voucher 

Manual Check #: 
. .  

Approved by: Date: 

Type: 
i endor  #: dw Vendor Name: 

Due Date: 5 -12- Discount : Terms: 

Inv Dzitr.: .? -Jf-44 Inv #: fi?/ -I? 

MonthNr: 5 -44 Purchase Order #: L 
Description: 

Units: 
Account Sumber 
PI1.AcsCIr.UCAcct.SuhAccl.CBC 

Job Code: 
Proiect Number Dnllar Amount 

n 

Voucher Prepared by: & 

. . .  ... - .  . . . .  . . .  . . .  . . .  . - . .  . . .  . .  . . . . . .  
. .  . .  . .  . .  i .  

.. . . ~  . . . .  
. .  

-. 

. . .  

. .  
. .  . .:. .  

. .  
. .  . .  

: 

. .~ 
. .  

. ~ . .  . .  
.~ 



Ms. Lisa Irven 
Southern States Utilities 
1000 Color Place 
Apopka, FL 32703 

APPENDIX-{ ’*T 

INVOICE #3123 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Telemarketing services $21,600.00 

............................................ Total amount due $21,600.00 

THANK YOU! 



. .  Accounts Payable Voucher 

Approved by: -/2/ Manual Check #: Date: 

Type: 

Inv Dare: -22-94 Inv #: h Inv $: 

Due Date: 5 - JJ- 4c/ Discount: Terms: 
MonthNr: 5 -qq Purchase Order #: , 

Description: ,//7 I h a /  A M I  

.Jendor #: J/44/ Vendor Name: *L;h&,fl / 

Units: 
Account Number 
PIi.RerCtr.UC.Acc1.SubAcct.CBC 

$24Ad/! hAY. /fA/c/;.;lno A 7) 

Job Code: 
Proiect Number Dollar Amount 

4 4s-2- 

Voucher Prepared by. - @ 
- 

.~ . . . .  . . . .  . . .  . . . .  . . . .  . .  . . . .  . . . .  . . .  . . . .  . .  .. . . .  . .  .. 
. .  

. .  -. 
. .  

. .  
. .  . 

~. 
. ~ .  



Southern States Utilities 
RECEIVING REPORT WR 43294 

w,o#: 7) G. i. #: I i . ' I  1 ,, ':- -., .:, ' :  , ; ! :. ;::::' 

WHITE - FIELD ! YELLOW - ACCOUNTS PAYABLE I PINK - W R C W I N G  



April 22, 1994 

Ms. Lisa h e n  
Southern States Utilities 
1000 Color Place 
Apopka, FL 32703 

INVOICE #3156 

Set-up fee . . .  $5,000.00 v-, 

Telematch services . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $2,800.00 

6,613 calls completed @ $4.00 each . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $26,452.00 A 

Federal Express charges . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $106.25 

Total program cost . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $34,358.25 

Less deposit . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ($5.000.00) 

Less outstanding invoices . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ($24.400.00) 

Total amount due ............................................. $4,9582; 

,, 

3 '  / 

-- 

RECEIVED 



SAGE 6 L 9  OF - 

LANDERS L PARSONS 

Post Office Box 271 
310 West College Avenue RECEIVED 

Tallahassee, Florida 32302 APR 13 1995 
(904) 681-0311 

EGAL DEPT. 

Southern State Utilities 
1000 Color Place 
Apopka FL 32703 

ATTN: Brian Armstrong 

Uniform Rate Investigation 

Page: 1 
04/01/95 
855-OOD 

STATEMENT NO: 8 

PO" 39 1 1 5  

Prepare testimony for Senate Hearing; attend 
strategy session; attend hearing; review 
testimony for House meeting; attend legislative 
hearing. 

FOR CURRENT SERVICES RENDERED 

TOTAL CURRENT WORK 

BALANCE DUE 

1,885.00 

1,885.00 



Journal Entry TP ;action Form / 
- Prepared Dy: h 1 *riproved&"f;y5&f 

YEARJPD /4Y4 /4 SOURCE CODE h 
COMPANY BATCH TYPE(M = Monetary. S = Staiiaical) 4 
INTER CO TABLE /u/ REFERENCE CODE 

DESCRUTON -L --r M&4 .oa ,  st, n ~ \ \ - U n r \ e \ d o J  b mb C u  

II 

BATCH # /&3 I 
AUTO ACCRUAL? - 

DESCRIPI?ON uc A C m  SUBA CEC PROJECT CPR 5UBT 

!le 
---L 2 J 95f 5 

TOTAL NUMBER OF DISTRIBUTIONS (LINES): - - - - - - - - 
TOTAL DEBITS: 

~ 

'TOTAL CREDITS: (- -.-ln2!ds!4 a 
TOTAL UNITS (STATISTICS ONLY): - - - - - - -_ d 

PAGEJ- OF L 

3 

1 0 
n 



Image Marketing Associates, Inc. 
7400 Tamiami Trail North, Suite 101 

Naples, Florida 33963 
(813) 598-9499 

C1 ient: 

Lisa lrven 
Southern States Utilities, Inc. 
1000 Color Place 
Apopka. Florida 32703 

Date: January 5, 1994 
Invoice: 2764 

Public Relations: Billinq: 

Retainer f o r  Jan. 1-31, 1994 
for public relations services . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $ 1,500.00 

ExDenses: 

Film, process, prints for floats (2 orders) . . . . . . . . . .  8 55.45 

Mileage to Marc0 ( 3  trips, 205 miles) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8 41.00 

Concept, design, rnockups, copywriting (NC) 
for rate hearing ad . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8 95.00 

Long-distance phone calls ........................... $ 22.00 

TOTAL:  f 1,713.45 

NET: 10 DAYS 

Monthly hours reDort: b.. . . . .  

Total hours worked 12-01 to 12-31 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  23.50 hours 
ACC:.:: . . ;  

Hours contracted for month . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  20.00 hours 

Hours over retainer for month ....................... 3.50 hours 

Hours owed to client from previous month . . . . . . . . . . . .  1.50 hours 

Hours carried over to January . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2.00 hours 



APPENDIX?? 3 6 5 -3 

PAGE A79 OF 9+6 
- 

Image Marketing,Associates, Inc. 
7400 Tamiami Trail North, Suite 101 

Naples, Florida 33963 
(813) 598-9499 RECEIVED 

Client: HAR 1 8 
--- *th(VIcES 

AcCouws pAYABLE 
Lisa lrven 
Southern States Utilities, Inc. 
1000 Color Place 
Apopka, Florida 32703 Invoice: 2893 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Date: March 5, 1994 

Public Relations: B i  1 1 inq: 

Retainer for March 1-31, 1994 
for public relations services . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  S 1,500.00 

ExDenses: 

DOOR HANGERS: Concept, design, 
typesetting, proofing, mechanical, 
print 51,000, deliver to client ..................... S 3,296.60 

UNIFORM RATE ADS: Complete production 
work on ads, revise, placement, make 
29 stats, ship to various newspapers . . . . . . . . .  . . .  $ 1,220.28 

LANDSCAPE WATERING PROGRAM AD: 
Utilize existing base ad, typesetting, 
proofing, mechanical, placement . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  S 109.24 

Long distance phone calls ........................... S 36.00 

TOTAL: $ 6,162.12 

NET: 10 DAYS 

Monthlv hours report: 

Total hours worked 02-01 to 02-26 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  20.75 hours 
Hours contracted for month . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  20.00 hours 

Hours over retainer for month . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .75 hours 
Hours carried over from previous months . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1.50 hours 

Hours carried over to March ......................... 2.25 hours 

Thank you. We appreciate your business 
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PAGE 6g0 OF -- 
5/03/94 14:01:43 VENDOR ANALYSIS APGVEA APOVEA 

VCUCHER EXPENSE O l S T R l E U T l O N S  

I * : 001 SOUTMERW STATES U T I L I T I E S ,  LYC Totat 1.536.00 
*_"I : 9063 IMAGE MARKETING ASSOCIATES I N C  V o u s h c r  1994 - 03 - 00687 

xpenre I C C O r n C  E x p e n s e d  W t  A c t G p  P u r c h a s e  O r d e r  X 
J01.00001.605.~.1861.0000.150 1.536.00 APSUW L3281 

F3= E x i t  F12= Bypass F15= F i r s t  P a g e  F l l =  V c h r  Hdr F5= F u l l  Text 
Oi-01 SA MY KS I M  I 1  51 so KE 

5/03/94 14:01:48 VENDOR ANALYSIS APGVEA APDVEA 

VOUCHER DISEURSEMEYT HISTORY 
!D r f :  001 1994 03 00687 lnv Dare 204199L SOUTHERN STATES U T I L I T I E S .  I H C  

.,erdor : 9063 In# 2858 IMAGE MARKETING ASSOCIATES I N C  

lipnred : 1.536.00 Relieved: 1,536.00 Hld 0 N e t :  . 00 
;:eight : .OO OiscouIIt: .OO C r t  0 Factor: 
;e l  C O :  A c c t  C h e c k  N o  P a i d  A m u m  Oiscomf T a k e n  C h k  D a l e  T y p  StB 

. 001 wnop ii~iss 1.536.00 .OO 3101994 REG 

1.536.00 . 00 

' \I(ec~xytrucI a C h e c k  2 \ D i s p l a y  C h e c k  D e t a i l  
F3= E x i t  Fl2= Bypass F15= F i r s t  P a g e  Fll= V c h r  Hdr 

09-03 SA HY KS In I 1  51 so KE 



\ '. 

\ 

I 

J 3504 11/04/93 3.000.00 .oo ~ 3,003.CO 

TGYALE 3,000 . O C  . o o  3 , oc 9 , i ,. 
i 
I 

1 1 PLEASE DET&CM BEFORE DEP3SII ING 

.- 
. . . .  

2 / 1 7 / 9 5  - ;OUTFERN STATES UTILITIES, !F30m% li? B l I  
203 COLOR ?LACE 
->ODKA, F? 32703 
3 0 7 )  8 8 0 . m ~  

2 ~ y  Three Thousan6 and 00 / lOOth Dollars 

- t i E i O i i D E 9 O F  

IXACE H A X E T I H C  AS60ClhTEG IHC 
?400 TAnIAHI TRAIL N 
BJITE 101 
NAPLES FL 3 3 9 6 2 - 2 5 9 9  

u ' L  L70 L Lp CO63 LO L L53.:c99J 2 :5@4 2S9 2~ 
. - -  ............. -~ .- .. - .... .- ... - - .......................... .. 

Thank you. We appreciate' your business. 

Mboatwri
Rectangle

Mboatwri
Redacted
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Voucher Prepared By: 

NET: 10 days 

This invoice re-institutes Image Marketing's 
retainer relationship with Southern States 
Utilities for a 14-month period ending Dec. 3 1 ,  
1 9 9 4 .  The monthly retainer for November and December 
1993  i s  f o r  2 0  hours each o f  public relations services 
These hours will be itemized at the end of  each month. 

Thank you. We appreciate y o u r  business. 
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. . . . .  - ............ 

Image Marketing Associates. Inc. 
7 4 0 0  Tamiami Trail North, Suite 101 

Naples, Florida 33963 
( 8 1 3 )  598-9499 

c1 ient : 
Lisa lrven 
Southern States Utilities, Inc. 
1000 Color Place Date: November 4 ,  1993 
ApGpka, Florida 32703 Invoice: 2 5 0 4  

*******t******+*****t*+++*+ttt*t*+$*f**t**~*********************** 

Public Relations: 8i 1 1 ins: 

Retainer for Nov. 1-30, 1993 
public relations services . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $ 1.500.00 

Retainer for Dec. 1-31, 1993 
public relations services . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $ 1.500.00 

TOTAL: C 3,000.00 

NET: 10 days 

This invoice re-institutes Image Marketing’s 
retainer relationship with Southern States 
Utilities for a 14-month period ending Dec. 31, 
1994. The monthly retainer for November and December 
1993 is for 20 hours each of public relations services. 
These hours will be itemized at the end of  each month. 

Thank YOU. We appreciate your business 



1 .I .> 5 ,' 9 4 1 . 7 1 3 . 4 5  

T07ALS i.713.45 

. o o  ? . : 1 3 . + c  
I 

. O @  I 1 . 7 1 3 . 4 -  

I 
I 
! 

.- 

1 7 PLEASE D i T X C r  BEFORE OEF3;iii'.G 

-~ 
CJ)lji,~ , 

67' O U T H E R N  S T A T E S  UTILITIES, IW.CK* 1 1 7 4 2 3  2 / 1 1 / 9 4  
30 COLOR PLACE 
'OPKA. FL 32703 

853-0058 

One T h o u s a n d  6 e w n  Huncired T h i r t e e n  a n d  4 5  . / l O @ ? h  D o l l a r s  
VOID A F T E R  95 D.::'5 

i A,..c.L,5<- . .  .iL- i. 6 . ' + . + 1 * ~ , . 1 3 . 4 5 . . . .  

IHACE HARKETING ASSOCIATES I H C  

S U I T E  1 0 1  

I 7400  TAHIAiiI TRAIL N SOUTHERN STATES UTILITIES. INC 

. ... .... .... -- -- -. -. -_. ~- - - -- -- - - - -- -. - -. _- - -. .- ... ... 
NET : 10 DAY,S 

JAN 2 5 1 3 4  
hL.- ._ ::. ,. _ _  

ACC2L ...... : , , 7 + > z L E  
Monthly hours report: 

Total hours worked 12-01 to 12-31 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  23.50 hours 
Hours contracted for month .......................... 20.00 hours 

Hours over retainer for month ....................... 3.50 hours 

Hours owed to client from previous month . . . . . . . . . . . .  1.50 hours 

Hours carried over to January ....................... 2.00 hours 

. .  

Mboatwri
Rectangle

Mboatwri
Redacted



..... .- PAGE 695 OF 9% 
.............. . 

ACCOGXTS PAYABLE VODCHHR 

Voucher Prepared By: 

Mileage to Marc0 ( 3  trips, 205 miles) 41 . O O  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $ 

Concept, design, mockups, copywriting (NC) 
for rate hearing ad . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 95 .00  

Long distance phone calls . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  S 2 2 . 0 0  

TOTAL: $ 1 ,713 .45  

NET:  10 DAYS 
RECEI'JED 

J A N  2 5 1994 
Monthly hours report: *c;<,~;..::.: i'. 8 %  -.  d t . 2  :-;t'y(!r.LE 
Total hours worked 12-01 to 12-31 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  23.50  hours 
Hours contracted for month . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2 0 . 0 0  hours 

Hours over retainer for month ....................... 3 .50  hours 

Hours owed to client from previous m o n t h  . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 . 5 0  hours 

Hours carried over to January . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2 . 0 0  hours 



APPENDIX d : < ' 3 C >  11 @ 
PAGE OF G+d 

ACCODhTS PAYABLX VOOCHHR 

' :  Approved By: >,--Manual Ck X - Date: 

m e :  
Vendor # : 
Inv Date: 24-qCP Inv x 7% SF: IDV s I S ~ b - 0 0  

Due Date: 3'3 sq Discount Terms 
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qoco3 Vendor Name. .2cnos, e_ MU-. 
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Job Code: Units: 
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Image Marketing Associates, Inc. 
7400 Tamiami Trail North, Suite 101 

Naples, Florida 33963 
(813) 598-9499 

Client: 

Lisa lrven 
Southern States Utilities, Inc. 
1000 Color Place Date: February 4, 1994 
Apopka, Florida 32703 Invoice: 2858 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Public Relations: Ei 1 1  inq: 

Retainer for Feb. 1-28, 1994 
for public relations services ....................... $ 1,500.00 

Exoenses : 

Long distance fax charges ............................ $ 24.00 

Long distance phone calls ............................ $ 12.00 

TOTAL: $ 1,536.00 

NET: 10 DAYS 

Monthlv hours reDort: 

Total hours worked 01-01 to 01-31 ................... 19.50 hours 
Hours contracted for month .......................... 20.00 hours 

Hours under retainer for month ...................... . 5 0  hours 
Hours carried over from previous months . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2.00 hours 

Hours carried over to February ._ .................... 1.50 hours 
~ -'I L. 23 



' :  
Southern States Utilit' s 

RECEIVING REPORT p 43281 
'WHASE ORDER NUMBER [ 344aa 6 I 

PLANT NAME: m& 
PLANT NUMBER: 'q&/ 

! 

.. . . . . .  . . . .  

. . .  . .  _, 
. . .  . .  

I,,: .x, . . , ,. . ,.;? . >. 
, I  , .~ *. - .. . .  . .  

. . ; . 
._  

. . I  
-_ 

.. .  . . . . . .  -. . 



PAGE 3 
RUTLEDGE, ECEXIA. UNDERWOOD & PURNELL 

PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION 
ATORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW 

POST OFWCE BOX 551 
TuLivusSEL FLORIDA 1zy12Q552 

(sol) Eal47as 

SOUTHERN STATES UTILITIES, INC. 
3 i l l  number 

33/14/94 KAH 

53/15/94 KAH 

03/15/94 KAH 

03/15/94 KAH 

03/16/94 KAH 

001590-00002-003 KAH 

HERNANDO COUNTY'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO 

(CONTINUED) SSU AND DISCUSS WITH FORREST LUDSEN 

TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS WITH MICHAEL GROSS ( 2 ) .  

COUNTY'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO SSU, 
MISSING PAGES FROM INTERROGATORIES, AGREEMENT FOR 
SEVEN DAY EXTENSION FOR OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES 
TO ALL INTERROGATORIES AND RELATED MATTERS: DRAFT 

1.25 hrs 

.OO hrs 

MATT FEIL (21 AN BRIAN ARMSTRONG RE: HERNANOO 

LETTER TO MICHAEL GROSS RE: SEVEN DAY EXTENSION 
FOR OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO HERNANDO COUNTY'S 
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO SSU: REVIEW 
PORTION OF TRANSCRIPT OF DEPOSITION OF FORREST 

(CONTINUED) LUDSEN; DRAFT LETTER TO BRIAN 
ARMSTRONG RE: TRANSCRIPT OF DEPOSITION OF MR. 

3.00 hrs 

LUDSEN: TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS WITH SUZANNE 
SUMMERLIN. CHARLES REHWINKEL AND MATT FEIL ( 2 )  
RE: STATUS OF AFFIDAVIT RE: MAILING OF CUSTOMER 
NOTICES FOR JACKSONVILLE CUSTOMER SERVICE 
HEARING; REVIEW DRAFT OF AFFIDAVIT: TELEPHONE 
CONVERSATION WITH FORREST LUDSEN AND BRIAN 
ARMSTRONG RE: FT. MYERS CUSTOMER SERVICE HEARING 
AND MATTERS RELATED THERETO: TELEPHONE 

.OO hrs 
(CONTINUED) CONVERSATION WITH SUZANNE SUMMERLIN 
RE: SSU'S MAILING OF LETTERS OR SURVEYS TO 
SPECIFIC VERSUS ALL CUSTOMERS AND BUSING OF 
CERTAIN CUSTOMER GROUPS TO CUSTOMER SERVICE 
HEARINGS; TELEPHONE CONVERSATION WITH MATT FEIL 
RE: SAME SUBJECT .OO hrs 
FURTHER REVIEW OF DRAFT PREHEARING ORDER AND 
PREPARATION FOR PREHEARING CONFERENCE; TELEPHONE 
CONVERSATION WITH LILA JABER RE: MR. LUDSEN'S 
EXHIBITS AS LISTED IN DRAFT PREHEARING ORDER; 
TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS WITH MATT FEIL (2) RE: 
REVISIONS TO AFFIDAVIT OF MR. HIGHBERGER RE: 
MAILING OF CUSTOMER NOTICES FOR JACKSONVILLE 
SERVICE HEARING; FURTHER REVIEW OF AFFIDAVIT AND 

200.00 

. o o  

480.00 

. o o  

. o o  

FINALIZE AFFIDAVIT FOR FILING AND SERVICE WITH 
NOTICE OF FILING AFFIDAVIT: FURTHER REVIEW OF 

2 . 5 0  hrs 400.00 



ACCODXTS PAYABW Y O D U l R  

Approved B y :  ,!XU urnus1 Ck I Date :  

Type : 

Vendor I :  ) 3 ) l L  Vendor N m e :  excy v , a  
Or One' Time Vendor: 

Address : c i t y :  S t s t e :  
z i p :  Phone: 

I n v D a t e :  9 09 93 Inv I 2 4 5  xnv $ 7'195.M 
Due Date :  / J j04 !a  Discount S Terms 

MonthlYR: Purchsac Order I f y  3179 
Deacr ip t ion:  ?SI 1 - 1 IQh v ? Uni t s :  

n 

Account Nurraer Project (/Task Amount 
Plt.ResCTr.UC.Acct.Sub.CEC 

I 



HESSER, VICKERS, CAPARELLO, MADSEN, LEWIS,  GOLDMAN & METZ 

S U I T E  7 0 1 ,  F I R S T  FLORIDA BANK BUILDING 
POST OFFICE BOX 1 8 7 6  

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 3 2 3 0 2 - 1 8 7 6  

A PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION 

TELEPHONE ( 9 0 4 )  222-0720 

SEPTEMBER 9 ,  1 9 9 3  

SOUTHERN STATES U T I L I T I E S ,  I N C .  OUR F I L E  # :  S 2 1 3 - 6 0 4 6  
1000 COLOR PLACE INVOICE N O :  2 2 2 4 5 5  
APOPXA, FL 3 2 1 0 3  

SSU - LEGISLATIVE 

CURRENT A M O U N T  DUE: S 2 . 7 9 5 . 0 0  

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: S 2 , 7 9 5 . 0 0  
THROUGH 0 8 / 3 1 / 9 3 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
=I============ 

O U R  FEDERAL I D  # :  5 9 - 2 9 2 1 1 0 0  

K A H  /GEM 

CURRENT FEE 

TIME SUMMARY 

0 8 / 0 6 / 9 3  J P C  0 . 5 0  

0 8 / 0 6 / 9 3  KAH 0 . 8 0  

0 6 )  2 6 / 9 3  J P C  8.00 

0 8 / 2 6 / 9 3  K A H  8 .00 

-PHONE CALL WITH 8 .  ARMSTRONG, K .  HOFFHAN 
A N D  I .  ROBERTS. 

-TELEPHONE CONFERENCES WITH B R I A N  ARMSTRONG 
A N D  WITH B R I A N  ARMSTRONG, I D A  ROBERTS A N D  
J O E  CRESSE R E :  LEGISLATIVE I S S U E S  A N D  
STRATEGY PERTAINING T O  UNIFORM STATEWIDE 
RATES. 

- T R I P  TO ORLANDO FOR MEETING WITH SSU STAFF,  
K .  HOFFMAN A N D  B .  PEEBLES AND RETURN. 

-ATTEND LEGISLATIVE STRATEGY MEETING I N  
APOPKA W I T H  J .  CRESSE, B .  PEEBLES A N D  SSU 
REPRESENTATIVES A N D  RETURN TO TALLAHASSEE. 

O C T  2 2 1993 SEP 1 5  i??3 



AGE 2 
JEP 0 9 / 3 2  
5213 -6046 

A T T O R N E Y  TOTAL 8 . 8 0  HOURS AT 1 5 0 . 0 0  / H R  = $ 1 , 3 2 0 . 0 0  
SPECIAL CONSULTANT T O T A L  8 . 0 0  HOURS AT 1 7 5 . 0 0  I H R  = s 1 , 4 0 0 . 0 0  

0 . 5 0  HOURS A T  1 5 0 . 0 0  I H R  = $ 7 5 . 0 0  



PAGE 677 OF g46 
3/07/96 11:22:02 VENDOR ANALYSIS APGVEA APDVEA 

DISTRIBUTIONS PAID BY A CHECK 
company : 001 SOUTHERN STATES UTILITIES. INC Total 1.511.07- 
Vendor : 13172 MESSER. CAPARELLO, MASDSEN, 
Check NO: 001 SUNOP 114635 Voucher 1993 - 12 - 03607 
Expense Account f Description Use VAT Expense A m t  Relieved Amount ActGp 
001.00001.590.99.1861.00000.150 1,511.07- 1.511.07- APSUM 

P.O#: B93128 Job: 
Project# Sub-Task Units 

'' . o o  ,' ~~- 94P.AO02 /- 

(..' 1.511.07- 

x i . -  2 
1,511.07- 

F5= F u l l  Text F3= Exit F12= Bypass F15= First Page F11= Vchr Hdr 
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A C C O m S  P A Y A B U  M O C B l R  

Approved By: / J P k r n u s l  Ck 4 Date: 

Type: 

ikndoi  I :  \ y \ q 7  Vendor name: ajv 
Address : C i t y :  S t a t e :  
Zip: Phone: 

i n v   ate: \\\,!5\cLJ inv  I 7755 74 xnv J 

Due Date:  \7I>q!C)? Discount 5 terms 

Or One T i m e  Vendor: 

HonthlYR: ' \ ?\,q\ Purchase Order I M1\ 2Y 
Description:  '=%=id -&VU l f i \ > \ \ Q \  Units: 

Account Number Pro ject #/Task Amount 
Plt.ResCtr.UC.Acct.Sub.CEC ,6V 

IV 
' W . a m L ~ ~ ~ . I % [ n r n  w x m 2  B y  :2 

Voucher Prepared By: 

. . ,  . . . : . .  

. . .".. 

. .  . I  . .  . . .  .... 



MESSER, V I C K E R S ,  C A P A R E L L O ,  H A D S E N ,  LEWIS, GOLDl.lAN & I . $ETZ 
h P R O F E S S I O N A L  A S S O C I A T I O N  

S U I T E  7 0 1 ,  F I R S T  F L O R I D A  BANK f i U I L D I N G  
P O S T  O F F I C E  BOX 1876 

T A L L A H A S S E E ,  F L O R I D A  3 2 3 0 2 - 1 5 7 6  
TELEPHONE ( 9 0 4 )  2 2 2 - 0 7 2 0  

NOVEMBER 1 5 ,  1 9 9 3  

SOUTHERN S T A T E S  U T I L I T I E S ,  I N C  
l00ld COLOR P L A C E  

APOPKA.  F L  3 2 7 0 3  

OUR F I L E  f :  5 2 1 3 - 6 1 4 4  
I N V O I C E  NO: 2 2 3 5 2 4  

CURRENT AMOUNT DUE:  S 8 8 7 . 0 2  

T O T A L  AMOUNT DUE: S 8 8 7 . 0 2  
THROUGH 1 8 / 3 1 / 9 3  = = = = E = - - = P I = = =  

_ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

I N V E S T I G A T I O N  I N T O  A P P R O P R I A T E  RATE S T R U C T U R E  

OUR FEDERAL ID % :  5 9 - 2 9 2 1 1 8 0  

C O S T  ADVANCED 

C O P Y I N G  E X P E N S E  S 1 4 . 8 5  
T E L E C O P I E R  CHARGES S 1 0 . 0 0  
L O N G  D I S T A N C E  TELEPHONE C A L L S  S 7 . 1 7  

T O T A L  C O S T  ADVi.NCED S 3 2 . 0 2  

P R E V I O U S  ACCOUNTS R E C E I V A B L E  

1 8 / 1 2 / 9 3  2 2 3 0 7 3  I N V O I C E  
1 1 / 0 9 / 9 3  3 8 2 5 0  PAYMENT R E C E I V E D  

I N V O I C E  BALANCE D U E  

F E E S  C O S T S  

s 7 5 . 0 0  S 1 . 2 0  
s - 7 5 . 0 0  $ - 1 . 2 0  

s 0 . 0 0  s 0 . 0 0  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  



.GE 2' 
NOV 15/93 
5213 -6144 

PREVIOUS BALANCE DUE $ 

10/04/?3 XAH 

18/06/93 KAH 

16/12/93 KAH 

18/13/93 XAH 

16/16/93 XAH 

16/19/93 KAH 

10/20/93 KAH 

16/25/93 KAH 

0.50 

0.20 

0.20 

0.10 

0. 60 

0.60 

0.40 

2.60 

-REVIEW MEMO FROM CATHY BEDELL RE: MEETING 
ON 16/6/93; DRAFT HEM0 TO S S U  RE: SAME; 
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH BRIAN ARMSTRONG 
R E :  HEETING. 

RE: CASR. 

RESULTS OF 18/6/93 MEETING WITH STAFF AND 
INTERESTED PARTIES RE: FILING REQUIREMENTS 
AND OTHER MATTERS IN DOCKET. 

OF STAFF AND INTERESTED PARTIES. 

PRE-PREHEARING CONFERENCE ON 

PROCEDURE AND CORRESPONDENCE FROM CATHY 

-REVIEW INITIAL CASR AND DICTATE MEMO TO SSU 

-PHONE CONFERENCE WITH FORREST LUDSEN RE: 

-REVIEW STAFF MINUTES FROM 16/6/93 MEETING 

-PHONE CONFERENCE WITH BRIAN ARMSTRONG RE: 

10/20/93; REVIEW ORDER ESTABLISHING 

BEDELL TO SUSAN FOX; TELEPHONE CONFERENCE 
WITH JEFF SHARKEY. 
-DRAFT NOTICE OF APPEARANCE AS CO-COUNSEL 
FOR S S U ;  DRAFT RESPONSE TO TWONEY/GROSS 
LETTER RE: IMPLEMENTATION OF UNIFORM 
STATEWIDE RATES. 

BRIAN ARMSTRONG RE: RESULTS OF 
PRE-PREHEARING CONFERENCE. 

RE: BACKGROUND ON CASE, STRATEGY AND 
PREPARATION FOR HEARINGS; REVIEW FIRST 
REVISED CASR AND TRANSMIT TO JEFF SHARKEY; 

-OFFICE CONFERENCE WITH FORREST LUDSEN AND 

-MEETING WITH JEFF SHARKEY AND BILL PEEBLES 



'AGE 3' 
' O V  15/93 
;213 -6144 

16/26/93 KAH 

i0/?9/93 KAH 

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH BRIAN ARMSTRONG 

AND FORREST LUDSEN RE: RATE STRUCTURE 
0.80 -REVIEW DOCUMENTS PROVIDED BY IDA ROBERTS 

PROCEEDING. 
0.30 -PHONE CONFERENCE WITH CATHY BEDELL RE: 

COHHISSIONER JOHNSON'S ORDER REQUIRING 
FILING OF ISSUES WITHIN 5 DAYS; fiEVIEW 
ORDER AND DISCUSS WITH BRIAN ARHSTRONG. 

ATTORNEY TOTAL 5.70 HOURS AT 150.00 /HR - s 855.00 

TOTAL TIHE 5.70 HOURS = s 855.00 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

__ - - - - - - -_ -__ -_  - - - - - - - 

SUHMARY: 

TOTAL COST ADVANCED: S 32.02 
CURRENT FEE: S 855.00 

CURRENT AMOUNT DUE: S 887.02 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _  



MESSER, VICKERS, CAPARELLO, MADSEN, LEWIS, GOLDMAN & MET2 
A PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION 

SUITE 701, FIRST FLORIDA BANK BUILDING 
POST OFFICE BOX 1876 

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32302-1876 
TELEPHONE (904) 222-0720 

JANUARY 14, 1994 

SOUTHERN STATES UTILITIES, INC. OUR FILE # :  5213-6144 
1000 COLOR PLACE INVOICE NO: 224678 
APOPKA, FL 32703 

CURRENT AMOUNT DUE: S 1,412.76 

TOTAL AI5OUNT DUE: S 1.412.16 
THROUGH 12/31/93 ============== 

- - - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

INVESTIGATION INTO APPROPRIATE RATE STRUCTURE 

OUR FEDERAL ID # :  59-2921100 

11/15/93 223524 INVOICE 
12/31/93 38871 PAYMENT RECEIVED 

INVOICE BALANCE DUE 
12/05/93 224022 INVOICE 
12/31/93 38872 PAYMENT RECEIVED 



a 

.. --, , '. 
PAGE 2 
JAN 14/94 
5213 -6144 

Q 

INVOICE BALANCE DUE 

0 

PREVIOUS BALANCE DUE S 0.00 

12/03/33 ' KAH 

12/04/93 KAH 

0.20 -PHONE CONFERENCE WITH CATHY BEDELL R E :  
STAFF'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO 
ssu. 

0.30 ;dEVIEW MATERIALS PROVIDED BY JEFF SHARKEY . .  
A ? .  PF.: CORRESPONDENCE TO LT. GOVERNOR MCKAY .''/P<- . .rbW'UNIFORM RATES AND BENEFITS FOR 

L. -. 
I " '  i C@NSERVATION IN PREPARATION FOR PSC 
' YQRKSMOP ON WATER CONSERVATION ISSUES. 

DUE DATE 0F.INTERVENING TESTIMONY AND 
CITRUS AND HERNANDO COUNTIES' I4OTION 
REQUESTING ADDITIONAL TIME TO FILE PREFILED 
TESTIMONY; DR I(6&P. TO BRIAN ARMSTRONG 
RE: FOR G I&$%#TIOKS. 

.Y 
: .-. 

12/09/93 .i. j K i H  ' - -  0 ~ 6 0  ..-.-:REVIEW COVA'S MOTION TO CORRECT O R  EXTENT? ,, :. 3- 

- P  . .',* 

12/03/93 €$.e, C 3 0.30 CY.Nt?Ck&. ERENCE WITH BRIAN ARMSTRONG AND 

PREFILED TESTIMONY; REVIEW STAFF'S SECOND 
+-,; I'O REST LUDSEN R E :  MATTERS RELATED TO - <: c\ i i  

'i ,-..&O ' 
I .  L' SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO SSU. 

12 / 10 / 9 3 ($%AH 1.40 -PHONE CONFERENCES WITH BRIAN ARMSTRONG (2) 
R E :  RESPONSE TO MOTIONS FOR EXTENSION OF 
TIXE TO FILE TESTIMONY AND STATUS OF 
DISCOVERY RESPONSES; BEGIN DRAFTING 
RESPONSE TO MOTIONS FOR EXTENSION OF TIME ~. 
TO FILE DIRECT TESTIMONY. 

RECORDS AND REPORTING R E :  FAILURE TO SERVE 

.. . .  
1 -. 0.10 -REVIEW 12/8/93 MEMO FROM DIVISION OF 12/11/93 KAH 



1 . .- . -, . i Q 

PAGE 3 
JAN 14/94 
S213 -6144 

ORDER ESTABLISHING PROCEDURE ON ALL 
PARTIES. 

12/13/93 XAH 0.50 -OFFICE CONFERENCE WITH BRIAN ARKSTRONG AND 
IDA ROBERTS RE: VARIOUS HATTERS PERTAINING 
TO RATE STRUCTURE PROCEEDING. 

12/13/93 KAH 0.50 -TELEPHONE CONFERENCES WITH CATHY BEDELL ( 2 )  
RE: STATUS OF MOTIONS FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 
TO FILE DIRECT TESTIMONY; REVIEW COPY OF 
CORRESPONDENCE FROM ATTORNEYS FOR HERNANDO 
COUNTY TO CATHY BEDELL RE: COST STUDY FOR 
HERNANDO COUNTY BULK WASTEWATER RATE: 
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH SUZY LIM RE: 
RESPONSES TO STAFF'S FIRST SET OF 

12/14/93 KAH 
INTERROGATORIES. 

2.50 -TELEPHONE CONFERENCES WITH CATHY BEDELL (21 

.I 

.I' 

, -  

. ,  
RE: NEW DEADLINE FOR FILING TESTIMONY AND 
RESPONSES TO STAFF INTERROGATORIES; DRAFT 
MEMO TO SSU RE: NEW DEADLINE FOR FILING 
TESTIMONY AND NEW DATE FOR OCALA SERVICE 
HEARING: TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH CHUCK 

. 7 ;  REVIEW AND ORGANIZE RESPONSES TO STAFF'S 
I I . '  PLISS RE: RESPONSE TO STAFF INTERROGATORY 

' FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES: TELEPHONE 
C.ONFERENCES WITH SUZY LIH AND BRIAN 

PERTAINING TO DISCOVERY RESPONSES; DRAFT 
NOTICE OF SERVICE; TELEPHONE CONFERENCE 
WITH WAYNE SCHIEFELBE,IN RE: FLORIDA CITIES' 
INTEREST IN PR0,EEFDGG. 

,, 

. . -  ARHSTRONG ( 2 )  RE: VARIOUS HATTERS 

12/15/93 KAH , 0.30 - T E L E P H O ~  .COGI)N&ERENCE WITH CATHY BEDELL AND 
. ;  ?. +RTAN -A MSTRONG RE: STATUS OF ORDER, ON 

,-i - 
..I.\\, ' C<)I. ISSUES FOR HEARING AND RELATED HATTERS. 

12/17/93'. KAH .- c <,b. 40 -REVIEW PREHEARING OFFICER'S ORDER REGARDING 

12/21/93 '- KAH 0.50 -PHONE CONFERENCE WITH BRIAN ARHSTRONG RE: 
FINAL ISSUES FOR HEARING. 

ORDER SETTING ISSUES AS SUCH PERTAINS TO 
TESTIMONY ON FLORIDAN AQUIFER SERVING AS 
INTERCONNECTION AND COWPARISON OF WATER AND 
WASTEWATER RATES AND INTERCONNECTION TO 
OTHER UTILITIES: FURTHER REVIEW AND .. 

i c I. . i- 

.. 
I -- ANALYSIS OF ORDER SETTING ISSUES AND 7 

PROPOSED ISSUES FILED BY COVA AND CITRUS 



0 
P A G E  4 
J A N  1 4 / 9 4  
S213 - 6 1 4 4  

PAGE J?37 OF E#6 (3 i 

AND HERNANDO C O U N T I E S .  
1 2 / 2 2 / 9 3  KAH 0 . 5 0  -PHONE C O N F E R E N C E  W I T H  CATHY B E D E L L  R E :  

ORDER S E T T I N G  I S S U E S ;  DRAFT HEM0 T O  B R I A N  
ARMSTRONG. 

1 2 / 2 9 / 9 3  KAH 0.50 - R E V I E W  C I T R U S  AND HERNANDO C O U N T I E S '  M O T I O N  
FOR R E C O N S I D E R A T I O N  OF ORDER S E T T I N G  I S S U E S  
AND R E Q U E S T  F O R  O R A L  ARGUMENT. 

r : , : - .  . 



Voucher Prepared By: 




