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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

UTILITIES, INC. OF FLORIDA (NOS. 167-179) has been served by electronic mail to Martin 

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

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

electronic mail this 10th day of February, 2017. 

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

 

 
 

 

/s/ Walt Trierweiler 
WALT TRIERWEILER 
Senior Attorney, Office of the General Counsel 
 
FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 
(850) 413-6175 
wtrierwe@psc.state.fl.us 
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	STAFF'S SEVENTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO utIlities, inc. of florida (NOS. 167-179)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	167. According to MFR Schedule B-10 and the subsequent update, rate case expense is allocated by ERC. However, some invoices provided indicate billable hours directly attributed to specific individual systems. Please explain and justify the applicatio...
	168. Please provide an update of actual and estimated rate case expense, in total and allocated, with detailed explanations and calculations to justify the estimated expense to complete this case.
	169. Please refer to Seidman Rate Case Expense (M&R) files from UIF’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories.
	a. Please explain and justify (e.g. an itemized cost breakdown) the estimated $1,650 in expenses to complete the rate case.
	b. The total amount billed of $87,475.50 (not including $2,137.50 for corrections to MFRs) does not match $6,525.00 (not including $1,987.50 for corrections to MFRs) in the invoices provided. Please explain this discrepancy.

	170. Please refer to Friedman Rate Case Expense from UIF’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories.
	a. The actual amount billed of $35,424.00 (including $1,404.00 to correct deficiencies) does not match $35,325.00 (including $1,404.00 to correct deficiencies). Please explain this discrepancy.
	b. Please provide a breakdown of the estimated travel expenses for Mr. Friedman.
	c. Please refer to Friedman Invoice No. 3362 dated December 2, 2016. Please provide a breakdown of the $180.31 for travel expense on November 9, 2016.

	171. The actual hours provided in the invoices for Millian, Swain, & Associates (MSA) do not match the hours provided in the Rate Case Expense – Summary Schedule in UIF’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories. Please explain this discrepancy.
	172. Please provide the hourly rate, number of billable hours, and more detailed description of work performed for the rate case for Michael Cartin, Adam Feathergill, Robert Hunter, Krzysztof Malecki, and Nicole Winans.
	173. Please identify in the invoices for Guastella Associates, LLC what work related to STP is referring to.
	174. Please refer to UIF’s response to staff’s interrogatory 78. UIF provided the allocation for the UIF system showing water is 71.07 percent and sewer is 28.93 percent. Please provide the allocation breakdown for UIF-Marion, UIF-Orange, UIF-Pasco, U...
	175. Based on UIF’s response to staff’s interrogatories 83 and 85, the Utility proposes to amortize the Cypress Lake and Labrador sediment removal projects over ten years. Why does UIF propose a ten-year amortization period for these projects?
	176. Please refer to UIF’s response to staff’s interrogatory 84. In its response, UIF stated that the construction of the equalization tank, head works equipment and associated components will be bid out.
	a. When will UIF bid out these components of this project?
	b. If UIF already received the bids for this part of the project, please provide copies of these bids.

	177. Please refer to UIF’s response to staff’s interrogatory 98. UIF indicated the vehicle replacement program was not included in its exhibits. Please provide the total amount (before allocation) for this program and all supporting documents.
	178. Please refer to UIF’s response to staff’s interrogatory 125. UIF stated that the total cost of improvements to the C4500 Kodiak Truck Upgrade was $46,157.33. The invoices provided in exhibit PCF-46 indicated the cost of the upgrade is $43,893.60....
	179. UIF did not provide any supporting documents for the projects identified in the exhibits listed below, and have been requested in Staff’s Fifth Request for Production of Documents, No. 8. If supporting documents are not available for that request...
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