


Re: Docket No. 20250121-GU — Joint petition for approval of actual, estimated, and projected
relocation costs and approval to establish a recovery surcharge, by Florida City Gas and Florida
Public Utilities Company.

Request

1. Please refer to witness McCloskey’s pre-filed Exhibits SM-1 CG and SM-1 FPU. For each

relocation project listed, please provide the following:

a. A brief description of the activities associated with the project, and identify
when each activity was completed, or for projects under construction or in the
design phase, the estimated time of completion.

b. A breakdown of what is included in the 1 estimate for each project, and explain
how the cost estimate was developed for each.

Company Response:

1a. Please refer to the attached file DR 1.1a. This file contains SM-1 CG and SM-1 FPU,

with additional columns highlighted in yellow to provide the description and, completion
date.

1b.  Relocation projects start when the agency with authority over the roadway or their
engineering contractor reaches out to the company advising us of their upcoming project.
The company will then review the set of plans provided and markup the agency's plans with
the location of our existing facilities. The company might request that the agency complete
any verification digs at locations where a conflict is uncertain. The company will then work
with the agency to determine if any adjustments to their design are possible to mitigate the
need for a relocation. The avoidance of a relocation is the company’s priority. The company
will then complete any required documentation from the agency that denotes the scope of
the conflict which can include a conflict matrix, drawings / markups, or written notification.
The size of the relocation is based upon the conflict identified and constructability of the
design to eliminate it. The estimate is based upon the design developed as well as utilizing a
mixture of existing contractual pricing and historical data the company has experienced on
previous projects. Additional details on the estimate methodology can be found in the excel
file provided in response to 1a. under the column heading “Breakdown of what is included

in cost estimate”,
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their culvert and they were unable to continue until the line was removed. In order to
minimize impact to the City’s project, Florida City Gas elected to abandon the pipeline in
conflict and not replace it due to the large excavation taking place as part of their project.
Florida City Gas’s system was a two way feed thus the elimination of this crossing did not
critically affect the system’s reliability. Please refer to the attached file DR 1.4 Email from
City of Melbourne.

5. Please refer to witness McCloskey’s pre-filed Exhibit SM-2 CG, pages 15 through 25. The
documentation provided appears to be a duplication of the documents associated with the project
identified as Okeechobee Rd Relocation FDOT. If so, provide additional documentation associated
with the project identified as 0361-DOT-OSLO RD RELO to demonstrate the need for the project
by the requesting authority pursuant to Rule 25- 7.150(2), Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.).

Company Response:

Please refer to the attached file “DR 1.5 361 DOT OSLO ROAD” which has the correct

request.

6. Please refer to witness McCloskey’s pre-filed Exhibit SM-2 FPU, page 1. Provide the

attachment, 65% Construction Plan and Conflict Matrix, referenced in the provided memorandum.

Company Response:

Please refer to the attached file “DR 1.6 Australian Ave-65_Signal Plans.pdf”.

7. Please refer to witness McCloskey’s pre-filed Exhibits SM-1 FPU, page 1, and SM-2 FPU,
page 7. Verify the correct project name and the location of where the associated activities were

performed.

Company Response:

The correct name is Thompson Nursery Road Segment 1. The County Project Number is

5400203. The location is on Cameron Road, Eagle Lake, FL 33839, just east of US-17 North.
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11.  Please refer to witness McCloskey’s pre-filed Exhibits SM-1 FPU, page 1, and SM-2 FPU,
pages 45 through 47. Verify the city location of the project.

Company Response:

The location of this project is in West Palm Beach. However, since filing the relocation
petition, FPUC was able to successfully negotiate an adjustment to the FDOT design, which
resulted in eliminating the need for the relocation. The Company included estimated costs

of $10,000 related to this project and will be accounted for in the true-up calculation.

12.  Please refer to witness McCloskey’s pre-filed Exhibits SM-1 FPU, page 1, and SM-2 FPU,

pages 48 through 50. Clarify the connection between the streets named in the project name.

Company Response:
FDOT project 449283-1-52-01 takes place at two separate locations. One of which is at SR
806 at Homewood Blvd. and the other location being SR 704 at Haverhill Road. FPUC

impacted facilities are at the intersection of SR 704 and Haverhill Road. However, since
filing the relocation petition, FPUC was able to successfully negotiate an adjustment to the
FDOT design which resulted in eliminating the need for the relocation. The Company
included estimated costs of $20,000 related to this project and will be accounted for in the

true-up calculation.

13.  Please refer to witness McCloskey’s pre-filed Exhibits SM-1 FPU, page 1, and SM-2 FPU,
pages 51 through 56. Verify the project location and the name of the requesting authority.

Company Response:

As shown in the title on page 51 of SM-2 FPU, Polk County is the requesting authority whose
project limits can be seen in the image below. FPUC’s impacted facilities are at the

intersection of Old Bartow Eagle Lake Rd. East, Shefield Rd, and Spirit Lake Road.













