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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE CON.USSIOU 

In re: Application for Rute 
Increase in Brevard County 
By Florida Cities Water 
Company, Barefoot Bay 
Division 

DOCKET UO. 910976-WS 
ORDER NO. PSC-92-0563 -FOF-WS 
ISSUED : 06/24/92 

The following Commissioners participated in the disposition of 
this matter: 

SUSAN F. CLARK 
J . TERRY DEASON 

BETTY EASLEY 
LUIS J. LAUREDO 

NOTICE Of PROPOSED AGENCY ACTION 
ORDER APPROVIHG INCREASED RATES 

BY THE COHMISSION: 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN by the Florida Public Ser,ice 
Commission that the actions discussed herein are preliminary 1n 
nature, and as such, will become final unless a per~on whos e 
interests are substantially affected files a petition for a formal 
proceeding pursuant to Rule 25-22 . 029 , Florida Administrative Code . 

BACKGROUND 

Florida Cities Water Company, Barefoot Bay Division , (FCWC or 
utility) provides water and wastewat er service for a mobile horne 
community located about 15 miles south of Melbourne, Florida. The 
community has mostly full - time residents. At August 31, 1991, the 
utility was serving about ~ , 300 customers . The Barefoot Bay system 
is in an area that has been designated by the St . Johns \-later 
Management District as a critical use area . 

On December 13 , 1991, the utility filed the ins unt request 
for interim and permanent rate increases pursuant to Sections 
367 . 081 and 367 . 082 , Florida Statutes. On January 6, 1992, the 
utility cured the deficiencies which we found in i s original 
filing, so that date is the official date of filing for this 
proceeding . Pursuant to Section 367 .081(8), Florida Administrative 
Code , the utility requested that we process this case using our 
proposed agency action (PAA) procedure . The approved tes t y~ar for 
this proceeding is the twelve-rnon~n period ended August 31, 1991. 
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The utility requested approval of interim and final rates , to 
generate annual revenues of $719,387 for the \.ater system and 
$851,601 for the wastewater system . By Order No. PSC-92-0027-FOF­
\.JS, issued March 10, 1992 , we suspended the util~ ty ' s proposed 
rates and granted interim rates to generate annual revenues of 
$711,911 for the water system , an increase of $113,964 (19 . 06 \ ), 
and revenues of $817,948 for the wastewater system, an ~ncrease of 
$327,568 (69 . 84\) . 

QUALITY OF SERVICE 

FC\-JC pumps its water frorn seven area wells that have a 
designed pumping capacity of 1 . 3 million gallons per day (mgd) . 
The water is treated in a 1 mgd general filter plant with lime tor 
softening and chlorine and ammonia (chloramine) Cor disiniection 
and tr i halomethane (THM) control. The treatment plant is served by 
five high service pumps and is equipped with a diesel aux1liary 
generator for emergency power to run two high service pumps. A 
booster station is served by four high service pump!:; w~th a 
connection fat" a portable auxiliary gene rator . For s or.:1ge, the 
utility has one . 3 million gallon (mg) steel tank located adjacent 
to the water plant and one . 5 mg concrete tank at the boos ter 
station . 

The wastewater treatment plant is a 1 mgd \>lestinghouse , 
extended aeration , s teel facility currently permitted by the 
Department of Environmental Regulation (DER) to treat . 9 mgd . 
Effluent is disposed of by two evaporation/percolation ponds and by 
spray irrigation in a 40 acre orange grove adjacent to the Barefoot 
Bay community. Under the terms of a DER consent order , the utility 
is also discharging effluent into a nearby canal. To coMply with 
the DER consent order , the utility must add ferric sulfate to the 
effluent t o reduce nutrients before discharging into the canal . 
The utility is currently seeking approval to di spose of effluent by 
spray irrig~tion over a 300 acre orange grove . This appli cation 
has been challenged by surrounding property owners, and a final 
decision is not expected until mid-June . 

Our ing our I-1arch , 1992 , field inspection of the water and 
wastewater treatment facilities, t he plants appeared i n good 
condi tion. Safety practices were good but automatic features for 
starting and switching wells nos. 7 and 8 wore lacking. These 
wells are located in a field partially obscured by shrubs and 
growth. Since these wells do not have automatic features or 
alarms , plant personnel must visit 11e well sites and manually 
restart the pumps if a power failure occurs . Accordingly, we 
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encourage FCWC to consider installing automatic or r emote features 
and alarms on wells nos . 7 and 8 . 

our staff conducted a customer meeting in the service area on 
February 26, 1992 . Several customers complained about sediment in 
the water . We asked the utility to provide a glass of t a p water 
and a glass of ice cubes from the same location . After several 
hours the t ap water r emained clear but sediment was found in the 
glass of melted ice cubes . In all likelihood , the sediment i !; 
calcium carbonate, which becomes less soluble when water is frozen 
a nd solidifies into a sandy-looking substance wh~n the ice melts . 
The sediment does not represent a health rroblem . 

In consideration of the above , we find that the quality of 
service provided by FCWC is !;atisfactory. 

RATE BASE 

Our calculations of the appropr iate rate bases for this 
proceeding 3re depicted on Schedule No . 1 - A for the water system 
and Schedule No . 1-B for the wastewater system . Our adjustmen•s 
a re itemized on Schedule No . 1-C. Those adjustments which are 
self- explanatory or which are essentially mech nical in nature arc 
reflected on those schedules without further discussion in the body 
of this Order . The major adjustments are discussed below . 

Used and Useful 

In its MFRs , FCWC calculated used and useiul for the water and 
wastewat e r treatment pla nts by comparing the number of existing 
connections plus 15\ to the t otal number of possible connections . 
This method for calculating used a nd u seful differs from our 
traditional method where , generally, we compare the hydraulic flows 
experienced with flows per mitted . Furthermore , the 15\ fiqure FCWC 
added to the number of e x i. ting connect ions is labeled in Schedules 
Nos . F-5 and F- 6 as a " margin r eserve ," yet FCI'IC offers no 
supporting calcula tions for margin reserve in Schedule to. F-8 , as 
required , and we do not see the r elationship between FCWC ' s 15\ 
figure and growth . 

As we have stated in the past , margin reserve represents 
capaci ty that the utility must have available beyond that dcmand~d 
by the test year ' s customers so tho utility can serve new cust omer!; 
without plant expansion over tho next eighteen months . This 
clarification aside , we f1.nd that FCWC ' s water and wastewater 
treatment pl 'lnts are each 100\ used and useful absent margin 
reserve 
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FCWC claims its wa ter treatment pla nt is 100% u sed and us eful , 
but FCWC calculated this figure by a means othe r than our 
traditional flows - based method. We have calculated u sed and use ful 
by the traditio na l method and agree that FCWC ' s water trea t ment 
plant is 100% used a nd useful . 

The curre nt demand on the wate r trea t ment pla nt is above 
permitted capaci ty . To establish the used and useful per centage , 
we have divide d the sum of the 908 , 800 gallons per day (gpd) five ­
day average daily flow and an allowance for fire i low by he 
1, ooo , 000 gpd capacity of the plant. Only a fraction ot the 
utility ' s 800,000 gallons of availa ble storage capacity need be 
considered for t he fi re fl ow allowance to a rr ive at a used and 
useful pe r centage g r eater than 100%. 

If we used the traditional flows-based method to c a lcu la e 
used a nd useful, the wastewater t r eatment plant would no t. be l OOo 
used a nd useful. FCWC s tates in its MFRs tha t the capacity o l i t s 
was t e wa t e r treatment plant is 1. 00 mgd ; however , the pla nt i s 
currently operating under a DER con sent order with maximum tlo ws of 
9 00,000 gpd . The five-day maximum average daily fl ow d uring he 
test yea r was 678 , 355 gpd . However, we do not. cons 1de r c tr 
traditional method or FCWC's method appropriate in th1 s case . 

The plant was installed to accommodate anticipate d growth f o r 
the e ntire Barefoot Bay s ubdivision. In order to gro'.l t.,rith the 
service a r ea , the utility had the al ternative of installing s everal 
s mall package plants (as the need arose) or build i ng a la r g e r 
plant . Based on a curr e nt growth, however, it appears as thoug h 
t he plant will not be operating to full capacity uhen build- out 
oc curs in three or four years . 

Under un ique circum~tances , we believe it is appropriate to 
c o nsider economies of sca le i n e valuat i ng used and u s eful . See 
Application for a rate increase in Lee County by Gulf Utility 
Co mpany , Order No. 24735 , issued July 1, 1991. In the instant 
case , we believe the utility acted prude ntly when it built one 
plant rather than several smaller plants , because the latter 
alterna t i ve was more cost-effective or the u t ility and its 
cus t omer s . FCWC's plant was prude ntly designed and properly sized 
to serve the r easonably a nticipa ted needs of the service a r ea . 

Therefore, in consideration of the unique c ircumstances of 
this case , we find that the wastewater trea t ment plant is 100\ used 
and useful . 
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As indicated above , the wastewater disposal facilities are no t 
currently large enough to handle all of the effluent: from the 
pla nt . The util ity ' s request to dispose of effluent by spray 
irrigation over a 300 acre parcel is pending . Under these 
circumstances, we consider the disposal facilities 100\ used and 
useful . 

On Schedule Ho. F-7 of the MFRs, the utility states, regarding 
its water distribution facilities, "It is normal practice and t:he 
CoMpany ' s public utility responsibility to have service available 
to additional lot:s in the area ." A used and useful percentage was 
not listed on th is schedule , but is elsewhere claimed to be 100%. 
In addition , FCWC has stated that its water di~tribution facilities 
are entirely contr 1butad . on the same schedule, the utility 
further stated, regard1ng its wastewater collection facilities , 
"All on- site collection systems are contributed to the 
utility. Therefore , the collection facilities are 100\ used and 
useful . " 

Based on the above, our auJit of the company ' s books, and our 
field investigation we agree that the water distribution and 
wastewater col 1 ection tacilities dre 100\ used and useful . 

Accumulated Depreciation 

our audjtors compared the rate base accounts reported in the 
MFRs with corresponding information in the utility's general ledger 
and detected an error in the amount of accumulated depreciation for 
the wastewater system in the MFRs . Therefore , we shall correct: 
this error by reducing wastewater sys tem accumulated depreciation 
by $8 , 899 . 

\vorking Cap~ 

FCWC used the tormula approach, or one-eighth o1 operat:ion and 
mainten~nce expenses (1/Bth of O&M), to calculate working capital . 
FCWC ' s use of the ormula approach is consistent with the reethod 
prescribed by Form PSC/WAS 17 of the MFRs, which is incorporated in 
Rule 25-30 . 437, Florida Administrative Code, by reference . 

We find it appropriate to use the formula method to calculate 
the working capital requirement of this utility . In a later 
section of this Order, we find that the proper amounts of test year 
operation and maintenance expense arc $476,056 for the water system 
and $468,281 for the wastewater system Therefore , we have 
included one-eighth of those amounts , $ 59 , 507 for the water system 
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and $58 , 535 for the wastewater system, in rate base as the 
util i t y ' s working capital allowance . 

Test Year Rate Base 

I n consideration of the toregoing, we find that average test 
year rate base is $951,751 tor the water system and $1,764,545 for 
the wastewater system . 

COST OF CAPITAL 

our calculation of the appropriate cost of capital is depicted 
on Schedule No. 2-A . Our adjustnents a re itemized on Schedule ~o . 

2 - B. Those adjustments which are self-explanatory or which are 
essentially mechanical in nature are rellected o n those schedules 
without further discussion in the body of this Order. The major 
adjustments are d1scussed below. 

Deferred Taxes 

The utility ' s proposed capital structure does not incll'1e a 
$3,863,500 average test year balance for deferred taxes relating to 
accrual of allowance for funds prudently invested (AfPI) charges . 
\.Je disagree with the utility ' s exclusion of this amount and 
therefore have increased deferred taxes by the subject amount . 

The utility recorded accrual of AFPI charges (a deferred debit 
account) on its balance sheet, and , after subtracting the tax 
impact of these revenues (the deferred tax accountj , it closed the 
resu l ting net income to retained earnings, thus increasing the 
equity balance . The utility argues that since the accrual of AFPI 
c harges is a non-cash transaction, deferred t axes arc properly 
excluded from the schedule of capital accounts. 

We believe that the utility has taken a piecemeal a~proach to 
defining capi t ul investment . If AFPI - related taxes sht)U ld be 
excluded from the capital structure because AFPI accrual is d no n­
cash transact ion, an associated reduction to the equ1ty balance 
should be made for the same reason. AFPI charges arc designed to 
allow the utility to recover prudently incurred carrying costs -­
depreciation charges, interest exponse , property taxes, and equity 
return for non-used and useful facilities . Were we to reduce 
equity capital to be consistent with the exclusion of deferred 
taxes, the utility would be penal1zed for having to defer recovery 
of prudently incurred carrying charges . 
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Further, we believe the utility ' s proposed adjustment to 
exclude the co~t-free deferred tax account is an attempt to trace 
funds to a particular asset . Generally , this Commission rejects 
all such proposals . \O:e normally reconc1le rate base and the 
capita l s t ructure on a pro rata basis and do not assign particular 
capital accounts to specific asset accounts , which is effectively 
what FCWC has asked us to do. 

I n consideration of t he foregoing , we have incrcused the 
provijion for cost- free tax accounts by $3,863, 500 . This 
adjustment reduces the weighted cost of capiLal . 

The utility' s out~tanding debt capital includes a credit line 
conponent used for short-term fin nc1ng of construct ion . The 
utility pays the prevailing prir:te rate of interest , and thus a 
variable rate, for this source of funds. During the his tor ica 1 
year e nded August 31 , 1991, the utility was charged an 8 . '5% 

interest rate for the credit line . The current prime rate, 
however , is 6 . 5 . We think it is appropri ~te to use the curr~nt 
prime rate to establish the overall cost of debt cupital . 
Therefore , the overall cost of debt capital 1~ thu~ reduced fr oM 
10.01% to 9 . 73\ . 

Preferred Stock 

our ing the test year, Florida Cities Ha er Cor.~pany issued 
$9,000 , 000 of preferred stock to its parent cor.~pany, whic h in t urn 
issued a n equal ar:tount of preferred stock to All~tatc Insurance 
Company . Flo r ida Cities Water Company used the proceeds from its 
preferred stock transaction, which occurred on June 15, 1991 , tc 
redeem an equivalent amount of common 3tock . 

The utility included $4, 500, 000 of preferred stock in its 
capita l ~tructure . That amount represents the simple average for 
the 1991 t est year , which the MFRs s how as beginning ~ith a zero 
balance and ending with a $9 , 000,000 balance. The dividend rate 
for the preferred stock is 9 . 00\ , or about 4% less than the 
conparative return allowed for common stock. The full amount of 
the preferred stock will be outstanding when the final rates 
approved in this case arc implemented , and the preferred stock 
cannot be r edeemed before March of 1997. 

The prclerrcd stock issue repl ~ced an equivalent amount of 
conmon equity and did not increase t otal capital . No plant 
improvements were built from funds infused hy the preferred stock 
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issue . It was simply a conver sion of cap1tal : a less expensive 
form of equity capital in exchange for a ~ore expensive source of 
equity capital. 

In consideration of the above, and because we hink it 
appropriate to t ake into account a known change, we have increased 
the balance of preferred stock by $4,500,000 and reduced conmon 
equity accordingly. 

Investment Tax Credits 

The utility 's capital structure includes an allocated share of 
deferred investment tax crod,ts (ITC.s) tor Flor1da Ci ie!> 1\..tter 
Company as a whole . The $100,252 amount reported on Schedule Ho . 
D-1 of the MFRs was compute-d by reconciling rate bolse <.~nd the 
capital structure on a pro rata bas1s. Althouoh he pro rata 
reconciliation is proper, the utility employed the \lrong cost r.:lt:e 
for the ITCs . 

The cost rate for the ITCs in the 11FRs is 10. 1~ , ·.:hich 
matches the utility ' s requested overall c.ost ot c.::tpit1l. ll. ·cost 
rate for ITCs should be a ue1gh t ed average cost r<.~ e :ot· Investor 
supplied sources of capital . The utility c.:llculated lt~ cost rate 
for the ITCs as a weighted ave r age 1 or .\ll corpot.ents in the 
capital structure , i ncluding a cost-1. ree component t or deterred 
taxes. Therefore, we have ~ecalculated the co!>t rate tor he ITCs 
so as to exclude deferred taxes 1 rom the Helghted average . The 
proper cost rate is 10 . 83\ . 

Return on Equity 

He have cnlculated the allo"vled return on equ1ty u~ing he 
leverage formula set forth in Ordec Ho . 2·1246 , issued 1-:ilrch 18, 
1991 . According to that Order, the appropridtc return on equ1ty 
for this util ity is 13.11 . Therefore, FCWC ' s author1zcd rate of 
return on equity is 13 . 11 , with a range of reason 1bleness of 
between 12 . 11 to 14.11\ . 

overall Rate of Return 

After making the described adjust ments to the balances and 
cost rates for the capital structure components, we have calculated 
an overall weighted average cost of capital . The proper overall 
rate of return for this utility is 9.27\, with a range of 8 . 97\ to 
9.57\ . 
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!JET OPERATING INCOME 

Our calculatio ns of net oper ating income are depicted on 
Schedule No . 3-A for the water syst:em a nd Schedule llo . 3- 0 for the 
wastewa t e r sys t em . Our adjustments are itemized o n Schedule No . 3-
c . Those adjust ments which a r c self-explana tory o r which are 
essent~ally mechanical in nature are r eflected on those schedules 
without further discussion in the body of this Order . rhc major 
adjustments a re discussed below . 

Operating a nd Maintenance Expense co & Ml 

We have r e viewed the ut:ilit:y ' s expense accounts lor proper 
amounts , periods , and cla~sl fications . Our review did not disclos~ 
a ny significant out: - oi-pcrlod , non-rccurr1ng , or non-utility 
e xpenses . 

The ut:ility ' s reported expenses for the tes t year are 
substant~ally larger than corresponding expenses in the utility ' s 
l ast rate case (a 1981 test year), a nd the amount of he incr ease 
exceeds comparative growth in c us t omers and i n fla t ion. Although 
the actua l expenses exceed this benchma rk, the utility expl~ ined 
the increases in detail . For instance, the u til ity expla1ned t hat 
certain expenses increased because of grea t e r manpo•ner costs , 
sludge removal, c hemica l treatment, and monito ring requirernents 
required by DER. The utility also s t a t ed tha t the aging of its 
Barefoot Bay systems has contributed t o rising mainte nance cos t s . 
Further , the uti lity noted it began operating a 40-acrc irrigation 
s ys tem for effluent disposal in 1989 , and this facility has 
contributed to inc reased labor and o the r oper ating cost~ sin~e the 
l ast rate case . 

Having r e v iewed the utility's expenses duri ng f1eld and audit 
investigations, and having detect ed no evidence of irnprudent 
expenses , we have not reduced o pe rat ing expenses, except as 
described below for rate case expense . 

Rate Cuse r.xpense 

The utility included a $130 , 000 estimat~ for rate case expense 
i n its MFRs . At our r equest, the utility s ubmi tted updated rate 
case expense i nformation s howing actual expe nses as of the date o f 
submittal and an estimat e of costs thro ugh completion of the PAA 
process . Accord1ng t v the ut i:ity ' s updated informatio n, overall 
~ate c use expense is $ 50, 556 . 



ORDER NO . PSC-92 -0563-FOF-WS 
DOCKET !10. 910976-HS 
PAGE 10 

We have reviewed the actual payments and he projecced 
completion costs for evidence of unreasonable or unnecessary cases , 
and we detected none. The updated rate case expense included 
payments for legal services totaling $14,519, the rdce case filing 
f ee of $4 , 500 , accouncing and other regulacory services provided by 
affiliated companies totaling $16,125 , and various cos t s incurred 
to notify customers about this proceeding . Therefore , we find tha t 
the updated request for rate case expense, $50,556, is reasonable, 
and the utility shal l be allowed to recover said 1mount , divided 
equally be tween the two systems and amortized over a four-ye~r 

period . 

In addition, the util~ty is to submit, within 60 days of his 
Order, a breakdown of actua 1 rate case expense incurrr>d . The 
information s hall be submitted in the manner r equired t or Schedule 
B- 10 of the MFRs. 

Depreciation Expense 

The utility • s revenue requirement calculat1on includes pro 
forma provisions for increased depreciation charges . The .:ldried 
expenses were computed using the guideline deprecl..ltion races 
prescribed by Rule 25- 30 . 140, Florida Admini s traLive Code . In che 
utility ' s last rate case , Order No. 12191, issued July 1, 1983, 
Docket No . 820014 -WS, we used composite deprec1a tion races ol 2 . 2\ 
a nd 1. 85% , respectively, to compute the allowed depreciation 
expense for the water and wastewater systems . Pursuant to the 
guideline rates , depreciat1on is accrued on an individual account 
basis . The guideline rates generally yield a greilcer annual 
expense, which is evident for this utility since corp.:~rative 

depreciation rates in this proceeding are, effectively , 3 . 48\ and 
3 . 56% . 

As the pro forma depreciation expenses \.,rere computed usi11g the 
guideline depreciation rates orescribed by our rule, we approve the 
utility ' s requested amounts of depreciation expense : $42,288 for 
the water system and $64,696 for the was t ewater system . 

Test Year Opera ting Income 

By our calculations, the utility would exper1ence operating 
income ot $29,248 tor water service a nd an operating loss of 
$38 , 209 for wastewater service if c urrent rates were retained . 
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REVENUE REQUIREMENT 

The permane nt rates requested by the utility are designed to 

produce annual revenues of $719 , 387 for the water syster.l, an 
overall increase of 20 . 3% , and $851,601 Lor the wastewater zystem, 

an overall increase of 76 . 8\ . 

Based upon our review of the utility's books and r ecords and 

based upon the adjustments discussed above , we find that the 

appropriate annual revenue requirements for this utility arc 

$ 697 ,023 for the t.-Jatc r syst em and $820,477 for the \·Jastcwater 

system . These revenue requirements r~present an annual increase in 

r evenues of $99,076 (16 . 57\) for the water system and $338 , 866 

(70 . 36%) for the wastewater system . This revenue requirement will 

allow the utility to recover its operating expenses and will allo" 

it the opportunity to earn a 9 . 27., overall rate of return on 

average rate base . 

RATES AND CHARGES 

Mon hly service Rp s 

We have calculated new rates designed to allow the ~t1lity to 

achieve the reve nue requirement approved herein. He 1 ind th<!t 

these new rates are fair , just, a nd reasonable, anJ are not unnuly 

discriminatory . The utility ' s existing rates, its approved interlM 

rates , its requested final rates, and the rates \:hich 1r1e hereby 

approve are set forth below for comparison . \~e have designed th~ 

approved rates using the base facility charge (BFC) rate structure . 

The BFC rate structure allows the utility to more accurately trac~ 

its costs and allows the cus oners to have some control over their 

bills . Each customer pays Lor his or her pro rata share of the 

fixed costs necessary to provide utility service through the base 

facility charge and pays for hi s or her u sage through the gullonage 

charge . 

The amount of the wastewa ter rate increase for general service 

customers will be greater than ~he i ncrease for residential 

customers. The present wastewater rates, approved in Order No. 

12191 , issued July 1 , 1983, did not t ake i n to account the 

difference between the residential and the general zervicc 

wastewater return determinant, which assumes 80% of residential 
customers• water up to the wastcw;o .. ~r gallonage cap and 96\ of 

general serv · cc customers • water is returned to the waste1rmter 

system . The approved rates below take the return determinant into 

account . 



ORDER NO . PSC-92 -0563 -FOF-W~ 

DOCKET NO . 910976-WS 
PAGE 12 

f-leter 
Size 

5/8 " X 1/4 11 

3/4 11 

1 " 
1 - 1/2 11 

2" 
3 " 
4 " 
6 " 

Gallonage 
Charge 

Neter 
S i?.e 

All Sizes 

Gallonage 
Charge 

Maximum 
Gallons 

Minimum Bill 

Maximum Bil l 

FLORIDA CITIES \•lATER COI·1PAln' 
Barefoot Bay Division 

Schedule of Rates 
Hater 

Re~idential a nd General Serv1ce 

Commission Utility 
Util i t y Appr oved Proposed 
Present Interim Finul 
Rates Rates RS)tes 

$ 5 . 07 $ 6 . 04 $ 6 . 10 
7.59 9 . 05 9 .1 5 

12 . 66 15 09 15.2~ 

25 . 29 30 . 14 30 . 50 
40 . 48 48 . l5 .;a . 80 
80 . 95 96 . 48 97 . 60 

126 . . n 150 . 74 152 . 50 
252 . 99 301.54 305 . 00 

$ 1. 55 $ 1. 85 $ 1. 67 

~~ll~~h:!l Q Qt B~tes 
~stew £.1: 
~~ntial 

Commission Utility 
Utility Approved Proposed 
Present Interim F1nal 
RAtes Rates RAtes 

$ 4 . 33 $ 7 . 35 $ 7.88 

$ 1. 59 $ 2 . 70 $ 2.72 

6t·1 6M 6M 

$ 4 . 33 $ 7 35 $ 7 . 88 

$13 . 87 $23 . 55 $24 . 20 

Commission 
Approved 
Ei nal Rates 

$ 5 . 92 
8 . 88 

14 . 80 
:>9 . 60 
47 . )6 
94 . 72 

14 8 . 00 
291) . 00 

$ 1. 81 

Commission 
ApproveJ 
FinAl RA ~ 

$ 7 . 36 

$ 2 . 70 

6M 

$ 7 . 36 

$23. 56 
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FLORIDA CITIES \-lATER COMPANY 
Barefoot Bay Div1sion 

Scb~gul~ of B§ltes 
Wi!St~WS!t~t 

General Service 

Commission Util1ty 
Utility Approved Proposed 

Meter Present Interim Final 
~ Rates Rates RatQS 

5/8" X 3/4" $ 4 . 33 $ 7 . 35 $ 7.88 

3/4 " 6 . 54 11 . 11 11. 82 

1" 10 . 88 18 . 48 19.70 

1- 1.'2 " 21.75 36 . 94 39 . . j 0 

2" 34 . 79 59 . 09 63 . 04 

3" 69 . 57 118 . 16 126 . 08 

4 " 108 . 69 184 . 60 197 . 00 

6" 217 . 38 369 . 20 394 . 00 

Gallonage 
Charge $ 1. 59 $ 2 . 70 $ 3 . 26 

(No maximum) 

Commission 
Approved 
F i n~•l_Ra tes 

$ 7 . 36 

11 . 04 

18 . . ; 0 

36 . 80 

:;a . aa 

111.76 

184 . 00 

368 . 00 

$ 3 . 24 

The approved rat~s will be effective for meten read on or 
after thirty ddys from the stamped approval date on the revi sed 
tdriff sheets . The utility must submit revised tari1f s heets 
reflecting the approved rates and a proposed customer notice 
listing the new rates and explaining the reasons therefor . The 
tariff sheets will be approved upon staff ' s verification that the 
tariffs are consistent with the Commission ' s decision, that the 
protest period has expired and the proposed customer notice is 
adequate . 
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Statutor y Four- year Rate Redyccion 

Sect ion 367 . 0816 , Florida scacutes , scates, 

Th e amoun t of r a t e caso e x pense deter mined by the 
commission . • . t o be recovered through . r~te (s) 

s h a ll be apporti oned for r ecovery over a period of 4 
years . At the conclusion of t he recovery per iud , he 
r a t e(s) . .. sha l l be r educed immediately by the amount 
of rate case expense previously 1ncluded in rates. 

Accor dingly, we have amortized the anount of allowed rate case 
expense over four years and then adjusted the altered revenu<.. 
requiremen t for RAFs. By our calculations, at the end of the four­
year r ecovery period , the utility ' s water rates should be reduced 
by $6 , 618 and its wastew ter rates should be reduced by $6 , 618 . 
The rat es a t the end of this period are s hown o n Schedule No . 4, 
wh ich i s a t tached hereto . 

The u tility shall f1le revised tariff sheets no later than one 
month prior to the actual date o f the requ ired rate reduction . The 
utili ty shall also file a proposed customer notice setting forth 
the lower rates and the reason for the reduction . If the utility 
files this reduction in conJunction with a price ind ex or a pass­
t hrough r a t e adjustment, separate data shall be filed f o r each rate 
change . 

service Availability Chgrgcs 

The u tility did not propose any changes to its service 
availab i li ty charges in its MFRs . The utility ' s present levels o t 
net plant t o net contributions-in-aid-of-con~tructton (CIAC) arc 
70 . 82% for the water system and 52 . 12 \ for the \Jastewater systen . 
These levels fall within t he guidelines oi Rule 25 - 30 . 580 , Florid1 
Administr a t i ve Code ; t herefore we do not think tha adjJstrnents to 
t ho utili t y ' s serv ice availability charges are necesslry . 

DISPOSITION Of EXCESS INTER!I1 RATES 

By Or der No. PSC- 92 - 0027- for.-ws , issued on M.:1rc:h 10 , 1992 , \:e 

s uspended the utility ' s p roposed r ates and granted it interim \later 
and wast ewa t er r a t es , s ubject to r efund . The in erim revenue 
requiremen t for wastewa t er was $817 , 9 48; t ho approved final revenue 
requiremen t is $820 , 477 . Therefore , t he question of a refund of 
excess interim wast ewa t er r ates ~s not present . However , the 
interim r e venue r equ irement for wa t er was $711 , 911 , and the 
approved fi na l reven ue r e qu irement is $697,023 . Therefore, there 
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is a quest1on of a refund with r egard t o excess interin wate r 
rates. The amount of the refund would be approximately $5, 000 . 
Given the insignificant amount of the re fu nd , the utility has 
requested that the subject amount be credi t ed to CIAC . He think 
that the utility ' s proposal i s reasonable a nd hereby dJr~ct i to 
credit the subject amount to CIAC. 

Based on the foregoing, it is 

ORDERED by the Flor id<1 Public Scrv icc <:omr:d s!:>ion that he 
applica ion of Florida Cities \-later Company , Barefoot B;:~y Dlvi!:>ion , 
for an increase in i t s water and wastewa ~er rates in Brevard County 
is approved as set forth 1n the body ot this Order. It is furthPr 

ORDERED that each ol ha tindings made 1n the Lody o t his 
Order arc by reference 1ncorporutcd herc1n . It is tJr har 

ORDERED that all that is contained in lhc schedules aLt~ched 
hereto are by reterence 1ncorporated hcre1n . It 1s turther 

ORDERED that all of the provisions of thts Order arc issu~d as 
proposed agency action and shal l become tinal, unlass an 
appropriate petition i n the form provid~d by Rule 2~-22 . 0~9 , 
Florida Administrative Code , is received by hf' Dlt·ector o1 the 
Division of Records and Repocting a t hi s ofticc at 101 E~!;t Gaines 
Street , Tallahassee, Florida 32399- 0870 , by he date zet for·h in 
the Notice of Further Proceeding!> below . It is further 

ORDERED that Flor1da Cities Water Company, Oaretoot Bay 
Division , is authori zed t o charge the new rates a~ Jc ( o r h in he 
body of this Orde r. It is turther 

ORDERED tha t the r . tes opproved he r cj n shall be eifcctivc f o r 
meter r~ d ings t aken o n or at e r th i rty (30) days after the sta~pcd 
approva l Jat e o n the r •vis~d tarif! pages . It is furLher 

ORDERED that prior t o 1ts implementation of the ~ates appro,~d 
herein , Florida Cities \la t er Company, B .. reloot B<ly Div1sion, shlll 
submi t and have '\pproved a proposed notice o 1Ls custol"crs !~ho·.: 1 ng 
the incrcaccd r ates and chargcs a nd thP reasons lherc!or . 1hc 
notice wil l be approved upon Staff' s vcrific.1tion that l 1s 

consistent with our d ecision herein . It is further 

ORDERED tha t prior ro its imrlemcntation of the rates approved 
here in , Florida Cities Wa ter Company , Barefoot Bay Division, shal l 
suhmit anJ have approved rev1se d t a riff pages . The revised t a r iff 
pages will be approved upon Staff' s veritication tha the pages are 
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consistent with our decis1on herein and thnt the pro est period has 
expired . It is further 

ORDERED that Flor1da Cities water Company, Barefoot Bay 
Division, shall credit the excess of interim water rates it ha~ 
collected to water system contributions- i n-aid-of - construction, as 
set forth in the body of this Order . It is further 

ORDERED that Florida Cities Water Company, Barefoot Bay 
Division, shall submit, within sixty (60) days of the da e ot this 
Order , an itemized report of tho actual rate case expense incurred 
as set forth in the body of this Order. It is further 

ORDERED that his docket may be closed i no tincly prot~st is 
received from a substantially atfectcd person and upon the 
utility ' s filing of revised tarif sheets and Stall ' s npprovnl of 
them . 

By ORDER of the Florida Publ1c Service Commission, tlus ;'l.~;h 

of ~. l..2..2.Z · 

STEVE TRIBBLE, Dircc or , 
Division ot Records un~ Reporting 

(S E A L) 

MJF 

!!QI.I.CE OF FURTHER PROCEfJLJ llG.L.QR JUOICITdJ~VI Wl 

The Florida Public Service Commission is required by Section 
120.59(4), Florida Statutes , to notify parties of any 
administrative hearing or judicial review of Commission orders hat 
is available under Sections 120 . 57 or 120.68, Florida St~tutes, as 
well as the procedures and time limits that apply . This notice 
s hould not be construed to mean all requests for an administrative 
hearing or judicial review will be granted or result ir. the relict 
sought. 

The ac ion propos~d herein is preliminary in nature and will 
not become effective or final, except as provided by Rule 
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25- 22 . 029 , Florida Administrative Code . Any person whose 
s ubs tantial interests arc affected by the ac ion proposed by this 
order may file a petition for a formal proceedi ng, as provided by 
Rule 25- 22 . 029(4) , Florida Administrative Cod e , in the form 
provided by Rule 25- 22 . 036(7) (a) and (f), Florida Administrative 
Code . This petition must be r eceived by the Director , Division of 
Records and Reporting at his office at 101 E"lst Gaines <>treet , 
Tallahassee , Florida 32399-0870 , by the c l ose of busin~ss o n 
July 15 . 1992 . 

In the absence ot s uch a pct1tion, thi~ order s hall b0comc 
effective on the day subsequent t o the above dat e as provided by 
Rule 25- 22 . 029(6) , Flor1da Adm111is trativc Code . 

Any objection or protes t t iled in th is docket before the 
issuance date of this order is consider ed abandoned unlcs~ it 
satisfies the foregoing condit ions a nd i s rcne~:cd Wlthin the 
specified protest period . 

If this order becomes final and c11cctive on the d~te 

described above , a ny party adversely affccteo may request judic1al 
review by the florida Supreme Court in the case ot dn electric , gas 
o r telephone utility or by the first District Court. 01 1\ppeal in 
the case of a water or wastewater util i ty by fil 1ng a notice o t 
appea l with the Director , Division o t Record~ an Ruporting dnd 
fili ng a copy of the notice o t appeal and the fili ng fee with the 
appropriate court . This f illng must be corrple ted \lith in thirty 
(30) days of the effect lve da t e of t h is o r der , pursuant to Rule 
9 . 110 , Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure . 1he no icc ol appc~l 
must be i n the form s pecified in Rule 9 . 900(a) , Floridn Hules o f 
Appellate Procedure . 
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FLORIDA CffiES WATER CO.- BAREFOOT BAY OIVISION 
SCHEDULE OF WATER RATE BASE 
TEST YEAR ENDED AUGUST 31, 1991 

TEST YEAR 
PER 

ADJUSTED 
UTIUTY TEST YEAR 

COMPONENT UTIUTY ADJUSTMENTS PER UTILITY 
------------------------ --------- ---------- ----------

SCHEDULE NO. 1 - A I 
DOCKET NO. 910976- WS I 

COMMISSI~N 
COMMISSION ADJUSTED 
ADJUSTMENTS TESTYEAR 
---------- ----------

1 UTIUTY PLANT IN SERVICE s 4,146,293 s OS 4,146,293 s s 4,146,293 

2LAND 5,637 0 5,637 5,637 

3 NON- USED & USEFUL COMPONENTS 0 0 0 

4 ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION (726,681) 0 (726.681) (726,681) 

5 CONSTRUCTION WORK IN PROGRESS 28,306 (28,306) 0 0 

6CIAC (2,936,285) 0 (2.~6.285) (2.936,285) 

7 AMORTIZATION OF CIAC 510,518 0 510,518 510,518 

8 ADVANCES FOR CONSTRUC'nON (107 ,238j 0 (107,238) (107,238) 

9 WORKING CAPITAlAllONANCE 58,717 2,031 60,748 (1.241) 59,507 

--------- ---------- ---------- ---- ----------.. 
RATE BASE $ 979,267$ (26,275)$ 952,992 s (1.241)S 951,751 

========== ========== =========~ ---------- -------------------- ----------
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FLORIDA CmES WATER CO. - BAREFOOT BAY OMSION 
SCHEDULE OF WASTEWATER RATE BASE 
TEST YEAR ENDED AUGUST 31 1991 

- - :;] SCHEDULE NO. 1- B 
DOCKET NO. 910976- WS 

ADJUSTED COMMISSION TEST YEAR 
PER 

UTlUTY 
UTIUTY TEST YEAR COMMISSION ADJUSTED 

COMPONENT ADJUSTMENTS PER UTIUTY ADJUSTMENTS TEST YEAR 

1trrturvP~~-seAVIce--------s---~~74.s60$---------;s---~~7~~s---------;s---~~7~.860l 

2 LAND 363,923 o 363,923 o 363,923 

3 NON- USED & USEFUL COMPONENTS 0 0 0 0 

4 ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION (795,024) 0 (795,024) 8,899 (786,125) 

5 CONSTRUCTION WORK IN PROGRESS 5,802 (5,802) 0 0 ol 
6ClAC (2,557,980) 0 (2,557,980) c (2,!:>57,980) 

7 AMORT!ZA TION OF CIAC 497,632 0 497.832 0 497,8321 

18 ADVANCES FOR CONSTRUCTION {186,500) 0 {186,500) (186,500~ 

57,745 2,031 59,n6 (1,241) 58,5351 

1

9 WORKING CAPITAL AllOWANCE 
---------- ---------- ---------- ----------

_________ _, 

s 1,760,658$ (3,n1)S 1,756,887 s 7,658 s 1,764,5-15 RATE BASE 
=========: ========== ========== ========== =========~ 

-- ..J 
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FLORIDA CITIES WATER CO. - BAREFOOT BAY DIVISION 
ADJU STMENTS TO RATE BASE 
TEST YEAR ENDED AUGUST 31, 1991 

EXPLANATION 

ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION 

Adjustment to correct overstatement of 
accumulated depreciation 

WORKING CAPITAL 

Adjustment to reflect use of formula approach 
and recommended operating expenses 

SCHEDULE NO. 1- C 
PAGE 1 OF 1 
DOCKET NO. 910976 - WS 

WATER WASTEWATER 

s 8,899 
----------------------

s (1 ,241)$ ( 1 ,241 ~ 

============ =========-=J 



FLORIDA CITIES WATER CO.- BAREFOOT BAY DIVISION 
CAPITAL STRUCTURE 
TEST YEAR ENDED AUGUST 31 , 1991 

ADJUSTED 
TEST YEAR 

DESCRIPTION PER UTILITY WEIGHT COST 

UTILITY 
WEIGHTEC 

COST 

COMMISSION 
RECONC. ADJ. 

TO UT1UTY 
EXHIBIT 

BALANCE 
PER 

SCHEDULE NO. 2- A 
DOCKET NO. 91 0976- WS 

COMMISSION WEIGHT COST 

WEIGHTED 
COST PER 

COMM. 
---------------------- ---------- ------ ------ -------· ----------- ---------- ------ ------ --------
1 LONG TERM DEBT s 23,124,375 40.12% 10.01% -l.~o s (22, 1 03, 176)$ 1,021,199 37.60% 9.73% 366% 

2 SHORT TERM DEBT 0 0.00% 0.~ 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%1 

3 CUSTOMER DEPOSITS 0 000% 0.00% 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 0.()()(~ 1 
4 PREFERRED STOCK 4,500,000 7.81% 9.00% 0.70% (4, 102,550) 397,450 14.63% 9.00% 1.32% 

5 COMMON EQUITY 22,907,139 3974% 12.74% 5.06% (22,094,258) 812,881 29.93% 13.11% 3.92% 

6 1NVESTMENT TAX CREDITS 2,132,581 3.70% 10.15% 0.38% (2,038,404) 94,1n 3.4~ 10.83% 0.38% 

7 DEFERRED TAXES 4,981,109 8.6-'% 0.00% 0.00% (4,590,521) 390,588 14.38% ().()()'% 0.00% 
---------- ------ ------ -------· ----------- ---------- -~-- --- --------

18 TOTAL CAPITAL s 57,645,204 100.00% 10.15% s (54,928,909)$ 2,716,295 100.00% 9.27% 
---------- ---------------- ------ -------· -------· ---------------=========== ========== ===-== 

RANGE OF REASONABLENESS LOW HIGH 

RETURN ON EQUITY 12.11% 14.11% 
====== ====== 

OVERALL RATE OF RETURN 8.97% 9.57% 
-----· -----· -----· -----· 
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FLORIDA CITJES WATER CO. - BAREFOOT BAY DIVISION 

ADJUSTMENTS TO CAPITAL STRUCTURE 
TEST YEAR ENDED AUGUST 3 L.JJ!!.!_ ____ _ 

SPECIFIC SPECIFIC 
ADJUSTMENT ADJU STMENT 

DESCRIPTION (EXPLAIN) (EXPLAIN) 

--------------------------· ----------- -----------
1 LONG TERM DEBT $ $ 0$ 

2 SHORT TERM DEBT 

3 CUSTOMER DEPOSITS 

4 PRE FERRED STOCK 4,500,000 

5 COMMON EQUITY (4,500,000) 0 

6 INVESTMENT TAX CREDITS 

7 DEFERRED INCOME TAXES 3,863,500 

----------- -----------
8 TOTAL CAPITAL $ 3,863,500 s OS 

=========== =========== 

SCHEDULE NO. 2 - B 
DOCKET NO. 910976 - WS 

PRO RATA NET 
RECONCILE ADJUSTMENT 

------------ ------------
(22, 103, 176)$ (22,1 03,1 76) 

0 0 

0 0 

(8,602,5!>0) (4,1 02,550 

(17,594,256) (22.094,258) 

I 
(2,038,404) (2,038,404) 

(8,454,02 1) (4 .~90,52 1) 

------------ -----------~ 

(56, 792,4 09)S (54,928,909) 

------------------------ -===========: 
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FLORIDA CITIES WATER CO. - BAREFOO 
STATEMENT OF WATER OPERATIONS 

, TEST YEAR ENDED AUGUST~ 1991 

DESCRIPTION 

1 OPERATING REVENUES 

OPERATING EXPENSES 

2 OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

3 DEPRECIATION 

4 AMORTIZATION 

5 TAXES OTHER niAN INCOME 

INCOME TAXES 

TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSES 

17 
OPERATING INCOME 

8 

RATE BASE 
9 

RATE OF RETURN 

s 

s 

s 

s 

UTILITY COMMISSION 

SCHEDULE NO. 3- A 
DOCKET NO. 910976- WS 

TEST YEAR UllLITY ADJUSTED COMMISSION ADJUSTED REVENUE REVENUE 
PER UTILITY ADJUSTMENTS TEST YEAR ADJUSTMENTS TEST YEAR INCREASE REQUIRED 

572,433 s 146,954 s 719,387 s 

469,736 s 16,250 s 48S,sa5 s 

35,659 6,629 42,.288 

1,134 0 1,134 

55,920 6,613 62,533 

39,067 (8.~ 30,718 

601,536 s 21 ,123$ 622,659 s 

(29.100)$ 125,831 s 96,728$ 

(121,440)$ 597,9-17 s 

(9,931)$ 476,056 s 
0 42,288 

0 1,134 

(5,465) 57,068 

(38,564) (7.~6} 

(53,960)$ 568,699 s 

(67,400)$ 2Q,248 S 

99,076 $ 

16.57% 

4,458 

35,605 

s 

40.063$ 

59,013 $ 

G97,0Z3 

476,056 

42,288 

1,134 

61 ,527 
I 

27,758 

=======:== ========== ==:======= ========== ========== ====--===== ========= 

979.2fj7 s 952,992 s 951 ,751 s 
------------------ -------------------- --------------------

-2.97% 10.15% 3.07% 
-------------------- ----------------------------------------
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FLORIDA CITIES WATER CO.- BAREFOOT BAY DIVISION 
STATEMENT OF WASTEWATER OPERATIONS 

SCHEDULE NO. 3- B 
DOCKET NO. 910976- WS 

TEST YEAR ENDED AUGUST 31, 1991 

DESCRIPTION 

1 OPERATING REVENUES 

OPERATING EXPENSES 

2 OPERA TlON AND MA1Nl£NANCE 

3 DEPRECIATION 

4 AMORTIZATION 

l 5 TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME 

6 INCOME TAXES 

7 TOTAl OPERATING EXPENSES 

Ia OPERATING INCOME 

9 RATE BASE 

RATE OF RETURN 

s 

s 

s 

UTILITY COMMISSION 
TEST YEAR UTILITY ADJUSTED COMMISSION ADJUSTED REVENUE REVENUE 

PER UTiliTY ADJUSTMENTS TEST YEAR ADJUSTMENTS TEST YEAR INCREASE REQUIRED 

470,063 s 381 ,538 s 851,601 s 

461,961 s 16,250 $ 478,211 s 
29,802 34,894 64,696 

gn 0 9n 

55,697 17,170 72,867 

2,800 53,n7 56,527 

(369,990)$ 481 ,611 s 

(9,931)$ 468,281 s 
0 64,696 

0 9n 

(16,650) 56,217 

(126,878) {70,351) 

338,00) $ 

70.36% 

$ 

15.249 

468.2811 

64,6961 

9n 

71,466 

--------- -------- -------- --------- -------
551,237 s 122,041 s 673.278 s (153,458)$ 519,8a>$ 

121.m 51 ,4261 

______________________________________ ---13-J.~_s =--S:.s;j 
s=====~!~~~s=====~!~=s====~~~~=s====f~~~ls=====~~2s= ___ 201,&W S=== 1~·~1 
s 1,760,658 s 1.756,887 s 1,76-t,545 s 1,764,5451 
---------- -------------------- ----------

- 4.61% 1015% 
---------- -------------------- ----------

L-------- --------------

:::::_~2_:~_~_: __________ :_:_:_::~:~~ 
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FLORIDA CITIES WATER CO. - BAREFOOT BAY DIVISION 

ADJUSTMENTS TO OPERATING STATEMEUTS 
TEST YEAR ENDED AUGUST 31, 1991 

EXPLANATION 

OPERATING REVENUES 

1) Reverse utility's requested rate Increase 
2) Billing analysis adjustment 

OPERATING EXPENSES 

Adjustment to reduce provision for rate case expense 

TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME TAXES 

Adjustment to reflect provision for RAF taxes 
consistent with annualized revenues 

INCOME TAXES 

Adjustment to reflect provision for income taxes 
consistent with test year income 

OPERATING RE'IENUES 

Recommended provision for final rate Increase 

TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME TAXES 

Adjustment lor RAF taxes 

INCOME TAXES 

Adjustment to reflect increased Income 

SCHEDULE NO. 3- C :l 
PAGE I OF I 

_DOCKET_NO 910976 - WS _ 
I 

WATER WASTEWATER 1 -----------i 
s (123,982)$ (360,726) 

2,542 (9,264~ -----------· ___________ ] 
s {1 21,440)$ (369,990) 

===========· ==========:..: 
s (9,931)$ (9 931 

===========· =========:.:=: 

s (5,465)$ (16,650) 
===========: =========== 

s (38,564)$ ( 1 26,878~ 

============ ===========: 

s 99,076 s 338,866 
-----------· -----------· ===========: 

s 4,458 s 15,249 

===========· =====-==== =: 

s 35,605 s 121,777 
==========-: ========= =: 
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FLORIDA CITIES \-lATER COMPANY 
Barefoot Bay Division 

R\lte Scheru.tl£ 

Schedule of Conmission Approv~g 
Rates a nd Rate Decrease i n Four YP.ars 

Water 
CMonthly Ratesl 

Residential and General Serv1~ 

Meter 
ll~ 

Conrni!ision H., ·c 

5/8" X 3/4 " 
3/4 " 

1" 
1-1/2 " 

2 " 
J" 

4 " 
6 " 

Gallonage Charge 

1\JllU" 0 y (' d 

$ 5 . 92 
8 . 88 

14.80 
29 . 60 
47 . 36 
94 . 72 

148 . 00 
296 . 00 

$ 1. 81 

Rate Schedule 

Be\ e~ D g c r....Q.!W e> 

$ . OG 
. 03 
. l·i 
. :'!3 
. . ; 5 
. 90 

1 . ·~ 1 
~ . 8 1 

s . o. 

Schedule of Commission Annr~ 
~tes a ng Rate Decrrase in Four_ \'QQJ: !'> 

\'iast~Hater 

(Monthly Rates> 

r-1etcr 
Size 

All Sizes 

Gallonage Cha1.ge 

Residential 

comm1ssion 
Approved 

Rates 

$7 . 36 

$:' . 70 

Rate 

$ . 06 

$ • 02 
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FLORIDA CITIES \~ATER COf1PANY 
Barefoot Bay Division 

Rate SchQdule 

Schedule of Commission Approved 
Rates and Rate Decrease in four Years 

WasteWater 
£Monthly Rates) 

General Service 

Conrn1ss~on 

Heter Approved Rate 
S i7,e fu"l t (':'> 

Schedule :lo . 4 
Page 2 of 2 

5/8 " X 3/4 11 $ 7 . 36 $ . 06 

3/4" 11 . 04 . 09 

l " 18 . •l O . 15 

1 -1 /2 " 36 . 80 . JO 

2 " r.i8 . 88 • 4 8 

3 " 117 . 76 . 95 

4 " 184 . 00 1 . • ; 9 

6 " 368 . 00 2 . 98 

Gallonage Charge $ 3 . 24 $ . OJ 
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