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1. Pleas t 

DIRECT TESTIMONY OF SCOTT TRIGG 

t e  your name and business address. 

4 .  My name i s  Sco t t  T r i g g .  and I am Profess ional  Engineer I 1 1  Program 

jupe rv i so r  f o r  t h e  Potable Water Sec t ion  i n  t h e  Northeast D i s t r i c t  o f  t h e  

' lo r ida  Department o f  Environmental Pro tec t ion  (DEP).  My business address i s  

7825 Baymeadows Dr i ve ,  J a c k s o n v i l l e ,  F l o r i d a  32256. 

2. Please s t a t e  a b r i e f  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  your educat ional  background and 

?xper ience. 

4.  I have a C i v i l  Engineer ing Degree from F l o r i d a  I n s t i t u t e  o f  Technology 

(1992).  I have been w i t h  DEP f o r  7 1 /2 years,  5 1 /2 i n  t h e  Potable Water 

Sect ion (Sec t i on ) .  I have exper ience as an Inspec to r /Pe rm i t t i ng  Engineer 

(1992-96). I have been t h e  P e r m i t t i n g  Supervisor s ince  May 1998 and became 

a Program Supervisor i n  January 1999. 

Q. What a r e  your  general r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  a t  t h e  DEP? 

A .  As Program Superv isor ,  I superv ise 12 p o s i t i o n s  and perform 

admin i s t ra t i ve  funct ions f o r  t h e  Sect ion.  I review and oversee a l l  compliance 

and enforcement a c t i v i t i e s .  I am a l s o  t h e  p e r m i t t i n g  superv isor  and c e r t i f y  

( s i g n  and sea l )  a l l  permi ts  f o r  t h e  Sect ion.  

Q. 
Commi ss ion  (Commission) proceedings? 

A .  No. 

Q. What i s  t h e  purpose o f  your  test imony i n  t h i s  docket? 

A .  The purpose o f  my test imony i s  t o  p rov ide  i n f o r m a t i o n  on t h e  techn ica l  

a b i l i t y  o f  I n t e r c o a s t a l  U t i l i t i e s ,  I n c .  ( I n t e r c o a s t a l )  t o  p rov ide  water 

s e r v i c e  t o  t h e  area a t  i ssue  i n  t h e  o r i g i n a l  c e r t i f i c a t e s  a p p l i c a t i o n  f i l e d  

Have you t e s t i f i e d  on b e h a l f  of t h e  DEP i n  prev ious Pub l i c  Serv ice 
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by Nocatee Utility Corporation , (NUC) My testimony will address the specific 

concerns the DEP has with respect to water in this area and the ability of 

Intercoastal to address and satisfy these concerns. 

O. Would you explain what you mean by concerns relating to water by the 

DEP? 

A. Yes. The area is experiencing increasing salt water intruslon; 

therefore, the permitting of new water wells and the withdrawals from existing 

we 11 sis bei ng more closely monitored by the OEP and the Water Management 

Oi stri ct (WMD). 

Intercoasta l' s 1eve1 of sulfates has increased over the past several 

years, but remains at approximately 60% of the MCl based on 1997 data. 

Chlorides have consistently shown to be low and are not a problem. 

Intercoastal has only deep wells. 

The water quality of Intercoastal is satisfactory and meets all the 

water quality standards required by the DEP based on our most recent 

compliance testing. Sulfates and chlorides are secondary standards which are 

considered mostly for aesthetic purposes and sodium is a primary standard 

which is considered for health effects. 

O. Would you discuss the ability of Intercoastal to provide water to the 

area at issue? 

A. Intercoastal has two water plans gridded together to serve one 

distribution system. Based upon current information in the DEP files, the 

maximum rated capacity of both plants combined is approximately 4.75 MGD. 

Based upon the previous 12 months of data, Intercoastal's maximum daily flow 

was 3.7 MGO. It has uncompleted projects estimated to be 0.250 MGD. This 
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places lts system at approxlmately 78% of capaclty and leaves It wlth a 

reserve of 1. 05 MGD. A permlt was l ssued l n January 2000 to expand lts 

treatment facllltles to a ma Xlmum dally capaclty of 9.0 MGD. 

Intercoastal has an excellent hlstory of compllance and has adequate 

staff to provlde water to the area at lssue. 

Q. From a safety. water quallty. system rellablllty. and customer servlce 

standpolnt. would the customers In the proposed area be better served by JEA 

or Intercoastal? 

A. To my knowledge. Intercoastal has not had any past problems In regard 

to safety. water quallty. rellablllty. or customer servlce that would lndlcate 

that the customers would be better served by JEA. Although the DEP does not 

regulate JEA directly. I am aware that JEA lS a larger utillty and has ltS own 

1aboratory faci 1i ty and personnel. I bel ieve that the customers of the 

proposed area would be well served by either utility. 

Q. Do you have any other comments on the ability of Intercoastal to provlde 

water service to the area at issue? 

A. No. not at th is time. 

Q. Does this conclude your testimony? 

A. Yes . 

- 3 ­


