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June 4, 1997 

Matthew Fcil, Esquile 
Florida Water Services Corporation 
P. 0 . Box 609520 
Orlando, fl. 32860-9520 

Re: Docket No. 910321-SU - Petition to e#abiUh rates for a new class of service for 
rcsiJentia1 wasleWWier only (RWO) acMcc in all juriJdictional service areu inc1ucied 
in Docket No. 9S049S-WS and CWTCntly without authorized RWO 111tes by Florida 
Water Services Corporation. 

Dear Mr. FeiJ: 

StafThas reviewed Florida Wa•er Services Corpon~tion's filing and bclirves It IU!Onable and 

necessary to require fiu1ber ampllltcation and explanation regarding the: utility' a rate request, and 
to require production of additional and/or corroborat.lve data. Please respond to the following by 
July 7. 1997: 

I. Of the sc:rvice areas included in your application for RWO r:ues, wblt:h service areas 
currently serve customers wbo require an RWO rt~e? 

2. 

) . 

Ust the: nwnber of current cuatomen, by ICrvic:e area, wbo need an RWO rate. 

Over the ocxt 2 yean, how ~y toUI connc:dions does the utility anticipate I'W'C:ding 
anRWOral.e? 

- 4 . According to Order No. PSC-96-1320-FOF-WS, issued on October 30, 19'96 in 
Docket No. 950495-WS docket, c:us:t.omcn in all of the wutcwateT only service areas 
cxc:cpc Tropical bles were receiving water service from unmc:tered private wells. Is 
tbia Jtill true? · 
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• • 
S. Do any other situations c:xllt in 1hc: utility's service areas, aside from customers 

m:eivin& water service from urunnc:ml private ~lls, which make it nccc:ssary to 
have in place an RWO rate? 

6. Provide the revenue by service area. that will be gc:ncratcd by th.. current customers 
requiring an RWO rate? 

7. Provide lbe anticipetcd revenue by service 1m1 that will be gc:nc:r.tcd by future 
customc:n requiring an RWO rate? 

8. Since, as stated in lbe application. lbe need for an RWO rate is occasional and not 
frequent, why should FWSC not reqUC$1 an RWO rate on a case by case basis? 

9. Estimate any cost uvinp which will occur by implementing an RWO rate. 

~~w 
Senior Attorney 

lV:mw 

cc: Division of Records&: Rc:portln/ 
Division ofWalQ &: Wutcwatc:r (Rendell, Galloway) 
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