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Original and fifteen copies of Petition of Lindrick Service Corporation for a Limited i 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In Re: Petition ofLind rick Service ) 

Corporation for a Limited Proceeding ) Docket No. _______ 

to Implement a Two-Step Increase in ) 

Wastewater Rates. ) Filed: February 12, 1998 


--------------------) 

PETITION OF LINDRICK SERVICE CORPORATION 

FOR A LIMITED PROCEEDING TO IMPLEMENT A TWO-STEP 


INCREASE IN WASTEWATER RATES 


Lindrick Service Corporation ("Lindrick"), by its undersigned counsel and pursuant to 

Sections 367.081 and 367.0822, Florida Statutes, petitions the Commission to conduct a limited 

proceeding to implement a two-step increase in Lindrick's rates for wastewater service to its 

customers in Pasco County, Florida, and states: 

1. Petitioner's name and address is: 

Lindrick Service Corporation 
4925 Cross Bayou Boulevard 
New Port Richey, Florida 34656-1176 

2. All notices, orders, pleadings, discovery and correspondence regarding this Petition 

should be provided to the following attorneys on behalf of Petitioner: 

Kenneth A. Hoffman, Esq. 
John R. Ellis, Esq. 
Rutledge, Ecenia, Underwood, Purnell & Hoffman, P.A. 
P. O. Box 551 

Tallahassee, FL 32302 

(850) 681-6788 (Telephone) 
(850) 681-6515 (Telecopier) 

3. Lindrick Service Corporation ("Lindrick") is a Class B utility regulated by the 

Commission. Lindrick provides water and wastewater service to approximately 5000 customers in 

Pasco County, Florida. OQCUMnn NlJM8ER -DATE 

o220 \ fEB \2 ~ 
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4. Lindrick requests this limited proceeding as a result of a Notice of Violation and 

Orders for Corrective Action issued by the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (''DEP'') 

to Lindrick on January 13, 1998. The DEF' Notice requires Lindrick, in the best judgment of its 

officers, to discontinue operation of its plant as a wastewater treatment facility, to enter an agreement 

with the City of New Port Richey (Tity") to purchase wastewater treatment service, and to convert 

its plant to use as a flow equalizing master pumping station. 

5. Lindrick has operated a wastewater treatment plant serving residents of the Gulf 

Harbors community since the early 1960s. The original plant facility was constructed in the 1950s, 

and was taken out of service in 1972 upon completion of a larger, 500,000 gallon per day facility. 

A second 500,000 gallon per day facility began operation in 1982. The effluent from the plant is 

discharged via Cross Bayou to the Gulf of Mexico. 

6. Lindrick has operated the plant under the jurisdiction of both the United States 

Environmental Protection Agency and the DEP. Since 1994, the plant has been subject to 

increasingly stringent effluent testing requirements and associated costs.' As a condition to the 1994 

renewal of its DEP permit, Lindrick became subject to new requirements for ambient monitoring of 

the receiving body of water, new effluent testing limits, and increased staffing requirements for plant 

operation, together with a reduction to 750,000 gallons per day of the permitted capacity of the plant. 

Lindrick has investigated the: alternative courses of action available to it to comply 

with the DEP notice, and the costs associated with such alternatives. It has caused to be prepared 

7. 

'In its Order Acknowledging Price Index and Pass-Through Rate Adjustment, Order No. 
PSC-96-1563-FOF-WS in Docket No. 961 356-WS, the Commission authorized a relatively 
minor increase in rates to allow Lindrick to recover certain costs incurred in 1994 for wastewater 
quality testing. 

2 



a report of its investigation, entitled "Lindrick Service Corporation, Limited Proceeding Special 

Report, January 28, 1998" ('I Report"), which is filed herewith and submitted in support of this 

Petition as Exhibit 1. 

8. The Report discusses three o,ptions for achieving compliance with the DEP Notice. 

The three alternatives are: 1) to make improvements to the existing plant so that it may be operated 

in compliance with DEP permit requirements for discharge of the effluent to the Gulf of Mexico; 2) 

to make improvements to the existing plant so that the effluent may be delivered to the Pasco County 

reuse system once such reuse system is operational; or 3) to send the raw influent to the City's plant 

for treatment, for which the City has quoted a rate of $2.85 per thousand gallons, and to convert 

Lindrick's existing plant for use as a flow equalizing master pumping station. Under the third 

option, the effluent would be delivered to the Pasco County reuse system once the system becomes 

operational. 

9. DEP has advised Lindrick thlat the first option is unacceptable. Implementation of 

the second or third option will require improvements to Lindrick's wastewater collection system, 

as stated below. Pasco County objects to the implementation of the second option due to the 

excessive chloride levels associated with the treatment of effluent by Lindrick, the expected adverse 

impact on the County's reuse system from such effluent, and the fact that effluent with lower 

chloride levels may be secured for reuse by Pasco County if the effluent is treated by the City's 

system. Lindrick maintains that the third option is the most prudent and cost-effective alternative. 

Lindrick's wastewater collection system utilizes clay tile which was installed 

approximately 40 years ago, when the Gulf Harbors community was developed on property dredged 

and filled in the Gulf of Mexico. Under highi tide conditions the collection system is submerged in 

3 
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salt water, which has infiltrated the collectim system and has caused chloride levels in the effluent 

to be in excess of the limits acceptable for delivery to Pasco County’s reuse system. 

1 1. The City’s wastewater treatment plant discharges effluent to the Gulf of Mexico and 

will deliver effluent to Pasco County’s reuse system in the future. Lindrick expects that the City will 

require Lindrick to reduce the chloride levels in the untreated influent to be sent to the City’s plant 

under the proposed agreement for wastewater treatment service (Report, Exhibit B, page 3). If 

Lindrick were to continue to operate its wastewater treatment plant and send the effluent to Pasco 

County’s reuse system (Option 2), it will be required to perform improvements to its collection 

system to reduce chloride levels. Alternatively, if Lindrick purchases wastewater treatment service 

from the City (Option 3), it will still be required to perform improvements to its plant and collection 

system to reduce chloride levels. 

12. Exhibit A to the Report is a cost estimate from H,O Utility Services for the 

improvements to Lindrick’s wastewater collection system needed to reduce chloride levels, and for 

the improvements required to convert the pl,ant to use as a flow equalizing master pumping station 

to send influent to the City for treatment. The engineer’s estimated cost for these proposed 

improvements is $2,179,874. 

13. In addition to the engineer’s estimated cost reflected on Exhibit A, Schedule No. 9 

of the Report lists Lindrick’s estimated costs for contingencies, permitting and construction 

management. Schedule No. 7 lists Lindrick’s estimated income taxes associated with the collection 

system improvements. Schedule No. 8 lists Lindrick’ s annual depreciation expense on the collection 

system improvements. Schedule No. 10 then provides a calculation applying a rate of return of 
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9.76% to the net additional investment in the collection system improvements - - a total retwn of 

$253,703 on net additional investment of $2,599,413. 

14. Exhibit B to the Report provides copies of correspondence with the City of New Port 

Richey concerning the City’s quoted rate for bulk wastewater treatment service of $2.85 per 

thousand gallons. Schedule No. 5 of the Report calculates an estimated annual cost of $476,8 1 1 for 

wastewater treatment at the $2.85 rate, based upon Lindrick’s records of gallons treated for the 

twelve months ended December 3 1, 1997. 

15. Exhibits C, D and E to the Report state the estimated additional chemical costs, 

estimated reduction in engineering expense, and estimated reductions in contract services, assuming 

purchased wastewater treatment service from the City and conversion of Lindrick’s plant 

accordingly, and Schedule No. 6 estimates resulting changes in taxes other than income. 

16. Schedule No. 4 of the Report combines the above estimates to provide an estimate 

of the annual change in operation and maintenance expenses, resulting in an increase of $344,246 

over the amount of those expenses for the year ended December 3 1, 1996. Lindrick requests an 

emergency increase in its wastewater rates for 1998, in an amount suficient to recover the estimated 

$344,246 increase in its operation and maintenance expenses. 

17. Schedule No. 4 of the Report then adds an estimate of $30,000 for legal and 

accounting expenses for this proceeding, amortized over four years, to the estimated increase in 

operation and maintenance expenses above, resulting in a total operation and maintenance expenses 

increase of $35 1, 746. 

18. Schedule No. 2 of the Report provides a calculation of the additional revenue 

requirements and proposed increase to existing rates, for the purchase of wastewater treatment 
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service from the City and the proposed improvements to Lindrick’s wastewater collection system. 

The increase sought by this Petition is divided into two categories, as stated in Schedule No. 2: (a) 

an emergency percentage increase in revenue of 47.13%; and (b) a total percentage increase in 

revenue of 130.12%. Schedule No. 3 reflects these percentage increases in present and proposed 

monthly rates, per category of service. Revised tariff sheets for the emergency increase and final 

total increase in Lindrick’s wastewater rates, in the proposed amounts, are attached to this Petition 

as Exhibits 2 and 3, respectively. 

19. Lindrick requests that the Commission consider these matters in a limited proceeding 

and grant: (a) the requested emergency increase in rates so that Lindrick may expedite its purchase 

of wastewater treatment service from the City; and (b) the requested second step final increase in 

rates to allow Lindrick to recover prudently incurred costs needed to complete the above-described 

improvements to its collection system, to conclude its proposed agreement with the City, and to 

resolve the issues raised by the DEP Notice in an expeditious manner. 

WHEREFORE, Petitioner requests that this Commission: 

1. 

2. 

Grant an emergency increase in its wastewater treatment rates of 47.13%; 

Grant a final total increase in its wastewater treatment rates of 130.12%, upon 

completion of improvements to Lindrick’s wastewater collection system; 

Allow Petitioner to recover through such rates its legal, accounting, administrative 

and other reasonable, prudently incurred exlpenses and costs incurred in this proceeding; and 

3. 
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4. Order such further relief as the Commission deems just and appropriate. 

Respecthlly submitted, 

John IR. Ellis, &q. 
Rutledge, Ecenia, Underwood, Purnell & Hoffinan, P.A. 
P. 0. Box 551 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 
(850) 681-6788 (Telephone) 
(850) 68 1-65 15 (Telecopier) 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing was furnished by hand delivery to the 
following this 12th day of February, 1998: 

Lila Jaber, Esq. 
Division of Legal Services 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Bouelvard 
Room 370 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 
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Officers and Directors 
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SUITE 200 

CLEAR WATER. FLORIDA 3.3765-441 9 
(SI.?) 791-4020 
FACSIMILE 
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In accordance with your request, !we have prepared the accompanying Special 
Report of Lindrick Service Corporation, consisting of the Schedules and Exhibits 
set forth in the preceding Index. 'This Report is intended solely for use as part 
of a Limited Proceeding applicatiori for utility rate increases, to be filed with the 
Florida Public Service Commission, relating to recovery of purchased wastewater 
costs and collection system improvements. 

Because this Special Report was not audited by us, we do not express an opinion 
or any other form of assurance on it. 

CRONIN, JACKSON, NIXON & WILSON 



Li n d rick Service Corporation 
Limited Proceeding to  Recognize Purchased Wastewater Costs and 

Collection Stystem Improvements 

Executive Summarv 
- 

Lindrick Service Corporation (LSC) was incorporated in the early 1960's as a private utility with 
the original wastewater treatment plant serving only the Gulf Harbors community. Since its 
inception, LSC has striven to provide cost effective and environmentally responsible utility service 
to the rate paying residents of its community. As the community grew into the Gulf Landings 
and Sea Forest areas, the original plant became outmoded and outgrown. So, in 1972, a new 
500,000 gallon per day contact stabilization wastewater treatment plant ("North Plant") was 
constructed north of the North Channel, across from City of New Port Richey plant to serve the 
needs of the growing community. The original plant (south of North Channel) was abandoned 
and the original collection system was extended to the new plant location. As development 
continued through the years, a second 500,000 gpd plant (a sister to  the North Plant) was 
constructed adjacent to the North Plant. This "South Plant" began operation in 1982. LSC has 
successfully operated this combined Class IC plant, discharging treated effluent to a tributary of 
Cross Bayou under the jurisdiction of, and in compliance with, U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) and Florida Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) permits for a number 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- of years. 

With the NFDES permit renewal in 1994, the EPA imposed increasingly stringent biomonitoring 
requirements on LSC. Toxicity testing of effluent was increased from 48-hour acute type testing, 
which monitors survival only of the test organisms (under 1988-93 permit), to  7-day WET (whole 
effluent toxicity) testing under the 1994 permit (measures survival, growth, and fecundity of test 
organisms). LSC's early results for this test were mixed (passing as well as failing results) and 
the sudden eagerness of EPA to take punitive action (rather than work with LSC to solve 
problems) both surprised and baffled LSC. Faced with a pending DEP permit renewal, LSC had 
no choice but to accept the conditions of CIEP Administrative Order AO-95-010 and enter into 
a Toxicity Reduction Evaluation (TRE) Study. Consultants D, S & N, Inc. were employed to 
perform the necessary study, which revealed that the effluent toxicity experienced by the plant 
was caused by in-plant sources, induced by high hydraulic peaks and the practice of chemical 
dosing based on rates of peak flow. Installation of automated controls to  more closely monitor 
and respond to  changes in flow has been recommended to LSC as a result of the TRE report. 

- 

- 

- 

- 

As the results of the TRE Study were becoming known, LSC's DEP permit was in the renewal 
process. The enforcement authority for suirface water discharge which had been with the EPA 
would be transferred to  DEP with this permil: renewal and, therefore, this permit incorporated the 
same types of effluent biomonitoring tests EIS the EPA permit. In addition, new requirements for 
ambient monitoring of the receiving body (of water, new effluent testing limits and increased 
staffing requirements for plant operation, among other restrictions, were added to the previous 
permit parameters. After a lengthy period of negotiation with DEP which included reducing the 
permitted capacity of the plant from its previous 1 .O MGD to .75 MGD (million gallons per day), 

- 

- 

- 
LSC was on the verge of accepting the new permit when, at the eleventh hour,further changes 
to the permit text were mandated by DEP, reducing allowable effluent Total Nitrogen (TN) and 
Copper (Cu) limits to unattainable levels. (Effluent Copper level to be 500 times lower than 
drinking water standards.) 

- 
Schedule No. 1 
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Again, after meeting with DEP representatives, LSC agreed to the last minute DEP changes 
because LSC had been assured that other utilities were meeting the same limits and that if LSC 
was unable to meet the limits, it would be given reasonable time to seek an alternative. 

- 

- Various operational improvements, including increased staffing, reduction of wastewater 
collection line infiltration and upgraded testing procedures have been implemented a t  the plant. 
The results have been several successful (PASSING) chronic toxicity tests. (A series of six 
passing bi-monthly WET tests is required to verify elimination of toxicity.) Installation of 
automated controls, however, has been deferred, with DEP approval, pending final decision on 
the future of the plant. As always, LSC has taken the long view, preferring not to  spend 
customers dollars on equipment which may be abandoned in the near future. 

- 

I 

Recognizing the operational limitations of its 25-year-old treatment plant, LSC continued to  seek 
a fiscally responsible method of meeting the new permit parameters (akin to  asking a ’47 
Plymouth to drive 125 mph). Several options were explored in an effort to find the solution most 
acceptable to  the pocketbooks of LSC customers and environmental goals of the authorities 
having jurisdiction. Each approach is technically feasible but must be considered within the 
context of long- and short-term cost, benefit and risk to Lindrick customers. 

- 

- 

The FIRST option would be to improve the existing plant so that all new permit parameters could 
be met. An engineering analysis and report on same was prepared. This had the highest initial 
cost of the three options and left Lindrick’s customers unprotected (at risk) from the uncertainties 
of future regulatory changes (additional significant changes could be required with each 
subsequent permit renewal). In addition, and of greater importance, this solution was not 
acceptable to DEP. 

- 

- 

- 
A SECOND alternative would be to eliminate surface water discharge from the plant by sending 
the plant effluent to the Pasco County reuse system. With this alternative, the LSC plant would 
remain on-line and significant improvements, including the addition of an R/O (reverse osmosis) 
system, would be required to  achieve Class I reliability and control effluent chloride levels 
accurately. These improvements would be required as a condition of the contract with Pasco 
County for accepting effluent into the reuse system. This approach was analyzed and found to 
be somewhat less costly initially than the first option, however, 24-hour per day operation is still 
required. The utility customers exposure (risk) to the uncertainties of future regulatory changes 
was also reduced but not eliminated. Although not preferred by DEP, this approach could be 
used should LSC be unable to perfect a contract with the City of New Port Richey (as noted 
below). 

A THIRD and final option, preferred by DEF’, is for LSC to take its plant off line, ceasing surface 
water discharge, and send the raw influent to  the City of New Port Richey (NPR) for treatment. 
Again, various improvements to the collection system and plant will be required in order to 
implement this approach, however, it promises to  be the least costly of the alternatives, provided 
a workable contract with the City of New Port Richey can be developed with DEP’s help. This 
includes allowing the City to  take our influent “AS IS” giving LSC time to  reduce chlorides, so 
as not to increase the City‘s chlorides by more than 50 mgl. In addition, it has the advantage 
of virtually eliminating most of the direct risk of future financial exposure for LSC customers, as 
a result of changing regulations. If a contract with the City cannot be perfected within limits 
noted, then our rate increase will need to be modified as required by the second option. 

- 

- 

- 

2 
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Given the long-term financial certainty and immunity from direct regulatory changes derived by 
LSC customers as a result of sending inflluent to NPR for treatment, this option is preferred by 
LSC as well as DEP. Key actions/improvernents which will be conditions of LSC tie-in to the City 
plant include a reduction of influent chloride levels pursuant to the limitations of the City reuse 
system noted above, and the addition of a master pumping station to equalize flows from the 
LSC service area to the City plant. 

tnfluent chloride problems are inherent for LSC given the location of  its service area and age of 
the system. The Gulf Harbors and Sea Forest communities were created over 40 years ago by 
dredging and filling in the Gulf of Mexico. 'The clay tile wastewater collection system which was 
installed at that time is literally submerged in salt water under high tide conditions and infiltration 
of some salt water into the system through these aging pipes is unavoidable. The Pasco County 
reuse system limits the chloride level of the water entering the system (reuse water is primarily 
used for irrigation and excess chlorides lare detrimental to  plant life). In order to  meet the 
required chloride level so that LSC influent ,treated by the City can be accepted into County reuse 
system, it will be necessary for LSC to improve its collection system to further reduce chloride 
levels. Previous improvements have resulted in a reduction in influent chlorides, however, the 
aging clay pipes are a limiting factor which need to be dealt with to achieve additional significant 
improvement, As outlined in the Engineering report, large sections of the collection system must 
be relined or repaired to accomplish this reduction in infiltration. In the meantime, the DEP has 
stated that it will allow, on a temporary basis, the City to take the existing influent, giving LSC 
the time needed to reduce chlorides to an acceptable level. 

In addition, to equalize and deliver influent flows from the LSC service area to  the City plant, a 
flow equalizing master pumping station must be added to Lindrick's collection system. The 
pumping station will accept and store influent during peak flow periods and pump it to the City 
plant in a controlled manner, increasing the efficiency and treatment efficacy of the City plant. 
The master pumping station will be situated at the current treatment plant site and will utilize 
portions of the existing tanks, pumps, and blowers to store, circulate, and aerate the raw 
sewage. Additional odor control at the plant, and especially at lift stations, will become vital to 
successful operation of the utility and various chemical feed systems designed to reduce odor 
(i,e., with WWTP eliminated) will need to  be added to the overall collection system. 

As in the past, LSC has done all that is has been asked to  do by the authorities having 
jurisdiction in an effort to achieve environmental compliance while remaining fiscally responsible 
to our customer base. Having analyzed the alternatives available given the ever tightening 
regulatory control exerted by DEP, LSC believes the presented solution will achieve the 
operational goals of the regulatory authority while remaining faithful t o  the long-term financial 
interests of our community (customer base). 

LSC is requesting rate increases in two I3hases in this Limited Proceeding. The first is an 
emergency increase to  enable an immedkte tie-in with NPR for treatment of raw wastewater 
influent on an "AS IS" basis. 

The second phase rate increase would be effective upon completion of the collection system 
improvements. 

Lindrick Service Corporation is negotiating with NPR to finalize a bulk wastewater agreement, 
which will be furnished to  the Commission as soon as it is available. 

3 
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Lindrick; Service Corporation 
Additional Revenue Requirements 8 Proposed Increase to Existing Rates for 

City of New Port Richey Purchased Wastewater & Collection System Improvements 

Line 
No. 

1 
2 
3 

4 
5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 

16 
17 

18 

19 

20 

ComDonent 

A. Emeraencv increase 
Operation & Maintenance expense 
Taxes other than income 

Additional operating expenses 
Divide by Regulatory Assessment Fees (RAF) expansion factor 

Total emergency increase revenue requirement 

Divide by annualized revenue 

Percentage increase in revenue 

B. Final increase 
Operation 8 Maintenance expense 
Depreciation 
Taxes other than income 
Income taxes 
Additional operating expense 
Required rate of return 

Total additional expense and rate of return before RAFs 
Divide by RAF expansion factor 

Total revenue increase 

Divide by annualized revenue 

Percentage increase in revenue 

Reference 
Schedule 

No. 

4 
6 

11 

4 
8 
6 
7 

10 

11 

Increase 
in Cost 

$ 344,246 
(1,488) 

342,758 
0.955 

$ 358,909 

$ 761,544 

47.13 Yo 

$ 351,746 
21 5,431 
55,286 
91,898 

714,361 
253,703 

968,064 
0.955 

$ 1,013,680 

$ 779,021 

130.12 % 

Schedule No. 2 
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Line 
No. 

1 
2 
3 

4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 

16 

17 
18 
19 

20 

21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 

32 

A. 

B. 

Lindrick Service Corporation -' 
n 

Schedule of Present 8 Proposed Wastewater nates 

Monthly 
Present Proposed 
Rates Rates 

Emeraency Rates (47.13% increase) 
Residential 

Base facility charges (all meter sizes) 

Gallonage charge per 1,000 gallons (1 OM monthly max.) 

Base facility charges: 
General Service 

5f8" x 314" 
1 I' 

1 112" 
2" 
3" 
4" 
6" 
8" (Compound) 
8" (Turbine) 

Gallonage charge per 1,000 gallons 

Final Rates (130.12% increase) 
Residential 

Base facility charges (all meter sizes) 

Gallonage charge per 1,000 gallons (10M monthly max.) 

Base facility charges: 
General Service 

518" x 314" 
1 I' 

1 112" 
2" 
3" 
4" 
6" 
8" (Compound) 
8" (Turbine) 

Gallonage charge per 1,000 gallons 

$ 10.51 $ 15.46 

2.10 3.09 

10.51 
26.29 
52.52 
84.14 

168.28 
262.93 
525.83 
840.94 
946.15 

15.46 
38.68 
77.27 

123.80 
247.59 
386.85 
773.65 

1,237.28 
1,392.07 

2.10 3.09 

10.51 24.19 

2.10 4.83 

10.51 
26.29 
52.52 
84.14 

168.28 
262.93 
525.83 
840.94 
946.15 

2.10 

24.19 
60.50 

120.86 
193.62 
387.25 
605.05 

1,210.04 
1,935.17 
2,177.28 

4.83 

Schedule No. 3 
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Lindrick; Service Corporation 
Estimated Change in Operation & Maintenance Expenses 

City of New Port Richey Bulk Wastewater Treatment 
Year Ended December 31,1996 

- 
Line 
No. 

- 1 I. Ememencv Increase 
2 A. Salaries & Waaes - Employees 
3 

4 B. Salaries & Waaes - Officers 
5 

Remove salary of plant operator (J. Straight) 

Remove officer's salary allocated to treatment plant operation 

- 

6 C. Emp lovee Pension & Benefits 
7 Remove plant operators medical & life insurance @ $333/month 

- 8 D. Purchased Wastewater Treatment 

(Schedule No. 5) (Exhibit B) 
9 
10 

11 E. Sludae Removal 
12 

Annualized cost of purchased wastewater treatment from City of New Port Richey 

- 
Remove 1995 sludge removal expense 

- 13 F. Purchased Power 
14 Remove treatment plant purchased power 

- 15 G. Chemicals 
16 
17 Less: Actual 1996 chemicals cost 

Total chemicals expense for collection, system per Engineer's estimate (Exhibit C) 

A 18 Total increase in chemicals cost 

19 H. Contract Services - Enaineering - 20 Reduce engineering expense related to operation of the treatment 8 disposal 
plant (Exhibit D) 

- 21 I. Contract Services - Other 
22 
23 (Exhibit E) 

Remove outside services related to operation & maintenance of treatment plant 

A 24 J. Jns urance - Workmans Comp. 
25 Remove workmans comp. insurance (,I. Straight) 

- 2 6  Total increase in Operation & Maintenance expense 

27 II. Final Increase 
28 
29 Add: 
30 
31 

32 

Total O&M increase per above 
I 

Estimated legal & accounting expense for this proceeding 
($1 8,000 accounting; $12,000 legal) 

Annual amortization over 4 years 

- 33 Total O&M increase - final rates 

$ (18,720) 

$ (1 1,577) 

$ (3,996) 

$ 476,811 

$ (62,900) 

$ (26,778) 

$ 16,584 
(8,117) 

$ 8,467 

$ (1 0,582) 

$ (5,235) 

$ (1,244) 

$ 344,246 

$ 344,246 

30,000 

7,500 

$ 351,746 

- 

6 
Schedule No. 4 



Line 
No. 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 
17 

Lindrick Service Corporation 
Schedule of Purchased Wastewater Treatment Costs and 

Ga1lo:ns Treated & Sold 
Twelve Months Ended December 31, 1997 

January 
February 
March 
April 

June 
July 
August 
September 
October 
November 
December 

May 

Total 

Gallons Gallons 
Treated Sold 

(000) (000) 

14,166 
12,878 
15,163 
13,895 
13,506 
12,152 
13,850 
13,102 
12,065 
13,538 
14,257 
18,730 

167,302 

City of New Port Richey Bulk F?ate (1) $ 2.85 

Total $ 476,811 

16,131 
18,664 
18,286 
21,133 
17,452 
20,605 
15,450 
17,215 
21,466 
17,608 
14,113 
14,153 

212,276 

Note (1): The Utility is in the process of negotiating a bulk service agreement. 
See preliminary correspondlence included as Exhibit B. 
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n 
Lindrick :Service Corporation 

Estimated Changer in Taxes Other than Income 
City of New Port Richey Bulk Wastewater Treatment 

h 

Line 
No. 

I. Emeraency Increase 
A. Pay roll taxes 

FICA tax rate 
1. Reduction in salary $ (18,720) 

7.65 Yo 

5 Reduction in FICA taxes (1,432) 

6 
7 
0 
9 

2. Federat unemployment 
First $7,000 in wage!; 
Net tax rate 

$ 
'0.008 

(56) 

Total reduction in payroll t'axes 10 (1,488) $ 

11 
12 
13 

11. Final Increase 
A. Payroll taxes 

Reduction per above $ (1,488) 

14 
15 
16 

6. Property taxes 
Total cost of collection system improvements 
Accumulated depreciation 

2,8 14,844 
(215,431) 

17 
18 

2,599,413 
0.02 184 1 

Net taxable value 
Pasco County millage rate 

Increase in property taxes 56.774 19 

Total taxes other than income $ 55,286 20 

Schedule No. 6 
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h 
Lindrick Service Corporation 

Estimated Income Taxes Assoc.iated with Collection System Improvements 

Line 
No. 

1 
2 Less: Accumulated depreciation 

Total estimated cost of improvements 

3 
4 

5 
6 

7 
8 

9 

Net additional investment 
Weighted cost of equity per Order No. PSC-97-150l-FOF-WS, issued 11/25/97 

Regulatory net income 
State & Federal income tax expansion factor 

Pre-tax regulatory income 
Net income per above 

Provision for income taxes 

$ 2,814,844 
(215,431) 

2,599,413 
0.0586 

152,326 
1 .6033 

244,224 
(1 52,326) 

$ 91,898 

Schedule No. 7 
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Line 
No. 

- 

- 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 
7 
8 
9 
10 

11 
12 
13 
14 
15 

16 
17 

18 
19 

Lindrick Service Corporation 
Annual Depreciation Expense on Wastewater Collection System Improvements 

NARUC 
Account 

No. Description - 

36 1 Collection sewers - gravity 

36 1 Manholes 

370 Receiving wells 

37 1 Pumping equipment 

Total 

Estimated Depreciation 
cost (3) Rate (1) 

$ 1,977,044 8.33 % 

331,736 8.33 

225,513 3.33 (2) 

280,551 5.56 (2) 

$ 2,814,844 

Annual 
Depreciation 

Expense 

$ 164,688 

27,634 

7,510 

15,599 

$ 215,431 

Notes: ( 1 ) The sections of the collecction system scheduled for improvement were originally 
constructed in the late 1950's and 1960's and range in age of approximately 35 to 40 years. 
Thus, they are at the end of their useful lives. In addition, most sections were constructed of 
vitreous clay pipe. As shown in Exhibit A, the improvements will consist of slip-lining the most 
deteriorated sections of pipe and grouting and sealing other sections. 

The Utility's consulting engineer believes that although the improvements will extend the 
useful life of the collection system, they cannot reasonably be expected to restore the system 
to new condition and service life. As a result, the engineer believes that the useful life of the 
improvements will be no more than 10 to 12 years. For purposes of this proceeding, a 12-year 
useful life has been used. 

(2) PSC guideline depreciable lives have been used for receiving wells and pumping 
equipment. 

(3) See Schedule No. 9 and Exhibit A for detail of the estimated cost of collection system 
improvements. 

Schedule No. 8 
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- 
Line 
No. - 

- 1  
2 
3 

4 
5 

I 

6 
7 
8 

- 

9 
10 

- 
11 
12 

- 
13 

14 - 
15 
16 
17 
18 - 

n 

Engineer's Estimated Cost of Wastewater Collection System Improvements 
For Chloride Reduction Program 

h 
tdrick Service Corporation 

NARUC Engineer's Engineering, Total 
Account Estimated Contingencies Construction Estimated 

No. Description cost (1 ) 8 Permitting (2) Management cost 

361.2 Collection sewers - gravity 
Pressure clean, vacuum, televise 
8 slipline or grout collection system 

361.2 Manholes - Pressure clean, vacuum, seal 
8 epoxy coat 

370.2 Receiving wells - Pressure clean, vacuum 
8 reline lift station wet wells; repair 8 
rehab lift stations # l  through #16 

371.2 Pumping equipment - Convert existing 
wastewater treatment plant to master 
pump station 8 flow equalization 
facility 

Total engineer's estimate of costs 

$ 1,531,062 $ 382,766 $ 63,216 $ 1,977,044 

256,900 

174,650 

64,225 

43,663 

10,611 

7,200 

331,736 

225,513 

Notes: (1) See Exhibit A for engineer's estimate of costs. 

217,262 54,316 8,973 280,551 

$ 2,179,874 $ 544,970 $ 90,000 $ 2,814,844 

(2) Engineering and contingencies are based on 15% and 10% of engineer's estimated cost, respectively; permitting 
costs of $2,500 are included only in pumping equipment for conversion of existing plant to a master lift station and 
flow equalization facility. Construction management of $90,000 over the anticipated 18 months construction period 
has been allocated based on the proportional engineer's estimate of costs for each plant account to total estimated costs 

Schedule No. 9 

11 



h. - 
Lindrick Service Corporation 

Required Rate of Return on Collection System Improvements 
City of New Port Richey Bulk Wastewater Treatment 

Line 
No. 

1 
2 

Estimated cost of collection system improvements (Schedule No. 9) 
Less: One year's depreciation (Schedule No. 8) 

3 Net additional investment 
4 Rate of return (1) 

5 Additional rate of return required 

$ 2,814,844 
(21 5,43 1) 

2,599,413 
9.76 % 

$ 253,703 

6 
7 November 25, 1997. 

Note (1): Current authorized rate of return established in Order No. PSC-97-150l-FOF-WS, issued 

Schedule No. 10 
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h 
Lindrick Service Corporation 

Schedule of Annualized Wastewater Revenue 
Twelve Months Ended December 31,1997 & June 30,1999 

. Gallons 
No. of Sold Current Annualized 
Bills (000) Rate (1) Revenue -- 

Line 
No. _- 

1 1 9 9 7  
2 Residential 
3 Base facility charges: 
4 All meter sizes 25,953 $ 10.51 $ 272,766 

5 
6 

Gallons sold (1OM max.) 172,404 2.10 362,048 
634,8 1 4 

7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 

Multi-family 
Base facility charges: 

1 112" 
2" 
4" 
6" 

60 
12 

100 
12 

52.52 
84.14 

262.93 
525.83 

3,151 
1,010 

26,293 
6,310 

37.81 5 13 
14 

Gallons sold 2.10 79,412 
116,176 

15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 

General Service 

518" x 314" 
1 " 

1 112" 
3" 
4" 

Base facility charges: 
111 
24 
36 
12 
2 

10.51 
26.29 
52.52 

168.28 
262.93 

1,167 
63 1 

1,891 
2,019 

526 

2.10 22 
23 

Gallons sold 4,320 
1 0.554 

2,057 -~ 

24 Total annualized revenue $ 761,544 26,322 212,276 -- 
25 EB.9 
26 Total 1997 annualized revenue per above $ 761,544 

27 
28 
29 

Annual percentage growth in ERCs 
Construction period for collection system improvements factor (1 8 mos.) 
Revenue projection factor 

1.53 % 
1 SO00 

1.02295 

30 Projected revenue when collection system improvements are complete $ 779,021 

31 Note (1): Per indexed rate adjustment effective 12/13/97. 

Schedule No. 11 13 
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n, h 

U 1 I 1  I T Y  S E R V I C E S, I N C. 

TOTAL FOR ALL PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS $217,262.00 - 
i < 

ENGINEER’S COST ESTIMATE 
LlNDRlCK SERVICE CORPORATION 

MASTER LIFT STATION AND ODOR CONTROL SYSTEM - 
lTEM DESCRIPTION ~ Q U A N T I ~  UNITS I UNIT PRICE I TOTAL PRICE 

-~ 

1) Triplex Pump Station Package 
3-25 HP Pumps, rail-out system and controls 

2) Valving and pipe manifold - 8” Ductile iron 

3) Labor to Install valving and pipe manifold 

4) 50 KW Auxiliary Power Generator w/Automatic 
Transfer Switch, Fuel Storage Tank, and 
Enclosure 

5) Autodialer 

6 )  Plant modifications to allow utilization of plant 
as flow equalization basin 

7) Connection to existing force main 

8) 8” Magnetic flow meter 

9) Plant abandonment, dewatering and grit removal 

10) Odor control systems for lift stations #1, W, arid #I 3 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

- 

each 

each 

each 

each 

each 

each 

each 

each 

each 

each 

~ -- 

$46,668.00 

$18,094.00 

$17,500.00 

$20,500.00 

$2,500.00 

$22,000.00 

$7,500.00 

$1 3,500.00 

$24,000.00 

$1 5,000.00 

$46,668.00 

$18,094.00 

$1 7,500.00 

$20 , 500.00 

$2 , 500.00 

$22,000 .oo 

$7,500.00 

$13,500.00 

$24,000.00 

$45,000.00 

Exhibit A 
Page 1 of 8 
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/1 n, 

U T I L I T Y  S E R V I C E S ,  I N C .  

ENGINEER'S COST ESTIMATE 
LlNDRlCK SERVICE CORPORATION 

IJanuary 16,19971 

- WASTEWATER COLLECTION SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS FOR CHLORIDE REDUCTION PROGRAM 
ITEM DESCRIPTION ~QUANTITY~ UNITS I UNIT PRICE I TOTAL PRICE 

c 

L 

Zollection System #I 
I) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise and slipline 

8" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

2) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise, test and grout 
with chemical grout - 8" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

3) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise 8" 
Polyvinyl Chloride Pipe (PVC) 

4) Pressure clean, vacuum, and line manheles 

5) Pressure clean, vacuum, and seal manholes 
with hydraulic cement or grout and apply coal 
tar epoxy coating. 

hllection System #2 - East Section 
6) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise and slipline 

10" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

7) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise, test and 
grout 10" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

8) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise and slipline 8" 
Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

9) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise, test and grout 
with chemical grout - 8" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

I O )  Pressure clean, vacuum, and line manholes 

3,000 

10,128 

1,131 

12 

32 

1,200 

1,199 

1,200 

3,929 

9 

1.f. 

1.f. 

1.f. 

each 

each 

1.f. 

1.f. 

1.f. 

1.f. 

each 

$47.80 

$7.26 

$3.03 

$2,500.00 

$600.00 

$53.85 

$9.68 

$47.80 

$7.26 

$2,500.00 

$143,400.00 

$73,529.28 

$3,426.93 

$30,000.00 

$1 9,200.00 

$64,620.00 

$1 1,606.32 

$57,360.00 

$28,524.54 

$22,500.00 

Exhibit A 
Page 2 of 8 
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n n, 

I Januarv 16.1997 i . - - .  - - - -  U f J L l T Y  S E R V I C E S ,  I N C .  

ENGINEER'S COST ESTIMATE 
LlNDRlCK SERVICE CORPORATION 

IASTEWATER COLLECTION SYSTEM IMPROVEME 
ITEM DESCRIPTION 

11) Pressure clean, vacuum, and seal manholes 
with hydraulic cement or grout and apply coal 
tar epoxy coating. 

12) Pressure clean, vacuum, and line lift station wet well 

Zollection System #2 -West Section 
13) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise and slipline 

15" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

14) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise and slipline 
12" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

15) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise and slipline 
10" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

16) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise and slipline 8" 
Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

17) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise, test and 
grout 12" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

18) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise, test andl 
grout 1 0  Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

19) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise, test and 
grout 8" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

20) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise I O "  
Polyvinyl Chloride Pipe (PVC) 

21) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise 8" 
Polyvinyl Chloride Pipe (PVC) 

16 

ITS FOR CHLORIDE REDUCT 
2UANTlT' 

16 

1 

300 

1,000 

1,200 

5,200 

1,525 

1,736 

25,927 

2,030 

2,000 

- 
UNITS - 

each 

each 

1.f. 

1.f. 

1.f. 

1.f. 

1.f. 

1.f. 

1.f. 

1.f. 

1.f. 

~- 

UNIT PRICE 

$600.00 

$4,500.00 

$93.78 

$63.53 

$53.85 

$47.80 

$14.52 

$9.68 

$7.26 

$3.03 

$3.03 

IN PROGRAM 
TOTAL PRICE 

$9,600.00 

$4,500.00 

$28,134.00 

$63,530.00 

$64,620.00 

$248,560.00 

$22,143.00 

$1 6,804.48 

$188,230.02 

$6,150.90 

$6,060.00 

Exhibit A 
Page 3 of 8 



U T I 1  I T Y S E R V I C E 5, I N C. 

ENGINEER'S COST ESTIMATE 
LlNDRlCK SERVICE CORPORATION 

lJanuary 16,19971 

- WASTEWATER COLLECTION SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS FOR CHLORIDE REDUCT 

1 

ITEM DESCRIPTION 
22) Pressure clean, vacuum, and line manholes 

23) Pressure clean, vacuum, and seal manholes 
with hydraulic cement or grout and apply coal 
tar epoxy coating. 

Zollection System #3 
24) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise, test and 

grout 8" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

25) Pressure clean, vacuum, and seal wet well with 
hydraulic cement or grout and apply coal tar 
epoxy coating. 

Zollection System #4 
26) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise and slipline 

10" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

27) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise, test and 
grout 10" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

28) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise, test and grout 
with chemical grout - 8" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

29) Pressure clean, vacuum, and line manholes 

30) Pressure clean, vacuum, and seal manholes 
with hydraulic cement or grout and apply coal 
tar epoxy coating. 

31) Pressure clean, vacuum, and line lift station wet well 

XJANTITI 
18 

124 

1,493 

1 

800 

1,178 

4,304 

6 

39 

1 

UNITS 
each 

each 

I .f 

each 

1.f. 

1.f. 

1.f. 

each 

each 

each 

UNIT PRICE 
$2,500.00 

$600.00 

$7.26 

$800.00 

$53.85 

$9.68 

$7.26 

$2,500.00 

$600.00 

$4,500.00 

IN PROGRAM 
TOTAL PRICE 

$45,000.00 

$74,400.00 

$1 0.839.18 

$800.00 

$43,080 .OO 

$1 1,403.04 

$31,247.04 

$1 5,000.00 

$23,400.00 

$4,500 .OO 

17 
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- 
U T l L l T Y  S E R V I C E S ,  I N C .  

ENGINEER'S COST ESTIMATE 
LlNDRlCK SERVICE CORPORATION 

- WASTEWATER COLLECTION SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS FOR 

1 

~ 

ITEM DESCRIPTION 
Collection System #5 
32) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise 

I O t  & 8" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

33) Pressure clean and vacuum manholes. 

34) Pressure clean and vacuum wet well. 

zollection System #6 
35) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise 8" & I O "  

Polyvinyl Chloride Pipe (PVC) and Vitrified1 Clay 
Pipe (VCP) 

36) Pressure clean and vacuum manholes. 

37) Pressure clean and vacuum wet well. 

Zollection System #7 
38) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise 8" Vitrified 

Clay Pipe (VCP) 

39) Pressure clean and vacuum manholes. 

40) Pressure clean and vacuum wet well. 

>ollection System #8 
41) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise, test and 

grout 8l Polyvinyl Chloride (PVC) 

42) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise 8 Vitrified 
Clay Pipe (VCP) 

3UANTITI 

2,490 

9 

1 

11,394 

62 

1 

1,431 

7 

I 

1,600 

1,673 

HLOF 
UNIT3 - 

1.f. 

each 

each 

1.f. 

each 

each 

1.f. 

each 

each 

1.f. 

1.f. 

IJanuarv 16.19971 

)E REDUCTION PROGRAM 
UNIT PRICE 

$3.03 

$50.00 

$50.00 

$3.03 

$50.00 

$50.00 

$3.03 

$50.00 

$50.00 

$7.26 

$3.03 

TOTAL PRICE 

$7,544.70 

$450.00 

$50.00 

$34,523.82 

$3,100.00 

$50.00 

$4,335.93 

$350.00 

$50.00 

$1 1,616.00 

$5,069.19 

18 
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A, 

U T  I L f  1 Y S E R V  IC E S, 1 N C. 

ENGINEER'S COST ESTIMATE 
LlNDRlCK SERVICE CORPORATION 

IASTEWATER COLLECTION SYSTEM IMPROVEME 
ITEM DESCRIPTION 

43) Pressure clean, vacuum, and seal manhales 
with hydraulic cement or grout and apply coal 
tar epoxy coating. 

44) Pressure clean and vacuum manholes. 

45) Pressure clean, vacuum, and seal wet well with 
hydraulic cement or grout and apply coal lar 
epoxy coating. 

:ollection System #9 
46) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise 8" Vitrified 

Clay Pipe (VCP) 

47) Pressure clean and vacuum manholes. 

48) Pressure clean and vacuum wet well. 

>ollection System # I O  
49) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise, test and grout 

with chemical grout - 8" Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCZP) 

50) Pressure clean, vacuum, and seal manholes 
with hydraulic cement or grout and apply ma l  
tar epoxy coating. 

51) Pressure clean and vacuum manholes. 

52) Pressure clean, vacuum, and seal wet well with 
hydraulic cement or grout and apply coal tar 
epoxy coating. 

TS FOR CHLORIDE REDUCTi 
XJANTlTl 

5 

10 

1 

1,030 

5 

1 

1,674 

3 

7 

1 

- 
UNITS 

each 

each 

each 

1.f. 

each 

each 

1.f. 

each 

each 

each 

UNIT PRICE 
~- 

$600.00 

$50.00 

$800.00 

$3.03 

$50.00 

$50.00 

$7.26 

$600.00 

$50.00 

$800.00 

IN PROGRAM 
TOTAL PRICE 

$3,000.00 

$500.00 

$800.00 

$3,120.90 

$250.00 

$50.00 

$1 2,153.24 

$1,800.00 

$350.00 

$800.00 

Exhibit A 
Page 6 of 8 
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- 
U T I L I T Y  S E R V I C E S ,  I N C .  

ENGINEER'S COST ESTIMATE 
LlNDRlCK SERVICE CORPORATION 

- WASTEWATER COLLECTION SYSTEM IMPR.OVEMENTS FOR 1 

ITEM DESCRIPTION 
:ollection System #11 
53) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise 8" Vitrified 

Clay Pipe (VCP) 

54) Pressure clean and vacuum manholes. 

55) Pressure clean and vacuum wet well. 

>ollection System #12 
56) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise 8 l  Vitrified 

Clay Pipe (VCP) 

57) Pressure clean and vacuum manholes. 

58) Pressure clean and vacuum wet well. 

:ollection System #13 
59) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise 8 '  8: I O "  

Vitrified Clay Pipe (VCP) 

60) Pressure clean and vacuum manholes. 

61) Pressure clean and vacuum wet well. 

>ollection System #14 
62) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise 8" 

Polyvinyl Chloride Pipe (PVC) 

63) Pressure clean, vacuum, televise, test and 
grout 8 Polyvinyl Chloride (PVC) 

64) Pressure clean, vacuum, and seal manholes 
with hydraulic cement or grout and apply coal 
tar epoxy coating. 

QlJANTln 

1,831 

10 

1 

2,132 

9 

1 

2 , 370 

12 

1 

3,850 

870 

6 

HLOA 
UNITS 

1.f. 

each 

each 

1.f. 

each 

each 

1.f. 

each 

each 

1.f. 

1.f. 

each 

)E REDUCTION PROGRAM 
UNIT PRICE 

$3.03 

$50.00 

$50.00 

$3.03 

$50.00 

$50.00 

$3.03 

$50.00 

$50.00 

$3.03 

$7.26 

$600.00 

TOTAL PRICE 

$5,547.93 

$500.00 

$50.00 

$6,459.96 

$450 .OO 

$50.00 

$7,181.10 

$600.00 

$50.00 

$1 1,665.50 

$6,316.20 

$3,600.00 

20 
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P - h  

U T I L I T Y  S E R V I C E S ,  I N C .  

I 

TOTAL FOR ALL PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS $1,962,611.68 
- - 

ENGINEER'S COST ESTIMATE 
LlNDRlCK SEFitVlCE CORPORATION 

- WASTEWATER COLLECTION SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS FOR CHLOF; 

ITEM DESCRIPTION 

65) Pressure clean and vacuum manholes. 

66) Pressure clean, vacuum, and seal wet well with 
hydraulic cement or grout and apply coal itar 
epoxy coating. 

Collection System # I 5  
67) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise 8" 

Polyvinyl Chloride Pipe (PVC) 

68) Pressure clean and vacuum manholes. 

69) Pressure clean and vacuum wet well. 

Collection System #16 
70) Pressure clean, vacuum, and televise 8" 

Polyvinyl Chloride Pipe (PVC) 

71) Pressure clean and vacuum manholes. 

72) Pressure clean and vacuum wet well. 

Other Items 
73) Miscellaneous lift station improvements for 

Lift Stations # I  through #16, including instidlatior 
of backflow prevention devices, control panel 
modifications, repairs and rehabilitation. 

74) Various valve replacements 

WANTIT7 
~~ 

21 

1 

4,630 

23 

1 

2,386 

13 

1 

1 

1 

- 
UNITS 

each 

each 

1.f. 

each 

each 

1.f. 

each 

each 

Is. 

Is.  

)E REDUCTION PROGRAM 
UNIT PRICE 

$50.00 

$800.00 

$3.03 

$50.00 

$50.00 

$3.03 

$50.00 

$50.00 

$162,000.00 

$271,000.00 

TOTAL PRICE 

$1,050.00 

$800.00 

$1 4,028.90 

$1,150.00 

$50.00 

$7,229.58 

$650.00 

$50.00 

$162,000.00 

$271,000.00 
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EXHIBIT B 


CORRESPONDENCE WITH 


CITY OF NEW PORT RICHEY 


FOR BULK WASTEWATER SERVICE 


..... 

-.; 



0ctobcr 24,1997 

Mr. Joseph Bora 
Lindrick S&ce Corporation 
P.O. Box 1176 
New Port Richy, FL 346561 176 

The $2.85 charge is dcrivsd from the mte study. The oosts associated with providing bulk 
wastewater service havc beun scgropted into oomponerrts ahd elements ss detailed in 
Tabk 5, page 8, ofthe npoIt# WEGh I ban: attached. 

Since prombulk wastewater Servict to Liadrick Senice Corparrctioa would not 
impact tbe City’s traasmission &ciiith, Idrldbick Service Corporation would only pay the 
“tmtment” compoaem, which is S2,SS. Other bunt vwtewatct customers w d d  pay 
both the “treatment’’ and ?ran!mirsioo” cozmpment~, fbr a total rate of $3.21, 

Ab rdbmcxd in the nport, abuUt customer may or may not pay impact fbes to the City. 
For those customem who do psy impaC$ fksto the City, a capital recoyery element 
has been added to the volmctric ratz (see atbched Table 5). The S2,BS rate quoted to 
Lindrkk Service Corporation doas incIudt this capital rscovny dement or %pact &e 
portion”. 

If. Will the cost be the snme am with new and Cxisting cartamen? 

IIL Wbat period of time will tbu SXSS cover? 

Exhibit B 
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CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATION!3 

Unlike retail customen, bulk customers may differ materially in the type of m i c e  required and 
major system facilities utilized. Depcndiq upon the point of connection, a bulk customer may 
or may not impact the Service proykicr's traWnission facilities. Additionally, a bulk customer 
may or may not pay impact fees to the scrvicr: provider for new retail customers connecting to the 
bulk customer's system. As such, in devehping a WaSttwBtcr bulk rate, it is reasonable and 
appropriate to segment the bulk rate iato qiirate and distinct rate components, each based upon 
the cost of pmvidine the specific type and level of mice  rtquind by the bull< customer. 

Prouosed Bulk Wastewater Rate 

As detailed throughout this Report, the bulk vvastewater rate developed for the City is based upon 
two major elements; an operating element anid a capital recovery elcmmt. Each rate element is 
then fiuthcr subdivided into a treatment component and a transmission Compouent, Based upon 
thc allocation methodology applied herein, the proposed bulk wastewater rate is $3.21 per 1,000 
gdlons of metcred wastcwatcr flow as sumrmuited in Table 5.  

Bulk Wastewater Rate 

Tnble 5 
Proposed Bulk Wastewater Rate 

Rate Per 1,000 Oallons 
Impact Fee Portion 

Combined Bulk Rate 

- Treatment Transmission Total 

$1.96 $0.20 $2.16 

- 0.89 0.16 1.05 

S2.85 $0.36 s3.21 

The proposed bulk wastewater rate is based upon a reasonable allocation of costs and designed to 
appropriately recover the costs of providing such service. This rate and the applicable rate 
components were gcncrally deweloped in a iaethod similar to the methodology utilized in the 
development of the water and wastewater rates currently applied to the existing d and bulk 
customer base, The City has adopted a policy to aGust the existing warn and wastewater rates 
annually by the Florida Public Service C01,nmission (FPSC) Deflator hdex as a means of 
offsetting thc effects of inflationary finces on annual opaatiag costs. In order to remain 
consistent with current policy. it is proposed that the operating elemeat of the bulk wastewater 
rate be adjusted annually by the same indexing k t o r  applied to existing rates. Since the City 
docs not currently index the ixnpct fees, the capital rccovuy element will be unaffected by the 
indexing process. However, in the event that <the City adjusts the existing wastewater impact fee, 
it is appropriate to adjust the capital recovery celemmt of the bull< wastewater rate accordingly. 
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Lirdrick Service corporation 
October 24,1997 
page2 

IV. What are your expected cbloride limits fmm tbc ofnueat? 

Please ~nntam Tom O'Neill, Public Wo& Director, to dimus the water qulrlity issues 

C i ' s  own ordinances, 2) DEP's ngulotialns fbr dischprgo, either into Cross Bayou or 
into tbe reclaimed wattr distribution systci~ 3) the City plant's treatraent capabilities, and 
4) any other parametem which the City deems necessary fbt continued swllcessrl 

optimization of operating dkkncics which hat our odsting customen. 

#tcndamuponrawwast~atobctrraredot~City'swaJtewatertnatrnemp~. 
The cay's r n i o i r n u m f c q u i ~ ~ t b e  racceptan# draw wastewatawillrcflect 1)the 

operation of the wwtcwatcr treatment phlt within wad] and state ngulstions and for 

S b  there arc no wgotiations uodtrway at the present time betwbto Lindrick scrvice 
Corporation aad the City of New Port Riclq rqpdng the trciitmcn! of bulk wastewater, 
plcasc matam the C i  Manager ifyou waluld like to arrange fix a meeting to discuss a 
bulk wastewater treatment apemen!. 

Should you have any other questions oonusning the bulk wastewater rate, please! fkel free 
to call me at (813) 8414500, at. 247. 

Attachment 

cc: 
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- .  
LindricaService CorporatZln . 

POST OFFICE BOX 1 179 
4925 CROSS BAYOU BOULEVARD 

NEW PORT RICHEY, FLORIDA 34656-1 176 
(81 3) 848-1 165 

September 22, 1997 

P. 6 .  Box 2079 
Nev Potc Rlchey, FL 34656-2079 

Attention: Mr. Richard C. Snyder, finence Director 

2.: Bulk Wastowucer Rate 

Dear Mr . Snyder: 

After receiving your lmeer of September' 12, 1997 on the rate t o  treat Llndrick 
Service Corporation weatewater, wt hrvc some questionr concerning the rate: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

The $2.85 ch8rga 5s it a l l  inclxistvc? 

Yill the  COIC be the same ea with new and exicrring customers? 

mat period of time vi11 t h i m  $;!.85 cover? 

What doe8 i C  rapreeem? 

4. I b t  are your expected chloride limits from t h e  effluent? 

Should rou have any questions,  please gllvc our off ice  a cell. 

Helen L. McPJcil 
Utilities Manager 

I 

L 

9 ' 3  
i 
i 
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n, 

Mr. Joseph Borda 
Lindrick SaviacorpOntion 
P.O. Box 1176 
NewPcxtRicbay,FL 34656-1176 

Re: BulkWaStewaterRJlte 

Tho rate hasgggban enacted by tbe City~=ouocil. Ooce enacted, the City wwlld be 
willing to enter into an ogrternent with Lhdrick StrVicr: Corporation for the treatmtnt of 
wastewwer, pending B suucassfid negotiation of technical ijsues. 

cc: 
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r: EXHIBIT C 


ESTIMATED CHEMICALS COST 


,.... 



U T l L l T Y  S E R V I C - E S ,  I N C .  

- 
1) Deodorant blocks 

- 
2) Hydrogen peroxide 

ENGINEER'S COST ESTIMATE 
LlNDRlCK SERVICE CORPORATION 

192 each $32.00 $6,144.00 

18,000 Ibs. $0.58 $1 0,440.00 

I January 16,19971 

- 

- PROJECTED COLLECTION SYSTEM CHEMICAL COSTS 

I ITEM DESCRIPTION ~QUANTIN~ UNITS I UNIT PRICE I TOTAL PRICE 

TOTAL FOR ALL PROPOSED ITEMS $16,584.00 
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- m - &''k - BORDA ENUINEER!S & ENERG\ CONSULTANTS - 
Merchantville Train Station 10 E. Chestnut Street 

Merchantville, New Jersey 08109 (609) 662-5307 (609) 662-5342 (FAX) - PIIF 

January 21, 1998 

Cronin, Jackson, Nixon, & Wilson 
2560 Gulf-to-Bay Blvd., Suite 200 
Clearwater, FL 34625-4419 

Attention: Bob Nixon 

RE: Our #8711 
Lindrick Service Corporation 
Engineering Fees 

Dear Mr. Nixon: 

In response to your letter of January 16,1998, Borda Engineers has reviewed the historical 
billing data for Lindrick Service Corporation and developed an estimate of future services 
anticipating the treatment plant is taktm off line. While an important part of Borda 
Engineers past services have been associated with the treatment plant operation, repairs and 
regulatory interface, cessation of wastewater treatment at the plant site does not eliminate 
the need for senices but rather shifts the type of services required to those needed to 
support Lindrick Service as a wastewater collection utility. 

The wastewater treatment plant, rather tlian being abandoned, will be converted into a flow 
equalizing master pumping station. Raw sewage from Lindrick's customers will continue to 
pass through the plant with a portion of it being detained at Lindnck's plant in order to 
regulate flows to New Port Richey's plant (reducing peak flows and optimizing treatment 
capacity). In order to control odors, aeration and some chemical treatment of the influent 
at the plant will continue to be required. in addition, odor control 'ueatmeni wJl be 
introduced at several other points in the collection system. Therefore, while some BEEC 
services associated strictly with waste freatment will be eliminated, the new pumping, 
emergency power and odor control systems will require the same types of oversight and 
monitoring to optimize system performance and minimize chemical usage while effectively 
controlling plant odors. 

Florida Office P.O. Box 1 176 New Port Richey, FL 34656-1 176 (81 3) 849-2&kibit 

Joseph R. Borda, A.I.A., P.E. Keith A. Hoberern, P.E., R.A. Linda 0. Miedwig, P.E. Page 1 of 2 
28 



January 21,1998 
Page 2 

In addition, BEEC services associated with the existing collection and pumping systems will 
continue. Our estimate using current billing rates applied to anticipated hours is $54,000 
per year, a savings of approximately $10,000 over 1996 billings of $64,386.00. 

Please feel free to contact me if you have questions or if any additional information is 
required. 

Very truly yours, 

Linda 0. Miedwig, P.E. 

L0M:dlk 

cc: Joseph R. Borda, P.E., k1.k 
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L 
U T I 1  I T  Y 2; E R V I E S, I N C. 

January 16,1998 - 

- 
Mr. Robert Nixon 
Cronin, Jackson, Nixon & Wilson 

- Certified Public Accountants, P.A. 
2560 Gulf-to-Bay Boulevard, Suite 200 
Cleanvater, Florida 33765-441 9 

RE: Lindrick Service Corporation PSC Rate Increase 
Project Number 9805 

Dear h4r. Nixon: 

We are writing to you in response to your Janilary 14", 1998 letter to Joseph R. Borda in which you 
requested additional information regarding the llimited proceeding rate case filing for Lindrick Service 
Corporation. 

- 

- 

- On Item #3 of your letter, you requested a detailed cost estimate of H,O Contract Services assuming that 
the treatment facility and disposal system is off-line. I have researched the 1996 billings to Lindrick 
Service Corporation, which totaled $106,700, of which $5,235 is billings associated with wastewater 
treatment plant repairs. The difference of $101,4.65 is associated with the water treatment plant operation 
and maintenance, consulting services, repair of water and sewer mains, and lift station repair. The 
following is an allocation of each invoice during 1996, which relates to wastewater treatment: 

- 

1-1 1-96 - Invoice 1655, Repair m i h  air header, 
1-1 1-96 - Invoice 1656, Repair m i h  air header, 
2-2-96 - Invoice 1694, Repair of rake drive assembly, 
4-5-96 - Invoice 1986, Repair 6" valve, 
5-13-96 - Invoice 2038, Repair 6" return valve, 
7-10-96 - Invoice 2352, Repair chain drive, 
8-12-96 - Invoice 2452, Repair V-100 Sulfunator, 
8- 12-96 - Invoice 2454, Install new flight boards, 
9-10-96 - Invoice 2562, Repair reuse pump, 

$ 968.62 
$ 574.20 
$ 330.00 
$ 248.00 
$ 56.00 
$ 336.00 
$ 562.00 
$ 168.00 
$ 716.37 

Exhibit E 
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Mr. Robert Nixon 
RE: 
January 16,1998 

Lindrick Service Corporation PSC Rate Increase 

Page 2 

10) 10-7-96 - Invoice 2733, Repair siqematant eductor, $ 279.31 
1 1) 10-8-96 - Invoice 2756, Provide irelief operations, $ 168.00 
12) $ 450.00 
1 3) 12- 10-96 - Invoice 3 1 12, Repair ‘North clarifier, $ 378.29 

10-8-96 - Invoice 2757, Install rebuilt sulfur dioxide regulators, 

TOTAL $5334.79 

Item #4 of your letter requests a detailed estima.te of chemicals required for lift station maintenance, and 
their costs. Odor control is an important considleration for the proposed facility, which is located directly 
adjacent to a residential community. There will be an increased cost related to chemicals for odor control 
for two primary reasons. First, the conversion of the plant to a flow equalized pumping station will 
increase raw sewage detention times to the point that some septicity may be experienced. This is the 
primary reason that we have planned to introduce small amounts of air into the basins in order to help 
reduce the septicity problem. The air will also improve the mixing of the raw sewage. 

Secondly, the septicity starts in the collection system. We are proposing to add an odor control process to 
lift stations #1, #4, and #13, which will introduce: hydrogen peroxide into the raw waste stream, increasing 
oxygenation and reducing septicity and hydrogen sulfide generation, which is a known source of odor. 
We have included as an attachment to this letter an Engineer’s Estimate which details the quantity and 
cost of the required chemicals. 

Item #6 of your letter refers to a cost estimate for converting the wastewater plant to a master pump 
station. We have also attached an Engineer’s Cost Estimate that details the costs involved in the actual 
conversion of the plant to a pump station, as well as costs for emergency power generation, flow 
measurement, plant abandonment, and odor control systems at three of the lift stations. This Engineer’s 
Cost Estimate does not include any costs for engineering design, permitting, or contingencies. 

We have also included a revised Engineer’s Cost Estimate for Wastewater Collection System 
Improvements for Chloride Reduction Program, dated January 16, 1998. This Engineer’s Cost Estimate 
also does not include any costs for engineering design, permitting, or contingencies. 

Lastly, we feel that the useful life of the plannied repairs will be no more than ten (10) to twelve (12) 
years, and possibly less. The majority of the parent pipe material is vitrified clay pipe, which is 
approaching the end of its usefid life. We expect that the planned repairs will certainly extend the useful 
life, but they cannot reasonably be expected to restore the piping system to new condition and service life. 

Exhibit E 
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P- A, 
Mr. Robert Nixon 
RE: 
January 16,1998 

Lindrick Service Corporation PSC Rate Increase 

Page 3 

1 on me at your convenience should you have any questions. 

Prekident 

G. Jeffery Hines, P.E. 
Vice President 

cc: Joseph Borda, MA, PE 

GH:jl 
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EXHIBIT F 


FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF 


ENVIRONMENTAL P,ROTECTION 


NOTICE OF VIOLATION AND 


ORDERS FOR CORRECTIVE ACTION 


~ 



n 
RECElVEDdAN 

BEFORE THE STATE OF FLORIDA 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT 
OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION, 

Complainant, 

Lindrick Service Corporation 
AND 
Borda-DiMarco Ltd. 

V. 

IN THE OFFfCE OF THE 
SOUTHWEST DISTRICT 

AND 
Presbyterian Homes and Housing Foundation of Florida, Inc., 

Responden t J 

HOTIClE OF WOL ATION AND 
ORDERS FC!RORRECTIVE A C T I m  

TO: Mr. Joseph R. Borda, President 
Lindrick Sctvicc Corporation 
Post Office Box 1176 
New Port Richey, FL 34656-1 176 

Mr Joseph R. Borda, Rcghtcred Agenr 
Botda-DiMarco, Ltd. 
4925 Cross Bayou Blvd 
New Port Richcy, FL 34656 

Certified Mail Number 

Certificd Mail Number 

Mr Thomas Ahrenholz, Executive Director. 
Presbyterian Homes and Housing Foundation of Florida, lnc. 
105 1 2nd Ave. North 
St. Petcrsburg. FL 33705 

Certified Mail Number 

Pursuant to the authority of Seclion 403.121(2), Florida Statutes (“F.S.”), the State of 

Florida Departtncnt of Environmcntal Protection CDepartment”) gbes notice to Lindrick Service 

Corporation (“Respondent findilck“) and Borda-DiMatco, Ltd. (“Respondcnt Borda- 

DiMarco“) and Prcsbpcrian Homes a d  Housing Foundation of Florida, Inc., (‘Respondent 

Prcsbytcrian 1lomes”) of the follohg findings of fact and conclusions of law with respect to 

violations of Chapter 403, F.S. _ -  _ _ _ _ _ - - -  - - - -  
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1, .. . . .  
I .  - .  

n 

Fm?IGS OF FACT 

PARAGR~PH~APPCICARLLT~>LL~~S 
1. Thc Depanment i e  the administrative agency of the State of Florida having the power 

and duty to proted Florida’s air and warn resciurces and to administer and enforce the provisions 

of Chapter 403, F.S , and the rules promulgated thertundcr in Florida Administrative Code 

VF.A C.”) Title 62 

2. Respondent Ihdrick is a ”pcrson” within the meaning of Section 403.013(5), F.S and a 

corporation rc&tcred to conduct busincss in Ihc State of Florida Joscph R Botda is the President 

of Lindrick Service Corporation. 

3. Respondent Borda-DiMarco is a “ p r s o n ”  within the meaning of Section 403 013(5), 

F S and is a limited partncrship registered to canduct business in the State of Florida Joscph R. 

Botda is the Registercd Agcnt 

4. Respondent Presbyterian Homes is a “person” within thc meaning of Section 

403 013(5), F S and is a foundation regktercd to conduct business in the State of Florida Mr 
Thomas Ahrcnholz i s  the Executive Director 

S. Respondent Lindiick is the owner and is responsibk for the operation of the Lindrick 

Service Corporation wastewater treatment plant, a 0.7SO MGD, Type 1 conventional activated 

sludge domestic wastewater treatment plant that dischargcs thc cfhcnt to the Gulf of Mexico via 

the Cross Bayou, a Class 111 marine watcr (“P’lanr’’). The Plant is  located at 4740 South Road, 

New Port Richey, Pasco County, Florida in tlic area of Latitude 28*14’ 44” N, Longitude 82’44’ 

20” W (“Propcrty”). Respondent owns the Property on which the Plant is located Respondent 

Lindrick operates the Plant pursuant to Wastewater Facility Permit No. FL0032603 and 

Administrative Order No. AO-00s-SW h u e d  on Jub 3, 1997 (“Permit”). 

6 Respondent Lindrick is thc owncr and is responsible for the operation of the Lindrick 

Service Corporation wastewrrcr colltctiodt ransmissian system connected to thc Plant which 

serves the Gulf Harbors area of Pasco Coun!y, Florida (“ Lindrick Collection System”). 

Exhibit F 
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s 

7. Respondent Borda-DiMatco it 8 developer responsiblc for constructing 

8 wastewater collectiodtrms~ssion system that m e s  The Landings of St. Andrews 

residential buildin8 (The Landings Collcction System") The Irndings CoIlcction 

System includes a lift station located at 5852 Sen Forest Drive, New Port Richq, Pasco 

County, Rondo, md is conneCred to the Lindrick Collection Systcm 

8. Rcspondent Presbyterian Homes o i m  and operates The Landings Collection System. 

9. On August 13, 1997, Deparlmcnt personnel inspected The Landings Collection 

Syslcin A review of Department files did not reveal a permit to build The Landings Collection 

Systcm or a certification of completion. 

10. On August 13, 1997, Dcpartment personncl inspected the l i f l  station of The Landings 

Collcction System, and found the electrical pmel below thc 100 year storm event The lif! station 

is located in such B manner that it could be fioodcd during a 25 year storm event 

1 I .  On August 13, 1997, during a Plant inspection, Department pcrsonncl tcsted the 

effluent and found 2.3 partdthousand salinity before discharge to surhct waters 

12 On August 13, 1997, during a Plant inspection, Departmcnt personnel tcsted the 

effluent before discharge to surface waters and found the dissolved oxygen With test valucs of 7.0 

and 7.2 mg/l oxygen and ~ h t  total chlorinc residua? after dechlorination with a test value of 0.04 

mgll total chlorine. 

13. On August 13, 1997, during a Pliant inspection, Department personncl observcd Plant 

personnel testing the effluent before discharge to suflace watcrs for dissolved oxygen and total 

chlorine 'Test rntihods used were inaccurate: to determine compliance With the Permit limits of 

27.5 mg/l dismlvcd oxygen, ~0.01 mgll total chlorine, and I 2.9 &I copper. 

14. On August 13, 1997, during a Plant inspection, Department personnel observed Plant 

personnel tcdng the dnunt for total chlorine residual without properly calibrating the instrument 

The inaccurate resutts were rccordcd in the doily log book 

35 
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15. A file review of the Plurt’r Septernbcr Discharge Monitoring Rcport @MI€) revealed 

that the rcauhs of anrlysis reported on the DMR for dissolvcd oxygen, totd chlorine, total chlorine 

der dechlorination, d copper submitted to the  Department wcrc determined to be inaccurate 

Respondcnt Lidrick reportcd test mcthods which could not detect the limits of 27.5 mg.4 

dissolved owen, a.01  mg/ I told chlorine, urd SZ 9 p@ wppcr 

16. A file review of the DMR for the Plant for the months of September, October, and 

Novcmbcr 1997, beginning with Septcmber 15, 1997, found viohtions of the limits for total 

nitrogen I S  dtrogen: the sin& sampk limit of S mg/l was exceeded 10 times a d  the limit for the 

monthly average of 5 mgn was exceeded three times. Thc copper maximum effluent limit of 2 9 

pg/l has been exuedcd for the months of Septcmbcr, Octobcr, and November of 1997. 

17. Whole dnucnt toxicity testing condlucted in Scptember 1997 found the Plant had 

unacceptable emumt toxicity to Mysidopsls btthia (M. M i a ) .  The tcst ended on September 11, 

1997. The three wcckly additional tests with the failed test speck werc not repeated within 14 days 

of the failed test as required by the Permit The Plant dnucnt exhibits unacceptable toxicity 

18 The DMR for the Plant for September 1997 did not report the unacccptablc toxicity 

for whole efnucnt toxicity The Scptember 1097 DMR and October 1997 DMR failcd to properly 

record the numbcr of violations of the Pcnnir limits for dissolved oxygcn, copper, and total 

n i t t o p  The Dh4R for Septcmbcr 1997 reportcd thc number of violations for total nitrogen as 4, 

whcn the actual number was 6. 

19 The DMR for the P b t  for the month of Septcmber I997 was received on November 

13, 1997. 

20. On August 13, 1997 md Stpcembet 21, 1997 during Plant inspections, Deparlrnent 

personnel found I “C“ kcn.4 operator, as Ithe lead operator, when a “B” operator was q u i d  

21. On Septcmbcr 21, 1997, Department personnel did not find (L building at the Plant 

constructed to house the equipmcnl that would automatically monitor dissolved oxygcn, pH, and 

total chlorine residual and adjust the chemical feed quipment. 
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22. Respondcnt Borda-DiMarco did not obtain a permit from the Depanment to build thc - 
The tandings Collection System which mes The Landings of St Andrews residential building 

23. Rcspondcnt Presbyterhn Homes has not maintahed The Landings Collection Syslem 
- in such I manner that the pumping dation will memain f X y  opcralional and accessible during the 25 

24. Respondent Lindrick has not maintaincd The Lindriclc Collection Syslem to prevent - 
inflowhnfiltration and prevent introduction of poollutonts other than domcstic wostcwatcr 

- constituents, which may CIUSC exccssivc corrosion or dcteriorrtion of wastewater facilities due to 

chemical d o n  or pH levets. 

CaWTu 
25. Respondcnt Lindrkk is required by paragraph I.R. I of the Perniit to meet the cfnucnt 

limits ofthe Permit. The Plant fluent does not meet the effluent limits for total nitrogen as 

nitrogen, total chlorine residual after dcchloricution, dissolved oxygen, and copper. 

!ccu?xu! 
26. Respondent Lindrick did not use rccurate test methods, as requircd in paragraphs 

1.B 8 and C.S of the Permit, to test effluent fix total chlorine residual, dissolved oxygen, and 

copper to produce accurate results. 

C'OCTNTV1 
27. Respondent Lindrick has not fol'lowcd lest procedures found in the Dcpartrnent 

rpprovcd md&&rm&&wedutcsfat. I Abratory Qperationrnd Samb - le COlla&q,l 

Activities ( DER-QA-OOlB2). 

cQIJ!?!LVVu 
28. Respondent Lindrick has nut accurately reported the emuent results requircd by 

paragraph I B.S of the Pcrmit. The results reported werc incomplete and inaccurate 
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29. Respondent Lindrick is prohibited by paragraph I.B.9 of the Permit from discharging - 
efnuent that h chronically toxic. Rcspondent Lhdnck continues to discharge a chronically toxic 

- dnuent. 

S Q W T 3  

30. Respondent Lindrick did not WndlJCt additional tests for M. &hiu within 14 days of 

the failed test as required by paragraph I.B. 10.(3).c of the Permit. The additional tests were to be 

repeatcd within 14 days of the failed test and continued weekly until three consecutive additional 

tests passed 

- 

- 

- 
!zQ3JN-r x 

31. Respondent Lindrick did not submit the Septcrnber 1997 DMR on or before Oaober 

28,1997 The September 1997 DMR was reccived on November 11,1997. The reporting fom 

was due no latcr than thc 28th day of the following month, as was required by paragraph I C.7 of 

the Permit. 

ColTNTXI 
32 Respondent Linindrick did not have a Class B licensed lcad operator on duty as required 

by paragraph V. 1 of the Permit at the time of Department Plant inspections 

CQY???.3U 

33. Rcspondent Lindrick did not commence construction of ttrc instrumcntation building 

by September 15, 1997, as was required in ptiragapb VI. 1.2 of \he Pcmut Respondent Lindrick 

did not install the required electronic instmnmtr that would monitor and automatically adjust the 

chemical fkd r&s to meet the dnucnt b i t f ;  by December IS, 1997, as was required by 

paragraph Vi. 1.4 of the Permit 

m m a u  
34. Thc Department has incurred expenses to datc while investigating this matter in the 

amount of not less than $5,000. 
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cQEk!JSQN_sPkLLAw 
The Depament has evaluated the Findings of Fact with regard to the requiremcnts of 

Chapter 403, Florida Statutes (”F.S.”) and Florida Administrative Code (“F.A.C.”),Title 62 Based 

on the foregoing facts the Department has mads the fbllowing conclusions of law 

35. Respondent tindrick, Respondent ‘Borda-DiMarco, and Respondent Presbyterian 

Homes are “person”(8) within the meaning of Section 403.03 I@), F S 

36. Thc Pknt, the Lidrick Collection System, and The Landings Collection System are 

”wastewater ficilitics” as dcfined in Rule 62-600 200(97), F.A C., and arc “installations” within the 

meaning of Section 403 03 1(4), F.S , and Rule 62-4 020(6), F A C. 

37. The facts related in Counts T and TI constitute a violation of Section 403 161(1)@), 

Florida Statutes, which requires all facilities, as a pollution source, to operate in a manner 

consistent with the pemrit issued by the Department or in compliance with thc Department rules 

Thc fircts also constitute a violation of Rule 62-4 2 1 O( I), F.A C , which prohibits the construction 

of any installation or ficility which will rermnnbly be expccted to be a source of air or water 

pollution without first applying for and receiving a construction pcrmit from the Departmcnt unless 

exempted by Statutes or Department Rule The facts rclated in Count I also constitute 

a 4olatjon of Rule 62604.500(1), F.A C., which requires that coltectionltransmission systems shall 

- not be placed into opcntion without prior approval of :he Department 

38. The fads related in Count I1 consditute a violation of Rule 62-604.400(2)(e), F.A.C , 

which provides that cltctrical and mechanical equipment shall be protected fiom physical damage 

during the 100 year flood. Thc ficts related in Count T I  also constitute a violation of Rule 62- 

604.400(2)(~), F.AC. which provides that thc: pumping station shall be dcsigned to mnain ftlly 

operational and acccssiblc during the 25 year flood. 

39. The facts related in Count Ill cawtilute 8 violation of Rules 62-600 4 10(6), md 62- 

604.500(3), F.A C., which makes it 8 violation to fail to maintain and operate facilities and 
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- 
equipment in a condition which Will not rtlow thtm to findion as intended Rule 62- 

- 604.130(4)&), F.A.C. prohibits the introduction of pollutants other than domcstic wastewater 

constituents, which may cause excessive conosian or deterioration of wastewater facilities due to 

chemical action or pH Ievds - 

40. The facts related in Count 1V constitute I violation of Rule 62600.740(2)(a), F A C , 

ul<l the Pennit, which makt it I violation to rcleasc wastewater without providing propcr treatment 

approved by the Departmcnt The ficts Jso coinstitutc I violation of Section 403 161, F.S., which 

makes a violation of Chapter 403, F.S., to fail to comply with my Department rule or pennit 

41. The fads rclatcd in Count V constitute a viollrtion of the Permit and Rule 62- 

1 

- 
160.?20(l)(f)l and 2, F.A C., which requires that parties who collcct sarnplcs for specified 

Department activity shall follow procedures oultlincd in acrivity-specific standard opcrating 

procedures manuals that hwe been wfitten by the Department or have quivalent sampling 

procedures outlined in 8 Dcpartment Approved Cornprchensive Plan and Rule 62-4 246(1), F.A.C , 

which requires monitoring and sampling for pollutants reasonably expected to be cantained in the 

discharge and to viohte thc water quality witciia in Chapter 62-302, F.A C. 

I 

42. The facts related in Count VI and VI1 constitutc a violation of Rulc 62-600 740 (2)(e), 

F.A C., which provides that the submission, by the owner, mantiger, or operator of a domestic 

wastewater facility, or agent or ernployce thwctof, of misleading, false or inaccurate information or 

opcration reporlo to the Department, cithcr knowingly or through neglcct is a violation. The facts 

also conditute a violation of Section 403 161, F.S , which makcs it a violation of Chapter 403, 

F.S., to fail to comply with any Department nile or penit. 

43. The fads in Count VI11 wnstitutc I violalion of the Ptrnijt and Chapter 403.021, 

F.S., and Rules 62-302.530(62) and 62-302.300(11) which prohibits the discharge of substances in 

concentrations which are chronically toxk and prohibits the discharge of waste into Florida waters 

without treatment necessary to protect (thc) Ikneficiat use of the waters. 
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44. The focts related in Count I X  Constitute 8 violation of Section 403 16 t(  I)@), F S , md 

the Permit, which makes it I violation to Fpil to compfy with my rule, regulation, order, permit, or 

certification adapted or issued by the Department punant to its authority. 

45. The facts dated in Count X conslilute a violation of Rule 62-601 300( I)@), 

F.A C., which requires rcports sha!l be completed and submitted on a monthly basis and in a timely 

manner SO as to be rcceivcd by the twenty4ghCh of the month following the month of operation. 

The facts dm constitute a violation of Scction 4l03.161(1)(b), F.S , and the Permit, which makes it 

8 Golation of chapter 403 to fu! to comply with MY rule, regulation, order, pennit, or certification 

adopted or issclcd by the Departmcnt pursuant IO i t s  authority. 

46. The facts in Count XI constitutc a violation of Rulc 62-699.310(3)(a) Catcgory I, 

F.A C., which rcquircs staffing by a Class C or higher operator 16 hours per day for 7 days a week 

Thc leaflchicf opcrator must be a B or higher. The facts also constitute a violation of Section 

403 161( I)@), F S., and the Permit, which malccs it a violation of Chapter 403 to fail to comply 

with any nile, regulation, order, petnrit, or certification adopted or issued by the Department 

pursuant to its authority 

47. The facts in Count XI1 constitute a violation Scction 403.161(1)@), F S., and the 

Permit, which makes it a violation of Chapter 403 to fail to comply with any d e ,  regulation, order, 

permit, or certification adoptcd or issucd by the Department prsumt to its authority 

48 The costs and expenses related in Count XnI are rcasonablc costs and expcnses 

~ C U I Y C ~  by the State while investigating this matter, which are recoverable pursuant to Section 

403.141(1), F.S 

(THIS AREA PURPOSELY LEFT BLANK) 
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Q R I 2 W ~ O I & ! i ~ & T ~ r n  

- The Department has dlegcd that the activities related in the Findings of Fact constitute 

violations of Florida law The Orders for Corrslive Action state what you, Rcspondent Linbick, 

Respondent Bordr-DiMarco, and Respondent Presbyterian must do in order to correct and redress 

the violatiom dcged in this Notice. 

- 

The Depdment will adopt the Wcrs for Corrective Action as put of its Final Order in - 
this case unless Respondent Lidrick, Respondent Borda-DiMarco, and Respondcnt Presbyterian 

Homes files a timely petition Tor a f o m l  hemin8 or informal proceeding, pursuant to Scction 

403 12 I ,  F.S. (See Notice of Rights.) EResporidcnt Lindrick, Respondent Borda-DiMarco, and 

Respondcnt Presbyterian Homes fails to comply with the corrective actions ordered by the Final 

Order, the Department i s  authorized to file suit seeking judicial enforcement of the Deparimcnt's 

Order pursuant to Sections 120.69,405 121 and 403.131, F.S. 

I 

I 

- 

Pursuant to the authority of Sections 403.061(8) and 403.121, F.S., the Department 

proposcs to adopt in its Final Order in this case the following specific corrective actions which will 

redrcss the alleged violations: 

1. Respondents shall forthwith comply with dl Department rules regarding domcstic 

wastewater collectiodtransmission, domestic wastewater treatmcnt, and effluent disposal. 

Respondents shall correct and redrcss all violations in the tine pcriods required below and shall 

comply with all applicable ntlcs in Y M e  62, F A  C. and Chapter 403, Florida Statutes. 

2. Within 30 days of the eRcctive datcr of this Order, Respondcnt Borda-DiMarco and/or 

Respondcnt Presbyterian Homes shaU submit im application to the Depadtncnt for the Construction 

of The tandings Collection System. The application, at a dnimum, &all include a plan to bring !he 

CA station into compliance with Rules 62-604.400(2Xa-e), F.A C. The application shall be 

prepared and scaled by a professional en@necr registered in the State of Florida Upon issuance of 

the permit, Rcspondent Borda-DiMarcc, and/or Respondent Presbyterian Homes shall complcte 

Comhuction pursuant to the conditions of the parnit. The construction of The Landings CoUcction 

Sysrcm shall be certified complcte within 60 (days of the issuance of the permit 
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3. Ifl'he ladings Co~ection System appkation, as refercnced in pangraph 2 of this 

Order, is denicd by the Department, Respondent Prcsbytcrian Homes shall abandon use of The 

Landings Collection System within 60 days of the permit dcnial. Concurrcntly, within 60 days of 

the Permit denial, Respondcnt Lindrick shall not rcccpt wastewater flows for trmtment from The 

Landings CoUcction System. 

- 

- 

- 

4. Within 270 days of the &Wive datc: of this Order, Respondent Lindrick shall have 

elinhated int~siodinfiltration into the lindridt Collection Sydcm to the extent that influent 

strength to the Plant (or to any re8ionaI wastenfatcr treatment plant) shall not exceed 250 mB/I 

chlorides Testing shall commence with the efliective the date of this Oidct and continue until 8 

consccutivc weckly results have met the influetiit limit for chlorides. Paragraph C. l  of the Permit is 

hereby anwnded to &chloride to the influent sampling as follows: Pararncterlchlorides; 

Unitdmgfl; MwdMinReport; Monitoring FrrquenrylWcekty, Sample Typdl6 hr fpc, 

Monitoring brationlMf;-01-25442. 

5. Within 30 days of the dfective date of this Order, Respondent Lindrick shall follow the 

Department approved ~ f a n ~ a r d _ O p c r a ~ ~ ~ P ~ ~ c e d u r e s  for Laboram Opmtions and Sam& 

Collection Activities ( DER-QA-O01/9t) whiclh addresses all tesls and collection methods required 

for specific activitics found in the Pcmit. 

6. Within 60 days of the effective date of this Order, Respondent Lindrick shall begin tests 

to dctemiine the cause of the chronic toxicity imd to provide reasonable assurance to the 

Department that the cfnucnt will mect thc rcquirerncnt of Rulc 62-302 500, F.A C. and meet the 

surface water criteria established in Rule 62-3102 530, F.A.C The andysis shall be in accordance 

with Rule 62-160, F.A.C. 

7. Effective with the date of thc Ordw, Rwpndent Lindrick shall submit mcafc copies 

of the DhR laboratory results, and the chain of custody for all tests performcd at the Plant to the 

Dcpartment's Southwcst District O f b  on a monthly basis and not later than the 2Rth day of lhc 

followin8 month. 
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8. Effective with the date of this Ordcr, Rcspondent Lindrick shall increase Plant operator 

staff time fiom 16 hours to 24 hours per day, seven days a week. Paragraph V. I of the Permit is 

hcreby amended to increase operator M t i m e  6om 16 hours to 24 hours per day, SCVCCI days a 

wcck The lead operator shall be a Class B or tu‘gher licensed operator on each day during the first 

period of high flow. Ibc second pcriod of high flow &all bc staffed by 8 Class C or higher licensed 

operator 

9. Within 120 days of the e f k t i v e  date of this Order, Respondent Lindrick shall reduce 

thc presence of copper in the Plant efflucnt to ?; 2 9 &I. Effective with the date of this Order, 

paragraph I B 1 of the Permit, in regard to the monitoring frequcncy for testing the piramcter 

copper, is hercby miendcd from “every six moinths” to “weekly”. 

10. ERective with the date of this Order, paragraph 1 B 1 .of the Permit is hereby amended 

to include the reporting of NlritJNitrate as N, using a monitoring frequency of weekly , sampling 

by a 16 hour flow proportional conrposite sampler, and at monitoring location EFA-01-13790 

1 1.  Commencing immcdiately and henceforth, Respondent Lindrick shall notij, the 

Department of any abnormal cvenrs that occur at the Plant within thc time periods in Rule 62- 

4.130 , F.A C 

12 Within 120 days of the effective date of this Order, Respondent Lindrick shafl meet the 

effluent limits of the Permit or initiate actions that will cease surface watcr discharge into Cross 

Not less than 30 days prior to ceasing, the discharge, Respondent Lindrick shall submit an 

abandonment plan for thc Plant to the Dcpartment and an application to tl~c proper authority 

(City/County) of thc regional wastewater ~llcctionltransnlission system (“Syst ern.’) for approval to 

divert the Lindrick Collection System to the System. Respondent Lindrick shall copy the 

Department on dl correspondence belween Respondent tindrick and the proper ruthor’v of the 

System Within 30 days of the decision to dived the Lindrick Callcction System to the System, 

Rcspondent Lindrick shall submit an spplicafion to the Department to construct a wastcwatcr 

coUcction/transmission system to permanently connect Bow from the Lindrick Colledon System to 

t l~e System Thc applicalion shall be prepareid and sealed by a professional engineer rcgistcrd in 

\ 

\, 
\ 

44 
Exhibit F 
Page 12 of 17 



. . .  - 
n 

I 

the State of kloridn. This conncction shall be constructed, certified complete and put into 

operation within 180 days of the e f k t i v e  date of this Order Within 30 days of completion of 

construction, Respondent Lindrlck shall submit the appropriate Certification of Completion of 

Construction signed and scaled by the project tnlginccr. 

13. Effctiw with the date of this Order, Respondent Tindrick rhall not allow conncction 

of my additional wastewater coIIectiodtnnsmission systms to the Lindrick CoUcction System 

until (1) all corrective actions of this Order have: been made, (2) the effluent toxicity is eliminated, 

and (3) the conditions of thc Permit arc mct. 

14. Within 30 days of the effectivc darc of this Order, Respondents shall make payment to 

the Dcpartnrent for costs and expenses in the arnount of $5000 00. Payment shall be made by 

cashier's check or mony ordcr payable to thc "State of Florida Department of Environmental 

Protection" and shall include thereon thc OGC number assigned to this case and the notation 

"&cosystern Management and Restoration T m t  Fund" The paymcnt shall be sent to lhe 

Department of Environmental Protection, Southwcst District, 3804 Coconirt Palm Drive, Tampa, 

Florida 33619-8318 

B U C E I U  

1. Respondents have the right to a formal administrative hcaring pursuant to Sections 

120 369 and 120.57(1), F.S., ifRespondmts dispute issues of rnatcrial fact raised by this Notice of 

Violation and Orders for Corrective Action ("Notice"). At a formal hearing, Respondent will have 

the opportunity to bc represented by counsel, to pment evidence and argument on ~LU iswcs 

involved, to conduct cross-examination urd submit rebuttal evidence, to submit proposed findings 

of fact and orders, and to file exceptions to my ordcr or hearing officer's recommended order. 

2. Respondents havc the right to an informal administrative proccedinp pursuant to 

Scctions 120.569 trnd 120.57(2), F.S., ifRcsjpondents do not dispute issues of rnnterial fact m'scd 

by this Notice If an informal proceeding i s  held, Respondents will have the oppor[unity to be 
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- 

represented by counsel, to prescnt to  the agency written or oral evidence in opposition to the 

Department'a proposed action, or to presmt a writtcn Etatemcnt challenging the grounds upon 

which the Department is  justiFng its proposed action. 

3. If Respondents desire 8 f o n d  hewing or an i n f o r d  proceeding, Respondents must 

tile I; written responsive pludmg entitled "Petition for Administrative Proceeding" within 20 days 

of receipt of this Notice or within IO daya of ar~y timely requested informal conference held 

pursuant to paragraph 5 below. The petition must be in the form requircd by F.A.C. Chapter 62- 

103.155 and by F.A C. Rule 28-106.201. A pcltition is filed when it is receiveJ by the Department's 

Ofice of General Counel, 3900  commonweal^ h Boulevard, MS-3S, Talfahasscc, Florida 32399- 

3000. 

4. Respondcnts may rcqrtest mediation under section 120.573 before the deadline for 

filing a petition. Choosing mcdiation will not adversely affect the right to a hcanng if mediation 

does not rcsult in a settlernent The proctdurc!; for pursuing mediation are 6ct forth below. If the 

Departmcnt agrees that mediation in this matter is appropriate, Rcspondents must pursue mediation 

by reaching a mediation agreement with the Dcpartment bcforc the deadline for frling a petition 

The rpreement must be bled in (reccived by) the Ofice ofGentra1 Counsel of the Department at 

3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, Mail Stiation 35, Tallahassce, Florida 32399-3000, by the samc 

dcadlinc as set forth above for thc filing of a petition. 

The agreement to mediate must include the following: 

(a) The names, rddresses, and telephone numbers of any persons who may attend the 

mediation; 

@) The name, address, and telephonc number of the mediator selected by the prrtics, or a 

provision for sefccting a mediator within I; spcxified time; 

(c) The agreed allocation of che costs and fees umciatcd with thc mediation; 

(d) The ageemcnt of the partics on the confidcntiality of discussions and documents 

introduced during mediation; 
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- . .  - 
h, 

(e) The date, t h e ,  and place of the fird mediation session, or a deadline for holding the 

first session, ifno mediator has yet been chosen, 

(0 Thc nme  of each party's representative who shall have authority to settlc or 

ncommcnd scttlement; md 

(g) The signatures of rll parties or their ruthorii rcprescntatives 

As provide6 in section 120.373 of the Florida Statutes, the timcly ogrtuncnt of all parties to 

mediate will toll the time limitations hposcd by sections 120.569 and 120 57 for requesting uld 

holding an rdminktrative hearing Unless otheiwisc agrccd by the parties, the mediation must be 

concluded within sixty days of the execution ot'the agreemcnt If mediation results in settlement of 

thc admhislrative disputc, the Deprnment must entcr 8 final order incorporating the agreement of 

the parties Persons whose substantial intercstii will be affected by such a modified final decision of 

the Department have a right to pctition for a hearing only in accordance with the requirements for 

such petitions set forth above, and must thercfbre file thcir petitions within 21 days of receipt of 

this notice. If mediation terminates without ~eftlement of the dispute, the Department shall noti4 

thc Rcspondcnts in writing that thc rdministralive hearing processes undcr sections 120 569 and 

120 57 remain available for disposition of the dispute, and thc notice will specify the deadlines that 

then will apply for challenging the agcncy action and electing remedies under those two statutes 

5. Respondents may requcst an informal conf'ercnce with tiic Departmcnt in order to 

resolvc this mattcr proniptly and amicably. Rtspondents' n'ghts will not be sdjudicatcd at an 

hfornral confercnce, and the right to a formal hcaring or informal proceding will not be affected 

by rcquesting or participating in an informal conference 

6. If Respondents dcsire UI *informal conlercnce, Respondents must filc a written 

"Request for Informaf Confercnce' Wilhin ten days of receipt of this Notice. The request must be 

made to the person indicated on thc last page of this Notice The request i s  Glcd when it is pceived 

by the ofice of the person indicated on the last page of this Notice. A properly filed written 

requed for Xnformal Confcrencc shd1 ton the time for filing 8 pctitioa for a formal hearing or 

informal procceding as provided herein. If no resolution of this matter results from the informal 
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conference, Respandents have the ri#t to file a petition for a fonnal )rearing or informal 

procceding within 20 days of the date the confercmx is c l o d .  

7. Respondents dl wake lhc nsht 110 a fonnal hearing or an informal proceeding if a 

petition is not tilcd with thc Department within 20 days of receipt of this Notice or within 20 days 

of thc date an informat conference is closcd if one i s  held. These time limits may be varied only by 

written conscnt ofthe Depwtmcnt. 

8. The idlegations of thio Notice to4;cther with the Orders for Corrective Action will be 

rdoptcd by the Department in a Final Order if'Rrspondcnts fuil to timely fik a petition for a formal 

hearing or informal proding, pursuant to Section 403 121, F.S. A Final Order wilt constitute 8 

fill and find adjudication of the matters dlegcd in this Notice 

9. If Respondents fail to comply Gith the FinaI Order, the Departmcnt is authorized to 

file suit in circuit court sceking a mandatory injunction to compel compliance with the Order, 

pursuant to Sections 120.69,403.121 and 403.131, F.S The Department may also seek to recover 

damnyes, dl costs of litigation including reasorrable attorney's fees and expert witncss. fecs, end civil 

penalties of not more than $10,000 per day for each day that Respondcnts have failed to cumply 

with the Final Order. 

10 This matter may bc resolved if thc Department and Rcqpondents enter into a Conscnt 

Ordcr, in accordance with Section 120 37(4), F.S., upon such terms and conditions as may be 

rniitually agrccablc. 

11. The Department i o  not barred by the issuancc of this Notice from maintahhg an 

independent action in circuit court with respec! to the akged violations If'such action is 

warranted, the Department may seck injunctive rJieT, damages, civil pcnahies of not more than 

310,OOO pcr day, and all costs of titietion. 
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12. Copies of Department d e s  referenced in this Notice my be examined at any 

Department Ollice or may be obtained by written requcst to the person listed on the last page of 

this Notice. 

STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT 
OF ENVLRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

--r-------- --.------------.. 
Richard D. Gar ty, Ph D 
Director of Dis 'ct Management 
Southwcst Dis ct 
3804 Coconut B d m  Diive 
Tampa, Florida 3 36 19-83 18 

Copies firnished to* 

Office MolKn of nerat Counscl 
Department of Environmcntaf Protection 
3900 Commonwcalth Boulcvard 
Tallahasscc, Florida 32393-3000 

Mr Tom O'Ncit, Director of Utililics, City of New Port Richcy, Florida 
Mr John Gallagher, County Administralor, Pasco County, Florida 
Mr Ralph Jaeger, Esg. Public SeMce Conimission, Tallahacsee, Florida 

A pctition for hearing must be filed with. 

Ofice of Gcncrat Counscl 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection 
3900 Corninonwealth Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000 
Telephone. 850/488-9730 

A request for an informal conferenct must bc rnade to: 

Mr. Thomas Gucciardo, Environmentdl Manager 
Domestic Wastewater Section 
3804 Coconut Palm Drivc, Tampa, Florida 3361 9 
Telcphone: 813/744-6100, Ext 392 
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TWENTIETH REVISED SHEET NO. 17.0 
CANCELS NINETEENTH REVISED SHEET NO. 17.0 

LINDRICK SERVICE CORPORATION TARIFF 


A V AILABILITY 

APPLI CABILITY 

LIMITATIONS 

RATE 

TERMS OF PAYMENT 

RESIDENTIAL SERVICE (SEWER) 

RATE SCHEDULE RS 

A vailable throughout the area served by the company. 

For water service for all purpose in private residences and 
individually metered apartment units. 


Subject to all of the Rules and Regulations of this tariff and General 

Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 


Base Facility Charge (Monthly) 

All meter sizes 
Gallonage charge per 1,000 
gallons (maximum 10,000 gallons) 

$15.46 
$ 3.09 

Bills are due and payable when rendered and become delinquent if 
not paid within twenty (20) days. After five (5) working days' 
written notice is mailed to the customer separate and apart from any 
other bill, the service may then be discontinued. 

Effective: For Service rendered on or after February 12, 1998 Joseph R. Borda, 
1998 Limited Proceeding Owner 

EXHIBIT 
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TWENTY-THIRD REVISED SHEET NO. 16.0 
CANCE:LS TWENTY-SECOND REVISED SHEET NO. 16.0 

LINDRICK SERVICE CORPORATION TARIFF 

GENERAL SERVICE (SEWER) 

RATE SCHEDULE GS 

AVAILABILITY Available to all connmercial customers including condominium building 
within a company service area. 

APPLICABILITY To any customer for which no other schedule applies. 

LIMITATIONS 

RATE 

Subject to all of the Rules and Regulations of this tariff and General Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission. 

Meter Sizes 

518" X 314" 
1 

1-112" 
2 
3 I t  

4 I' 

6 'I 

8"(Compountl) 
8 (Turbine) 

Gallonage charge per 1,000 gallons 

TERMS OF PAYMENT 

Base Facility Charge (Monthly) 

$ 15.46 
$ 38.68 
$ 77.27 
$123.80 
$247.59 
$386.85 
$773.65 

$1,237.28 
$1,392.07 

$ 3.09 

Bills are due and payable when rendered and become delinquent if 
not paid within twenty (20) days. After five (5) working days' 
written notice is mailed to the customer separate and apart from any 
other bill, the service may then be discontinued. 

Effective: For Service rendered on or after February 12, 1998 
1998 Limited Proceeding 

JosephR Borda, 
Owner 



TWENTY-FIRST REVISED SHEET NO. 17.0 
CANCELS TWENTIETH REVISED SHEET NO. 17.0 

LINDRICK SERVICE CORPORATION TARIFF 


AVAILABILITY 

APPLICABILITY 

LIMITATIONS 

RATE 

TERMS OF PAYMENT 

RESIDENTIAL SERVICE (SEWER) 

RATE SCHEDULE RS 

A vailable throughout the area served by the company. 

For water service for all purpose in private residences and 
individually metered apartment units. 


Subject to all of the Rules and Regulations of this tariff and General 

Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 


Base Facility Charge (Monthly) 

All meter sizes 
Gallonage charge per 1,000 
gallons (maximum 10,000 gallons) 

$24.19 
$ 4.83 

Bills are due and payable when rendered and become delinquent if 
not paid within twenty (20) days. After five (5) working days' 
written notice is mailed to the customer separate and apart from any 
other bill, the service may then be discontinued. 

Effective: For Service rendered on or after February 12, 1999 Joseph R Borda, 
1998 Limited Proceeding Owner 
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TWENTY-FOURTH REVISED SHEET NO. 16.0 
CANCELS TWENTY-THIRD REVISED SHEET NO. 16.0 

LINDRICK SERVICE CORPORATION TARIFF 

GENERAL SERVICE (SEWER) 

RATE SCHEDULE GS 

AVAILABILITY Available to all connmercial customers including condominium building 
within a company service area. 

APPLICABILITY To any customer for which no other schedule applies. 

LIMITATIONS Subject to all of the Rules and Regulations of this tariff and General Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission. 

RATE Meter Sizes Base Facility Charge (Monthly) 

518" X 314" 
1 I' 

1 - 112" 
2" 
3" 
4" 
6" 
8"(Compountl) 
8"( Turbine) 

$ 24.19 
$ 60.50 
$120.86 
$193.62 
$387.25 
$605.05 

$1,210.04 
$1,935.17 
$2,177.28 

Gallonage charge per 1,000 ,gallons $ 4.83 

TERMS OF PAYMENT Bills are due and payable when rendered and become delinquent if 
not paid within twenty (20) days. After five ( 5 )  working days' 
written notice is mailed to the customer separate and apart from any 
other bill, the service may then be discontinued. 

Effective: For Service rendered on or after February 12, 1999 
1998 Limited Proceeding 

JosephR Bo& 
Owner 




